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Introduction
In this essay, the researcher will be reporting the importance of the judicial independence in the UK and how it assembles in the constitution today.
According to Thomson Reuters Practical Law (2020) Legal systems in the UK (England and Wales):
The UK has an unwritten constitution where there is no single written document that sets out the rights of individual citizens and how the Government should act. The United Kingdom (the UK) has three separate legal systems: one each for England and Wales, Scotland and Northern Ireland. The UK constitution consists of a mixture of foundations, some of which are written (such as statutes), and others (such as constitutional conventions), which are unwritten. This shows its historical backgrounds.
Judicial independence is the separation of powers from the Executive (the Government), the Legislature (parliament) and the judiciary. This is to make sure that power cannot be down to one individual or branch of authority. It must be looked at by three different parties. In that way, they cannot be biased in any way or manipulated by any other source. judicial independence has the ability for courts and judges to make their decisions free from any kind of influence or control by any other parties or individuals whether this is from the government or private. In the United States and other presidential systems, a strict separation is more often a fundamental constitutional rule. In the United Kingdom and other common law jurisdictions, however, the thought of separation of powers has had much less success. Judges are independent of the executive and the legislature and vice versa and they do not get involved in political debates. According to Politics.co.uk (2012), Most constitutional theories say that the judiciary must be separate from, and independent of the government in order to ensure the rule of law, to ensure that the law is enforced fairly and consistently and without influence from any other source. The meaning  of the "separation of powers" has usually proposed that the state is divided into the separate and distinctive arms of Executive, Legislature and Judiciary, This way, each arm acts as a "check and balance" on the others.
Main Body
[bookmark: _Hlk57321483]According to Benwell R and Gay O, the separation of powers is there to safeguard individuals from tyranny and save liberty. “Separation of powers” says to the idea that the main institutions of state should be completely independent and that no other person or individual should have any powers that interfere in these offices. The main institutions are normally taken to the executive, then the legislature and the judiciary. It was put in place so that the main institutions could be divided and dependent upon each other so that one power would not be able to go above that of the other two. Today the separation of powers is more often advised to maintain a system of checks and balances which are needed for a good government. In the United States and other presidential systems, a strict separation is frequently a fundamental constitutional rule. In the United Kingdom and other common law jurisdictions however, the thought of separation of powers has had much less success. In the UK, the main offices and institutions have grown to gain balance between the Crown (and more recently the Government) and Parliament. The system shows a balance of powers more than a formal separation of the three branches, or what Walter Bagehot called a “fusion of powers” in the English constitution. In the last one hundred years the thought of separation of powers has been less apparent in many policy schemes. The former Government suggested that in its changes of the judiciary in the Constitutional Reform Act 2005, it was heading toward a more official separation of powers. The establishment of an independent supreme court and the breakup of the office of lord chancellor have broken some parts of the fusion of powers. Problems have also been complicated by the Human Rights Act 1998 and its obligation for judges to consider the European convention on human rights and the decisions of the European court of human rights in Strasbourg. More recently, the suggested change in the number of members of parliament, use of parliamentary privilege and members involvement in super injunctions have again raised issues about the communication between the institutions of state. This basic note considers the extent to which the executive and legislature, the executive and judiciary and the judiciary and legislature now overlap and interact. 
According to Courts and tribunals judiciary (2020), When carrying out their judicial duties they must be free of any unlawful influence. Such influence could come from a mix of sources. It could come from improper pressure by the executive or the legislature or by individual accusers or by particular pressure groups, the media and self-interest or other judges, in particular more senior judges. It is very  important in a democracy the individual judges and the judiciary as a whole are impartial and independent of all outside pressures and of each other, so that those who appear before them and the wider public can have confidence that their cases will be decided properly and in accordance with the law. 
According to Courts tribunal judiciary (2020), It is very important that each judge will be able to decide cases only on the evidence presented in court by the parties and in accordance with the law. Independence will be important because only important facts and law should make up the basis of a judge’s decision. This way judges can discharge their constitutional responsibility to give fair and impartial justice. To do justice as Lord Brougham a 19th Century Lord Chancellor put it, ‘between man and man’ or as Lord Clarke ex master of the rolls put it more recently in 2005, ‘between citizen and citizen or between citizen and the state’. The job of the judiciary to protect citizens against unlawful acts of government has increased, so the judiciary needs to be even more independent of the government.
According to All Answers LTD (2018), There is no fundamental rules of the Separation of Powers in the UK Constitution. Overlaps exist both in parts of the roles in the bodies of state and the employees working within them. Checks and balances work to stop against potential misuse of power and discuss the amount to which the current administration has requested to reinforce these checks and balances. According to Courts and tribunals Judiciary (2020) For example, the government (or executive) is compiled of MPs and peers who are also members of the legislature (the House of Commons and the House of Lords). 
According to United nations Human rights (1985): These rules were set in place to guarantee judicial independence:
1. The judiciary will decide issues before them impartially based on facts and in accordance with the law without any restriction’s improper influences inducements pressures threats or interferences direct or indirect from any quarter or for any reason. 
2. The independence of the judiciary shall be guaranteed by the State and protected in the Constitution or the law of the country. It is the responsibility of all governmental and other institutions to respect and view the independence of the judiciary.
3. The judiciary shall have jurisdiction over all issues of a judicial nature and shall have exclusive authority to decide whether an issue submitted for its decision is within its competence as defined by law.
4. Everyone shall have the right to be tried by ordinary courts or tribunals using established legal procedures. Tribunals that do not use the duly established procedures of the legal process shall not be created to displace the jurisdiction belonging to the ordinary courts or judicial tribunals.
5. There shall not be any inappropriate or unwarranted interference with the judicial process, nor shall judicial decisions by the courts be subject to revision. This principle is without prejudice to judicial review or to mitigation or commutation by competent authorities of sentences imposed by the judiciary, in accordance with the law.
6. It is the duty of each Member State to provide adequate resources to enable the judiciary to properly perform its functions.
7. The principle of the independence of the judiciary entitles and requires the judiciary to ensure that judicial proceedings are conducted fairly and that the rights of the parties are respected.
8. In accordance with the Universal Declaration of Human Rights members of the judiciary are like other citizens entitled to freedom of expression belief association and assembly  provided, however that in exercising such rights  judges shall always conduct themselves in such a manner as to preserve the dignity of their office and the impartiality and independence of the judiciary.
9. Judges shall be free to form and join associations of judges or other organizations to represent their interests, to promote their professional training and to protect their judicial independence.
10. Persons selected for judicial office shall be individuals of integrity and ability with appropriate training or qualifications in law. Any method of judicial selection shall safeguard against judicial appointments for improper motives. In the selection of judges, there shall be no discrimination against a person on the grounds of race color sex religion political or other opinion national or social origin property birth or status except that a requirement that a candidate for judicial office must be a national of the country concerned, shall not be considered discriminatory.
11. The term of office of judges, their independence security adequate remuneration, conditions of service pensions and the age of retirement shall be adequately secured by law.
12. Judges whether appointed or elected shall have guaranteed tenure until a mandatory retirement age or the expiry of their term of office where such exists.
13. Promotion of judges wherever such a system exists should be based on objective factors in particular ability integrity and experience.
14. The assignment of cases to judges within the court to which they belong is an internal matter of judicial administration.
15. The judiciary shall be bound by professional secrecy regarding their deliberations and to confidential information acquired in the course of their duties other than in public proceedings and shall not be compelled to testify on such matters.
16. Without prejudice to any disciplinary procedure or to any right of appeal or to compensation from the State, in accordance with national law judges should enjoy personal immunity from civil suits for monetary damages for improper acts or omissions in the exercise of their judicial functions.
17. A charge or complaint made against a judge in his/her judicial and professional capacity shall be processed expeditiously and fairly under an appropriate procedure. The judge shall have the right to a fair hearing. The examination of the matter at its initial stage shall be kept confidential, unless otherwise requested by the judge.
18. Judges shall be subject to suspension or removal only for reasons of incapacity or behavior that renders them unfit to discharge their duties.
19. All disciplinary, suspension or removal proceedings shall be determined in accordance with established standards of judicial conduct.
20. Decisions in disciplinary, suspension or removal proceedings should be subject to an independent review. This principle may not apply to the decisions of the highest court and those of the legislature in impeachment or similar proceedings.

According to Parliament.uk (2007) PAPER BY PROFESSOR PAUL CRAIG: THE RULE OF LAW
The paper requests to require guidance concerning the sense of the 'rule of law', in the light of section 1 of the Constitutional Reform Act 2005, which makes specific reference to that concept.
According to House of lords (2005), The Constitution Committee is selected by the House of Lords in each hearing with the following conditions of reference:
To assess the constitutional consequences of all public bills coming before the House and to always keep the functions of the constitution under review. 

Conclusion.
The separation of powers is aimed to safeguard individuals opposed to tyranny and to preserve liberty of everyone. It protects “Citizen from Citizen” and “Citizen from State” procedures. 
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