JUDICAL INDEPENDENCE
Judicial independence means that judiciary should be independent from the other branches of government. Judicial independence is important to the idea of separation of powers.
It is important that each judge is able to decide cases solely on the basis of evidence presented by parties according to the law in court. The judges discharge there constitutional responsibility to provide 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, former Master of the Rolls put it more recently in 2005 between citizen and citizen or between citizen and the state. The responsibilities of judges in disputes between the citizen and the state have increased together with the growth in governmental functions over the last century. Judiciary should protect citizen against unlawful acts of government has thus increased, and with it the need for the judiciary to be independent of government. 
Judicial independence means that judges must be free to exercise their judicial powers without interference from anywhere like the state, the media, powerful individual large companies. Judges often decide matters between the citizen and the state and between the citizen and powerful entities. Judicial independence important in both civil or criminal cases. People involve in any kind of case courts need to be sure that the judge dealing their case cannot be forced by any outside party or by the judges own personal interest. 
In a crown code criminal trial in England and Wales. The judges does not decide the guilt or the innocents. This is need by a jury, which is made up for residents citizens and registered electdors selected randomly. If the jury decides that the defendant is guilty it is then task of judge to pass sentence with the sentencing sceme which has been enacted in legislation by parliament and the various sentencing guidelines which been agreed by the sentencing guidelines council. The judges are entitled to depart from guidelines or a decision or the court of appeal only in the interest of justice. 
Any sentence that is harsh in the case of serious offences maybe corrected by Court of Appeal on the request of convicted person or a reference to the Court of Appeal by the Attorney general.
In civil cases any error by the trial judge may also be corrected by the Court of Appeal, if there is any more issue appeal maybe to supreme court. 
The concept of judicial independence came into England and Wales in 1701 with the act of settlement. This status formally recognised the principal of security of judicial tenure by establishing the high court judges and Lord justice of appeal hold office during good behaviour. Appropriate and formal mechanisms had to be in place before a judge could be removed. Before 1701 senior judges held office at the sovereign, s pleasure and there are many examples of judges being removed from office for failing to decide cases with the wishes of the king or Queen.
The United Kingdom has three separate legal systems; one each for England and wales, Scotland and Northen Ireland.
The United Kingdom does not have a constitution that is contained in a written constitutional instrument. Its constitution found in the statustes passed by parliament in the common law.
It is acceptable if not fully accurate, to sat that England has independence of the judiciary in the sense of individual judge. There is little doubt that England qualifies under any reasonable standards of judicial independence with respect of individual judges. Even more than other countries, however one has a look at the English historically, and at least to some extent, sociologically.
If we look at the act of settlement of 1700 as the basis of the judicial independence, for by that act judges were not to be dismissed without addresses by both House of parliament. That protection should be seen in the context of 18th century society, a period of rationality and right order judges were still best understood as part of the medieval Kings Council. Many of the offers of state had lifetime appointments, the bishops, now call civil servants, and holders off lesser officers. Like the person and the squire, the judge was thought to hold the free hold in the office. The problem was that James II had attempted to replace judges and intimidate bishops. Good governance, in the sense the Whig ascendancy understood it would not tolerate such behaviour. A modified form of impeachment was therefore introduced to protect the Judiciary. At the same time however the glorious revolution and Hanoverian succession insured that with a executive and legislature effectively merged, the judges would be lions under the mace rather than lions under the throne. The contrast will the remarkable separation of powers at the constitutional convention in Philadelphia 75 years later could not have been grater. 
The tenure of English judges since 1714 has been relatively peaceful. The closest that a judge has come to being dismissed after addresses by both Houses was Mr Justice Barrington, an Irish judge, for alleged  bribery Mr Justice Grantham one of the undistinguished political appointments to the High court bench by Lord Halsbury, the conservative Lord chancellor at the turn off the century, was nearly dismissed after a particularly partisan decision in the Yarmouth by election case in the first decade of the century. The most noted recent near example was that of Sir John Donaldson, a High court judge sitting as the president of the industrial relations court.in December 1973, 187 labour MPs called for his removal for political prejudice and partiality .The move failed ana as well as see, Donaldson  ended as master of Rolls.in short Grantham and Donaldson survived. The fact that there were so few ripples to disturb the peace of judicial Independence over 300 years is mainly a tribute to the staid quality of the English.
The government decision to obtain the supreme court ruing on whether it could trigger article 50, therefore it left a bit room for a fresh attack on the judiciary if as happened, the senior court again found against the government.
That decision dad put the court and its constitutional role squarely in the public. I’ts importance been appreciated everywhere.
The creation of the supreme court was appreciated by the abolition in 2003 of the Lord Chancellor’s judicial functions.
Supreme court has flown above the storm.it was initially populated by simply moving the law lords from the place of Westminster, and therefore making appointees titular lords without making them peers. And no public fuss was made when the judicial appointments panel tried to fill the first vacancy included the judge the appointee was to succeed. There was still only one woman on the court and no one from ethnic minority, why was this? 
The independent judicial appointments commission set up in 2006 for England and Wales.it has mix of lay and professional members who in the panel and make routine appointments.
Judiciary has four constitution. Allow faith in the judges. Our judges do not do politics. they do law. They are selected to be judge on there ability. There political allegiance is irrelevant and take no part in their selection. For example in the US the judged of the American supreme court confronted with the choice of Al Gore or Gorge Bush in 2000 elections, was contested in the court, everyone come to the side of party who appointed them. So bush won because there were more republican judges than democratic. Thing that made United Kingdom such a stronger player in global economy is that politics does not affect the rule of law or any decision of court. This will attract the business community from around the world because they know the courts are independent and not under any kind of pressure from political parties or higher authoroties.
We trust our judges to uphold the law and constitution impartially. This depends on judges not to express views so they cannot defend themselves. That’s why government has a responsibility to defend them.
Judges should be independent. Some might disagree about whether judges are as independent as is commonly supposed. Other maybe dispute that judges are independent. Some may be disagree that judges should be equipped personally and professionally to resolve issue according to law with out any kind of pressure. The understanding of judicial independence is based on the social logic of courts. If judges induced to decide disputes and hold the government to account other than through a good faith adjudication of the fact of determination of the relevant law, then the logic of courts as a method of impartial dispute resolution breaks down. The losing party no longer has a reason to accept the legitimacy of the court decision.
From the starting opposition it is possible to identify a number of generally accepted conditions for judicial independence. But it is not possible to articulate a defensive checklist which guarantees judicial independence. Since the importance of any particular condition depends on the unique blend of political, social and historical circumstances in ant one country in any one time. The following 10 conditions are set a high level of generality;
1- Judges should enjoy guaranteed tenure until the expiry of there terms of office or a mandatory retirement age. Judges should only be removed early for reasons of incapacity or misuse there powers to make them unfit for judicial office.
2- There should be a merit base appointments process that ensure that the appointed person has prober knowledge and training in law, but also willing to solve dispute according to law fairly.
3- Judges should have personal immunity against suits for improper acts or omission in the exercise of their judicial functions.
4- The system of investigation judicial misconduct should ensure that complaints are not used importantly to influence how individual judge decide particular cases.
5- There should be rules providing for the recusal and disqualification of individual judge from particular cases as well as banning judge from activities deemed to be incompatible with judicial office.
6- There should be arrangements in the place to ensure that the judges recive fair and secure remuneration. Any changes to, and in particular reduction in salaries and pension should not be used as a means of influencing judicial decision making.
7- The judicial system as a whole should receive adequate funds to enable judges to fulfil their functions.
8- There should be rules to protect the jurisdiction of the courts. Judges must have authority to decide matters of a judicial nature according to their own view of the relevant law and facts. They should also have exclusive authority to determine whether any particular issue submitted for judicial decision falls within their competence defined by law.
9-  There should be an independent legal profession that remain vigilant in ensuring that the law and the legal system are free from political influence. Well qualified persons from the legal profession should be selected for appointments to the bench.
10- There must be a general attitude of respect for the law and the legal system with politics.
Judicial independence is a highly concept that has changed over time and varies with circumstance and other developments. In particular the conditions which promote or undermine judicial independence differ according to whether judicial independence being used is individual or collective sense. The decision making of the individual judge and the latter to the judiciary in an institution. Conditions listed above are to ensure that the individual judges resole dispute impartially according to law and without any fear or pressure or personal favour. Collective independence concern the judiciary financial and administrative relationship with the executive and the legislature, such as rules relating to the funding of the judicial system of the jurisdiction of the court.
Threats to judicial independence can come from both internal or external sources. Judges can be subject to influence not just from outside but also from inside, from fellow judges or senior judges.
Independence of judiciary depends ultimately on a general culture across the political and legal systems that value judges and the rule of law.
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