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 Judicial independence serves as a foundation for democracy and guarantees that courts are free from any intervention and pressure from other branches and that there is no political interference in making decisions. The concept received recognition for the first time by the European Court of Human Rights in 2009, being a part of article 6.1 that states the following: ’’… everyone is entitled to a fair and public hearing … by an independent and impartial tribunal established by law’’. According to the court, there is also the internal concept of judicial independence, which claims that all the independent judges should be free from all the pressure and the influence coming from other judges or from whoever has administrative powers in the court. (Joost, 2019) While the external independence relies on how judges are appointed, the internal independence leans on the case that it’s assigned to the judge, being described as ‘the relation between Supreme and Lower Court Judges’. There is also a distinction between formal independence and substantive independence. By formal independence we understand that judges should be independent from the court they work for, while substantive independence requests that a judge act independently in individual cases they represent. (Swart, 2019)                                                                                                Mathew Rogers supports the same idea, that the executive and the Parliament should not take part in any judicial decisions, but he also suggests that the judiciary might benefit from fresh ideas coming from the other branches along the way, especially since they don’t get any feedback on sentencing outcomes that they monitor. (Rogers, 2017) Even if the branches of government act separately, they still share the same interest in the rule of law, meaning that cooperation between them is key. (Hodge, 2018)
 The view of separation of powers, as mentioned in western constitutionalism, concludes that there are three classifications of public power: executive, legislative and judicial. (Morrow, 2005) It’s imperative that The Government, the Parliament and the Judiciary need to have independence from each other, and, in this case, the judicial independence guarantees that this rule occurs. Also, it has a massive impact on maintaining the public trust in the system of justice and government, which is very important. (Woodhouse, 2005, p.156) 
 Having an independent judiciary exercises a positive effect on a country’s development and on its economic growth as well, that’s why a lot of big international organisations, the World Bank included, have been promoting it. In addition, there are several formal institutions in Europe that have the purpose to manage and improve the quality of a country’s judiciary and make it more independent, such as the European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice or the EU Justice Scoreboard. (Gutmann, 2020, p.84)  

  Even though the above statements show the positive side of the judicial independence, a few sources talk about its disadvantages. For example, it’s considered that self-interest and possible corruption can impact the judicial decisions on sentences and may conclude with an eventual abuse of powers. (Warren, 2003)
 Historically, judicial independence derives from national traditions, the starting point being in the national constitutions, so before discussing the present situation in the UK, let’s see how it all started ages ago. There used to be small groups of court officials who had certain knowledge in advising the King. For example, in 1178 Henry II picked 5 royal clerks who were nominated to hear all the complaints and to deal with them.  However, in the middle of the thirteenth century, the judges were accused of ignorance and corruption, that’s why in 1346 they were obliged to swear that:
“ they would in no way accept gift or reward from any party in litigation before them or give advice to any man, great or small, in any action to which the King was a party himself “ (Brooke, 2015)
 
 This research is based on judicial independence, but before going further with it, we need to ask ourselves: independence from whom? Lord Hodge mentions that the main candidate against whom the independence is asserted, is the executive branch of government. Nevertheless, the judiciary also need to have independence from media, corporate organisations, parliamentarians and corporate individuals. (Hodge, 2018)
 According to M v Home Office (1994), the three branches of government have a division of duties between them, the Parliament being the branch that makes the law, the executive carries the law into effect and the judiciary enforces it. Separation of powers, however, demands that no single branch of government should exercise disproportionate constitutional domination. (Berendt, 1998) While implementing its duties, especially now, in the 24 hour media age we live in, it matters that the judiciary has no impact by external sources and that the courts are made in line with the law. Mia Swart commented on the sources that may influence the judicial decision-making, not just the executive or the legislature, but also the media, individual litigants, or other judges. She said that if the judge comes under pressure, that might eventually impact the case or the sentence itself. (Swart, 2019) It’s considered that it’s actually risky to criticise the judiciary, because that’s a way to sabotage the public confidence in the reliability of the judicial branch, which might eventually impact governments to increase their authority on judiciary, but that means reductions of its independence.( Heydon, 2018)
 As Liz Truss explains, who is known as the Secretary of State for International Trade, the judicial independence represents an essential feature of the rule of law in the UK. (EFE News Service, 2016) Another view on it has been presented by Diana Woodhouse, who admits that it’s not a privilege for judges, but ’’a duty of the judiciary and a judge’’. The UK legislation provides a multitude of measures that have the purpose to protect the judges from any sort of dangerous influence and interference from the judges themselves and from politicians, most of them relying on conventions and guidance.  Up to 2005, the protection used to come from the Lord Chancellor as well, whose role was to defend the judges from unfair public criticism and supported their independence. Back then, they served as head of judiciary, and another one of their responsibilities was also to restrain the government whenever it sabotaged the rule of law or the administration of justice. However, there have been occasions where they haven’t been that good at according the necessary support and protection in the past 20 years, because they have been accused of being involved in political criticism towards the judges, instead of protecting them from it. Lord Chancellor had the authority to warn the judges of the consequences of their excessive activism and punish them whenever they made any mistakes. (Woodhouse, 2005) According to The Constitutional reform Act of 2005, their responsibilities and the other listed above have been passed to the Lord Chief Justice, who was appointed as head of judiciary, but they still may consult with Lord Chancellor before making any decisions. The Constitutional Reform Act has impacted the start of a new political era and has improved the UK judicial independence, and also made a better distinction between the judiciary, the parliament and the government.
  The new politics became more formal, so now there are regular meetings between the judiciary with the other branches, with the senior officials in Parliament and with the Prime Minister. Also, the judges became more exposed, as they give press conferences and perform with reports before parliamentary committees. The judiciary, on the other hand, became more independent, got more freedom for running the judicial system and also have gotten more guardians. Their independence has been improved with the help of judicial appointments. The judges became responsible for preparing case studies, interview candidates and write references. Another positive impact on judiciary independence was the creation of the new independent Supreme Court, that used to be in the House of Lords once. It has improved and now it has its own building, own budget and more autonomy. (Hazell, 2015) Also, the formation of the Supreme Court ended the judicial function of the Parliament and so it became the final court of appeal for all the UK cases. (Judicial independence, 2012) 
 Today’s role of Lord Chancellor is to defend judicial independence by supporting the idea that ministers should not criticize the judges and the judicial decision that they deliver, as well as passing the judicial concerns to the government. According to Graham Lee, because Lord Chancellor fulfils another role at the same time, the role of the Secretary of State for Justice, they might not have enough time to spend on judiciary-issued problems or systematically defend the judicial independence. (Gee, 2018)
 The European Court of Human Rights makes a point on internal judicial independence, and according to it, when the pressure on a judge comes from outside, rather than from a judicial colleague who is capable to exert any, it’s not the case to apply this concept. The pressure however, can be generated in two forms: the judicial colleague can influence the case that has been assigned to the judge, or they may change the legal position of the judge, but it’s actually very difficult to prove that a judge has been somehow influenced. (Joost, 2019)
 There are a few ways that ensure judicial independence in the UK, one of them being security of tenure, which means that a judge can’t be dismissed from their responsibilities until they retire or are being accused of committing a criminal offence. Also, the judges get guaranteed salaries and their amount can’t be reduced or increased under no influence. Before the new UK Supreme Court was created in 2009, the judiciary had a larger spectrum of responsibilities, because the Lord Chancellor played multiple roles and used to exercise executive, legislative and judicial powers. As a result of Constitutional Reform Act of 2005, their role has been reduced, which clearly established the separation of powers, and also the Reform has an impact on the creation of an independent Judicial Appointments Commission, that offered judges more power for judicial appointments.(Kitwood, 2016) 
 Judicial independence may be influenced and even significantly damaged by the political criticism. Politicians can comment on judicial behaviour in court and out of court, even though it’s considered that their activity should not be criticised as it’s not up to them to defend themselves. For defence, however, the judges may ask for support from multiple sources, such as journalists, academic lawyers and politicians, or can receive an anonymous support from another judge. (Heydon, 2018) Also, there is such a concept as institutional independence, which works in two ways: the judges can’t solicit or give instructions to anyone and no one can have any influence on them, nor can give or seek instructions. (Andenas, 2007)
 While the independent judiciary is vital for democracy, the ways of its execution may be doubtful sometimes, since judges can often benefit from immunity, like when they comment on parties or witnesses during the hearing. As a result, many shall believe that the judges are above the law, which is not right, because if a judge has committed a criminal offence, they will be referred to the Judicial Complaints Investigation Office, and if they are found guilty, the judge can be eventually removed from office. (Courts and tribunals judiciary, 2020)
 Concluding from everything cited above, it’s imperative to understand the importance of judicial independence in the UK, because it ensures a more democratic and fair way of its function and also has lots of benefits for the country’s economic and political development. Whenever it’s exercised accurately and without any internal or external pressure, the separation between the judiciary and the other branches of the state guarantees that the cases brought to court will be worked out fairly and according to law, which results in protecting human rights, guaranteeing their safety and increasing public respect and trust in the rule of law, which is a key point for a democratic society. The judicial independence concept has changed a lot throughout centuries and we want to believe the progress won’t stop here and now, because it is a key point for a democratic society.
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