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Judicial Independence according to the Britannica journal means that courts and Judges are free to be able to perform their duties and make their verdict without any bias and without any external pressures or control from any people such as Senior Judges, The Media, The Public and any other Government bodies trying to influence the Judge's decision on any case he tries in his courtroom. This is important to UK citizens as it protects and shows the citizens of the UK that they can have confidence in our judicial system and there will not be any arbitrary use of power by the government and makes sure that the rule of law is followed and any hearings or trials are impartial whether the case is tried between individual and individual or in-between individual and the government itself (Woodhouse,2007, pp.153-165). The Act of Settlement 1701 is when the concept of judicial independence came into England and Wales, this statute formally recognises that judges should be given job security known as Judicial Tenure by saying that High Court Judges can hold office during good behaviour and that appropriate mechanisms must be in place before a judge can be removed, by example a judge may be dismissed by the Monarch only following a vote by both houses of parliament (Judiciary.co.uk), this preserves the separation of powers theory in the UK by ensuring that judges cannot be dismissed because they give a judgement that the government or parliament disagrees with (Constitutional Reform Act, 2005). But the UK does not have a written constitution, instead we have a range of diverse laws, practices and conventions that are written out in acts of parliament or law reports of court judgements, this means the separation of power in the UK isn't clear to other countries and they might think our Legislative, Executive and The Judiciary are combined, when they actually just overlap (Senior Courts Act 1981).
The Judicary is described as the guardian of liberty and its function can be performed honestly and efficiently but this is only if it is separate from the executive, as if these two entities were combined the people's liberty wouldn’t be safe (Ankita, preservearticles.com), as Montesquieu said, “the executive will become oppressive, there shall be left no restraint upon its officers and the right of the people will depend upon there mercy”.  To an extent the judiciary is independent it has the power to have ministers and other government bodies in their courtroom and can make a judgement for or against any individual or organization that the legislation or the rule of law allows, it shows that the actions of any public figure are governed by the law and will be prosecuted in the same way as the member of the public within the rule of law (Britpolotics.co.uk). In some cases, the judiciary and the executive overlap by example a Judicial review by the courts checking on the executive is a type of overlap between the judiciary and the executive (Lawteacher.net).In this case it shows an example of an overlap on these two government bodies , on the 24th January 2017 a judgement was made on the case in the name of Miller V The Secretary of State, in this case the UK parliament passed the European Union Referendum Act and wanted to bring the UK’s membership of the EU to an end, the court had to decide whether the Ministers of the UK was lawfully allowed to give in a formal notice of withdrawal without prior legislation without having it pass through the house of lords and without having the royal accent from HM The Queen. (‘Miller v SOS’ (2017) UKSC5, Supremecourt.co.uk, pp. 4-5). The concern in this case was the extent of the Executives power to effect changes in domestic law and the porogative of their powers on an international level. In the original case was tried in the divisional court in England and Wales, the case came before Lord Thomas od Cwmgiedd, Sir Terrance Etherton the judge ruled in favour of Miller on the 3rd November 2016 as the judge thought that the ministers generally enjoy a power freely to enter into treaties without recourse to parliament, it then went to this court for appeal. (pp.5-8). There is also known of no overlap between the executive and the Judiciary 




