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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 - the law making body like the house of commons, The Executive- the people who make legislation like our parliament and The Judiciary- the people who determine whether a person is sentenced, acquitted or found not guilty by examining evidence shown before them at a trial or hearing e.g. Judges and high court Judges are combined, when they actually just interlock or 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”. Some argue that the executive dominates the judiciary as the lord chancellor actually appoints senior Judges, but after the judges are appointed the lord chancellor doesn’t have the power to dismiss them so it is possible to an extent the judiciary is seen as independent after the judge is appointed (Lawteacher.net,(2018). Judges have 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).
 Another instance of an overlap is the constitutional position of The Lord chancellor and the fact he is a member of the legislature, the executive and the head of the judiciary, this has been told in recent years to support the view that there are no separation of powers within the UK ( All answers Ltd,(2018) Separation of powers and the constitution), this shows in the case Mcgonnell v The United Kingdom 2000 where the European Court of Human Rights made a unanimous vote in favour of Richard Mcgonnell, they found  that there was a violation to article 6 (a right to have a fair trial before and independent and impartial tribunal) of the European Convention on Human Rights. Mr.Mcgonnell originally only put In for permission to change the use of the shed he was living in on his own land due to It getting destroyed by forces of nature, but all of his requests were denied, on June 6th1995 the court of appeals also dismissed his request under the development plan, but in November of 1995 the complaint was lodged with the European Commission of Human Rights and finally went to a hearing on 28th September 1999. It was found that the bailiff on this case also had functions in the Executive and Legislature in Guernsey, he also presided when he was deputy bailiff in 1990 when the states of deliberation and the islands legislature brought in the Development plan. The court dismissed arguments by the government that the applicant waived his right to complain about the role of the bailiff as he didn’t challenge his position in the domestic courts in strasbourg , but the court said that there was no question that there was bias on the part of the bailiff and his independence and impartiality was non-existent and due to the position the bailiff had at the time the development plan was being put into place in 1990 and that he had direct involvement in the case that was being tried because he was the President of the Royal Court which decided the applicants planning appeal in June 1995. The court found that this gave doubt that the bailiff was impartial when he was sat in the Royal Court which was the violation of Article 6, the Judge in this case awarded Mr.Mcgonnell a sum of £20,193.90 (Nijhoff, (2000) Human Rights Digest,(Vol 11) pp.47-48). 
Within these two cases we can see that an overlap by the Judicary and Executive are demonstrated, but some public bodies are exempt from Judicial Review, in 1993 two brothers from Egypt applied for British citizenship, they had lived in the United Kingdom since the early 60’s and had been granted indefinite leave to remain as both brothers had children who were born in Britain (Magrath (1996) The Independent, ex parte Al Fayed). This case was refused by the home secretary sedley.J and he did not have to give any reasons on why he refused the application, this falls under section 44(2) of The British Nationality Act 1981, but this does not mean that the Home Secretary wouldn’t be fair in his decision, the brothers had two appeals on their case against the parliamentary commission of standards asking for a Judicial review, Mr.Pannik Qc raised and identified an issue on weather the jurisdiction of the court applies where the inpunged decision is not by the house of commons or by one of its committees but by an independent person who has been appointed by parliament to conduct an investigation. “The issue that was raised was asking about the relationship between the courts and parliament” the judge said “and that relationship is central to the UK’s constitutional arrangements” and because of this he found that the parliamentary commission of standards was not an appropriate subject of Judicial review (Al Fayed R v Parliamentary Commission of Standards).
There are no overlaps in personal when it comes to the Judiciary and the legislative, but they do share powers when it comes to common law systems, in this area the judges have legislative rule. There are overlaps when it comes to the function of them, in the courts the judges will use the legislature (as in the above cases) to provide sentencing to anyone in their courtroom but sometimes the legislature will play the role of the judiciary when it comes to certain circumstances such as breaches of parliamentary privilege or contempt of parliament, for example our parliament would act as a criminal court while considering whether a person is in contempt of parliament and they would decide what punishment that person would get. The legislature will enforce any of these actions by regulating its own composition and procedure (Lawteacher.com). The priminister of the UK is head of cabinet and also has a seat in the house of commons, this can be seen as an overlap as he has two roles and has two influences in our legal system.
In some cases, the Judiciary is independent, but it gets complicated for some when it comes to all of the positions and branches that we have in the UK, we know that an executive cannot be independent if it is working on a case in such a position where it influences any kind of decision made (President of the Royal court) and any judge in accordance with the law will dismiss any decisions that the specific power has made. We know that the executive can have different roles when the judiciary is involved as the executive can perform judicial functions through growth of administrative tribunals which adjudicate over disputes involving executive decisions (All answers ltd (2017) UK Constitution) , this affects the independence of our judiciary and how it functions within our society, to make the judiciary fully independent from all of our branches of government we would need to make sure that no member of any branch is able to influence or have multiple roles within our legal system. While the judiciary does have some overlaps, it does have its own domain in certain areas, such as being able to prosecute other members of the government in the same manner they would sentence a member of public and due to Judicial tenure, they will not be dismissed when they do pass judgement on this person. There are certain advantages of having a judiciary that is independent of legislative and executive, we know that our judiciary will guarantee us the public that it will be impartial in all cases and they will make there decisions on what evidence they have seen and will not be bias towards anyone because of the nature of there crime or because of there race, sex or sexuality, we know that the judge will make the right call for the crime.
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