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The Governance of Britain: Judicial Appointments

List of questions for response

We would welcome responses to the following questions set out in this consultation paper. Please email your completed form to: judicialappointments@justice.gsi.gov.uk or fax to: 020 7210 8283.

Thank you!

Question 1. Do you consider these principles for judicial appointments to be broadly right?

Comments:          

Question 2. Are there any other fundamental principles that should underpin the process for judicial appointments?

Comments:          

Question 3. Do you consider the existing arrangements for making judicial appointments properly take account of these principles?

Comments:          

Question 4. Should the current role of the executive in judicial appointments be altered?  If so, how?

Comments:          

Question 5. Should the current role of the judiciary in the process be altered, and if so how?

Comments:          

Question 6. Whether or not there is a change in the role of the executive or the judiciary, should the legislature be involved in the process in some way, for example by holding post-appointment hearings? If so, how?

Comments:          

Question 7. Should any change to the arrangements for judicial appointments be across the board, or should it apply to a group of appointments, for example by removing the Lord Chancellor from the process of appointment for all but the senior judiciary?

Comments:          

Question 8. Should there continue to be some check (currently exercised by the Lord Chancellor) on recommendations from the JAC? And if so, who is best placed to perform that role?

Comments:          

Question 9. Should the need for consultation or concurrence be removed for decisions on authorisation, nomination, assignment, and extensions of service?

Comments:          

Question 10. Should the Lord Chancellor’s functions in making or recommending judicial appointments be exercisable by junior Ministers or senior officials, or should the Lord Chancellor always exercise those functions personally?

Comments:          

Question 11. Should the Lord Chancellor be required to act personally when making or recommending judicial appointments above a certain level, and if so, what should that level be?

Comments:          

Question 12. Should it be possible for junior Ministers or senior officials to act on behalf of the Lord Chancellor, when his concurrence or consultation is required in relation to nominations, authorisations, assignment, or extensions of service?

Comments:          

Question 13. Do you agree that the Lord Chancellor should ultimately have the responsibility for determining eligibility criteria for specific judicial posts?

Comments:          

Question 14. Should medical checks be carried out earlier in the selection process?

Comments:          

Question 15. Should the CRA be amended to allow the Judicial Appointments Commission to take the preliminary steps in a selection process before a formal Vacancy Notice is received?

Comments:          

Question 16. Are there, in your view, any additional changes that should be made to the judicial appointments process?

Comments:          
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