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Law Commission consultation on Devolved 
tribunals in Wales 

OVERVIEW  

This is a public consultation by the Law Commission of England and Wales. 

The consultation questions are drawn from our consultation paper. To read the consultation 
paper, and for more information about this project, click here. 

We recommend that consultees read the consultation paper, which can be found on our 
website: https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/project/devolved-tribunals-in-wales/ 

A shorter summary is also available on the same page.  

We are committed to providing accessible publications. An “easy read” version of this 
summary will be made available on our website. If you require this consultation paper to be 
made available in a different format please email 
DevolvedTribunalsWales@lawcommission.gov.uk or call 020 3334 0200. 

ABOUT THE LAW COMMISSION 

The Law Commission is a statutory body created for the purpose of promoting law reform. 
The Law Commission is independent of Government. For more information about the Law 
Commission of England and Wales please click here.  

INFORMATION PROVIDED TO THE LAW COMMISSION 

We aim to be transparent in our decision-making, and to explain the basis on which we have 
reached conclusions. We may publish or disclose information you provide in response to 
Law Commission papers, including personal information. For example, we may publish an 
extract of your response in Law Commission publications, or publish the response itself. We 
may also share responses with Government. Additionally, we may be required to disclose 
the information, such as in accordance with the Freedom of Information Act 2000. We will 
process your personal data in accordance with the General Data Protection Regulation. 

Consultation responses are most effective where we are able to report which consultees 
responded to us, and what they said. If you consider that it is necessary for all or some of 
the information that you provide to be treated as confidential and so neither published nor 
disclosed, please contact us before sending it. Please limit the confidential material to the 
minimum, clearly identify it and explain why you want it to be confidential. We cannot 
guarantee that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances and an automatic 
disclaimer generated by your IT system will not be regarded as binding on the Law 
Commission.  

Alternatively, you may want your response to be anonymous. That means that we may refer 
to what you say in your response, but will not reveal that the information came from you. You 
might want your response to be anonymous because it contains sensitive information about 
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you or your family, or because you are worried about other people knowing what you have 
said to us.  

We list who responded to our consultations in our reports. If you provide a confidential 
response your name will appear in that list. If your response is anonymous we will not 
include your name in the list unless you have given us permission to do so. 

Further information about how we handle data is available at: 
https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/document/handling-data/. Any queries about the contents of this 
Privacy Notice can be directed to: enquiries@lawcommission.gov.uk. 
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About you 

What is your name? 

Roger Handy 

 

What is the name of your organisation? 

Valuation Tribunal for Wales 

 

Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? (Please select only one item) 

Personal response  

Responding on behalf of organisation ☐ 

Other ☐ 

If other, please state: 

 

 

What is your email address? (If you enter your email address then you will automatically 
receive an acknowledgement email when you submit your response.) 

 

 

What is your telephone number? 

 

 

If you wish your response to be anonymous, or if you would like the information that you 
provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please state that below. 
In the case of confidential information, please explain to us why you regard the information 
as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your 
explanation but cannot give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all 
circumstances. 
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CHAPTER 2: TRIBUNALS IN WALES – DEVOLVED COMPETENCE AND DEVOLVED 
TRIBUNALS 

Consultation Question 1 (para 2.92) 

We provisionally consider that decision – making bodies which adjudicate disputes between 
parties by way of issuing binding determinations should be categorised as tribunals for the 
purposes of this project. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

 

 

Consultation Question 2 (para 2.93) 

We provisionally propose that the following bodies are devolved tribunals:  

(1) the tribunals listed in section 59 of the Wales Act 2017; 

(2) the Valuation Tribunal for Wales; 

(3) school admission appeal panels; and 

(4) school exclusion appeal panels. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 
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Consultation Question 3 (para 2.94) 

We provisionally propose that the following decision-making bodies or schemes are not 
“devolved tribunals”: 

(1) ombudsmen, including the Public Services Ombudsman for Wales; 

(2) the Planning Inspectorate for England and Wales; 

(3) independent review of determinations panels in Wales; 

(4) the discretionary assistance fund for Wales; 

(5) the independent appeals process for farmers and forest owners; 

(6) continuing NHS healthcare review panels; 

(7) Boards of Medical Referees under the firefighters’ pension and compensation 
schemes in Wales; 

(8) Forestry Committees for Wales; 

(9) the independent appeals process for farmers and landowners in Wales; and 

(10) the Traffic Penalty Tribunal. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 
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CHAPTER 3: A TRIBUNALS SYSTEM FOR WALES 

Consultation Question 4 (para 3.90) 

We provisionally propose that the Welsh Tribunals listed in section 59 of the Wales Act 2017 
should be consolidated into a First-tier Tribunal for Wales, subdivided into chambers. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

It appears, on the available evidence, that it could, potentially, improve efficiency, reduce costs and 
facilitate a greater utilisation of individuals’ knowledge, skills and talents for the public benefit.  

 

Consultation Question 5 (para 3.91) 

We provisionally propose that the Welsh Ministers be empowered to provide for the First-tier 
Tribunal for Wales to be subdivided into chambers, and work allocated to chambers, by way 
of secondary legislation made with the concurrence of the President of Welsh Tribunals. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

Yes I would favour a chamber based approach for among other reasons those given at 4 
above. 

 

Consultation Question 6 (para 3.103) 

We provisionally propose that the Valuation Tribunal for Wales should be part of the First-tier 
Tribunal for Wales. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 
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    Yes ☐ 

    No ☐ 

    Other  

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

In principle Yes, subject to the following: 

3.101 recognises the differences between the processes adopted by the Valuation 
Tribunal for Wales (VTW) and the Section 59 tribunals and states that “In our view, 
amending the model of adjudication used by the VTW goes beyond the scope of this 
project.” 

I can see some advantages in case administration, HR etc being undertaken by A First-
tier Tribunal for Wales provided that including the VTW in such a structure does not 
adversely impact upon: 

(1) The Tribunal Clerks role as a case manager and source of specialist knowledge and 
advice. 

(2) The mix of members of the VTW which currently includes people with both relevant 
specialist knowledge (legal, surveying, public administration etc) and non specialist 
members.  

There are I understand a number of differences between the Valuation Tribunal for Wales 
and other Welsh tribunals, not only it its composition/membership but also the extent of 
the impact of its decisions on other taxpayers. For example a decision to reduce the rate 
per square metre applied for a property in a particular Valuation Scheme may lead to the 
alteration of the Rateable Values of all the other properties in the scheme.  

In the interest of fairness and consistency therefore it is preferable for all appeals of 
similar properties to be heard on the same day/days so that all the available evidence can 
be considered together and an informed decision made. It is not in the public or individual 
taxpayer’s interest for each appeal to be dealt with in “splendid isolation” with, potentially, 
changes being made to numerous assessments after each hearing. 

I suspect that the impact of other Tribunals’ decisions on persons other than the 
appellant/respondent is far more restricted.    

If the Valuation Tribunal for Wales were to became part of the First-tier Tribunal for Wales 
the administrative unit would, in my opinion, need to be fully aware of these differences 
and to administer the Tribunal’s work accordingly. 

If this cannot be done effectively it would be more equitable and efficient for the VTW to 
remain as a “stand alone Tribunal”  

In arriving at this conclusion I have had regard to my experience of Valuation Courts and 
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Tribunals in Wales and England, as both appellant and respondent, and of the VTW as a 
Member and Chair.     

 

Consultation Question 7 (para 3.128) 

We provisionally propose that the jurisdiction of the school exclusion appeal panels should 
be amalgamated into that of the Special Educational Needs Tribunal for Wales. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes ☐ 

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering  

Please explain: 

 

 

Consultation Question 8 (para 3.130) 

We provisionally propose that, for the time being, the jurisdiction of the school admission 
appeal panels should not be amalgamated with that of the Special Educational Needs 
Tribunal for Wales. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes ☐ 

    No ☐ 

    Other  

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

I have no knowledge or experience of school exclusion and admission panels and 
therefore do not feel qualified to comment except for observing that the appeal process 
must be, and must appear to be, impartial and objective and decisions should be subject 
to an appropriate and timely process of judicial review.  

Consultation Question 9 (para 3.139) 

We provisionally propose that the jurisdictions of the Registered School Inspectors Appeal 
Tribunal and Registered Nursery Education Inspectors Appeal Tribunal should be 
amalgamated with that of the Special Educational Needs Tribunal for Wales. 
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Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes ☐ 

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering  

Please explain: 

 

 

Consultation Question 10 (para 3.140) 

We provisionally propose that the constituent tribunals of the Residential Property Tribunal 
for Wales (residential property tribunals, leasehold valuation tribunals, and rent assessment 
committees) should be consolidated into one chamber. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes ☐ 

    No ☐ 

    Other  

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

I have no knowledge or experience of these areas and therefore do not feel qualified to 
comment except for observing that amalgamation of these bodies might be 
administratively and economically advantageous. I would suspect that there is some 
synergy in the skills/knowledge required in these areas with certain aspects of the VTW’s 
activities which might make it sensible to consolidate all into one chamber.   

 

Consultation Question 11 (para 3.141) 

We seek views on: 

(1) whether the First-tier Tribunal for Wales should include a general regulatory 
chamber, and if so 

(2) which existing tribunals should form part of that chamber. 

Please share your views: 
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I can see the advantage of having a General Regulatory Chamber (GRC), especially as 
this would help make the structure more “future proof”. However I see little benefit in 
splitting current VTW jurisdiction between two different chambers as I can see little 
synergy between the function of the APW and BA/CAs NDR/CT charging decisions. 

 

Consultation Question 12 (3.142) 

We seek views on whether the Residential Property Tribunal for Wales and Agricultural Land 
Tribunal for Wales should be consolidated into a property chamber. 

Please share your views: 

I have limited knowledge and experience of these areas and therefore do not feel qualified 
to comment except for observing that amalgamation of these bodies might be 
administratively and economically advantageous and might increase the number of 
potential members who are in the property chamber due to their expertise/membership of 
other existing tribunals. 

 

Consultation Question 13 (3.143) 

We seek views on whether any of the other existing devolved tribunals should be 
amalgamated into a single chamber. 

Please share your views: 

As someone with significant property/property taxation experience I can see benefits for 
people with property knowledge operating over a range of property related matters. As a 
retired Chartered Surveyor and VTW Chair I would also be confident, following 
appropriate training, to sit as a member of an ALTW or RPTW Tribunal. (I have both 
Agricultural (limited) and Residential Property experience.)    

For other, non property/local taxation tribunals I do not consider myself qualified to 
comment. 

 

CHAPTER 4: APPEALS. 

Consultation Question 14 (para 4.54) 

We seek views on whether routes of appeal from the devolved tribunals should be uniform. 

Please share your views: 

In the long term a uniform appeal route would be the simplest system for both the public 
and specialist practitioners.  
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Consultation Question 15 (para 4.55) 

We seek views on whether, if a uniform appeal route is adopted, that should be to: 

(1) the Upper Tribunal; 

(2) the Administrative Court in Wales; or 

(3) a newly established Appeal Tribunal for Wales. 

Please share your views: 

In the long term, as the legislation of Wales and England diverges, it might make sense for 
there to be an Appeal Tribunal for Wales. It is appreciated that the number of appeals in 
Wales could be limited which might mean that its judges, unless also judges in the Upper 
Tribunal for England, could lack the requisite experience. If an Appeal Tribunal for Wales 
was created could its hearings be presided over by a non specialist judge together with an 
appropriate specialist appointed for the relevant tribunal to address any potential problems 
arising for a lack of specialist knowledge? 

 

Consultation Question 16 (para 4.56) 

If no uniform route is adopted, we seek views on: 

(1) whether there should nonetheless be a default route of appeal (for example, for 
newly created tribunals); 

(2) what that default route should be; 

(3) which tribunals should have their onward appeals heard by that default route; 
and 

(4) whether the default appeal route could be populated gradually. 

Please share your views: 

(1) Yes, especially if the long term aim is harmonisation. 

(2) An Appeal Tribunal for Wales for the reasons given at 15 above. 

(3) As many as is practically possible 

(4) If the long term aim is harmonisation then it should be harmonised as soon as 
practically possible. 

 

Consultation Question 17 (para 4.64) 

We seek views on 
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(1) whether appeals from school admission appeal panels should lie to the Special 
Educational Needs Tribunal for Wales; and 

(2) if so, on what grounds applicants should be able to appeal. 

Please share your views: 

 

 

Consultation Question 18 (para 4.65) 

We seek views on whether onward appeals from the Special Educational Needs Tribunal for 
Wales in relation to school admission appeal panel decisions should be limited to cases 
which raise some important point of principle or practice, or where there is another 
compelling reason to hear the appeal. 

Please share your views: 

My personal default position is to allow appeals on the widest possible grounds, especially 
where lay people are acting. However I can see benefit in restricting vexatious or totally 
meritless appeals. 

 

Consultation Question 19 (para 4.69) 

We seek views on whether there should be one route of appeal from the Valuation Tribunal 
for Wales for both rating and council tax appeals and, if so, what that appeal route should 
be. 

Please share your views: 

The only justification I can see for having separate routes for Rating (NDR) & Council Tax 
(CT) decision appeals is that NDR appeals can be on myriad grounds but CT appeals are 
restricted to points of law. I consider that an Upper Tribunal could deal effectively with 
both. 

Whilst it is not germane to this Consultation I see few reasons why CT appeals are 
restricted to a point of law. If this were to change it strengthens the argument for appeals 
to an Upper Tribunal.  

 

Consultation Question 20 (para 4.71) 

We provisionally propose that appeals from rent assessment committees should be subject 
to the same rules on permission to appeal as the other constituent tribunals of the 
Residential Property Tribunal for Wales. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes ☐ 
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    No ☐ 

    Other  

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

My personal default position is to allow appeals on the widest possible grounds, especially 
where lay people are acting. However I can see benefit in restricting vexatious or totally 
meritless appeals. 

 

CHAPTER 5: PROCEDURAL RULES 

Consultation Question 21 (para 5.19) 

We provisionally propose that all devolved tribunal procedural rules should contain an 
overriding objective. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

Whilst I am sure most Tribunal operate in an appropriate manner, published overriding 
objectives can help to guide members and give parties confidence in the Tribunals’ 
decisions.  

 

Consultation Question 22 (para 5.20) 

We seek views on whether a new overriding objective should include a non-exhaustive list of 
illustrative examples and, if so, what those examples should be. 

Please share your views: 

Yes a list of overriding objective examples would aid understanding of the principles the 
Tribunal seeks to uphold. 

Examples, in broad terms, should include: 

Inclusivity 
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Informality 

Legally (Operation within the law) 

Proportionality 

Transparency 

Personally as equality of language is enshrined in law in Wales I would not include it in the 
overriding objective. 

 

Consultation Question 23 (para 5.24) 

We provisionally propose that, where appropriate, devolved tribunal procedural rules should 
include a duty on the parties to cooperate with each other and the tribunal. 

Do you agree? Is such a duty appropriate in the case of the Mental Health Review Tribunal 
for Wales? 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

I have no knowledge or experience of Mental Health Review Tribunals and therefore do 
not feel qualified to comment except for observing that as a matter of principle all parties 
should act in a manner that assists the tribunal in discharging its functions appropriately. 

 

Consultation Question 24 (para 5.31) 

We provisionally propose that devolved tribunal procedural rules should provide for service 
of documents by electronic means. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 



16 
 

 

Tribunals should use electronic transmission whenever possible. Perhaps email should be 
the default approach which would apply unless an individual opts out and requests an 
alternative means of transmission. This might be required for the disabled or those without 
the necessary electronic equipment/services. Service should be possible by the widest 
range of methods to include amongst others fax, post, spoken word (recorded) and text. 

 

Consultation Question 25 (para 5.36) 

We provisionally propose that devolved tribunals should have the power to review their 
decisions. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

Yes on the grounds given at 5.32 

 

Consultation Question 26 (para 5.51) 

We provisionally propose that the rules on remote hearings should be standardised in 
devolved tribunal procedure rules. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

Yes as far as is practically possible. 
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Consultation Question 27 (para 5.68) 

We provisionally propose that devolved tribunal procedural rules should, where appropriate, 
be standardised. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

Procedural rules should be as standard as practically possible. I see no problem with 
having, for example, an “if an appellant is a child they must have a case friend” rule for a 
property tribunal as it is hardly ever likely to become relevant. The advantage of having 
such rules in all regulations is that were such a situation to arise, either under a Tribunal’s 
existing duties or due to new powers, there would be a set procedure to adopt. 

 

Consultation Question 28 (para 5.69) 

We seek views on:  

(1) whether there are instances of undesirable divergence of devolved tribunal 
procedural rules from the First-tier Tribunal procedural rules; and 

(2) how the risk of divergence might be managed. 

Please share your views: 

I have no knowledge or experience of this matter and therefore do not feel qualified to 
comment. 

 

Consultation Question 29 (para 5.82) 

We provisionally propose that there should continue to be a separate set of rules for each 
tribunal or chamber. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes ☐ 

    No  

    Other ☐ 
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    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

I accept that a single set of rules could be unwieldy and difficult for lay people to follow. 
Would it be possible to have two tiers of rules for each Tribunal or sets of Tribunals? One 
would be a general Wales Tribunals Rules, the others would be specific to different 
functions. The former would cover over riding objectives and common procedural matters, 
the latter Tribunal or Chamber specific rules and procedures. As my knowledge of the 
work of all but the VTW is extremely limited I accept that this might not be practical.  

 

Consultation Question 30 (para 5.86) 

We provisionally propose that the procedural rules for the Residential Property Tribunal for 
Wales should be amalgamated into one set of rules. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes ☐ 

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering  

Please explain: 

 

 

Consultation Question 31 (para 5.107) 

We provisionally propose that there should be a Tribunal Procedure Committee for Wales. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 
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Consultation Question 32 (para 5.108) 

We provisionally propose that the President of Welsh Tribunals should be responsible for 
chairing the Tribunal Procedure Committee for Wales and appointing its members.  

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

 

 

Consultation Question 33 (para 5.109) 

We provisionally propose that the President of Welsh Tribunals’ ability to appoint members 
of a Tribunal Procedure Committee for Wales should be guided by factors set out in 
legislation, including the need for the Committee to have access to a range of expertise.  

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

If a two tier rules approach was adopted, see 5.82, each Chamber might require their own 
Procedure Committee or sub Committee to make Chamber specific recommendations to 
the Tribunal Procedure Committee for Wales. 

 

Consultation Question 34 (para 5.110) 

We seek views on whether rules should be made, with the approval of the Welsh Ministers, 
by a majority of the Tribunal Procedure Committee for Wales, or by the President of Welsh 
Tribunals. 

Please share your views: 
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By a majority of the Tribunal Procedure Committee for Wales, which would be chaired by 
the President of Welsh Tribunals. 

 

CHAPTER 6: APPOINTMENTS 

Consultation Question 35 (para 6.52) 

We provisionally propose that the same appointing authority (or authorities) should make 
appointments for all devolved tribunals. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes ☐ 

    No  

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

Please see 6.75 

 

Consultation Question 36 (para 6.68) 

We provisionally propose that members of the tribunals listed in section 59 of the Wales Act 
2017 should be appointed by the President of Welsh Tribunals.  

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes ☐ 

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering  

Please explain: 
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Consultation Question 37 (para 6.69) 

We provisionally propose that Presidents and Vice-Presidents of the tribunals listed in 
section 59 of the Wales Act 2017 should be appointed by the Welsh Ministers, with the 
agreement of the President of Welsh Tribunals.  

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes ☐ 

    No ☐ 

    Other  

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

If the question were “judicial leads and their deputies…should be appointed by the Welsh 
Ministers, pursuant to a recommendation from the President of Welsh Tribunals.” I would 
answer Yes. 

 

Consultation Question 38 (para 6.74) 

We seek views on how the President of the Valuation Tribunal for Wales should be 
appointed. 

Please share your views: 

I believe the involvement of Members in appointing the President has both advantages 
and disadvantages. If the Members alone donot elect the President they should be 
appointed by the Welsh Ministers from a list of recommendations compiled by VTW 
members and the President of Welsh Tribunals. 

 

Consultation Question 39 (para 6.75) 

We seek views on how members and chairpersons of the Valuation Tribunal for Wales 
should be appointed. 

Please share your views: 

Currently Members and Chairpersons are appointed by an appointment panel.  

For Chairpersons the appointment panel is more likely to be able to selected suitable 
chairpersons from the membership than a body/person with less knowledge of a 
candidate’s suitability. It is acknowledged that for this to work effectively the panel has to 
be objective. In my opinion the overall calibre of chairpersons has been improved by the 
abolition of Chairpersons elections. 
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For members a skills/attitude based selection process, administered by the Appointment 
panel, should provide suitable people for appointment. Once such people have been 
identified by the Appointments Panel it makes little difference in practice who actually 
rubber stamps their appointment. 

 

Consultation Question 40 (para 6.80) 

We seek views on whether members of school admission and, if retained, exclusion appeal 
panels should be appointed by the President of Welsh Tribunals. 

Please share your views: 

I have no knowledge or experience of this matter and therefore do not feel qualified to 
comment except for observing that if the majority of Welsh Tribunal members are 
appointed either by the President of Welsh Tribunal or the Tribunal itself or a combination 
thereof, there would have to be compelling reasons for these panels to be any different. 

 

Consultation Question 41 (para 6.86) 

We provisionally propose that arrangements for selection for appointment by the Judicial 
Appointments Commission should not be altered as part of our reforms.  

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

Yes on the grounds referred to in 6.83-6.85. 

 

Consultation Question 42 (para 6.92) 

We seek views on how the President of the Valuation Tribunal for Wales should be selected. 

Please share your views: 

I see no benefits from any move away from the current election by members approach.  
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Consultation Question 43 (para 6.93) 

We seek views on how members of the Valuation Tribunal for Wales, including chairpersons, 
should be selected. 

Please share your views: 

As stated in Consultation Question 39  

(1) For Chairpersons I see benefits in retaining the appointment panel model. 

(2) For Members a skills/attitudes based process, involving a questionnaire and interview 
should help the selection of suitable people who will undertake their roles in accordance 
with the Tribunal’s “overriding objectives”.  

 

Consultation Question 44 (para 6.95) 

We seek views on how members of school admission and (if retained) exclusion appeal 
panels should be selected. 

Please share your views: 

 

 

CHAPTER 7: COMPLAINTS AND DISCIPLINE 

Consultation Question 45 (para 7.86) 

We provisionally propose that there should be standardised complaints policies and 
procedures that applies to all devolved tribunals. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

I would expect equal standards of behaviour for all Tribunal members so a standard 
complaints policy would seem sensible.  
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Consultation Question 46 (para 7.87) 

We provisionally propose that the complaints policies should be made available both online 
and in hard copy on request. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

All Tribunal procedures and policies should readily available to the general public.  

 

Consultation Question 47 (para 7.88) 

We seek views on whether there is a need for a complaints policy in relation to school 
admission and (if retained) exclusion appeal panels, in addition to the role currently played 
by the Public Services Ombudsman for Wales. 

Please share your views: 

The behaviour of every public “office holder” should be subject to appropriate disciplinary 
review.  

 

Consultation Question 48 (para 7.89) 

We provisionally propose that there should be provision for complaints regarding the conduct 
of members of the Valuation Tribunal for Wales.  

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

See 47 above. Complaints must relate solely to members conduct not the decisions they 
make which should be capable of challenge before a higher authority (i.e. the Upper 
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Tribunal) 

 

Consultation Question 49 (para 7.99) 

We provisionally propose that there should be a uniform procedure for complaints about the 
administration of the devolved tribunals. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

 

 

Consultation Question 50 (para 7.100) 

We provisionally propose that there should be a uniform procedure for complaints about the 
conduct of members and judicial leads of the devolved tribunals. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

 

 

Consultation Question 51 (para 7.101) 

We provisionally propose that complaints regarding members of the tribunals listed in 
section 59 of the Wales Act 2017 should be investigated by the relevant judicial lead. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  
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    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

 

 

Consultation Question 52 (para 7.102) 

We provisionally propose that the investigation of complaints regarding judicial leads of 
tribunals listed in section 59 of the Wales Act 2017 should be coordinated by the Judicial 
Conduct Investigations Office, or an equivalent body. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

 

 

Consultation Question 53 (para 7.108) 

We seek views on who should investigate complaints made regarding the conduct of 
members of school admission and exclusion appeal panels. 

Please share your views: 

I have no knowledge or experience of this matter and therefore do not feel qualified to 
comment. 

 

Consultation Question 54 (para 7.112) 

We provisionally propose that complaints regarding the conduct of members of the Valuation 
Tribunal for Wales should be investigated by the President of the tribunal. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 
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    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

 

 

Consultation Question 55 (para 7.113) 

We provisionally propose that complaints regarding the conduct of the President of the 
Valuation Tribunal for Wales should be investigated by the Judicial Conduct Investigations 
Office or an equivalent body. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

 

 

Consultation Question 56 (para 7.125) 

We provisionally propose that the President of Welsh Tribunals should have the power to 
discipline and dismiss members of the tribunals listed in section 59 of the Wales Act 2017. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 
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Consultation Question 57 (para 7.126) 

We provisionally propose that the President of Welsh Tribunals should have the power to 
discipline and dismiss members of the Valuation Tribunal for Wales. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

Yes presumably, pursuant to 7.112, on the recommendation of the VTW President 

 

Consultation Question 58 (para 7.127) 

We seek views on whether the President of Welsh Tribunals should have the power to 
discipline and dismiss members of school admission and (if retained) exclusion appeal 
panels. 

Please share your views: 

If the President has this role for the majority of Welsh Tribunals then the same role for 
these panels would appear appropriate. 

 

Consultation Question 59 (para 7.133) 

We provisionally propose that judicial leads of the tribunals listed by section 59 of the Wales 
Act 2017 should be disciplined and dismissed by the President of Welsh Tribunals, with the 
concurrence of the Welsh Ministers. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 
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Please explain: 

In principle I am not in favour of Ministerial involvement in disciplinary matters. I cannot 
however suggest a better alternative without the creation of a new role.  

 

Consultation Question 60 (para 7.134) 

We provisionally propose that the President of the Valuation Tribunal for Wales should be 
disciplined and dismissed by the President of Welsh Tribunals, with the concurrence of the 
Welsh Ministers. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

In principle I am not in favour of Ministerial involvement in disciplinary matters. I cannot 
however suggest a better alternative without the creation of a new role. 

 

Consultation Question 61 (para 7.135) 

We seek views on whether any further safeguards attaching to the exercise of disciplinary 
powers are required to protect the independence of the judiciary. 

Please share your views: 

If the President of Welsh Tribunals exercises these powers following the 
recommendations of an investigation by another person/body I see no need for any further 
protection.   

 

 

CHAPTER 8: PRESIDENT OF WELSH TRIBUNALS 

Consultation Question 62 (para 8.42) 

We provisionally propose that the President of Welsh Tribunals should be a judge of the 
tribunal or tribunals over which the President presides. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 
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    Yes ☐ 

    No ☐ 

    Other  

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

Presumably for the VTW he would be a Chairman? 

 

Consultation Question 63 (para 8.53) 

We seek views on whether school admission and (if retained) exclusion appeal panels be 
subject to the supervision of the President of Welsh Tribunals. 

Please share your views: 

 

 

Consultation Question 64 (para 8.56) 

We provisionally propose that the President of Welsh Tribunals should supervise the 
Valuation Tribunal for Wales. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes ☐ 

    No ☐ 

    Other  

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

Yes if the VTW become part of the First Tier Tribunal 

 

CHAPTER 9: THE WELSH TRIBUNALS UNIT 

Consultation Question 65 (para 9.76) 

We provisionally propose that the Welsh Tribunals Unit should be established as a non-
ministerial department. 
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Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

 

 

CHAPTER 10: JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE 

Consultation Question 66 (para 10.18) 

We provisionally propose that the Welsh Ministers and others responsible for the 
administration of justice in Wales should be subject to a statutory duty to uphold the 
independence of the devolved tribunals. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes  

    No ☐ 

    Other ☐ 

    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

 

 

Consultation Question 67 (para 10.27) 

We provisionally propose that judicial leads and legal and other members of devolved 
tribunals should be required to take the judicial oath. 

Do you agree? (Please select only one item) 

    Yes ☐ 

    No  

    Other ☐ 
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    Do not know / not answering ☐ 

Please explain: 

It should not be necessary as:  

(1) No one who has any doubt as to what is required of them should be appointed to a 
tribunal.  

(2) Existing and potential members, whilst happy to discharge what they consider to be 
their civic duty may have reservations about “serving … Queen” and consequently feel 
unable to accept or continue with Tribunal membership. 

 

 

Other comments 

Is there any other issue within our terms of reference which we should be considering in the 
course of this review? 

Please share your views:  

 

 

 




