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Consultation Response – Dr Angie Ash (lay member of the RPT) 

  
Generally, the proposals, justifications and rationale provided are well-considered for 
Wales. 
  
Q4. Yes, a consolidated FTT for Wales, with subdivisions into Chambers, makes 
administrative sense. For us, a Property Chamber seems rational. 
  
Q5. Yes to secondary legislation on this. Waiting for primary legislation would hold up 
reform for years. 
  
Q10. Yes to consolidation of our tripartite existence. 
  
Q14. Yes. From a public perspective, having very different appeal routes has always baffled 
me. Streamlining and consolidating systems, structures and processes stands a chance of 
making justice more accessible and understandable to the people who use it. 
  
Q15. A strong yes to a uniform appeal route to an Appeal Tribunal for Wales [the 
consultation paper page 10 sets out well the advantages of this]. 
  
Q20. Yes. As a lay member, I've struggled to understand why RACs are different in this 
regard. 
  
Q21. Yes - a strong statement of principle should be the starting point of the rules. 
  
Q23. I'd need some persuading on this one. How would that duty be enforced upon the 
parties? Are there any other judicial examples where such a duty has had a positive impact? 
  
Q24 I'm equivocal at best. I'd say no if this became a mandate. In any case, this should only 
happen after a rigorous appraisal and testing out from the point of view of our most 
vulnerable (due to disability, ill-health, violence, structural inequalities, age, etc] citizens. 
Government rolled out Universal Credit as a tech-based process: it has led enormous 
suffering, and suicides, of people who are poor, in extremis, and living in fragile, unsafe 
situations. It may be administratively convenient for the already-privileged to go down this 
route, but that should not be the primary consideration. 
  
Q25. We've got this in some of our jurisdiction, so I'd say yes. 
  
Q27. Yes. 
  
Q30. Yes. 
  
Q31. Yes 
  
Q34. Tribunal Procedure Committee on balance. The proposed chair of the Tribunal 
Procedure Committee is the President. Checks and balances would be needed if the 
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President were charged with making rules, to prevent too great a consolidation of power 
within this one role. 
  
Q35. Yes - though it needs to be done well - not squeezing all into one pre-determined 
format. 
  
Q36. Yes. 
  
Q37. Yes. 
  
Q45. Yes. 
  
Q46. Yes. 
  
Q49. Yes. 
  
Q50. Yes. 
  
Q51. Yes. 
  
Q65. Welsh Tribunals Unit. Like others, I've questioned the extent to which the WTU can be 
and be seen to be independent of WG. So, I'm in favour of increasing its structural 
independence from government. A non-ministerial body is preferable to an executive 
agency (an English creation that sometimes proves unable to mitigate political interference). 
  
Q67. Yes, I favour all members of devolved tribunals taking the judicial oath, though 
personally I would struggle to swear an oath to a monarch, c.f. the people of Wales. 
  

 
 

 




