


The assertion “Good scrutiny makes for good Government” by White (2015) underscores the importance of accountability in ensuring effective governance. The executive, a component of the UK's democratic system alongside the legislative and judicial branches, holds significant governance responsibilities. Its duties include implementing laws, drafting policies, and enforcing legislation (UK Parliament, 2023). According to GOV (2022), Key figures within the executive branch include the Prime Minister, Cabinet ministers, and government officials. The Prime Minister, typically the leader of the majority party in the House of Commons, oversees the Cabinet and holds ultimate responsibility for governmental decisions and policies. Each minister manages specific policy areas within distinct government departments. The executive's pivotal role encompasses overseeing government operations, proposing legislation, and ensuring national security Watts (2003).  Additionally, Stanley (2024), emphasizes that the government employ civil servants whose roles are to perform administrative tasks and provide public services, these servants are politically neutral to avoid bias and act in the best interest of the public enhancing the credibility and integrity of scrutiny processes. Good scrutiny makes for a good government as it ensures no one has too much power and helps promote transparency.


Iyer (2018) explains that the separation of powers theory functions as a mechanism for holding the UK government accountable, ensuring its adherence to legal boundaries, and subjecting it to scrutiny. This principle establishes a system of checks and balances among the three branches of government, preventing any single branch from conducting unchecked authority. By dispersing power across multiple bodies, the separation of powers safeguards individual liberties and prevents the accumulation of power in the hands of a single institution or individual (Saunders, 2006). This arrangement serves as a barrier against the emergence of dictatorship promoting governance that remains accountable and responsive to the needs and rights of citizen.

Parliament, functioning as the legislative branch, holds the government accountable through various means such as debates and parliamentary questions. This enables members of parliament to scrutinize governmental actions and decisions, thereby fostering transparency and accountability. Additionally, the judiciary plays a crucial role in scrutinizing the government by assessing the legality of its actions and decisions. Through these assessments, courts have the authority to invalidate government actions or policies deemed unlawful or unconstitutional, thereby enforcing adherence to the rule of law. The British Institute of Human Rights (2024) underscores the significance of accountability and oversight in promoting good governance and preventing the abuse of power within any branch of government.

The accountability of the government, led by the Prime Minister and Cabinet, primarily relies on parliamentary mechanisms aimed at ensuring transparency and accountability as discussed above. Firstly, parliamentary questions serve as a fundamental tool for scrutiny. Members of Parliament are granted the opportunity to question executive ministers regarding their actions, policies, and decisions. These questions can be posed orally or in writing, with ministers required to respond within specified timeframes (UK Parliament, 2024). This process exemplifies how effective scrutiny contributes to good governance by empowering MPs to hold ministers accountable for their actions.
Secondly, debates held within parliament provide another avenue for holding the executive to account. MPs can raise concerns, express their views, and challenge the government's stance on various issues during these debates. For instance, in a recent parliamentary debate on February 26, 2024, concerning knife crime (HC DEB 26 February 2024, vol 746), members of parliament were observed engaging in discussions that held ministerial members accountable for their actions, illustrating the effectiveness of parliamentary scrutiny.
Lastly, the government is held accountable through the establishment of select committees by parliament. These committees are tasked with examining specific areas of government policy, spending and administration. Comprising MPs from different political parties, select committees conduct inquiries, gather evidence, and produce reports on pertinent issues. They possess the authority to summon government officials and ministers to provide answers related to their areas of responsibility (Marshall, 2020). Through the rigorous scrutiny of government actions and policies, select committees play a vital role in promoting transparency and accountability in government operations (Marsh, 2016). 
In parliamentary debates and committees, we can see an oversight in the executive’s actions and policies demonstrating specialized knowledge by the parliamentarians which can be leveraged to hold the executive to account effectively However, (University College London, 2018) states that research on the impact and effectiveness of committees have been relatively insufficient. Committee impact can be seen as complicated and often indirect, posing challenges for assessment. The quantifiable parameter pertains to the extent of government uptake of committee recommendations. Nonetheless, employing this metric in a simplistic manner may engender false interpretations, given that committees may control influence through subtler channels, Committees possess the capacity to convene public hearings and inquiries, which subsequently facilitate the dissemination of information through media coverage, thereby shaping public opinion regarding specific matters under consideration which can exert influence government policies and decisions, (Borge, 2016).

The methods used for scrutinising the government can be seen as effective, one of the forms in which the executive is held to account can include the public elections. GOV.UK, (2024) tells us that elections allow members of the public to directly hold the executive to account for their actions and decisions when voting for the next prime minister, elections encourage response in MP’s as they know they will have to face re-election, however elections typically occur at fixed intervals, which can allow prolonged periods of unchecked power and years of disregard, elections can also be easily influenced by factors such as media bias and money undermining the scrutinization of the election whilst also leading to citizens losing trust in the UK’s electoral system supported by spotlight on Corruption, (2023) enchancing that the mechanisms used for accountability may become ineffective.

Courts and Tribunals Judiciary, (2023) tell us that the judiciary overseen by the Lord Chancellor refers to the branch of government responsible for interpreting and applying the law. The judiciary includes various courts one of which being the privy council, the primary role of the Privy Council is to offer advice to the monarch regarding the formal enactment of Proclamations and Orders in Council, which are legal instruments created under either prerogative or statutory authority particularly as the highest appellate court (Everett, 2016). The judiciary also includes tribunals who are tasked with resolving legal disputes, upholding the constitution, and ensuring justice is served. The judiciary's primary role is to interpret legislation, assess its constitutionality, and apply legal principles to specific cases brought before the courts. Judges, magistrates, and other judicial officers preside over court proceedings and make decisions based on the law and evidence presented. The judiciary operates independently from the executive and legislative branches to uphold the rule of law and protect individual rights and freedoms. In recent years, the judiciary has become independent, unlike the executive and legislative who work closely. This allows the judiciary to provide independent scrutiny providing a check on the executive’s powers, The judiciary ensures that the executive actions comply with the constitution and rule of law allowing little room for bias (Hodge, 2021), although this may be seen as a good form of scrutinising the government, the judiciary may only apply to certain actions and decisions leaving other areas of the executive powers unchecked, as the judicial review is complex, legal proceedings can be inaccessible to the general public and therefore result in ineffective accountability.


The need for reform is often considered vital when examining government scrutiny. As governance evolves and societal expectations change, existing mechanisms for oversight and accountability may become inadequate or outdated. Reform becomes necessary to address shortcomings, enhance the effectiveness of scrutiny processes, and ensure that government actions remain transparent, accountable, and responsive to the needs of society. Without ongoing reform efforts, scrutiny mechanisms may fail to keep pace with evolving challenges, potentially undermining public trust in the government and the democratic process. Therefore, regular assessment and adaptation of scrutiny mechanisms through reform are essential for maintaining the integrity and efficiency of government scrutiny. An example of reform needed could be the enhancement of powers and resources of parliamentary committees to scrutinize government actions more effectively. This could involve providing committees with greater authority to summon witnesses, access information, and enforce recommendations. Another reform suggestion supported by Florini (2002) could be the Implementation of measures to increase transparency in government decision-making processes, such as mandatory disclosure of activities, public access to government documents, and the publication of detailed expenditure reports. Lastly ensuring that the judiciary has sufficient independence and resources to conduct thorough reviews of government actions for compliance with the law and constitutional principles could be seen as a reform suggestion. This could involve measures to protect judicial independence and enhance public access to legal proceedings (Ministry Of Justice, 2013).

In conclusion, the assertion that "scrutiny makes for good government" underscores the fundamental role of accountability in ensuring effective governance. Through mechanisms such as parliamentary questions, debates, and select committees, the UK government is held to account for its actions and decisions, promoting transparency and accountability. However, challenges exist, including limited research on committee effectiveness and the potential for indirect impact. Nonetheless, reforms aimed at strengthening scrutiny mechanisms, increasing transparency, and improving electoral processes are necessary to uphold accountability and promote good governance. By continuously evaluating and refining governance structures and mechanisms, the UK can ensure that scrutiny remains a cornerstone of effective government, ultimately serving the needs and rights of its citizens.
Good scrutiny makes for a good government as it ensures no one has too much power and helps promote transparency.
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