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Introduction:
Within this assignment is going to be information regarding the separation of powers which will be explain as what this theory is along with potential advantages and disadvantages to it furthermore there will be question that will be answered like how this theory works? Who's a part of this theory and who made it? And lastly there will be a reformed suggestion and conclusion to finish this document within the reformed suggestion information regarding the theory and potential improvement and good doing form this theory will be elaborated on. 










Main body:

To start off what is the separation of powers? And to who is it referring to? Well as the document provided by the “supreme court PDF”(Supreme Court,2005) Separation of powers is a state principle that covers the executive government , legislative parliament and judiciary which are in place to protect the citizens from any treason and by treason what is meant is that their powers should be separated equally so that neither can over power the others in doing so they all need each other's approval to proceed with anything that requires that addition to the laws or change to any of them without the other parties consent in this proceeding the matter would be terminated. This information is further supported by the Oxford academic site “Oxford Academic, J.W.F. Allison February 2000” 

What is separation of powers theory?
According to Dicey it is “Law Teacher, Published 18th July 2019” vital in any constitution as they suggest reason being three organs could be identified as Legislature(parliament), Executive(government) and Judiciary. Each of these three organs need to have different powers and do not interfere the powers of another” what is meant by that is that if for example the Legislature could make laws but it had to go through the Executive then there would be a giant draw back since now for the legislature to work they need the executive permission to work properly and that would be the same in any other aspect so long they don't cross each other's paths they won't have complications but if there are other aspects leading to the others being able to have a suggestion then it much more acceptable like the government can propose legislations but they have to go through the hole of parliament before being granted in doing so they become reliant on one another to be able to continue functioning without fault. 

So, to answer the first question what separation of powers it is quite literally referring to powers that have been divided between three factions those being the government, parliament, and judges so what is their power and how do they differ enough to be separated well according to “The British Institue Of Human Rights 2025” this is their difference Parliament make the laws which naturally has its own process to go through to work they can't just decide to make something a law the way that process works is it has to go through  4 steps, 1. House of lords they will get to decide on changes to the law that either they or house of commons want to make 2. House of commons get to review the document and agree or disagree with the law or changes to their document with the house of lord and keep changing it back and forth, 3. both parties agree that the document is now agreeable to both the houses and send it to the Queen/King at the time and then they await for the document to receive its royal assent so that it can start being implemented into the society. 
Government then is responsible for creating policies and potentially even proposing laws to the parliament if they think of one that has been overlooked which that proposal will have its own debate with the parliament then both houses if its ever granted to be considered. 

Lastly the Judiciary they are there to enforce the laws that have been given to them, and they will make sure that they are not being avoided.

This is what the separation of powers is, and which is why they have been separated as having one faction do all that can lead to some issues like having one power abuse that power which is why by separating them they can't since neither can overstep their own power without the other two knowing of it as for the second question it has already been answered the separation of powers is referring to the government, parliament and the courts. Those are further supported using “Britannica, A. Habbas, 15th February 2025” for information regarding how they operate and function.

Pros and Cons of separation of powers theory:
According to the “Uollb first class law, July 4th, 2024” here are three of the most notable pros and cons 
Pro: checks balances, due to each of them needing each other to ensure that the laws get created checked and enforced they need to stay connected with each other and in doing so they keep each other at the same level of power.

Con: it can lead into a Gridlock which is a drawback this can occur in any of the parties but one example of it can be government having different political parties or even conflicting agendas.

Pro: Increase security and foresight by this what is meant is that for example the government structure becomes more secure and foreseeable as with the separation of powers their power is limited to the power of the other two meaning that the government could only gain more power by offering more power to the other two.





Reformed suggestions:

If something is wrong, how can it be fixed? Well, let's see looking at Dicey’s theory its reasonable even the “Law Teacher Judicial law, 18th July 2019” agrees using Dicey’s quotes like “Governance of the state should not solely fall under one organ” which is correct giving one body that much power would be very wrong since it would allow them to create their own loopholes  so it doesn't affect them however since its three different areas leading the country then they need to check up on one another that neither is gaining more power than the others making them equal at all times meaning none can overrule the other.

So, does this mean nothing is wrong with the theory? Well, there are people who’ve looked deep into it and are trying to improve it since at a basic level the separation of powers is amazing, but at its roots it can be improve for example as the “Insitute for government R. Hogarth, 11 November 2021” states Minister is raising the prospect of further reforms those reforms being between the courts and executives which should not neuter judicial review nor compromise the separations of powers functions, meaning that if they want to make a change the judiciary and executive work with one another it can be done in a way were it would change the power distribution between them as for the change they would like to make is as they stated the legislating to overturn particular court judgments which is reasonable but from the separation of powers standing is breach of power reason being this would allow government to have certain powers within the courts system and in doing so it would shift the power standing of the executive by allowing them to rise as now the executive cold challenge the courts judgments in to a certain degree. Question now is whether this would be a reasonable shift for the better or worse in which case it can be seen as worse and better since yes, the government can aid the courts a bit now along with them gaining the power to challenge them, but it would allow some information to be processed quicker when its regarding regulations and laws between them however giving them that power might end for the worse since it can be foreseen as eventually abolishing the courts and having them fully merge with the executive giving them significantly more power, that is however a speculation but the site does also state a similar issue being that if the government is granted the power and is brought to court to the that power they could become their own judge and overturn whatever they’ve been brought for which is why this power will most likely be denied unless its given an appropriate amount of restrictions.




What else can be done regarding this theory? Well as legislation of government said last time the theory was updated was in 2005 which would now be about 20 years which is why it should be ran through again since in this ever-evolving world this should be kept up to date as it's a good and useful theory having it grow outdated could lead to havoc since it allows the powers to remain at an equilibrium which is very important for the way the UK is ran without it there will be some issues which is why it should be kept up to date at least every 5 years since the way the government was ran in 2005 compared to now 2025 will be different due to all the changes that the UK have gone through new laws separation from the EU laws and that is why it need to be more than it currently is.

Furthermore, the Rule of law should be updated more often as it also holds a close connection to the separation of powers theory and with the rule of law in place it covers different aspects that the separation of powers could overlook however what could be done to make it easier for people to find this out would be using the rule of law along with the separation of powers and see if there is any possibility of potentially making it into one larger rule over it being ran on a theory connected to another theory if not then they should both be updated regularly as they are both connected in a way what makes it easier is that this theory of the rule of law was too made by dicey this is stated on the “Law Teacher Constitutional law, 1st  September 2021” and “Parliament P. Craig, 2005”.
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