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As there is no formal written constitution, many also claim there is no formal separation of powers in the UK. However, separation of powers does exist in a weak form as they overlap and work together, and the institution of state should be fully functionally independent, and no individual should have powers that span these offices. The Separation of Powers is the act of dividing the legislative, executive and the judicial powers of government into three different and separate branches. There are three branches of power, these are: The Executive Power, the Legislative Power and the judicial power. The Executive branch consists of the crown, the government and the ministers. The Executive branch mainly creates and executes government policies. The power of the legislative branch is held the parliament. There are three parts to the UK parliament, these are the Monarch, House of Lords and House of Commons. Parliament oversees creating and amending law and is also responsible for the financial decisions the government makes. The main function of the judicial branch is to listen to and resolve the matters of law. Separation of powers | Wex | US Law | LII / Legal Information Institute (cornell.edu)
The reason for division of forces that no single body should hold all the dynamic forces of express another intention is that it stresses that the public authority itself is not exempt from the rules that everyone else follows and that the public authority should hope to be considered responsible for its choices and activities.
One of the most punctual and most clear assertations of partition of forces was given by Montesquieu in 1748. In the UK, the significant workplaces and organisations have advanced to accomplish balance between the crown (and even more recent government) and Parliament. The framework takes after an equilibrium of forces more than a formal detachment of the three branches, or what Walter Bagehot called a “fusion of powers” in the English Constitution. (The Lawyers & Jurists, n.d.)
What the separation of executive and legislature is that in UK, and other customary law purviews, the leader and council are intently weaved. The head administrator and a greater part of their priests are individuals from Parliament and sit in the place of lodge. The chief is accordingly present at the heart of parliament law. (Miller, 2009). 
In terms of the separation of powers for the legislative and executive, the Parliamentary Voting System and Constituencies Act 2011 held a referendum for the voting system for parliamentary elections. This bill included provisions for a referendum on whether to use an alternative voting system in all future general elections to the UK Parliament, as well as limits on the number and size of parliamentary seats. 
The House of Commons Disqualification Act 1975 is a law passed by the United Kingdom’s parliament that forbids certain people from becoming members of the House of Commons. It was a modernised version of previous measures such as the House of Commons Disqualification Act 1975. The 
The British House of Commons’ Backbench Business Committee was established on June 15, 2010, when a new standing order was adopted. It was established shortly after the 2010 general election; however, the Wright Committee on House of Commons Reform had proposed in its report on November 12, 2009, during the previous Parliament.
While performing a conflicting authority, the judiciary performs modest legislative responsibilities in the form of court procedure, which increases their independence. The executive is related to the tribunals, but they remain independent.
Section 1 of the House of Commons (Disqualification) Act 1975 entails that certain people are disqualified at becoming members of the House of Commons. The people who are disqualified are: anyone who is a Lord, anyone who is employed in the civil service of the Crown, any member of the armed forces and any member of the legislature of any country outside of the Commonwealth. (House of Lords - Jackson and others (appellants) v. Her Majesty's Attorney General (Respondent), 2021).
Jackson v Her Majesty’s Attorney General (2005)
The applicant sought to challenge the 2004 Hunting Act, saying that it had been passed under the provisions of the 1949 Parliament Act which allowed them to overlap this which was itself an unlawful extension of the powers given by the 1911 Parliament Act to allow the House of Commons to bring into law an Act which had not been approved by the House of Lords. The Speaker of the House of Commons had certified that the Hunting Act had been passed in accordance with those procedures. The acts were brought together by the 1911 virtue. The Attorney General argued that the act of 1911 will be able to abolish any act coming toward it. So, the Attorney General used the act of 1911 to pass any other act coming through its way. However, the House said “they weren’t prepared to give such a ruling as would sanction the use of the act of 1911” meaning that there should not be an act of 1911 which would be able to out rule any of the other laws. (House of Lords - Jackson and others (appellants) v. Her Majesty's Attorney General (Respondent), 2021)
The judicial branch of government in England and Wales operates independently of the executive and legislature, and contains the Senior Courts, which consist of the Court of Appeal, the High Court, and the Crown Court. Magistrates’ courts and the county court are also the branch of judiciary. 
 Additionally, the Constitutional Reform Act 2005 (CRA2005) have created the Supreme Court as the final court of appeal in the UK. Supreme Court was established in October 2009. What is the Appellate Committee of the House of Lords? The Appellate Committee is the highest court in the UK. It is separate from the courts of England and Wales as it the Supreme Court of Scotland and Northern Ireland (Laidlaw, 2010).
Furthermore the 2005 Reform Act made the judiciary stronger in a variety of ways then in 2005. They do this by the judiciary becoming organizational and more Independent of the executive, and of the legislature they have greater autonomy and responsibility for running the judicial system and the courts. Judicial Independence and accountability in the UK have both emerged stronger because of the constitutional Reform Act 2005 (Hazell, 2011). The Judiciary system has been able to make sure that the autonomy has been able to be more affective due to all these arrangements.
To conclude, the acts that adhere to the Separation of Powers include the Constitutional Reforms Act, the House of Commons (Disqualification) Act 1975 and the Parliamentary Voting System and Constituencies Act 2011. The other acts that were discussed are ones that are not necessarily ones that impact the SOP.

2. Menna is against the government’s decision of building a prison in Mold, where she resides. As a result of this Menna has decided to arrange a protest march through the town centre at 3pm. However, the Chief Constable of Mold has decided that the march could cause serious problems and so he feels that it should not go ahead. 
The Chief Constable does hold some powers to prohibit the intended march from going ahead if he feels that there will be danger caused to surrounding individuals. The reason the Chief Constable wants to stop the march from going ahead is because of the time and where the march is taking place. Menna has stated that she will begin the march at 3pm on Saturday as she feels that it will be a less busy time, however where the march takes place is also of the Chief Constable’s concern. The second concern raised by the Chief Constable is the route that Menna plans to take. Menna said that she will start and end the march at the proposed site for the prison, however the issue here is that there is a shop that is closing and so as a result they want to have a ‘closing down sale’ and believe that Menna’s protest march will cause a disruption. The Chief Constable does hold the power to prevent the march from going ahead if he feels as if there will be a disruption caused however Menna is rightfully allowed to gather and peacefully protest in certain areas without having to gain the permission of the police or any other local authorities. The protestors will not be guilty of a criminal offence if they trespass on private land either. As part of the Public Order Act (1986) under Section 14, a senior police officer is allowed to prevent a public protest from taking place if he/she feels that it will result in public disorder,serious damage to property or serious disruption to the life of the community. In Menna’s case the Chief Constable. feels that the criteria for this section is being fulfilled and therefore that is valid grounds for the Chief Constable to prohibit the protest from taking place. 
2b. If the march were to go ahead lawfully and the protestor Tim was to call PC Hemp a ‘pig’ then he would have been arrested under the Police and Criminal Evidence Act (1984). The legality of PC Hemp’s action was of a high standard and the way he handled the situation was good. PC Hemp said ‘I am arresting you for acting like a complete muppet’. PC Hemp carried out a stop and search however he did not carry this out correctly and following Section 2 safeguards by taking reasonable steps however PC Hemp later explained that Tim was arrested under Section 4 of the Public Order Act 1986 for using abusive language towards him. PC Hemp did not act lawfully because he had not actually explained to Tim why he was being arrested but rather he told him at the police station. An argument that could be provided by the defence would be that although Tim called PC Hemp a ‘pig’ he did not actually shout any abusive language or slurs. The judge would be more likely in favour of Tim as the way PC Hemp conducted and carried out the search was incorrect and unlawful.
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