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The judiciary, the executive, and the legislature are significant for the effective maintenance of the rule of law and the constitution as the constructive relationships between the three arms of the government are essential to establish. However, the changes in the government and wider societal changes in the recent years have led to the changes in the character of these relationships between the three arms of government. Based on such context, in this essay, a detailed discussion of the relationship between the executive and the legislature has been assessed in terms of whether the relationship adheres to the separation of powers theory.
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As put forward by Broadbent (2018), the executive and the legislature collaborate in law making although the power to law making is assigned to the legislature by the Constitution. In addition, based on the common law system, the executive and the legislature are engaged but the presence of the executive is made subject to scrutiny by Ministers by answering the questions of Members of Parliament and regularly appearing before the Parliament. Although the major difference between the executive and the legislature is that the executive implements the law that is enacted by the legislature while enforcing the will of the state whereas the major function of the legislature is to enact laws. This means that despite separate functions and powers, both the legislature and the executive needs to collaboratively make and implement the law for benefitting the wider society and the government of the nation.
On the other hand, Mikuli (2018) stated that the separation of powers in the Constitution is a doctrine in which the three arms of the government including the judiciary, the executive, and the legislature have distinct and separate powers and functions. In addition, this theory also highlights that the three organs of the government must not interfere in the functioning of the others. In other words, it is the rule that every government must comply with for enacting, implementing the law as well as applying it to particular cases appropriately. In case, this rule is not adhered then there can be significant abuse of power as well as corruption. For instance, the Constitutional Reform Act 2005 seeks to create a different constitutional separation between the judiciary and legislature, (Iyer, 2018). It makes the Supreme Court of the UK an appellate of the jurisdiction of the House of Lords while upholding the independence of the judiciary by barring the influence of government ministers (Executive) in any judicial decisions. Other than that, compliance to the theory can result in less chance of enacting a tyrannical law and aims at the strict demarcation of power while bringing exclusiveness to the functioning of each organ. 
It has been well stated by Bilchitz (2018), that the term separation of powers or trias-politica was developed by Charles de Montesquieu. The theory or doctrine was initiated as it was identified that when the power is put forward to a single individual or a group of people then the emergence of a despotic government is inevitable which can result in a tyrannical law. In order to limit the arbitrary nature of the government and avoid this predicament, the three arms of the government must have a clear separation as well as distribution of power. In addition, it has been further indicated that when the executive and legislative powers are collaborated by the same person or magistrates or same body, the scope for liberty is limited affecting the execution of public resolutions and enacting appropriate laws. Based on the theory, the first formulation of structural classification is an individual being a part of one arm must not form the part of other arms; secondly, one arm must not interfere with the other arm’s functioning, and thirdly, one arm must not exercise the function belonging to another arm, (Karemba, 2018). Hence, the separation of powers theory suggests a tripartite system where the powers are distributed and delegated within three arms indicating each jurisdiction.
On the contrary, Sólyom (2019) argued that there are certain instances when the legislature and the executive overlap. The power of legislation is vested in the Parliament but the executive can predominate the process of the legislature as bills are hugely introduced by the executive or ministers in the State legislatures or the Parliament. Additionally, the executive exercises the power to promulgate an ordinance that has similar Acts initiated by the legislature. The executive also can have the authority for making rules to regulate their specific conduct and procedure of business in terms of the provisions of the Constitution. Also, the executive has the powers under delegated legislation. Hence, it can be stated that the powers of the executive can overlap with the legislative under certain circumstances. Likewise, the powers of the legislature can also overlap with the executive such as when the heads of each governmental ministry or executive are members of the legislature. Additionally, the legislature can also assess the works of the executive along with the impeachment of the president, (Cairney et al. 2019). Therefore, it can be stated that despite the separation of powers, the Constitution does not adhere strictly to keeping every arm in check for ensuring that the arms are not entirely free in exercising powers vested without any ulterior motive or restraint that may not be in the best interest of the public. Other than the functional and power overlapping, there is a potential lack of administrative distinction as well between the three organs of the government. However, everything has advantages and disadvantages and so does the overlapping of the legislature and the executive’s power.
As pointed out by Skoutaris (2019), the major problems of the overlapping of powers of the legislature and the executive include unaccountability and erosion of faith. As whenever the power overlaps between the legislature and executive, a particular arm cannot be held accountable for its decision and the repetitive interference of arms into other’s decisions can lead to declining faith of the public in terms of integrity, quality, and efficiency of the government. Other than that, the overlaps further undermine the spirit of democracy as excessive accumulation of powers in the arms of the government further undermines the rule of check and balance, (Huq, 2019). As a result, it can be stated that the overlapping of powers of the legislature and the executive can lead to excessive infringement on each other jurisdiction that can hinder overall development and public services while impeding the smooth functioning of the government.
On the contrary, Gardbaum (2020) argued that the overlapping of powers and functions between the executive and legislature has potential advantages as well. Firstly, in terms of rule of law, equality and accountability in governance can be promoted and developed by allowing power-sharing laws. Secondly, the check and balance of power can be achieved as the overlap eliminates arbitrary actions in terms of the other significant arms of the government. Thirdly, the overlapping of powers and functions offers power decentralisation as well as induces power sharing which further ensures that the arms can work collaboratively for solving problems at ease and quickly leading to effective cooperation. Lastly, arbitrariness is well checked through the overlapping of powers and functions as constitutional demarcations limit the scope of conflict within the three arms of the government. For instance, the House of Commons Disqualification Act 1975 focuses on preserving the separation of powers and functions between the legislature and the executive. In addition, S2 of the Act further states that the members of the foreign legislature, civil servants, police, holders of judicial office as well as members of armed force are prohibited and barred from holding parliamentary office. Despite such Acts and legislation, the overlapping of powers between the organs of government is prevalent and significant at present. Specifically, McGoey (2021) highlighted that the government of the United Kingdom has a weak separation of power between the legislature, executive, and judiciary which means that their theory of separation of power is utilized in a broad sense as all the three arms work together as well as overlap with each other. Hence, it can be stated that there are potential advantages as well as disadvantages of overlapping the legislature and the executive powers and functions.
It has been well stated by Wood et al. (2020), that despite the Fixed-term Parliaments Act 2011 and the Constitutional Reform Act 2005, there are significant overlaps of powers and functions. However, there is a significant system of checks and balances that is effective to a certain extent. Each arm has an eye on the others but is protected against interference by others in terms of jurisdiction. Based on the Fixed-term Parliaments Act 2011, the Prime Minister can advise the Queen to dissolve a Parliament and individual executives are accountable in front of the Parliament. In addition, the House of Lords holds a partial check on the executives, and judicial appointments are made with the recommendation of Lor Chancellor, Queen, or the magistrate. The Human Rights Act 1998 further offers a balance between the three arms by scrutinizing the acts of each arm through the courts in terms of the provision of ECHR, (Levy, 2020). The House of Lords is accountable to none but the executive has significant control over the Commons in order to hold the constitutional balance of power. In terms of administration, the checks and balances are highly influenced by the Constitutional Reform Act 2005 for maintaining its effectiveness as it strengthens the system in terms of the power of separation doctrine to stop abuse or misuse of powers. This Act further determines better powers of separation in the country by making provision for the office of Lor Chancellor in terms of its functions which offers independence and effectiveness.
According to Nelson (2020), in terms of the world economy, the checks and balances are further seen by a variety of global organisations to check the power of distinct nations, individuals, and organisations including the International Criminal Court, NATO, and the World Trade Organisation. The spirit of Laws is highly upheld by these groups for maintaining the separation of powers in different countries to avoid despotism. On the other hand, the constitution of the UK checks and balances the government through the separation of powers between the legislature and the executive. For instance, the legislative branch makes the law and the executive arm offers veto power to the president, enabling them to keep the legislative arm in check. Additionally, the legislative branch has the power to overturn a veto with a majority vote by the Houses of Lords which ensures that the predicant can never use power for personal gain. Also, the executive arm can declare orders while proclaiming how significant laws must be enforced but the legislature and judicial arms can deem such orders in terms of unconstitutional, (Mrabure and Awhefeada, 2020). Hence, it can be stated that there are checks and balances in place to safeguard the separation between the legislature and the executive which are also effective to a certain extent while considering the disadvantages.
[bookmark: _Toc105673049]Conclusion
In conclusion, it can be stated that the successful implementation of the separation of power theory cannot be applied strictly in any contemporary nation including the United Kingdom. However, the theory has significant relevance at present as the constitution is an organised system and it is highly challenging to separate powers and functions of the executive and legislature into watertight compartments. Additionally, in order to ensure smooth functioning of the government, collaboration, coordination, and cooperation among the three arms of the government are highly required as segregating the functions of each organ accurately is difficult. On the contrary, it can be indicated that this theory is significant as it protects the liberty of people from arbitrary rule as well as prevents the arms from interfering and usurping the important functions of other arms. Hence, the relationship between the executive and the legislature adheres to the separation of powers theory to a certain extent.
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