According to White (2015), “Good Scrutiny makes for good government’’, based on this statement, the following essay aims to critically examine the ways in which the UK government is held to account and whether scrutiny makes for good government.   
The executive refers to the government who makes key decisions and is responsible for creating and drafting laws, implementing policy and the day to day running of the country. The government is made up of the Prime Minister (PM) who is the head of the government, the cabinet and other ministers – they sit in parliament and are accountable to it (UK Government, 2024; UK Parliament, 2024a).  
 
Under the doctrine of Separation of powers, the country’s governance is traditionally divided into three distinct branches: the executive, legislature and the judiciary. They all have independent and separate powers and duties. The aim of the division of power was to prevent one branch or person from having ultimate authority and to establish ‘checks and balances’ where a specific branch can constrict another. The separation of powers holds that no branch can have power over the other and that no person can be a member of more than one branch. However, the UK among other countries, do not strictly follow the separation of powers and instead opt for a compromise, where certain functions are shared between state institutions (Welsh Government, 2021).  
   
The judicial review is a mechanism by which the courts can hold the executive and public bodies to account by ensuring they have used their powers in accordance to the law, this is due to the Constitutional Reform Act 2005. This means that MPs and other members of government cannot work in different departments at the same time because it is seen as an overuse of power. For example, before the implementation of the Act, The Lord Chancellor was able to hold roles in the judiciary, the executive, and the legislature and was responsible for the appointment of judges, a member of the Cabinet, and as a Speaker of the House of Lords. This was viewed as being problematic, particularly in the eyes of the doctrine of separation of Powers. As such, the Constitutional Reform Act 2005, made various changes which included, mandating government ministers from influencing judicial decisions and therefore, hold judicial independence. The Lord Chancellor’s judicial responsibilities were given to the Lord Justice Chief and an independent supreme court was created along with an independent judicial appointments commission. Moreover, the Lord Chancellor would no longer be able to sit as the Speaker. The reform therefore aimed to solidify the independence of the branches of government, making way for better transparency and accountability in line with the separation of powers (Courts and Tribunal Judiciary, 2024; Judiciary of England and Wales, 2007).  
 
The legislature, also known as the Parliament, comprises of the House of Common, the House of Lords and the Monarchy. One of the main purposes of parliament is to hold the government to account. Parliament holds a notable position to ensure the accountability of the Prime Minister by employing a variety of mechanisms, enabling MPs to conduct inquiries (Serban, 2019). One of these is the Prime Minister's Questions, where the PM takes weekly questions. Here, MPs can ask the PM what his engagements are of the day and then further probe on a specific area of the PM’s responsibilities (House of Commons, 2013). Another form of scrutiny involves the triannual oral evidence sessions organised by the Liaison Committee, with the Prime Minister. This facilitates a more in-depth and thorough questioning of the Prime Minster (White, 2014). Committees can consist of MPs and Lords. Such Committees assess government policies, scrutinise government work and expenses, and review legislation proposals. There are two types of parliamentary committees: Select and General. The Select Committee is responsible for reviewing spending, administration and policies. In contrast, the General Committee reviews parliamentary legislation and can propose changes to bills, which offers a good opportunity to scrutinise the government (UK Parliament, 2024b).  
 
Another way the government is held to account is through debates. The debates have allocated times where members of parliament can request to join and choose the subject they want to discuss. These subjects can range from legislation, policies or any other public concern issues. Here, MPs can scrutinise policies and demand explanations on certain topics or offer new evidence. Members can also highlight different answers on the issues raised by the government or argue that the questions being posed are the wrong ones, thereby acting as a check on the power of the government. Debates could potentially compel ministers to clarify the reason behind, the evidence, and their position on a particular policy, thereby prompting them to rethink its reasonableness and validity. Conversely, debates called by backbenchers could pressure the government to decide on a policy approach before it is appropriate to do so, which may then, not facilitate the policymaking process (White, 2014). 
 
 
 
The public can hold the government to account by elections and public scrutiny this is encouraged  by the government to have transparency with government’s activity’s because the elections the public have a choice of what party they want in power and this allows the public to scrutinise the party’s in power because the public put them in power and the party is not holding up to what it should be the public will not vote them in again and with the help of media the public can have their own opinion of the government and the parliament.  
 
Government scrutiny have its advantages and disadvantages to holding the government to account, such as parliamentary questions this can be a disadvantage because it costs the government for them to answer the questions and qesirys because of the time and the amount of MPs coming to  the debates and committee’s allocating times to do the debates, this can cause unnecessary costs due to amount of scrutiny the parliament revies for example of this the cost of a written parliamentary question is £750 but in 2007 the cost of a written parliamentary question was £150 and for an oral question it was £350 this is a disadvantage to parliamentary questions because MPs are allowed to refuse a question or give vague information on the matter This makes a big impact on Uk because Uk citizens are paying for these questions out of the tax’s( parliament uk 2010) . Also can cause fear of excessive failure and public criticism ( white 2015.p11). the Uk accountability system is not keeping up with today’s modern sociality and shows that there is more and more falairs with trust with the public and not creating honesty and accountability with the MPs and the prime minister because ministers and civil servant will not take accountability when something does go wrong this shows that accountability need to be strengthened with elected officials, public sector and the public they have a duty to govern ( gurein, McCrea et al 2024). The advantages to holding the government to account is the public and the media can scrutinise the government and the parliament can debate if a policy needs to change because of the publics voice. Another disadvantage to debates is that MPs don’t have to tell the full information and honest information this can impact. An advantage to elections is that if the public does not like the party in power or the prime minister, they can have an opportunity to vote that person or party out.  
 
 
Conclusion,  
 
In conclusion of this essay, the executive is the government who is responsible for all the legislation and policy’s and day to day running of the country, the separation of powers is divided into three branches the executive, the legislature and the judiacry this is the separation of powers and this stopped one branch being more powerful than the other but not fully independent bodies and still able to hold one another to account and scrutiny  and too hold the government and other bodies to account there are mechisms like debates parliamentary questions, elections, after going through all the mechisnm and the advantages and disadvantages too scrutiny and accountability  good scrutiny does not make a good government because of the lack of honesty and trust within the debates and parliamentary questions even though they are being scrutinised they can choose what to say and if they want to answer the questions, maybe this makes the government biased because debates and parliamentary questions are done by their own party and MPs and though the judiciary can scrutiny es the executive but there is no punishment or to hold them to account.  
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