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Question 3
When democratic political system are set up, the first concern is the division of power within the state. What is “power” in general, and why do we consider its division in the state so important?
Power is the ability or capacity to influence or even direct the behaviour of others or a sequence of events. In a democratic political system, power is a political process that offers people control over their own life (Mumby, 2001). Therefore, when a democratic political system is set up, division of power in the state is essential as I help prevent abuse of power and is used to safeguard freedom for all people. Additionally, it helps in preventing the concentration of unchecked power and provide for checks and balances. Thus, power is the central point that helps monitor and control all other affairs in a political system, thus providing for equality and equal distribution and sharing of state resources. Division of power is a political system that is thus put to prevent any single interest to dominate the other. 
In a democratic political system such as America, power division is the separation of power into distinct branches with its responsibility without limiting any branch from exercising the function of the other. The importance of separating these powers is to ensure no concentration of power from one point, but lather all branches provide checks and balances. The three branches include legislative, executive and judicially. To start with, and the legislature is responsible for enacting the state's law and appropriating the money needed to operate the government. The executive is responsible for implementing and administering the public policy enacted and funded by the legislature (Samuels & Shugart 2010). Finally, the judiciary is responsible for interpreting the constitution and laws and applying their interpretations to arguments conveyed before it. 
Separation of power is the key to the working democratic political system like the American government. The powers and responsibilities overlap, becoming too complex and interrelated to be precisely classified. In this case, no democratic system occurs with complete separation of power and complete lack of separation of powers. Therefore, an essential measure of competition and conflict among the branches makes them work tirelessly in achieving their obligated responsibilities. There has been supremacy in these branches, thus resulting in the evolutionary process. This limits one ranch from exercising one core function of the other, thus taking responsibility to deliver as per the law.
Additionally, separation of power is also essential in giving clear distinctions on power separation as different people exercise certain functions, excluding the monopoly of power. Therefore, in these cases, different people operate different functions. For instance, the federal president is limited to its function where he cannot be a president and at the same time member r of the national council or judge who appoints minister or also elected to be a member of national council which should e temporarily suspended from his judicial duties (Majone, 2002). These help in the obligation of duties where one person from a political seat or any position in power has responsibilities and is limited to others—these help in limiting the monopoly of leadership and welcoming transparency in leadership and service delivery.
Power separation plays a part in the party ruling as the democratic system of leadership is concerned. Parties play an essential role in political leadership and power separation. In some democratic countries, the ruling party helps the president implement the law needed in his leadership. In contrast, the minority parties act the oversees to the government by pointing their shortcomings. For instance, democratic countries such as Australia practice separation of power through the realities of the party-state. Parties in their leadership play a significant role in the leadership as they help in the achievements of the manifestos. Therefore, members of the government act, as a rule, as members of the majority parties in the parliament.
Continually, the opposition parties also exercise control on the new face of power separation by keeping the ruling party on its toes. According to, (Vibert, 2007) critical task in the democratic political system is that the opposition party controls the government by exercising their constitutional law. Thus, power separation gives a new dimension as the majority party and the opposition take part in controlling the government. The majority part help in protecting their right through supporting and passing the president/king bills, while the opposition opposes the bills supported by the majority party and keep on criticizing them for their failures. These democratic political rights help in the leadership and governing of the government. All government activities are done openly and transparently for the benefit of the people since the two parties keep on correcting each side as a fact of the political reality.
	As I sum up the interrelations between the three branches of the government, each plays an independent role by checking each other. For instance, the legislature checks on the executive as the parliament controls the executive. They check the works of the federal government and its administration like in the case of America. The government justifies itself to the parliament in respect to whatever they do. The legislature is also subject to control. The president has the right to dissolve the national council, and laws passed by the national council con be checked by the constitutional court (Ackerman, 2000). In addition, the legislature influences the judiciary by passing laws that courts have to comply with. On the other hand, the executive on the judiciary is organized on two different lines, the administration, which the courts check and administrative court and constitution court. All these are a result of power separation in a democratic political system that gives people freedom as the branches have their responsibility to deliver to power.
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Question 4
Different countries have different political party systems. What do we mean by “Party System”, and why are they different from country to country? 
A party system is a notion that relates to the field of political science which concerns the government system formed by political party(s) in a country particularly a democratic country (Hofstadter, 2020). These political parties are founded in a way that they have basic similarities such as controlling the government, they have a strong base for popular support, and creating internal mechanisms that control its funding and information. To understand why countries, have different party systems, we first need to understand why political parties arise in the first place.  Party labels help voters to decide among multiple candidates, and party affiliations help politicians to win elections and to translate electoral victories into legislative success.  Because of parties’ utility, all large representative democracies have some sort of political parties, though these vary greatly in terms of their durability and organizational strength, and in terms of whom they represent.
According to Hofstadter (2020), these party systems are broken into three broad categories; multiparty, two-party system, and single party system. The three broad categories can be distinctive based on the variety of the features the party system exhibits and also based on the number of political parties that are functioning in a particular country. For instance, a society that is ruled by multiparty or two-party systems whose purpose is meant to organize political conflicts within the circle majority to create a democratic society. On the other hand, the single-party system operates in a society that does not tolerate genuine political conflicts. Unlike other party systems, single parties do not allow the expression of a point of view especially those that are contrary to the party's ideologies. This is because it fears that an intense conflict might rise within the party itself over the new policies. Even in a multiparty or two-party system, a debate may be raised and blocked by the opposing side and the coalition of interest becomes deeply rooted in a way that compromises the democratic process. 
In a two-party system, there are two major parties and some small parties and this is one of the elements that differentiate it from a multiparty system. However, every party plays a significant role whether small or big, in some cases, the small parties may obstruct one of the two big parties from gaining the majority of the seats in the legislature, for example, the Liberal party in Great Britain. Austria and Germany have only a two-party system approximately (Wolinetz, 2006). On that note, most of the countries across the world had set their political party system based on how their government should operate, and how powerful they are institutionalized.
Political parties are the driving forces that form the party system, for instance, to determine the number of parties operating in a particular country consider the electoral system being used. Countries across the globe wish to have equal representation which in turn favors the development of a multiparty system since it enables legislative representation even for existing small parties. If one considers the electoral system where the majority “takes all” that country is likely to produce a two-party system as it excludes other small parties that could have gained a substantial number of votes even if they won't emerge as the majority but they will have a great impact. In the case of a two-round system, “the majority system with a second ballot” promotes multipartyism but through the alliance of other parties. For instance, “the German Empire (1871–1914) and the French Third (1870–1940) and Fifth (since 1958) republics adopted this system for legislative elections”. Austria and Portugal also use a two-round system when selecting their head of state just like France (Wolinetz, 2006). The influence from colonization also has a great impact on the party systems. In developing countries, the two-round system is used in countries that were colonized by the French such as Togo, Vietnam, and DRC. Therefore, voters have the option of selecting the party that did best in the first round leaving other small parties disadvantaged. However, the small parties are then invited to join the leading parties to strengthen them during the second balloting. 
Most of the communist countries of the 20th century used the single-party system. These countries include; “China (Communist party, 8 registered minor parties, North Korea) (Korean Workers' Party), Vietnam (Communist party), Cuba (Communist party), Eritrea, and Western Sahara”. The party was recognized as the spearhead of the urban working class and other workers attached to it whether intellectuals or peasants. The intention of forming a single-party system was to build a socialist government during the transition period between capitalism and socialism "the dictatorship of the proletariat” (Gill & Gill, 1994). The Communists countries based their society on private ownership of the means of production, therefore, they had to form a state through a single party system to increase their powers to control the capitalists and that was the greatest role of the party. According to Gill & Gill, 1994), in communist countries, the need for the party to govern strongly while maintaining its relationship with the masses of people was the base ground on which it was structured. Also, the communist society had its members who were politically conscious and maintained contact with the masses through the party network cells. Party leaders were always "listening in on the masses," and the masses were informed of the decisions of party leaders, as long as the communication network was working on both sides. From this description, we can relate how the single-party system was formed and is still existing in many countries.
Mainwaring & Torcal (2006) suggested that governments that use a two-party system mainly focus on promoting government stability since a single party should always win the majority in the legislative house and govern it. It's based on the formation of a strong government through the majority. In a two-party system, one side is usually on the business sector while the other side supports people's welfare and income distribution. The United States and the United Kingdom are greatly known to have this party system. More so, what promotes a two-party system is the presidential system as well as the election process. For instance, in the US and UK, members of the national assemblies are elected from single districts, and the who gunner more votes emerge the winner. Countries that use such a form of the electoral process have high chances of using the two-party system or multipartyism.
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