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How have colonial legacies affected the process of growth since these countries gained independence? How does this history affect more recent attempts to bring development to former colonies, and are these states wise to be wary of outside influence?

According to Magstadt (2016), the legacy of colonialism is still controversial up to date and has significantly influenced the growth process since independence. In the countries where there were colonies, any advances in the healthcare sector like the construction of hospitals; the education sector and transportation, particularly the improvement of the road networks came at a price to the people in those countries. The traditional ways of life of the people in these countries were destructed big time as well as the epidemics as a result of the introduction of European germs into populations without any resistance. Therefore, the process of growth in these countries continues to be affected by these colonial legacies.
The colonial legacies have influenced growth in that there was the creation of colonial empires without respect and consideration of the preexisting ethnic identities and territorial boundaries (Magstadt, 2016). Before withdrawing from the regions where they had set their territories, they created artificial boundaries by clustering people with incompatible cultures and characteristics, calling the boundaries nations. Examples of countries where people with different cultures were grouped include Nigeria, Sudan, and Iraq. The consequence of these groupings by the colonial rulers include political instability as witnessed in Iraq, civil wars as seen in Nigeria and Sudan, coups, revolutions among others. That proves that the way the territorial boundaries were created by the colonies was not right. These countries therefore mostly focus their energy on rebuilding after wars, peace initiatives among others; it hampers growth and development since the available resources are used in rebuilding and peace initiatives. There has been zero growth in Somalia since the country has been experiencing a total law breakdown.

Some challenges are affecting the attempts to bring development to the former colonies, and they are as a result of the history of the colonial legacies. They include nation building, state building, participation, and distribution, and they are explained below.

Nation-building refers to the process of creating a common identity founded on the idea of belonging to a political society that is separate and distinct from the others (Magstadt, 2016). The colonies formed the boundaries without looking at the cultures of the communities in the boundaries; therefore, the nations have the responsibility of uniting the people so that they can work together towards a common goal and achieving development in their countries. Nation building can only be done by forces from within the nations; outside forces cannot solve the issues. For example, attempts by the US to build Afghanistan and Iraq failed, proving that it can only be efficiently done from within.

State building is whereby the nations create political institutions, particularly a central government that can exercise authority and provides services to all the people in their countries (Magstadt, 2016). An effectively functioning government will lead to development in schools, healthcare, infrastructure and the people will benefit from the stability and development of their nation. The colonies did not leave efficiently functioning governments that will ensure progress is achieved. Therefore, state building is key to development and cannot be done by the outside influence.

There must be participation by the people in matters development. When the people feel they are actively involved, they get a voice and demand for even more from their governments, leading to development. There should also be equality in the distribution of resources to reduce the gaps between the rich and the poor that were left by the colonial rulers (Magstadt, 2016). 

Imagine that you are one of the founders of a new democracy, and are charged with designing an electoral system that is stable, efficient and representative. What type of system would you choose? What factors influenced your choice?

The system, which I would choose that I believe is stable, efficient and representative is the Proportional representation system. Magstadt (2016) explains that it is a system, whereby there is the division of the electorate into multimember districts in that every district is awarded seats in a ratio that is equal to fractions of the votes that the different parties received in that district. Hence, the legislature representation is proportional to the election outcome. For example, if party A wins an election by 45% of the votes cast, then it will get 45% of the seats. Therefore, it will not be able to form a government without the support of another part that will ensure it reaches at least 50%. 

This system would be the best for a new democracy since it is stable and representative. It ensures the seats won are a reflection of the votes cast. Therefore, the parties involved in an election must appeal to their supporters to vote in large numbers as that will translate into seats, and hence, a representation of the votes cast. The parties not only focuses on the swing votes in marginal seats but also from other areas since the votes from all regions are equal. 

This system is also efficient and gives rise to very few wasted votes (Bernauer et al., 2015). When there are low thresholds, almost all the votes that have been cast in this system go towards the election of a candidate of choice. It, therefore, increases the perception and morale of the voters that it is worth going to the polling station to vote since their vote will count. Thus, a perfect system for a new democracy as more voters will vote. 

The system demonstrates representation as it facilitates minority parties' access to representation. Unless the district scale is extremely low or the threshold is excessively high, which is usually not the case, then even a small political party can get representation in the legislature if it receives a small percentage of the votes cast (Bernauer et al., 2015). That ensures there is inclusion, which is critical to stability especially in a new democracy. 

The system leads to a higher continuity and policy stability. According to Bernauer et al., (2015), proportional representation system scores better concerning the longevity of governments, the participation of the voters and the economic performance of a nation. He further states that the reason for this is because regular changes in government between different ideological polarized parties' makes continuity and planning difficult for the incoming government. That hinders development and wastes resources. 

The final reason is that this type of system makes power-sharing between parties, which participated in the election more visible (Magstadt, 2016). In different new democracies, power-sharing involving the majority of the citizens with political power and a minority group that holds economic power is an inevitable reality. In cases where the majority controls the legislature, and the minority sees its interests expressed in the control of the economic sphere, negotiations among the various blocks are usually not transparent, visible and accountable. Through an inclusive legislature, more inclusive decisions will be openly taken that are of the public interests.
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