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	A census in the United States should be taken in ten years in respect to the reapportion in the country. The census helps in reconstructing the representation as per the people’s population in a specific area. The census helps the federal governments to draw districts to comply with fair representation. The redistricting is effected by the federal governments to fit the representations appropriately. Also, the legislative redistricting has been prone to political influences in the United States. Competition arises as the federal government tries to draw the legislative districts. It is upon the federal government to determine whether the method used in redistricting is appropriate and whether if it fuels competition. The federal government has generally used methods that have effects on the judicial and legislative systems. Courts and independent commissions in the US help to remove competition while conducting the legislative redistricting process. Some process of redistricting have led to a decline of competitions in Congress.
	The courts and commissions do not rely on partisan politics while they are drawing boundaries. This helps to stop fueling political debate in the United States. They have been performing well, but the increased number of districts have fueled competitions. This has brought some challenges in their operations. The people involved in redistricting should have set goals to achieve and avoid their political affiliations. The institutional inherent limit the processes of legislative redistricting. The process of redistricting may involve the legislators, commissioners, judges, and governors who need to have common objectives to achieve. After the boundaries have been drawn, some politicians conflict the progress in benefit of their personal interest. Pre-elections goals take center stage when the legislators and governors are involved in the legislative redistricting (Carson & Crespin, 2014).  When the people involved in the redistricting process have different objectives, the outcome will lead to other results than it was perceived.
	Politics engulfs the redistricting process due to the effect of political parties’ alienation. When a single party controls the legislature, it will come up with their policies unopposed. When there are opposing parties in the chambers, bipartisan approaches to the process are evident. There are cases of splintering in the redistricting process. The majority party enjoys when there is splintering as it will have more seats in legislative chambers. Partisan approaches may lead to a restriction in some areas during the redistricting process (Abramowitz, 2015).  This has been catalyzed by political greed in leaders who want to gain power or remain in control. Bipartisan acts are slightly better than partisan in terms of reaching objectives of redistricting. However, the bipartisan system may behave as partisan, as many politicians need to be re-elected.
	The plan of re-election will make small changes to be effected in the boundaries during redistricting process. This is because the politicians need to control the area they occupied before. Status quo is usually maintained in both partisan and bipartisan systems of redistricting. As a result, many changes will not be affected, and districts’ boundaries shall remain unchanged. When the legislators have the objectives of regaining their seats, the commissioners are the opposite (King, 2014). Commissioners are not elected members, and hence they have little effect in the redistricting process. It is only in few states where the commissioners are political nominees. The institutional constraints have an impact on the rules and objectives set by certain states. This may affect the objectives of the legislative redistricting. Protection of the politicians regaining their seats will not be favored when the districts are redrawn in the best way (Carson & Crespin, 2014).  The independence of the commissions from political influence produces quality redistricting processes. This is because demographic facts and other aspects are strictly followed during the process. Partisan competitions are likely to increase after the districts have been drawn.
	Commissioners are similar to the courts in legislative redistricting processes. The courts do not follow the set goals as legislators. The courts are independent and are not inclined to certain political side. They will perform their duties in redistricting through non-partisan ways to achieve the best. However, there are some judges who gain their positions through political appointment to the benches. This would lead them to incline a certain political side. Also, the courts helps in solving disputes that arise in the restricting processes. The political aspects of court members may alter the performance in solving disputes (Carson & Crespin, 2014).   The political influence in their appointments may make them to be restrictive towards their parties. The politically appointed judges have been appointed by their parties unlike the independent judges. The independent judges do not have political influence and will play equity in the legislative redistricting.
	There are different methods that have been used to analyse the legislative redistricting in the United States. Dichotomous dependent variables methods help to explain the effects of the legislative redistricting process (Carson & Crespin, 2014).  The multivariate model are important in testing the effects of the redistricting processes. The model also explains the electoral competition and its impact on the legislative redistricting. The redistricting processes have importance on democratic accountability. Self-interest motivation is critical among legislators who have interests in the redistricting processes. In the future, the United States politics will be polarized, and it would result in more influence in the redistricting processes (Butler & Cain, 2015). Every legislator will be forced to have a chance that their interests take center in the negotiations concerning redistricting processes.
	To sum up, The legislative redistricting brings much attention to the politicians as it affects their parties. Politicians may fear that their parties will have fewer seats in the representations. The sitting legislators will seek to maintain their incumbency by influencing the legislative redistricting processes. Also, the legislators tend to control the boundaries when the districts are being redrawn. This is seeking favor to have maintain specific area of electorates when they have strong support. The legislative, judicial and commissioners departments have impacts on the redistricting processes (Gelman & King, 2014).  The stand of these departments is a factor in how the districts are redrawn. The legislative is dependent, and many legislatures tend to be inclined to their parties. Parties need to have more representatives in the chambers hence seek to win more seats. Judiciary and commissioners tend to be independent. The decisions made by the courts tend to be non-partisan hence not inclined to certain political waves. Also, the commissioners are independent and have fewer ambitions on politics; therefore, do not favor any sides. However, there some commissioners and judges whose appointment is subject to political affiliations. The decisions of these judges and commissioners are subject to change to favor their political parties.
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