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Justiciability standard
[bookmark: _GoBack]Justiciability is a standard that is required in constitutional cases and also in non-constitutional cases.  In the court, Claimants that does not survive the gauntlet of justiciability requirement, such claim is dismissed without reaching merits. Judges apply justiciability standard in all cases since they are experts on justiciability rules. Justiciability requirements are applied if justice wants to reach its merit. Justiciability standard has its basic principles which are based on part of analysis (Epstein et.al2018). Its basic analysis deals with what is the actual case requirement, the rule that is against collusive case, the rule against advisory opinion, the justiciability issue. Its basic analysis is also based on when the ripeness, mootness and the rule of necessity and the basic analysis also deals with the who, which is the general, taxpayer and organizational standing. (George2017)
Ways in which separation of power may constrain decision made in Supreme Court.
Separation of power may constrain decision making based on design of executive and judicial institution. For example, during Precival war case there was a question which was, whether congress had the constitutional power to prohibit slavery and a second question on whether gave Africans and Americans right to sue in federal court. The response from the court was no on both cases (Dred scott Sandford 2016).  Different braches influence the judiciary during decision making. The legislative branch consists congress. Its responsible to creating laws. The executive branch consists of the president who approves laws made. The judicial branch interprets laws which are from the legislative branch. Political branches influence the unelected judiciary since there is a precedent which is a principle that has been established in a legal court decision when deciding subsequent cases that had similar issues (Giles et. Al 2019)
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