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UNIT – I 

 
1. Powers and Functions of the Legislature    

 

Introduction to the Legislature's Role    

The legislature is a fundamental pillar of government in democratic systems, 

serving as the primary body responsible for law-making and representing 

the will of the people. Its powers and functions vary across political 

systems—such as parliamentary, presidential, or federal setups—but 

generally encompass legislative, financial, oversight, and representational 

roles. Understanding these is essential to appreciating how legislatures 

maintain balance in governance. 

 

Core Legislative Powers    

At its core, the legislature's primary function is law-making. It debates, 

amends, and enacts statutes that govern society. In bicameral systems like 

the United States Congress (comprising the House of Representatives and 

Senate), bills must pass both houses before becoming law. This process 

ensures thorough scrutiny. In unicameral systems, such as New Zealand's 

Parliament, the single house streamlines this but may lack additional 

checks. Beyond ordinary laws, legislatures handle constitutional 

amendments, requiring special majorities to alter foundational documents. 

 

Financial Authority and Budget Control    

Financial powers form another critical aspect. Legislatures control the 

"purse strings" by approving budgets, taxes, and expenditures. No 

government can spend public funds without legislative sanction, preventing 

executive overreach. For instance, in India, the Parliament's approval is 

mandatory for the annual budget, and it can debate and vote on financial 

bills. 

Oversight and Accountability Mechanisms    

Oversight functions allow the legislature to monitor the executive branch. 

Through committees, questions, and debates, it holds ministers 

accountable. In the UK, Prime Minister's Questions exemplify this scrutiny. 

Legislatures can also impeach officials or conduct investigations, as seen in 

U.S. congressional hearings. 

 

Representational and Additional Duties    

Representation is a key function, where elected members voice constituents' 

concerns. In federal systems, upper houses often represent states or 

regions, ensuring diverse interests are balanced. Additionally, legislatures 

perform electoral duties, like electing presidents in some systems (e.g., 

India's Parliament elects the President) and ratifying treaties. 

 

 



 

 

Conclusion: Ensuring Democratic Balance    

However, legislatures' effectiveness depends on their independence and 

composition. In authoritarian regimes, they may be rubber-stamp bodies, 

while in democracies, they uphold checks and balances. Overall, the 

legislature's powers ensure governance reflects public will, prevents tyranny, 

and promotes stability, making it indispensable to modern states. 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



2. Merits and Demerits of Unicameral Legislature    

 

Understanding Unicameralism    

A unicameral legislature consists of a single legislative chamber, contrasting 

with bicameral systems that have two. Adopted in countries like Sweden, 

Denmark, and New Zealand, it simplifies governance but has both 

advantages and drawbacks. This essay explores its merits and demerits. 

 

Merits: Efficiency and Speed    

One major merit is efficiency in decision-making. With only one house, laws 

pass quicker without the need for reconciliation between chambers. This 

reduces delays, enabling swift responses to crises. For example, during 

economic downturns, unicameral systems can enact reforms faster than 

bicameral ones, where bills shuttle between houses. 

 

Merits: Cost-Effectiveness and Accountability    

Cost-effectiveness is another advantage. Maintaining one chamber cuts 

expenses on salaries, staff, and infrastructure. Smaller nations or those with 

limited resources benefit, as seen in Finland's Eduskunta, which operates 

economically while representing diverse interests. Unicameralism promotes 

accountability and democracy. Without an upper house—often aristocratic 

or less directly elected—power concentrates in a body closer to the people. 

This can lead to more progressive legislation, as there's less obstruction 

from conservative elements. 

 

Demerits: Risk of Hasty Legislation    

However, demerits include the risk of hasty or flawed laws. Lacking a second 

chamber's review, errors or biases may go unchecked, leading to "tyranny of 

the majority." Minorities might feel underrepresented without a balancing 

house. 

 

Demerits: Weak Checks and Representation Issues    

Another drawback is inadequate checks and balances. In bicameral 

systems, the upper house curbs impulsive decisions, but unicameral ones 

rely solely on internal committees, which may insufficiently prevent 

executive dominance. Finally, representation can suffer in diverse societies. 

A single house might overlook regional or federal interests, unlike bicameral 

federations where upper houses protect states. 

 

Conclusion: Suitability Depends on Context    

In conclusion, unicameral legislatures suit homogeneous, smaller countries 

seeking efficiency, but their demerits—potential for unchecked power and 

poor representation—make them less ideal for complex, pluralistic nations. 

The choice depends on a country's political culture and needs. 

 



3.    Merits and Demerits of Bicameral Legislature    

 

Overview of Bicameral Systems    

Bicameral legislatures, featuring two chambers (e.g., lower and upper 

houses), are common in federations like the U.S., India, and Australia. They 

provide layered governance but come with trade-offs. This essay examines 

their merits and demerits. 

 

Merits: Enhanced Checks and Balances    

A key merit is enhanced checks and balances. The second chamber reviews 

and refines legislation from the first, reducing errors and impulsive laws. In 

the U.S., the Senate's filibuster mechanism prevents majority overreach, 

fostering deliberation. 

 

Merits: Improved Representation and Stability    

Bicameralism improves representation, especially in federal systems. Lower 

houses (e.g., House of Representatives) reflect population, while upper 

houses (e.g., Senate) ensure equal state representation, balancing urban-

rural or regional divides. This promotes inclusivity in diverse societies. It 

also accommodates expertise and stability. Upper houses often have longer 

terms or indirect elections, attracting experienced members who provide 

continuity amid lower house volatility. 

 

Demerits: Delays and Gridlock    

However, demerits include delays in law-making. Bills navigating both 

houses can stall, hindering urgent reforms. Critics argue this leads to 

gridlock, as in U.S. Congress during partisan divides. 

 

Demerits: Higher Costs and Potential Un democracy    

Cost is another drawback. Two chambers double administrative expenses, 

burdensome for smaller economies. Moreover, upper houses may be 

undemocratic if not directly elected, perpetuating elitism—historically, 

bodies like the UK's House of Lords were hereditary. Finally, bicameralism 

can cause conflicts between houses, leading to inefficiency or policy 

paralysis. 

 

 Conclusion: Balancing Complexity in Governance    

In summary, bicameral legislatures excel in providing balanced, thorough 

governance for complex states, but their demerits—delays, costs, and 

potential undemocratic elements—prompt some nations to prefer 

unicameral alternatives. Effectiveness hinges on design and political 

context. 

 

  

 



4.  Types of the Executive    

 

Introduction to Executive Classifications    

The executive branch enforces laws and manages administration, varying by 

system. Broadly, executives classify into nominal vs. real, single vs. plural, 

and parliamentary vs. presidential types. This essay examines these, 

highlighting their features and examples. 

 

 Nominal vs. Real Executives    

First, nominal and real executives distinguish ceremonial from actual 

power-holders. In parliamentary monarchies like the UK, the monarch 

(nominal) performs symbolic duties, while the Prime Minister (real) wields 

authority. Similarly, in India, the President is nominal, with the Prime 

Minister exercising real power. This separation maintains tradition while 

ensuring efficient governance. 

 

 Single vs. Plural Executives    

Second, single and plural executives refer to leadership structure. Single 

executives concentrate power in one person, like the U.S. President or 

French President, enabling decisive action but risking authoritarianism. 

Plural executives distribute power among a council, as in Switzerland's 

Federal Council (seven members), promoting consensus and stability in 

diverse societies, though it may slow decisions. 

 

 Parliamentary vs. Presidential Systems    

Third, parliamentary and presidential systems define executive-legislature 

relations. In parliamentary systems (e.g., UK, India), the executive (Prime 

Minister and cabinet) derives from and is accountable to the legislature, 

fostering fusion of powers but potential instability via no-confidence votes. 

Presidential systems (e.g., U.S., Brazil) feature a directly elected president 

independent of the legislature, ensuring stability through fixed terms but 

risking deadlock if branches conflict. Hybrid types, like semi-presidential 

(France), combine elements: a president with significant powers alongside a 

parliamentary prime minister. 

 

 Conclusion: Contextual Fit of Executive Types    

Each type suits different contexts—parliamentary for flexible accountability, 

presidential for strong leadership. However, flaws like gridlock or instability 

underscore the need for checks. Ultimately, the executive's type shapes 

governance efficiency and democratic health. 

 

    

 

 

 



 5.  Powers and Functions of the Executive    

 

Overview of Executive Responsibilities    

The executive, often headed by a president or prime minister, implements 

laws and policies. Its powers span administrative, legislative, judicial, 

military, and diplomatic realms, ensuring state functionality. This essay 

explains these, drawing from global examples. 

 

Administrative and Legislative Powers    

Administrative functions are central: the executive manages bureaucracy, 

appoints officials, and oversees departments. In the U.S., the President 

heads federal agencies; in India, the Prime Minister coordinates ministries 

for policy execution. Legislative powers include initiating bills, vetoing 

legislation, and issuing ordinances. U.S. Presidents propose budgets and 

veto laws (overridable by Congress), while Indian executives issue temporary 

ordinances during parliamentary recesses. 

 

Judicial, Military, and Diplomatic Functions    

Judicial functions involve pardons, amnesties, and appointments. 

Executives grant mercy (e.g., U.S. presidential pardons) and nominate 

judges, influencing justice as in Supreme Court appointments. Military 

powers position the executive as commander-in-chief. In the U.S., the 

President deploys forces (with congressional war declarations), ensuring 

national security. Diplomatic functions encompass foreign relations: 

negotiating treaties, appointing ambassadors, and representing the state. 

Ratification often requires legislative approval, but executives lead, as in UN 

engagements. 

 

Emergency and Financial Roles    

Emergency powers allow suspending rights during crises, like India's 

President declaring emergencies on cabinet advice. Financially, executives 

prepare budgets for legislative approval and manage expenditures. 

 

Conclusion: Balancing Power with Accountability    

These powers enable responsive governance but require checks to prevent 

abuse. In parliamentary systems, accountability to legislatures curbs 

excess; in presidential ones, separation of powers does so. Overall, the 

executive's functions bridge policy formulation and implementation, vital for 

state stability. 

 

     

 

 

 

 



6. Powers and Functions of the Judiciary    

 

Introduction to Judicial Role    

The judiciary interprets laws, resolves disputes, and upholds justice, acting 

as government guardian. Independent in democracies, its powers include 

adjudication, interpretation, review, and protection of rights. This essay 

describes these functions. 

 

Adjudication and Interpretation    

Adjudication is primary: courts hear civil and criminal cases, delivering 

verdicts. Lower courts handle trials, appellate ones review appeals, ensuring 

fair justice. In the U.S., federal courts resolve interstate disputes. 

Interpretive powers involve clarifying laws and constitutions. Judges apply 

statutes to cases, setting precedents via common law, as in UK's judicial 

decisions influencing future rulings. 

 

Judicial Review and Rights Protection    

Judicial review, a key power, allows striking down unconstitutional laws or 

actions. Originating in Marbury v. Madison (U.S.), it's exercised in India, 

where the Supreme Court invalidated laws violating fundamental rights. 

Protecting rights is crucial: judiciaries enforce constitutions against 

violations, safeguarding freedoms like speech and equality. Landmark cases, 

such as Brown v. Board of Education (U.S. desegregation), exemplify this. 

 

Administrative and Advisory Functions    

Administrative functions include supervising lower courts, rule-making, and 

advising governments. Some judiciaries, like India's, issue public interest 

litigation for societal issues. In international contexts, bodies like the ICJ 

resolve state disputes. 

 

Conclusion: Upholding Rule of Law    

Judicial independence—via secure tenure and salaries—ensures 

impartiality, though challenges like backlog or political influence persist. 

Ultimately, the judiciary's powers maintain rule of law, check other 

branches, and foster equitable society. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



UNIT – II 

 

1. Explain the Theory of Separation of Powers — Its Meaning  

and Nature    

 

 Meaning of Separation of Powers    

The theory of separation of powers refers to the division of governmental 

authority into three distinct branches—legislature, executive, and 

judiciary—each with independent powers and responsibilities. No branch 

can encroach upon the functions of the others, ensuring that power is not 

concentrated in one entity. 

 

Historical Origins    

The concept traces back to ancient thinkers like Aristotle, who distinguished 

between deliberative, executive, and judicial functions. However, it was 

formalized in modern form by Montesquieu in his work *The Spirit of Laws* 

(1748), influenced by his observation of the British constitution. 

 

Nature: Functional and Personnel Separation    

The nature is twofold: *functional* (each branch performs specific roles—

law-making, execution, adjudication) and *personnel* (no individual holds 

positions in more than one branch simultaneously). This prevents overlap 

and promotes specialization. 

 

Objective: Preventing Tyranny    

Its core aim is to safeguard liberty by creating a system of checks and 

balances. Each branch checks the others—e.g., legislature overrides 

executive vetoes, judiciary reviews laws—ensuring accountability. 

 

Conclusion: A Dynamic Balance    

In practice, absolute separation is impossible; some overlap (e.g., executive 

initiating laws) exists. Thus, the theory is more about balanced distribution 

than rigid isolation, adapting to governance needs. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

2.    Evaluate Montesquieu’s Doctrine of Separation of Powers    

 

Montesquieu’s Formulation    

Charles-Louis de Secondat, Baron de Montesquieu, articulated the doctrine 

in *The Spirit of Laws*, arguing that liberty thrives when legislative, 

executive, and judicial powers are vested in separate bodies. He praised the 

British system as a model. 

 

Strengths: Safeguarding Liberty    

Montesquieu’s emphasis on preventing despotism remains foundational. By 

distributing power, it curbs arbitrary rule. His analysis influenced 

constitutions like the U.S., embedding checks and balances. 

 

Strengths: Promoting Efficiency    

Separation allows specialization—legislature debates policies, executive 

implements, judiciary interprets—enhancing governance quality. 

 

Criticisms: Misinterpretation of British System    

Montesquieu idealized Britain, but the King exercised executive and judicial 

roles, and Parliament influenced both. Critics like Bagehot later clarified the 

fusion in parliamentary systems. 

 

Criticisms: Impractical Rigidity    

Absolute separation leads to deadlock. Modern governments require 

coordination—e.g., executives propose budgets. Rigid application ignores 

administrative complexity. 

 

Conclusion: Enduring Yet Adaptable    

Montesquieu’s doctrine is theoretically sound but practically flexible. While 

not fully realized anywhere, its principles of balance remain vital in 

democratic design. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

3. Discuss the Advantages and Disadvantages of Separation 

of Powers    

 

 Advantages: Prevention of Autocracy    

Separation disperses power, making tyranny difficult. No single branch 

dominates, as seen in the U.S. where Congress checks the President. 

 

Advantages: Checks and Balances    

Each branch monitors others—judicial review invalidates unconstitutional 

laws, legislative oversight questions executives—ensuring accountability and 

reducing corruption. 

 

Advantages: Specialization and Efficiency    

Distinct roles allow expertise development. Legislatures focus on policy, 

executives on administration, judiciary on justice—improving decision 

quality. 

 

Disadvantages: Delays and Gridlock    

Inter-branch conflicts stall governance. U.S. government shutdowns due to 

budget disagreements exemplify this inefficiency. 

 

Disadvantages: Overlap and Confusion    

Complete separation is impossible; overlaps (e.g., executive veto) blur lines, 

causing jurisdictional disputes. 

 

Conclusion: Trade-Off for Liberty    

While it safeguards democracy, separation sacrifices speed for stability. Its 

success depends on cooperative political culture. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

4. Examine How the Theory of Separation of Powers is Implemented  

in USA    

 

Constitutional Framework    

The U.S. Constitution (1787) explicitly divides powers: Article I (Congress—

legislature), Article II (President—executive), Article III (Supreme Court—

judiciary). 

 

Legislative Powers and Checks    

Congress makes laws, approves budgets, declares war. It checks the 

executive via impeachment (e.g., Trump trials) and overrides vetoes (two-

thirds majority). 

 

Executive Powers and Checks    

The President enforces laws, commands armed forces, appoints officials 

(with Senate consent). Veto power checks Congress; pardon power limits 

judiciary. 

 

 Judicial Powers and Checks    

The Supreme Court interprets laws via judicial review (Marbury v. Madison, 

1803), striking down unconstitutional acts. Lifetime tenure ensures 

independence. 

 

Checks and Balances in Action    

Examples: Congress investigates executives (Watergate); President 

nominates judges; Court declares laws void (Roe v. Wade overturned in 

Dobbs, 2022). 

 

Conclusion: Effective but Not Absolute    

The U.S. model exemplifies separation with interdependence. Partisan 

polarization sometimes causes gridlock, but the system resiliently prevents 

power consolidation. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



UNIT – III 

 
    5.    What are the Merits and Demerits of Unitary Form of 

Government    

 

Merits: Uniformity and Strong Center    

Unitary systems (e.g., UK, France) centralize power, ensuring consistent 

laws and policies nationwide—crucial for cohesion in small or homogeneous 

states. 

 

Merits: Quick Decision-Making    

With authority concentrated, responses to crises (e.g., pandemics) are swift, 

avoiding federal delays. 

 

Merits: Cost-Effective Administration    

Fewer layers reduce bureaucracy and expenditure—no duplicate state 

legislatures or governors. 

 

Demerits: Risk of Despotism    

Central overreach can suppress local autonomy, leading to authoritarianism 

if unchecked. 

 

Demerits: Neglect of Regional Diversity    

Diverse regions (e.g., linguistic minorities) may feel marginalized, sparking 

unrest (e.g., Scotland in UK). 

 

Conclusion: Suited to Homogeneity    

Unitary government excels in efficiency and unity but falters in pluralistic 

societies requiring local representation. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

    6.    Examine the Merits and Demerits of the Federal Form of 

Government    

 

Merits: Accommodation of Diversity    

Federalism (e.g., USA, India) allows regional autonomy, respecting cultural, 

linguistic, and economic differences—vital in large, diverse nations. 

 

Merits: Diffusion of Power    

Power-sharing between center and states prevents tyranny and promotes 

local governance. 

 

Merits: Experimentation in Policy    

States act as "laboratories of democracy" (U.S. Justice Brandeis)—e.g., 

California’s environmental laws influence national policy. 

 

Demerits: Weak Central Authority    

In crises, delayed coordination (e.g., U.S. COVID-19 response) hampers 

unified action. 

 

Demerits: Legal and Administrative Complexity    

Overlapping jurisdictions cause conflicts (e.g., India’s GST disputes), 

increasing litigation and costs. 

 

Conclusion: Balance Through Design    

Federalism fosters inclusivity but demands strong constitutional 

mechanisms to avoid fragmentation. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

    7.    Evaluate the Merits and Demerits of the Parliamentary Form of 

Government    

 

Merits: Flexibility and Responsiveness    

In parliamentary systems (e.g., India, UK), the executive (PM and cabinet) 

emerges from the legislature, enabling swift policy shifts via majority 

support. 

 

Merits: Accountability to Legislature    

No-confidence motions ensure executive responsibility—governments fall if 

they lose parliamentary trust. 

 

Merits: Fusion of Powers    

Close legislature-executive ties facilitate coordinated law-making and 

implementation. 

 

Demerits: Instability in Coalition Era    

Frequent government collapses (e.g., Italy’s 60+ governments since WWII) 

disrupt continuity. 

 

Demerits: Dominance of Executive    

The PM often controls the majority party, reducing legislative independence 

("elective dictatorship" — Lord Hailsham). 

 

Conclusion: Effective with Strong Majorities    

Parliamentary government promotes responsible governance but requires 

stable coalitions to avoid paralysis. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

    8. Discuss the Merits and Demerits of Presidential Form  

        of  Government    

 

Merits: Stability and Fixed Tenure    

Presidents (e.g., USA, Brazil) serve fixed terms, ensuring continuity 

regardless of legislative support. 

 

Merits: Clear Separation of Powers    

Independent election of president and legislature prevents executive 

dominance over law-making. 

 

Merits: Strong Leadership    

A single executive provides decisive direction, especially in foreign policy and 

crises. 

 

Demerits: Gridlock and Deadlock    

Opposing parties in executive and legislature cause stalemates (e.g., U.S. 

government shutdowns). 

 

Demerits: Risk of Authoritarianism    

Strong presidents may bypass checks (e.g., emergency powers in Latin 

America), eroding democracy. 

 

Conclusion: Stability vs. Cooperation    

Presidential systems offer resilience but demand bipartisan cooperation to 

function smoothly. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



UNIT – IV 

 
    9.    Define Democracy and Explain Its Significance    

 

Definition of Democracy    

Democracy is a system of government where supreme power is vested in the 

people, exercised directly or through elected representatives, based on 

principles of equality, freedom, and rule of law. 

 

Significance: Protection of Liberty    

It safeguards individual rights through constitutional limits and judicial 

review, preventing tyranny. 

 

Significance: Political Equality    

Universal suffrage ensures every citizen’s voice matters, reducing class or 

caste dominance. 

 

Significance: Accountability and Participation    

Regular elections and civic engagement hold leaders responsible and foster 

civic responsibility. 

 

Significance: Peaceful Power Transfer    

Democratic norms enable smooth leadership transitions, reducing conflict. 

 

Conclusion: Foundation of Just 21st-Century Legitimacy    

Democracy remains the most legitimate governance model, promoting 

justice, development, and global peace. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

    10.    Define Democracy and Explain the Principles of Democracy    

 

Definition    

Democracy is rule by the people, either directly or via representatives, rooted 

in consent, equality, and accountability. 

 

Principle 1: Popular Sovereignty    

The people are the ultimate source of authority—expressed through voting 

and referenda. 

 

Principle 2: Political Equality    

One person, one vote—regardless of wealth, gender, or status—ensures fair 

representation. 

 

Principle 3: Rule of Law    

Laws apply equally; no one is above the law, upheld by an independent 

judiciary. 

 

Principle 4: Protection of Minorities    

Majority rule must respect minority rights via constitutional safeguards. 

 

Principle 5: Free and Fair Elections    

Periodic, transparent elections with universal suffrage are essential. 

 

Conclusion: Interlinked Foundations    

These principles reinforce each other, creating resilient, inclusive 

governance. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

11.    Examine the Major Theories of Democracy    

 

Classical Theory    

Rooted in Athens, it emphasizes direct participation (e.g., assemblies). Ideal 

for small communities but impractical today. 

 

Elite Theory (Schumpeter, Pareto)    

Democracy is competition among elites for votes. Citizens choose leaders, 

not policies. Realistic but pessimistic about mass influence. 

 

Pluralist Theory (Dahl)    

Power is dispersed among groups (unions, businesses). Democracy balances 

competing interests via negotiation. 

 

Participatory Theory (Rousseau, Pateman)    

Advocates maximum citizen involvement beyond voting—e.g., referenda, 

civic forums—to enhance political education. 

 

Deliberative Theory (Habermas)    

Democracy thrives through rational public discourse, not just voting. 

Focuses on consensus via debate. 

 

Conclusion: Complementary Perspectives    

No single theory suffices; modern democracies blend elite competition with 

participatory and deliberative elements. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

    12.    Discuss the Different Types of Democracy    

 

Direct Democracy    

Citizens vote directly on laws (e.g., Swiss referenda). Promotes participation 

but logistically limited. 

 

Representative Democracy    

Elected officials make decisions (e.g., USA, India). Efficient for large 

populations but risks disconnect from voters. 

 

Parliamentary Democracy    

Executive derives from legislature (e.g., UK). Flexible but prone to instability. 

 

Presidential Democracy    

Separate election of executive (e.g., USA). Stable but risks gridlock. 

 

Liberal Democracy    

Emphasizes rights, rule of law, and constitutional limits (most Western 

nations). 

 

Illiberal Democracy    

Elections occur, but rights are curtailed (e.g., Hungary under Orbán). 

 

Conclusion: Contextual Variations    

Type depends on history, size, and culture—representative liberal 

democracy dominates globally. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

    13.    Analyze the Conditions Necessary for the Successful 

Functioning of Democracy    

 

Political Conditions: Rule of Law and Institutions    

Independent judiciary, free elections, and constitutional checks prevent 

power abuse. 

 

Social Conditions: Education and Tolerance    

Literate, informed citizens and respect for diversity sustain democratic 

discourse. 

 

Economic Conditions: Reduced Inequality    

Extreme poverty or wealth gaps breed discontent; moderate prosperity 

supports stability. 

 

Cultural Conditions: Democratic Values    

Traditions of compromise, civic duty, and trust in institutions are vital. 

 

External Conditions: Peace and Sovereignty    

War or foreign interference undermines democratic processes. 

 

Conclusion: Holistic Ecosystem    

Democracy thrives only when political, social, economic, and cultural 

conditions align. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

   

UNIT – V 

 
  14.  Define Political Parties and Explain Their Functions in  

       a Democratic Political System    

 

Definition    

Political parties are organized groups seeking to capture governmental power 

through elections to implement their ideologies and policies. 

 

Function 1: Contesting Elections    

Parties nominate candidates, mobilize voters, and simplify choices. 

 

Function 2: Policy Formulation    

They develop platforms, aggregating public demands into coherent agendas. 

 

Function 3: Government Formation    

Winning parties form governments; opposition holds them accountable. 

 

Function 4: Political Socialization    

Parties educate citizens, shape opinions, and recruit leaders. 

 

Function 5: Interest Aggregation    

They bridge diverse groups, forging national consensus. 

 

Conclusion: Backbone of Representation    

Parties structure democratic competition, making governance responsive 

and organized. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

    15.    Define Political Parties and Explain the Classification of Party 

System    

 

Definition    

Political parties are voluntary associations aiming to control government 

through constitutional means. 

 

One-Party System    

Single party dominates (e.g., China—CCP). Stable but undemocratic. 

 

Two-Party System    

Two major parties alternate power (e.g., USA—Democrats, Republicans). 

Stable, moderate policies. 

 

Multi-Party System    

Several parties compete; coalitions common (e.g., India, Germany). Inclusive 

but potentially unstable. 

 

Dominant-Party System    

One party wins repeatedly, others exist (e.g., Japan—LDP for decades). 

Democratic yet risks complacency. 

 

Conclusion: Impact on Governance    

System type shapes stability, representation, and policy breadth. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

16.  Define Pressure Groups and Explain Their Types and Role 

       in Politics    

 

Definition    

Pressure groups are organized associations influencing policy without 

seeking power—e.g., trade unions, NGOs. 

 

Types: Interest Groups    

Promote specific economic/professional goals (e.g., FICCI in India). 

 

Types: Promotional Groups    

Advocate ideals (e.g., Greenpeace—environment). 

 

Types: Institutional vs. Ad Hoc    

Institutional (permanent, e.g., bar associations); ad hoc (temporary, e.g., 

protest movements). 

 

Role: Policy Input    

Provide expertise and data to lawmakers. 

 

Role: Representation and Mobilization    

Voice marginalized interests, mobilize public opinion. 

 

Role: Check on Government    

Monitor policies, expose corruption (e.g., Transparency International). 

 

Conclusion: Pluralistic Influence    

Pressure groups enrich democracy by amplifying voices outside electoral 

politics. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

17.    Define Public Opinion and Discuss Its Significance in 

         a Democracy    

 

Definition    

Public opinion is the collective attitude of citizens on public issues, shaped 

by media, education, and discourse. 

 

Significance: Legitimacy of Government    

Policies aligning with public sentiment gain acceptance; defiance risks 

electoral backlash. 

 

Significance: Policy Direction    

Governments respond to opinion shifts (e.g., same-sex marriage 

legalization). 

 

Significance: Accountability    

Media-amplified opinion pressures leaders to justify actions. 

 

Significance: Social Cohesion    

Shared opinions foster national unity during crises. 

 

Limitations: Manipulation Risk    

Propaganda or misinformation can distort true public will. 

 

Conclusion: Democratic Compass    

Public opinion guides, constrains, and legitimizes power—central to 

responsive governance. 


