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The two dominant models here are the presidential and the parliamentary. In the
first, there is a significant degree of independence between the assembly and the
executive. Basically, neither is able to dismiss the other (with the exception of
impeachment). In the second, there is a high degree of mutual dependence between

- assembly and the executive, and each is able to dismiss the other. Theoretically, in

such systems, the assembly embodies the sovereignty of the people and is therefore
the source of authority for executive. In the practice, the executive frequently comes
to dominate the assembly, as in Britain. As an example of a presidential system, the
American is often said to embody the separation of powers. In fact, the American

system has been more accurately described as one of “separated institutions sharing
powers”,
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1. Political Economy(5% )

2. Political Culture(5% )

3. Neocorporatism(5% )

4, Neo-Institutionalism(5% )
5. Iron Law of Oligarchy(5% )
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