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1. Government is only an element of the state: 

A State has four essential elements—Population, Territory, Government and 
Sovereignty. Government is only one element of the State. It is just one part of the 
State which acts for the state. 

2. Government is an Agency or Agent of the State: 

3. State is Abstract, Government is Concrete: 

4. Government is organised only by a portion of the population of State: 

5. Membership of a State is compulsory but not of Government: 

6. Sovereignty belongs to State and not to Government: 

7. Territory belongs to the State: 

The State has sovereign ownership and jurisdiction over its territory. State is a 
territorial entity and territory belongs to it. The government has the responsibility to 
preserve, protect and defend the territory of the State. The laws made by the 
government are applicable to all parts of the territory of State but territory belongs 
to the State and not to the government. 

9. State is Permanent, Government is Temporary: 









 



 





• The Constitution of India provides for a 
parliamentary form of government, both at the 
Centre and in the states. Articles 74 and 75 deal 
with the parliamentary system at the Centre and 
Articles 163 and 164 in the states. 

• Modern democratic governments are classified 
into parliamentary and presidential on the basis 
of nature of relations between the executive and 
the legislative organs of the government. The 
parliamentary system of government is the one in 
which the executive is responsible to the 
legislature for its policies and acts. The 
presidential system of government, on the other 
hand, is one in which the executive is not 
responsible to the legislature for its policies and 
acts, and is constitutionally independent of the 
legislature 



• The parliamentary government 
is also known as cabinet 
government or responsible 
government or Westminster 
model of government and is 
prevalent in Britain, Japan, 
Canada, India among others. 
The presidential government, 
on the other hand, is also 
known as non-responsible or 
non-parliamentary or fixed 
executive system of government 
and is prevalent in USA, Brazil, 
Russia, Sri Lanka among others. 



The features or principles of parliamentary 

government in India are:  

•Nominal and Real Executives 

•2. Majority Party Rule 

•3. Collective Responsibility 

•4. Political Homogeneity 

•5. Double Membership 

•6. Leadership of the Prime 
Minister  

•7. Dissolution of the Lower 
House 



• Unlike the Indian Constitution, the American Constitution provides for the presidential 
form of government. The features of the American presidential system of government 
are as follows:  

• (a) The American President is both the head of the State and the head of government. 
As the head of State, he occupies a ceremonial position. As the head of government, he 
leads the executive organ of government.  

• (b) The President is elected by an electoral college for a fixed tenure of four years. He 
cannot be removed by the Congress except by impeachment for a grave 
unconstitutional act.  

• (c) The President governs with the help of a cabinet . It is only an advisory body and 
consists of non-elected departmental secretaries. They are selected and appointed by 
him, are responsible only to him, and can be removed by him any time.  

• (d) The President and his secretaries are not responsible to the Congress for their acts. 
They neither possess membership in the Congress nor attend its sessions.  

• (e) The President cannot dissolve the House of Representatives–the lower house of the 
Congress.  

• (f) The doctrine of separation of powers is the basis of the American presidential 
system. The legislative, executive and judicial powers of the government are separated 
and vested in the three independent organs of the government 



The parliamentary system of government has the following merits: 

•Harmony Between 
Legislature and Executive 

•2. Responsible 
Government 

•3. Prevents Despotism  

•4. Ready Alternative 
Government 

•5. Wide Representation 



In spite of the above merits, the 

parliamentary system suffers 

from the following demerits: 

•1.Unstable 
Government 

•2. No Continuity of 
Policies  

•3. Dictatorship of the 
Cabinet  

•4. Against Separation 
of Powers 

•5. Government by 
Amateurs 



REASONS FOR ADOPTING 
PARLIAMENTARY SYSTEM 

 1.Familiarity with the System 

2. Preference to More Responsibility Dr. B.R. Ambedkar 
pointed out in the Constituent Assembly that ‘a democratic 
executive must satisfy two conditions: stability and 
responsibility. Unfortunately, it has not been possible so far 
to devise a system which can ensure both in equal degree. 
The American system gives more stability but less 
responsibility. The British system, on the other hand, gives 
more responsibility but less stability. The Draft Constitution 
in recommending the parliamentary system of Executive 
has preferred more responsibility to more stability.’ 



 

3. Need to Avoid Legislative–Executive 
Conflicts 

4. Nature of Indian Society India is one of the 
most heterogeneous States and most complex 
plural societies in the world. Hence, the 
Constitution-makers adopted the 
parliamentary system as it offers greater 
scope forgiving representation to various 
section, interests and regions in the 
government. This promotes a national spirit 
among the people and builds a united India. 



• The parliamentary system of government in India is largely based 
on the British parliamentary system. However, it never became a 
replica of the British system and differs in the following respects: 1. 
India has a republican system in place of British monarchical 
system. In other words, the Head of the State in India (that is, 
President) is elected, while the Head of the State in Britain (that is, 
King or Queen) enjoys a hereditary position. 2. The British system 
is based on the doctrine of the sovereignty of Parliament, while 
the Parliament is not supreme in India and enjoys limited and 
restricted powers due to a written Constitution, federal system, 
judicial review and fundamental rights7 . 3. In Britain, the prime 
minister should be a member of the Lower House (House of 
Commons) of the Parliament. In India, the prime minister may be a 
member of any of the two Houses of Parliament.8 4. Usually, the 
members of Parliament alone are appointed as ministers in Britain. 
In India, a person who is not a member of Parliament can also be 
appointed as minister, but for a maximum period of six months. 

• ‘Shadow cabinet’ is an unique institution of the British cabinet 
system. It is formed by the opposition party to balance the ruling 
cabinet and to prepare its members for future ministerial office. 
There is no such institution in India. 

 


