Unit4: Political Ideologies
Political ideologies are organized sets of ideas, values, and beliefs about how a society should be governed, how power should be distributed, and what the relationship between the individual and the state should look like. Most ideologies are measured along the Political Spectrum that typically ranges from "Left" to "Right," though modern analysis often adds a second axis for "Authoritarian" vs. "Libertarian."

1. Liberalism
Liberalism centers on the individual and their right to liberty and equality.
· Core Values: Individual rights, democracy, secularism, and the rule of law.
· Classical Liberalism: Focuses on "negative liberty" (freedom from interference), advocating for limited government and free-market capitalism.
· Modern (Social) Liberalism: Argues that the state should provide a "level playing field" through social services like education and healthcare to ensure everyone has a fair chance to succeed.
2. Conservatism
Conservatism prioritizes stability, tradition, and social order.
· Core Values: Tradition, hierarchy, organic society, and skepticism of radical change.
· Belief: Human nature is flawed and prone to disorder; therefore, established institutions (like the church, family, and the state) are necessary to maintain peace.
· Economic View: Often aligns with "Right-wing" economics—low taxes and deregulation—to protect private property and individual enterprise.

3. Socialism
Socialism emphasizes collectivism and social equality.
· Core Values: Social justice, cooperation, and the redistribution of wealth.
· Belief: The capitalist system inherently exploits the working class. To achieve true equality, the community or the state should own or regulate the means of production (factories, land, resources).
· Social Democracy: A moderate form of socialism that works within a democratic framework to provide a strong welfare state (e.g., the "Nordic Model").
4. Communism
Communism is a more radical branch of socialist thought, largely based on the theories of Karl Marx.
· Core Values: A classless, stateless society where private property is abolished.
· Belief: History is a struggle between classes. Communism seeks to overthrow the capitalist system entirely so that resources are distributed "from each according to his ability, to each according to his needs."

5. Nationalism
Nationalism is centered on the identity of the nation.
· Core Values: Sovereignty, national unity, and the belief that the nation should be the primary unit of political organization.
· Civic Nationalism: Defined by shared political values and citizenship regardless of ethnicity.
· Ethnic Nationalism: Defined by shared heritage, language, or religion.
6. Anarchism
Anarchism is the belief that the state is unnecessary and harmful.
· Core Values: Absolute liberty and the removal of all involuntary hierarchies.
· Belief: Society can and should be organized through voluntary cooperation and local, decentralized communities rather than through a central government or police force.
The Political Compass
Because the Left-Right line is often too simple, political scientists use a Compass to add a vertical axis:
	Axis
	Left (Socialism/Communism)
	Right (Conservatism/Liberalism)

	Economic
	Government intervention & equality.
	Free markets & private property.

	Social (Up)
	Authoritarian: High state control over personal life.
	Authoritarian: Tradition and state order.

	Social (Down)
	Libertarian: Personal freedom and social liberty.
	Libertarian: Small government and individual choice.



Why Ideologies Matter
Ideologies act as a "lens" through which people view the world. For example, when looking at a school system:
· A Socialist might focus on making it free for everyone to ensure equality.
· A Liberal might focus on protecting the rights of parents to choose where their children go.
· A Conservative might focus on maintaining traditional values and discipline within the curriculum.
Tribalism in PNG
In Papua New Guinea, the ideology of Tribalism (often referred to locally as the Wantok system) is perhaps the single most influential force in the political landscape. Unlike Western democracies where voters often align with abstract ideologies like Liberalism or Socialism, PNG politics is largely driven by primary loyalties to kinship groups, clans, and tribes. Tribalism reshapes the political process in PNG in several ways

1. The Wantok System and Political Patronage
The term Wantok (literally "one talk" or someone who speaks the same language) describes a system of mutual responsibility and obligation among clan members.
· The Unwritten Contract: When a candidate runs for office, they are not seen as an individual with a platform, but as a representative of their clan. If they win, the clan expects a direct "return on investment" in the form of jobs, cash, or infrastructure.
· Resource Allocation: This leads to clientelism, where public resources are distributed based on tribal loyalty rather than objective need. A politician may prioritize building a road in their own village while neglecting a more critical bridge in a neighboring "rival" district.
2. Fragmented Party Politics
Because loyalty is tribal rather than ideological, political parties in PNG are often weak and fluid.
· Personalities over Platforms: Parties are usually "vehicles" for strong individual leaders to gain power. Voters rarely care about a party's national policy; they care if the candidate is "one of them."
· The "Numbers Game": This results in a highly fragmented Parliament. Since no single tribe is large enough to rule the country, governments are always multi-party coalitions. These coalitions are often unstable because MPs may switch sides (crossing the floor) if they feel their tribe isn't getting enough benefits from the current Prime Minister.

3. Election Dynamics and Conflict
Tribalism turns elections into high-stakes competitions between clans, which can unfortunately lead to volatility.
· Block Voting: Entire villages or clans often vote as a single unit for a specific candidate. This is a strategic move to ensure their "son" or "daughter" gets into power to provide for the group.
· Tribal Fighting: In some regions, particularly the Highlands, election disputes can escalate into tribal warfare. If a clan feels cheated by "money politics" or electoral fraud, the conflict often follows tribal lines rather than legal ones.

4. The "Big Man" Leadership Style
PNG politics is heavily influenced by the traditional Melanesian "Big Man" concept.
· Status through Distribution: A "Big Man" earns authority not just through birthright, but by demonstrating the ability to accumulate wealth and, more importantly, redistribute it to his followers.
· Modern Translation: In modern politics, an MP acts as the ultimate "Big Man." His status is maintained by how much "Project Fee" money or District Services Improvement Program (DSIP) funds he can bring back to the tribe.

5. Impact on National Development
While tribalism provides a vital social safety net for individuals (no one goes hungry if their wantoks have food), it presents significant challenges for the state:
· Bureaucratic Neutrality: It is difficult for civil servants to remain neutral. If a department head is from Tribe A, they face immense pressure to hire their wantoks, even if more qualified candidates from Tribe B are available.
· National Identity vs. Tribal Identity: Many citizens identify as a member of their tribe first and a citizen of Papua New Guinea second. This makes it difficult to pass national policies that require short-term local sacrifice for long-term national gain.
	Aspect
	Impact of Tribalism

	Voting Behavior
	Driven by clan loyalty and expected "payback."

	Corruption Risk
	High, due to cultural pressure to favor wantoks.

	Parliament
	Highly unstable coalitions and constant "horse-trading."

	Social Safety
	High; the clan provides support where the state fails.



In short, PNG tribalism isn't just a social custom; it is the functional political infrastructure. It provides a sense of security and belonging in a developing nation, but it simultaneously makes the Western ideal of a "blind" and "impartial" central government extremely difficult to achieve. This goes to help clarify why PNG's political parties behave differently than those in countries like Australia or the UK.






4.3 Governments, Systems and Regimes
In the study of political science, the terms Government, System, and Regime are often used interchangeably in casual conversation, but they represent three distinct layers of political organization. Understanding the difference is key to analysing how power is held, exercised, and transferred.

1. The Government: The People in Charge
The Government is the specific group of people who occupy positions of authority and make decisions for the state at a given time.
· Nature: Temporary and personal.
· Examples: The Marape-Rosso Government in PNG, the Biden Administration in the USA, or the Albanese Government in Australia.
· Change: Governments change frequently through elections, votes of no confidence, or appointments. When a Prime Minister loses office, the government has changed, but the underlying system usually remains.
Governments are classified by who holds power and how that power is exercised. While most modern nations claim to be democracies, the reality of how they function can range from total citizen control to absolute rule by a single individual.

1. Rule by the Many: Democracy
In a democracy, the power rests with the citizens. This is the most common government type in the modern world, though it takes several forms.
· Direct Democracy: Citizens vote directly on all laws and policies (rare today, though some Swiss cantons use it).
· Representative Democracy (Republic): Citizens elect officials to make decisions on their behalf. This is the system used in Papua New Guinea, Australia, and the USA.
· Constitutional Monarchy: A system where a Monarch (like King Charles III) acts as a symbolic Head of State, but their power is strictly limited by a constitution and an elected parliament.

2. Rule by the Few: Oligarchy
An oligarchy is a system where power is concentrated in the hands of a small, elite group of people.
· Aristocracy: Rule by "the best" or the nobility (historically based on birthright and land ownership).
· Theocracy: Rule by religious leaders or based on religious law (e.g., Vatican City or Iran).
· Plutocracy: A system where the wealthy class holds the most influence over government policy.
· Military Junta: A group of military officers who take control of a country, often after a coup.

3. Rule by One: Autocracy
In an autocracy, a single person has absolute power. There are two primary modern versions:
· Absolute Monarchy: A King, Queen, or Emperor has total control over the government and the lives of the people (e.g., Saudi Arabia).
· Dictatorship: A leader who has gained power through force or political manuvering and maintains it through control of the military and police.

4. Systems of Authority-Social & Economic Control 
Beyond who votes, governments are also categorized by how much control they have over the lives of their citizens:
· Totalitarianism: The state recognizes no limits to its authority and strives to regulate every aspect of public and private life (e.g., North Korea).
· Authoritarianism: Strong central power and limited political freedoms, but unlike totalitarianism, it may allow some social or economic institutions (like churches or businesses) to operate independently.
· Anarchy: The absence of any formal government or central authority. While often associated with chaos, it is also a political philosophy advocating for voluntary, self-governing communities.
Comparison Table
	Government Type
	Who Rules?
	Source of Power
	Example

	Democracy
	The People
	Elections / Constitution
	PNG, USA, France

	Monarchy
	A King/Queen
	Hereditary (Birth)
	UK, Saudi Arabia

	Dictatorship
	One Leader
	Force / Military
	North Korea

	Oligarchy
	Small Elite Group
	Wealth / Religion / Military
	China (CCP), Iran

	Theocracy
	Religious Leaders
	Divine Right / Scripture
	Vatican City




The Modern Trend: Hybrid Regimes
It is important to note that many countries are "Hybrid Regimes." They might have elections (appearing democratic), but if those elections are rigged or if the media is controlled by the state, they are actually Authoritarian. Political scientists often look at the "Rule of Law" and "Freedom of Press" rather than just the name of the government to understand its true type.
2. The Regime: The "Rules of the Game"
In the study of Political Science, a Regime is the most important "middle layer" of a political system. While a Government refers to the specific people in power (like a Prime Minister and their Cabinet), and a State refers to the permanent territory and institutions (like the borders and the army), a Regime is the set of rules, norms, and institutions that determine how power is gained and used.
A Regime (or Political System) is the set of formal and informal rules, norms, and institutions that determine how the government is chosen and how it operates. Hence we think of it as the "Operating System" of a country having these features:
· Nature: Semi-permanent. It outlasts individual governments.
· Core Question: Who has the right to rule, and how do they get it?
· Types: * Democratic Regimes: Power is derived from the people through competitive elections (e.g., Liberal Democracy, Parliamentary Democracy).
· Authoritarian Regimes: Power is held by a single leader or a small elite without meaningful public accountability (e.g., Absolute Monarchy, Military Junta, One-Party State).
· Change: A "Regime Change" is a major event, often involving a new constitution, a revolution, or a coup (e.g., France moving from a Monarchy to a Republic).

1. The Core Components of a Regime
A regime is defined by the answers to three fundamental questions:
1. Who has access to power? (Is it everyone through voting, or just a small elite?)
2. How is power exercised? (Are there checks and balances, or is the leader's word law?)
3. How is power transferred? (Through elections, hereditary succession, or force?)

2. Types of Regimes
Regimes are generally categorized based on their level of political competition and citizen participation.
Democratic Regimes
In a democratic regime, the rules ensure that power is derived from the people.
· Key Features: Free and fair elections, freedom of speech, an independent judiciary, and the rule of law.
· Examples: Parliamentary Democracy (PNG), Presidential Republic (USA).
Authoritarian Regimes
In an authoritarian regime, power is concentrated in the hands of a single leader or a small group (an elite), and public accountability is low.
· Key Features: Limited political pluralism, restricted freedom of the press, and the use of state power to suppress opposition.
· Examples: One-party states, military juntas, or absolute monarchies.
Totalitarian Regimes
This is an extreme form of an authoritarian regime where the state seeks to control every aspect of life, including private thoughts, religion, and the economy.
· Example: North Korea.
Hybrid Regimes (Illiberal Democracies)
Many modern regimes fall in between. They might hold elections, but those elections aren't fully fair, or the government ignores constitutional limits on its power.

3. The Difference Between Government Change and Regime Change
It is vital to distinguish between these two events:
· Government Change: This happens frequently and peacefully in democracies. When a Prime Minister loses a Vote of No Confidence or an election, the government changes, but the regime (the democratic rules) remains the same.
· Regime Change: This is a much more radical event. It involves changing the "Operating System" itself.
· Example: If a country moves from a Military Dictatorship to a Democracy, that is a Regime Change.
· Example: If a country abolishes its Constitution and replaces it with a different system of government, that is a Regime Change.

4. Why the Concept of Regime Matters in PNG
In Papua New Guinea, the Regime is a Constitutional Parliamentary Democracy.
· Even though the Government changes quite often due to the fluidity of coalitions and frequent motions of no confidence, the Regime has remained remarkably stable since 1975.
· The "rules of the game"—defined by the National Constitution—continue to govern how leaders are chosen and how the state functions, regardless of who is currently in the Prime Minister's office.

3. The System (The State): The Permanent Structure
The System (often referred to as the State) is the most permanent layer. It is the continuous political entity that possesses a population, a defined territory, and a monopoly on the legitimate use of force.
· Nature: Permanent (unless the country collapses or merges).
· Components: The bureaucracy, the military, the police, the courts, and the geographic borders.
· Function: Even if the Government changes and the Regime collapses, the State (the buildings, the land, the people) remains.


Comparison Table
	Layer
	Analogy
	Stability
	What changes it?

	Government
	The Driver
	Low
	Elections / Votes of No Confidence

	Regime
	The Rules of the Road
	Medium
	Revolution / New Constitution / Coup

	State
	The Car
	High
	War / Secession / Total Collapse



How They Interact: A PNG Perspective
To see these three layers in action, look at Papua New Guinea:
1. The State: Papua New Guinea is the sovereign state with its borders and 10 million people. This has remained constant since 1975.
2. The Regime: PNG operates under a Constitutional Parliamentary Democracy. This "regime" has been in place since Independence, though it faces unique challenges from the Wantok system and decentralized power.
3. The Government: The specific coalition of parties led by the Prime Minister. This changes whenever a new coalition is formed or a Vote of No Confidence (VONC) succeeds.
Why the Distinction Matters
In stable societies, we want a strong State (efficient services), a legitimate Regime (fair rules), and a replaceable Government (accountable leaders). Political instability often occurs when people confuse a "bad government" with a "bad regime" and try to overthrow the entire system rather than just voting for new leaders.






4.4 Political System
Political systems are the formal structures (framework) through which a society makes and enforces collective decisions, distributes power, and maintains order. While every nation has unique cultural nuances, political scientists generally classify these systems based on how power is distributed, how leaders are chosen, and the level of state control over individual lives.

1. Classification by Power Distribution (Geography)
This looks at how power is shared between a national (central) government and regional units (provinces or states) to defines the relationship between the central national government and smaller regional units (like provinces or states).
· Unitary System: The central government holds supreme authority. Any power held by local governments is delegated by the center and can be taken away. Example, France, Japan, United Kingdom, PNG.
· Federal System: Power is formally divided by a constitution between a national government and regional governments. Neither can unilaterally abolish the other. For example, USA, Australia, Germany, Nigeria.
· Confederal System: A weak central body derives its power from highly independent sovereign state that retain their own sovereignty. For example, the European Union (often cited as a modern confederation).

2. Classification by Who Rules (Authority-Source of Power)
The most fundamental way to classify a system is by determining who holds the ultimate authority. This classification identifies the source of legitimacy and the number of people involved in decision-making.
Democracy (Rule by the Many)
Power is vested in the people and so derived from the people (citizens) through a Direct democracy (citizens vote on laws themselves e,g, Swiss referendums) or Representative democracy (citizens elect officials to make decisions e.g. PNG).
Oligarchy (Rule by the Few)
Power is held by a small, elite group based on wealth, family social status, military rank or  religious influence. Theocracy: Rule by religious leaders (e.g., Iran, Vatican City). Military Junta: Rule by a committee of military leaders.
Autocracy (Rule by One)
· Power is concentrated in the hands of a single person (individual holds absolute power). This includes Absolute Monarchies, where a ruler inherits power (e.g., Saudi Arabia), and Dictatorships, where power is often seized or maintained through force (e.g., North Korea).
.3. Classification by Executive-Legislative Relationship
In democratic systems, the relationship between the branch that makes laws (Legislature) and the branch that carries them out (Executive) defines the "model" of government. this means the system is defined by how the leaders interact with the lawmakers.
· Parliamentary System: The executive (Prime Minister) is a member of the legislature and depends on its "confidence" to stay in power. Power is fused. In other words, the executive branch (the Prime Minister and Cabinet) is drawn from and accountable to the legislature and there is a distinction between the Head of Government (who runs the country) and the Head of State (a ceremonial figure like a Monarch or President).
· 
· Presidential System: The executive (President) is elected separately from the legislature. Power is strictly separated. In other words, the executive branch is separate from the legislature and the President serves as both Head of State and Head of Government and is usually elected independently of the law-making body.
· 
· Semi-Presidential System: Features both a Prime Minister and a President with significant powers (e.g., France).

4. Classification by Scope of Control

This category measures how much the government interferes in the private lives and economy of its citizens.

Totalitarianism: The state recognizes no limits to its authority and strives to regulate every aspect of public and private life, often using mass surveillance and state-controlled media.

Authoritarianism: Characterized by strong central power and limited political freedoms. Unlike totalitarian states, these regimes may allow some social and economic institutions (like churches or businesses) to operate independently, provided they do not challenge the government.

Libertarianism/Minimal State: A philosophy advocating for minimal state intervention, focusing almost exclusively on the protection of individual rights and property.


5. Modern Hybrid Systems (Anocracies)

Many modern states do not fit neatly into one category. Hybrid regimes (sometimes called "illiberal democracies") may hold regular elections, but often lack the "rule of law," a free press, or an independent judiciary. In these systems, democratic institutions exist on paper but are manipulated by those in power to prevent true political competition.


4. Why Political Systems Differ
No two systems are identical because they are shaped by:
1. Political Culture: The deeply held beliefs and values of the people (e.g., the influence of tribalism or traditional leadership).
2. History: Many nations, like PNG, inherited their systems from colonial powers (the Westminster model) and have since adapted them.
3. Geography: Large, diverse nations often lean toward Federalism to manage different regional needs, while smaller, more uniform nations often prefer Unitary systems for efficiency.
	System Type
	Decision Speed
	Stability
	Citizen Input

	Autocracy
	Very Fast
	High (until collapse)
	Very Low

	Parliamentary
	Fast (with majority)
	Moderate
	High (indirect)

	Presidential
	Slow (checks/balances)
	High (fixed terms)
	High (direct)

	Federal
	Slow (negotiated)
	High (regional voice)
	High (multi-level)



Parliamentary and Presidential Systems
The primary difference between a Parliamentary system (like PNG, Australia, or the UK) and a Presidential system (like the USA, Indonesia, or Brazil) lies in the relationship between the Executive (the leaders) and the Legislature (the lawmakers). In a Parliamentary system, these branches are fused together, while in a Presidential system, they are strictly separated.

1. The Parliamentary System: Fused Power
In this system, the executive branch derives its legitimacy from and is accountable to the legislature.
· Selection of the Leader: The Prime Minister is not directly elected by the people. Instead, they are an elected Member of Parliament (MP) who leads the party or coalition with the most seats.
· The "Fused" Executive: The Prime Minister and the Cabinet must sit in Parliament. They are lawmakers and executive leaders at the same time.
· Accountability: The government stays in power only as long as it has the "confidence" of the house. If a Vote of No Confidence passes, the government falls immediately.
· Head of State vs. Head of Government: These roles are usually split. For example, in PNG, the Prime Minister is the Head of Government (political power), while the Governor-General represents the King as the Head of State (ceremonial power).


2. The Presidential System: Separated Power
In this system, the executive branch is a separate arm of government, independent of the legislature.
· Selection of the Leader: The President is usually elected directly (or via an electoral college) by the citizens. They have their own mandate separate from the people elected to Congress or Parliament.
· Strict Separation: The President is not a member of the legislature. They cannot vote on laws, and their Cabinet members are usually experts from outside of politics rather than sitting lawmakers.
· Fixed Terms: The President serves a set number of years (e.g., 4 years in the US). They cannot be removed just because the legislature disagrees with their policies; they can usually only be removed for criminal misconduct (Impeachment).
· Combined Roles: The President is usually both the Head of Government and the Head of State.


3. Main Differences between Parliamentary and presidential System
	Feature
	Parliamentary System (e.g., PNG)
	Presidential System (e.g., USA)

	Who picks the leader?
	The Legislature (MPs).
	The Citizens (Voters).

	Is the leader an MP?
	Yes, they must be a member.
	No, they are strictly separate.

	Term Stability
	Flexible; can end at any time via a Vote of No Confidence.
	Fixed; usually lasts 4–6 years regardless of popularity.

	Speed of Lawmaking
	Fast; the government usually controls the majority in the house.
	Slow; "Gridlock" is common if the President and Legislature are from different parties.

	Executive Power
	Shared with a Cabinet of Ministers.
	Concentrated in one person (the President).




4. Which is Better?
The Parliamentary Argument
It is often more efficient. Because the Prime Minister leads the majority party, they can pass laws and budgets quickly. It is also more responsive—if a leader becomes deeply unpopular or incompetent, the party or parliament can replace them without waiting years for the next election.
The Presidential Argument
It provides more stability and checks and balances. Because the President and the Legislature are elected separately, they "check" each other's power, preventing any one person from having too much control. It also allows the people to choose their leader directly rather than leaving it to political "horse-trading" between MPs.
For Papua New Guinea, we use the Westminster Parliamentary system. This is why the country experiences frequent "Votes of No Confidence." In a Presidential system, the instability of switching leaders mid-term is much harder to achieve, but in PNG’s parliamentary model, the Prime Minister must constantly work to keep their coalition of MPs happy to stay in power.
Discussion: Given these differences, do you think a Presidential system would make PNG politics more stable, or would it remove necessary checks on power?
The Westminster Parliamentary system is a specific model of democratic governance that originated in the United Kingdom (at the Palace of Westminster). It is the foundation for the political systems in many Commonwealth nations, including Papua New Guinea, Australia, and Canada. The WPS’s defining characteristic is that the Executive (the government) is not separate from the Legislature (the parliament); instead, the executive is "born" from the parliament and must answer to it daily.
1. Pillars of the Westminster Model
The Fusion of Powers
Unlike the American system where the President is separate from Congress, in a Westminster system, the Prime Minister and all Cabinet Ministers must be elected members of Parliament. You cannot be a Minister if you do not hold a seat in the House.
The Role of the Head of State
The system distinguishes between the Head of State (the symbolic, ceremonial leader) and the Head of Government (the actual political leader).
· In PNG, the King is the Head of State, represented by the Governor-General.
· The Prime Minister is the Head of Government.
Responsible Government
The "Government" only exists as long as it maintains the "Confidence of the House." If the majority of MPs vote against a major government bill (like the National Budget) or pass a formal Motion of No Confidence, the Government is constitutionally required to resign or call an election.

2.  Features and Traditions
· The Opposition: The system formally recognizes the "Loyal Opposition." The second-largest party forms a "Shadow Cabinet" to scrutinize the government and provide a ready-made alternative if the current government falls.
· Question Time: A daily period where the Prime Minister and Ministers must stand in Parliament and answer direct, often aggressive, questions from the Opposition and backbenchers.
· The Speaker: An MP elected by the House to act as a neutral "referee," ensuring that parliamentary rules (Standing Orders) are followed and that debates remain orderly.
· Cabinet Solidarity: Once a decision is made in a private Cabinet meeting, all Ministers must support it publicly. If a Minister cannot support a government policy, they are expected to resign.
3. The Westminster System in Papua New Guinea
While PNG inherited the Westminster model in 1975, it has adapted it to fit the local context, leading to some unique dynamics:
The Multi-Party Reality
In the UK, the system usually results in two dominant parties. In PNG, because of the Organic Law on the Integrity of Political Parties and Candidates (OLIPPAC) and tribal dynamics, there are dozens of parties. This makes the "Confidence" aspect of Westminster very volatile, as Prime Ministers must constantly manage large, fragile coalitions.
Section 145 (The Vote of No Confidence)
In many Westminster systems, a Vote of No Confidence is rare. In PNG, it is a frequent and central feature of the political cycle. Section 145 of the PNG Constitution allows for these motions, which often leads to "camping" (where MPs retreat to resorts/hotels to secure their numbers before a vote).
4. Advantages and Disadvantages
	Feature
	Advantage
	Disadvantage

	Efficiency
	The Government usually has the numbers to pass laws quickly.
	Can lead to "Executive Dominance" if the majority is too large.

	Accountability
	The PM must face the Opposition daily in Parliament.
	Can lead to instability if the PM is constantly fighting off no-confidence motions.

	Flexibility
	A failed leader can be replaced mid-term without a full election.
	Frequent changes in government can disrupt long-term national planning.


In essence, the Westminster system is designed for debate and accountability. It turns the floor of Parliament into the ultimate battlefield for political power. In a diverse country like PNG, it serves as a "melting pot" where representatives from all districts must negotiate and form alliances to govern the nation.






4.5 Politics and world classification of Political Systems (Classification of power by Scope of Control)







4.6 Regimes of Modern World
In political science, particularly within the framework popularized by scholars like Andrew Heywood, the "Five Regimes of the Modern World" is a classification system used to categorize political systems after the collapse of the "Three Worlds" model (Capitalist, Communist, and Developing) of the Cold War.
These five regimes represent the diverse ways power is organized, exercised, and legitimized in the contemporary global landscape.
1. Western Liberal Democracies
These are regimes where political power is limited by a constitution and individual rights are protected. They are characterized by "polyarchy" (rule by many), featuring competitive elections, a clear separation of powers, and a vibrant civil society.
· Key Features: Rule of law, multi-party systems, and high levels of civil liberties.
· Examples: United States, United Kingdom, Australia, and most of the European Union.
2. Illiberal Democracies (New Democracies)
Also known as "hybrid regimes" or "competitive authoritarianism," these systems have the formal trappings of democracy (like elections) but lack the substance of liberal protections.
· Key Features: Elections may be "skewed" in favor of the incumbent, the media is often state-influenced, and the judiciary may not be fully independent.
· Examples: Russia, Turkey, and Hungary are often cited as examples of regimes where democratic structures exist alongside authoritarian practices.
3. East Asian Regimes
These regimes often prioritize economic development and social cohesion over individual political freedoms. They are frequently influenced by "Asian values" or Confucian principles that emphasize respect for authority, discipline, and the collective good.
· Key Features: Strong state intervention in the economy and a tendency toward single-party dominance or "guided" democracy.
· Examples: China (though often categorized as totalitarian/authoritarian, it fits the developmental model), Vietnam, and historically, the "Tiger Economies" during their rapid growth phases.
4. Islamic Regimes
In these regimes, political authority and legal systems are derived from Islamic law (Sharia). The degree to which they are "theocratic" varies, ranging from absolute monarchies to systems with republican elements overseen by religious clerics.
· Key Features: The Koran serves as a primary source of constitutional law, and religious leaders often hold significant veto power over secular legislation.
· Examples: Iran (a theocratic republic) and Saudi Arabia (an absolute monarchy).
5. Military Regimes
These are regimes where the armed forces hold top political power. This usually occurs following a coup d'état when the military moves to "restore order" or displace a perceived corrupt or incompetent civilian government.
· Key Features: Suppression of political parties, suspension of constitutions, and governance through a military junta or council.
· Examples: Myanmar (under the SAC) and Thailand (periodically following various coups).
Note that these categories are not mutually exclusive or permanent. For example, a country might transition from a Military Regime to an Illiberal Democracy and eventually toward a Western Liberal Democracy, or vice versa.

4.7 Democracy as a Political System

