
HAVE UK PRIME MINISTERS BECOME MORE

commentators have pointed out that the UK's Prime Ministers are increasingly acting like Prime Ministers such as Blair
and Thatcher are key examples.

Presidentialisation theorists suggest the increasing resources of prime ministers are making them more
presidential. If there is any policy that can not be passed by the cabinet, the prime minister will not lose his job
until his period end. We can say that Brown is the classic modern example of a prime minister whose power
was destroyed by world events, some were beyond his control. April 2, In the last 50 years of British politics,
a series of Prime Ministers have been seen to utilise prime ministerial powers in as increasingly independent
and arguably presidential way. This idea lingered throughout the 18th century. Nevertheless, it was not until
the s that the constitutional convention was established that the Sovereign must select the Prime Minister and
Cabinet from the party whose views reflect those of the majority in Parliament. For forty years or more
commentators have suggested that the British prime minister is becoming presidential. When George I
succeeded to the British throne in , his German ministers advised him to leave the office of Lord High
Treasurer vacant because those who had held it in recent years had grown overly powerful, in effect, replacing
the Sovereign as head of the government. The most recent example of this is the presidential election between
democratic candidate Hillary Clinton, and republican Donald Trump. The real UK head of state is the Queen
but this is a ceremonial role as it is the prime minister who has the power. Parliament has effectively dispersed
the powers of the Crown, entrusting its authority to responsible ministers the Prime Minister and Cabinet ,
accountable for their policies and actions to Parliament, in particular the elected House of Commons.
However, in recent times the Cabinet Office has strengthened. While under Brown, there is strong evidence to
suggest that he often overruled members of cabinet. Essentially, recent history suggests a PM would be unwise
to entirely disregard their cabinet. The personalisation of politics plays out differently in parliamentary than
presidential systems. There is another example about Margaret Thatcher who gained increasing numbers of
enemies as she sought to exercise more and more control. For the first time in British history, there is going to
be live debates between the three leaders-again just like the run up to the American general elections. Mrs
Thatcher was blessed with large majorities, and was credited with improving economic performance. In
parliamentary systems candidates are tied closely to the policies of the party and its leader. Although the UK
Prime Minister is elected separately through Parliamentary elections, unlike the USA President, there is a
trend for Prime Ministers to claim popular authority on the basis of electoral victory. The Fixed Terms
Parliament Act in effect disallowed the PM from calling a general election whenever he or she wished, thus
arguably removing a very important political tool at their disposal. The advent of the Downing Street Press
Conference has certainly bestowed a more presidential air on prime ministers, but these effects are all
superficial. His personality did him no favours, he lacked a mandate, and the economic crisis shattered his
credibility as PM. Beginnings of the Prime Minister's party leadership Political parties first appeared during
the Exclusion Crisis of â€” To what extent have prime ministers become more powerful in recent years? The
power of financial initiative was not, however, absolute. The final point is the prime minister has no right to
presidential status. Share this:. In recent years there has been an increase in the growth of spatial leadership.
Until , the last minority government was led by Labour Prime Minister Harold Wilson for eight months after
the February general election produced a hung parliament. In recent years there has been an increase in the
growth of spatial leadership. A convention of the constitution, the modern Cabinet is a group of ministers who
formulate policies. It can be argued that there has been a long term seeing the prime minister of the day rather
than the monarch as national leader. In seminars, students can clarify and explore some of the issues that they
have identified both in the lectures, and in their independent reading.


