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- whitehey @ final court of appeal, judicial review (can
declare laws and executive actions

unconstitutional), constitutional interpretation and
protector of rights
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W%}ﬂ@lﬁ\l‘%m * Marshall Court (1801-1835) supremacy of land
(federal) constitution, judicial review doctrine

» Salmon P. Chase Court (2864-1873) procedural and
substantive due to process of law

* Earl Warren Court (1953-1969) segregation in
public schools unconstitutional




* Glorious Revolution 1688
» Act of Union (1707 and 1801)

* First reform act (1832) and further reform act
(1867, 1884)

* Parliament act (1911)
» Voting rights seneansldefngs 1918 and 1928
* Devolution act 1998

%’gam YDIFATY

BTAIANT - Constitutional reform act 2005 s0¢: supreme
court”of UK wonnuemaaas House of Lord Committee
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* Fixed-term parliament act (repeal) 2011
* Dissolution and Calling of parliament act 2022
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*Commonwealth Courts

* ACCF ngunnsSae

*Eurasian Association of Constitutional Review Bodies

*Conference of Constitutional of Portuguese — speaking Countries
*AJCA &uam

*Conference of European Constitutional Courts
*|bero-American Conference on Constitutional Justice
*Southern African Chief Justices Forum

*Union of Arab Constitutional Courts and Councils

Spain, Egypt, Morocco, Peru, Thailand, Austria — sauiunssams +
Secretary of the Venice Commission, Council of Europe



- Afghanistan, Azerbaijan, Bangladesh, India
* Indonesia, Iraq, Jordan, Kazakhstan

* Korea, Kyrgyzstan

- Malaysia, Maldives

* Mongolia, Myanmar

- Pakistan, Palestine

* Russia, Tajikistan

* Thailand, The Philippines

- TUrkiye, Uzbekistan

* Planning and Coordination- Indonesia
- Research and Development- Korea

- Center of Training HRD- Turkiye
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* wnda Abstract review vs. Concrete review
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of law
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many

* Due to the process of law
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Key
concepts
that

underpin
the rule of
law

*Fairness
-Rationality
‘Predictability
*Consistency
‘Impartiality



*Rule of law vs. democracy

* Direct democracy vs. representative
(party) democracy
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MIANATDIMANAFRDTIN - Various forms of representative
SN YA democracy

svmuloe * Pure form of democracy vs.
Constitutional democracy

* Dynamic democracy
* Polyarchy
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