Explain the Advantages and Disadvantes of the British and
American Constitutions

No- covnstitutiow iy perfect, as it iy impossible to satisfy everybody,
so- constitutions become a balance of philosophical ideas with
practical applications. The Americany tend to- be more Liberal inw
their outlook hence after the Americaw revolutiow they created a
Libreral codified covstitution which deeply entrenched principles
suchv oy democracy, separvatiow of powers and checks and
balances. The British covnstitution hay beenw allowed to- evolve
and iy therefore more conservative. Whewnw the Americanws
created their constitution they had the benefit of consulting the
Britishv covstitution, which perhaps suggests theirs should be
better. However, I prefer the Britishv Constitution as it sacrifices
a degree of democracy that enables the governwment to- act
decisively and effectively.

Theovretical the US constitutiow iy one codified docuwment wherews
the British constitutiow iy uncodified and, therefore, found inw
sowrces such as statue law conventionsy and works of auwthority.
However, inw practice there iy no- mentiow inw the US constitutionw
of the Supreme Cowrt’s power of judicial review neither are
congressional committees, presidential primaries, political
parties orv provisiows of the 1973 War Act. So, iw practice, the
codified docwment isnw't as codified as it suggests. But it is faiv
to- agree that the Americanw constitution iy much easier accesy
thawnw the British constitution ay it vs barely writtenw and
wnwintrenched, instead it hasy evolved by conventions for example
no- where iy it writtenw doww that if o government way to- loose
vote of no confidence they muwst resigw. However traditiow
dictates that they wouwld find it very difficudt of not impossilble to
continuwe. There have beenw no- moderw examples of o breach of
conwentiow suggesting that it works.

Another theoretical advantage iy that constitutional law is
entrenched and thws protected agaivst the whims of temporary
government, the drowback is that to- become entrenched,
legislation muwst be approved by two-thirds majority inw both
howses of congress and ratified by thwree quartery of state
legislatives. This is a lengthy processy meaning there have only
been 27 covustitutional amendments hence some commentatory
howve branded the US constitutiow too rigid and inflexible. Iw
Britaivw constitutional law s no- different to- novrmal acts of



pawrliavment meanwing some peoble, especially Liberals, to- want o
codified docuwment to- protect civil rightsy and liberties. But iw
my opiniow the Euwropearw Corwentiow onw Huwmaw Righty has
proved aw effective safeguord- evew if it vy slower and more
expensive, it serves ity purpose. Iw defence of Americanw
conwstitutiow it is fair to say it maintainy o degree of flexib-ility
i that it iy constantly evolving and changing ity p ractical
applicatiow i.e. viaw rulings at the Supreme Court, Ordinary
legislation and Informal amendmenty. For example the Truemary
Docterine was neither a constitutional amendment nov anw act of
congress but subsequent presidenty hawve cownsidered it binding.

The weak separatiow of power in Great Britaiw iy subject to- much
debate. Liberalsy argue that as the legislative, executive and
judiciary, are merged the government becomes too powerful and
Montesquiew's theory of checks and balances is eroded.
Personally, I feel that thiy strong positiow of the Government
allowy thew to- implement their mandate wherews inv America,
congressmernw and womenw owe the President nothing, making it
difficult for him to- introduce his mawifesto-

For me the Americaw system also- puty too- much power inw the
handsy of the Judiciory which after all is anw unelected body, for
example the supreme couwrt cavw declare any act or actiow of the
executive or state governwment unconstitutional and, therelby,
nuwll ands void, becawse it has the power to- interpret the
constitution which is sovereigw. I prefer the Britishv system
wherely parlivment iy sovereigr.

Iw conclusion, I think both constitutiows swit their state. It is
important to- remember the sizge of both states. Perhaps inv a large
state such asy Americaw what seems to- me as wnnecessary
bureauwcracy vy necessary to- safeguard principals whereas the
relatively flexib-ility of the Britishv constitutiow swity the nature of
the Britishv people.



