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Saulon 1 

 The United States and The People’s Republic of China (PRC) share polarizing 

similarities and differences. While the United States has branded itself as the world’s standard 

bearer of freedom and democracy, China has taken the world by storm with its rapid economic 

growth and global ambitions during the past two decades. The United States, boasting the 

world’s third largest population of 327 million1, has existed as an independent, self-governing 

nation since its declaration of independence from Great Britain on July 4, 1776. Throughout its 

two-hundred-plus-year history, the country has grown into having the world’s largest economy, 

with $20 million in nominal GDP2. The U.S. also possesses the world’s most powerful military, 

while having pioneered progressive social movements that have advanced its society. Much of 

the individualistic, entrepreneurial, and equal-minded attitudes of the United States can be 

attributed to its constitution. The U.S. Constitution, written in 1787 and ratified in 1789, has 

stood as the world’s longest standing national constitution still in force. The People’s Republic 

of China on the other hand, was founded in 1949, with the inception of its first constitution in 

1952. Though it has gone through several revisions, its current 1982 Constitution stands as the 

country’s premier law. Its one-party government structure, vision of economic reform, and rule 

of law have allowed the country to prosper as the world’s second largest economy, with 

approximately $13 trillion in nominal GDP. Despite differences in ideology, the constitutions of 

the United States and People’s Republic of China continue to enable and shape each country’s 

criminal justice system, societal advancement, and political institutions through strict adherence 

to laws enforced by government structure, judicial strength, and cultural beliefs in society.  

The United States constitution was born out of fear of tyranny and government overreach. 

With its separation of branches, rule of law, and sense of equality, it has allowed the country to 

                                                
1 U.S. Census, U.S and World Population Clock  
2 International Monetary Fund, Report for Selected Countries and Subjects  
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withstand political and societal forces. Its framers were a mix of farmers, merchants, and lawyers 

who were inspired by the political philosophies of John Locke and Jean Jacques-Rousseau, with 

Locke’s belief that men are free and equal in nature under God, and Jacques-Rousseau's belief in 

the authority of the state over the individual.3 For example, Article I of the constitution outlines 

the bicameral legislature of the government, with the Senate and House of Representatives.4 

Article II describes the executive branch, consisting of the President and Vice-President. Article 

III then outlines the judicial branch of government, and the powers of the Supreme Court and 

lower courts nominated by Congress. Additionally, in an effort to preserve individual rights, the 

framers included the first ten amendments, known as the Bill of Rights - ratified by states in 

1791.5 Notable amendments include the right of the people to peaceably assemble, the right 

against unreasonable searches and seizures, and the right to a speedy and public trial in criminal 

prosecutions.6 Upon its ratification, the U.S. constitution created a framework for people of all 

classes and backgrounds in the world to work towards economic prosperity; with distinct 

individual rights and liberties in everyday life and criminal prosecutions.  

The People’s Republic of China (PRC) on the other hand, was founded in 1949. Its 

leading party, the Chinese Communist Party (CCP), led by Chairman Mao Zedong, had won the 

decisive, two-decades-long civil war against President Chiang Kai-shek’s Kuomintang Party, 

which at the time was recognized as the legitimate Chinese government by the U.S. and much of 

the liberal democracies in the world. After the CCP’s consolidation of control over mainland 

China, calls for greater unity and strength were made amongst its masses of peasants and 

farmers. Subsequently, the constitution of the People’s Republic of China was created in 1954. 

                                                
3 DeSeve, G. Edward, Summary of the U.S. Constitution (Brookings Institution Press, 2017), 129.   
4 DeSeve, Summary of the U.S. Constitution, 129.   
5 Ibid., 132.   
6 Ibid., 132.  



Saulon 3 

However, China follows its current revised constitution of 1982, along with its recent 

amendments, after having learned from its past errors during the reign of Chairman Mao Zedong 

and the cultural revolution of the 1960s and 1970s.7 For example, its foundational law outlining 

the role and leadership of the Chinese Communist Party and multiparty cooperation affirms the 

party’s role as the basis and core of the Chinese government.8 Despite the party’s rigid strength 

and control over its people, the country has experienced major breakthroughs in its economy 

through market reform. Conversely, such growth has been accompanied by increasing calls for 

greater individual freedoms from its people. Its constitution and its dedication towards 

safeguarding the party and government has shown stability throughout the past decade, with 

average monthly wages growing from $37 in 1990 to $854 in 20169 through industrialization and 

increased market reform. 

First of all, the constitutions of the United States and China have enabled their criminal 

justice systems to create relatively peaceful societies of law and order through judicial strength, 

despite facing problems of overincarcartion and calls for due process. In the United States, the 

foundation of the criminal justice system can be found in the sixth amendment, in which 

individuals are granted the right to an attorney, and a right to a speedy and public trial by an 

impartial jury of the state and district where a crime is committed.10 However, African-

Americans were not granted such rights until the passage of the Fourteenth Amendment of the 

constitution in 1868, to which they were granted citizenship rights and equal protection under the 

law. Despite its enforcement, African-Americans were still denied equal rights in the systems of 

                                                
7 Shigong, Jiang, Written and Unwritten Constitutions: A New Approach to the Study of Constitutional Government 

in China (Modern China, 2010), 13.  
8 Shigong Jiang, Written and Unwritten Constitutions, 24.  
9 Morrison, Wayne M., China’s Economic Rise: History, Trends, Challenges, and Implications for the United 

States, (Congressional Research Service, 2014), 12.  
10 DeSeve, Summary of the U.S. Constitution, 132.   
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housing, criminal justice, and public education until the passage of landmark Civil Rights bills 

by President Lyndon B. Johnson in the 1960s. For example, with the passage of the Civil Rights 

Act of 1968, federal prosecution was finally permitted for crimes committed towards people due 

to their race, color, religion, or national origin in federal protected activities such as public 

education, employment, jury service, and enjoyment of public accommodations.11 Prior to the 

act’s passage, lynching and violence against African-Americans and other minority groups 

caused increasingly frightening instability in the U.S. For instance, Jim Crow laws of racial 

segregation and inequality were commonly enforced in the Southern states of the country. 

Despite the advancements made in the constitution and criminal justice system, the U.S. 

continues to grapple with the consequences of its racial past, with a criminal justice system 

disfavoring minority groups and an incarcerated population of 2.2 million people.12 

Additionally, despite the lofty ideals of the U.S. constitution, its current criminal justice 

system has shown ineffectiveness in alleviating the disproportionate population of incarcerated 

African-Americans and Hispanics in the system. This can be attributed to the use of bail bonds 

and unconscious bias. For example, in 2010, approximately 80% of New York defendants could 

not post bail of less than $500.13 When defendants pay bail, regardless of their innocence or 

guilt, they are able to temporarily return home while waiting for their day in court. Otherwise, 

they are required to remain in jail after their arrest for weeks or months. In addition, although 

African-Americans and Hispanics comprise approximately 30% of the U.S. population, they 

constitute over half of the current incarcerated population. This can be attributed to a revolving 

cycle of low-income neighborhoods struggling with violence, to which juveniles enter and exit 

                                                
11 The United States Department of Justice, Hate Crime Laws, (The United States Department of Justice, 2019)  
12 White House Council of Economic Advisers, Economic Perspectives on Incarceration and the Criminal Justice 

System, (Executive Office of the President of the United States, 2016), 3.  
13 White House Council of Economic Advisers, Economic Perspectives, 49.  
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the system beginning at a young age. In fact, African-American defendants are 24% more likely 

to be convicted if their trial consists of an all-white pool of jurors.14 Once a person has a criminal 

record, he or she is 50% less likely to receive a request for an interview or job offer, therefore 

creating a cycle of crime, incarceration, and unemployment.15 Although there have been efforts 

to reform the criminal justice system in the United States, many minority communities continue 

to suffer from high rates of incarceration and unemployment, thereby decreasing economic 

mobility.  

 In the PRC, the foundation of criminal law rests in article 51 of the constitution, which 

states that “Citizens of the People’s Republic of China, in exercising their freedom and rights, 

may not infringe on the interests of the state, of society, or of the collective, or on the lawful 

freedoms and rights of other citizens.”16 The articles stresses the significance of protecting the 

state or collective, which the government often cites as reasons for imprisonment or detainment. 

With China’s transformation into an economic superpower, the government has successfully 

elevated millions of former farmers and working class workers into the middle and upper class in 

the span of a generation. The unspoken agreement between the government and its citizens is the 

government’s promise to deliver economic prosperity in exchange for strong control over the 

people – including media and law enforcement. While China’s first criminal code was 

established in 1979, its “iron triangle” of police, procurator, and judiciary acting in unison within 

the justice system continues to raise issues in its society today. Likewise, ‘mysterious 

                                                
14 Ibid., 30.  
15 Ibid., 5.  
16 Li Xiaobing and Fang Qiang, The Dragon’s Tale: China’s Efforts toward the Rule of Law (University Press of 

Kentucky, 2013), 96.  
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disappearances’ of its citizens and the use of the death penalty has resulted in increased scrutiny 

from allies and trade partners.17  

With the 2012 revision of the China’s Criminal Procedure Law, the country’s people 

faced increasing accounts of disappearances, notably citizens who have spoken out against the 

government.18 Although the amendments helped strengthen control for the country’s Supreme 

Court, Supreme People’s Procuratorate, and the Ministry of Public Security, opposition towards 

provisions allowing for secret police arrests have become increasingly controversial.19 In fact, 

the topic of disappearances had become especially controversial with the arrest of Beijing-based, 

human rights attorney Jiang Tianyong, and Shanghai lawyer Li Tiantian.20 With China’s 

economic push during the 1990s, its criminal code was not equally developed. “Criminal 

detention” and “residential surveillance” measures in its criminal code were used as a means to 

detain and punish people. In the case of Jiang Tianyong, he was captured in a Beijing security 

vehicle and held for 60 days, to which he was physically and verbally abused for his outspoken 

comments on human rights abuse in social media.21 He then agreed to sign pledges by the 

government, promising that he would give up his work as a human rights attorney and that he 

would no longer criticize the Chinese Communist Party online.22 For Li Tiantian, police held her 

under residential surveillance, to which she was physically threatened upon her refusal to 

disclose details about intimate aspects of her personal life.23 Despite increasing input from the 

                                                
17 Liu, Sida and Terence C. Halliday, Recursivity in Legal Change: Lawyers and Reforms of China’s Criminal 

Procedure Law (Law & Social Inquiry, 2009), 922.  
18 Rosenzweig, Joshua, Disappearing Justice: Public Opinion, Secret Arrest and Criminal Procedure Reform in 

China, (The China Journal, 2013), 74.  
19 Rosenzweig, Joshua, Disappearing Justice, 76.  
20 Ibid., 80.   
21 Ibid., 80.  
22  Ibid., 81.   
23  Ibid., 81.   
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public, the 2012 revision of China’s criminal code failed to address the cases of disappearance 

and torture for outspoken critics of the government. 

On the other hand, the Chinese government’s use of the death penalty has improved over 

the course of its relatively short history. With the passage of death penalty reforms in 2007, the 

government granted the Supreme Court exclusive authority to review and approve all death 

sentences in the country.24 As a result, the judges have played a more active role in the courts, 

using the death penalty as leverage. For example, a year after the reforms, death penalty 

sentences were reduced by 30%, meaning that the amount of suspended death sentences 

outnumbered the amount of executions in 2008 - a first in China’s modern history.25 During the 

early 2000s, around 9,000 death penalty sentences were ordered. By 2011, China had reduced the 

number to approximately 3,000.26 The case of Wang Zhicai also created precedent for the court 

in the issuance of the death penalty. After Wang had murdered his girlfriend, he unsuccessfully 

committed suicide, then admitted guilt and offered compensation to the victim’s family. The 

Court ordered that because his actions were especially cruel, they sentenced him to death, with a 

two-year reprieve and restriction of commutation.27 Despite ongoing cases of mysterious 

disappearances and strict media censorship, China has experienced improvements in developing 

precedent in its criminal courts, beginning with its Supreme Court and its greater leniency in the 

use of the death penalty.  

While both countries maintain relative peace and order and economic growth as a result 

of their criminal justice systems, evolving cultural beliefs have led to calls for reforms within the 

                                                
24 Trevaskes, Susan, China’s Death Penalty: The Supreme People’s Court, the SUspended Death Sentence and the 

Politics of Penal Reform, (The British Journal of Criminology, 2013), 482.  
25 Trevaskes, Susan, China’ Death Penalty, 487.  
26 Trevaskes, Susan, China’ Death Penalty, 487.  
27 Ibid., 496.  
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judicial structure and death penalty in China, as well as the criminal justice system in the United 

States. While the U.S. constitution has served as a role model for countries in the world, the 

country continues to face challenges in creating a society of equal opportunity. Possessing the 

largest prison population in the world, the U.S. has made steps towards criminal justice reform, 

though its prisons continue to consist of disproportionate amounts of African-Americans and 

Hispanics. As a result, low-income neighborhoods all over the country have continued to 

struggle to achieve social and economic mobility, with many of its energetic youth entering the 

prison system. China’s constitution on the other hand, has a central focus on preserving peace 

and harmony in society, with the Chinese Communist Party in charge of guiding and protecting 

the country. While China continues to face backlash from its citizens and allies with the 

disappearances of outspoken government critics, its justice system has matured, with more 

lenient death penalties and greater judicial strength given to the Supreme Court. Nonetheless, 

both the United States and China face pressure to reform their criminal justice systems in their 

quest for continued economic and societal development.  

Second of all, the constitutions of the United States and China shape social advancements 

in society through the embodiment of their cultural beliefs in law. In the United States, the 

cultural belief in “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness” in the constitution has shaped 

society through key movements and amendments.28 For example, the Civil War from 1861 to 

1865 was fought between the North and the South, revolving around the issue of slavery. The 

war led to the Thirteenth Amendment that prohibited slavery, the right to vote for African-

Americans in the Fifteenth Amendment, and prohibition of states to deprive “any person of life, 

                                                
28 Sellers, M.N.S., Universal Human Rights in the Law of the United States (The American Journal of Comparative 

Law, 2010), 553.  
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liberty, or property, without due process of law” in the Fourteenth Amendment.29 With the ideals 

of the constitution, the cultural belief in equal treatment under the law has led to greater equality 

for African-Americans, despite the immense criticism and pushback that resulted in the death of 

hundreds of thousands of people in the Civil War. In China, the constitution’s delegation of 

power in the Chinese Communist Party and the National People’s Congress has led to a cultural 

belief in trust in the state in return for law and order and economic prosperity.30 As a result, 

because the Chinese Community Party holds an overwhelming amount of seats in its national 

legislature, the National People’s Congress, the Chinese government bypasses parliamentary 

bureaucracy that would otherwise slow down legislation. With independence and power, the 

government is able to quickly build infrastructure projects, engage in foreign trade agreements, 

and shape its markets. While both countries hold contrasting views with their constitutions, the 

cultural beliefs shaped as a result have helped push their societies forward in regards to 

individual rights and economic prosperity.  

In the United States, the cultural beliefs of equal opportunity, freedom, and individual 

rights have played an invaluable role in the development of its society. Much of the country’s 

progressive movements stem from the ideals of the constitution, with many movements referring 

to the constitution’s premise of “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness,” as the basis for 

societal advancement. For example, the ratification of the Fourteenth Amendment granted all 

naturalized and U.S. born citizens to be protected from the deprivation of “life, liberty, or 

property, without due process of law” and “any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection 

of the laws.”31 This empowered the roles of the Supreme Court and federal government, allowing 

                                                
29 Sellers, Universal Human Rights, 539.  
30 Shigong Jiang, Written and Unwritten Constitutions, 24.  
31  Sellers, M.N.S., Universal Human Rights in the Law of the United States (The American Journal of Comparative 

Law, 2010), 539.  
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the Supreme Court to stand as the final arbitrator of the law; and the government, the right to 

intervene when states neglect to protect the rights of the citizens. Though the amendment was not 

enforced during Plessy v. Ferguson (1896), in which segregated public facilities for whites and 

blacks were deemed constitutional, the ruling of Brown v. Board of Education (1954) overturned 

the latter decision on segregation. The Supreme Court ruled that racial segregation of children in 

public schools was unconstitutional, citing the Fourteenth Amendment with its protection of 

equal rights for all citizens. Although the United States has faced setbacks in its fulfillment of its 

founding ideals, the constitution, along with its cultural beliefs, have allowed the country and its 

people to advance both socially and economically in society.  

In contrast, China’s constitution serves as an instrument to enforce the Chinese 

Communist Party’s control over its people, as well as a means to develop the economy within a 

peaceful and harmonious society. China’s first constitution in 1954 was criticized for its failure 

to promote civil liberties, as the new nation was still experimenting with how its one-party 

system could govern the large peasant, working class population. However, the leadership of de 

facto leader Deng Xiaoping from 1978 to 1989 ushered a new era of market reforms that led to 

China’s massive economic growth. In doing so, Deng called for constitutional reforms to shift 

focus from class struggle to economic mobility and fundamental rights. For example, the 1982 

constitution contains a chapter titled, “The Fundamental Rights and Duties of Citizens.” The 

chapter was the first time citizens’ rights were included in the constitution.32 However, the 

revised constitution also emphasized that any violation of the Four Basic Principles: “to keep the 

country on socialist road, to uphold the people’s democratic dictatorship, to promote the 

                                                
 
32 Li Xiaobing and Fang Qiang, The Dragon’s Tale: China’s Efforts toward the Rule of Law (University Press of 

Kentucky, 2013), 87.  
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leadership of the CCP, and to follow Marxism-Leninism and Mao’s Thought,” would be deemed 

unlawful and unconstitutional.33 As a result, the Four Basic Principles have become critical in the 

country’s societal advancement. Citizens are given individual rights, but if such rights such as 

freedom of speech are used to speak out against the CCP, it is viewed as a threat to its mission of 

peace and harmony; therefore allowing the government to take necessary actions to ensure that 

such threats are not tolerated. As a consequence, in an effort to advance its society, China’s 

constitution serves as a means to ensure that its government and party maintain the legal 

authority to enforce law and order.  

The United States and China differ greatly in their constitutions’ role and enforcement in 

shaping society. For the United States, the constitution has stood as the country’s legal and 

cultural foundation. Because the U.S. was founded upon a revolution, the constitution’s framers 

were firm believers in limited government and individual rights. As a result, the constitution 

stood as the country’s premier law, to which amendments for greater equality among all races, 

religions, and genders have advanced the country’s society, as exemplified by the thirteenth and 

fourteenth amendment during the late 19th century. With the checks and balances system, the 

U.S. Supreme Court stands as the final arbiter of the country’s laws. China’s constitution on the 

other hand, serves a similar purpose on paper, but not in practice. Its constitution guarantees 

individual rights, including freedom of speech, which at times are not granted by the 

government. However, its Four Basic Principles in the constitution have allowed the country to 

maintain a relatively peaceful and orderly society, undistracted by progressive movements in its 

economic rise in the world. While the United States has had over two centuries of constitutional 

                                                
33 Li Xiaobing and Fang Qiang, The Dragon’s Tale: China’s Efforts toward the Rule of Law (University Press of 

Kentucky, 2013), 87.  
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development in its quest for societal advancement, the People’s Republic of China has had less 

than three quarters of a century.  

Third of all, the constitutions of the United States and China shape their political 

institutions through consequential punishments and cultural beliefs in society. Because the U.S. 

constitution was born out of fear of tyranny and overreach of government, the cultural belief of 

equality and government of the people, by the people, and for the people has permeated through 

American society. As a result, the checks and balances system has defined the U.S. system of 

government. For example, Article II of the constitution describes how the president and other 

officers may be impeached, and therefore removed from office for treason, bribery, and high 

crimes and misdemeanors.34 Through consequential punishment, the President, the highest office 

holder in the United States, is held accountable by Congress and the citizens of the country. In 

China however, its constitution has proven to empower its political institutions through its one-

party system. It outlines how the Chinese Communist Party is the only central authority able to 

govern and protect the country, and that infringement on the interests of the state will be subject 

to imprisonment. For example, with the use of the death penalty and the mysterious 

disappearances of human rights advocates, Chinese society has created an atmosphere and 

cultural belief of adherence to the state. For both countries, such cultural beliefs and use of 

consequential punishments stemming from the constitution have helped solidify and shape the 

political institutions that govern the country. 

Despite inevitable periods of political gridlock, the bicameral legislature and checks and 

balances system of the United States has proven to be effective and stable in advancing 

American society. The constitution outlines the powers vested upon the legislative, judicial, and 

                                                
34 DeSeve, Summary of the U.S. Constitution, 131.   
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executive branches in the first three articles, thereby outlining the checks and balances system. 

For example, Article II grants the President to appoint judges onto the Supreme Court, while 

Article III grants the Supreme Court the judicial power of the United States.35 The case of Brown 

v. Board of Education (1954) was a landmark ruling that displayed the influence and 

independence of the judicial branch of government. After the court’s unanimous ruling that racial 

segregation did not apply to public education, cases in the lower courts began to follow suit. For 

instance, in March 1955, The 4th District Court of Appeals in Richmond, Virginia, ruled that 

segregation of African-Americans in Smallwood Park and Santy Point State Park in Maryland 

was unconstitutional.36 Increased rulings in favor of desegregation led to the Civil Rights 

movement in the 1960s, culminating in the passage of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, which 

outlawed racial segregation and discrimination. Although it took over a decade for Congress and 

the President to enact the Civil Rights Act, the Supreme Court’s role as the ultimate arbiter of 

law strengthened the country’s political institutions. Because of the country’s cultural belief in 

the checks and balances system, as well as the enforcement of the constitution, the Supreme 

Court was empowered to advance justice and greater equality amongst the people without 

legislative and executive action. It is a display of the strong political institutions built upon the 

constitution.  

 On the contrary, China’s constitution has empowered and strengthened the country’s 

political constitutions, specifically the National People’s Congress (NPC) and their strong 

authority to pass legislation. For example, the passage of the Legislation Law in 2000 helped 

                                                
35  DeSeve, G. Edward, Summary of the U.S. Constitution (Brookings Institution Press, 2017), 131.   
36 Franklin, V.P., Introduction: Brown v. Board of Education: Fifty Years of Educational Change in the United 

States, (The Journal of African American History, 4.)  
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establish the NPC’s role as the premier legislative body over sub-national people’s congresses.37 

With its passage, the Chinese government drew clear lines of legislative power between the 

central and local government. Additionally, with the law’s requirement for more public hearings 

and input from citizens in regards to legislation, the country has progressed in creating a more 

transparent legislative process, though still far from the advanced democracy of the United 

States. With the NPC consisting of over nearly 3,000 members, and members of the Chinese 

Communist Party (CCP) comprising over two-thirds of the congress, the party exerts immense 

control over legislation. As a result, China continues to grow rapidly, with new global 

infrastructure projects such as the Belt and Road Initiative. Because the constitution only grants 

governing power to the CCP, the party is able to act as both the legislative, executive, and 

judicial branch of government in the country - eliminating gridlock that occurs in the bicameral 

legislature of the United States.  

 The political institutions in the United States and China contrast greatly in nature, as well 

as in governance and cultural beliefs. The U.S. system of bicameral legislature creates constant 

tension and debate between the country’s two major parties; the Democratic and Republican 

party. Such gridlock has created tensions among the country’s current issues, such as 

comprehensive immigration reform, health care, and criminal justice. With increasing gridlock 

and partisanship, the U.S. congress has grown increasingly unproductive, with decreasing 

numbers of legislation passed each year. The constitution however, has shaped the U.S. 

government, with the judicial branch’s independence and role as the final arbiter of law as an 

example. China’s constitution on the other hand, serves as an official document that lays the 

legislative, executive, and judicial branches in the power of the only legitimate ruling power of 

                                                
37 Paler, Laura, China’s Legislation Law and the Making of a More Orderly and Representative Legislative System, 

(The China Quarterly, 2005), 305.  
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China: the Chinese Communist Party. Though the party has faced pressures to increase 

transparency and input amongst its citizens, the political structure of the government has allowed 

the party to enact new projects with little gridlock, such as the Belt and Road Initiative, in which 

China hopes to create road and rail transportation throughout Asia, the Middle East, Africa, and 

Latin America.  

In conclusion, the constitutions of the United States and China have proven to be crucial 

in shaping and advancing each country’s economic prosperity, societal advancement, and 

political institutions. While the two countries have vastly different histories to which the 

constitutions were based and founded upon, both have been able to enforce its laws through 

consequential punishment, judicial strength, and cultural beliefs in society. The United States 

and its long-standing ideal in equality under the law, checks and balances, and judicial 

independence has allowed the country to grow into the world’s most advanced economy and 

military in the world. On the contrary, China’s constitution rests its power in the Chinese 

Communist Party, with its control over the judicial, legislative, and executive branches of 

government. Though it is very much unlike the constitution of the United States, China has 

grown rapidly through its unique style of government, to which the cultural belief of trust in the 

state in return for law and order and economic prosperity has allowed the country to develop at a 

tremendous pace. While both countries face pressing domestic issues, it is difficult not to 

attribute their successes to the government structures, judicial strength, and cultural beliefs in 

society that have been shaped as a result of their constitutions.  
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