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The Geographic Distribution of Different Models  
of Constitutional Justice, 2010Table  15.5

Region 
American  

model
European 

model Mixed Other None

Europe  5 33  3  1 2

Africa 13 28  1  7 2

Middle East  2  5  0  3 0

Asia and Southeast Asia 19 15  2 10 0

North America  2  0  0  0 0

Central America and South America 13  8  8  1 0

Total 54 89 14 22 4

Source: Data are from Dr. Arne Mavčič and are available at http://www.concourts.net.

Note: “Mixed” means some combination of the American and European models; “Other” means that the system 
of constitutional justice is unique or unclassifiable; “None” means that there are no mechanisms for constitutional 
review. Systems based on France are coded as European.

In Table 15.5, we illustrate the geographic distribution of the American and European 
models of constitutional justice around the world as of 2010. As you can see, the European 
model of constitutional justice is more popular than the American one, although there are 
clear regional differences. For example, the American model is predominant in Asia, North 
America, and Central and South America, whereas the European model is predominant 
everywhere else.

VETO PLAYERS
As we have noted in this chapter, political scientists sometimes distinguish between democ-
racies by whether they are federal or unitary, bicameral or unicameral, and whether they 
accept constitutionalism or not. In effect, these political 
scientists see the world in terms of different institutional 
dichotomies. Recently, though, comparative scholars 
have begun to move away from this position and to rec-
ognize that these institutions are conceptually the same 
in that they all act as checks and balances on the political 
system. Put differently, they all affect the ease with 
which the political status quo in a country can be 
changed. This new approach to understanding political 
institutions is called veto player theory (Tsebelis 1995, 
1999, 2002).

Veto player theory offers a way to think about 
political institutions in a consistent way across 
countries. In effect, veto player theory conceptualizes 
the institutional structure of a given country in terms 
of its configuration of veto players. A veto player is 
an individual or collective actor whose agreement is 
necessary for a change in the political status quo. 
There are two types of veto player. An institutional 
veto player is generated by a country’s constitution. 
A partisan veto player is generated by the way the 
political game is played.




