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Press, 1999, p.2.5&F 1998 H( AAL ) X 2 FALHIFE M, see Alison L. Young, Judicial Sovereignty and the
Human Rights Act 1998, 61 The Cambridge Law Journal 53, 53 - 65 (2002).
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SRIEE BUE M HERARYE — & —B0%E T 1E O FE FEAUMD A2 1 CR 3 7 3 19 22550 1 S )
FERI . AR TR T EE A T A R AR B VR R R B R B A A A S TR A
T SE BE SR BB SR E A B A EDUL &5 S (R A G PR =35 A LR 7 . 7R3 i X
b R B R R A T AR R R 1 BT Y SRR TR 4 R U R I 5
EIRE

W GR ) AR b b R E AT 8 AP AR AN ES R, REEL T
Bk R AN R B 9B ) — R T ARMA Ao L4 89 — RN L BT 5 A
Fo R BLIG 25 Ay o A R N 6 S EL AR SR0ME 89 AR R P ke SRR A,

AR R B e B T T AU 0 S B R 5 ik AT ARE = Z MR R . B,
ANAFAEA 32 BRA B2 AL X BRI A7 T 0 AR SB il ik 2 e A s BRI TE G ik Se 3
HOALAE - e BRI BRSO s FLUC )3 A A A T 25 P A A2 ) T e R TR R IR T
TR)Z U A B B TE 385 W T AR R 47 0 D BB S i o 5 3 V2 A SR T 001 X D 2 ST VR A T 24 %
S B4 BIR A g A 25 T e R M R T T4 AR BT 5 e« AT BOVL SR [ I 32 ) - 02
ERIFE LR AT BT O ) A 1 25 A 2 T BURA 2 B BOIG 5T 575 e 19 /) i
’%’ﬁ:o 453

PRI E O AT IR T RN =Z 36 i =l 2 A0 RS U 2 18] H A H ) .2
B o T B o) BE AR A 57 107 g R NI i P DU L R e 2 R A AT T A S A
TE IR AR o ARG A T A i) S IR 1 Fr) vk R A W 1 A A5 Dy » s i & A A T BE Y 2
15 X LA RAE BRI . ARSI T A FRDERIRE ) . R e 1E SCORRE T AR AT L2
IR PR P T RS REAEA AR .

G S]] B, RERELTE ), B S ERIRE 2000 4ERR SRR, 118 1., ROk E e i
PN T o A 7 VR R SO IR AR B TR 3 )y S S R DG 3 2 B AR TR 28 P ke R A
] B 5% 3] 1 TR o A T PR 3] 94 5 3L ARCRD T PT RER E A VE HEIRAS JE ok SR A 3 IR LB AR
S TE Y E ) R B A TR A T S L SR IR ]

G2y [3E] BNl - fEIR 4. QRERRE ED . VB 1, LG =135 2016 4F M, 5 132 1,

433 6] B3EELAE 178,320 T,

4 LRI 200, 30484565 60 T,

(53 DR C200, 38555 65— 72 1L,

(46 DLHTVECAL &8, 55 124,237 T,

G473 DLETECAL &858 188—189 T, MefE B h s HE ¥ X —it B RFWER S AR ZEIFHE
T X SE R MR BOAHL R 8 A 5 0GR AR BB AR A8 s . R (200, 3/ 5. 56
37 71,
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8 B s B Y AN S SRR 2 I SRR RE , Y58 AT DL AT
A C R IR HESE S BEO A By, V8 SR — 204 L 53 0 AR 1 S AR B Y A
R H A 1T 32 & (autonomous moral agent) FEE™ , fig B OE T 1E S IR] A - 558 X0 135 » MU 37 2%
P2 B DLIE 2%, 3l ik WAt B T 28 T R A N ARG A BT Y S B AR X
= N2 H G RS 6 29 A IE B T 28 X 281k 1E R T I DA & 8 ih A SE 3
AYHEF R I SZ BRI G iR B J2 10 5% 1) 37 58 32 SCHY 2 T, AT B 32 SOREAf % ) 20 RAURI AL A1 638
T—MRIA R A th 32 e % E A, OO

TECIERS L SO e A 2R 32 U2 T . B RS R ] 5¢ R R Bs 2 [F 44
(Y IETE AL 51 2Z B I OC 2R 3738 AR F 4k 228 A Z (W T e At . A RGE X 5 RiR 47 B
TEHE . RS AR DL, R ZE RN A 1E 5735 5380 38 00 At A U A5 A2 b 7 20k 34
fifeo OV BTLAS VRN R DRE SR ik it i ik AR 22 5 AR T ar it e,

25 b, 3838 kST 2 3 SOR R g [ S T A5 A W B 6. — 7 T 38 T ST 58 3 ORI BEAT R
PN B I PR R 338 VR AN SR i 2 ) B AR L A ) i R VR R 5 o — T T
T 5 3 DA TA T ] Gk 5 ) 42 HE 125 B R T B8 AL [ AR AL R A7 & o DT Al DLV e A vh
OB FELBRT

ZORTEREIREEXMMIFSHIE

T AL B SRR S 9 E [ N BGR TS NE BRI P A B WU R O 4T
il o W IR BER PO 8 1257 58 32 SO B i M 3 SR AR AR Ak R kS 8 R Tt EX
A SE I BEAE » X AP Sr il e i B IR EBOAR S % W IEA B M JETEBOA . O vk S e F SR
TR RS . B RE B D BT T R R D s AR i = A2 T

(483 See Lon L. Fuller, The Forms and Limits of Adjudication, 92 Harvard Law Review 353, 364 (1978).

(497 See T. R. S. Allan, Common Law Constitutionalism and Freedom of Speech , in J. Beatson &. Y. Cripps
eds., Freedom of Expression and Freedom of Information: Essays in Honour of Sir David Williams, Oxford
University Press, 2000, p.30.

503 T. R. S. Allan, supra note [36], at 55— 61.

513 T. R. S. Allan, supra note (36], at 87.

(52 T. R. S. Allan, supra note (497, at 22.

0530 BUA TR B BRI 2 A BOA THER] £k EA 0 T A SO vl i 2 B SRR 558, 8RR
AWy ok AR (J. A, G. Griffith) .17 1 4 3 (Addam Tomkins) 1 0UREK (Bellamy) 2524 % BUIA 58 21800 2
SEJE T ORGSR B S B A0z A0 i R T R R S 2 T SOR R AR AR IR AR I 5 A SR X
TR, BRSO [3e] WY « a0 CRATIILRNTE ) /NI R A3 e Rk 2016 4R, 56
17—43 T[] A « DIRDK: (BUREBE L RES BN RS £ SCHP ), B RS A D IRt
2014 AFRR, 35 166 B0 ). Ao G R LIRS . GREAZEIL) BRI i, 2R CHI BHIA R IFIR ) 2014 4E55 1 J), 46
275297 W1, RTBUAERIS SEREERBZ S BN CA R BEIE ZEHCR R 7] W7 (3 ] K £
S8 A2—A45 BT, RSO A K LT E A R A 5 108 R 58 1 57 B8, BUR B IR IR ik A B R ie & —F“ B
BEHOC AR JEAM AR MR M AN . 4 A A B AR, T BORTE R BINESE, il 2 W ER . (BUAZE
IR — A E B 0 ), B 4 % R E R E G (P E SR = AR ) (1982—2012) , R B} SRRt AL
2012 4R . 55 88—126 11,

(54 See Thomas Poole, Back to the Future? Unearthing the Theory of Common Law Constitutionalism ,
23 Oxford Journal of Legal Studies 435, 438, 450 (2003).
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THE P,

(—) 8] & & & ag it

FIEZ T AL PERAFE T80T « 2K S O A3 e o A B 3038 3k 57 2 = S IR R 4% » kT
St A ALl ko 28 3 G T RAEAL AT RIRE BRI EIOROL A B S b L ok &4
AEILR R M E PRI BE .

T RFET LA B JEIF 84 -

L YRR P I =J7 i TR - AN REA N T [ A9 Sa 4 PE L AL . AN REW L X RS 5 I
R EEIE L B G O H P E SEA M E I AR OGRS B

2. F) i A T SR B IR T A R T 2 KR DR Bt 2200 2 2 N4 T 38 AN A
ZIeHL IR . AR 2 R PR ZOR — AR X AR A S 30 AL 23R 5 il 42 1 i
FIL I T LIS A ) 0 i — R 90k DO B 2 1F 2R . RAFRVBURIE R —F REEHY
TEAE T B B A SC I BREE 5 R X ISR ICk A P — [ RUHE SR T it 2

3. FE T AR AN [ 4L - VR 3 5K AU T IL [R5 52 A3 UE2E 2 ANk 1R SO0 L e e 1E
SCLIE IR ANE BRPEIFNAE) IR . D 17 sk e ]k RSO A R Rk T PB4 4 . ik B
TERT T 5 | 1A TH ST 4 535 R 5 T AL A SRR A

A, AL A EA R L AR AR AR 1] 58 T IR SCRARAS [, Ll it » w1k e e
A A B 2 ST AR SR AR (A7 BT O I A2t IRl T A T 48 (R 25 ) (R L. —J5 1T FEAS N
JEAH R AL 1), 03 ik e ORI #3018 55 73— 5 T o o T w3 A A A 4 A 1 PR A
CAmERER R BR = RAIGTE INEE A )RS 555 & B AR AR L RAREGE I D RE . 30
RO SR AGE TERR ST P O

(=) s & @by ot

52 T E EHERE 3 A AR I« PUF] (Margaret R. L. L. Kelly) {3 BURIA N -8 75
SLJE 3 SO 55 ) Tk k. N A AT T B R R R B AR 2 T X — T s
Sz P RUTEETH E406 1% (oath of governance) , @ %58 1k if LA IR 2 25 4% &% 00 7D
ST ELAR SR B O i 5 L Rk L AT IS L RO AR . IR AN R K (Sir Matthew
Hale) i 55 “ 8 12 N5 N Z ] 5T 1E SC5 AR 8 3t B . 500 i HL . 3% 3 7R 0 A7 10

0551 Ry TAT SO A SO PP R AT T 28 BRI 73 52 PR B 235 i R[] I 2 RS [m] 2 L, A 2
HEVP R WAL T X =R 2B 58 2 B4 , B UNAT SCER K I BUIA 58 122 0L s FRUAE XA 22 i A AT 28 AL B 2
BN FE DALEZ T8 X 435872 b 1358 7% (constitutional common law) 1 H % {3538 2 (ordinary common law) ,
I H I A A R (G B 5RO AR BT 4 ARk S B vk B il i8R A . See Adrian Vermeule,
Common Law Constitutionalism and the Limits of Reason, 107 Columbia Law Review 1482 (2007).

(561 Thomas Poole, supra note (22], at 142 - 163.

673 BRI - B2 IR (Jeffrey Goldsworthy) [FIFEAE T8 15 37 58 32 SCBATRSE IR Tk B G vk . i
RIS EAASL T, 5K R AN 55 [F) 1 B % 3 vk g 4 T2 B — P L R /Y 9 4F . See Dawn
Oliver, Parliament and the Courts: A Pragmatic Cor Principled) Defence of the Sovereignty of Parliament , in
Alexander Horne, Gavin Drewry and Dawn Oliver eds., Parliament and the Law, Hart Publishing, 2013; Jeffrey
Goldsworthy, supra note [5].

(581 Margaret R. L. L. Kelly, Common Law Constitutionalism -A Different View, The Australian Society for
Legal Philosophy Conference, on 24 June 2006, p.1 - 33.

(593 Sir Matthew Hale, The History and Analysis of the Common Law of England, edited by Charles
M. Gray, Univ. of Chicago Press, 1971, p.39 —40.
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LE TR A B P . R LA A T R .

— 7 AT 38 7 7 7 32 SO0 1 1 S Tk B T kA s ST S s X R e SR 7 #
TIE S E R, B, kA s 2k F A4 22 (Frederic William Maitland) F1 #% ¢ ( Sir
Frederic Pollock) R[] T G 57 38 ¥ 1492 B0 42 o 0 30 vk 119 S i 3 » Bt 26 A R sl ki 1)
R K = AL RO B 2 M AR R ATE R R A AN R e v R AR 2 AR
WRZ G T A I o MR 22 TN Ry 38 38 10 AN S 2ok il e st A P 32 o TR b i X3 o 3k A 2% )7
U TR A B I I 50U % B R A 15 T AR A R R R ), 6L
FESCFER L 8 737 58 32 SO 1 VA SR A A R R O IR Y 2 R RLE Y . BIUR]
TP s 2 (A PV AR A T3l T 7 5 58 1 [ Rt 20 T YRR O IR A R a4

T3 D7 RS IE G T O EBE VR T A GR35 N RS SLJE SO AL
FURE 2 A FE A% B2 vt i DR B N 5 CRl 8 BT J o 5 R L o 8% 4 K LA
KR IE A SR EE T, R EE RS S RREEARA N F ) —2. B2
TIE R kB — 1, M2 5 R 0 AT B S R A A 7 Ak 0 L2 X 1 3 2 AR e 1
MRk, MREF R 5 ARZE LA T B A0 51801 81T, SLIE R 7E R
NHERTTERIRE THIRNE S . RN B S EWEX AR &S, ARG S 538 1
Pk 5INAT VAR i 2 A 15 AP B

FUFI I B 200 hr 5w i (Bracton) 1 EAOWL G 46K T #A% G5 seifd“ EAEL T BUAR LS. B
“HE EAEATAT AN Z b ARTE BRI R B O A RO R, S AR I S
FA I W HE T S8 AR 4515 HAZ 2R TEHEA 738 X0 A 1 45 i TE SCRITACR] AR 4 B
B AR,

JIT LA s 3838 12 DA A 3L W8 B A N R B 02 5N 2 R =10 A 5
JER BB 385 58 3 G VR R i RS K AE AU A .

(=) AJE &8Pt

A T2 LT LU e fl 4 o C. 3 iz % 3% 3% 1 (Andrew C. Spiropoulos) X , 22 i 1535 8
oL 5 A —Fh IR AR R TIEEP A AR SRR £ SRS — 40 Mt
PPAE 38 7 37 5 = SRR v 32 30 5 B T A% G038 38 125 FEVAEDN BTG S5 A X 43 s 83538 7 IR
] FIE R, O BRI 2  SE AR N Ry DR B0 A SRR Ty TR A AN 2 Ay ] R
BT A

AR R 15 AT DA IS 2 (e A S B, 20 e 4 53 7 3 56 3 S A B AR e 5 E

601 [E] F. W, HgHE2% . (DO 2B BOE . MRE 22 % 0 S0 ARL0ME 8 v [ B0 2 i A 2010 AL 56
16 vt

(613 Sir Frederick Pollock & F. W. Maitland, The History of English Law before the Time of Edward I,
Cambridge University Press, 1895, p.38.

(623 George E. Woodbine ed., Bracton on Laws and Customs of England , Harvard University Press, 1968,
Vol.2, p.33.

(63 See Margaret R. L. L. Kelly, Common Law Constitutionalism and the QOath of Governance: An
Hieroglyphic of the Laws, 28 Mississippi College Law Review 121, 121 - 180 (2008).

(64) See Andrew C. Spiropoulos, Just Not Who We Are: A Critique of Common Law Constitutionalism ,
54 Villanova Law Review 181, 181 — 245 (2009). f AR5 s 3C# 222X 56 [ 38 4 7. 58 T SCAHEPE (AT
TS A G 0 1 A R R R B O TR v A (R AT LA P T X 9 ] g3 72 7. 28 ST
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PALGE T XWIRRE L R A 2 B AT LA A e o 00 20 1) 45 e A S B DA R i A A IE 2 e, ©6
J& & ERBRAR LA S KA R A SRR R E AR T Y RSB, L A A T R
AL G 32 3

— 5T A BN B TS5 4 2 A L R A S B RN A L g ik AR, (S
53530 1 TR TR TR TR I 2452 Al RN I AR S A IE SO A TR A 22 o Y
R IANGE O AP AE A . BREAL G 32 SUR B AR AN Z 0 T R sl . i HL 2 W3R w17k A B
BUE 5— 7T BREAE G U E TR F AR R BN RIER. BURCR EBUA 0BRSS BOR 7]
DA 3 A IE AR AR AR Y X IE S EE AR B BUA I FE . 50 S RIS 5 1 R B AAF
PRy AL R A R el 2, O A R

TiHh BB ST BT IR E Y B R 3 S S HOIT SR AL 4 3 SCRE IR bR 1S 3 58 1 R AR
VR S5 5758 8 SO R BERUE A4 1 55 [E 5 A — 3 U 1) S T AS 2 %o 8 L ASCAR 38 7 114
Bhakrk ., BARIE U A R IR AN SR 3 [ A i SEAR A i — A PR R 3 [ S £
FEAth, S LA A W IR A | A s Al S AR s 85 A 3 7R 55D T R X Rl B A A

JIT LA o 38308 9 3728 3 SR 24 [ U 381038 508 5 A9 45 B0 D o o8 32 AL — o e X A 35 T4
I BE 5t 3 58 P BORI R W XA A SOAR g R . (EUE: L Bl i Al BB vk B W SOMLRE - 15 e AN g
HATEATCAL

(w) 4, Sl k3R F LR IARR

Bt ot 9 ST 56 2 2 B AL 5 0 BE L 22 3 R KEE I IR 3L « AR 5 - % AR (Evan Fox-
Decent) il 11 % & 5 Z2 AT R B I ME S, JE I LG 578 R 2 R HUAEFATE RIS FESR R (trust
likee) DA TIT ) O 373 25 o 174 S8 7D D) A e 2 2 ol ke e S 55, 67

PR SCA N3 T 5 32 R R S — R RS S AMA E S TR Z M A Bl 7R B RO IA
THEE T« 250598 (Roderick Macdonald) F 1987 4F4 H (19 5C R MEFIE , 8 R HEHIB M h
AR« AU B T (0 B A e e A 2 B P 2SR, A2 A JEAUT S TR A B 25 40
PARR MR Z 2R . BRI AT A LA WA J T A 7 B «

— T T AR S A P A R R O Y 56 R T A R R VR A P AN WE O SR AR
i, AHFENPIRUR] 5 24638 1) L5 AR T HARM OC R Z v DASEBR A 5 AN A R 45 O LAk, DA
AT LA AR e AR B R AR L AR AR AT AU ) AR 55 o — O T AR 06 R e L
MK TBUA TR A AR R W 5 AT 43 ST SR, 5 R AN A TR S RS 56 R TR AR 5 55 1B
B, AFFER R PRI S5 S ST T Al ik d A miAr A . 3R SCHET4E B LR R i — R 51

(65) FTHMALSE £ LHIWESE, 7] L 2% Douglas E. Edlin, Judges and Unjust Laws: Common Law
Constitutionalism and the Foundations of Judicial Review, University of Michigan Press, 2008, F5H#H T A[H]
T T A I A AT I T LR T O T ) 000 6 A T T SR AR 3 S A
FIEAE 8 ST R

(660 See Michael W. McConnell, A Moral Realist Defense of Constitutional Democracy, 64 Chicago-Kent
Law Review 89, 108 (1988).

0671 WA EF RN WA LS FF R FZ B SR RE R, DRSS REZE KT,
See Tamas Gyorfi, Between Common Law Constitutionalism and Procedural Democracy, 33 Oxford Journal of
Legal Studies 317 (2013).

(68)  See Roderick A. Macdonald, On the Administration of Statutes, 12 Queen’s Law Journal 488, 493
(1987).
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LA RO B A5 A L SRV AR T R P 8 TE A AT A SR LA 5 N I Z T 8 56 2R 1 BT
gﬁrgo 697

KA IE 1805 28 1 R B HEZN b0 1 Rk 2 b kB R iR . — i i,
TREREE N AIE HEBRAT RSB O EL A% s 53— 5 T 250835 0 3 57 98 8 U7 ik g A K
FMGEBENE N 22 BB ARRF- 5 1977 [ F A2 0T K« [T EE B JE 14 A (i E SR G 1R AL

LR L ik s A ka7 58 T SR RO B o W A JE T SR Tk S A B M ELS
TIRE L AR i S TE AR A5 ] R O TR P IR A i Gk, FLE 1 ] R A v Y
S Z2 B, TSRS R EACBIE LTI A KB AR S 1 Wik 78 E USRI B URK

M. S AMEEFE: EHF[FTW2ENFEBHX A

W3 5 57 2 A A SRR A S B e A T T ARG 1Y 1E 2 M TR A B S8 AR I 1 Jr o
SR PRI, LA R G bd Ao G E S R T DU S A G A AR, 700 X ik ST 5E S SRt
PEHG T RIS 0 B8 DA S B A B . SRl L E R R S e R A
7 A VTG B A e [ ) JE i SE e A TR

(—) HAEFEAA G R

RS2 2 1 UL AR AR PR B A A SR 3 S BRI E AR 1A EA A TR Bk i
LGN W ST IR HAT Foe i TR B AT BOPL I AR BE T S AT IS B B 7Y (R X F B — 1y
PR A TC T4 348 300 DY AR B [ R v S R AR T . A 9 o7 2 T SR R X R — o R BV
BRI AT UM AT B A7 DRSS RS S B i A ST 2 R L Z R E R

— 7 T 3B AT 48 5 | SE TR 5 e R o vk A R S B s BR A sl ik ar 1 AL

Ho— ik e i A 3 P T D0 O 380 2 7 480 A9 6 ZE IR BURT 0 A B . B R 2 1 H (Lord
Hoffmann) 78 B 31 4 (Regina) Z& HXf s 1 S IS HE 1 5 W BT 19 D3R = 45 Y2 e it ) o Ak 2 L 2
OREARIL T VR i oy s JF 45 32 CRr 51 & 09D BOA A M s BEAS BRI S RE B 8 4 5 35 B 19 48 1) BT =
oo R E WA 5 A BRI AHAE 19 W 1 19 32 38 Cexpress language) DL K b SR 1 B & 2 L
(necessary implication) [ 1§ &0 T » ¥ Be (B a2 BRI 55 28 58 14 37 325 18 1) 0 0 24 32 31 58 A AUH] 1)
Y

H, AIA SR R Bt SE VA MR VA A A A Y X, 1972 AR (IR AR 7L ) L 1998 AR AL
BOSFEHEART BRI 1 % 1k B SE A PR B AN W) T @ ik A AL B B T 3
FEARBIBOR] MARZAS E52mm T HEBEZ AR R o (RPN AL 29) R AR KRR B |2 X
AR TRINE A28 50 R » CANBGE )P 72 B L 2444 B 5 8 24— 3500 O Ui g e A,

(693 See Evan Fox-Decent, Democratizing Common Law Constitutionalism , 55 McGill Law Journal 511,
511-528 (2010).

(70 See T. R. S. Allan, The Sovereignty of Law: Freedom, Constitution and Common Law, Oxford
University Press, 2013, p.5.

(713 See Joffrey Jowell, The Rule of Law, in Jeffrey Jowell and Colm O’Cinneide eds., The Changing
Constitution, Oxford University Press, 2019, p.3-7.

(720 ZABHIFLAZYZE R « $12% (Joseph Raz) AR A HILUE T2 SCEAUBOCT IR I T B E , 20 SR
(B TE 2, Tk oy m s S R AL LR 4R 51 . WLHITEC200, 34845, 55 2937 T,

(73] Regina v. Secretary of State for the Home Department, ex parte Simms [2000] 2 AC 115.
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WS e b I B 4 22 S RO ARG BE R TR, ©7 1972 AR R AR ) J2 R 125 R ] [
PN 2 TR R 457 T DR A o e ] 50 1 B B A DA 0 P A ) PN A 388, 1k B AT D B R A T AH O
MIRRER S . AR 2020 4F 1 H 31 H gl IE BN (H 2 MR 25 28 LA S B e A 00 DU 7 =2 i
{183 ST SR A 3 ] 3 I8 S0 4 o i AR I KR PR AL T O B8 1) D S vt 2 R 8 A 2

T35 T ARG S Y B0 T 3 B e 1802 1Y 1 46 2 B Ry ik B AR 2 PRAT I 2 S i . AR S
# + L. #(Alison L. Young) ZH2 MWLA » 78 15 il S 2B B A AR A LA X 5 B ek AL i =
TR AR 3 B S sE A,

KT R » AL ] e AR & e oK JE 58 (Anisminic) 28 H5%“HERR 253K (ouster clause) [
PR P TR s BAE TS 23 ST 0012 B 1 w6 A AR AL {2 . FEIZZE Y, 1950 AECAME s A2 ) B B R
“ | SN A2 B SR AT AT I A2 R I AU DR I B AN R A, 70 (DR B BEE IR Ay ik
BE AN BE HT A1 (1R I 225 51 s AEAR RS L 2 N AR R T AT AT, 35 32 R R A A AN & LA A5
PRE S I LA BEAA A 2 I 425 01 2 B TR AL 1 A R AR T A 1 AR A e . BRI e IRk A
U AR R (R IR T A M B ™At (1)1 P e 4 B HEBR 2R TR IR S R 530007

KT a3 LB s 04912 125 B 7 B Bt D v 8 T R R B 2 ANl s = e Al o A 0o 18 25
FAIARAPRE . AZS 5 b (Jackson) 22 Ry f4i] 37 28 L B (Lord Steyn) 48 3, “7E A e 1, 8T
KFWEE LML EAG BB W E PSR R E B RN — B, e ik
AR A o O B B T X S U oo o T D 92 A O B P — e PR ER B BRI bR R B Sl —
AN B R BE P BEANAS AN 5 TR 2 5 R Ik AR AR B R IS AR IE R E” . BIRILE
(Baroness Hale) TA ki B 23 3 vk B e 450 R 2R o AEE b AR AR S 25 B B 2 BUA FI A AE |
) AR T Y. B2 E (Lord Hope) [RIFES E BiBE A RESH AL » 32 7K 25 BegiA T A 3R 2 0
B S el DL ST IR AR R 2R L T JE ok B R B AE AR A F] (AXA General Insurance) € 1
&5 T HE AR S ifh Z B 22 L e I A Al X6 3K v ST 28 T SRR S e TE. B P (Lord
Reed) B e B i v w1 A o B T vk v 25 3 B S BRI 2 B8 AT DS 5 22 e s i AT
A, 780 B AR — SO B 7R B BE R UL Hh R 0 0T 5 3 v S 5 TR S R R I Az (E R R I
FEAREIE R A A o g 0wl R0 L TC i DA 18325 e 8 R

25 RTIR EBE I T8 D BEAS R BR T 0 I 25 T TR 6 51 5 I SR 52 B S8 HE AOR 1 R 1 (HL
SRR A YE ] S AR B IEAN A . 5 1 87 2 32 SO H BRRS TS G SEUE S AN 2 s R SR
R S s X0 3 38 ST 5 e TR EE W AN o T A Ry i o A R A i 1 O U4 DR, B
PR 2 e 5 ISy EAEE o AW REAR S B B W L FER N E R 6. FrlL, %@
758 32 SO AR SRR R 1A R LA BR .

(74 EARBRUN AR 56 Y 40 e Xt 3 [ 32 e A V6 A 0 29 5 07, HUR B Y B 48 A 5 13l I (take into
account) , L2 5 [ 7 Bf 22 385 HE U A Be 1) 6] 32808 B A5 IR I “ SR AR R )7 o 3k — JE Ut 4 BOAS 72
A L HEIT A Ee2i D R 5 E I BE B 24 & A DG A AR I AR L R BB AR L I L 55 BRIN B B 19 i B TR 1
X% . See Lord Irvine of Lairg, A British Interpretation of Convention Rights, Public Law 237 (2012).

75 XFiFE - L BB WS 5Bz B0 E 0 W28 58 1 il # (constitutional counter-
balance) 5 %€ ¥ )} /E (constitutional collaboration), See Alison L. Young, Democratic Dialogue and the
Constitution , Oxford University Press, 2017,

(763 Anisminic Ltd v. Foreign Compensation Commission [ 1969 ] 2 WLR 163,

(773 Jackson and others v. Attorney General [2006] 1 AC 262.

(781 AXA General Insurance v. The Lord Advocate [20127] 1 AC 868.
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(=) a)ERF G HBAE =

R T RS S8 SRS EA L R B SO BOR T BFI T & B RO IR 6 28 T 1Y B
SeHNIYT” (Hercules) » DA AT R 5T 1 7 2k s R . (HORFE R SE B vy, 1 B i e i AN U
BT 08 58 S ) e SE AR ) 5C B B 2202 1 H S SR P I 4K Ccontext) 175 5 DAGEFFIN 2 T 4L
SR Z -,

BPETE DS e i) o v HIE B 2k i 3 I 1) L v Be 0 A 28 X0 1% ~F 5 5 B9 B AR AL AU % &
FIVE R (access to justice) AR . AH I - 16 B A 8 2k AF ELAAR A 3 A R e AR A i D)o P 1) 1
358 Z2 1) (R T o 38 T X6 37 3 WL DG AT BBOMIL DG B2 B i sl B 53 1 s ol 507 LU B B FA A 41
(Privacy Internationa) &M, SUHIH kB 5 L URIEBEARBCE T 15 % Je Ik JE 72 Rk SR A1 I 1)
i, 5K 28 TP R A AN 7 14 BE (Investigatory Powers Tribunal) [ E A 2wl A&, BIR EIF
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Abstract The rise of common law constitutionalism aims to respond to the real challenges faced
by parliamentary sovereignty, to break the impasse in the debate over the principle of ultra vires,
and to reorient the relationship between parliamentary sovereignty and the principle of the rule of
law. Inheriting the traditional common law theory of Coke and Dicey on the one hand, and
developing the liberalism theory of Dworkin and Fuller on the other, common law
constitutionalism seeks to reconstruct the legitimacy of the court’s constitutional role and shape
the court as a platform for communal moral discourse. Its theoretical claims were challenged from
three perspectives: judicial, historical and essential, and subsequent theoretical revisions were
unsuccessful. Compared with the constitutional picture of contemporary Britain, common law
constitutionalism, while compensating for the shortcomings of legal positivism, deviates from
the contextualized legal practice of judicial decisions and disrupts the balance of power embedded
in Britain’s unwritten constitution. As a normative theory, the interpretation and construction of
common law constitutionalism, while inadequate, is a courageous attempt to explain the
pluralistic orientation of the English Constitution.

Keywords Common Law Constitutionalism, Parliamentary Sovereignty, Rule of Law, Common Law
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