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EMENTA
This course will explore constitutional law through a comparative lens. We will discuss how
different constitutional democracies grapple with concepts of separation of powers, federalism,
judicial review, human dignity and social rights, among others. Special focus will lie on how these
concerns intersect with the fashioning of identities and communities, and on how constitutional
law can only be truly understood as existing in a normative universe that integrates history, culture
and institutions.
OBJETIVOS GERAIS
Constitutional law will be analyzed in its different dimensions of (i) a theoretical form of
legitimating power, (ii) a product of a specific political history and culture, and (iii) a normative
framework that constitutes and regulates political institutions.
OBJETIVOS ESPECÍFICOS
The course has two purposes: first, to introduce students to the relevant topics in comparative
constitutional law; and second, through comparison of the experiences of different constitutional
democracies, to encourage critical thinking about fundamental issues regarding constitutional law
and theory. The division of the program in two parts reflects these two fundamental concerns.
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