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The Enforcement of Chinese Constitution about
Hong Kong Issue by the NPC and Its Standing Committee

Based on the Sample of 33 Normative Documents
SUN Cheng
( Center for Basic Laws of HK and Macau SAR  Shenzhen University Shenzhen 518060 China)

Abstract: Because of the mixture of legal and political arguments the enforcement of Chinese
Constitution about Hong Kong issue is regarded as a constant difficulty in the Basic Law research. Through
analyzing Normative Documents related to Hong Kong passed by the NPC and its standing committee it is
revealed that the NPC and its standing committee has enforced Chinese Constitution in at least 33 of them
which involve ratifying Sino-British Joint Declaration establishing new constitutional order handling political
reform controversy exercising the power of legal interpretation and establishing the leased land under the
management of SAR. Enforcement of Chinese Constitution about Hong Kong issue is obviously a reality rather
than imagination but the mode of enforcement has limitation which concerns with the legal concept of
academia and political objective of the Central Government. As Hong Kong Basic Law is gradually
constitutionalized by HK court discussion on the principle of enforcement of Constitution not only could clarify
the status of Chinese Constitution in HK constitutional framework but also could promote national identity in
Hong Kong.

Keywords: enforcement of the Constitution; HK constitutional framework; the relationship between

Chinese Constitution and Basic Law; constitutional practice



