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Abgtract : In execution of the Congtitution, investigation for violation of the Congtitution differentiate
from congtitutional litigation in termsof mechanism. For there is difficulties in supervisng Constitution
execution by investigation for violation of the Congtitution, according to the theory of the diff erences be-
tween investigation for violation of the Congtitution and constitutional litigation, the right to investiga
tion for violation of the Constitution is still executed by the Standing Committee of the People’ s
Congress, opening a new road for the legalization of the Chinese Congtitution. While the congtitutiona
litigation is executed by the Supreme Court.

Key words: the Congtitution ;legalization ;execution of the Congitution;investigation for violation of the
Congtitution;Congitutiond ; litigation
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