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A comparative studies on the judicial review of the malapportionment in the
legislative elections between Japan and Korea
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11 one person, one value

This study makes a comgarative analysis of the judicial review of the
malapportionment in the legislative elections between Japan and Korea by putting the judiciary in
strategic interactions with the legislature and "we, the people." Both the Supreme Court of Japan
and the Constitutional Court of Korea have shown a posture of dialogue with their respective
legislatures not by declaring the electoral act unconstitutional, but by leaving room for revising
the act by the legislature itself. In return, the bicameral National Diet of Japan and Korean
National Assembly responded with minor revisions such as the redistricting in the cases of the House
of Representatives (Shugiin) and Korean legislative elections, and the merging of prefecture-based
constituencies in the case of the House of Councillors (San%iin) elections. Not only legislators”
but voters® preferences are divergent in the relative significance of the "one person, one value"
principle over "representative of local interests.”
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