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Disputes between constitutional powers
raised by individual MPs

The unceasing erosion of the traditional political party system, the recurring
changes in the parliamentary legal order, the persistent uncertainties in the re-
lations between political forces, the radicalization of positions fueled by social
media, and the growing juridification of collective life itself, have magnified the
potentials of an original institution, that of the constitutional disputes between
branches of Government, which the Constituent Assembly wittingly introduced
in article 134 of the Constitution.

During the Republic’s first decades this instrument did not find significant
application, but since the 1970s its innovative and experimental character has
continuously led to new groundbreaking applications, up to the “point of no
return” marked by the Constitutional Court ordinance n. 17 of 2019, that rec-
ognized the legitimacy of individual MPs to stand in disputes between consti-
tutional powers.

The resulting configuration of the Parliament, as a complex power, and to some
extent as a “quasi” dispersed power, can be considered as a non-inconsistent
development, albeit not foregone, with respect to the preceding constitutional
case law, which had already in the past admitted individual Chambers, parlia-
mentary inquiry bodies, and some bicameral committees, to stand autonomous-
ly in constitutional disputes.

After the “mother” ruling of 2019, about twenty lawsuits for conflict between
constitutional powers have been filed by individual parliamentarians, all de-
fined by preliminary rulings of inadmissibility concerning objective elements
(lack of “constitutional tone”). It will be the future experience to demonstrate
whether the parliamentary system holds up with respect to the admission of this
new instrument.



