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(2013) notes that the U.S., the U.K., and France “vacillate between the two models, but 
they are more sensitive to due process issues [while China and Saudi Arabia] favor the 
crime control model and often show little regard for the due process model” (p. 15).

One way of attempting to operationalize or measure the degree to which a society has a 
due process versus a crime control model is the degree to which a country respects the 
ideals of democracy. Although the United Kingdom has the highest democracy score, 
the United States is arguably the closest to a pure due process model of criminal law, 
and Saudi Arabia is the closest to a pure crime control model. The numbers beneath the 
respective flags represent each county’s democracy score on a scale of 1 to 10, according 
to the Economist Intelligence Unit (2016). This score is based on 63 different factors, 
such as public political participation and respect for civil rights, and their scores support 
our placement of countries on the figure. On a world scale, the United Kingdom does not 
occupy the top spot, nor does Saudi Arabia occupy the bottom place. Norway had the 
highest democracy score (9.80), and North Korea had the lowest (1.08). In our estima-
tion, the French system probably represents the “right” balance between the rights of the 
accused (due process) and the protection of society (crime control); others may disagree.

  THE UNITED KINGDOM AND  
THE COMMON-LAW SYSTEM
The U.K. is a constitutional monarchy ruled by a democratically elected parliament. 
Although it is a unitary rather than a federal state, it consists of three countries (England, 
Scotland, and Wales, plus Northern Ireland) and has three separate criminal justice sys-
tems (England and Wales, Scotland, and Northern Ireland) that differ in a number of 
ways. We concentrate only on England and Wales, the largest of the three. It is primarily 
a due process system but not to the extent that the United States is. For instance, it has 
never embraced anything like the exclusionary rule, believing that evidence is evidence 
and that other remedies for police misconduct are available. In 2004, the correctional 
systems of England and Wales were placed under a single umbrella in the form of the 
National Offender Management Service (NOMS). NOMS now combines what were for-
merly the National Probation Service and Her Majesty’s Prison Service.

FIGURE 20.1    �Situating Countries on the  
Due Process–Crime Control Continuum

Source: Based on data from the Economist Intelligence Unit (2016).
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