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The study of political science, particularly within the domain of comparative government, necessitates a rigorous 

examination of the distinctions between authority and power. While these terms are frequently utilized

interchangeably in colloquial discourse, their technical definitions and operational mechanics within sovereign

states are distinct. Authority refers to the recognized, legitimate right to rule, often codified in constitutions or

established through tradition. Power, conversely, is the capacity to influence or compel behavior, regardless of the

underlying legal right. This article provides a technical deconstruction of how these forces manifest within six core

countries that serve as archetypes in global political studies: Great Britain (the United Kingdom), China, Russia,

Mexico, Iran, and Nigeria.

The Theoretical Foundation: Wallerstein and Weber

World Systems Theory and the 'Core' Concept

To understand the systemic positioning of these nations, we must first address Immanuel Wallerstein's World 

Systems Theory . Wallerstein posits a macro-scale approach to world history and social change, suggesting that 

the world economic system is divided into core, semi-periphery, and periphery countries. Core countriesare

characterized by high levels of industrialization, technological advancement, and a disproportionate share of global

wealth and military power. These nations exert significant influence over international trade and financial

institutions, such as the World Trade Organization (WTO) and the United Nations Security Council. In this analysis,

while some of the six countries mentioned may technically occupy semi-peripheral roles in purely economic terms

(e.g., Nigeria or Mexico), they function as 'core' case studies for comparative political analysis due to their regional

dominance and unique institutional structures.

Weberian Typologies of Authority

The legitimacy of these states is often categorized using Max Weber’s tripartite classification of authority:

•  Rational-Legal Authority: Legitimacy derived from a system of institutionalized rules and laws. This is the 

primary driver in systems like the United Kingdom and Mexico.

•  Traditional Authority: Legitimacy rooted in long-standing customs and the historical right of a lineage to rule. 

We see remnants of this in the British Monarchy and theocratic elements in Iran.

•  Charismatic Authority: Legitimacy based on the exceptional personal qualities of an individual leader. This 

often plays a role in the political stability of nations like Russia or historical periods in China.

Comparative Executive Structures: Head of State vs. Head of Government

A fundamental metric in analyzing authority is the separation or fusion of the Head of State (the symbolic 

representative of the people) and the Head of Government(the individual responsible for the day-to-day

administration of the state). The following technical breakdown explores how these roles are distributed across the

six core countries.



1. Great Britain (The United Kingdom)

The UK operates under a Constitutional Monarchy and a Parliamentary System. The authority is technically

vested in the Crown, but the power resides in the Parliament. This is known as the 'Westminster Model'.

•  Head of State: The Monarch (currently King Charles III). The role is largely ceremonial, providing a sense of 

national continuity and traditional legitimacy.

•  Head of Government: The Prime Minister. The PM is the leader of the majority party in the House of 

Commons and exercises substantial executive power through the Cabinet.

•  Mechanism: Fused powers. The executive branch is a subset of the legislative branch.

2. The People's Republic of China (PRC)

China is a Single-Party Authoritarian Statewhere the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) holds a monopoly on

political power. The structure is characterized by parallel hierarchies between the State and the Party.

•  Head of State: The President of the PRC. While historically ceremonial, the office has gained immense power 

when held concurrently with Party leadership.

•  Head of Government: The Premier of the State Council. The Premier oversees the bureaucracy and 

implementation of national policy.

•  Mechanism: The General Secretary of the CCP is the true locus of authority, usually holding the Presidency 

and the Chairmanship of the Central Military Commission.

3. The Russian Federation

Russia utilizes a Semi-Presidential System, though in practice, it leans heavily toward 'hyper-presidentialism'

depending on the incumbent.

•  Head of State: The President. The President holds the primary authority over foreign policy, security, and the 

ability to issue decrees with the force of law.

•  Head of Government: The Prime Minister (Chairman of the Government). The PM focuses on economic policy 

and reports to both the President and the State Duma.

•  Mechanism: Under the 1993 Constitution, the President exerts dominant control over the 'Power 

Ministries' (Defense, Interior, Intelligence).

4. The United Mexican States

Mexico is a Federal Presidential Republic. For much of the 20th century, it was a dominant-party system under

the PRI, but it has transitioned toward a more competitive democracy.

•  Head of State &amp; Head of Government: The President. These roles are fused in a single office.

•  Mechanism: The President is elected for a single six-year term (the sexenio). The prohibition on reelection is a 

core constitutional principle designed to prevent the return of dictatorship.

5. The Islamic Republic of Iran

Iran is a unique Theocratic-Republic Hybrid. Its system is built on the principle of Velayat-e Faqih(Guardianship

of the Jurist).

6. The Federal Republic of Nigeria

Nigeria follows a Federal Presidential Systemmodeled after the United States, designed to manage the country's

immense ethnic and religious diversity.

•  Head of State &amp; Head of Government: The President. Like Mexico, the roles are fused.

•  Mechanism: To ensure national legitimacy, the President must win a plurality of the national vote and at least 



25% of the vote in two-thirds of the states.

Structural Comparison Matrix

The following table provides a technical side-by-side comparison of the institutional frameworks and sources of

authority within the six core countries.



Country Political System Head of State Head of 
Government

Primary Source of 
Legitimacy

United Kingdom Parliamentary 
Democracy

Monarch 
(Ceremonial)

Prime Minister Rational-Legal 
&amp; Tradition

China Authoritarian Party-
State

President (CCP 
Gen. Sec)

Premier Performance-based 
&amp; Ideology

Russia Semi-Presidential President Prime Minister Rational-Legal 
&amp; Charismatic

Mexico Presidential President President Rational-Legal 
(Constitution)

Iran Theocratic Republic Supreme Leader President Religious (Divine) 
&amp; Charismatic

Nigeria Presidential President President Rational-Legal 
&amp; Federalism

Legitimacy and Political Stability: A Technical Analysis

Legitimacy is the invisible infrastructure that supports authority. Without legitimacy, power must be maintained

through coercion, which is resource-intensive and prone to failure. In our six core countries, legitimacy is derived

through various mechanisms.

Constitutionalism and Rule of Law

In the United Kingdom and Mexico, legitimacy is largely procedural. As long as the government follows

established legal paths, the public generally accepts the authority of the state. In Mexico, the 1917 Constitution is a

revolutionary symbol that provides a stable framework for power transitions. In the UK, the 'unwritten' constitution,

consisting of statutes, common law, and conventions, relies on centuries of stable practice.

Ideological and Performance Legitimacy

China presents a case of performance-based legitimacy. The CCP’s authority is tied to its ability to deliver 

economic growth and national rejuvenation. As long as the state achieves these technical benchmarks, the 

'Mandate of Heaven' (translated into modern political terms) remains intact. Russiasimilarly utilizes nationalist

narratives and economic stabilization (particularly in the early 2000s) to bolster the charismatic authority of the

executive.

Religious and Divine Mandate

Iranis the outlier, where the highest authority is derived from God, as interpreted by the Shia clergy. This divine

mandate is supplemented by democratic elections for the Presidency and the Majlis (Parliament), but the religious

authority remains supreme. This creates a 'dual sovereignty' that can lead to significant internal friction during times

of social unrest.

Membership in International Organizations

The authority of a state is not only internal but is also recognized through its participation in global regimes. These



memberships often require a state to surrender small portions of its sovereignty in exchange for collective power or

economic benefit.

•  The United Nations: All six countries are members. China and the UK (as well as Russia) hold permanent 

seats on the Security Council, granting them veto power and enormous global authority.

•  World Trade Organization (WTO): Membership signifies an adherence to global capitalist norms. China’s entry 

in 2001 was a pivotal moment in global economic history, signaling its transition to a core economic power.

•  Regional Blocs: The UK’s exit from the European Union (Brexit) represents a significant shift in its authority, 

moving from a regional integration model back toward a more independent, albeit isolated, sovereign model. 

Nigeria’s leadership in ECOWAS and Mexico’s role in USMCA further demonstrate how regional authority is 

leveraged.

Procedural Implementation: Assessing Country Status

When evaluating the authority of these core countries, researchers typically follow a four-step diagnostic procedure:

1.  Identify the Constitutional Framework: Determine if the state is unitary or federal. (e.g., China is unitary, 

Nigeria is federal).

2.  Analyze the Executive-Legislative Relationship: Is it fused (UK) or separated (Mexico, Nigeria)?

3.  Measure the Scope of Judicial Review: Does a high court have the authority to overturn executive actions? In 

the UK, Parliamentary Sovereignty limits this; in Nigeria and Mexico, the courts have theoretical power but varying 

levels of actual independence.

4.  Evaluate the Bureaucracy: To what extent is the civil service professionalized vs. patron-based? Nigeria and 

Russia often struggle with 'prebendalism' or clientelism, which can erode rational-legal authority.

Case Study: Nigeria and the Challenges of Federalism

Nigeria offers a compelling case study on the limits of rational-legal authority. Despite having a constitution 

modeled after the United States, Nigeria faces challenges from cross-cutting cleavages(ethnic, religious, and

regional divisions). The authority of the central government in Abuja is frequently contested by local movements

and insurgencies (e.g., Boko Haram in the North, MEND in the Delta). To maintain power, the Nigerian state utilizes

a 'federal character' principle—a quota system for government appointments—designed to ensure that no single

ethnic group dominates. This is a technical solution to a social problem, attempting to engineer legitimacy through

representation.

Technical Summary of Power Dynamics

The interplay between authority and power in these six countries reveals that there is no singular path to political

stability. The United Kingdom relies on deep-seated institutional habits; China on economic output and party

control; Russia on a strong executive persona; Mexico on constitutional limits and party competition; Iran on

religious hierarchy; and Nigeria on the delicate balancing of a pluralistic society.

Understanding these systems requires more than just knowing the names of the leaders; it requires a technical 

grasp of the mechanisms of accountability, the sources of legitimacy, and the structural constraintsplaced

upon the executive. As the global landscape shifts—with the rise of digital authoritarianism, changes in global trade

alliances, and the pressures of climate change—these core countries will continue to adapt their systems of

authority to maintain their power on the world stage. For the technical observer, the evolution of these charts and

frameworks provides the key to predicting future geopolitical shifts and the resilience of the nation-state model in

the 21st century.
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