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“ Bingham, T., 2010, The Rule of Law, Penguin Books, pp. 91-2.

« Russell, P. H., 2001, “Toward a General Theory of Judicial Independence”, Tu Judicial Independence in the
Age of Democracy: Critical Perspectives from Around the World (Constitutionalism and Democracy),
Russell, P. H., and O'Brien, D. M. (eds), University of Virginia Press, p. 3.

¢ Smilov, D., 2012, “The Judiciary: The Least Dangerous Branch?”, 1u The Oxford Handbook of Comparative
Constitutional Law, Rosenfeld, M., and Sajo, A., Oxford University Press, p. 864.

° Barak, A., 2006, The Judge in A Democracy, Princeton University Press, p. 76.

“ Macdonald, R. A, and Kong, H., 2012, “Judicial Independence as a Constitutional Virtue” Tu Rosenfeld, M., and
Sajo, A. (eds), The Oxford Handbook of Comparative Constitutional Law, Oxford University Press, p. 833.

s Jackson, V. C, 2012, “Judicial Independence: Structure, Context, Attitude”, Tu Maller, F. L., wazAg, Judicial
Independence in Transition, Springer, p. 21-2.

* IU%WQ Mollers, C., 2013, The Three Branches: A Comparative Model of Separation of Powers, Oxford
University Press, pp. 89-96.

”® < http://www.ohchr.org/EN/Professionalinterest/Pages/IndependenceJudiciary.aspx > [2017, October 8].
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® <https://www.un.org/ruleoflaw/blog/document/the-bangalore-principles-of-judicial-conduct/> [2017, October
9.

e <ap.ohchr.org/documents/E/CHR/resolutions/E-CN_4-RES-2004-33.doc> [2017, October 9].

" Cumaraswamy, P., 1995, Report of the Special Rapporteur: Independence and Impartiality of the
Judiciary, Jurors and Assessors and the Independence of Lawyers, UN Doc E/CN.4/1995/39 P 35 (1995), para.
24. <www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/HRC/.../Documents/A_HRC_35 31 EN.docx> [2017, October 9].

o< German Basic Law, Section 97.

o¢ Spain Constitution, Section 117.

o° Indonesia Constitution, Section 24.

" South Korea Constitution, Section 103.

°% South Africa Constitution, Section 165 (2).

o= Argentina Constitution, Sections 108-115.

e India Constitution, Sections 124-125.

o US Constitution, Article 3, Clause 1.

“° Macdonald, R. A., and Kong, H., 2012, ibid, pp. 842-855.

o Beauregard v. Canada [1986] 2 S.C.R. 56
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o Heuschling, L., 2007, “Why Should Judges Be Independent? : Reflection on Coke, Montesquieu, and the French
Tradition of Judicial Dependence”, Tu Bradley, A. W. uazmeag, Constitutionalism and the Role of Parliaments,
Hart Publishing, pp. 199-223.

¢ Russell, P. H., 2001, ibid, p. 2.

e Macdonald, R. A,, and Kong, H., 2012, ibid, p. 832.

o Cross, F., 2010, “Judicial Independence,” Tu Whittington, K. E. iagany, The Oxford Handbook of Law and
Politics, Oxford University Press, pp. 557-572.
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™ Jackson, V. C., 2012, ibid, pp. 31-6; fR@E19¥U Spain Constitution, Section 177 paras 1 and 2; German Basic
Law, Section 97(2); Korea Constitution, Sections 106 and 112 (3).

™ Fvnnemaansgelsnimssiunimasa@i (life tenure); US Constitution, Article 3, Clause 1.

T RAINNIAALAUNIAT; Canada — Constitution Act 1867, Section 99 (1) Fetinsudludfindnlul a.d. ecbe 3179
9yl37 we T

“ Wy gamsenaunasedlne nSum i’uéuﬂwﬂﬁzmmﬁﬁmqﬂm o U uadmWunsasIvanssann dounduandu
oo U - wszswﬁmﬁﬁﬁmﬁv’qmaﬂﬂﬂsaqLmzi%‘ﬁmimmﬁﬂﬂmaq WA, &, 1031 be (0) UTENDUNIAT ae; FRNINY
ANANNA LS (Judges) & g LLGiQﬁW’mw’lmaﬁm (Justices) wn@as o U — The Court Organization Act 1987, Section
a5 (4) (uAlulae Act No.10861, July. 18, 2011).

“ W fnnulueagissuvedive e a fuiuuvsznuiifionnasu oo U - wisnelydssdeuismensine
AAMNIIADYATIIU WA, bEem, U0 /6 (iadnlul wewo); naN1sAaeRawWsIdY - Constitution of Australia,
Section 72(ii); G}mmiﬂmé’ﬂﬂq% - Judicial Pensions and Retirement Act 1993, Section 26.

“ 1y pannsmadgsssuyalve - 3geTsuyLisvenaNdnsing beso, 1M1 bos («); AAINNSFNALALLI e T
LU,

o $5oIUYIINTITRINANTINg beoo, 1A bow; YiseUsEEIUMAiN NN MEWNTE b Tuavdsaiunisliifionnse
LE 9 Korea Constitution, Section 105 (1).

“ gannsmadgsssuyaviusionsiiu 115t elo U inSuaiiony b U - Federal Constitutional Court Act, Section 4.

© Feoguenmilevouivnidomunanuil dwmsuffauls Wng Federico, D. 1, 2012, “Judicial Accountability and
Conduct: An Overview”, Tu Seibert-Fohr, A. (ed.) Judicial Independence in Transition, Springer, pp. 87-118.
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0¥ A6, woow answerninslafinsufzuma das UK Supreme Court du Tu
sl Iusadanainisyaiin oo ¥ (Law Lords — Lords of Appeal in Ordinary) lu
ANENTTUENNTENSTAIUTEINENIYUNN (Appellate Committee of the House of Lords)
Junanisluaalmi §3e8und1 “Justices of the UK Supreme Court” 1umainisyausn
#ae** Tumamssiudna nsuulassademalagliudsia@nnuuaulimsshumiduma

“ The appendix to Recommendation CM Rec (2010)12 of the Committee of Ministers of the Council of
Europe to member states on judges: independence, efficiency and responsibilities, adopted on 17
November 2010:

“Tenure and irremovability

49. Security of tenure and irremovability are key elements of the independence of judges. Accordingly, judges

should have guaranteed tenure until a mandatory retirement age, where such exists.”

« Ananian-Welsh, R, and Willams, G, 2014, Judicial Independence from the Executive
<http://www.jca.asn.au/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/P62_02_09-Judicial-Independence-from-the-Executive-June-
2014.pdf> [2017, October 8].

o [UK] Constitutional Reform Act 2005, ss. 23-24; Wwag Masterman, R., 2011, The Separation of Powers in the
Contemporary Constitution: Judicial Competence and Independence in the United Kingdom, Cambridge

University Press, pp. 216-8.
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(Measures for the Effective Implementation of the Bangalore Principles of
Judicial Conduct adopted by the Judicial Integrity Group 22 January 2010)
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“ Williams, J. M., 2001, “Judicial Independence in Australia” Tu Judicial Independence in the Age of
Democracy: Critical Perspectives from Around the World (Constitutionalism and Democracy), Russell, P.
H., and O'Brien, D. M. (eds), University of Virginia Press, pp. 182-3.

€ German Basic Law, Section 97 (2): “... In the event of changes in the structure of courts or in their districts,

judges may be transferred to another court or removed from office, provided they retain their full salary”

 Turkish Constitution, Section 193: “Judges and public prosecutors shall not be dismissed, or retired before the
age prescribed by the Constitution; nor shall they be deprived of their salaries, allowances or other rights relating

to their status, even as a result of the abolition of court or post.”

€ «16.3 The abolition of a court of which a judge is a member should not be accepted as a reason or an

occasion for the removal of the judge. Where a court is abolished or restructured, all existing members of that

court should be re-appointed to its replacement or appointed to another judicial office of equivalent status and

tenure. Where there is no such judicial office of equivalent status or tenure, the judge concerned should be
provided with full compensation for loss of office.”
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(Independence of Individual judges)ﬁ

<http://www.judicialintegritygroup.org/measures-for-the-effective-implementation-of-the-bangalore-principles-of-
judicial-conduct> [2017, September 20].

[cC

29. The abolition of the court of which a judge is a member must not be accepted as a reason or an occasion

for the removal of a judge. Where a court is abolished or restructured, all existing members of the court must be

reappointed to its replacement or appointed to another judicial office of equivalent status and tenure. Members

of the court for whom no alternative position can be found must be fully compensated.”

<https://www.hurights.or.jp/archives/other_documents/section1/1995/08/beijing-statement-of-principles-of-the-
independence-of-the-judiciary-in-the-lawasia-region-beijing-1.ntm(> [2017, September 20].

il Lmaﬂmiiﬂ{]ﬁﬁ'ﬂﬁ f:fﬂﬁ’l%uiﬂﬂﬂfjm NGOs e Law Association for Asia and the Pacific and the Asia-
Pacific Human Rights Information Center (a civil society group located in Osaka, Japan) 195Un1581984 (cited) wiang
dflunenuresiidemnyfiavanuszrmiuaslugliofdnviilag International Commission of Jurists n#ae

““420. (b) In_case of legislation reorganising courts, judges serving in these courts shall not be affected except

for their transfer to another court of the same status”.
<https://www.icj.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/10/I1BA_Resolutions_Minimum_Standards_of Judicial_
Independence 1982.pdf> [2017, September 20].

“* Smilov, D., 2012, ibid, p. 19.
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“ “Article 8. Security of office

A judge cannot be transferred, suspended or removed from office unless it is provided for by law and
then only by decision in the proper disciplinary procedure.

A judge must be appointed for life or for such other period and conditions, that the judicial
independence is not endangered.

Any change to the judicial obligatory retirement age must not have retroactive effect.”
<http://www.iaj-uim.org/universal-charter-of-the-judges/> [2017, September 20].
420, (a) Legislation introducing changes in the terms and conditions of judicial services shall not be applied to
judges holding office at the time of passing the legislation unless the changes improve the terms of service.
<https://www.icj.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/10/I1BA_Resolutions_Minimum_Standards_of Judicial
Independence 1982.pdf> [2017, September 20].
€ ‘Eﬂm@, Bulgaria Constitutional Court No.8/94 dated on September 15th, 1994.

<http://www.codices.coe.int/NXT/gateway.dl?f=templates&fn=default.htm> [2017, September 13].
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** Hungary Constitutional Court Judgement No. 33/2012 (VI1.17) 16 July 2012.
<http://hunconcourt.hu/letoltesek/en 0033 2012.pdf> [2017, September 20].
°° Baka v. Hungary, Application no. 20261/12 dated 23 June 2016; e UNHRC, Communication No. 814/1998,

17 September 2003, U.N. Doc. CCPR/C/78/D/814/1998 (2003).
<http://juris.ohchr.org/Search/Details/1059> [2017, September 8].
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