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Judicialization of Politics

Somchai Preechasinlapakun®

Abstract

Since World War I, there is a significant change on the role of
the judicial power. Postwar constitutions recognize the establishment
of special constitutional courts to safeguard the constitutional rights.
Constitutional court jurisdiction expands extensively including the
people’s rights, environmental protection and political conflict. This

incident is widely known as “judicialization of politics”.

The expansion of the judicial power leads to the conceptual
question and the “de facto” effect. Concept of judicialization of
politics is different from the idea of separation of powers in which the
role of judiciary limits to legal problem. But the concept of judicializa-
tion of politics advocates the role of the judicial powers. However,
there are many studies suggests that the role of judiciary not only

create the positive but also the negative effect in the politics.

Keyword: judicialization of the politics, role of judiciary
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4 Tom Ginsburg, Judicial Review in New Democracies (New York: Cambridge
University Press, 2003) p. 2
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5  Bjorn Dressel (ed.), The Judicialization of Politics in Asia (New York: Routledge,
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A9 Tuanenaluanniiy gaieazideaieiuuseiauily Barry Friedman,
“A History of the Countermajoritarian Difficulty, Part One: The Road to Judicial

Supremacy,” N.Y.U. Law Review 333 vol. 73 (1998)

8  Ran Hirschl, Toward Juristocracy: The Origins and Consequences of the
New Constitutionalism (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,2004)

9 Ran Hirschl, “The New Constitutionalism and the Judicialization of Pure
Politics Worldwide”, Op. cit., p. 747-749
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sunuuiley (formalism) efunedngimnwisiniiilunisusuldngmune

10 Tom Ginsburg, Op. cit., p. 11
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11 Tom Ginsburg, Judicial Review in New Democracies (New York: Cambridge
University Press, 2003) p. 69
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A18snguid The Judicialization of Politics msdesuvalifiamumneiiaseungy
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WAZANTALEININSIEBY” (the ever-accelerating reliance
on courts and judicial means for addressing core moral
predicaments, public policy questions, and political

controversies)™

dm3u Bjorn Dressel 85UN8TIAIINMUNEUBINITIDUTINAINIT
Ty 2 wigy Ao mnfiansanlumnumneeg Ay Nsewdiewainisil
auvinefanuvnaithenainislisunslunmmsaseuievilviianie
danarauloungasisae, ﬂizmumiéﬁqc'ha@mmiLsﬁmwﬁwmwﬁﬂumi
muuaulguIgansIsale (a term refers to the way judges in exercising
judicial review contribute to or influence public policy, the process
by which courts come to dominate the making public policy) Fausiihy
wellusunaveshedfivygavsedsusns wagmniansauuning o
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1ANUTERINITUTINALINTUYDINTEUIUNITVDIN 8RNI TLAL A
Wadsvewhenainsluindiavnnamsiliodasdny

Iag Ran Hirschl Suunnisidieadanainisesnidu 3 Ussiam fe®

Uselanusn N19idaadienainsianunungfanIsuiue8 e sIm
nITun1INguuiY (legal discourse), 11115 (jargon), ﬂgmmsﬁ ey
nszuaunsningunelulununninisdes (political sphere) a3

13 Ran Hirschl, “The New Constitution and the Judicialization of Pure Politics
Worldwide”, Fordham Law Review, volume 75 Issue 2, p. 721

14 Bjorn Dressel , “The Judicialization of Politics in Asia: towards a framework of
analysis”, in Bjorn Dressel (ed.), The Judicialization of Politics in Asia (London
and New York: Routledge, 2013) p. 4

15 Ran Hirschl, Op. cit., p. 723 - 727
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16  Bjorn Dressel , Op. cit., p. 4
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17 Ran Hirschl, Op. cit., , p. 729
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UsesnunBuiteazuuunsidendefinientdudadios 0.6 Wesdud nadl
n1ssedludumaszninadatinsuszsiunduiiansdy George Bush waz
Al Gore Tun1sBeruntsUsesuduuisansgosn Aderdumenaisu
wtanUsznan (idiosyncratic moment) Tuusgiimanismadovainisiles

%gﬁ'ismézy@qm%mﬁw (comparative constitutional politics)™®

a

2) wnansvesaaIiuIINNSIABNAY (Core Executive Prerogatives)

= 1 L a 1'% A o

fungehenainsiafiunumiatuegsddgdnaume 81u19%

o

aa o 0%

wordulend@n’ (prerogative) vosdaudmsuazdetAvygR langeeg
gelunisandunisaiuauduiusseninlsesme AuiuADIsTLaY
UlHUIBAIUNITAR

ANRE4UBLAUIAT (The Supreme Court of Canada) laufjiasvian
nsiestoantisslunienisidles (the political question doctrine)”” ane
MRIINNITUTENIALEITUYUIILAUIATIAIEENSUAZIES AN A.A. 1982

18 Qi?ﬂﬁztﬁﬂﬂiéﬂu Richard Hasen, A Critical Guide to Bush v. Gore Scholarship,
Annual Review of Political Science volume 7 (2004) pp. 297-313

19 dwdumsansvemdnnisteanidedlunensifleduansgoin gsieaziden
Tu Mark Tushnet, Law and Prudence in the Law of Justiciability: The
Transformation and Disappearance of the Political Question Doctrine, 80 N.C.
Law Review (2002) 1203
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(Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedom) ludiininindaduussiingu
10113lumR Operation Dismantle v The Queen alaitdadyan

[ 1 =

“grluanfananiiiuseiuinnisnseyihvesheusmsvisedne
TRvyaRdnazdindeigsssuyayiseld manvzduinoudony
fananlnglifesandeaneaen1anisiiowsInudaugs...
Foanifoaisfusssurfivesulouviemenmsdiewdeulouis
AaUssinAaunsalirneuaggneadlalagea (Disputes
of a political or foreign policy nature may be properly

cognizable by the court)”?

N15319UNUIMvesAIaludnyuzuidinliaiagevesiauing
nanelluesAnsfitlunumddglunsdvialulssinulamenes Judus
auIARYBINAsEATUA (Quebec) TUAmlautamugunMYaIsTUIa

A1aSgoTTYAYessale (Russian Constitutional Court) luad
Chechnya l#5uf3asasiheduluant Duma edsrmansdemueudie
$goITYRIBINTEIIVIMLA (decree) YosUszs1uBUATAlsinesnTaTe
dnlluuiives Chechnya gimawidssinannldusuiinisshssine
anududunilduiieartulaziennmesiadedundniivrufiasarndu
Llsvasnisiunennasiniinenislunasglag

s unsnuealulssiauvesulevnenisnisaaaiazuleuie
é’mmmimqﬁuﬁﬂu%ﬂﬁyuﬁwﬁﬂumamewmmﬁuaqsJww;mmi
A18335331Ue8IN13 (Hungarian Constitutional Court) ladndund
Austerity Package Decisions 1995 tasnidnunUyeld 26 Uo vesunugniau

WﬂﬂLﬂ’i‘iﬂgﬁﬁl (26 provisions of a comprehensive economic emergency

20 Operation Dismantle v. The Queen, (1985) 1 S.C.R. 441
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plan) enannisudnduresizuia Tnsigunadesanannnenisuinga
sudsEanasIuILNAALAE AT LA LLW@L@WNMW@%%
agiin1saanausulszanansidanenenulseiudsay n1sanediugy
n1sfnwIkazaIsIINgy wineaeundyiun1slawgaainunuimveddie
AaINs ‘U‘Vl‘U’Wl‘U@\‘irilWEJG!aﬂﬂ’lﬂu‘LJIEJUWEJLﬁi‘lﬂgﬁﬁ]i%ﬁuuﬁﬂ’]ﬂlﬂmﬁl
Ausingludseimaesiauiuiwuiy lnemagwetonsauiul (Supreme
Court of Argentina) laguguauveumiesgsssuygluuleusvessyuia
fFenin pesification plan (Msfmusanaiulsvesesiaufuuuumed
fluanaliuneanIsvedanigewsni)

unumvasdienainisiuiiuineeaiduendnsveswiausmsuas
theffvygplaiintusgrauiuladn valusunisaiduulougasuseime
WleuI8N13ARY MI9ANNAUABIST Baauisausingiuliiiesluniuy
Y9N0 I puleUIgURITFUIALYINUY N153TadeTANTe Ul
SgorTnynyvanlsuIevEauNLIUN AT NiludiumilenBuduin
themannsiisnnslunstnnUssinudagmimail deandedluussnuman
& 2 & A N vy o § v < & A aa o '
tpgiduiunninsdelagnyilinangidudssiaungnitdadelagde

I 1 3 . v v o ' v a
nanIsta og13lsfiniy Ran Hirschl lasstedunainuliiienainisasd
unuluuleueneasegna wisnuidhenainisdnsiianglunloue
Nedanu N13NTEIYANNTIAAENITNYINT (courts have remained
passive with respect to social policy and redistribution of wealth
and resources)” lagd1ggainisdluluglunansussinaliwaly
LARIUNUIMNALYIIAAMUATINTN WIS 09099A N AT TUR U Y
tudau (distributive justice) Wy nisaseaNnumtisulun1snszaney

21 915l Ran Hirschl, Op. cit., , p. 731
22 Ran Hirschl, Op. cit., p. 732
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el msvdaauenau vieavsiiugIurenIsisedin deUsziuam
NG LméwﬁﬁaqﬂwsﬂwsLLmsﬂLLemsuaa%’ga&J'Nﬂ”jﬁﬂsumaimﬁgamiﬂ%’uLU%"au
Srdumslidnevessgediedidn (laiiusssmaviniuiidnegainsls
wansunuwluussdiuiingnmn wu woninld duidle)

3) n1ssusadnanisilasunlasvasseuau (Corroboration of

Regime Change)

n1sluiidiusnvesiienainislunienisilesusenisvilede
M3N135UTee (Larlususes) aenisiuasuuyaswesszusunIsUnATes
(validation of regime change) unumiludnuaueziiuilazusnguuludssina
N P o M Yo a ) Y]
nsilasundasinazlilaanfuluaunseureanguune Aanssgusems

WeauasiedfvygRuaziiauinsiunainnsaenas @eagvinlniingg

¥
aa v wa =2

Faderreusmsviodedivygituunlug uazsudansaniunisiy
yamadiesdnvanedsznisiviliAndeonifiesiseuveudengnety
Wy MaksesAnstuMendinisiglssmaiiodadunisnssvhuasyana
Afssiuntslunaniadiosnountiigusems Wuiu unumvesde
pamslugiuuuifidunsitedeiifunsuansunumlugusvosling

SUT89 (MIaNshisUTRY) sansiUdsukUaInlaULinTuY

fauly A 2006 FagevasulIa (Supreme Court of Nepal)
lpitiadelunsaifinaiznssunisaauaun1sAasutdu (Royal Commission for
Corruption Control: RCCC) BelAgnuaafan1enaansigusems a.a. 2005
& va o & o = o =
warAuznIsuNsYRiladAdsdinnefnuieniguuns Bahadur Deuba
magaulaiinuiuindudnldveuiesgsssuyy vilideadinisudes
MOAAUIENTTUUATIINNTANDS

Tu A7 2004 ANASTETIUYYVOLNINALS (Constitutional Court of
South Korea) laliinaaun1snannaulses1udui Roh Moo-hyun @ansevin
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Tnganuiswd Fedeidunssusnluszuousgsssuynalislninnszuiuns
nonnauUsrsusuAlagiedRvydilignildsunlatineddnduves
H1emaInis>

o & A o

nsdifnetnaidWayAoriteduvesragsvesuifianiu (Pakistani
Supreme Court) Bslyivpalunsiiarsanauveufeng vangYeInIson
SrunaiiAntuly . 1999 Tnelun1s3gusemsnanany wiena Pervez
Musherraf lagiagnu1ainuaniguun3 Nawaz Sharif uazusznialinuies
Dudaiaulvg wiewa Musharraf ledsdignefnuisniguunsuay
tnmsidlesdnvatau udldddededuiuiilewiemagsianinuvey
mengruslunsaNaIssuIaLasnIsUIENIANYsunIsAn SIuBInNsEen
Yodlwinsudessofnuenisuusiuariisuiafunduinu e
U magarfanuiiddaguile a.a. 2000 Ineduduiadnnisaanusndy
Y9933 (doctrine of state necessity) lunslins¥usesianissgusems
fiintuindunrusidulunmaBeevssmannanizlnamauasnis

auazane FalalinHanall

“luanunisaldsigessuyliannsalinisesn uagnns
unsnugareInesvimlagisnisitauniesgsssuyapdudsilyl
o1avanides dududsfiveusnengmneuundnnisvesniny
Jndunazndnnisatafnimvesssurgufongnuieadgn

(salus populi suprema lex)”*

23 Youngjae Lee, Law, Politics, and Impeachment: The Impeachment of
Roh Moo-hyun from a Comparative Constitutional Perspective, 53 American
Journal Comparative Law , 403 (2005) 9191y Ran Hirschl, Op. cit., p. 733

24 Zafar Ali Shah v. Pervez Musharraf, Chief Executive of Pakistan, P.L.D. 2000
Supreme Court p. 869 dwmiunannisadafn nvesusenvufengmangguganse
salus populi suprema lex Tun wazfu lunmendingulanlain “Let the good
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ae1alsAnu NN Irshad Hasan Khan latfis@iun

“nmsveesreznavenasinlunsiidnluianisvemalsou
awhliAnandssweinsudsudueinisiles ezl
Ustlomivesn My npunarvemmadeululsanaasdes
gmindumeluszernaniiduiigaidullg?

wiail paldivuaszezing 3 9 lumsanfiumsusunmaesugia
wazmadlesruiinsufsuuszaidulae Ieldusenieduena Musharaff
Foudenrmunnisilaitesndt 90 3u Aeuflazasuseu 3 U dmdumsiden
e iRviyaRuieni amﬁaﬁuuaxq@am Duidiuldesnsdmauinnig
ROFTNAUYBUMENYVNIENI9NITLEDIVBIUIENA Musharaff lasunis

nonglaensviinfveseagenaniu

4) ASE319AUNNNBVDIMNNTTUNITDINUYNR

wenanUssiuiiiendestu “nsiles” Tnensaud unumiid iy
Snduvisesdienansfiuingiuife nsfinnsaifatuaumne
299N 55U TagTouliduienuveswnuluantusieg Jefinau
duiusdndnualsiumyvesyana liinasdusy mau ansausengl day
AasgeTINyrewsn latlunuimlunmsundesanuduasiiavesssuy
mil,ﬁaﬂ@iﬁ (secular nature of Turkey’s political system) wagn1svinli
dhesiosuunguiiianguune unumysamalunisdnnaauzueey
Wemaululssmafifinrumannvaieuddudvionaids nsiansani
anuziazvaualudnsvessunguieslunaiuadun Tuuawin Sauwd

of the people be the supreme law” or “The welfare of the people shall be
the supreme law” @Jﬁ’sa&hﬂéﬂu http://definitions.uslegal.com/s/salus-populi-
est-suprema-lex/

25 Ibid, p. 1219
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avtoudsunumiinarmanniureshenaimslunsadearumneiie:
AUIMNITUAY TusateUszina n1IR1TUIUNUINBIAIaluUY
Usemeetaeyilfansosesdudnuasmvanidlddaaunngey

UNUINVDIFAIAgIDETLEa (Supreme Court of Israel) Tuns
poumauAnIfUSidnvalmvemaiierin “lasieda” (who is a Jew)
Juvsguddymazdmaenslasuavsiunndatu mungruneus
MUY (Law of Retun) ¥nflenenndudugdasieasslaiudns
Usglovtlogaduiivuietuivyanaidunaiionesdy uiyanaonem
flaildgnd aelaildsuansludnvasionty aruduriBaiduegi
nslinnuvanglasaedn

Tngfidhenisideslifinnaiunsauasiansiudunisdanisiu
Useidiutl Tu a.e. 1989 ageanvesdasioalditaduinitetmnedmsu
nsewew liinlasAnuiiudsumaunduge Uudaism) uenfiuuau
dasoa aanunsalasuavdiwulReaiuaIgianen Jewish immigrant) A1
dndussnanlaviliyanaiifldumbudedegludasion @duanniy
WTIUANA LA HeNEN Y IEnN L e Mnswaeumannuenyseme
oudumendudnuitelilasuavslugusufeniurmin Swnedsuued
nsznsaumainglalinisSusesiuyanandufing 1l usmageandasiea
flalyinnssusestensiasumananduganilinszyiuentszina uawdl
ﬁﬁﬂﬁmzmwummlwmmwzLﬁauqmﬂamdwﬁiugmzwaLﬁmﬁamaaﬁ
uda®

dusululauinn MsitdadeUssiiuluInuAnnsidanInIe
(bilingualism) wagauIARNIIAISEosvDILATUATILUA TUVNNNaIIAIY
Ne181ULUNAULLIInLALIn1 dutdunisnanfunumlusneauy

26 Ran Hirschl, Op. cit., p. 739-740
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nldipgusngTusnneuvesrnagaLauni (Supreme Court of Canada) &

Usngeglu Reference re Secession of Quebec’

wadl UseiduddyidedunisnageundiusnaesUszine
Ussrsulmeduussiumengranglunsveuausnitedastudusslind
Tagludouiugeu a.e. 1996 ndsnmsvhussrmRGomnisuiuenua iy
Aiun Teeilffasussruiliidiusedumsudaen 50.6 wWesidus v
Me 49.4 Wesdud Szutaveawaualiiausyssnulimagauauinn
fiarsaniinisusznianlieniaediedervessguiaiiundunisnseyh
fifaresgsmuyyvioll

magawauinladadnduly a.a. 1998 agrnduendusian
nstsenmautsuenlnediaidendunisnssyhitldseuiengranenisly
Uszimenaznguaneszminelseme wagaiadestnanntuadunilaidu
Fouluifisanesonisussnautsusnogsgnagyane egslsiniu mnides
Prannlurdiunldasssrudatuayunisudauen ey Mieadosd
MTNATINANAIEINMILUIUENAENTAINR (sood faith) Anauves
ragefieiuiumssensuiiameesiheiouaniusss (federalists) wae

Fefiaduayun1suusen (separatists)

mninsantudfiningrang mIdadevesmageinduiinisuua
wenvesuATuAdunaedesdinsuAluisnRssgoTsyey Seviilvmniheddm
Aerdosazdeaduneglunszuiunisi adlmagauauini Budud
$TOITUYYVOUAUINNINBYUUNANNT 4 Usensiniieudu fie avius
53 (federalism) Usgv15Ulme (democracy) Sgsssuysyiiesuasnaniiisssy
(constitutionalism and rule of law) Wagmsunleswunguiles (the pro-

tection of minorities) lnglaifindnnislaegiwiioniimannisia imszayiu

27 Reference re Secession of Quebec, (1998) 2 S.C.R. 217
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winded1911nv89 Quebec asUsyyufaduayunisuuiLenaanidu
Sglmal nszvaumsmanardunsiienuveusssuduauneneuluns

whluFgsssuysyioudanenaanlumaitiniuviesgessuyayvindy

Tuwdnuveingrueseninalssmea aageuauIandinuiuingns
TunisimunuIAneIRU (right of self-determination of peoples)
TunguanegsgninsUssmaliaunsausuldiuissosulundwnle sz
Usvprvulilagnufiasainuaiunsatunisadienisimuininisies
\rswgie dsnsuay ansssu eldsgiidsseguasmaninilillignnedian
wuenantau Jalianunsadiadnslunmsimussunanvesmuiedlaianiy
Ussrnvulufuuauenaniay wievunguiiesiignnaduazionineiiou
ag9guLsIbuuIUsEINA

%’gmasuaqﬂ"?LUﬂléfLLamQﬁwﬁﬁiaﬁﬁﬁa}ﬁfﬂﬁm”a8ﬂﬁ5ﬁm§j§ﬂgumwa
fiuduididssdnamnn 50 wWesidusiuan 1 (50% plus 1) lunsaslszeud
Aazdunisuansdadesinaunniitaeu (clear majority) ¥8INITULUIHEN
ogslsfinnu Ssuranasldiauenguunedsldiunisiusesanizanilu
A.f. 2000 Faldanuansiifsuianarsdianslunisiinnsaniidauvesss

vamunienaindulusuiaatuidusanuniianudauns ol

UsziiuddnuesnsfisnsanGosnisuiaenueseiiunuansliiii
Teageavoskaumldnaaduiiuiivosnisdndululssifuiiaonu
adududeulivfuaniugveanaiuadiun uazauduiusiudaiusingeg
fivdevesuaun libmadnsvossnfufinaniasiunas ludnua
ilafieny uANSLANIUUINYBIMAZILALNATILTE 2 NFTTYTHLIN
fAleviliuszifutonnifesiiiagidudnmeglunsuuaumanisilosls
indouiinegngldiuiisinavesinenainis (udicialized) lun1sidiade
P
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3. NIQNATINUALNTATINAUDIVRIENEAAINTT

nsUsIngfvesnisiieudanainislugisUatenaissuil 20
Lﬁumaﬁ‘uLﬁaaaéwqﬁﬁmmﬂmﬁ “Weu” UmmmLLawﬁwﬁmaqﬂmemi
Tusgsrsnyaiinandnsluanigsssuyguuudaiy Suildienains
ansodniiduisdewussiunumlumsnisdoniutu lewgegds
Tudrufiegfumsunaea (urisdiction) sAUsEnay (composition)
nsdis (access) mnuBsuuvasludnuuziiBunnuneisuwes
penuuUigsTTuyglunsaaunuImveshenansianzegsddasma
%’gﬁiiugcw%aqﬁﬂiﬁﬁwﬁwﬁiﬁaﬁaﬂizLﬁuﬂzymma%’gﬁﬁwzy% W0Nam
Snenilsife massossuynluguzvesanduiignadnelu sgslsiay
é’ﬂmwaqﬂwaﬁgaﬂmﬂﬂﬁﬁi’ﬁma&u}Lﬁaaumﬁ@ﬂﬁmﬁu§§ﬁiqumLﬁwﬁu mn
finsandhenainislugiuguesantunisidlosssinnnia dhenainisiils
Hufissesdnsiiufoaminilumuszuuiingdivindu uidenainisild
afssrunvesnuiasliifindudemutumuglufusiunaildsuma
$gssuyny msnasanimaiavesnadioadmansiwiesnseyivislugy

Y9IN1IYNATULLALNTATIRUIRIUATU

28 ilesnnlunstadsesdnsiliiviniidedetefinvlusefuiiReiuigs sy
fdeBoniunnsiululuusiasUsema lnsdnlngazFenindu “madgsssuyy”
wienan1ssgosnuy uwiuussemanenaldldiFenineasgessuug wu Tulsviu
(38n1 Council Grand Justices Lwﬂuwmmﬁ%ﬁ'aﬂimaimdwLﬂuma%’gﬁsiugm
sniulunsUssmaiiorlalldldsruumasgsssuygiaduanigeninifadumags
(Supreme Court)

29 ﬁmi"uﬂizLﬁuﬁaqmigﬂﬁ%’NLLazmia%ﬁmmawaqﬂwaaawmﬁf AEEVHRERE
doiauaved Tom Ginsburg, Judicial Review in New Democracies (New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2003) luuwfi 2 wazunil 3 Seldinsefusieussidiu
dananilliosnainanla Sussvensveummnsvhanudlaiimsssseguoanaiios
Bamansienluedied
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3.1 MIlipalianainisignadi

Ummmaachw;amwsﬁm?iaul,l,ﬂaqLLazﬂmaw’flumil,ﬁml,%mmmi
Sududlosnnnmstvununumsas it fidsuansnsllanunuvluwuy
sy Tnefussiuddyfezuandiidudsmnuuandieenlulaly 5
Useihudfey Ao N15ID HANTENUTDIAAREY nalnnsusedauazay
SURa SEeganluNITATIMLALY LagIUINVDIANE

1) n1s119e (Access)

n1snfamEneaNIdeninImazgniiludnisiansanvesenag
meIsn1sedals nsndaduanszdrdgyuessiuagainismsizazidu
foulvlunsimuniiyananiossdnslaanusaiagliusslomiannnaln
Fanamild

TEUUNIATIIAOUANINYOUMIETTEIT1YEY (constitutional review
system) Slanuusnsnafuegrannlulssifiuiiyanalaaziianslunns
thadlugaa Tngonafidnuasdrfanusuudadufiinduluiuamis

=

Y0IrasgeTIIYeeawsy Barimualiiludnivemmhsnuiguasiguna
nang (federal governments) %38lulUINTIIVDIANATTETTUUNIEBDTIY
(German Constitutional Court) dsilalanyaraanansathadlugeauas
Aivnnwmagisssufaunsadelefinmlulduiu Sgessuygueduiey
Alsinsfusesienistheilugmagduussfiudvstuiiugu (fundamental
fights) suenaannsasuitsmandlude3nw (advisory questions) ¥il#
wngunamaveBuisnawnanitmagwesanigeuiing dsiiialily
ns@ifduuszifutofinmluBegusss (concrete cases)

ANULANATUNITN D NUTEN1TUTNARD AIaALAILNTONANTAN
Tofinmidudnuaeludgusssu (concrete legal cases) aazaunsn
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fisanafludauusssy (abstract cases) Ingdofinmiidususssumneg
fansdutloniindismnureussauigsrauygiintududefinmainy
dnSudeimnluganusssunINEtaN1INTIIADUAINYB UM STET T
vaangunaaiaieg Taedlusniudesiitedauduintudunisianis
ma%'gﬁiiméiysuam%’ama (The French Conseil Constitutionnel) @318
Fuilsnfludeuusssu dmasiossuygieesiuuazaly ansaiiansan
plsanRludagUsTaLar UM TIY

Useiiufifanuiendessensnilafite Freaveinisnsnasy
Faanunsoswunldidunisasinaeuneu (Ex ante review) wagnsnsiadeu
Aenda (Ex post review) msnsiaaeurouasznidutuneulunsasaaouds
AuTEUMEsFsTINYieuRvsiimsUsmAdungmng Sengranediva
uéafusgsssuyaatliannsagnusznmmdunguang vasfinsnsioaoy
mendsazlalondliinisnandslaegnaninewinmnninlunisnga
aoufanuveumesgsssuyey ludunidansasaaeunendsidaaly
é’ﬂwwﬁsnﬁ’uﬁ'umimaaaauﬁauﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁmiﬁzyiﬁaﬂgmm81‘7i1;iszjaué"m
Sgorsnygliannsadnadaduld wivaideatiunisnsaeunendnila
Temaltannsathdeyasiieg sulunaduioadungnsfiansandszney
Tenntu

2) wWavasAanau (Effect of Judicial Decision)

Ardinduvesmaluafiidugusssulinafifinuunna ey
luansgowsni mdnduvesrageasliiinasianisiinguunegnidadednly
YOUMLIFETIUYEY HIDIRINANUNENTBIFANINYIUTIVIA U (the rule of

)30

stare decisis)® Fannnludnvauziietuninduluniendaazaaadulyd

30 auwuIauAntieiulgIdRinneieiduiinivesnguunefiddy elad
Andadelupfndsailafiatuuda mnseufideiaasdudnuasiferiuinu
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U

PINATANINY NN 1UTITIng UL Inoun

wAlusEUUAIALUUTINGIUR® Aradzlisunalunisusenielin
ngnediliveufeigsssuynlaifnateduld wniinlidesszniadn
nuanglaifnalitsufidesanlussuudarlilivdnmfinmnuvssiagiu
fadu winlaifimsussmalingranglaiialitedu madufenaingmneg
Fananuvsduldld Jeaeiinansenusgrsddudendnauaaviineuay
ANEDAARDY (predictability and consistency) VDITEUUN VU

dmsunavesrdindlugunuuduausanuld lussuungruneves
Wwestiu Aasgsssuyywesiuiimaden 2 mdumsidaduGosnnlliven
mesgossuuy Usenisusn aaanansadadulalinguunedenaniliiing
U9AUld (void/nichtig) wislidanmdas (incompatible/unvereinbar) fu
npmnetiugiu Inglunsdifimausenedinguaneliaenadesuslifaun
Laflnaveruld Aagiinisiivunsseznalidedivydaviinisudle
untaalgenangeuuamadunsiemsld nsddmaldidnivnum
agsnndenishidwuzihelAdydR Adly a.a. 1975 aasgsssuey
wostuldfiduugihdmiunsuflunguineifedostunisviuis videlu
nsdldug mafldiduuziheulvdmiumsuiulingrneuazoiadis

o

AtadefagfouiunuiinAitadeilindineumii

31 miﬁlﬂ%ﬁaUﬂﬁm%ﬁ‘UéﬁEJ%JEﬁiiiJléin@H@Qﬁﬂw}mﬂﬁﬁuﬁ 2 szuulug Ao seuU
N13N3221881U19 (the decentralized type) LarszUUTINEUNA (the centralized
type) neszuunsza1ue1uveligunalun1snsiaaeuanuYeualesEss T
Tiunaanneia visleneraieninduszuunisasisdeukuuansgowsng
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MesgssIuyey maluvaneUssmalaliuumisisnanlunsidadesienis
TiedRvygRviinisususiuinniinisusznialinguangliinadanu
Tviavun widdaduludnuugisenviliAadeldudsannyunoses
ndnfAsssu (rule of law) lawiget1adadenguuiogniiansandy
Liaanpaasiusgossuuguddiaunsainalidsduladely wieluyuues
yamannIsulakengrwanetadeindunsidgruamievesdenainis
sodhedfvydd ogslsfinny TunaneUszmediladdaiouuinisniseauay
YBITTUUIFANWDAUYRUAIETFITIUYR (parliamentary control of
constitutionality) A13adsvesmasgsssuyqiieIfuauveuiie
Syossuunaglifinanniulaenss dheladygRdadismunalunisseniunie
UfiesAitadevesmateoradululisensiiidesthannviodesdisn

LUULHATA

3) NalNNISLAIALAZAINUSURA

(Mechanisms of Appointment and Accountability)

nervauMIAsRaRnnu luaadssssuygiulssifuid
ANdAY mm{jaaﬂLLUU%’gﬁﬁiwmL%a’i’mfcjwummmmﬁLLuﬂﬁm%
siouilunndendenendsszndld uthiiftugiuvesfeeanuuuife
mﬁlﬁaﬂmzmumiLLﬁiqﬁ’jqﬁ%Lﬁﬂamﬁlﬁéﬁwwﬂmammwﬁ’zyjzﬁalﬂiu
fimmsiaenndeafiugaunisaivesnaizgs1eigoTaayny

nsruIuMsiuNsussRayAraligaumiall 3 guuuudidgy Ao

WUUANTS NzUIUNTLAIAIlABRIANILAET (single body appointment

32 Tom Ginsberg, Op. cit., p. 40 - 41

108 “nsanstadinumans UA 9 aluh 1 (unsiAu-Taungu 2559)



mechanisms/professional appointment) WUUNEDY NTEUIUNITUAIGT
WUUTILLD (cooperative appointing mechanisms) LUUNEN ATZUIUNT
WENASLUUSIUNU (representative appointing mechanisms)

ASTUIUN SRR ILUUBIANSAEY asidunisudedsaandndavie
Y8185 5TUY Y NgUARRAULALILATUTIARINAITATIVADUNT DA AR
PMneTATYR LU Uﬁzﬁwmﬁuﬁmaﬂﬁmi’ulﬁu@wﬁéfqam%ﬂﬁu’mm
489 Council Grand Justices 9nUnydsedeiiviavelasnnznssunis
%qﬂizﬁﬂuﬁualﬂu@,m& whinszuiumsigeddfuaudiureuan
c'haﬁaﬁigzﬁaLwiLﬁaqmﬂﬂizﬁ’]m%ua%Lﬂuﬁﬁmmmmﬁ‘lw@ﬁqm ot
nalndananlumsufoaiadunsudeiilaeyananuiien®
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2 pednslunmsuseis nsvuunsusasedinnwluansgensn fafeuny
§an13 Tauelneusesrunduidedldsumnuiiurevaindedfvuda
uansTUINNTURsRUUsanileanaiuilulufensldnenuudesdiann
WUULARYA (supermajority) tieidundnusziusionislasunisatiuayud
nsnedmiuyanafiaziduyimiilunsienusgsssugny uwiluun
ﬂ%ﬂﬁawaﬁﬂﬂﬁmqﬁu (deadlock) Tumsmsidlesldlunsalfinnudauds
Atuuaylaanansnilugteasusuiu

dfunsruaumsusissauuuiauny asdunssuiunisiifiesdng
vangesdnsinilamuieades wu ludna Usesnwidud Sgan uasenage
gn ssdidnnaauenaINImasEsTIHYLensay 3 au lngusazadng
fsrunalumausisieyeaaludadauvesnu ssuudindnildgninluiuld
luvaneussinalasenatimsuiuasumuaatiunsilosneluveusas

33 gywazdeualdlu Tom Ginsburg, Op. cit,, Ui 5 Confucian Constitutionalism?
The Grand Justices of the Republic of China

Wonamstulkadluududu 109



wia Tunseuiunisil ggnusieieasinnuduiusiugusiluniazdiulay

d' =

lusndudoslasuanuiiureuannaaansdu 3ebdianudndulunis
UsedUsEUDUITENINBIANT IUNTLUIUNTHAIRY Lagdiwsiazinedsnunalu
MswpaRaiNeaialuaudwvinlraglifdnglaehenisanunsamruaweInig

aa o

Yo9rINagulfeE1LAnYIA

WINWS g LT URUSENI19NTEUILATTLA IR UUR AN UAULUY
$auile nsvUILNISLATRILUUTIuYYh IR And 3 dadefidar i
melunsnsnafunaziinuamedloSeuifisuiudidedsainesdnsiign
wisRanuuTaile dat nszuumsuAsiuUsioarannsaadenany
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4) $TLIAIUNITANSIANIALY

(Term Length of Constitutional Justices)

syegnantunsmssiunladussdusznovdrdyvesainandu
dasznanainis wazdniduiidnladuinszeznanlunsdisediuns
flomunagyiligimnwiianududasslunisiégaiide (the longer the
term of appointment, the freer a judge will be in exercising discretion)
Fslunsimunszeznarvesmsmssiumisinnnulumadgsssuysy
1 2 Ysziam Ao MIseiumiaLuunaantn (lifetime appointment)

LAZNIFANTIEUAUILUUTNAI97AA (designed appointment)

ANMSUNITANTIANLAUILUUNABATNIY UAARTEASUNITHAIH
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A Wizt undlatuInnN1sANsIIwWLI UUAa AT WAL TS e LA
1 a o =3 I IQI d' d’{ [~ a
g1INIuLinadndn uife1slulidnusingiuluanuduaivanely
B9 IUNITBAIFINITA TR UUNADATNDANRVU LU TUUaNY
FInvelasunisusians eidunisnevausinaniuaasninalunig
AslasnNnIINIsRANSUDIPNUdudasElunIsANINEIAR

am%ﬂmmmai"gﬁﬁméiyw%ﬁLma (French Conseil Constitutionnel)
ArssiundelaiseifeIuin 9 U danmnwiA1asysssuyyieesiu
ASIALULENTERET 12 U Tuunsusemamiun lia@unsaansaiumus
Ifunnnamidennse m’mLﬂuiﬂlé'mmmigﬂLL@i«?}y’wﬁ”lmﬁfliw‘T'}Lmﬁﬂmj
(possibility of reappointment) fnasgnsdrdayroauiludassvomainis
\eannlutienevesnsmssiumisuesyanadsdosnismssdiums
aoludnfesdosmseninsenauseloriniinisniewesesrnsiifidiuna
lumsdndenyaraiingimumus suvlinisdndudefinineiag eganels
dvSnasanaruduegrann

5) wu1avasri1a (Court Size)

HOONLUUIFETINYEY I MUUALIUSTs T s L ILVR AN N
UsplAudANRDNISIABNIEMINANNTIAG AT AULLLDU (speed and
accuracy) S1urngAninuiiiutuazvinliiAnduyuesnisonides
(the greater the number of judges, the higher the costs of deliberation)
yNRMTIUUUART n1stmuadiininsfissnuienduliuinveuly
mssnduasduiBnmsidsuplunsyuumsindulatign uifasiduyuves
AuiRemanalussiuigs Sadusalidnnuveshegmnmsiinazdvualg
Jusmdsnafisduneuvesnisgnasel
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firuazanunsatisandunuauianasliosasismsnnifsaaniUdey
AALUSEI9AY um'ﬁﬁmé’ﬂgﬂuLLamSLﬁLﬁuiWﬂmﬁuf\i’m’m%{muﬁmzé’u
viliudraziilugnsdndulaifesas Richard Posner laldudvinnisvene
Sruruvesinnnuduiusfuaunmitdias® usifio1adesiinisuenuey
FEMINTUWIUVBEANINYY (court size) AuatAamzluNITHINTUIAR
(panel size) agndlsinu ssrpzlunmsinrsanaddnazgnimualilupf
duteinmlumagisssy uddmiumasgsssuyamsomaiivianting
Aadeusznuiymmesgessuyadnazgnivuabidunisiansanuuy
WinedAnse (en banc)

[
% [y 1 |

iall findngrunansliiiuinmasgsssuugazivunalugniimag
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' A
aa a

aniviminidadedefinnlunsdidy Tnemasgsssuyqiiftunds
A.Al. 1989 AedlTuuRAeN 11.25 dmTurmagegaludisnaniediuiiuiu
\adefio 8.25

Tavagu mseenuuuddassaiiefiusnglusgsssuyaluuseiiu
fn9q Finanaan a]35]maaéwqéwﬁmﬁauwuwwwﬁwﬁmaqs'hw;mmﬂuﬂm%’ﬂ
inildhuieadeatunsiios mngsresgessuyaaserinimehevengy
nuvdenguiiigaunsallndifssilontanareiudosdaiosniold
nszuILMsdonds faelimeilvhenainsanunsafiunumegnen e
Tudszidiusineg Miauean uilumsssafudin mngsnesgessyniiuun
Tuftaznaneifudsstrannnensiies unumvemainisfionalsllign
YY1YBONDYNNINYIN

34 Richard Posner, “Is the Ninth Circuit Too Large? A Statistical Study of Judicial
Quality,” Journal of Legal Studies 711 (2000)
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3.2 ﬂﬂ‘éﬂ%ﬂ\iﬁl‘l«!Lﬂ\i‘l]@\‘lﬁhﬂﬂa’lﬂﬂi

wsi7181u1aveslunisnsavasulaedienainisargnidouiy
lnesgsssuyey wikhenainsnilldiiesnszyilu@asu (passive players)
mnuagsanusaaaunumlmidmiunuedlunioudu dslunsueaios
nslesdienainsaglimeiuieingminemenananvasfduiussening
an1UuUN19N 919961199 (product of interactions among various political
institutions)”® Tngenailiidufissantuitadungrunetuluszuunmsidios
whiiu widumsadangrneiinseguumslésuanusoniuananidudu
AELT U é'fqLszius'hsJﬁaﬁzngjammaamuﬂgmmsﬁqmmi‘]uﬂmﬁhmi
Aruvesaa wiakeuinisionaufiaslunisderuldritaduveseia
uTeasnImenaifiesannsaiinasossdnsiivhutifigaauldlaesiu
nszUINNITluAITUA s daensTufduiusaunalnaigg wmenid
fenainisadidiueglurinunats “unaunuiniesysssuyey” (constitu-
tional dialogues) aifudrumislunisairenudnlaludedisgsssuyy
agnlvimnamsne/fnnu/Atdade ladaudnwuunnufndgsssuyayies
TuansgoudndeuandiiuiednvurvesU fiumusszninmainisuas
deduq Tun1sviliiAan1sufu (shaping) Anianisiaungmane
i

waesgessuyny” Anudilaludnvardsnaniiodnduiuimianisiinm

femainisiwansaluainiay

35 Rafael Gely and Pablo Spiller, “The Political Economy of Supreme Court
Constitutional Decisions: The Case of Roosevelt’s Court-Packing Plan,”
12 International Review of Law and Economics 45 (1992)

36 shoghanuiiuandiifiunsiiunaunumasgsssuyyserinamanmsuazihedu 1wy
Barry Friedman, “Dialogues and Judicial Reviews,” 91 Michigan Law Review
577 (1993), William Eskridge, “The Judicial Review Game,” 88 Northwestern
University Law Review 382 (1993)
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mavhenudilaseunuimveadienainislagesuieindunasin

U s 1

Ufduiusseninsdnesingg Wudildassesfunumsdifguesmainis
Anwndasiavinaiduogiann Tnsuumnausnie waeRtes (Attitudinalism)
fdlsiosunehifmnuaseneiuiivesgrumsninuuunauievesmy
Tnedilginsnseiiidululaefinisddsienafnadoutesila (without
acting strategically) SnuwannuAanilsde suuuiley (Formalism) i
asughimnwazuTulinguuneuaznsevinistagldfinisdleadiungs
e ngmneazlunssnefidhssegesnaudaszuazaruimeiunguune
aansnthanuiuliiieudludefinmls wwameessuuuuisuuansdnain
wwmeanaftey TngguiuuiisuiuimiadenvesininuiAengving
wanum @l law) wanRteudodndugaunisal (all ideology) JUkuuTley
Tanuddnyfunsdumudnnisfidunandlunisdngu usanafdesdedn

r;j“wmmﬁﬁaﬁfﬂﬂmﬁmﬂszmwﬁq

uALLIMINIAnIAsIegaInIshde LR uliyngou
wuImsnuueaaddeliansaesuiedonisdnuinguaieduansia
nsitedevosmadiluladuiuniuusegeladiudiuddnaziduly
uundryeiRngrine vazisuuuieufliansoeiuefinisufoinihg
yaamalulszimalszaniulagludld lanzedrsBansuiuldnguune
Falumsaziianuuandiulussueunindesfiunnsisiu wifiusing
foriansehmsudsusiuannssusumsilsauunianisinglszsulag
Afnasiouuanienisidadevosdnenainisaiowuiu Sunansliiuid
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anuzvesmuatluszuy Teiisenfioradiatulusussatudnudusili
sunavesthenaimssinasusngiiinegsresiliuegly Wvsnevesine
nannsaslionadfnliienznisinnsannsuiulindnnisindlineunih
wildwegddglunsimnigssiuuglussuaudseantulae Sgessuyey
Jefimrmmanefiaenansiifidin (living documents) dslailsidssegly
o1nndnsduuigrisensfunuangBumamengrineusesndla 61119
Yo 18NAINITIVIIAAANTEUIUNNTAUNU LA NI TUALFULUIUDINTULAY
Aanssumnanisilles mMsauvunasinliiinnsnedvesssueuUsesnsulay
(democratic self-articulation) §gsssuyaasdringtulilimsenisusenie
vourmsslyauiidulfduiusseninesdnsingg sensinnudilaly
gl dhenainisisanansadunuwluaaasuauiuamnans
o3 uan1sadnsaTuANEsII (virtuous circle) ivhlHAnmsuaus
warUURTgsssuuy nededestnalovaiunsalaugadaninuyeunie
fpersuunludonndeaieafuuloviedennieilugnsfinsuluty
ma egnalsfinu orausngauianaalunsdlfithenainislsvimeste
anrtudislérnannlumsnsilossuenatandsnsnoulils

2) Ujnien 4 fiAne

Tukuamsvesnisindulauuuiivaua (rationalist approach)
maéfm%uiwaum'amﬂ'1Uﬁﬁ]zﬂﬁﬁamuﬁﬁﬁﬁ]ﬁwmma%Lﬁ@%uLﬁa
waﬂssiwu"luamﬂmﬁmﬂmfﬂswméuaqmﬁﬂﬁﬁamﬂuﬁwﬁmﬁuﬁu 0131A1
Y0an15UiasAindugnniinisufdiaufienavinliiiinnsugiasee

v a 3
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Hudrunilsiiazasvioulfidiuisrnusoiiowssssuaulssrisulay dma
UszlovdlusuanilogluszfuerailiAnaudesionisufias
fdnduAntu fadu degainsdedlidunasunaysylenivasdiis e
yansidessiislinseduliiAnnisufasiitadondieduiaiu
wWufy mafidanuseinseavadnisiunatuegerssdudeslduas
FreanANILEEIRONITAINMINE TN SENABITEUDY

uanINMSUFTRRMILE Adndufenaiiuuamisiiufias (gnore)
wazn1sUSuLsy (overrule) sudunislduousuremanau Ssanunsaiia
?Tuiéfﬁnﬂmﬁﬁch8ﬁ§ﬁ’@@’§w‘§aaqﬁn5§ﬂﬁaaﬂﬂgwmsLﬁaﬁi”lﬁ’mwmmaq
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Sgessuynifidenuanasluanditadovesaa fogreiiddyldun
Ineresof1un1TvILe (pro - life) Wmmuﬁ%LauaLLfﬂm%’gﬁsiw@ﬁﬁ
msundestirvasmsnluasss Wenauldiua3dadead Roe v. Wade”
sﬁamaqaqmmm%’gam’%mléfaau%’umiﬁmﬁwaw@ﬂuﬂhqnmﬁwzmﬂ
YoamsHInsss udrumeneudnanasliussaunadge wadsdian
wenenuitagiliinneiinatiduldiesadluitnidu wu msneney

o
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1Ang1UNAVIRAINITTeINIUI nsudlusgessuyaienniediedu

37 @ Roe v. Wade Wudofimmvlulsuiudedvilumsiuiwemdiinenssd Tng
magueseuBmlddnauliduavsindsanunsonsevild SuhliRedonnideetis
narnesening 2 sheffiaraniunnsneiu Tnedefiaduayumiengy pro-choice
feimsduavsiivdgeaunsaisrunadaiula mmzﬁﬂwﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁmﬁaﬂdu pro-life
Lﬁudwmiﬂiw‘hﬁménLﬂuédﬁmﬁmgﬂﬁm aniidedunififauddsents
fusesdvvomddumowonguanideuuaziundstonnifeseganieng
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Hadenilafianunsoaemnsldansuilyfzsrsuygyiiatuaiduusias
Uszina uennionausngnislidednenamslalunsdfifitdadedman
senuseihefisunalumaniadles Ssenausinglusuuuuvesnislsaiu
Lﬁamamauﬁﬂwmm (impeaching justices) ansuUszuIdImsunig
atvayuvesaniunainis Ujasnstutuieuluiananiiinnnie
Fule wWaswsivnnwilumsitedend

Y

UfATeTue 4 fiensdrudsnaliuinivessenisiwinfvesde

naNsRENTImITNkazwINTITadeTeRinm

3) Weulvvasszuauuaznagns

(Regime type and strategic constraint)

lunszuumsivasurugussmeaussnsdlaelvngd udaguszina
fusunnuansiiesiuandiiulugeaiinanisdanwaiueveshenainis

MINAA1TUTIUAIUBINAUTINIAINNIEBY aunsadwunta
gondusvuuiinssanisidiesfisnnanseud (dominant party regimes)
wavszuausunadenlaevms (military authoritarian regimes) S¥UU7
Wiiﬂmil,ﬁaqﬁémwmaué’mmaﬁqamﬁuﬁﬁémwagjma%’fé’mw
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Uszysulneuazanunsalidnnamenisaiununingdunansugia uway
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Hudszuaulszrsulee Ingazdansudmesninanrdumenisiieadii
pnflanuneneulunisiidvinansnsilesedifemamdons g
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sogfinnnwsunalamedgsssuyy dusuihevmnsiieiedieditosniy
Tunmsdansthesansanizegadssenslinalnaudgossug usvald
Allivueanuinrdenainisaziludaszainssueunmsuinnitssusy
wssansiiles onafinisneulduvusuusslunsdfiiiuitunumuesdne

faINTTNET AN NI ARYY

UBNINFULUUVBITFUBUI TEUUTTUIRTENINTEUUUTESTUNTUR
fuszuuiganiftiinasodenainiaivuiu Bruce Ackerman d415zuy
Usgsmunsuiaztoiaiuaiunummaliduglndindeseninsesdngiid
gty aiAng g™ Faonanuldlulsemeniinsseusfisnsiusening
UsesunBuaifuigani viesnaliuanumssifiszuumadledlignynuiely
senssanadlenfivmssemianssala (eghdlsiniy Sududesionsanis
nalnn1e3gssIuyyvesEsuBURUIENaUMIY MNUTEEUIBUANEUIA
unduvi i lunsliujiaamsensuldderdionains nsld3s

va I = )
ﬂ?'ﬁ@@iﬂ@ﬂa'ﬁ]L‘Uu‘mqﬂl’a@ﬂﬁu@

wwaziy nsvuiunslisvesthenansiaduguadasy
WUUUSEURUS (interdependent law-making power) Hemainislale
sseglunnudnalausdesiinnuduiusuazgnitdelasesdnsdue
Tutsziwmayszsulaelnd JadedrAgmonisusenavaiiseruiavesdig
pannsresalumensiiios ihemnsienssansidesituuderady
guassaresnanaIns ludndunils ssuumadlesfisnnanisnsides
fauvinfisufufezdisveeiuiivesdienainislunisdiuudly
Fodaudewneg annefisrunamanisdeansedanszaafuldoulaliine
RAINNTATNANNYOUSTIULaIINEaglunAnve ST TSI

38  Bruce Ackerman, “The Rise of World Constitutionalism,” 83 Virginia Law Review
789, (1997)
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4. AMUNANHUYBINTIBUTINAINTT

unaen1susINgMveInsilondanainstuysewmenie Bjom
Dressel laduunanuuasuntasiioandu 2 dnwugdrdgmeiy fe”

Uszmsusn 1Junisfieadnainisiunand1eans (from below)
\anauauawianUfsINsvesiirdlunsUnledvsias nnvasss vy
WATNIIINNATIUIRVBIIFUN

UsenN59Nand L‘fJumiLﬁaqL%mmmiﬁmmﬂ%’ww (from above)
Y] A a Y o A o & P
Ul uN5 AT ULUANLINTUTUL N DS N HaUS L IE YUV INULDY P2Y
nsliesesdlonduufindiussuudestnaunn (counter — majoritarian
means)
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TnsunumludnvusRassihlunaszundsagrauinlue@ens

v v
o

HANTENUTBIBUIANAINTSIAAnTUE 1N 1193 1isll Tuunssemesnuna
7AINTTATININITATINERULAL AR USIUNAveEBUTIS IneBudul
g1unageanvesngrinewazUndesdnivesusevivu usvaeiluuiaums
g1unIveInaINIINaulunuluNsdunaausenantisssy nTouILsie
nalnAnusuiavewhsnusgiveyssleviduduuauvanguny
N15U31NA10Uve9N19 101399 a1N15 L1 19:381999n15UTU
Funtawite?l (reposition) vasgwanaINsisansaLdululavislumied
& LA a % < =
Junsduasusiessueuussasulasuazanulusssy wazhaunsoiay
& a v v Y 1w S =
Julvludianeasetudialawuiu insigastu anudsunlawes

v

grunanaMsdshildnszuiunmsnsdaintuludnunzveadunse a linear

¥ v fu o

process) Trnudululdegrunniiginnudnazduiusiugiunanaiy

39  Bjorn Dressel , “The Judicialization of Politics in Asia: towards a framework of
analysis”, in Bjorn Dressel (ed.), The Judicialization of Politics in Asia, p. 2
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Alaidued warernhlugnnzdunmeiledenainisldnaredugis
unumegalaniuluniansdles viseluguzvesginnuauleuny

Bjorn Dressel latauainnisuansunuinlunienisiiiesves
Feanain1senausngeenintaluy 4 fiemedidsy Iaeniniiansanainseau
anududaszvaaenainisluninuduads (degree of de facto judicial
independence) Usgnaufiuseaunisiunumvesienainistunisiiles
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