2)
29

1)

17

03)5222216
5 1 2
98 ¢ )
98 3507
78
3276 4)

178

9

3)

(



(

3)

)

58

17

29

4)

94

3276

5)



17

17

j 379

78

17 8

31S

29



3276

3570

98

178

1)
( 2)

4)

3570

98

3)

17

98

3570

178



16

16

31

14 .1

16

654



78

14

17 8

639



7U

31H

639



[6

654



N9 o># 31K



10

31H



(D

178

29



&)

®

12

e K-31il



low R is? n<. Vvnv

16

~1%)

16

i{y m? Law (2u 6).

17

procedural justice)



hi



16

17

178

17

18



(United States Code) 28 USC §455(a)

3 (Code of
Conduct for United States Judges)Canon 3(C)(1)(e)

(I [ouse of Lords) 2002
(2002] 2 A.C. 357, at 494 )

Ur“led Sutes C(u 128 USC J @m# f 6)
G od s’ ik3u:! for | mhed Suuun Ukl . Carsoii 3(C)(!)(e)-( # 7)



(the High Court orAustralia)

Johnson v.Johnson —

R, Maliiiew Pearvon* Duck Duck Recu.sc? ivoreign Common Law Guidonee » Improving Recusal ef
Supreme (\>arl ltisiiees. 62 Wash. & l,ee I,, Re\\ 1799? 1810 (20051. (citing Porter v. Mngj]|. S0(02i 2 A ('
B7. MG YL S

hiat 1 Johnson v 10"~ 0-,(2000)201 CL.R. 488, 508-09.)

"id a\ 1816-17 foiling Comm, lor Ju.sticc™ Liberty. [197S) ! S.C.R. ai 395 (dc Grnndpro. J . disscuiing)}
id i 18P. (citiiiLi KJ) s.. j199?| 3 nt 507-08 (i i lcureuvDube & Mcl achiin. JJ .concumn”'j
I, J1817r (citing r  Inm..i" rJustice & Libcuy, [1978] i S.C.R. <t 394 f<fo (jrandpre, J.. dissenting))

ar (citing SARFU. 1999(7) B(1J< 725 (CX"). 1999 SACLR L! XIS )8.a 78-7
Mil }~31R



17



(funnel vision)

n
f confirmation
bias)
A B 2 3
A 2
" B 3
B 3

"1VSv Keith A Findlc) & Midiac! S. ScoU, The Mu'lip;: gfTtnvie! Vision in Criminal Caw.%
2006WiS.IKl:v. 9): . A -

* W H K 722 . A2f2UI2) =( 1)



Id at 310.



1



Clemmons v. Wolfe

(habeas corpus)

I Clemmons v Wolfe M| f.3d 32?. 325.(  ILmtt 11!
"' Clommoas. 377 F.k) m T2S
I Clemmons. 377 ]-.kl ai 3P8
22 iH mit 31 n.



2007
The North Carolina Innocence

Inquiry Rules and Procedures)

18
19
I
29 3276
7 16
14 1
14
fhe NiMiii Carolina Innocence Inquiry Rules and Procedures* art. 6(C).( 12)
fhe (’ardina innocence fnqiiiiy Rules and Procedures art.

A 23\ >y 31



98

14

31

12

10



32
4 1
( 1985 11 29
21 2
itHV, f Irnpartial D"
19857, 8 2AM:i¥ J)6ti ;i » _
* 1 m2O\mi & /32
“m

KeJ 3H

13)

19

A2

3R



2006 7 27
41

22

The Bangalore Principles of Judicial

Conduct)
2
°J
2.1 3] >
2.2
2.3
2,4
ted ufeS Utp:"www.urkxk”org/p(iPeomiption4

corruption judicial, res c.pdl'l 1 1
420 5 3L



@

®)

©)

14

27 _

14

. 31



29

178

3276

29



1 98 ( ) 5
2 98 3507

3: 178

4 : 29 3276

5: 94 () 58

6 : United States Code 28 USC §455(a).
7 . Code of Conduct for United States Judges,
8 : R Matthew Pearson Duck Duck Recuse? Foreign

Common Law Guidance & Improving Recusal of Supreme Court

Justices, 62 Wash. & Lee L. Rev. 1799 (2005).

29 3i ft



9 : Keith.A, Findley & Michael S. Scott The Multiple

Dimensions of Tunnel Vision in Criminal Cases,2006 WIS.L.REV.

291 (2006).
10 : -
1582  20]2)
11 : Clemmons v.Wolfe 377 F_3d 322,
12 : The North Carolina Innocence Inquiry Rules and

Procedures.

13 : 32

14 11985

15 : 2006 7 27 4]






