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19744, EHRESE, BHUEODE, SBICET 2 - REETH 528
U.S.C.§455 (UU'F, 4555 &M89 5) 2#HIELKOY, EhliaiE, B@fEm
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(2005-1) 7A YU AE (121H) 288,

(2) In re Murchison, 349 U.S. 133, 136 (1955). [ N A FHPTICEB T 5 AFER
BHET 270 X0EERWLEFE TH %5, Aetna Life Ins. Co. v.
Lavoie, 475 U.S. 813, 821-822 (1986). See also Marshall v. Jerrico, Inc.,
446 U.S. 238, 242 (1980); Ward v. Village. of Monroeville, 409 U.S. 57,
61-62 (1972) ; Tumey v. Ohio, 273 U.S. 510, 523 (1927).

(3) Liljeberg v. Health Services Acquisition Corp., 486 U.S. 847, 864 (1988).

@) Debra Lyn Bassett, Recusal and the Supreme Court, 56 Hastings
L. J. 657, 661-62 (2005).

(5) See Federal Judicial Center, Recusal : Analysis of Case Law Under 28
U.S.C. 88455 & 144 (University Press of the Pacific, 2005). #EI = H#ik
A554RICBAT AT L L T, IWRER Tk, =8, BE#HOEBWIE—7T 2
UAGkEICBYSEMEFLEL
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bury v. Madison, 5 U.S. 137 (1803) &5, KHMEEZEICE WGEEHE D
MR > TIPS THHMOBHEN T v ¥ 2 FROZH
ERIZBH U7 Bush v. Gore, 531 U.S. 8% (2000) % T®©, EZEKBI

B See Monroe H. Freedman, Essay : Duck-Blind Justice : Justice Scalia’s
Memorandum in the Cheney Case, 18 Geo. J. Legal Ethics 229, 234
(2004). %7z, Lk - BiIBFE)IMELE RO &

(7 OTIV X7V VHER, REFEHAEOREIIET IHNETONEEDY
REAEZEUCA2ERTHS B L&, ZOBEHELERL T/, See Jewell Ridge
Coal Corporation v. Local No. 6167, United Mine Workers of America,
325 U.S. 897 (1945).

BB, ZRFEHEORAOERIBTER TN, HaM3EICLEE, 2004
FIARBICBOTHRIC S - LHFoERTIc BT 2HBASME, %
IV T2,816# 12 B 35 See Lori Ann Foertsch, Comment : Scalia’s Duck
Hunt Leads to Ruffled Feathers, 43 Hous. L. Rev. 457, 460-61 (2006).

8 Tyl BREONELEOIBZRERSBD DL, XAV THEOBFER
Ty V2 OFELTBBRCB LT E, A3 r—HERHERIC T vy ¥
OBFEZELREEZ LTS, BLXY, BFRIVIFVIDAT vy T T
Hol b= RAHBOEPBFPIHBHETORI P2/ LS LFEH LT
BB Iz, See e.g., Sherrilyn A. Ifill, Do Appearances Matter ?:
Judicial Impartiality and the Supreme Court in Bush v. Gore, 61 Md.”
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EHHHE IR, BEICET IV —iciE, EFEoM, SRETEE
£ (The Judicial Conference of the United States) W#illzE U 7o #FLEK
HETEBEA (Code of Conduct for United States Judges)®, & T,
7 A Y A EREZHS (American Bar Association, I'F ABA &#53) O
BHETAHE (Model Code of Judicial Conduct) %3 %, 7z, &P
THREEZHEBIUCHNBHEOSRICHL2HA L EHELET 2, bo &
b, ThoD) HLREFHHMEFICE U TEEOENARNER>DE, —&
DEFEDHTH b,

HEBEIPHELIERDS D, REAFHELNRET 5DIE4555D
AThHbB, AV IFNDIEIEITE 0 —%EZFHNZEDT, 17924,
BEHIEHOSE | BIFESVEE L 20, Mo ZBEHIE, RHUELEHE

NL. Rev. 606, 608 & n. 10 (2002) ; Richard K. Neumann, Jr., Conflicts of
Interest in Bush v. Gore : Did Some Justices Vote Illegally ?, 16 Geo.
Legal Ethics 375(2003).

(9) See http://www.uscourts.gov/guide/vol2/chl.html

(00 Act of May 8, 1792, ch.36, 8§11, 1 Stat. 278.
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R BHEATTVY, [98FICRBEEHRHATLAHRICMZ /12, E51T,
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Db LIFRDPSEFE LiTh o oSt h 370 L, EFRESNTHE
HEOMBREN/ o —-XT7 v FE3Niz, TDOREE, 4655FEF1IT4FEIZR
MRS IEZ 2, FIEICE-> T3,

BifT450%%13, [ol#, REHICBIT 3RHE L T@QEEOEERF D, £7,
—WRE &2 2@QEEFH AT MA ohz b 0T, [FHEEDONFHIZ
AENEEREPET 2 1 B ICHEEISORBERD S, 22 Tid, [BE
DIRA] TR, MAEREG S [ AAFONE ] PEBICHFEST I,
BHECRERBSEL S MBI 20, RICOEIE, BANEE, =
BEHZNELZ6OT, HHELE OBANLREZZIRERE (biasor
prejudice), FRICBT 5 AANA#EFE>5HE, OF#EL, b LIREE
FEAE L TEHICEE L TGS, OBUFRE & UTEM, BhEd, =
BEIFAELCHEL, BEREZZHL COEE, OFBHEIES L 3NH
B U TERANE, ZohoNELF T84, ERESLIRE—

() John Leubsdorf, Theories of Judging and Judge Disqualification, 62
N.Y.U.L. Rev. 237, 246 (1987).
12 i - FEEGI143-4H, B8,
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BE, £33, ThodBEERAELLBE I EE2H->TH554E, Bl#ET~
ETHDEED TS,

753, SEFREIFRRELFLTOHEBRITEHETH D, AELOBHER
WEIEICELT 584, YEE0RVTERLTERHNENESEXRIEE
TARELICAEBY, boLb, BHENESERELZVEEICE, 1B
ELUTHBHICLAR#BVLTHRD SN T S,

BUTASHRICET 2 EPHEZOBERIIHETH 5%, OHITBLTE,
WO LEEIC B S EBE R 2SS T 5 2 & T, EFBHEICHET S
BHEV— IV ER— U, Fi2, & hiz@E, OHEOFEREFICED
57, [BHEOATFHICAENSRENSET 5] HEob#ERDdTH
%, ERERE, IEEREMEOHMICBEL CTEEIh TETLRHE
O FHIZE T 28E] 2WMOKBL Z&T, AFaaEBE T sH
ROGBEAMELXI EBZDTH B,

i, EBEE TRERHEOAEWE LT IOV —NIZDONTH
—EOEEERE TS, £7°, @EMEdT4 Q8 US.C.847) 13, FHEH
CEE U BB R R S N B A S TR R E LT B, 7,
k14448 (28 U.S.C. §144) i3, FAUBEFOEM E U T, HHUEMEA
B9 TMREE 2 RRE) 2H O LR ULAHEEMRE (affidavit) 28HEL

(3 Bassett, supra note 4, at 675 & n96.

(4 H.R. Rep. No. 93-1453.

(5 Christopher Riffle, Note : Ducking Recusal ; Justice Scalia’s Refusal to
Recuse Himself from Cheney v. United States District Court for the
District of Columbia, 541 U.S. 913 (2004), and the Need for a Unigue
Recusal Standard for Supreme Court Justices, 84 Neb. L. Rev. 650,
655—-56 (2005).
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LG, BHEN MBEANGSHER] 22 » TH5 % [O# U7 Public Utili-
ties Comm'n v. Pollak, 343 U.S. 451 (1952) kLA 6h 5 L5, ZOBE
BEFE L TEEINTETHBS EFE LI,

19734 E I A RBERESFBEE L BB ETARIIC BT, &
FB455% L RO O#, BEFHIABT SN TN, b-E b, ZARRE
AR ET HEIESFEL TOBRELTRERATCRESINTED, X4
FRA RSB IR TEL,

Chics UT, EREMETABAOHIE, 455FD0BEOBIIEE L X
iz ABA OFHEMEBREICOVLTE, 2TOEFBHENEERET X
=L EBILEINTV S, 19T2FICKIBICHET S N - RIHER, SlkoH
SEPEHGIEICE T A BHIC K VRSN TS LOREICILE, BHE
ot U CEIh > A ESTE#ER L T30, #EIBELSII4SFRED
HEIZ2WT, [HRHBEUTATFREHT2ERICAHENTEME b
his] &35 ABA OBHETARELELEIELHELTNEY,

3) mERIC & 455 DI
HEFHER, HoFH~ofEZN#T 581554, HEITH

(& RZEKE, H5%EER REAZCAIER] St 5880 RcE X, 5
EHAFLZFALACBERITFRETCHTEY, 465FEEH/T S, LS
&, A BiEEG), 108, B XU, [ - iEEG), 134E228RBoC &,

(0 TEHFTOHEPHENIOH T 28ER, BREUBOA R EMIITHT 4D
EBHEICRTE L T 5,.] See ABA Model Code of Judicial Conduct Canon
1 emt. MBI H>HTE, RRFHREHERBEER [ 72 ) AEERRIC
K 2 FBHET A | HEREE25% 8 F2TEHUT (1973) 28K,

1® R. Matthew Pearson, Note : Duck Duck Recuse? Foreign Common
Law Guidance & Improving Recusal of Supreme Court Justices, 62
Wash. & Lee L. Rev. 1799, 1808-09 (2005).
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T, 19TAEYOIER D455 ICBIEd 5 i mB IR = Bl d 5,

%9, Liljeberg v. Hearth Services Acquisition Corp., 486 U.S. 847
(1988) iZ, 455%@IED [HHMITEM] XSOBHRLVREIC LA THE
HThb, AEHTE, HMBEHENPEBESRELTET A HEBOFRRLHE
WMLTWW, BEEREZEBEOVLRT 4+ —7 v ZHHEI, [HEIL455540)0
BEHTERAEW] SERLU, BEERTOEL S HBERA-BHTEREOT
B ot LT HRKRRICE YT 3 LEHRT 5, o ITR, [HBNEX
HThhiE, HHOAFHERMRT 212 &5 2HENHNIE, BT~
E [SHILEEM] PETH I35,

X1z, Liteky v. United States, 510 U.S. 540 (1994) T, (AR D
WE| BERVPER I, REHIR, o TEIFRREEEHOHE A
XU CTHUERREEI U 7B H D, FUgEAORKORRAHYT S
CETR St DBBHBENTEZI DT, XAV THESEEERRE
BTG, FTAHY T, BIEER > T B45%@QEIDNT, % -
Tl HLOWAEHLREHEAXTH S LU, FERZRD S NIIHGIBER LR
HE B RROHELEETELETE, ZORTRKBLTHETES 3%
BUIRILASR D 5N B D TH B4, ZORMRFECRREOFE TR
{, ZOEIBAHBTHIhERL, RAY T, BEHEIAFINGHEMIZ
BB TZ360THNITOOTOERTZ S EEHRMAI TV S,

(9 Jeffrey W. Stempel, Rehnquist, Recusal, And Reform, 53 Brooklyn
L. Rev. 589, 632-39 (1987).
@) Liljeberg, 486 U.S. at 861.
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Sao Paulo State of the Federative Republic of Brazil v. American
Tobacco Co., Inc., 535 U.S. 229 (2002) I, SBH#HETIIBL TEHERFA
BH-1BBTHB, 7 Na10HEWEEEHZEY L CHBHAFIT O
T, FELIFRICRETH > HBEDBRE L ¥ N a2 ks & 5 3FRIC
BT [FHHAPAOK ] (amicus curiae) ELTHML TS EDEEIZX
h, BRHBNTHIThhi, UL LERICE, RHEEMEESL -k [#
Hiok] OoBRBETEIREFEFHLTOTHLYMBEL, 7YV —TiKBI3
ZHOEEIIBILTH -7, €T, mm#Eild, per curiam 2L D, [FH
HOBBIEGEEL LB L, ZITH, BEMSERINZ2DE, [£T
OEFIAECFHNAY] 8, MELE - 2BHET DO THEICHET
H5HREGLULIRBEBREF>ETFHIIESG L, FEFFEFCESNETZO
IO RRREITFHTEL VL LD TH BY,

2FEBLT, REHE TREEHE O RBEFEICHE U T4055&%2HER
MICEAT 2B ERE S, T2 TR, THEDORR.L T, IFAF
DB OFELEIRD oM B, 7, REBRAFICEAL TIE, 455508
A, BRAEPFEELL - ICHEBEORBRREIIER SN TE Y, THEH
FILHETI0HB OISR SN ZD0TH 5%,

F2E SaRfFEICLI3EETOERAMD

HRBICBOLTE, 2#ERVTOMCENEBSORENRRD LD
LY, SEREICHLT, REHEE, 501, mESHiefick
LZHEBEHITODOG L, Lhrd, RREFHENEEANOHEZREHY 55
&, TOHEE, HHERINT, SFHESFHICHELEDL - L H—

@) Sao Paulo State, 535 U.S. at 233. Liljeberg, 486 U.S. at 861.
@2 Bassett, supra note 4, at 682.
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TTTRENDICHER L, BASHORBEFEFG MO Z OREEOH, &
FARE, U BMOoFERLIFELONMIHK LTS, AAOEFEIC
K BHPITHONBKEITTH S, EERIC, BHORNTEZI T EREZE
TULEEGICE, HNTHTOEEREDAEERTOE—RINTH - 72,

bodkd, TLHASGICERBHEYTIONT 3REEBNSHEOHET
FmRENadZ &b b, ZOLHBEAMITIOENE L TOME IZEEM
DEL 00, REZRHEOBEHEIC DV TOEM, EPBE455%4% DR
B ODOWTHWHEIB Z EMWTE %,

(1) Laird v. Tatum, 409 U.S. 824 (1972).%

KEEHENE S ORBHETEROHEH A2 BARMISRLUIZHO
r—AThH DY, BEEOFHRBREVBERENOBEEEEISH U TEREE)
ZifT> TEMEIIOWT, SROEHHEERSESTATH S L OHH
BEED, UFEHOZLHMAaFRAPRE SN, EFREVPEBEREE]
SEREREL, ZILOBESERB Ucicd, SEBIFS EE 21T - 7,
19724E 1 H, BREHREI, V- rFAMEEZELIZ0ZHERICXD,
FRFHRMETH 2 REBBRORMEBE B & UT, HREBHREBEL
72,

FIRE & 75 - 7e D, RmFHERIEER % THlIEE O Assistant Attor-
ney General TH -7z — 2 F 2 b, EFEREOEENHEFICEET 3/NER
KIIBNT, BEICLZEHGEDOEEHLHHE T 3 NF DS 2170,
MNEEREFGLUCTRALABTOAES VL2 RIBT2EEBIZ, ABAZ
DEOHTHRDOESER VB LTI ETH S, 351, HBFHRD

@ BEHEHFICHO>OLTHEHLCE, JF - 5ilEEd), 3HUTZZEOI &,

@) Laird, 409 US. at 824. V—VF X B, TOL5 LR EHBHONENE
FlTHbZ EEFAFT LTINS,

@ Laird v. Tatum, 409 U.S. 1 (1972).
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ML Ts, ERETHRETORGERICIOWT, TERPITHHOME
Bi& 59 5 TR B L TRFLOMENED 51 ¥, FEERHIEESH
BREFHS LT, BESKE, V—rF X NEEHOEED S YR
HIBLOEEZTESNBED, L, VL—rFX MHBEAEELTH
N, FREIAFLORBLETVEEOHAPMITSINL LIATH -
foo 22T, BERV— ¥ X MHEREE UKD - 7o I SEEHED
HB5ELT, ERITUTHEREERD, ZhicdlLTlrv—rFX b
ML, P THTEHRMTREL, TOEERAELLDTH 5,

V= F 2 bORBEEOESIL, [HG5%OBAME, THlLoBsH,
KA HEORKEDC 3 DTH S, £7, BERIIBIIARTFIIIHLED
BEFHIIZELELIED, V-—rFIX ML, BEEORSY v 7L UTRE/N
ZESZBOTHMNES ZIT-c0ATH Y, FRIKBIZIASEH
kLR, EHEAELLELTOERICBLT, FRFRICEELTH
rKbFTRAP - ER/IET 5, FEEE, 7Y — 7 ERICEIS U7z United
States v. United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michi-
gan, 407 U.S. 297 (1972), B E %278 5 72 S & E Contractors, Inc.
v. United States, 406 U.S. 1 (1972) iZ2W\W TR H SEBEIT»> T 39,
DS, V=rFR I, AlEERROBEIVIHOGFKICB T 5 2#E
HMTH? [F#ELELUTHE] H500d TREMITAL LTIES] 1084
LiEi&9 5,

Kz, BSOSV, BROBRENEBORPERIEEHICES LI
Vo FIZWE, 75 v 7HFERZHSH EREEE L L THIEEZTEE LU AEY
BRERICET2HRAB/ICEELTEY, 7570777y —FHEBELREHE
BRRCEEZE LT FBEicld aBHicemL, a5, Yvo7 v

@ Stempel, supra note 19, at 592-93.
@0 Laird, 409 U.S. at 828-29.

— 73 (292)—



WA FIEYE HIMEBH LS

VHEGREEEBRRICES Lz0 ERBOBEHICEML, La—dKS
ZEBEOREOEFOHS LMK L, RABoBEhMA) cHPIEFEE
fi-Tb, V= FA M, HRBHBORBICES S &, HERERN
WKEEMEIZ DL THASERERXTOHAEVWETHIE, LLAZHIERR
BThHEIZABRTN S,

BB, V—rF 2 M, BREEHEECRZOREEICES, [EEIZHE
54285 BLEkvohsEd s, $4b5, TRELELVR
ERICIIE#E U CHEORBESES T, 1 ZoERIKL Y ERMSREET
GPNTEEEREZRRTE T, REEREVOEBLET ERENH
5o COXDIBHRFIILD, REFHHUBRIHEFIBR LTS L5 REKE1
E#EIIEEF TR ThELSR D TH S,

ST, V—rFA M, BHENTEHAMSIHGOIEREICESLENE
L, £0#wmELEMEORSYE, RERHBFORHEICI VML TV 3,
AT L TR, YFEME L0 BERNETEREII DLW TAEET, MED
BRIAGHAEELLZ TRTIECIVERE L LO#HE NS 5, ik,
L—2F X MOBEHEADRER, REBicHT 52A0BHEKRT 5ITR
AIRISAEEDHRER T LOEHEH B, LOLENS, EmE
UTid, BRofEERICHEIIR TS 6O TREVLLEDOFM G S 508,

@ See Note, Justice Rehnquist’s Decision to Participate in Laird v.
Tatum, 73 Colum. L. Rev. 106, 124 (1973). B2 A > b &b, EHlL INnicFE
BIERITY, V- F R MNORERKIAS ERERTOFE & O BRENTEENE
T8, H50E, TEFNOCEHEBREZOB S oMENGFEI A LERHL
TWhd,

V=V F A PORBEREEMEATEFECELTCORFM T, OMEL
o Ao BN BERIC OO TERFBRLTE ST, [RIOF
%] BT ABRREZEHIIDOLTHOFHHAMBTINTHARL, QAFRIZ>WWTH
HRYBEEREFETLENLEILERD, JOEEEBHESZED/ ABA ©
HEE A |HA5E ERIFO O E LTEHR L, @UENRAM T2l
RAHEETSHNZ b [FHETHIEL] &, BRCIZ2BHERROAIEL S
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bodd, V—rFX bIMEILL IH44EE, BUFRE E L TORES %
BBEBEHITAIIICWEERKESNATEY Ub5DE), BETEBE LR
o, LA, FRECHAWERR, ERABIKIEHTH HEE
DGR SHEE T H - xR BHFOREMEIC VT, ERo#EAN,
Tl oBGH, RERHFORKECIVHBLLEEARAES V5
LTHRULIRILH B EHET, MEBRDTOPEEOL - F X ML, %
Flictkil L CRBEERT 2R, EAEEHELTAIRT I LICLD, &
BRHFORBMHELRF T o WELRAVZOTH 5,

(2) Statement of Recusal Policy, Supreme Court of the United
State, 114 S. Ct. 52 (Nov. 1, 1993) (PLF Recusal Policy &#%3)

1993 ELFHBICH - L Y BORREHEDOS> B, F, RAFLLOE
BENFELBRCROTOETE (V—VFAMEE, FUrAX—7, 7
RT 4, AAF—, RAVT, AT4—T VA, b—<REHH) HhiH
TRBICEDEHLEDEET-> T 5%,

ERHR=E, FEEORHEEIZEA LT, BTELSSFOWDE L TOICHE
WTED TS, THIZH LT, Recusal Policy 2, EHEDOE T 54
HBEMPELLRABVREBEICEBE LLESE, b LBBARICIF#ELSEL
THYULAHHIRE U /CFEEOATIIAHNICE#HAENINET 5,

NopEE U, SRAAEZFONREZRET S [LBHONV -] ZRFEILTHS, @

V=V F 2 PBERLIEADZ R, #AERICITIRRBEOBHBEKONE

YHEERLTHBRICBEL L, FOMMEB 2, See e.g., Stempel, supra
note 19, at H58-608.

@) Leslie W. Abramson, The Judge’s Relative is Affiliated with Counsel
of Record : The Ethical Dilemma, 32 Hofstra L. Rev. 1181 (2004). See
also Caprice L. Roberts, The Fox Guarding the Henhouse ? : Recusal
and Procedural Void in the Court of Last Resort, 57 Rutgers L. Rev.
107, 158-63 (2004).
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DFF IO, &2, AERZEORANPLLELIFELOLTTH
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