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Not merely oracles, perhaps: Critical approaches
to the study of the judiciary

3 Wadasny®

puli.fu@gmail.com

Abstract

Judicial institutions do not simply enforce the law objectively without any concern for the results.
Many critical studies highlight the fact that judges are far from acting merely as technical experts; more than
often their behavior and their decision-making patterns are dictated by various factors apart from legal ones.
On the one hand, the so-called attitudinal model focuses on the influence that personal motivations, such as
ideological values, career goals, religious beliefs, and role perception, may have over judges. On the other
hand the strategic model argues that courts tend to calculate and behave rationally in order to safeguard
their institutional interests. Meanwhile judicial institutions are also embedded in the political system. In some
countries, courts apparently have the final say over important policies, ranging from social to financial ones.
This article will underscore how political judicial institutions can be, while reviewing critical approaches for

understanding their political nature.
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“All judges are politicians, whether they

know it or not” - Enrique Santiago Petracchi
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AUARTALATY Tanaudean Viawdien udu
(Baum 2006, 12-13; Posner 2005, 1260) A47
Drahozal (1998, 475) léi@ieuld “idwaeniunanis
NNAY FANINEIA WANEIATYALLIA19799N
PHIANIT9U” U 8d Macey (1994) Iéuue
g fAnInEanigelTni wenansy
= = = 1 2

seiflauNasaunn tinaqelanuiaaanuldlieu
HaspmLanT Heer] G9azdosann1IvaIuaedn
T WRNnawAnly fheigaaaiaduafininm
AR Chevron v. Natural Resources Defense Council
d‘ = dl o’ a ! Y v

el w.A. 2527 Trnaussvinguitlngesliginanem
aunsneuarnUsnaniaaanTauaangniles

WidwFedsesdiiuldmumisasnuniaiyinduy

'
v =

FuTenToy i ssifuiiue) (administrative deference)

= = o =R X o
(Macey 1994, 639-641) @9ima WaAnilanalads
deiAuARN A tadaeiuaTw §Aninsguiu
o 4 A o N Ay o &
ALARINIaNNINesAeaTule uarlU duius
Ausouanadu) vannely uazniauenanitu
FAINNT LN DAUBIAALABUINYIIaTDIAY Taian
azifuiesauAnoniln wiaANazAINaLNe

Tuntinnniseny

ma"lugﬂuz “@DN1UUNIINITLNDS”

“John Marshall has made his decision, now

let him enforce it” — Andrew Jackson®

A LA A1999 89 TUT AU INETANINEA
al dlqz a ¢ o 1 A o s
AansasiaszdiusaliAaraluszausadam
Tefianuudn anntunisdeailuessnsinszmie
anunaagiane’ uddanwwiiuldiow uardsluuy
Avanuane AIATIUNA Nein WITANITLHeY
TaulsasnanEiutas usnnanitiuniaieafiaou
wenenuinilas waziiayuaiunanenu lidias
lugt@nsmunguang Bnswauenssuy 8dsn
AMNFAAAIDY NTAAINNAINNTON AT YU
Fasu fafige Weanniunisilesdanmsuy
Ai/ ! z =2 a a =R [ o Y
UL wIneAnEEanInERs e

N Ay & o = =
ANNNITARTAT AN ANafAaaNITUNTIH Bl
aunalfin@enFaniudn “Founuidenagns”
(strategic model) @uilugAAIBTLNLTIGNIIBNENG
o g o4 . - o
7gn o el WHayANIAATINITN AN

WO ANTINIRIANNTUAAINS

“Boller WAz George (1989, 53) IAueladn szaunsud Jackson llinenaeszlapsianannasa

5 é’ v o ' “ o S 9 dl o A dldo/ o ' 5’1
unANElEAY “an1uniaiias” TuaauuneLAy smmﬂmquL@Wﬁmm‘uumil,mwmnwmuﬂumﬂmm’mu

antiunadesudnsouzau) 81 nguang Nsendaan sesnllenluR dmusssn vt Asligniusniduanitiuniniles

(% Lowndes and Roberts 2013, uni 1)

o o
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9 A BN 19N wuIadaIninlunisAnmaniuaainig

1 v
a v

FLULIENaY NS NN ENAN191uE 97
annfugain1sidaanindAtynsanauLestsaan
anaazliifadueslslas nandfa AANANDTINA

ac a | o o a 3’/ dll s 4‘
ARNAsY WANITT9AUART LT LER9IR999ANTD 1
Ay AN e v gy a
Aralidniaf ladudauiidasing Aamiunig
= ] o = a o = o = \
W@elAnlfu v3ausnisdnanigizauan adliulan
N3qyguatine Alexander Hamilton azagilan dng

49 9

A [ dlv v A
AAINITAANNE “NaURIEUaUNgA” (the least

q q

dangerous) WWIIZAIEWANNITULLILENEIUNA

drausunslagnanonadu “giieduna” anen
va =

“HNNINEIAR

a

Hramainisil A e windiy
(Rosenberg 2008, 16) tNewluduil 137139A3AMMY
Windn paazyinezlsld winfgunaldeenliinoy
fouile M99 Stephenson (2003, 59) Lausiu
° P o IR PRI e o o =
Aanlddn i Suuaztiy Ggune - §ilew
= v [YPR PR o o <
NesiaseanfnANesAaulsranu (gavel) fae” il
AnaludsnaglatlszsnunBun Andrew Jackson
199auTFRININT e AIinaeseAARRY
ad e oda X 4 A
219418894 ATUARALA AT U AuTUN UL 9LH a1
W.A. 2376 dunase nasldlafumausaniensg
TdldFasirausainiaiiauiunisgnasing vve
ansanutinlani (Baum 2006, 72-84) dAnsei
hagingannialandane liiuarangsufanniiv
NI9RNAFAIKT YL ANNWINEIUI19IN 19 el

ag1uamtendn A1aigarINyiaTe Nty

RN INEAageLnanuignusyndnqy

7
gniszsun3UR Boris Yeltsin guiiehudl w.. 2536
4
Bl

o = o o A A a
AIN NINIULN @Lﬁ@quﬁ@ﬂ’]ﬂu W.A. 2550
(Hirschl 2010, 138; @LHIFN Helmke 2005, 1) 138

agelweldanzduaaniaaald dszanuw wiau
FANINHIANAaIALTIBIAIAgIgANLaLT 8 AN
NAANAUAANANNATLWLN (impeachment) WLILIANNA
waandudedariuuneniguusi Mahathir Mohamad

(Khoo 1999)°

FaganiazuaULnei NEnAuAalfFeq
wrlaladudgasenaindaesne Aouuuiga
NagNFALuIT aantiunains tnaenizAIags
WAZANATFETINYLY HueadnsiinesRaniinAnmss
N anazindurnaAyaczls Fasinmeidae
ANTALABLIN MasAnINE U analinaasls

o 12 o a

azfieundunntne FgunaasiuntNAuAR LA LUy

g

drefifiiyafAardvinfiadels udaaissoau
v v = ' dl d’lj o :I/ & d'
qzaaniIARAUTe LN TemnNaLlenaiuiiive
ol/ o o A k% o 19 &
ANNTUANRIAIANNTY AD FaansiEnsedlally
g1uAreIAugnimIeasneieuse wleulunsl
T P oy = X
paat1eiina1adldludreiu Wedwduil au
MAUZEIFUULITINAYNS AAnINEasanaLily
y r o y
resresnalsrleniuinndgesaesdanguune
Tnausgns dounisnduanfidlaniadunis
NANTUILTINAY NN AL A L AUNNIRA TN S
WAtA (Garrett 1995, 180; Helmke 2005, 21, 157-
168; Hirschl 2010, 136) m3vduiudrtinnguane
fasviuanntiunainsie i ldauningduns
wiwsun Aouuudanagnsdududn anniiu
a1 liuinALannUInAaNN19NILE B
AREANAAZUUTFENARLNALTBILIIAFINAAST

Aa a A lej all j '
1ANENa WazweneulaanT1NaluuLLN@ase

6 [l =3 a) = 7 Ao A a 2', 5| QI dl =3 o (] o v o
@JEI’]\?VLiﬂG]W?}J ﬂ’]iL'ﬂﬂﬂ’WﬂLNTEUVMuWLLUUELuﬂi‘M?@LSﬁEI wardananiu Wi Lﬂumwwumuﬂﬂéﬂmuaﬂuﬂ nssaulRaniiiu

AansinenAunaiinueves atenisviiudndeniuamfinane wiuwinasandusnfiunismdsanntyluninseiudan (vanberg

2005, 22)
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@"ﬁmwmmumnﬁ'zﬁm (Baum 2006, 6, 16-17; §
Lﬁlmﬁu Mattli and Slaughter 1995, 185) ﬁ\ii?fu
noAnssNeanuna N stenduulsll1fnn
AeA AR UG e A NaLF T a LA A LU AL
Fa8819L T INUANHITRY Vanberg (2005) LAY
Helmke (2005) FWiidiudn Aalummlszaalmeu
WATNT WAZTNAWAANIINIITULL A FIAUAUN
ANasN ATl anaRa AN LA RN N0 3L
vinnudeninaaasdeginasesnaldiinaanu
waandu (chiling effect) awlliansnawmile
nsfndulazesanttiunainig atail Gargarella
(2008, 194-195) l&Fadadaunmlddmiunsiives
anflaufitndnmanssed 1980 an1tugannislald]
“upagela” fiazinflectlszaullae vilemunguitas
ﬁmmiﬁmﬁuﬂﬁmum\iﬁvm“gm@ N19NTEYIN
Aananail “fuyu” LL@%ﬁQ@NLMﬂ@NN@N’mﬂd’]‘ﬁI
AaaziaanIuaNa WA szuaeInuld (g
sy Newberg 1995, Ui 3) luvinueidendio
UNAINNAY Shapiro (2005, 7-8) 391 ARG A
anigaLInn Laﬂﬂﬂ\uﬁﬂm@wqx “n13sed” fi
amnsnenausld Aagegaastianininedndng
drefi e lwimdendnlulnssadranisidesuuy
annNUsfy PR TR NANLA B9 AR UL
W53 emanluaad fuualduasremnudnud
(controversial) @21 Rosenberg (1992, 397-398)
IR AUANANT LIATIZW NI ULBIAN G4 A
anigalaIn AaaALIaINd 180 Thuusinnsniasa
M mzu,@&i@ﬁmﬁﬁmmummﬂwﬁﬁﬁm@ﬁ w78
fheni3vng Taueanaudafiacianing “Asatdn”
A Tnelaisiasiinisnsevinilugilsssumuuniasa
deldFustenszuaseduiangns Anaetaiuan
wrlagdnuds wazinm “dmsnan” fanduseny

18 felu asudrguladn anafluEeadilaiaiie

ya o g a

o L4 % o 4 dl =
%mﬂ‘mmuuﬁlmmaﬁmumm ugNANEans

au

o

=l G | 1 o o o s
wsnan vseidudesensiue1unaiglaaania
N9NZLH BNALNATUAYUANAITITUTU 1TD

o A4 oA A o = o
ADNUNNTNDIRUNNTINGS AaNLUR N Nazdsy

. . 4 VT
pausanany Taglenizidannaingdaudan iy
ABNAY LATHLWIFIN (Rosenberg 1992, 395, 398:
Moustafa 2007, 8)

! & = a A
atelafinin wanwilaainnismaniass
o k2 dl 1 L4
pndnufaninulienaeausliude aalugiue
o A o d o a o A A
an1unisiileddsanalaandnAuARLLLINALLNS
AUBIAIINFABINIINNBIUIATDIAU UUENITNFAE
ANUIUNTNY LA LRI LT INAY NS TNl
y F e a o
Arasasaniduieany Wnaduanaaunausiulyl
SN . A | e
aulanstifnasdsnaadludnadds arunmnaene
1WA UATZENIEALANIULIDIAULIUNITRNINE
ARN N NE T uaziuAR Marbury v. Madison
Tofinuluanigewdng el wa. 2346 siuniiiln
PA4ARTUNIAINNIIN U8 UNBUA John Adams
AnAulananauludugATin8199n18Y19IUARENIS
wsiesannane lusivana@uan Tnad wiliam
Marbury sauegjne weolszaunsunaulusidniu
FAUUUS STNUATAUAATYTR1AY AB James
Madison fi15&953UN19Usese Marbury autinlilg
= y = |2 A S
ARNasFaIdeAIagedn usitansziiy (Fasdiliay
W91z John Marshall fA3R9ALULNLEEIUANES
g94n TunINU990AMIsEEUNEUR Adams A9
naendulugn Marshall HULA5as0IN1TARRY
Windna Marbury wsliaaeniu i ldeennlidna
¥ dl a Y o a dd‘ al ¥
NI R N T L IS A TR
o Y o = a
FudensadiuvannT Feign A1aRIANINE
99 Marbury A&nT TUATWAUIA LANYNUE 5

LLZQZﬂ’]iﬂ?iﬁ’]ﬂ@ﬂ{gﬂﬁ@ﬁuvlﬂmﬂﬂ ﬁ%}fl?;lﬂgﬁll’]il

o o
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9 A BN 19N wuIadaIninlunisAnmaniuaainig

aei413AA ANANILANAR897 AuldHauaTll
AUIHFFUIaURAIF Marbury LWIIEWIEINT

3
ToyafAN waua1uasnaaun Aadudame
Fynesayny mNunIAszidounily dafianien
nouinuunlddsznay AAWINEIAR Marbury
v. Madison flunaain “n1ssndulaiianagns”
waetlrunaing Aalindnldinadedudalddinng
wrase Marbury Agganlfelauinnsleludainu
FRdN17 wanfaniuly Aianedalaniavene
: " &
81UNA6AIN1TAN19401U U ABLE9T widlu
NITNNITH AR ULT BIAINTRLA LT TEIINYTY
(constitutionality) JBINHUNIE TIALUAGNE VR
panilun (lusvavduiiueenedas) dhausuis
Awatugniladin ldlWeenundnAusiasiu
n19N9evinuegel186aInig (Clinton 1989, 1994;
Epstein and Knight 1998)" lususinentii Adafy
ANHUTATIAIIZAR Marbury v. Madison i@
Tdntluniifanuany Helmke (2002, 20086) Haiaus
N “nsulsinesiEnagng” (Strategic defection)
na1aAe Helmke LOINICIAIAGITAIDNFIAUAUN
WnTAufiadn Hesandapsaana an1iupaInig
= = & o Ao o o o o o
avenaidenulsdelugnungnesiunaigindundsy
angn uazglndazanaany fielfineyndnsiy
oy kX "

ngugingasalifaindiazauunlnases visayn
= = X o a -
anuuuAe AagnIuTalaunaaupy el la

il‘ﬂl 1 ¥ | ] ] d! a
gimbazidnduwaauln luwdnils woanssu

wuiiduladeauniaaniy an11usainigen
o o rd‘ A o v o d‘

pNANRUE AUl AU nAsesgatlaqiiulii@eg

Taandednazasau usain uyueuIaranuly

auARlA°

'
= A

o d o aal
anuilstladefgnazydndansnasiamali
gruzanntiunisliesine NANmTY denainig
analuiaamaeylnduduiudumilauiudie
au wileeminll dszanmuazlflasantiunainig
NINTga° na1auuusIuiafe AraNnd AN
o N R
roussangs Waluwaull dhefiftyald wazdie
Uinnsdansiasanlianeuazinezlssa (Caldeira
1986; Vanberg 2005, 20) N3tfiLAUTANGAAUMT
Aa Fururaesrnaigossuyy luieesuiinedunn
Well w.A. 2495 navauddnyoyresAnistiasiu
2ils1) (European Defence Council) gniiusiada
o d“l A 1 @ a [ o T A
Fgassuynymeiyindliiluiing dhedguiafidlaain
dugaenisdfjaslifuaunanainis waztlszna

a
(%

avrelasvainresmaigsssuyeyva aeslsfinnu
nazuasadUNFLTAaNIA LT AN T A
@uﬁ?gm@ﬁmmmﬁuﬁﬁmﬂ LAZRANNIWIAIT1D
Wi 2 AUaiilingsdn mutiuateniuARnINm
vearaigsssuyuuyiFdenls Tunenseiudnn
naFnduAmlaelanAaNTaaIUNITLINANUTY
ﬁm@ﬁmﬁé‘ammLaﬂmwi@ﬁmmﬁu@mmsm
597 McGuire ua Stimson (2004, 1019) agu/lAAe

WINANNINGET “IIFaU” ABNUBNTDLIL mﬁzﬁ”\mm

"Clinton (1994, 300) wiud1 Tifgmusidaaulungil Marbury ynehesiaannisdssiidssuen atelsfinnu wiagd1i

nsszildsruanfnanadunainainnisfinAuinudanagng alaemagagaies uazlnadeiguna

* wliagd Wirnadusauananiansilesifndunfnusouunidanagns Escresa oz Garoupa (2013) THudadn naud

nsudsinafidenagngiienaldeduneng AnssuvesrnagegaluilaUtudls

o A A e 4 g d A " A e v
arfuaEngiunsdonduilaawy Saudisafinugn aantfugainissesunslszmaluginiasinannlaiunaaiu

Wuhetlasndinawin videsnsa@adn (g Helmke 2005, 1)

36 NIATAIANAGRS AMESFAIERT aWIRInsaiNmInenae



a

N3 WoeALasey

aaniulding AfinaneiuAdeanazgnlias
Tefign AUULENNALNSALanadn waAngIx

109801 iuRaIN AN AUl sl N fAzen

'
= '

faagnazldiuaindsan anntiunainisanaiaan
o = o o A A o
FARUAINNTELARAIAN wazvanaeanazdenziy
NITUARINAI LNDADLAUBILURNALTINALNS 11
NN9daLasy WTainNHIFIUEIUIANHNANHIATY
(McGuire and Stimson 2004, 1022, 1033; @Lﬁmﬁu
Gely and Spiller 1992; Rosenberg 1992) luud#l
o0 a =X ' | |d| v o ¥
Anneas i ldueFesasnsisduldngunne
Tnaldanlaesls Wedesmanand1Any fnasin
0 =R K =] ¥ o 5{7
ANINDNAINFANTRE AL SnneneunuaNnle
o 5 =2 2 ey a A a
&aan viraa1adeTuldnisfiansunARLNauILALN
Tmunaneniluanniiungaiaswiiude (Bourchier
1999, 245, 248; Burley and Walter Mattli 1993, 64,
70; Flemming and Wood 1997; Vanberg 2005, 170)

UANEIPINARUULTINaYNT A 8y
NNNNEaINTane weTunilanTaaeuiiuaziiy
289 Vanberg (2005) F41A13A99ANATFETTHYTY
NAWLDAULAINT ANN1TENNHDT Vanberg AL
91 wyAnsenresAagassuyyluee sy
AAARAIALRINAILLLLEINAYNES IHAaeLTuL NN

A ya = 4 o e a A
AREA AB HANINEUNBLYNAWITAT) ANFIARUAR
= v o Y& 1 dll Yo
azfuativAuldisaidaralaiuanuiaisnan
&pn nazdsanazdnailastlsunnuazLuAe
TWIdedAdyald wazdiauduisnadiilu
(Vanberg 2005, 119-121) iawfuituil ussaiiuayu

an@nsnsuruasiudedAyuinluananianes

"©Vanberg (2005, 121) fielddunwaliinniailiaslugdedis

gAwnm uazwaniandarnuienaetiauadiaz
SuseaviuayuiulAIRE (Vanberg 2005, 125)°
#1efiqa Vanberg (2005, 129) Avagdandaya
nsdunizniaeawdn AN TduAan1vun
P ULAUAIBATNINIUNIIF AR UARTDIADN1TY
AAINIT wazihiasennaungfidaazinanen
WENAUNANMITU HARD I1UBBY Vanberg (2005,
137)" figadliwiugn nezuadannainnsaiiy
fadeafuNengANTTNIedan1dunaIn1g 110
Tunnldfaedn auzdunimnl fAninevaiaai
Idyansadenslnsannie “daifiaase” fidn
“aonnaeulun” Aenszuadianduansznusie
N3AnEUAR

uanannil haulade AOLLILENNAENS
deingnldaBunennAnssnaesanitiugainisii
lusziuazwinalszing aaentdastansiitaumn
ﬂﬁﬂaaﬁiiuﬂiﬂ (European Court of Justice) Auilu
“l@man” nenainsrasauninglal lauang
snanirfisasausanldinaiiundanunsun
LLﬁ?ﬂG‘mmmsméﬁﬁgﬁéqmmw‘lumuﬁﬁmmﬁ
BNALAATAN (Amsterdam Treaty) ;:IL%msmmﬁm
glstuneauussanedn AvagAsssnglslli a3 s
Wuaasdoiey Hqptiunisulauie wasiuualix
N@Tﬂﬁmwmmmm’ﬁﬁwmqu%ﬂﬁmmmﬂu
%qﬁﬂﬁqiﬂm@mmﬁmﬁuﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁmmmmﬁmm?}m
prAvINE 2eefl Matti uaz Slaughter (1995, 183,
185) 113 AragAsssnylsdldnanedufauaned

aeulnatalnagnSINeABLLANAUNNIIINFY

a o

oA uwazdheiivnseaesuiifan wiAuwuan dnninies

! 42/ o = = A & VY e o dla ’é p Nll o | &
ANUNAIAZLABAZULUULAEN UNAULAANLINADNUANILURAAINIT ummﬂmmmﬂmw LaNARUANNANsTUTUITI UAN A sz naL

o Ao gyo a o = o o 9y
ﬁ@ﬂ‘VWI’ﬂMF’]’]WW']HH’]?I‘L]\?@D’WU%@@’]HW@NB\I'Z‘]U\‘iﬁ'i_lel,‘ﬂ

" @wduaeuntdugiedn anniunainisldlilaladunssuadann g Stimson, MacKuen, and Erikson 1995

o o
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9 A BN 19N wuIadaIninlunisAnmaniuaainig

Auneamdde ey (guisiAN Barani 2005, 43-45;
Rasmussen 1986, U 1-2; Weiler 1999, N 2)
UTAEITU UNUINTesAnaY Aa9Iug Taldand
v o oy X A A 9 A ag o co
Amadududeauaullandedesddduiusiv
u3sAAIa T AaNNEn awAalwnunisiies
senaneanniiugaInisfaeiues luanuAnunany
Alter (2001) #97tATIEHATNAIULLULTINAYNT
unagladn AasvautAantannesanialiag
gRgssug latidnsnddoudanlunszuounisyfisssw
dl a a

ye9lszimAny winileanAagAssINg tathile
Tanmaldmaseduaisladaning uaziaasylu
NMINANTUIARINNTY NA1AD ANATUFTEIATY
Tegnuianag uanszuusaINIseslszinAmnu
poan1sausasllderagfsssug sl Tnadnuiin
AagNEsal VseAagegraasnull mszidadnay
doaliflinadnsnunfenalandn (Alter 2001, 49)
v dl c d” o

Wafige uadeslomiiduiiqalaussanmiaszdu
TR Iaatlanie WransrnagRssangtalidnund
answaunsnuaamilesfandnuasanning syl
(Alter 2001, 33; RUNNLAN Burley and Mattli 1993)"

A0117UARINTIUuF U HIUNTIUDY
FTUUN5LNDY

“Gouvernement des juges” -- douard Lambert

a 1 o = o
Wmeeg lAunisianzasdnwianiiy
annslaaane ludnaz uAuLLEALAR
WTDAMLUUITINAYNS 1989810190 (WATAIIAY)

NAIUNADITURAINITIUAN WU AR BT B B9

auazesny o fJaqiu dnfgaansaiuay
Titeeldvumnmennawlaliiudeangnisaiisin
~ o Ao o, K P =
Beniudn “gannsidmd” daweaglddiunneis
nsi annifusansreaunuineanllindu
X P - p
TanaFesulsunaasnsy doymaasssn viely
dpudantaniailag (Hirschl 2008, 94) TaaiAmnu
44 A R
wiangnuiiuanuiiulszanse edasnaniu
AUAnNTUAAINIT NITUIUNNTLTNNIAANITAIAN
nsieaiuasiisssntnanulsfewliguls Tuud
dﬂj a '8 o a ¥ 3 a dll
i nsdmszdazaniinlluugiudemiaagenan
AN UAAINNITABAIUNTITBITTULNTLT B
dulunln wazsnlldafauananainuana Aa
WU uardsdninasasruunailesnauasagy
lunFauriu (Ginsburg 2003, 67) i ladnunga
dfuasldiandn ludjduiusaenaaindaonu
Wunisiilesaggaunn aalilddaaadluanine
AMNBNUNANNNINNY ANAFRIRARE WATADY
Fudenuussarsauanaluszuunisiil aaiane
vgsanansniduling unedauanetiiues wazds
A1y aNanaNaNn19N1NeINsd191914 NIEnNy
TlieanznistiaAuldnguane udsanianay
Aunusideanunaludenndag Al n1sAnENAS
ANLUINIT RN ansagldazieninndng
ABITLULNNIH BN ATALAGHTINBIANNTUEAINNS

o I~ )
LA LL@Z?’ND’TLI‘H@W“] NATALNLNEINTE

TauAdeTuenaad Sweet (1992) d@la

= v T oa X
Wmﬂ\ﬂﬂLL@’WI\?LLWE@MHWLLﬁ‘ﬂ‘ﬂ'ﬂ\‘i‘]_Wlﬂ')’mu LUNAT

a qQ

' o

A1 ATUSAAINNTTTEITHYLY (Conseil Constitutionnel)

aasrFuealsdasulanszuunisiaslduuumtinde

23l 1Auadn AnagRsssnglalasliwedaudaiuaadusiussAuana (Alter 2001, 61) TuziAEail wBNANAIATUALLAY

fafifuanssziuanmou) BnfidaeAagRsssnylslaenegiuna (Burey and Matti 1993, 61)
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a

N3 WoeALasey

Hundeile TuRausdundass 2620 Bnanazes
mmzﬁlmmﬁgﬁﬁm@Lﬁ'wfmmuimﬂﬂﬂmng
wanaw faetngu lwizl WA 2529 uATiaeo
ANMEAAINNIFFETTNYYFUNANTUNT1INg VNN
dnAtye 1evlaninsie 16 ety il s
6 avuignilannviovun waziian 6 atfufignilamn
ANz aILNIEa (Sweet 1992, 89) agnedl
Sweet (1992,3) laFauEealiliviunwae Tull
A9NEN9 N7 TnguNie 3 atuaziedneies
1 ﬂ‘LT‘LIﬁIQﬂ’&'\ﬂﬁﬂmxﬁlﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁ‘§/§ﬁﬁ3~lh&§y%%§:ﬁm
v AnLzRAINN9EgasTuyAatnaneniu “Au”
W3R LAAIT T EuNag U (veto player) lu
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