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3. office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights in Cooperation with the International
Bar Association; Human Rights in the Administration of Justice: A Manual on Human Rights

for Judges, Prosecutors and Lawyers, new york, United nation publication, 2003, p. 115.
4. Lawyer Committee for human rights, what is a fair trial?, P 11, Available at:

https://www.humanrightsfirst.org/wp-content/uploads/pdf/fair_trial.pdf.
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1. CODEJUST. 3.1.16 Ustinian (531) "Although a judge has been appointed by imperial

power yet because it is our pleasure that all litigations should proceed without suspicion, let it
be permitted to him, who thinks the judge under suspicion to recuse him before [an] issue
joined, so that the cause go to another . . ., translated in Harrington Putnam, Recusation, 9
Cornell L.Q. 1, 3 n.10, 1923.

2. Bassett, D, L. & Perschbacher, R, R. “Perceptions of Justice: An International Perspective
On Judges And Appearances” Fordham International law Journal, Vol. 36:136, 2002, p. 139.
3. Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 1948.

4. International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, 1966.

5. CCPR/C/GC/32,2007: paras. 4 & 19.
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1. E/CN.4/Sub.2, 1985: para. 75.

2. European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms, 1950.

3. CERD, 2005: para. 31.
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1. E/CN.15/2006/L.5/Rev.1.
2. The Bangalore Principles of Judicial Conduct, value 2.
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1. Commentary on The Bangalore Principles of Juaicial Conduct, unitea nation oftice on
drugs and crime, September 2007, pp. 61-64.
2. E/CN.4/Sub.2, 1985, Para. 75.
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1. Bias

2. A judge's bias toward one or more of the parties to a case over which the judge
presides. Black's Law Dictionary 183 9th ed. 2009.

3. Commentary on The Bangalore Principles of Judicial Conduct, ibid, p 60.

1. ECHR, Kyprianou v. Cyprus, para. 138, 2005.
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1. Commentary on The Bangalore Principles of Judicial Conduct, ibid, p 59.

2. explicit bias

3. Blair, Irene V, "Unconscious (Implicit) Bias and Health Disparities: Where do We Go from
Here?", Permanente, vol. 15(2), 2011, pp. 71-78.

4. implicit bias
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1. Irwin, J. & Real, D, L. “Unconscious Influences on Judicial Decision-Making: The Illusion

of Objectivity” 42 McGeorge L. Rev. 1, 3 2010, p 53.
2. Christine J. & Cass R, S. “The Law of Implicit Bias” 94 CALIF. L. Rev., 2006, p 135.
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1. Meng vs. Germany, 2021, para. 44, ECHR.
2. Gregory v United Kingdom, 1997, para. 48, ECHR.
3. Micallef v. Malta, 2009, para. 32, ECHR.

4. Wettstein v. Switzerland, 2000, para. 43, ECHR.
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