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Abstract 
 
This paper argues that judicial independence has been much achieved mainly by the 

reform actions carried out by the reform-minded judges of the Room 303 at the 
Tai-chung District Court. The achievements of judicial independence reform included 
case assignment reform and attending the Judicial Personnel Council. Although the 
status of individual judge became more autonomous and independent, the internal 
control and hierarchy of the judiciary still somehow existed. No matter what, political 
parties and politicians could not control the judiciary anymore. It is not like the 
common impression that Taiwan’s judiciary is lack of independence. On the contrary, 
democratic politics does not have a proper mechanism to make the judiciary 
accountable. In the meantime, the hierarchy of the judiciary still exists and it is the 
most serious issue for judicial independence in Taiwan. So far the issue of the 
relationship between judicial independence and supervision under democracy did not 
receive proper attentions either from reform-minded judges or from social movement 
organizers. 
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