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Abstract

Functions of good, faith in publictlawcan be classified into five
categories: Obligatory, Justificatery, Ir&érpretive, Restrictive, and
Protective. These functigns can be seen in the performance of the
state or “eitizens, as well\as in the fields of constitutional law,
administrative, law, { ok, human rights separately. Obligatory,
justificatory, and, interpretive functions are particularly dedicated to
the performance ofithe state; while in the performance of citizens, we
often face restrictive and protective functions. In this article, we are
seekingsto.explain and distinguish between various functions of good
faith in‘publie [aw'scope and illustrate the appropriate application of
this concept.through statutory and judicial examples from different
legal systems. Although the abovementioned functions of good faith
in public law have been raised to some extent in the existing
statutory laws and judicial precedents, it is necessary for good faith
telimprove and be considered as one of the general principles of law
by legal doctrine and also be extended and recognized as the right of

Law, Trust, citizens to facilitate the establishment of a democratic society based
on trust and honesty.
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1. Azarnikov v. State of Israel (1980); Bernovsky v. Director of Customs (1978)
2. Constitutional Good Faith
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1. O’Connor v. Donaldson, U.S. Supreme Court (1975) (422 U.S. 563, no. 74-8).

2. 42 U.S. Code § 1983 (Civil action for deprivation of rights), See: Pierson v. Ray, U. S. Supreme
Court, 11 Apr. 1967; Walumba Lumba v. Secretary of State for the Home Department [2011]
U.K. Supreme Court 12.

3. New Jersey Tort Claims Act, Title 59: Claims Against Public Entities, 59:3-3. Execution or
enforcement of laws.

4. Henderson v. Smith, 26 W. Va. 829, 836-838 (1885).

5. Alston v. The City of Camden, Supreme Court of New Jersey (2001) (168 N.J. 170) citing Fiedler
v. Stonack, 141 N.J. 101, (1995); Lear v. Township of Piscataway, 236 N.J. Super. 550 (Appellate
Division 1989).
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2. Auckland City Council v. the New Zealand Public Service Association [2004] 2 NZLR 10 (CA).
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EVGE 1951, p. 205.



W ladd o by90 ¢ osac o> lellho dolilas Y A/ o308 Go8> 13 Cori s (103,515

VA Cgnae S Jde g8 Y 5 5 dlge aSTls (s dleiul iy porde I 3 Maod
obl.é.:.’..»‘:.?,.p Sy 0 ..\J‘ysu &S Dy P ral.i e dlib& dlﬁl EA.:.2539A:>u )I)’.ﬂ L‘)]?J..cctg Cud >
Olialee saiiSdgamwe by b Sbj)l slp Jol cpl cpmimen 29 edlatwl 1,50 & sl 5 5>
(VAY YAY ol 5 gsas]) 3510 5,8 55 el oy

é:\l_n s J)_§ odalio O‘Pu—“’ uL'J dJ‘}T W“'L‘“ PISTEC I I Cad (> L;l.m)f)lf B u,S"
Bl ydgd Codgazme (glp el cusSls bl (gls 35 Sldl a0l 59d o 3> 1 odlituleguw
 lad Lg‘j 9 olgd jl pdm cpiomen 10,8 sl sy JBl 4 g jleampglias > ol L;b])‘]
5> 451y 1l S S S92 & by |y MS9T5 IES 3 19SS L oo
945 o M m i (6,0 cts Sin g plas] Glucs] gy B QLcM]o‘}gLﬁél 5 obe ol
5 553 o lalgd sl 5 ol ol Mgty Llae B 28 ST i Sa5m Sl
1t im0 el slize) o ol (590 WS o ST cule) (o agas L
a8l ol s jobs ol (SMie slie il piV g uS ob colsS leds dg 3olo
N o 086 ol dlaie blod 4y pb Cod oy

575 ol T 0t ¢ e Sty M SMig 5 o 5t (il claes Iy 3590
slazel 4wl (] (o936 cunsle ol el o pgale 5 din cllie pols a5 LA aalye
Jdsas 1y lad ay @unndIS s b ol Lass 35 T e,50n (sl o leed cpl s 5l eges
ol 3 ol w8, LA o Ngel by s )3 Jad i g gl 4 eges dlaxel Laas
QB oot e Bl o sbadus ) SLad oSiwd 4y eges dlaiel &5 (6)l50 4y s lasla]
2 B b5 5 e disrSle ogas > o gloflo 8,555 uaiin 5> By 51 sl
PSS 9 Wi Cadgman I WSy (s yte ©ygps I My A L lasye sl Jpol (e
LYY YA (M) cunl 03 9] b 4 oy ()l g LS

aild Sleglao (8151 el 905 3L 152 U5cgmw bawg dlud (¢ SUidl cou )3 Cas oy
dolizhad Ly a S ol b oyl gl giS VY 8le .08 oo o)Ll yudgs (gl Cus oy by 4y (VAAY)
ol 4zl dlud 5158 5l coles d il Cogal (Yo+F) Jho olojlu cogas zoomo F/OA

1. Landgericht Bonn, Urteil vom 16 Nov. 1999, 10 O 457/99 (https://openjur.de/u/150000.html.)
2. Harbhajan Singh v. State of Punjab and Another, Supreme Court of India, 2 March 1965.

3. De Haes and Gijsels v. Belgium (no. 19983/92), 24 Feb. 1997.

4. Alois Schopfer v. Switzerland (no. 25405/94), 4 Sep. 1996.

5. Whistle-blowers
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1. Guja v. Moldova (no. 14277/04), ECHR (Grand Chamber), 12 Feb. 2008.
2. Act on Transparency in Public Life
ol A Lais caipme 386 1y gl (65le 15wl )0 snel s Olylebl awdld 50 Jlas wass ool (Jlie (sly Y

WSy b ke J pds Bei (2lg)l oS3l )3 0kig
Lindon, Otchakovsky-Laurens and July v. France (no. 21279/02 and 36448/02), ECHR (Grand
Chamber), 22 Oct. 2007.
4. False claims act

ol 0 0, L] @8lg BMS ) Lisl 3 )50 10 Cas g 4 35 ol (Sde Clgtuns (B A Bole 15 0



VA o Gy land i b9 o popac o> Olllo dolilad Y A/ o308 Go8> 13 Cori s (103,515

OSiasbisgy Jleiagas g sl @l ) pe Gt (o)l ogmdlsS Ve B3l ullas &S ple>
b g Cpias Ly phidl 4 bolo 55 3980 2ld 5 (ogee gdlio 4 bgyye Plue )Ll (4l
WSty (53 hS 555 YA Ble abl oVl o Sodaliy M) g pillao 5 (5590 el
L sl acsh o gl (ol ldidsy e b osian g b dup lsl 4 al,31 el ool g ys )3
ool > (gausie (glaodigy 1O s Olile b il atily J)3  oges z8lio Culas cod g (Soi8
Trbe oy ade 1) SLales) Vgome & IS5alie) ol (63l 2 8 3590 3 i Boi> (2l
oyd Tl o o)Ll ol Hlisl Bous g leMbl a o yiand 3 L e b sl 1548 4y cilos S
il elais) pyso s Solo e Lais aST (Ko Mol e EBIGS S s o2 cleds]

N

Sl ilos 3 5 45 .5
88 s Jlo 3 gy coles cpl g sl Sageo 3558 (gl gy 3] coles 13 iy
33y b angy 390 Lasl HLanlg g i S5 dlasel 505 b bl 0 b el (lag s (ol o>
JolS g g g Slag 0 b s oy ingyels IS S ¢ lga g o> 4 by (slokigy
ololss 4 390 JYaml (Lol 08 S Mgl 45 ol 4 0b5 3939 5 392 9° sl o
cibge 5 Glayil 983, Copady s Sgeolal (Suj il pleglse 4 &5 ooloel Bb
Oyl &S Cunl 2SS a8 oloiel Cpl (A8 Ao > WS Jas il g slaiel pl b Gillae Silodg
4 iy ol e (Singh, 2000 255) 5o salgs el ye bl v ol 9 3550 Sl 4 cous
Dy oo KBy )8 @\%w Mg Caigpe b o g g9 pie el 1S olacylos

* £9550 5N g Cabpou 3 Calos )

ol o> S (8 cuaSls Jol palis il 1 (S0 Slg oo g HLaI LS 13 b
el Jol 2,5pe0 ol 11y 298 (BT a5 g Cul 50l g 1> Cppmes jlae gyt Ll
gyt gy Pl )15 Lati] 96 CSlo ol il 3 05l3] & sogas dlael i 5 bl
Oygme (Byds clen ol 5290 il yine (g Jlash alad JyuS Jsol 5l (S lsis 4
dge LAt D Cuiips ol by edi (hgase ()bl Goi dla )3 (2UAS Cutel U2 pS

1. BEDAT v. Switzerland (no. 56925/08), ECHR (Grand Chamber), 29 March 2016; Stoll v.
Switzerland (no. 69698/01), ECHR (Grand Chamber), 10 Dec. 2007.

2. Ageyevy v. Russia (18 Apr. 2013); Braun v. Poland (4 Nov. 2014); White v. Sweden (19 Sep.
2006); Olafsson v. Iceland (16 March 2017); Brunet Lecomte and Lyon Mag’ v. France (6 May
2010); Mihaiu v. Romania (4 Nov. 2008); Margulev v. Russia (8 Oct. 2019); Magyar Jeti Zrt v.
Hungary (4 Dec. 2018).



Y A/ ropas Gigs 43 Coipmen 5103, i Byland = by g oopas Gl Ollbo doliliad Y+
5 9= 598 Lol e 55 sl p3Y g S o o Bl LEE @yl 4 sleiel g sl 390 Jgine g
A pla8l g s b i (650 Slowauad Lol aS™ Slaig o S 148 ile Cos iy ol
F e sbadinzn 36 (dnpie bl p sl (San g 1S (o0 (re2 9 (62,8 (SN) iyl
5 Slagonal (29 SPLE Lt g ool e g ouilsd (oled 51 luigeed (2T Lol el
i 558 Slagaad 350l &y il Lagas Slolie 43 31 fuslool oylanl g )bl elapMel
ol (g2 (Sl e LIl Jdoer 1l 038 pladl ()bl lopenss Bl Cuspue L 4 (g9 05
bl us D9 ) yaie ()bl Glowead g Jlosl g0 Bl (5,8 gawd Jhedswe g ()bl
g 00,5 slatel gl s S9lE e ranas b pMel S (30 T pligsai L dplis L &5 pased
(VY Y diige) 35 )8 calen o ol S Bl P 3 L o S
S 3598 iy gl e slnc) o plie o6 el o BN gy il 55 sl
The Supreme ) us j,sl |, Lesl lse coaliw dlal, (s Line) LSS 5 Lo 5>
il coles a ,> (Administrative, Court of Lithuania and ACA-Europe, 2016: 22

Pl Ly 5o jl oslitwslegu iegw 293 b g Gl 2929 4 by g9 ptia (sl llas
gl 6l oyl oyl 958 SV sols g Y Glady L)l g g coles el ( yio b Sgl s
9= SPLEpt 5,8 51 a8 s Iogeen by ledl o)l o ydld ol 95 FA Bole ilen Y+ - Y)
SleMbl bl p anonzin b B3gs o5TL 355 sbisl alawly 4 b sl 0BT andlys o b 0392 0BT guouas
cosles 390 o) Ll B3 Mo dlpers (9353 (i 0 ST o i 5 g3 by gl bl g oLzl
Jol G2l chimsore Shgvw o (ols) sbygdS jin SW p ails > audl 55 1,8
by bl plis Olﬂ‘ﬁ‘s‘g‘}ﬁmfﬁ JUBl 51 i Jeol ol 125 995 (oo5 Cogumo g9 ke L]
.(The Supreme Administrative Court of Lithuania and ACA-Europe, 2016: 29) ¢l
N\

0,181 Jlio 4 Cudpme b slas 3 colos .Y .F
au dlaiel olwl ;0048 )y Cogal & o)l 5 pdye b bailgy 5,L)0 SelB aslyd ) Ve VA Jlw p
5 Slalie 1ol LBl > (luigined sl |y s > 5 TS oo Mol ) (L8 (ol (olig e

1. Judgment of Czech Republic Supreme Administrative Court, 12 Feb. 2015, No. 2 As 241/2014-36.
Olej 50 ol ol il b atwily ai |y Liugd CunBgo p Jlos) LB bacl )b ol (gl oS pased :L123-1 5L .Y

3l Cang o b dos > b lilre gaudg0 00l OByl 5l Wiles ol o oo ST p0 255 CanBgo 5Ly cleMbl cdl )
Srb jloges jlam bsjle Sl o pLBI L) Glags Cusdge aSil p bypie 95 )15 0)lal Sl (slasf
09 Ol e Al diily 299 LB g Cudsgw 4 Jyaoyd WS Cawyd |y 293 CaunBge yyie Cilge 53 a0yl



VY i Syladd o by i pogas o> Ollko dolilad 2 Y9 oA/ 0508 ghn 13 S (£103,5, 15

el g Sl iy bogrye oilyd 5 el Jl Gy Asli e Capmmsy & ol S 52 ()0 IS
P o bl lad ol &8 oS b g 0l8l geie 9 Gillae A caclas coles g8 opl )
BApe b s o8 B Gl Hb o)l dabg cus oyl uml) 5 il Anlgs Mol 4
LS‘)—’ (P9=E 9 LS_K §)9-or0 4.....” AS ul.u‘ ‘) s u&)‘ 2 Ca...;:ﬁm 9 Jos b ol o)]b‘ UY9:"“"°
ol annj baro g Cuiligy g 38,80 slallas § 368 iyd bWl S5 o (g5 8 o s LIS
At Lo 038 L)"‘ )l ).u L;UAJIU.., U]J..e(u uasb L J]}Al 9 uol.’xwl (PGeE
e e by 3l 8150 )3 S JSslel (LR LD 1 56
G539 olri) smges lass B g bl (slaanl S siloodbe 5 €olaiell, aasley (o
ol olezel .l 0053 )5 8420 auilyd > B Sgibo bl 4 Olf.\;;fo)l?ﬁdlﬁp Llgy o oMl leie
Conl (Sygp 9395 Hlgiwl o p Cons e dnols 9 cdadplo Loy, g cunl (mon lolas] )5 bl
Aol oy ol Shle 5l aSSls s 5> (Jyb 2, K0 lughes 0 slaxel a5 b ¢ gl oS5 > cdgd
3l g o3laym oS9cdS & laig s b &S Cooliglia) ,\alo:.cl 2 e Aol Cuodd jd (Jed piliuee

Az Y

Ay (Sl g (R (AT GBS D (e (el jsbody S (3508 i dlie (pl 2
i, 3 Shes 5 Ll w{»} 355 5l S5 a5 Sl ) olazs] o)l g CoaSTls 5,Slas
o O Ay BB 55 nlos 5 ST 63 S5 53 Cusipers Cple it B Nign)
inlgs dxlge Sl L (6)lga b JSBcn Sy Sl & Cunnli oo Caisg 9 o 8 Cpgoty
SN L pogos plio & Canl (gilmo 5 Juol (50055 5 (ke S02)5)5 3 porde ol Cunle Lol s
Do 28y Wil Cudgiuns g dnge Liloladl b 0l Ll b 1) o D939 g e 545 9

e (S0 395 Caabga (13,5 S (sl paed I ged
) Glogsd Commbye oy Jlosl L 3asls ( ool)) & ypody &5 oledl plos (g ol Blanl JLis 51:L123-2 83l
ol 0)l3l Bage 1 L& 5 Cudsguw LS )b ((Slyiel Cyao o aid Cudsgu (gl 558 o 0000

1Sy sl 03ly olais] Ll daslye 5 cilisee @llal )3 g s glalad (cananos 4 1) ol 4uilp cdgd )

https://www.oups.gouv.fr
2. https://www.economie.gouv.fr/igpde-editions-publications/larticle_n6


https://www.oups.gouv.fr/
https://www.economie.gouv.fr/igpde-editions-publications/larticle_n6

d}’j&ﬂ/‘fo}a& d}l}).’ ““2"’(}‘“’ ‘;[‘b.’)f)g —_— 5;[4«44 — 5);.’ (90 d}‘;’ Sl/lho dolibad YY

vV L;)lal W)Jb ‘Oﬁ"‘?—; Cd > L 9 sBlo Lg‘)_}l 2 (PGS Slolio 39.&:9 sd)lg
35 5 9 Il lalie (g)lisl Mo (bl 3 comdlis o> LA (53led ) Cud e 4 Sl
e ) Sy (093l D98 Culgiune @) g dngl Carge KB o0 0 g (e Clgiae
= e gl 9503 o jl gy e JLS A B plp pdge (ndilo &5 g (o)l slasls )l 3
Ll ply )3 My ol I 5 g Sd (5Ll Gl 3li] 2 B> Cadgime g ar S
G2 5 29-b0 ol ool 3 ol e 5 gy g B85l | dmmen ol )b LB
ol 005 4B LS Coowy 4 Cas oy Cuoley 43y 1lla ool Bleo O\.ﬁs).e(.ﬁ slp s

5 CngSs e Jolaie bl g dleiel julul 1 1,8 500 (slaxols, d)SJ?@ JRRCITES
955 sl > (i (slacdys o 1) dages lesel (AlBlyi e § 332 aalgd 5o ()59 et
5 alBsls ,Liy 4y pide |y 508 oy ¢35t 530 Ul 88) (0395 b iz 5] 5
lgo ;> ol (gy950 o )5 B (M |l Coles i 45 X135 o 9B 4 s 4Ly
plio (ot dsgio Jdsiume U A8 o Clos Ko Mad dawlgey lleSs clolidl jl 55 6,5
oSS il 3 (b iy (ionel Nigsd Bugali oy L plyi (sl 4y g 09485 (ages
Slolasl g ol Labl (Bluader gl amd 2 hl5 g b 4 Cuns CasSls Bl g 290l ples)
ly cxaS s g )l g iy botesialou | dlold .x3|93uo s oy a5 oy S o Colas lg 0
WS oy |y didycand] oges dlasel g > Eals

4 Joy).o 619"3 C)J" Q&p] 095 3dmd U’J»L»I u9’l5 o8l d])b &S OLo.ﬂ 35l (_,’..:.LQ)W Pl
S oo s S C)WQC) 18l ade colSls (ol s o 4 DLl )l> 393 bl 3oi>
Cb oy (b yratyy polil aitun bl 5B o501y W8l ¢ yudgw Jllo 4S5yl 5y,l87 ola e
B 05 o8 ise 1S 3l (glayeiS )3 (gl s> I (S dlea,

s Lasl ohos 59> )0 Cuiipmes (sl dllin ol o o8 Liplas 5 bS8 plas Ly i
Lol c00 s gu yual S yu> potite 4y S9B yaio )0 da,ST o)l Ial ol oo ol Bgds plls
¥ oole oll o ol piigsdl ol 48,3 )15 o)Ll 3)90 pilgd adm 55 o alie WS punlio
Js=ol 5 098 Jl s 9 35 0 gume (Foi> plio gin (o> Jpol (dde (wdb ol (98
Sl e Slace g o s 3o by B3 )S sliul (Bods (S g adgil Jgol & olgi o0 (598
3t 45 el MBS by anlio 5 gl 1 (S 5 S S S s 3,50 S
A3l 38,5 Bsis 0,35 g olaB gy ploial LS Gl )5 Casipes k)



VY blad i b3 popes s Cololae dolilas ¥ Sl o3a Gl 3 Ca s 51035515

&bo

R R

Lol (1

gy 105 Egpite BT Lol (VYAY) grsme digg )

o 300305 bl Gpdn (WWYA) jagie ((eihe (lbll Y

oo 30l )85 < e () G (YTAY) jezgie ¢ Goie (2lblb Y

Sl 1)) yog 208 LS Jlae] dp G g o Codplio (WHVE) Ao o olos ¥

] (galaes €8 3 105 Ao w00l S (VIR ) ragindeslyiiene o solo 0

S e ol ppln 0 5 )00 Ll o ko ooy Bl S DY) s ¢ e £
Wl olpw <8 3

IR ey (B> COglee 10l - pd e Mo (WY s gl Y

) FPY (W)

dolilad . Mol oy Slanlas 55 Ll i 5008 doix0 Lghd . (VWWAY) jul ble Jl oyl (o po 3l s0as] A
AA=YAY (F)FA o ogac ais clelllas

CuoSl Jlosl (slive Co Gl L g ailadie (Yot (51508 (WWA0) L) ¢S 0 (3l 9 ) Sl A
Y0 (YW (oM ggi> Taliiings . ol oym ©)os 55 (o318 (oolil wass g g

i clapla 88 )i ()bl plie jLas) 1 eslitulege ¢ olsl .(V¥AQ) aabld «(g,Lzdl )+
4 VXN (VOW ol s dolilad ol g Al el

~ o il o g (MBI giune o> 53 pmali (VWA GBlidie (13555 5 je83)l o) el N
IYY-AD (P o ads clido dleo . s

cdlice oSy eafite Lasl ol Jlasl oSel ol (MWA+) (ppuetoneo (25 5 puomme dbigg Y
SARNDY PV o), dolilad . g )]

IYV-IN A (o) dalilias . pis o> byl losd 2Lad &gy 15 My ol (oliT(IYAY) tozmo o JM> Y

G5 > (Shwy oo jloslatulegus (V¥ V) M gl (695, § (pmmo (o flon S (i NF
YooV oM il o ogas sads clllas dolilas . Mol iy (o) alo puo

Goi> 53 (LS 4 s 5 (6> 4 g gl 91318 13 Cud pus (IYAF) olie cdals ould VO
A=Y STy bl qgoolail gais ) zjdie FF o ads Clddod dlxo il B

Lo g dolilial . usdg B9 5> (6)bI (2Ld8 J3uS lajlime 9 Jool (VYY) (o cieiie VP
XYY (V)Y ¢l pole 5 5ai> 54K

—



2 A/ 0308 Gigln 3 Cogpuas (£103,5,15 i Byland = by qopas s Ollbo doliliad Y E

babybl (z

9 Ol (e ddllbae) ()b 9> 0 opSmmenal Y0 Gl 4 pL] ol (VWAR) Lo g9y VY
bbbl aodle olR15 ¢ puslies pole o o> BASES ¢ pogos Gsi> (6,5 Al kSl

sopad o i)l wolid) S dolisbl . oges 333 )3 Cuiipe Jol (VYR0) 951 9] e VA
Sleal e das o8l ¢ elars/ pale o slardl 54D

293 o0yl (8
g0 Cuwlyy ol el (sla ooy p 3 yo (VWAY) Egblit Lo Y Gyl i eiers” o315 N1
N\

o ‘;*M-:Ji;’ (‘r’
A) Books

N

1. Alder, J. (2002). General Principles of Constitutional‘and Administrative Law. U.K.:

Palgrave Macmillan.

Bingham, Tom (2011). The Rule of‘taw. London: Penguin Books.

Davidov, Guy (2011). A Purposive Approach tolLabeur Law. U.K.: Oxford University Press.

Endicott, T. (2011). Administrativellzaw. . K}: Oxford University Press.

Freedland, M. (2016). The Contract of Emplo}ment. U.K.: Oxford University Press.

Grace, Jamie (2016). Constitutional and /Administrative Law (Key Facts Key Cases).

U.K.: Routledge.

7. Herdegen, M. (2013).“Principlest of International Economic Law. U.K.: Oxford
University Press.

8. lan, E.J. (2013). Essential"Administrative Law. Tehran: Khorsandi.

9. Molan, M.Ty(1994). Constitutional and Administrative Law Textbook. HLT Publications.

10. Panizzon, M.(2006), Good Faith in the Jurisprudence of the WTO. Hart Publishing.

11. Simonek, M., & Becke} M. (2018). Tax Law. in Thommen Marc, Introduction to Swiss
Law, Berlin, p.\245-269.

12. Singh, Mahandsa P. (2001). German Administrative Law in Common Law Perspective.
USA: Springer.

13. ThanasegaranyH. (2016). Good Faith in Insurance and Takaful Contracts in Malaysia.
USA: Springer,

14. Uhlmann, F. (2018). Administrative Law. in Thommen Marc, Introduction to Swiss
Law, Berlin, 187-217.

15. Wade, H. W. R., Forsyth, C. F. (2004). Administrative Law. U.K.: Oxford University Press.

16. Zarra, G. (2017). Parallel Proceedings in Investment Arbitration. The Netherlands: The
Hague.

ouorLN

B) Articles

17. Apaydin, E. (2019). The Application of the Principle of Good Faith on Administrative
Contracts from the Turkish Law Perspective. in Recent Challenges of Public
Administration (3), Papers Presented at the Conference of ‘3rd Contemporary Issues of



YO i yladi i b33 o 0gac Gods Olllho dolilad 2 Y9 oA/ 0508 ghn 13 S (£103,5, 15

Public Administration’, 53-74.

18. Chiarella, M. L. (2017). Legitimate Expectation and Good Faith in Public Contracts.
Athens Journal of Law, 3(4), 307-320.

19. Friedman, L. (1977). The Good Faith Defense in Constitutional Litigation. Hofstra Law
Review, 5(3), Art. 2, 501-544.

20. Goldman, M. (2016). Putting Your Faith in Good Faith: A Principled Strategy for
Smoother Sovereign Debt Workouts. The Yale Journal of International Law Online,
41(2), 117-140.

21. Hesselink, M. W. (2011). The Concept of Good Faith. Towards a European civil code,
University of Amsterdam, 619-649.

22.1Inglis, C. (2019). Defining good faith (and Mona Lisa’s smile), A‘paper presented to
Law @ Work Conference: Auckland, Wellington, Christchurch,
(https:/www.employmentcourt.govt.nz) \

23. Mackaay, E. (2012). Good Faith in, Civil Law Systemsy A kegal-Economic Analysis.
Revista Chilena de Derecho Privada, 18, 149-177. N

24, McCanse Wright, A. (2018). “Constitutional Good Faith. New York University Law
Review, 93, 101-109. >

25.McClellan, P. (2006). Australian Administrative Law. International Symposium
Hangzhou, China, 1-18.

26. Nasrawin, L. K. (2016). The Fiduciary Role of,Members of Parliament and Ministers.
ICL Journal, 10, 99-107.

27.Parchomiuk, J. (2017). The Protection ofdegitimate Expectation in Administrative
Law: A Horizontal Perspective. Baltic Journal of Law and Politics, 10(2), 1-25.

28.Pozen, D. (2016). Constitutional Bad Faith. Harvard Law Review, 129(4), 885-955.

29. Rabin, Robert L.y(1976). Job Security and Due Process: Monitoring Administrative
Discretion Through a Reason Requirement. University of Chicago Law Review, 44, (1),
Article 30, 60-93,

30. Shalev, G."(1983). Good Faith in Public Law. Israel Law Review, 18(1), 127-134.

31. Tassone, B."(2014). Goed*Faith and the Abuse of Right in the Context of the Autonomy
of Negotiating Contract, LUISS Guido Carli, 1-42.

32. The Protection,of zegitimate Expectations in Administrative Law and EU Law (General
Report) (2016). “Seminar organized by the Supreme Administrative Court of
Lithuaniayand ”ACA-Europe, Vilnius.

C) Websites
33. Neeley, Steven A. (2018). “Can The Government Contract around the Duty of Good
Faith and Fair Dealing?” at: Www.contractorsperspective.com/contract-

administration/contracting-around-good-faith-and-fair-dealing/

34.Barnett, Randy E. (2016). “The President’s Duty of Good Faith Performance”,
at: https://www.washingtonpost.com

35. www.aeaj.org/page/Principle-of-Good-Faith-and-Fair-Dealing-and-Legitimate-
Expectations-in-tax-proceedings (The Association of European Administrative Judges,
WG Taxation, Ljubljana meeting 2011)

36. https://www.legiscompare.fr/web/IMG/pdf/13._CH_5_Good_faith.pdf


https://www.employmentcourt.govt.nz/
http://www.contractorsperspective.com/contract-administration/contracting-around-good-faith-and-fair-dealing/
http://www.contractorsperspective.com/contract-administration/contracting-around-good-faith-and-fair-dealing/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/
http://www.aeaj.org/
https://www.legiscompare.fr/web/IMG/pdf/13._CH_5_Good_faith.pdf

d}’j&ﬂ/‘fo}a& d}l}).’ ““2"’(}‘“’ ‘;[‘b.’)f)g —_— 5;[4«44 — 5);.’ (90 d}‘;’ Sl/lho dolibad Y‘L

References in Persian:

A) Books

1. Behnia, M. (2014). Legitimate Expectation Principle. Tehran: Khorsandi (In Persian).

2. Ghamami, M. (1997). Governmental Tort Liability, Tehran: Dadgostar (In Persian).

3. Ghamami, M., & Mohseni, H. (2011). Transnational Civil Proceduree. Tehran:
Entesharco (In Persian).

4. Mashhadi, A. (2012). Discretionary Power. Tehran: Vice Presidency for Legal Affairs
(In Persian).

5. Mohseni, H. (2010). Organizing Civil Litigation (Based on Cooperation and in the

Framework of Procedural Principles). Tehran: Entesharcoy(in Persian).

Motameni Tabatabaei, M. (1999). Administrative Law. Tehran: Samt{(ln.Persian).

7. Motameni Tabatabaei, M. (2016). Comparative Administrativenkaw. Tehran: Samt (In
Persian). N

e

B) Articles N

8. Afshari, F. (2021). Administrative Official’s Error and Abuses of Power in the Judicial
Review of the Legal Systems of England, France and Ireﬁi”, Quarterly Journal of
Administrative Law, 8(25), 49-71 (In Persian).

9. Ahmadinejad, M., & Aminoroaya, Y. (2019).\Limiting Clauses and their Role in
International Treaties. Public Law Studies Quarterly; 48(4), 787-808 (In Persian).

10. Amir Arjomand, A., & Zargoush,, M. (2009);sFault in the Civil Liability of the State;
Analytic and Comparative Study. Legal'Researeh Quarterly, 12(49), 85-143 (In Persian).

11. Behnia, M., & Zarei, M. (2012). Reflections on Possibility of Principle of Legitimate
Expectation in Administrative Court of Jostice. Rahbord Journal, No. 61, 153-189 (In Persian).

12. Eskini, R., & NiaziyShahraki, R."(2016). The Necessity of the Rational, Fair with Good
Faith Governance in Limiting Freedom of Contracts in International Commercial
Contracts. The QuarterlypJouenal Islamic Law Research, 17(2), 44, 5-26 (In Persian).

13. Ghasemi Hamed, A. (2007). Good Faith in the Contract: The Basis of the Commitment
tonlIntegrity “and the Cefmitment to Cooperation in French Law. Legal Research
Quarterly, 10(46), in\Eeonomic Law (2016), Tehran: Derak, 141-183 (In Persian).

14. Jalali, Mohammad(2015). Freedom of Speech of Attorneys in the European Court of
Human Rights. Ray Journal (Judicial Case Review), 3(9), 111-127 (In Persian).

15. Mashhadiy, A. ?2012). Principles and Criteria of Administrative Judicial Review in
Swiss Law. Raculty of Law and Political Science Journal, 3, 291-303 (In Persian).

16. Razavi Tousi, L., Seyfi, S. J., & Mohebi, M. (2023). Abuse of Process in Investment
Arbitrations. Public Law Studies Quarterly, 53(1), 267-286 (In Persian).



