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Abstract 

Judicial review and natural justice are the fundamental aspect of administrative law, which is 

essential for upholding fairness, accountability, and the rule of law in governmental decision-

making. This research paper presents a critical analysis of the complex relationship between judicial 

review and natural justice, examining their interplay in legal system. 

 

The analysis begins by defining judicial review and natural justice, elucidating their respective roles 

in overseeing administrative actions and ensuring procedural fairness. It explores the principles of 

natural justice, including audi alteram partem and nemo judex in sua causa, highlighting their 

significance in safeguarding individuals’ rights and liberties. 

 

Further, the abstract delves into the historical precedents and landmark cases that have shaped the 

relationship between judicial review and natural justice. It discusses how courts interpret and apply 

natural justice principles in the context of reviewing administrative decisions, emphasizing the 

evolving dynamics and challenges encountered in this interplay. 

 

Additionally, the abstract examines the implications of neglecting natural justice principles in 

administrative decision-making, discussing the consequences and responses of courts when 

reviewing such decisions.  

 

Finally, the abstract proposes recommendations for enhancing the harmonious integration of 

natural justice and judicial review, aiming to promote fairness, accountability, and legal validity in 
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administrative decision-making processes. Through this critical analysis, the paper contributes to 

the broader discourse on administrative law, offering insights into the interplay between judicial 

review and natural justice and its implications for governance and justice system. 

 

Introduction: 

Administrative law stands as a cornerstone of modern governance, ensuring that governmental 

actions adhere to legal norms, respect individual rights, and operate within the boundaries 

of the rule of law. At the heart of this legal framework lie two fundamental concepts: judicial 

review and the principles of natural justice. The intricate interplay between these concepts forms 

the bedrock of administrative justice, shaping the dynamics of fairness, accountability, and legal 

validity in administrative decision-making. 

 

Judicial review empowers courts to examine the legality, rationality, and procedural fairness of 

administrative actions, ensuring that the actions of public authorities remain consistent with 

established legal norms. This legal mechanism serves as a safeguard against potential abuse of 

power, aligning state actions with constitutional principles and individual rights. At the same 

time, the principles of natural justice, grounded in the fundamental notions of procedural 

fairness, impartiality, and transparency, serve as a guiding light in the administrative process. 

These principles demand that affected parties are given an opportunity to be heard, decisions are 

made without bias, and reasons are provided to ensure accountability. 

 

The complex interplay between judicial review and natural justice encapsulates a rich tapestry of 

legal principles, historical precedents, evolving jurisprudence, and diverse cultural contexts. This 

paper endeavors to embark on a critical analysis of this interplay, delving deep into the nuances 

that underpin their convergence and divergence. By examining the historical roots of natural 

justice, landmark cases that have shaped its application, and the evolving role of courts in 

reviewing administrative actions, this paper seeks to illuminate the symbiotic relationship 

between these concepts. 

 

In this era of dynamic governance and evolving administrative landscapes, understanding how 

judicial review and natural justice complement each other becomes essential. As administrative 

bodies wield substantial authority, the checks and balances provided by judicial review and 

the ethical compass provided by natural justice contribute to informed, just, and accountable 
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decision-making. This paper aims to unravel this symbiosis, exploring how the principles of 

natural justice inform judicial review, how judicial review safeguards natural justice, and the 

broader implications for ensuring administrative fairness and legality. 

 

Through an analysis of historical precedents, comparative perspectives, and contemporary 

challenges, this research paper aims to contribute to the discourse surrounding administrative 

justice. By examining the extent to which these concepts intersect, influence each other, and 

collectively enhance the quality of administrative decisions, this paper endeavors to shed light 

on the enduring significance of judicial review and the principles of natural justice in the 

governance of modern societies. 

 

Foundations of Natural Justice and Judicial Review 

Natural justice principles, namely "Audi Alteram Partem" and " Nemo Judex in Causa Sua" form 

the bedrock of fair administrative decision-making. They intertwine with the concept of 

judicial review, an essential mechanism in the realm of administrative law. This chapter delves 

into the foundations of natural justice, the origins, importance, and scope of judicial review, and 

highlights historical precedents and landmark cases that have shaped these pivotal elements of 

the legal system. 

 

Natural Justice Principles: Audi Alteram Partem and Nemo Judex in Causa Sua 

Natural justice, often referred to as procedural fairness, embodies two cardinal principles that 

serve as the cornerstones of equitable administrative proceedings: "Audi Alteram Partem" and 

"Nemo Judex in Sua Causa." These principles, deeply entrenched in the philosophy of 

jurisprudence, safeguard the rights of individuals in their interactions with administrative bodies 

 

Audi Alteram Partem, meaning "hear the other side," is a fundamental tenet that underscores the 

importance of granting individuals an opportunity to present their case and be heard before any 

adverse decisions are made. This principle recognizes that the right to a fair hearing is a hallmark 

of a just and democratic society. It ensures that decisions are not arbitrary or one-sided, 

preventing authorities from rendering judgments without considering the perspectives, 

arguments, and evidence presented by affected parties. In essence, it upholds the idea that justice 

can only be served when all parties are given an equal chance to articulate their positions and 

defend their rights, interests, or liberties. 
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Nemo Judex in Causa Sua, translated as "no one should be a judge in their cause," is the 

bulwark against bias and partiality in decision-making. This principle is a cornerstone of the rule 

of law, emphasizing that individuals responsible for making decisions should be entirely 

impartial and devoid of any personal or financial interest in the outcome of a case. The objective 

is to ensure that judgments remain objective, untainted by any hint of favoritism or conflict of 

interest. By mandating that decision- makers set aside any personal stake, it reinforces public 

trust in the fairness and integrity of the administrative process. 

 

In essence, these twin pillars of natural justice work in tandem to preserve the ideals of fairness, 

equity, and transparency in administrative proceedings. "Audi Alteram Partem" guarantees 

the right to be heard, while "Nemo Judex in Sua Causa" ensures that those entrusted with the 

power of judgment remain impartial arbiters of justice. Together, they underpin the essential 

principles of the rule of law and the protection of individual rights in administrative contexts 

worldwide. 

 

Judicial Review: Origins, Importance, and Scope Origins: 

Judicial review, a linchpin of democratic governance and the rule of law, traces its roots to 

17th-century England. Its embryonic form emerged as courts began to scrutinize the legality 

of administrative actions. This historical genesis was pivotal, marking the dawn of a legal 

mechanism designed to hold public authorities accountable for their actions. Initially, its scope 

was modest, but over time, it evolved into a formidable tool for upholding justice and protecting 

the rights of individuals. 

 

Importance: 

The paramount importance of judicial review is underscored by its role as a guardian against the 

unchecked exercise of executive power. In democratic societies, where the division of powers is 

fundamental, judicial review serves as a vital check and balance on the authority wielded by 

the executive branch. It safeguards against arbitrary and unjust administrative actions, ensuring 

that public authorities operate within the confines of their legal mandates. This mechanism acts 

as a sentinel, guaranteeing that principles of fairness, reasonableness, and legality are upheld in 

the decision-making processes of government bodies. 
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Scope: 

The scope of judicial review is expansive and multifaceted. It encompasses a comprehensive 

examination of administrative decisions, procedures, and the legality of actions undertaken by 

public authorities. Courts, in their role as arbiters of justice, evaluate the rationality and 

lawfulness of these actions. Moreover, judicial review extends its purview to uphold the 

principles of natural justice, ensuring that individuals are given a fair hearing, decisions are 

transparent, and reasons for actions are provided. This process often includes the right to appeal 

against administrative decisions, further reinforcing the avenues for individuals to seek redress 

and justice.  

 

In sum, judicial review, originating from the annals of legal history, holds a central position in 

democratic governance. Its significance lies in its capacity to prevent the abuse of executive 

power and to guarantee that public authorities act within the boundaries of their legal authority. 

The expansive scope of judicial review ensures that administrative actions are subjected to 

rigorous scrutiny, aligning them with the principles of fairness, legality, and reasonableness, and 

ultimately safeguarding the rights and interests of individuals in democratic societies. 

 

Interplay of Natural Justice and Judicial Review 

The interplay between natural justice and judicial review is a fundamental dimension of 

administrative law. Natural justice principles, rooted in fairness and equity, act as a guiding force 

for courts when reviewing administrative decisions. This chapter delves into the interplay 

between these two concepts, highlighting the principles of natural justice in judicial review, the 

pivotal role of courts in upholding fairness and accountability, and the nuanced analysis of case 

law and interpretations. 

 

Principles of Natural Justice in Judicial Review: 

Natural justice principles, often embodied by the Latin phrases “Audi Alteram Partem” (hear the 

other side) and “Nemo Judex in Causa Sua” (no one should be a judge in their cause), serve 

as the ethical compass of administrative law. When these principles intersect with judicial review, 

they ensure that administrative decisions are not only lawful but also fair and just. 

 

“Audi Alteram Partem” underscores the right of individuals to be heard before any adverse 

http://www.ijlra.com/


www.ijlra.com 

Volume 2 Issue 7|Jan 2024 
ISSN: 2582-6433 

 

 

 

Page | 10  
 

 

 

decisions are made that might impact their rights or interests. This principle guarantees that 

decisions are made after considering all relevant perspectives and evidence. In the realm of 

judicial review, it means that courts assess whether individuals were given a fair opportunity 

to present their case and whether decision- makers considered their submissions. 

 

“Nemo Judex in Causa Sua” complements this by demanding that decision-makers remain 

impartial and free from any bias or conflict of interest. When judicial review is invoked, courts 

scrutinize whether the decision-makers had any personal or financial stake in the outcome and 

whether their judgments were influenced by such interests. 

 

Role of Courts in Upholding Fairness and Accountability: 

Courts, in their capacity as custodians of justice, occupy a pivotal position in the administrative 

legal landscape, specifically when it comes to upholding fairness and accountability through the 

mechanism of judicial review. They serve as vigilant sentinels, safeguarding the principles of 

natural justice and ensuring that administrative decisions are not only legally sound but also 

equitable and transparent. 

 

One of the primary roles of courts in upholding fairness is the assessment of whether individuals 

have been accorded a fair hearing. This entails a comprehensive review of the procedures 

followed during administrative processes. Courts scrutinize whether due process has been 

adhered to, examining factors such as the right to present evidence, cross-examine witnesses, 

and make submissions. The transparency of these procedures is paramount, ensuring that the 

decision-making process remains open and accessible to all parties involved. 

 

Moreover, courts evaluate the adequacy of reasons provided for administrative decisions. They 

demand that decision-makers furnish clear, coherent, and rational justifications for their actions. 

This requirement not only enhances transparency but also empowers affected parties to 

understand the basis for a decision and consider whether it is legally justified. 

 

Courts also inquire into whether individuals were afforded the opportunity to rebut adverse 

evidence or arguments presented against them. This ensures that parties are not unfairly 

prejudiced and have the chance to contest any allegations made during the administrative process. 
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When courts identify breaches of natural justice principles, they possess the authority to take 

corrective action. This often involves setting aside or quashing decisions tainted by procedural 

unfairness. By doing so, courts compel administrative bodies to revisit cases with a commitment 

to fairness and impartiality, rectifying any shortcomings in the initial decision-making process. 

 

In essence, the role of courts in upholding fairness and accountability within the framework of 

judicial review is paramount. They act as vigilant guardians of the principles of natural justice, 

ensuring that administrative actions are not only lawful but also just and transparent. Through 

their scrutiny of procedures, demands for adequate reasoning, and the protection of parties' 

rights, courts contribute significantly to the integrity of administrative decision-making, 

upholding the bedrock principles of fairness and accountability in democratic societies. 

 

Analysis of Case Law and Interpretations: 

The profound interplay between natural justice and judicial review finds its most vivid expression 

in the rich tapestry of case law and judicial interpretations. Landmark cases, both historical and 

contemporary, serve as beacon lights, illuminating the practical application of these principles, 

while providing enduring guidance for administrative law. The significance of these cases in 

reinforcing the non-negotiable nature of natural justice principles cannot be overstated. 

 

One of the earliest and most influential cases is Entick v. Carrington (1765). In this case, the court 

firmly established the principle that the King’s officers could not enter someone’s property 

without lawful authority. This decision laid the groundwork for the protection of individual rights 

against arbitrary state action. 

 

In India, the case of A.K. Kraipak vs. Union of India3 (1970) stands as a monumental milestone. 

The Supreme Court held that natural justice is a part and parcel of the constitutional mandate for 

fair administrative action. This case reiterated the fundamental principles of fair hearing, 

impartial decision-makers, and the right to be heard. It established that decisions made without 

adhering to these principles would be vitiated. 

 

Across the seas, in the United Kingdom, the case of Ridge v. Baldwin4 (1964) cast a long 

shadow. This case emphasized that administrative bodies, even those with quasi- judicial 

functions, are bound by the principles of natural justice. It firmly established that individuals 
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facing adverse administrative actions have a legitimate expectation to be heard and that 

decisions made without affording them this opportunity are liable to be quashed. 

 

However, the true essence of these cases lies not just in their historical significance but in their 

enduring relevance. Courts, through their interpretations, continue to provide invaluable guidance 

on how natural justice principles should be applied in various contexts. Whether in administrative 

hearings, tribunals, or quasi-judicial bodies, the principles remain robust. Courts adapt these 

principles to address the ever-evolving landscape of administrative decision-making. 

 

For instance, in the United States, the case of Goldberg v. Kelly5 (1970) extended the principles 

of natural justice to welfare benefit hearings, ensuring that even in welfare determinations, 

individuals have the right to a fair hearing before their benefits are denied. This expansion 

demonstrates the flexibility and adaptability of natural justice principles. 

 

In conclusion, the interplay of natural justice and judicial review is not static but dynamic, 

evolving with the changing contours of administrative governance. Landmark cases and 

judicial interpretations breathe life into these principles, underscoring their enduring significance 

in ensuring fairness and accountability. They serve as touchstones, guiding administrative law 

and ensuring that the principles of natural justice remain steadfast guardians of individual rights 

and the rule of law. 

 

Challenges and Tensions 

The interplay between natural justice principles and judicial review is a cornerstone of 

administrative law, but it is not without its challenges and tensions. This chapter explores three 

critical dimensions of these challenges: the delicate balance between natural justice and 

administrative efficiency, the consequences of neglecting natural justice principles, and the 

diversity of jurisdictions and approaches in navigating this complex terrains. 

 

Balancing Natural Justice and Administrative Efficiency: 

One of the central challenges in the interplay of natural justice and judicial review is striking a 

delicate balance between ensuring procedural fairness and promoting administrative efficiency. 

Natural justice principles demand that individuals be afforded a fair hearing, the right to present 

evidence, and an opportunity to challenge adverse decisions. However, adhering rigorously to 
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these principles can sometimes lead to delays, increased costs, and administrative bottlenecks. 

Administrative bodies often contend with high caseloads and tight deadlines, particularly in 

areas like immigration, where swift decisions are essential. The tension arises when the need 

for efficiency clashes with the principles of natural justice. Striking this balance requires 

careful consideration and, at times, may involve adopting alternative dispute resolution 

mechanisms or streamlining administrative processes without compromising fairness. In 

response, some countries have adopted innovative approaches. For instance, Canada employs 

the "Express Entry" system, which expedites certain immigration applications based on a points-

based system, ensuring efficiency without entirely sacrificing fairness. 

 

In India, the delicate balance between natural justice and administrative efficiency is exemplified 

in various domains of administrative law. One such area is the adjudication of tax disputes, 

where the Income Tax Appellate Tribunal (ITAT) plays a crucial role. Taxpayers have the right 

to appeal against tax assessments, and the ITAT serves as an appellate body that hears these cases. 

The natural justice principles of audi alteram partem and Nemo Judex in Causa Sua are vital 

in these proceedings. Taxpayers must have a fair opportunity to present their case and challenge 

adverse tax assessments. However, adhering rigorously to these principles could lead to 

significant delays in resolving tax disputes, affecting revenue collection and administrative 

efficiency. To strike a balance, Government of India introduced the "Vivad se Vishwas" 

scheme in 2020. This scheme aimed to reduce the backlog of tax disputes by providing taxpayers 

with an opportunity to settle their pending cases with certain concessions. While ensuring that 

taxpayers still had the option to pursue their cases through the ITAT and other appellate forums, 

this approach streamlined the resolution process, addressing the tension between natural justice 

and administrative efficiency. 

 

These examples illustrate the ongoing challenge of harmonizing natural justice and administrative 

efficiency in diverse administrative contexts. They demonstrate that innovative solutions and a 

pragmatic approach can help navigate this delicate balance, ensuring that fairness and 

accountability are maintained without stifling administrative processes. 

 

Consequences of Neglected Natural Justice Principles: 

Neglecting natural justice principles can have dire consequences, eroding trust in administrative 

systems and undermining the rule of law. When individuals are denied a fair hearing or decision-
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makers exhibit bias, it can result in decisions that are arbitrary, unjust, and legally invalid. Such 

decisions are vulnerable to successful judicial review, leading to costly legal challenges and 

potential reversals. 

 

Furthermore, the erosion of natural justice principles can harm public perception and confidence 

in administrative bodies. Citizens may lose trust in the fairness and accountability of government 

actions, leading to a breakdown in the social contract between the state and its constituents. This 

highlights the paramount importance of ensuring that natural justice principles are not 

disregarded in the pursuit of administrative efficiency. 

 

Diverse Jurisdictions and Approaches: 

The interplay of natural justice and judicial review varies significantly across jurisdictions, 

reflecting the diverse legal traditions, cultures, and administrative practices worldwide. This 

diversity is particularly evident when comparing common law jurisdictions like the United 

Kingdom, India, and the United States with civil law systems, each of which brings its unique 

perspective to the concept of natural justice and judicial review. 

 

In common law countries, such as the United Kingdom, India, and the United States, the 

principles of natural justice have deep historical roots. These countries have well- established 

jurisprudence that places a strong emphasis on flexible principles of fairness. The hallmark 

of common law systems is the recognition that procedural fairness is context-specific and 

adaptable, allowing for nuanced applications that accommodate the complexities of modern 

governance. This adaptability ensures that the principles of natural justice can be applied in a 

manner that aligns with evolving societal norms and expectations. 

 

On the other hand, civil law systems, which prevail in many European countries, place a 

different emphasis on natural justice. These systems often prioritize written rules and procedures 

as the primary source of fairness. While they do incorporate principles of fairness, the emphasis 

tends to be on codified laws and regulations, creating a more structured and rigid framework for 

administrative actions. 

 

The divergence between common law and civil law approaches can present challenges when 

cases cross jurisdictional boundaries. Individuals who navigate the administrative systems of 
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different countries may encounter varying expectations regarding their procedural rights and the 

judicial review processes available to them.  

 

This can lead to confusion and disparities in the protection of individuals' rights, depending on 

the legal system they find themselves in. For instance, an individual facing an administrative 

decision in a common law jurisdiction may expect a more flexible and context-specific approach 

to natural justice, whereas a counterpart in a civil law system may encounter a more rule-based 

and codified process. 

 

In conclusion, the diverse approaches to the interplay of natural justice and judicial review reflect 

the richness of global legal traditions. While common law systems emphasize adaptable 

principles of fairness, civil law systems lean toward structured rules and procedures. 

Recognizing these differences is essential for individuals navigating administrative systems 

across borders and underscores the importance of harmonizing these approaches on a global 

scale to ensure consistent protection of individuals' rights and administrative fairness. 

 

Recommendations for Effective Integration: 

The interplay of natural justice and judicial review is essential for maintaining fairness, 

accountability, and the rule of law in administrative decision-making. To enhance the harmonious 

integration of these crucial components, several recommendations and proposed reforms can be 

considered: 

Enhancing Harmonious Integration of Natural Justice and Judicial Review: 

1. Education and Training: Conduct regular training programs for administrative decision-

makers to ensure they are well-versed in the principles of natural justice. This can help 

prevent inadvertent violations and promote a culture of fairness within administrative 

bodies. 

2. Clear Procedural Guidelines: Develop clear and comprehensive procedural guidelines that 

outline how natural justice principles should be applied in different administrative 

contexts. These guidelines should be easily accessible to both decision- makers and 

affected parties. 

3. Alternative Dispute Resolution: Encourage the use of alternative dispute resolution 

mechanisms, such as mediation and conciliation, to resolve disputes more efficiently 
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while still upholding natural justice principles. This can help alleviate the burden on 

judicial review processes. 

4. Technological Advancements: Leverage technology to streamline administrative 

processes while ensuring transparency and fairness. Digital platforms can facilitate 

remote hearings, provide easy access to case documents, and track the progress of cases. 

 

Proposed Reforms and Guidelines: 

1. Legislative Reforms: Review and update relevant legislation to explicitly incorporate the 

principles of natural justice and the duty to provide reasons for administrative decisions. 

Ensure that the legislation provides a clear framework for judicial review. 

2. Standardized Administrative Procedures: Establish standardized administrative 

procedures that adhere to natural justice principles. These procedures should include 

guidelines for notice, the right to be heard, and the right to appeal. 

3. Judicial Review Panels: Consider the establishment of specialized judicial review panels 

that focus exclusively on administrative law cases. These panels can develop expertise in 

handling such cases efficiently. 

In conclusion, effective integration of natural justice principles and judicial review is 

crucial for ensuring fairness and accountability in administrative decision-making. By 

implementing these recommendations and proposed reforms, administrative systems can 

navigate the complex interplay between these components more effectively, ultimately 

benefiting individuals, government institutions, and society as a whole. 

  

Conclusion: 

Throughout this analysis, it has become evident that natural justice principles, including the 

right to be heard (audi alteram partem) and the prohibition of bias (nemo judex in causa sua), 

form the bedrock of procedural fairness in administrative decision-making. These principles 

ensure that affected parties have a fair opportunity to present their case and that decision-

makers act without prejudice or bias. 

 

The discourse has also highlighted the global diversity in approaching the integration of 

natural justice and judicial review. Common law systems prioritize adaptable principles of 

fairness, while civil law systems often rely on codified rules and procedures. The tension between 

these approaches underscores the need for harmonization and clarity in the application of natural 
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justice principles. 

 

This discourse contributes to the ongoing discourse on administrative justice by emphasizing the 

practical significance of effectively integrating natural justice principles and judicial review. 

It underscores the need for clear procedural guidelines, comprehensive training, and alternative 

dispute resolution mechanisms to navigate the complexities of administrative decision-making 

while upholding fairness. 

 

The exploration of case law from diverse jurisdictions provides valuable insights into how courts 

interpret and apply natural justice principles in various contexts. These interpretations serve as 

guideposts for decision-makers, affected parties, and legal practitioners, enhancing their 

understanding of the evolving dynamics of administrative justice. 

 

In conclusion, the interplay between natural justice and judicial review is a cornerstone of 

administrative justice. By recognizing the significance of this interplay, adopting best 

practices, and embracing reforms, administrative systems can navigate the intricate terrain of 

fairness and accountability, ultimately advancing the principles of justice, accountability, and the 

rule of law in society. 
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