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[ Abgtract] In traditional administrative justice system of the U K, emphads was put on judicia re
view and appeal , and recond deration or the interna review of administrative deciSons was amost atoget her
neglected. But in recent years, this stuation, influenced by the administrative reform and the importance
attached to alternative digute reolution in the reform of civil justice, has changed. More and more people
pay attention to the study of the reform of interna review syssem. Eforts have been made to improve the
independence of the review officials without breaking their connections with decison-makers. The purpose

of the reform is to make full use of the system, meet the needs of public service users and redize the sys
tem’ s normative effects.

40
“ review” ( )

. 30 -



