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‘Policy Statement’ in America’s Administrative Law
HU Min-jie
(Law School of Nanjing University, Nanjing, Jiangsu Province, 210093)

Abstract: As a kind of non-legislative rule in America’s administrative law, policy statement does
not have legal binding force. However, due to its various advantages it is adopted by administrative organs,
which makes these rules actually have strong practical binding effect. How to control arbitrariness and other
possible problems that may be caused by it is being discussed by American scholars. Meanwhile, there develop
different judicial review standards to make judgments in American courts. Similar issues also exist in China,
so the research on American laws can provide some enlightenment for relevant practice.

Key Words: Policy Statement; Non-legislative Rule; Judicial Review
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