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Overview

This seminar booklet is designed to provide the participants with a clear and coherent
understanding of how judicial review works in practice in New Zealand. It is designed to
assist those involved in arguing judicial review claims, and those involved in the exercise
of powers that can be reviewed. Judicial review is a topic that is plagued by unnecessary
complexity. It is frequently blighted by the use of arcane terminology, and over
elaborate academic analysis. At its heart, however, judicial review before the Courts is
straightforward. It should not be a particularly difficult area, but it has been made that
way by the tendency for complexity. The booklet aims to provide a clear understanding
of the principles that actually matter before the Courts so that these forces of complexity
can be resisted. It can be seen as part of the continuing struggle for simplicity in
administrative law.*
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! See Taggart (ed) Judicial Review of Administrative Law in the 1980s, Auckland, OUP, 1986 at 2.
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