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B
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2. 

noticed 
at 

once 
his·' sharp 

intelligence, 
incisive 

voice, .boundless 

energy and intellectual curiosity. 

I told him
 o

f the case w
hich had just been argued before th

e
 

C
ourt of A

ppeal. 
It concerned the question w

hether, by th
e

 com
m

on 

law
 

in 
A

ustralia, 
an 

official, 
acting 

under 
legislative 

pow
er, 

w
as 

obliged to provide reasons for a decision adverse to the interests of 

an individual. 
T

h
e

 A
ustralian courts had held that a judicial officer 

w
as obliged to provide reasons for an adverse decision 1. 

H
ow

ever, 

the obligations of adm
inistrators w

ere m
uch less certain. 

In E
ngland 

(from
 w

hich A
ustralia's com

m
on law

 derived) Lord D
enning M

R
, like 

Justice 
B

hagw
ati, 

a 
cham

pion 
of 

reform
, 

had 
concluded 

that, 

som
etim

es, adm
inistrators w

ere so obliged
2

. 
B

ut the m
ajority judicial 

opinion in that country suggested that there w
as no such obligation, 

unless P
arliam

ent specifically provided it 3
. 

T
he position had been 

com
plicated 

in 
A

ustralia 
by 

the 
passage 

of 
F

ederal 
legislation, 

affording 
persons 

affected 
b

y 
adverse 

decisions 
of 

F
ederal 

2 3 

P
ettitt v D

unkley [1
9

7
1

]1
 N

S
W

LR
 376 a

t 388. 

B
reen v A

m
a

lg
a

m
a

te
d

 E
ngineering U

nion [1
9

7
1

]2
 Q

B
 175 (C

A
) 

at 190-191. 

R
eg v G

am
ing B

oarpi 
E

x parte B
enaim

 [1970] 2 Q
B

 417 a
t 4

3
0

-

431; 
P

ayne v Lord M
arris [1971]1 W

LR
 754 at 764-765. 

.. 



3.
 

ad
m

in
is

tr
at

or
s,

 
th

e 
rig

ht
 

to
 

ob
ta

in
 

re
as

on
s 

fo
r 

su
ch

 
de

ci
si

on
s4

 ..
 

H
ow

ev
er

, 
th

at
 le

gi
sl

at
io

n 
di

d 
no

t 
ex

te
nd

 t
o 

N
ew

 S
ou

th
 W

al
es

. 

A
s 

I 
ou

tli
ne

d 
th

e 
pr

ob
le

m
 t

o 
Ju

st
ic

e 
B

ha
gw

at
i, 

I 
co

ul
d 

se
e 

hi
s 

ey
es

, 
w

ith
 l

um
in

ou
s 

in
te

lli
ge

nc
e,

 f
ol

lo
w

in
g 

m
y 

ex
po

si
tio

n 
of

 t
he

 c
as

e.
 

H
e 

pu
t 

hi
s 

de
lic

at
e 

ha
nd

s 
in

to
 a

 p
os

iti
on

 o
f 

re
po

se
. 

A
nd

 h
e 

be
ga

n 
to

 

ex
pl

ai
n 

to
 

m
e 

de
ve

lo
pm

en
ts

 o
f 

th
e 

la
w

 i
n 

th
e 

S
up

re
m

e 
C

ou
rt

 o
f 

In
di

a.
 

In
 p

ar
tic

ul
ar

, 
he

 e
xp

la
in

ed
 t

he
 o

ut
co

m
e 

of
 t

w
o 

le
ad

in
g 

ca
se

s:
 

S
ie

m
en

s 
E

ng
in

ee
ri

ng
 a

n
d

 M
an

uf
ac

tu
rin

g 
C

o 
o

f 
In

di
a 

L
td

 v
 U

ni
on

 o
f 

In
di

a
5 

an
d 

M
an

ek
a 

G
an

dh
i v

 U
ni

on
 o

f I
nd

ia
6

• 

N
ew

ly
 i

ns
pi

re
d 

by
 t

hi
s 

en
co

un
te

r,
 I

 w
en

t 
ba

ck
 t

o 
m

y 
ta

sk
 o

f 

w
rit

in
g 

m
y 

op
in

io
n 

in
 t

he
 c

as
e 

in
 h

an
d

7
. 

I 
re

vi
ew

ed
 c

om
m

on
 l

aw
 

de
ci

si
on

s 
in

 A
us

tr
al

ia
 a

nd
 E

ng
la

nd
, 

in
 t

he
 U

ni
te

d 
S

ta
te

s 
of

'A
m

er
ic

a,
 

C
an

ad
a,

 N
e

w
 Z

ea
la

nd
 a

nd
 F

iji.
 

B
y 

re
fe

re
nc

e 
to

 t
he

 u
ni

qu
e 

br
ie

fin
g 

pr
ov

id
ed

 
b

y 
a 

un
iq

ue
ly

 
in

fo
rm

ed
 

co
lle

ag
ue

, 
I 

tu
rn

ed
 

to
 

th
e 

ju
ris

pr
ud

en
ce

 o
f t

he
 S

up
re

m
e 

C
ou

rt
 o

f 
In

di
a"

: 

4 5 6 7 " 

A
dm

in
is

tr
at

iv
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D
ec

is
io

ns
 (

Ju
di

ci
al

 R
ev

ie
w

) 
A

ct
 1

97
7 

(C
th

), 
s 

13
; 

cf
 

A
dm

in
is

tr
at

iv
e 

L
a

w
 A

ct
 

19
78

 
(V

ic
), 

s 
8;

 
T

rib
un

al
s 

a
n

d
 

In
qu

ir
ie

s 
A

ct
 1

97
1 

(U
K

), 
s 
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. 

A
IR
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S

C
 1

78
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4. 

"In 
S

iem
ens .B

hagw
ati J 

said 
that the 

rule 
requiring 

reasons to
 be 

given 
w

as 
"like 

the 
principle 

of 
audi 

a
lte

ra
m

p
a

rte
m

, a basic pril)cip'le o! natur?ljustil?e. 
(at 

1789),' T
he role of 'natural Justtce' In. adm

inistrative law
 

as an im
portant principle intended to "invest law

 w
ith 

fairness 
and 

to 
secure 

justice. 
It w

as 
stressed 

by 
B

hagw
ati J in M

aneka G
a

ild
h

i (at 625). 
C

alling on the 
language of Lord M

orris of B
orth-y-G

est in 
W

Isem
an v 

B
o

m
e

m
a

n
 [1971) A

C
 297 at 309, B

hagw
ati J suggested 

that the 'soul of Justice is 'fair play in action' and that is 
w

hy it has received the w
idest definition throughout the 

dem
ocratic w

orld. 
In that case the S

uprem
e C

ourt of 
India held that the P

assport A
uthority w

as 
obliged to 

supply 
reasons 

for 
im

pounding 
the 

passport 
of 

M
rs M

aneka.G
andhi. 

T
he case is com

plicated by the 
reference 

to' 
the 

Indian 
C

onstitution 
and 

various 
statutory 

provisions. 
H

ow
ever, 

the 
basis 

for 
the 

obligation 
to 

provide 
reasons 

w
ould 

appear to 
have 

been expressed to lie in the duties of or akin to those 
im

posed in this country by the rules of natural justice". 

A
las, 

w
hen 

the 
m

ajority 
decision 

in 
favour 

of 
the 

right 
to 

reasons of the C
ourt to 

A
ppeal w

as taken 
on 

appeal to ·the H
igh 

C
ourt of A

ustralia, that C
ourt unanim

ously reversed our decision
9

• 

G
iving the leading judgm

ent, the C
hief Justice of A

ustralia (S
ir H

arry 

G
ibbs) said that there w

as no general rule of the com
m

on law
 or 

principle 
of natural 

justice 
that 

required 
reasons 

to 
be 

given 
for 

adm
inistrative 

decisions, 
even 

those 
m

ade 
in 

the 
exercise 

of 
a 

statutory discretion and liable adversely to 
affect the interests, 

or 

defeat the legitim
ate or reasonable expectations, of others. 

A
s to 

the decisions of the S
uprem

e C
ourt of India to w

hich I had referred, 

C
hief Justice G

ibbs w
as unim

pressed: 

9 
P

ublic S
ervice B

o
a

rd
 o

f N
S

W
 v O

sm
ond (1986) 159 C

LR
 656. 

-. 
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"F
ou

rt
hl

y,
 K

irb
y 

P
 r

ef
er

re
d 

to
 a

 l
in

e 
of

 I
nd

ia
n 

de
ci

si
on

s 
in

 w
hi

cn
 i

t 
ha

s 
be

en
 h

el
d 

to
 b

e 
's

et
tle

d 
la

w
' t

ha
t 

w
he

re
 

. 
an

 
au

th
or

ity
 m

ak
es

 
an

 
or

de
r 

in
 

ex
er

ci
se

 o
f 

a 
qu

as
i­

ju
di

ci
al

 f
un

ct
io

n,
 i

t 
m

us
t 

re
co

rd
 i

ts
 r

ea
so

ns
 i

n 
su

pp
or

t 
of

 
th

e 
or

de
r 

it 
m

ak
es

":
 

S
ei

m
an

s 
E

ng
in

ee
rj'

iW
 

a
n

d
 

M
an

uf
ac

tu
rin

g 
C

o 
of

 In
di

a 
Lt

d 
v 

U
ni

on
 o

f I
nd

ia
 

. 
T

hi
s,

 
it 

w
as

 t
he

re
 s

ai
d,

 i
s 

"a
 b

as
ic

 p
rin

ci
pl

e 
of

 n
at

ur
al

 ju
st

ic
e"

. 
T

he
se

 d
ec

is
io

ns
 a

pp
ea

r 
to

 
st

at
e 

th
e 

co
m

m
on

 
la

w
 o

f 
In

di
a,

 
al

th
ou

gh
 

w
ith

ou
t 

a 
de

ta
ile

d 
kn

ow
le

dg
e 

of
 

th
e 

co
ur

se
 

of
 

de
ci

si
on

s 
in

 
th

at
 

co
un

tr
y 

it 
w

ou
ld

 
be

 
ha

za
rd

ou
s 

to
 

as
su

m
e 

th
at

 
th

ey
 

ha
ve

 
no

t 
be

en
 

in
flu

en
ce

d 
by

 th
e 

pr
ov

iS
io

ns
 o

f 
th

e 
C

on
st

itu
tio

n 
of

 I
nd

ia
 

or
 b

y 
In

di
an

 s
ta

tu
te

s"
. 

S
o 

m
y 

fir
st

 i
nt

el
le

ct
ua

l 
en

co
un

te
r 

w
ith

 C
hi

ef
 J

us
tic

e 
B

ha
gw

at
i 

( 

(a
s 

he
 h

ad
 b

ec
om

e)
 l

ed
, 

ul
tim

at
el

y,
 t

o 
n 

af
fir

m
at

iv
e 

ou
tc

om
e.

 
A

nd
 

ye
t 

is
 t

hi
s 

so
? 

~ E
ve

ry
 d

ec
is

io
n 

of
 t

he
 c

ou
rt

s 
-

an
d 

es
pe

ci
al

ly
 o

f 
th

e 

hi
gh

er
 c

ou
rt

s 
of

 e
ve

ry
 c

o
u

n
tr

y:
 c

on
tr

ib
ut

es
 t

o 
th

e 
in

te
lle

ct
ua

l f
er

m
en

t 

th
at

 i
s 

th
e

 s
ys

te
m

 o
f 

th
e 

co
m

m
on

 
la

w
 i

n 
ac

tio
n 
..

 T
he

 i
de

a 
th

a
t 

it 

sh
ou

ld
 b

e 
at

tr
ib

ut
ed

 t
o 

th
e 

le
gi

sl
at

ur
e,

 
in

 
af

fo
rd

in
g 

a 
di

sc
re

tio
n 

or
 

po
w

er
 t

o 
an

 o
ffi

ci
al

, 
to

 a
ct

 u
nd

er
 s

ta
tu

to
ry

 p
ow

er
, 

th
at

 s
uc

h 
of

fic
ia

l 

w
ill

 
gi

ve
 

re
as

on
s 

to
 

th
os

e 
ad

ve
rs

el
y 

af
fe

ct
ed

 
by

 
su

ch
 

ac
tio

n,
 

co
nt

in
ue

s 
to

 a
pp

ea
l 

to
 t

he
 i

nt
el

le
ct

ua
l 

su
pp

or
t 

of
 j

ud
ge

s 
in

 A
us

tr
al

ia
 

an
d 

be
yo

nd
. 

T
he

 s
et

tle
d 

au
th

or
ity

 o
f 

th
e 

A
us

tr
al

ia
n 

co
ur

ts
 i

s 
th

at
 

st
at

ed
 b

y 
S

ir 
H

ar
ry

 G
ib

bs
. 

B
ut

 t
he

 c
om

m
on

 
la

w
 i

s 
a 

m
ar

ve
llo

us
 

cr
ea

tiv
e 

in
st

ru
m

en
t 

.o
f 

ju
st

ic
e.

 
It 
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pu
sh

ed
 

fo
rw

ar
d,

 
an

d 
its

 

bo
un

da
rie

s 
ar

e 
ex

te
nd

ed
, 

by
 

liv
el

y 
in

te
lle

ct
s 

su
ch

 
as

 
Ju

st
ic

e 

B
ha

gw
at

i's
. 

I 
ne

ve
r 

fo
rg

ot
 t

ha
t 

fir
st

 e
nc

ou
nt

er
. 

In
 m

an
y 

su
bs

eq
ue

nt
 

1
0

 
(1
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6)

 6
3
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IR
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S

C
) 
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85

 a
t 
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6, 

m
eetings, 'I have never lost the adm

iration for the lively intelligence 

a
n

d
'd

e
e

p
co

m
m

itm
e

n
t to justice of the "C

hief", 

E
N

LA
R

G
E

M
E

N
T

 

In the years since 1984, I have m
et Justice B

hagw
ati on m

any 

occasions and w
orked closely w

ith him
 in international m

eetings and 

colloquia, 
B

ut no 
enterprise w

as 
so 

im
portant as that w

hich 
he 

sum
m

oned together at B
angalore 

in 
1988, 

T
hat w

as 
w

here the . 

B
a

n
g

a
lo

re
 

P
rinciples con the 

D
om

estic A
pplication 

of 
International 

H
um

an R
ights N

orm
s w

ere form
ulated, 

H
ere w

as Justice B
hagw

ati, 

in brilliant sym
biosis w

ith M
r A

nthony Lester Q
C

 of E
ngland (now

 

Lord Lester of H
erne H

ill), 
T

he im
pact of that m

eeting in B
angalore 

in 1988 had been enorm
ous, 

A
nd it is continuing, 

Justice B
hagw

ati w
as puzzling over the relationship betw

een 

the grow
ing body of international hum

an rights law
 and the dom

estic 

law
 of each nation state, 

T
he orthodox view

 of the com
m

on law
 of 

E
ngland had been that the tw

o system
s of law

 w
ere separate and 

w
orked 

on 
different planes 11, 

B
ut 

could 
this 

"dualist" 
theory 

be 

m
aintained in a w

orld in w
hich international hum

an rights law
 w

as 

11 
E

xplained R
 H

iggins, P
roblem

s a
n

d
 P

ro
ce

ss -
In

te
rn

a
tio

n
a

l L
a

w
 

a
n

d
 H

o
w

 W
e U

se It (1994), O
xford, C

h 1
2

 "T
he R

ole of N
ational 

C
ourts in the International le

g
a

l P
rocess", 

" 
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..
..

 g
ro

w
in

g 
so

· 
ra

pi
dl

y?
 

S
ho

ul
d 

a
· r

ec
on

ci
lia

tio
n 

no
w

 
be

 
at

te
m

pt
ed

. 

. b
et

w
ee

n 
th

e 
tw

o 
sy

st
em

s,
 o

ut
 o

f 
a 

re
.c

og
ni

tio
n 

of
 t

he
 n

ec
es

si
ty

 t
ha

t 

ea
ch

 s
ho

ul
d 

w
or

k·
in

 h
ar

m
on

yw
itb

..t
he

et
he

r?
 

A
s 

th
e 

ju
dg

es
 m

et
 in

 B
an

ga
lo

re
, 

un
de

r 
th

e 
gu

id
an

ce
 o

f 
Ju

st
ic

e 

B
ha

gw
at

i, 
a 

co
ns

en
su

s 
w

as
 

fa
sh

io
ne

d 
w

hi
ch

 
w

as
 

to
 

ha
ve

 
gr

ea
t 

in
flu

en
ce

 
th

ro
ug

ho
ut

 
th

e 
co

m
m

on
 

la
w

 
w

or
ld

. 
T

he
 

B
an

ga
lo

re
 

P
ri

nc
ip

le
s 

ac
kn

ow
le

dg
ed

 
th

at
, 

in
te

rn
at

io
na

l 
la

w
 

w
as

 
no

t 
pa

rt
 

of
 

do
m

es
tic

 l
aw

 u
nl

es
s 

du
al

ly
 i

nc
or

po
ra

te
d 

in
to

 d
om

es
tic

 l
a

w
· 

us
ua

lly
 

by
 v

al
id

 l
eg

is
la

tio
n.

 
B

ut
 th

e 
pr

in
ci

pl
es

 w
en

t 
on

 t
o 

su
gg

es
t 

a 
ne

w
 a

nd
 

in
no

va
tiv

e 
ru

le
 

w
hi

ch
 

w
ou

ld
 

pr
om

ot
e 

ha
rm

on
is

at
io

n 
of

 
th

e 
tw

o 

sy
st

em
s.

 
T

hu
s,

 i
f 

le
gi

sl
at

io
n 

w
er

e 
am

bi
gu

ou
s,

 i
t 

w
ou

ld
 b

e 
co

ns
is

te
nt

 

w
ith

 t
he

 f
un

ct
io

n 
of

 a
;ju

dg
e 

in
 a

 c
om

m
on

 l
aw

 s
ys

te
m

 t
o 

re
so

lv
e 

th
e 

am
bi

gu
ity

 b
y 

re
fe

re
nc

e 
tq

 i
nt

er
na

tio
na

l 
h

u
rn

a
n

 r
ig

ht
s 

pr
in

ci
pl

es
. 

If 

th
er

e 
w

er
e 

a 
ga

p.
in

 t
he

 c
om

m
on

 l
aw

, 
it 

w
ou

ld
 b

e 
co

ns
is

te
nt

 w
ith

 t
h

e
' 

fu
nc

tio
ns

 
of

 s
uc

h 
a 

ju
dg

e 
to

 
ha

ve
 

re
ga

rd
 t

o 
es

ta
bl

is
he

d 
ru

le
s 

of
 

in
te

rn
at

io
na

l 
la

w
, 

pa
rt

ic
ul

ar
ly

 a
s 

to
 

hu
m

an
 r

ig
ht

s,
 

in
 f

ill
in

g 
th

e 
ga

p 

an
d 

pr
ov

id
in

g 
th

e 
de

ve
lo

pm
en

t 
of

 t
he

 c
om

m
on

 l
aw

 r
el

ev
an

t 
to

 t
he

 

ca
se

 i
n 

ha
nd

. 
T

hi
s 

w
as

 n
ot

 r
ev

ol
ut

io
n.

 
It 

w
as

. e
vo

lu
tio

n.
 

A
s 

be
fit

te
d 

a 
di

st
in

gu
is

he
d 

an
d 

ex
pe

rie
nc

ed
 

ju
dg

e 
w

ho
se

 
lif

e 
ha

d 
be

en
 

de
di

ca
te

d 
to

 t
he

 r
ul

e 
of

 la
w

, 
it 

di
d 

no
t t

ur
n 

es
ta

bl
is

he
d 

ru
le

s 
on

 t
he

ir
 

fa
ce

. 
B

ut
 i

t 
pr

ov
id

ed
 a

 n
ew

 a
nd

 c
re

at
iv

e 
w

ay
 b

y 
w

hi
ch

 t
he

 g
ro

w
in

g 

bo
dy

 
of

 
in

te
rn

at
io

na
l 

hu
'm

an
 

rig
ht

s 
jl,

lri
sp

ru
de

nc
e 

co
ul

d 
be

 

ha
rm

on
is

ed
 w

ith
 t

he
 d

om
es

tic
 la

w
 o

f t
he

 ju
dg

e'
s 

ow
n 

ju
ris

di
ct

io
n.

 

W
he

n 
I 

re
tu

rn
ed

 f
ro

m
 

B
an

ga
lo

re
 t

o 
A

us
tr

al
ia

, 
an

d 
be

ga
n 

to
 

ap
pl

y 
th

e 
B

an
ga

lo
re

 P
rin

ci
pl

es
, 

it 
ca

us
ed

 n
ot

 a
 f

ew
 r

ai
se

d 
ey

eb
ro

w
s 

-"."
 

-'-
_ .

. 
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8. 

(and som
e elegantly expressed denunciation of legal heresy) 12. 

B
ut 

it is interesting as I look back over the decade since B
angalore in 

1988 to see·the grow
ing im

pact of the B
angalore P

rinciples not only 

in A
ustralia but in other lands w

hich share the com
m

on law
 tradition. 

T
his is, as Lord C

ooke of T
horndon has suggested, "a law

 that is 

undergoing evolution,,13. 
In this evolution, w

e are all the disciples of 

Justice B
hagw

ati. 
H

is im
pact on the legal system

 of India w
as great 

and is enduring. 
B

ut it w
as 

not enough. 
H

is insights 
had to 

be 

shared 
w

ith 
a 

w
ider 

w
orld, 

including 
w

ith 
judicial 

and 
legal 

colleagues in A
ustralia. 

E
N

C
O

U
R

A
G

E
M

E
N

T
 

I therefore w
elcom

e the publication of the collected 
w

ritings 

and 
speeches 

of 
-Justice 

B
hagw

ati. 
S

om
e 

great 
judges, 

w
ho 

influence the developm
ent of law

 in
 their jurisdiction, have an even 

greater 
im

pact 
by 

their 
extra-curial 

w
riting. 

Justice 
B

enjam
in 

C
ardozo, long-tim

e judge, and C
hief Justice, of the N

ew
 Y

ork C
ourt 

12 
F

or an exam
ple see Y

oung v R
egistrar, C

ourt o
f A

p
p

e
a

l [N
o 3J 

(1993) 32 N
S

W
LR

 262 (C
A

l per P
ow

ell JA
, 290-293. 

13 
T

avita v M
inister o

f Im
m

igration [1994J 2 N
Z

LR
 257 at 266. 

F
or 

a 
recent 

aF
P

lication 
of 

the 
principles 

in 
the 

context 
of 

constitutiona 
Interpretation in A

ustralia, see N
ew

crest M
ining v 

The 
C

om
m

onw
ealth (1997) 

71 
A

LJR
 

1346 (H
C

) 
at 

1424; 
cf 

K
artinyeri v The 

C
om

m
onw

ealth (1998) 72 A
L

Jf1 
722 (H

C
) 

at 
765-766. 

. ... 
'" ... 



9.
 

, 
of

 A
pp

ea
ls

, 
pr

ob
ab

ly
' h

ad
 g

re
at

er
 im

pa
ct

 in
. h

is
 la

te
r 

ye
ar

s,
 a

nd
 i

n 
th

e 

ye
ar

s 
si

nc
e 

hi
s 

de
at

h,
 b

y 
vi

rt
ue

 o
f 

hi
s 

ex
tr

a-
ju

di
ci

al
 w

rit
in

g.
 ,

In
 1

92
0,

 

'-
tl

is
,l

{a
le

L
a

w
 S

ch
oo

l-i
nv

ite
d 

hi
m

 to
 d

el
iv

er
 th

e 
S

to
rr

 L
ec

tu
re

s.
 

T
he

se
 .,

'",
 

w
er

e 
pu

bl
is

he
d 

in
 h

is
 h

ig
hl

y 
ac

cl
ai

m
ed

 v
ol

um
e 

Th
e 

N
at

ur
e 

o
f 

th
e 

Ju
di

ci
al

 
P

ro
ce

ss
. 

S
ub

se
qu

en
tly

 
he

 
pu

bl
is

he
d 

tw
o 

ad
di

tio
na

l 

le
ct

ur
es

, 
Th

e 
G

ro
w

th
 o

f t
he

 L
a

w
 (1

92
4)

 a
nd

 T
he

 P
ar

ad
ox

es
 o

f L
e

g
a

l 

S
ci

en
ce

 (
19

28
). 

T
he

y 
w

on
 h

im
 in

te
rn

at
io

na
l a

cc
la

im
. 

Ju
st

ic
e 

B
ha

gw
at

i 
al

re
ad

y 
ha

s 
in

te
rn

at
io

na
l 

ac
cl

ai
m

. 
T

o 
ris

e 
to

 

be
co

m
e 

th
e 

he
ad

 o
f 

th
e 

le
ga

l 
sy

st
em

 o
f 

th
e 

m
os

t 
po

pu
lo

us
 n

at
io

n 

w
hi

ch
 l

iv
es

 b
y 

th
e 

ru
le

 o
f 

la
w

 a
nd

 u
nd

er
 c

on
st

itu
tio

na
l 

au
th

or
ity

, 
is

 

its
el

f 
a 

gl
itt

er
in

g 
ac

hi
ev

em
en

t. 
B

ut
 s

in
ce

 h
is

 r
et

ire
m

en
t 

fro
m

 a
ct

iv
e 

ju
di

ci
al

 l
ife

, 
Ju

st
ic

e 
B

ha
gw

at
i 

ha
s 

de
vo

te
d 

hi
s 

bo
un

dl
es

s 
en

er
gy

 t
o 

th
e 

w
or

k 
of

 t
he

 U
ni

te
d 

N
at

io
ns

 a
nd

 t
he

 i
nt

er
na

tio
na

l 
hu

m
an

 r
ig

ht
s 

bo
di

es
 w

hi
ch

 s
tim

ul
at

e,
 c

rit
ic

is
e 

an
d 

in
sp

ire
 th

e 
ch

am
pi

on
s 

o
f h

um
an

 

rig
ht

s 
ar

ou
nd

 t
he

 w
or

ld
. 

M
os

t 
no

ta
bl

y,
 h

e 
ha

s 
se

rv
ed

 a
s 

a 
m

em
be

r 

(a
nd

 
la

te
ly

 
V

ic
e-

C
ha

irm
an

) 
of

 
th

e 
U

ni
te

d 
N

at
io

ns
 

H
um

an
 

R
ig

ht
s 

C
om

m
itt

ee
, 

a 
po

si
tio

n 
to

 w
hi

ch
 h

e 
w

as
 r

ec
en

tly
 r

e-
el

ec
te

d.
 

H
e 

ha
s 

be
en

 C
ha

irm
an

 o
f 

th
e 

B
oa

rd
 o

f 
th

e 
C

en
tr

e 
fo

r 
th

e 
In

de
pe

nd
en

ce
 o

f 

Ju
dg

es
 

an
d 

La
w

ye
rs

. 
T

hi
s 

bo
dy

, 
a 

cr
ea

tio
n 

of
 t

he
 

In
te

rn
at

io
na

l 

C
om

m
is

si
on

 
of

 
Ju

ris
ts

, 
br

ou
gh

t 
us

 
in

to
 

ev
en

 
cl

os
er

 
as

so
ci

at
io

n 

du
rin

g 
th

e 
tim

e 
th

at
 h

e 
w

as
 C

ha
irm

an
 a

nd
 I

 w
as

 
P

re
si

de
nt

 o
f 

th
e 

C
om

m
is

si
on

. 
H

e 
ha

s 
lim

itl
es

s 
en

th
us

ia
sm

 f
or

 g
oo

d 
an

d 
rig

ht
eo

us
 

ca
us

es
. 

H
e 

co
nt

in
ue

s 
to

 i
ns

tr
uc

t 
yo

un
g 

la
w

ye
rs

 a
nd

 y
ou

ng
 ju

dg
es

 in
 

th
e 

w
ay

s 
by

 w
hi

ch
 t

he
y 

ca
n 

co
nv

er
t 

th
e 

no
bl

e 
se

nt
im

en
ts

 o
f 

hu
m

an
 

rig
ht

s 
in

to
 t

he
ir 

da
ily

 p
ro

fe
ss

io
na

l 
w

or
k.

 
H

e 
is

, 
in

 f
ac

t, 
an

 i
ns

pi
ra

tio
n.

 

I 
do

 n
ot

 d
ou

bt
 t

ha
t 

hi
s 

w
rit

in
gs

 a
nd

 s
pe

ec
he

s 
w

ill
 b

ri
n

g
 t

he
 s

ub
tle
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10. 

and 
idealistic w

orking of his m
ind to the attention of a still larger 

audience, so that his influence becom
es even m

ore w
idespread and 

enduring. 
It is a m

atter of pride for m
e, as an A

ustralian judge and a 

judicial brother, to be associated w
ith this m

ost tim
ely w

ork. 
I pay 

tribute to the H
onourable P

 N
 B

hagw
ati, m

y teacher. 

, 
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