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[ Abstract] Being an important concept in American administrative law, nondelegation doc-
trine is established on the basis of the development of case law of the federal courts. In a history of
more than two centuries, the process of the development of nondelegation principle has been by no
means smooth, and there have been quite a lot of controversies and almost nothing has ever been
discussed in the past, because federal courts have seldom-invoked it. However, a 1999 case has
kindled the nondelegation principle anew, in which the court required administrative agency provide
an “intelligible principle” so to guide the operation of administrative rulemaking. China may draw

on the experiences of such approach to heighten the self-restraint of administrative agencies.
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