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«… there is nothing to prevent us from giving the public administration, in-

sofar as it exercises a judicial function, the same organization and procedure as 
have the courts. Sanctions are coercive acts, and sanction inflicted upon indi-
viduals by administrative organs are certainly encroachments upon the proper-
ty, freedom, and even life of the citizens. If the constitution prescribes that no 
interference with the property, freedom or life of the individual may take place 
except by “due process of law” this does not necessarily entail a monopoly of 
the courts on the judicial function. The administrative procedure in which a ju-
dicial function is exercised can be formed in such a way that it corresponds to 
the ideal of “due process of law” »  

KELSEN, General Theory of Law and State, Harvard, 1945, 278 
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