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2. Treat others as you wish to be treated

3. Venire contra factum proprium
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3. Subjectivization of Administrative Law
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1. Norm, Principle, Rule, Maxim, Duty, Standard for Conduct, Source of Unwritten Law, General Clause. For
further information, See: Hesselink Martijn W., The Concept of Good Faith, Towards a European civil code - 4th rev.,
University of Amsterdam, 2011, p. 622

2. Parchomiuk Jerzy, The Protection of Le gitimate Expectation in Administrative Law: A Horizontal Perspective,
Baltic Journal of Law and Politics, Vol. 10, No. 2,2017,p. 5
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Abstract

While Good Faith has been recognized as a common concept in the various branches of law,
in public law, it is rather a new concept. In this field, good faith is a necessary and fundamen-
tal concept based on the modern right-based approach, particularly for citizens to be supposed
trustworthy, along with loyalty of state to its administered people. Furthermore, assuming good
faith for the state plays an important role to promote efficiency in society. Honesty, loyalty, and
fair measures, or justifiable ignorance and forgivable error are two meanings propounded for good
faith, as opposed to malice, abuse of authority, and fraud. Like Justice, Fairness, and Good morals,
the definition of good faith which has been regarded as a subjective and relative concept, is difficult
and with ambiguity. Of course, this concept is better explained by its oppositions and applica-
tions. Good faith in some applications is presented as a legal principle and standard of behavior,
while in others as a legal presumption, facilitate the burden of proof and repudiators must prove
their claims. This article seeks to analyze the concept of good faith and recognize it in public law,
especially based on its application in administrative laws and cases. Although the meanings and
definitions of good faith in public law are not far from other fields, their applications are different.

So introducing this concept can gradually lead to an evolution in Iran’s public law system.

Keywords: Good Faith, Justifiable Ignorance, Loyalty, Public Law, Honesty.
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