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Court observed that the modern trend points to judicial restraint in administrative action.
The same view has been taken in a large number of other decisions also, but it is
unfortunate that many courts are not following these decisions and are trying to perform
legislative or executive functions. In our opinion adjudication must be done within the
system of historically validated restraints and conscious minimization of the Judges’
preferences. The Court must not embarrass the administrative authorities and must realize
that administrative authorities have expertise in the field of administration while the Court
does not. In the word of Chief Justice Neely:

I have very few illusions about my own limitations as a judge. I am not an
accountant, electrical engineer, financier, banker, stockbroker or system
management analyst. It is the height of folly to expect Judges intelligently to
review a 5000 page record addressing the intricacies of a public utility operation.
It is not the function of a Judge to act as a super board, or with the zeal of a
pedantic school master substituting its judgment for that of the administrator.
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