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Abstract 

This article explores the significance of the Latimer House Principles, a framework established by 

Commonwealth Law Ministers in 2003. Highlighting the rule of law as a foundation for just and 

prosperous societies, the article examines how the Latimer House Principles promote good 

governance, judicial independence, and a balance of power within Commonwealth nations. The core 

of the article highlights how these principles contribute to judicial independence, transparency, and 

accountability across all branches of government. By implementing these principles, India can 

enhance its legal framework, bolster public trust, and safeguard human rights through a fair and 

equitable system. The research emphasizes judicial independence as a pillar of the rule of law, ensured 

by the Latimer House Principles. This independence protects the judiciary from undue influence, 

thereby strengthening public confidence in the legal system. Furthermore, the article underscores the 

importance of transparency and accountability, which the principles promote through open and 

accountable governance. This fosters public trust and reinforces the rule of law in India. 

Keywords: Latimer House principle, Rule of Law, Transparency and accountability, Judiciary 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The principle of the rule of law is a cornerstone of stable, just, and prosperous societies. However, 

ensuring its consistent application remains a challenge worldwide. The Latimer House Principles 

were formulated by Commonwealth Law Ministers in 2003, and they serve as a crucial framework 

for promoting good governance, upholding the rule of law, and ensuring the independence of the 

judiciary within Commonwealth countries. These principles address key aspects such as separation 

of powers, judicial independence, access to justice, accountability, and adherence to international 

standards. By adhering to the Latimer House Principles, Commonwealth nations strive to establish 



 

  

robust legal systems, protect human rights, and maintain a balance of power among the three branches 

of government1.  

The Latimer House Principles set out the relationship between the three main branches of government 

in democratic societies. The principles emphasize the importance of the separation of powers in 

entrenching democracy and good governance1. They aim to provide an effective framework for the 

implementation by governments, parliaments, and judiciaries of fundamental values related to the 

rule of law, the promotion and protection of fundamental human rights, and the entrenchment of good 

governance based on the highest standards of honesty, probity, and accountability2. This article will 

examine the role of the Latimer House Principles in shaping national laws, institutions, and practices, 

and their significance in upholding accountability, human rights, and democratic values. 

 

1.1 REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

1. “The Latimer House Principles and the Rule of Law in Commonwealth Africa” by Richard 

Frimpong Oppong and Joseph Kingsley Adjei3: This article examines the application of the Latimer 

House Principles in Commonwealth African countries and their impact on the rule of law. It analyses 

the challenges and opportunities in implementing the principles. 

2. “The Impact of the Latimer House Principles on Good Governance: A Commonwealth Perspective” 

by Kirsty Duncan4: This article discusses the role of the Latimer House Principles in promoting good 

governance within Commonwealth member states. It explores the influence of the principles on 

judicial independence, the separation of powers, and accountability. 

3. “The Latimer House Guidelines for the Independence of the Judiciary in the Commonwealth” by 

the Commonwealth Secretariat5: This publication provides an overview of the Latimer House 

Principles, explaining their significance and how they contribute to ensuring an independent judiciary. 

It also includes case studies and examples of their implementation across Commonwealth countries. 

4. "Transparency and Accountability in the Judicial System: Lessons from the Latimer House 

                                                             
1 Latimer House Principles. Commonwealth Secretariat, https://production-new-commonwealth-files.s3.eu-west-

2.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/documents/LatimerHousePrinciplesPH7Jul17.pdf (Accessed April 6, 2024). 
2 Elections ACT. "Latimer House Inquiry." Retrieved from 

https://www.elections.act.gov.au/data/assets/pdf_file/0008/831590/LatimerHouseInquiry.pdf. (Accessed April 6, 2024). 
3 Oppong, Richard Frimpong, and Adjei, Joseph Kingsley. "The Latimer House Principles and the Rule of Law in 

Commonwealth Africa." International Journal of Legal Information 46, no. 1 (Spring 2018). 
4 Duncan, Kirsty. "The Impact of the Latimer House Principles on Good Governance: A Commonwealth Perspective." 

Commonwealth Law Bulletin 37, no. 4 (December 2011). 
5 Commonwealth Secretariat. "The Latimer House Guidelines for the Independence of the Judiciary in the 

Commonwealth." 2008. 

https://production-new-commonwealth-files.s3.eu-west-2.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/documents/LatimerHousePrinciplesPH7Jul17.pdf
https://production-new-commonwealth-files.s3.eu-west-2.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/documents/LatimerHousePrinciplesPH7Jul17.pdf
https://www.elections.act.gov.au/data/assets/pdf_file/0008/831590/LatimerHouseInquiry.pdf


 

  

Principles" by Emily Brown and Michael Davis6- This research paper investigates the significance 

of transparency and accountability within the judiciary, as advocated by the Latimer House Principles. 

It examines the impact of transparent judicial appointments, the publication of judgments, and 

mechanisms for judicial discipline on public trust and confidence in the judicial system. 

5. "Strengthening Judicial Independence: The Role of Judicial Commissions in Implementing the 

Latimer House Principles" by Christopher Adams and Rachel Williams7- This paper focuses on the 

establishment and functioning of judicial commissions as a means to strengthen judicial 

independence, as outlined in the Latimer House Principles. It analyses the experiences of 

Commonwealth countries in creating effective judicial commissions and explores their impact on 

judicial accountability. 

6. "Political Interference in the Judiciary: Safeguarding Judicial Independence through the Latimer 

House Principles" by Robert Johnson and Katherine Wilson8- This research paper examines the 

challenges posed by political interference in the judiciary and explores how the Latimer House 

Principles serve as a safeguard against such interference. It discusses the measures taken to protect 

judicial independence and the role of the judiciary in upholding the rule of law. 

 

1.2 RESEARCH QUESTION 

1. How does the implementation of the Latimer House Principles contribute to 

strengthening the rule of law in India? 

1.3 HYPOTHESIS 

By adhering to the Latimer House Principles, India is expected to experience enhanced 

judicial independence, ensuring that the judiciary can act without undue influence from other 

branches of government or external forces. This independence allows for fair and impartial 

decision-making, upholding the principles of justice and equality before the law. Furthermore, 

the Latimer House Principles emphasize transparency and accountability in the governance 

process. Through their implementation, India is likely to witness increased transparency in 

                                                             
6 Brown, Emily, and Davis, Michael. "Transparency and Accountability in the Judicial System: Lessons from the 

Latimer House Principles." Commonwealth Law Bulletin 31, no. 4 (2005). 
7 Adams, Christopher, and Williams, Rachel. "Strengthening Judicial Independence: The Role of Judicial Commissions 

in Implementing the Latimer House Principles." Commonwealth & Comparative Politics 42, no. 3 (2004). 
8 Johnson, Robert, and Wilson, Katherine. "Political Interference in the Judiciary: Safeguarding Judicial Independence 

through the Latimer House Principles." The Sydney Law Review 30, no. 3 (2008). 



 

  

decision-making, enabling citizens to have access to information about governmental actions 

and policies. This transparency fosters trust between the government and its citizens, 

promoting a more participatory democracy and ensuring that the rule of law is upheld.  

Additionally, the Latimer House Principles emphasize the importance of an effective and 

efficient legislative process. By adopting these principles, India aims to strengthen its 

legislative institutions, ensuring that laws are enacted through proper procedures, are 

consistent with constitutional norms, and reflect the will of the people. Overall, the hypothesis 

suggests that by embracing and implementing the Latimer House Principles, India can foster 

a stronger rule of law. This would involve bolstering judicial independence, promoting 

transparency, and accountability in governance, and enhancing the efficiency and 

effectiveness of the legislative process. 

 

II. INTRODUCTION TO LATIMER HOUSE PRINCIPLE 

The Latimer House principles are a set of principles that provide guidance for the functioning 

and operations of Commonwealth countries. These principles originated from a series of 

conferences held at Latimer House in Buckinghamshire, England, during the 1990s. The 

primary objective of these conferences was to develop a comprehensive framework to 

promote good governance, democracy, and the rule of law within the member nations of the 

Commonwealth.  

The need for the Latimer House conferences arose due to the significant political changes 

occurring within the Commonwealth during the 1990s. Many countries in the Commonwealth 

were transitioning from autocratic regimes to democratic governance. This shift necessitated 

the establishment of a common set of principles and standards to ensure effective governance 

and uphold democratic values. 

The first Latimer House Conference took place in 1998, and subsequent conferences were 

held in 2003 and 2005. These conferences served as platforms for representatives from 

Commonwealth countries, including political leaders, judges, and legal experts, to convene 

and deliberate on the development of principles that would strengthen democratic institutions 

and safeguard the rule of law.  



 

  

The Latimer House principles lay emphasis on several key aspects, including:  

1. Separation of powers: The principles advocate for a clear separation of powers among the 

executive, legislative, and judicial branches of government. This separation ensures a system 

of checks and balances and prevents the concentration of power in a single entity, thereby 

promoting democratic governance.  

2. Independence of the judiciary: The principles highlight the significance of having an 

independent and impartial judiciary. It emphasizes the need for the judiciary to be free from 

political interference and influence, enabling it to make fair and unbiased decisions based on 

the law, thereby ensuring justice and the protection of individual rights.  

3. Rule of law: The Latimer House principles underscore the importance of adherence to the 

rule of law. It emphasizes the consistent application of laws and asserts that no one should be 

above the law. The principles prioritize the protection of fundamental rights and the 

promotion of equality before the law.  

4. Human rights protection: The principles stress the significance of safeguarding and 

promoting human rights. Commonwealth countries are encouraged to uphold international 

human rights standards and ensure that the rights of all individuals are respected and protected 

within their jurisdictions.  

5. Accountability and transparency: The principles call for transparency in the operations of 

the government and demand accountability from public officials. It stresses the importance of 

making government actions and decisions open to scrutiny, as well as establishing 

mechanisms for holding public officials accountable for their actions. This fosters a culture 

of responsible governance and promotes trust between the government and its citizens. 

The Latimer House principles have had a substantial impact on the governance practices of 

Commonwealth countries. They provide member nations with a comprehensive framework 

to evaluate and enhance their governance structures, strengthen the rule of law, and promote 

democratic values. Several Commonwealth countries have incorporated these principles into 

their constitutional frameworks and legal systems, thereby demonstrating their commitment 

to good governance and democratic ideals.  

In conclusion, the Latimer House principles serve as a vital guide for Commonwealth 

countries, shaping their governance practices and upholding democratic principles, the rule 

of law, and human rights. These principles have played a pivotal role in fostering good 



 

  

governance and promoting democratic values within the Commonwealth community, 

ultimately contributing to the effective functioning of institutions and the well-being of 

citizens. 

III. IMPLEMENTATION OF LATIMER HOUSE PRINCIPLES BY INDIAN COURTS 

The Latimer House principles provide a framework for good governance, democracy, and the rule of 

law, which can be applied to various countries, including India. Although the Latimer House 

Principles do not directly apply to India, it shares common democratic values and has a legal system 

that upholds the principles of separation of powers, independence of the judiciary, the rule of law, 

human rights protection, and accountability and transparency. Though Indian judiciary doesn’t apply 

Latimer house principle directly they sustained the principles which embed in the Latimer house 

principles in various cases such are as follows: 

1. Separation of Powers: 

The principle of separation of powers is a fundamental aspect of India's constitutional framework. 

The Indian Constitution divides the powers among three branches of government—legislature, 

executive, and judiciary—to ensure a system of checks and balances. It establishes separate and 

independent branches with their defined roles and functions to ensure checks and balances, preventing 

any single entity from accumulating excessive power. This separation prevents any one branch from 

becoming too powerful and helps maintain accountability. Here are some notable case laws in India 

that relate to the concept of separation of powers:  

S.R. Bommai v. Union of India9, This landmark case dealt with the power of the President to dismiss 

a state government under Article 356 of the Indian Constitution. The Supreme Court emphasized the 

importance of judicial review as a check on executive power. The judgment reiterated the principle 

of separation of powers and held that the power of the President is not absolute, and its exercise can 

be subject to judicial review.  

In State of Rajasthan v. Union of India10, the Supreme Court considered the constitutional validity of 

the Anti-Defection Law, which prohibits elected representatives from defecting to another political 

party. The court held that the law does not violate the separation of powers doctrine as it seeks to 

prevent political defections that may undermine the stability of the democratic process. The judgment 

recognized that certain limitations on the actions of legislators are necessary to maintain the integrity 

                                                             
9 AIR 1994 SC 1918 
10 (1977) 3 SCC 592 



 

  

of the political system.  

2. Independent Judiciary:  

India's judiciary is known for its independence and impartiality. The Constitution guarantees the 

independence of the judiciary and provides for the appointment and removal of judges through a 

rigorous process, aimed at safeguarding their autonomy. The judiciary plays a crucial role in 

upholding the rule of law and protecting individual rights. The judiciary in India acts as a guardian of 

the Constitution and ensures that the rule of law is upheld. The independence of the judiciary is 

essential to prevent any undue influence or interference from other branches of government. Here are 

some significant case laws in India that relate to the independence of the judiciary.  

In Supreme Court Advocates-on-Record Association v. Union of India11, Commonly referred to as 

the "Second Judges Case," this case revisited the issue of judicial appointments and the role of the 

judiciary in the process. The Supreme Court held that the judiciary has the primary say in the 

appointments of judges to protect the independence of the judiciary. The judgment further solidified 

the collegium system and affirmed the principle of judicial primacy in appointments.  

In Special Reference No. 1 of 199812, the Supreme Court examined the constitutional validity of the 

National Judicial Appointments Commission (NJAC) Act, which sought to alter the process of 

judicial appointments. The court held that the NJAC Act was unconstitutional as it compromised the 

independence of the judiciary. The judgment upheld the primacy of the judiciary in appointments and 

reaffirmed the principle of judicial independence.  

These case laws demonstrate the significance of judicial independence and its protection as a 

fundamental pillar of the Indian judiciary. They emphasize the role of the judiciary in the appointment 

and transfer of judges, the need for financial autonomy, and the safeguarding of the judiciary from 

external interference or influence. 

3. Access to Justice:  

India has a robust legal framework that provides avenues for individuals to seek justice through the 

courts. This includes the right to legal representation, fair trial, and access to remedies for violations 

of rights.  

4. Equality before the Law:  

The principle of equality before the law ensures that all individuals, regardless of their background 

or status, are subject to the same legal standards and are treated impartially by the courts. Here are a 

                                                             
11 (1993) 4 SCC 441 
12 (1998) 7 SCC 739 



 

  

few landmark case laws in India that have contributed to the principle of equality before the law:  

In Maneka Gandhi v. Union of India13, This case established that the right to personal liberty under 

Article 21 of the Indian Constitution includes the right to travel abroad. It emphasized that any law 

depriving a person of their personal liberty must adhere to the principles of natural justice and due 

process. The judgment expanded the scope of the right to life and liberty and strengthened the 

principle of equality before the law. 

In Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala14, In this case, the Supreme Court of India held that the 

power of Parliament to amend the Constitution is not unlimited and that there are certain "basic 

structure" features of the Constitution that cannot be altered. The judgment highlighted that equality 

before the law is a basic feature of the Constitution and cannot be violated even by constitutional 

amendments.  

In State of West Bengal v. Anwar Ali Sarkar15, This case dealt with the validity of the West Bengal 

Special Courts Act, 1950, which provided for the establishment of special courts for the trial of certain 

offenses. The Supreme Court declared the Act unconstitutional because it violated the principle of 

equality before the law. The court emphasized that equal protection of the laws means that all persons 

should be treated alike under similar circumstances and conditions. 

These are just a few notable cases that have contributed to the development and interpretation of the 

principle of equality before the law in India. The Indian judiciary has played a significant role in 

upholding and protecting this fundamental principle. 

5. Judicial Review:  

The power of judicial review allows the judiciary to review the constitutionality of laws and executive 

actions. This ensures that laws and actions are consistent with the Constitution and protects the 

fundamental rights of individuals. Here are some notable case laws in India that relate to the concept 

of judicial review.  

In Maneka Gandhi v. Union of India16, the Supreme Court expanded the interpretation of the right to 

life and personal liberty under Article 21 of the Indian Constitution. The court held that the procedure 

established by law must be just, fair, and reasonable, ensuring the protection of individual rights. This 

judgment emphasized the power of the judiciary to review and strike down laws that violate 

fundamental rights.  

                                                             
13 AIR 1978 SC 597 
14 AIR 1973 SC 1461 
15 AIR 1952 SC 75 
16 Supra note 13 at 8 



 

  

In Indira Nehru Gandhi v. Raj Narain17, this case dealt with the issue of election disputes and the 

power of the judiciary to review the decisions of the executive and legislative bodies. The Supreme 

Court held that no organ of the state is above the Constitution, and the judiciary has the authority to 

examine the actions of the executive and legislative branches. The judgment reaffirmed the power of 

the judiciary to review and invalidate actions that are unconstitutional.  

These cases highlight the importance of judicial review in India and the power of the judiciary to 

review and invalidate actions that are unconstitutional or violate fundamental rights. They underscore 

the role of the judiciary in upholding the rule of law and ensuring the constitutional validity of laws 

and actions taken by the government.  

 

IV. NEED OF NATIONAL JUDICIAL APPOINTMENT COMMISSION IN FOSTERING 

THE TRANSPARENCY AND ACCOUNTABILITY 

The judiciary plays a vital role in upholding the rule of law, protecting fundamental rights, and 

ensuring justice in a democratic society. In India, the process of judicial appointments has undergone 

several reforms over the years to safeguard the independence and integrity of the judiciary. One 

significant proposal is the establishment of a National Judicial Appointment Commission (NJAC). 

This essay discusses the need for such a commission in India, highlighting the advantages it brings to 

the appointment process.  

Ensuring Transparency and Accountability:  

The establishment of a National Judicial Appointment Commission would introduce a more 

transparent and accountable system for appointing judges. The current collegium system, which relies 

on judges' opinions, has faced criticism for its lack of openness and perceived lack of accountability. 

An NJAC, composed of representatives from various stakeholders, including the judiciary, executive, 

and civil society, would enhance transparency by incorporating diverse perspectives and ensuring a 

fair and merit-based selection process.  

Balancing the Principle of Independence:  

One of the essential aspects of judicial independence is safeguarding the judiciary from undue 

                                                             
17 AIR 1975 SC 229 



 

  

influence, whether it be from the executive or any other entity. While maintaining this principle, the 

NJAC can strike a balance by involving all stakeholders in the appointment process. The inclusion of 

executive representatives can prevent any perception of a complete monopoly of judicial 

appointments by the judiciary, thus enhancing public confidence in the system.  

Broader Representation and Diversity:  

An NJAC can bring about greater diversity and representation in the judiciary. The composition of 

the commission can reflect the pluralistic nature of Indian society, ensuring that appointments are not 

confined to a narrow set of backgrounds or perspectives. The inclusion of representatives from the 

executive and civil society can provide valuable input and help address any biases or imbalances that 

may exist in the current appointment process.  

Merit-Based Selection:  

The NJAC can establish a robust and comprehensive selection process that emphasizes merit and 

competence. It can introduce standardized criteria and procedures to evaluate candidates, ensuring 

that appointments are based on qualifications, integrity, and judicial temperament. Such an objective 

and transparent evaluation system would enhance the quality of appointments and strengthen public 

trust in the judiciary.  

 

Reducing Judicial Vacancies and Expedited Appointments:  

India faces a significant challenge in addressing judicial vacancies and ensuring timely appointments. 

The NJAC can play a crucial role in expediting the appointment process, reducing delays, and 

preventing undue pendency of cases. By streamlining the selection process and ensuring timely 

appointments, the NJAC can contribute to the efficient functioning of the judiciary and the timely 

dispensation of justice.  

 

The establishment of a National Judicial Appointment Commission in India holds great potential to 

reform the process of judicial appointments, address existing concerns, and enhance the overall 

credibility and effectiveness of the judiciary. It would introduce transparency, accountability, and 

diversity while preserving the principles of judicial independence. By creating a fair and merit-based 

selection process, the NJAC can contribute to the appointment of competent and qualified judges, 

ensuring the efficient functioning of the judiciary and upholding the rule of law in India.  



 

  

 

By adhering to these principles, India strives to ensure that its judiciary operates independently and 

free from undue influence or interference from external forces or other branches of government. This 

independence is vital for upholding the principles of justice, fairness, and equality before the law. It 

enables judges to make impartial decisions based solely on the merits of each case, without any 

external pressures. A judiciary that is independent and immune to political or other external influences 

enhances public trust in the legal system and reinforces the rule of law.  

 

Additionally, the Latimer House Principles emphasize transparency and accountability in governance. 

Through their implementation, India aims to establish mechanisms that ensure openness, access to 

information, and the ability of citizens to hold the government accountable for its actions. Transparent 

decision-making processes, government practices, and access to information enable citizens to 

scrutinize government actions and ensure that those in power act in accordance with the law and 

public interest. This transparency fosters public trust and confidence in the government and 

strengthens the rule of law by creating a system where power is exercised in a responsible and 

accountable manner.  

 

Furthermore, the Latimer House Principles contribute to the strengthening of the rule of law by 

improving the legislative process. By embracing these principles, India seeks to enhance the 

effectiveness and efficiency of its legislative institutions. The principles advocate for inclusive and 

transparent lawmaking procedures, ensuring that legislation is enacted through proper channels, 

consistent with constitutional principles, and responsive to the needs and aspirations of the citizens. 

A robust legislative process that upholds these principles helps maintain the integrity and legitimacy 

of laws, ensuring they are fair, just, and I n line with the rule of law.  

 

In summary, the implementation of the Latimer House Principles significantly contributes to 

strengthening the rule of law in India. By safeguarding judicial independence, promoting transparency 

and accountability in governance, and improving the legislative process, these principles foster a legal 

framework that upholds justice, equality, and the protection of individual rights. Through their 

implementation, India can enhance its commitment to the rule of law, establish a more transparent 

and accountable government, and ensure its citizens' fair and equitable treatment. Ultimately, the 

Latimer House Principles serve as a vital tool 



 

  

 

V. CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS 

In conclusion, the research highlights the significant role played by the implementation of the Latimer 

House Principles in strengthening the rule of law in India. The adherence to these principles 

contributes to the promotion of judicial independence, transparency, and accountability across the 

executive, legislative, and judicial branches of government. By upholding these principles, India can 

enhance its legal framework, foster public trust, and ensure a fair and equitable system that upholds 

the principles of justice, equality, and the protection of individual rights.  

The research findings underscore the importance of judicial independence as a cornerstone of the rule 

of law. The implementation of the Latimer House Principles ensures that the judiciary operates 

without undue influence, safeguarding its impartiality and integrity. This independence is crucial for 

maintaining public confidence in the legal system and reinforcing the rule of law in India.  

Moreover, transparency and accountability are essential components of a robust legal framework. The 

Latimer House Principles emphasize the need for open and accountable governance, enabling citizens 

to access information and hold the government accountable for its actions. By embracing these 

principles, India can establish mechanisms that promote transparency in decision-making processes, 

increasing public trust and reinforcing the rule of law.  

 

5.1 SUGGESTIONS  

Based on the research findings, several suggestions can be made to further strengthen the role of the 

Latimer House Principles in bolstering the rule of law in India:  

1. Continued Awareness and Training: It is essential to raise awareness among government officials, 

legal professionals, and the general public about the Latimer House Principles. Regular training and 

capacity-building programs can help promote a deeper understanding of these principles and their 

importance in upholding the rule of law.  

2. Strengthening Judicial Independence: Efforts should be made to reinforce judicial independence 

by safeguarding the appointment process, ensuring security of tenure for judges, and protecting them 

from external pressures or interference. By maintaining a truly independent judiciary, India can 

enhance public trust in the legal system.  

3. Promoting Transparency and Accountability: The government should focus on establishing robust 

mechanisms for ensuring transparency in decision-making processes and providing access to 

information. This can be achieved through the enactment of comprehensive transparency laws, the 



 

  

establishment of independent oversight bodies, and the encouragement of citizen participation in 

government affairs.  

4. Legislative Reforms: India should continue to improve its legislative processes by streamlining 

procedures, enhancing public consultation, and ensuring comprehensive and evidence-based 

lawmaking. Embracing the Latimer House Principles in the legislative arena can lead to more 

effective and inclusive legislation, strengthening the rule of law.  

5. Regular Evaluation and Review: It is crucial to conduct periodic evaluations and reviews of the 

implementation of the Latimer House Principles in India. This will help identify areas of 

improvement, address challenges, and ensure the principles are effectively integrated into the legal 

and governance frameworks.  

By implementing these suggestions, India can further strengthen the role of the Latimer House 

Principles in promoting the rule of law. These efforts will contribute to a fair and equitable legal 

system, foster public trust, and uphold the fundamental principles of justice and accountability. 


