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Abstract  Stemming from the people’s sovereignty principle, the legitimacy of citizen’s individual supervision over administrative law
enforcement has a sufficient constitutional basis and is in line with the implication of the rule of law. There are some defects in the current
system concerning citizen’s individual supervision over administrative law enforcement, such as, seeing citizens as selfish individual, the
overseeing is passive lag and is behindhand, stressing overseeing ideas and neglecting overseeing system, the single mode of supervision
and the fuzzy relations among the right theory, the administrative review system and the litigation system. It is necessary for improving citi-
zen’s individual supervision over administrative law enforcement to expand channels of supervision, to make government affairs more
open, to inspire citizen the enthusiasm of supervision, to strengthen the administrative responsibilities of governments and to establish
timely citizen oversight organizations.

Key words citizen’s individual supervision; value legitimacy; administrative supervision
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