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[ Abstract] The general trend of development of legitimate expectation in UK started with
the procedural protection, and develops recently towards the substantive protection, while compen-
satory protection exists but is by no means the mainstream. Actually, legitimate expectation grows
up gradually by individual cases. Pragmatism, instead of theoretical principles, serves as the very
basis of its development. With constant efforts made by the court, the theory of legitimate expecta-
tion has been constructed and taken a form of independent system. As the theory of legitimate ex-
pectation in UK spreading overseas, it has evolved in the process of continuation and development
in Australia, New Zealand and Canada to satisfy their respective traditions and native legal doc-
trines. If we compare legitimate expectation in UK with protection of trust in German law and es-

toppel in US law, we will find that on one hand, they have similar functions; on the other hand,

they are distinct from each other substantially.
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