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Notwithstanding its numerous shortcomings, Basu’s book con-
tains much material that is useful but much patience and concentra-
tion is demanded of the reader. It is certainly not one of those books
that can be picked up and browsed through easily, neither can it be
called a reference book since its accessibility is much undermined by
poor indexing. Alas, the book fails miserably in its aims and if the
reader wishes to gain a comparative perspective of constitutional law,
he should revert to Basu’s Commentary on the Indian Constitution,
which remains a classic in its field.

KEVIN TAN YEW LEE

HANBURY AND MAUDSLEY MODERN EQUITY. By JILL E. MARTIN. (12th
Edition). [London: Stevens and Sons. 1985. 1xiv + 920 pp.
Softcover: £22].

THE 12th edition of this book marks the 50th year since its first
publication and records the death of one of the co-authors of the work,
Ronald Maudesley.

The aim of this book as stated in the 11th edition is “to combine a
professional and academic treatment; providing the student with the
information on the subject which a future practitioner needs to know
and also to offer deeper analysis and discussion which an academic
course ought to provide”. This aim has been admirably continued by
Jill Martin who in five parts gives an excellent and up-to-date account
of equity in a simplified fashion.

The first part of the book, which is the introduction, gives a
concise account of the historical development of equity and discusses
the various maxims of equity. The remainder of the introduction deals
with the nature and classification of the various types of trusts.

The second part of this book gives an in-depth account of trusts.
The third part deals exclusively with trustees and the fourth part with
equitable remedies of specific performance, injunctions, recission and
rectification. The last part deals with various equitable doctrines and
with licences.

A notable change from the previous editions of this book is that
equitable remedies are covered in the later part of the book. This, the
author states was done, without undermining the importance of
equitable remedies, to reflect the fact that students generally covered
remedies as the last stage of their course on equity.

The addition of a chapter on rectification and recission also
reflects on the work put in by the author to keep this edition in line
with present developments in this area of law.
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Throughout the book, the author has adopted an easy to follow
style without sacrificing details which is the virtue of this book.
Though this edition does incorporate recent legislative changes in the
U.K., for example, the Forfeiture Act of 1982 and the Capital Transfer
Act of 1984 which are not applicable here, it is nevertheless excellent
value for money.

R. CHANDRA MOHAN

ESSAYS IN EQUITY. By FINN. [Sydney: The Law Book Company Ltd
1985. xxv + 256 pp. Hardcover: £22]

THIS book is the outcome of a seminar on Equity held at the
Australian National University in 1984. The essays were discussed at
the seminar and reviewed by the authors in the light of the discussion
and comments by those attending.

There are twelve essays in the book. Eleven were discussed at the
seminar. The last essay is mainly concerned with discussing the
various issues raised by the previous eleven essays. All the eleven
essays deal with developments in a specific field of equity within the
Australian context clearly illustrating the extent to which equity is
flourishing in Australia and to a certain extent its independence from
the developments in England.

The first essay, “Unconscionable Dealing” by I.J. Hardingham
concentrates on two specific areas of unconscionability and presumed
undue influence. The author concentrates on the Australian High
Court decision of Commercial Bank of Australia v. Amadio1 and
compares it with the English decision of Lloyd’s Bank v. Bundy2 and
National Westminster Bank v. Morgan3 He also discusses recent
legislative changes to the Trade Practices Act of 1974.

The second essay, entitled “Forfeiture and Uncertainty: The High
Court and the House of Lords” is by W.M.C. Gummow. This essay
compares the Australian High Court decision of Legione v. Hateley4

with the House of Lord’s decisions in Scandinavian Tanker Co. A.B. v.
Flota Petrolera Ecutoriana5 and Sport International Bussum B. V. v.
Inter-Footwear Ltd.6 and tries to reconcile them.

The third essay, “Penalties in Chattel Leases” by R.P. Meagher
Q.C. discusses the Australian High Court decision of O’Dea v.
Allstates Leasing Systems (W.A.) Pty. Ltd.7 and its implications on the
finance industry. The fourth essay, entitled “Equitable Estoppel” is by

1  (1983) 151 C.L.R. 447.
2  [1975] Q.B. 326.
3  [1983] 3 All E.R. 85.
4  (1983)57A.L.J.R. 292.
5 [1983]2A.C. 694.
6  [1984] 1 All E.R. 376.
7  (1983)57A.L.J.R. 172.


