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Limited4 that though there may be remedies that deal with unjust
enrichment, there is no such general doctrine?

The conceptual framework for a more general acceptance of the
law of Restitution has already been set. This has been done by The
Law of Restitution, Professor Peter Birk’s An Introduction to the Law
of Restitution, and many learned articles that are too numerous to list.
English judges may be more aware of restitutionary principles, and
Lord Goff of Chieveley is now a Law Lord, but that crucial decision is
still eagerly awaited by Restitution lawyers.

The third edition of “Goff and Jones” is basically an updated
version of the second edition. Important judicial developments are
incorporated into the text. Articles published since the second edition
have also been incorpoated, either in the text or in the footnotes. Short
answers to critics of arguments made in the second edition will be
found throughout the text. The general headings are almost the same
as in the second edition. Parts of the book, including parts of the
Introduction have been rewritten. But the Introduction (which ties up
the whole book), though slightly expanded, is basically the same as in
the second edition. This third edition bears a much closer resemblance
to the second edition than the second bore to the first. Any changes in
the third edition can be said to be in detail rather than in general.

Restitution lawyers may be disappointed by the treatment of
Professor Peter Birk’s important contribution, An Introduction to the
Law of Restitution. There are numerous references to Professor Birk’s
book. But they tend to be no more than footnoted page references,
even when “contrast Birks...” and “contra Birks...” are involved.6
Professor Birk’s book was published in 1985. Work on this third
edition was probably in progress then.

All things considered, the third edition would be much more
valuable if the whole book, or at least its Introduction, were to deal
with Professor Birk’s views and terminology in greater detail.

SOH KEE BUN

CHESHIRE AND NORTH’S PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAW. By P. M.
NORTH & J. J. FAWCETT, (11th Edition). [London: Butter-
worths. 1987. xcviii + 940 pp. Hardcover: £38,
Softcover: £25.95]

IT is high time that a new edition of Cheshire (or to be more accurate,
Cheshire and North) appeared. Since the last edition in 1979 there
have been significant changes in the law, both statutory and non-
statutory. From the point of view of the Singapore reader, however,
much of the new material will only be peripherally relevant, if at all.

4 [1978} A. C. 95.
5 Ibid., at p. 104.
6 For example, note 27a at p.23, note 52 at p. 55, note 64 at p. 148, note 18 at p. 621,
note 25 at p. 695, note 73 at p. 703.
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The first difference that one sees in examining the new book is
that it has grown in size somewhat. The last edition ran to 755 pages
including the index: the new edition has expanded to some 939 pages,
a hefty tome by any standards. An examination of the contents page
reveals even more changes. The twenty chapters of the 1979 edition
have by some process of abiogenetic reproduction now become thirty-
seven. Some of this apparent growth is merely rearrangement: for
instance, the original long Chapter 3 (“Consecutive Stages in an
Action involving a Conflict of Laws”) has now been split up into three
chapters (“Classification”, “The Incidental Question” and “Renvoi”).

Another major change in presentation is the introduction of a new
Part III covering Jursidiction, Foreign Judgments and Awards,
whereas formerly jurisdiction was dealt with in Chapter 4 while one
had to wait until Chapter 19 for a discussion of foreign judgments.
This is a change for the better from the point of view of the student,
grouping as it does all jurisdictional and related matters in one place.
The chapter on Substance and Procedure (formerly Chapter 20) has
been moved up to the beginning among the preliminary matters, again
a change for the better.

Much of the new bulk of the book has doubtless been made
necessary by sweeping new legislation in the United Kingdom. Besides
the Civil Jurisdiction and Judgments Act 1982 which came into effect
on 1 January 1987), there is the Family Law Act 1986 and the
Insolvency Act 1986. Since these Acts have no analogue in Singapore,
much of the new material is completely irrelevant to the Singapore
reader.

This is not to say that Cheshire and North is not a good book; it is.
However, the only really relevant portions of the book are the three
chapters on Contracts, Negotiable Instruments and Torts (Chapters 18
to 20) and to a lesser extent the chapters on the law of property
(Chapters 28 to 35). The discussion of English cases in the chapters on
family law is of course valuable, but given the ever-increasing
differences between the statutory scheme in the United Kingdom and
in Singapore the reader must supply much of the interpretation
himself. This is not of course a criticism of the book; it is the nature of
the beast.

The above comments are comments that can be made of any
English textbook today. In the realm of conflict of laws we are in the
fortunate position of still being able to rely upon English textbooks, at
least where non-statuory law is concerned. It is a matter of regret that
the book was written too early to take into account the decision in So-
ciete Nationale Industrielle Aerospatiale v. Lee Kui Jak.1 This is
probably the most important case on jurisdiction from this region and
it is a pity that we do not have the benefit of the authors’ learned com-
ment upon it. As a Privy Council case, its authority in Singapore is
such as to be practically binding.

Be that as it may, Cheshire and North (and Fawcett, as doubtless
the title will become), remains a standard reference text for conflict of
laws. As such it invites comparison with Morris’ book.2 Morris’ tome
is but half the size of the latter book. Personally I would choose

1  [1987] 3 W. L. R. 59 (Privy Council on appeal from Brunei).
2 The Conflict of Laws (3rd ed., 1984); reviewed by this reviewer in (1986) 28 M. L. R.
174.
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Morris’. Morris has a more accessible style of writing and flashes of wit
which liven up what could otherwise be a dreary-dull subject. I hasten
to add that this is only a matter of personal idiosyncracy and not in any
way a reflection on the quality of Cheshire and North. A reviewer in
Singapore is in an invidious position. No English text, no matter how
well written, is wholly satisfactory. To criticise a book for what it is not
is grossly unfair. To debate points made in the context of another
country’s legal system is sterile. Ultimately, it all boils down to the
same old plaint, that it will have to do until somebody gets around to
doing a better book specifically for Singapore. Until then, Cheshire
and North will remain a staple on the lawyer’s bookshelf.

WALTER WOON

UNITED NATIONS FOR A BETTER WORLD. BY J. N. SAXENA, GURDIP
SINGH, A. K. KOUL [New Delhi: Lancers Books. 1986 xv + 313 pp.
Hardcover: Rs. 250]

THIS book is a collection of papers delivered at a conference
organised by the Faculty of Law of the University of Delhi to mark the
fortieth anniversary of the United Nations Organisations in 1985. It
begins with platitudinous statements by the Indian Prime Minister
extolling the virtues of peace. The very first paper in the collection - no
doubt intended to be the centrepiece of the conference - is one by Pro-
fessor Reisman of Yale. It is a rehash of a paper that was published in
the 1984 proceedings of the American Society of International Law.
Having performed this customary genuflection to the right quarters in
good Indian style, there follows a series of papers by Indian scholars,
with a couple of papers by scholars from other countries. The names of
the contributors are the same ones that have kept appearing in Indian
publications on international law for several years. Has this vast sub-
continent not thrown up any new talent in a field that is so relevant to
its existence as a nation? Or, is it that the older scholars are like banyan
trees, brooding and ever-spreading without letting anything grow in
their shadows? Most papers are so full of the tired old truths that one
has read before.

But there are papers in the collection which are outstanding
contributions to the knowledge in the field. It is invidious to single
them out but since they establish the value of this collection, some of
them require special mention. Upendra Baxis’ writings are well known
outside India for their lucidity and originality. His paper on “Crimes
against the Right to Development” enhances that reputation. S. K.
Verma’s paper on the emergence of the services sector in the
international economy and the treatment of this development in the
international agencies with trade is timely as is Bhattacharya’s paper
on the then current recession. Nirmala Chandrahasan’s views on self-
determination and Dholakia’s survey of human rights in the Asian
context are interesting. The collection is rescued from being con-
demned as an unnecessary addition to the vast literature generated by
the United Nations by the presence in it of such papers.

M. SORNARAJAH


