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M.C. Mehta v. Union of India.15 Although the reasoning may be
infected by constitutional considerations, it would appear that the
Court has adopted strict liability principles which are far more
extreme than even the most aggressive interpretation of Rylands v.
Fletcher16 could ever yield. The decision is the more interesting
because of the steady retreat by the English courts from the notion of
strict liability.17

Apparently the decision in Mehta was issued just as the prepara-
tion of this eighth edition entered its final stages. Rather than delay
publication, the choice was made to deal with Mehta by way of an ad-
dendum which appears at the beginning of the book. Given the
importance of the decision against the background of Bhopal litiga-
tion, it was a dubious choice. But, worse, the addendum could hardly
be more disappointing. The Court’s reasoning is simply restated in
similar language. No insights are offered which are not evident on the
surface of the decision itself. Indeed, because the factual context is
omitted, it confuses rather than enlightens.

In summary the author’s latest revision of his apparently venera-
ble text is unlikely to reward the researcher seeking a comparative
view of recent controversial issues. But it will be of value for general
and comparative reference at a basic level.

RODNEY L. GERMAINE

JUDGMENTS OF HRH SULTAN AZLAN SHAH. By DATO’ Visu SINNA-
DURAI. [Kuala Lumpur: Professional (Law) Book Publishers. 1986.
xxxxiv + 1068 pp. Hardcover: $200.00]

THIS book, which will be regarded by many as a collector’s item, gives
an account of all the judgments delivered by Raja Tun Azlan Shah, the
Sultan of Perak, from the time he became a High Court judge, through
his years as the Chief Justice of Malaya and as a Federal Judge until his
stint as the Lord President of the Federal court.

Rather than simply producing the judgments in a chronological
order, the editor has painstakingly organised the judgments into many
sub-divisions and has provided commentaries to the cases. The editor
explains this approach as one being made to avoid repetition in cases
where a case discusses various points of the law. Quite apart from this,
the organisation also allows a reader to understand the views of the
judge within a particular area of the law. These commentaries give the
reader an introduction to the law in the area as well as the cases and
highlight the importance of the judgments to that particular area of
law.

15  [1987] A. I. R. 1086.
16 (1866) L R. 1 Ex. 265 (Ex. Ch.); (1868) L. R. 3 H. L. 330 (H. L.).
17  The original rule has been considerably restricted, if not reduced to the equivalent of
negligence, by a succession of cases such as Read v. Lyons [ 1947] A. C. 156 (H. L.); Perry
v. Kendricks Transport [1956] 1 W. L. R. 85 (C. A.); and Dunne v. North Western Gas
Board [1964] 2 Q. B. 806 (C. A.).
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The judgments themselves together with the commentaries reveal
Raja Azlan Shah’s brilliant and analytical mind, his feelings and
attitudes towards certain things, for example, drug offences and his
flair for writing clear and concise judgments.

Reading this book makes one feel that there is much which he
could have contributed to the law in Malaysia had he continued to stay
on for the remaining 11 years as Lord President.

This book has a foreward written by the former Lord President of
the Federal Court of Malaysia, Tun Mohamed Suffian, who traces the
life and achievements of Raja Azlan Shah and refers to the editor’s
success in having compiled and commented on all the judgments of
this remarkable man in a single volume (this being the first ever
collection of all the judgments of a judge in Malaysia). This book is
highly recommended to anyone connected with the law in this region.

R. CHANDRA MOHAN

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW. By DAVID FOULKES. (6th Edition). [London:
Butterworths. 1986. xxxv + 477 pp. Softcover : £18.95]

THIS book, which is the sixth edition in this series, starts out with an
introduction to the British administration and describes the various
administrative bodies in the country as well as the process of making
laws and delegated legislation. The remaining chapters are devoted to
a discussion of the various principles of administrative law.

This book is written in a very readable style and the author has
made it simpler for his readers by sub-dividing each of the main areas.

This makes it easier for anyone who is reading or studying
administrative law for the first time to understand more quickly the
main areas of administrative law.

It may be argued by some that this simplification process is
undesirable since it compartmentalises the rules and does not allow an
overall picture of the administrative law. However, I found this book
to be well-organised and well-structured. Furthermore, because of the
various sub-divisions, it is easy to look up the law on any particular
area.

This book is also well-endowed with cases and the author gives a
summary of the facts and a good discussion of all the leading cases. If
there is any criticism which can be made of this otherwise excellent
book it is the small print. Otherwise it is a book which I would
recommend as text book for any student studying administrative law.

R. CHANDRA MOHAN


