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edies, (i.e. between, for instance, prohibition and injunction) a focused
discussion on which of the remedies would be most appropriate under
what particular circumstances would help to elucidate the differences to
the student. Additionally, most standard texts would devote a separate
chapter on the important issue of standing and not, as is the case here,
incorporate it together with the general discussion on remedies. This is
perhaps an obvious omission in the book.

The final part, comprising the rest of the book looks at the other
topics normally covered by a text on administrative law. These include
governmental liability, right to information, ombudsman and public
undertakings. Of particular interest is the discussion on accessibility to
information as a means of controlling government. A fair number of
Western countries are moving towards freedom of information legislation
to allow for a more open government and participatory democracy. One
could almost detect a note of wishful thinking on the part of Profes-
sor Jain for such similar legislation to be introduced locally when he
quoted HRH Rajah Azlan Shah as saying that a Freedom of Information
Act would greatly improve the quality of trust in this country.

All said, the book should be regarded as an authoritative text on
administrative law in Malaysia and Singapore. The coverage of local case
law is very comprehensive, and the writing is clear and easy to read.
It is a book which no serious student of administrative law can do without.

SIN BOOn ANN

PRIVATISATION: SINGAPORE’S EXPERIENCE IN PERSPECTIVE. By I.S. THYNNE
& M. ARIFF (Ed.), [Singapore: Longmans, 1989. vii + 204pp. Hardcover:
$40.00]

THIS book is a collection of articles on privatisation in Singapore viewed
from different perspectives - public administration, economic, financial
management, accounting and legal. There are also articles which give
an international perspective but they are somewhat disappointing as they
do not attempt to draw out the implications for Singapore from the experience
of other countries’ efforts at privatisation. If the reader is supposed to
do this himself then these articles need not be included in this collection
as he could have done so by reading for instance Abromeit’s article on
“British Privatisation Policy” in Parliamentary Affairs than in a book on
Singapore’s privatisation experience.

The other articles though at time repetitious (see for instance Thynne’s
piece on “The Administrative State in Transition” and Asher’s “Econo-
mic Perspective” where they both go through the recommendations of
the Public Sector Divestment Committee) are useful particularly for those
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who have not followed the privatisation debate in Singapore nor read
the report of the Public Sector Divestment Committee. They point out
for instance that privatisation is not just the divestment of government
assets but as the Public Sector Divestment Committee identified includes
“the farming out of work to the private sector”, “the switching [of] the
financing of a good or service from tax revenue to consumer charges”
and the liberalisation of the extent to which “the public sector mono-
polises certain activities through the use of its regulatory powers”. In
Singapore, these other forms of privatisation though less publicised have
been taking place – contracting out what the public sector used to do
like the maintenance of traffic lights, the relaxation of various govern-
ment regulations governing a range of business activities and the reduc-
tion of government financing for health and education. The reasons for
privatisation are discussed and what is clear in the case of Singapore,
is that they cannot be found in a need for budgetary revenue or in getting
rid of unprofitable or inefficient firms but in the rationalisation of the
public sector role in the economy and in broadening and deepening the
local stock market. This rationalisation, however, need not necessarily
mean that the government will or should abandon its developmental role.
The different legal implications of privatising a government-linked com-
pany and a statutory board and the various ways to value what is being
divested are also considered though in the latter case there is again needless
repetition in the articles giving the financial management and accounting
perspectives of privatisation in Singapore.

This is not a book for one hoping to find fresh insights to the privatisation
debate in Singapore. It does however provide a good over-view, as the
editors hope it would, of the relevant developments and associated issues
of privatisation in Singapore.

RAYMOND LIM SIANG KEAT

THE LAW OF DEFAMATION IN SINGAPORE AND MALAYSIA. By KEITH R.
EVANS. [Singapore: Butterworths. 1988. xxi + 201pp. Hardcover:
S$90.00]

THIS book provides a useful account of the law of defamation in the
local context. It was published in 1988 in hard back. The main text of
the book is divided into three parts and comprises fifteen chapters in
138 pages. It also provides four useful appendices.

The objectives of the book are explained by the author in the preface
as follows:

“I decided that I would tailor the text to the legal practitioner. As
a result, the text includes a number of appendices which those engaged


