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Speech under Indian Law”; Professor Stein of the University of Heidelberg
(Germany) on “Free Speech in Germany”; Professor Chouse of S.K.
University (India) on “State Lawlessness and the Constitution: A Study
of Lockup Deaths” in India; Dr. Kedzia of Polish Academy of Sciences
on “New Institutional Guarantees of the Rule of Law and Individual
Rights and Freedoms in Poland”; and Professor Errabi on the “Right to
personal liberty in India”. The contribution of Dr. Wieruszweski of the
Polish Academy is entitled “Constitutional Form of the Principles of
Equality and Nondiscrimination in the Polish People’s Republic against
a Comparative Background”. The comparison spoken of is between provisions
of the Polish constitution and the UN Declaration and Covenants on
Human Rights. As these articles are not of a comparative nature, an
appropriate title for the book should have been Essays on Constitutional
Law: Festschrift in Honour of Professor P.K. Tripathi.

The contributions that may be of specific interest to readers in this
part of the world are by Ms. Cottrell, formerly from Ahmadu Bello and
Ife Universities (Nigeria) on “One Country, Two Systems: the Consti-
tutional Future of Hong Kong” and Professor Ghai of Warwick Law
School (England) and a Former Visiting Professor of Law at the National
University of Singapore on “Politics of the Constitution: Another Look
at the Ningkan Litigation”.

The editor has taken great efforts in collecting essays from different
distinguished scholars from various parts of the world. Collecting contributions,
is a formidable task and the editor has successfully done so. For this
he deserves to be congratulated. A case list would have been quite handy.
The index could have been more detailed. For instance, one can see that
there are essays on Germany but no listing of Germany in the Index.
Brief bio-data of the contributors is given at the end of the book. A reader
would have found it more convenient if the list was given in alphabetical
order.

As the book under review is not addressed to any specific area of
research in constitutional law or to any specific constitutional system it
may be of general interest to someone who may have diversified interests
in varied constitutional systems.

L.R. PENNA

STREET ON TORTS. BY MARGARET BRAZIER. (8th Edition). [London:
Butterworth. 1988. lix + 562 pp. (including index). Softcover: S$91.10.]

STREET ON TORTS hardly needs an elaborate introduction, being well-
known as a less conventional staple in the diet of the English tort law
student. The eighth edition, published in 1988, is authored by Margaret
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Brazier, a former student and colleague of the late Professor Harry Street
who passed away in 1984. In her preface, Ms Brazier expresses the hope
that despite the changes made, the book will retain the “crisp and radical
nature” of Professor Street’s original enterprise. This aim, and more, is
generally achieved.

The eighth edition sees some changes in the organisation of the book,
adding to its clarity and unity. The structure of Part 1, which deals with
introductory material, and Part II, which covers intentional invasions of
interests in person and property, remain essentially unchanged. The section
on intentional interference with economic interests has been moved from
its position at the end of the book in the 7th edition, to Part III in the
present edition, thereby relating it to the previous part which also deals
with intentional torts. Negligence follows in Part IV, where there is an
extended discussion on the duty issue. Products liability, now a tort of
strict liability under the Consumer Protection Act 1987, has been moved
from the Negligence section to Part V, which discusses strict liability
torts. Part VI covers defamation, and Part VII misuse of process. Of the
torts which were previously discussed together with misuse of process,
those relating to interference with family relations have now been abolished
whilst other miscellaneous torts, such as breach of confidence, are discussed
elsewhere in the book. The last part, Part VIII, concerns remedies and
parties and now, more logically, includes the section on compensation
for personal injuries which was previously dealt with under Negligence.
A useful feature that the book has retained from its predecessor is its
very detailed contents section. This enables the reader to take in at a
glance not just chapter headings but also sections and subsections, thereby
facilitating easy reference and emphasising the structure of the book.

Where new material is concerned, the book incorporates new UK
statutes such as the Latent Damage Act 1986 and the Consumer Protection
Act 1987, although it is unlikely that these changes will be relevant in
Singapore. Ms Brazier has rewritten many portions of the book, especially
the section on Negligence, to reflect developments in this area since the
previous edition. For instance, she traces the decreasing popularity of
the Anns two-stage test, including a brief discussion of the criticism made
by the Privy Council in Yuen Kun Yeu v. AG for Hongkong1 Another
example is the discussion on recovery for economic loss caused by negligence,
which has also been rewritten. There have, however, been several in-
teresting decisions on these matters since the book was completed, culminating
in the important House of Lords decision in Murphy v. Brentwood DC,2

overruling Anns v. Merton LBC.3 Some of the issues to which only tentative
conclusions could be made in the book can now be more clearly resolved
in the light of these cases.

1 [1987] 2 All E.R. 705.
2  [1990] All E.R. 908.
3  [1978] A.C. 728.
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This edition of Street, like previous editions, should prove useful
to those seeking a modern approach to tort law, an area of law where
English texts remain very helpful in the Singapore context.

DORA S.S. NEO

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW. BY I.P. MASSEY. (3rd Edition). [Lucknow: Eastern
Book Company. 1990. Ixxii + 464 pp. (including index). Softcover:
INR 80.00.]

MUCH water has flowed through the Ganges in India since the publication
of the second edition of this book in 1985. Since then numerous decisions
relating to administrative law have been given by the Supreme Court
and various High Courts of India. A new edition, therefore, is welcome,
and the author deserves to be felicitated for bringing it out. Administrative
law is essentially a part of the municipal law of a country. While the
development, norms, concepts, and doctrines may be similar, there can
be nothing like a universal administrative law. Even though the title of
the book under review does not reveal it, the book deals with the ad-
ministrative law of India, with occasional references to English, Ameri-
can, and continental practices. The target readers of the book, as acknowl-
edged by the author in the preface to the second edition, are law students
in India. As such, even though it is not an exhaustive “treatise”, it provides
a good introduction for lawyers and law students outside India who want
to know something about Indian adminstrative law. The author suggests
in the preface that he tried to be more “thorough than exhaustive” in
updating the earlier edition with new developments. Yet one does not
have to be very meticulous in noticing some patent irregularities and
omissions.

The author states at page 67 that “[i]n France administrative courts
exercise power of judicial review over administrative action if the admini-
strative authority abuses its discretionary powers”. The concept of judicial
review simply does not exist in France. When private rights are infringed
by administrative action, the French and other continental practices exclude
judicial review of administrative action on the basis of the doctrine of
separation of powers. This has been possible in France by the establishment
of special Tribunaux administratif(administrative tribunals) for the adjudication
of disputes between the administration and the citizens. In France, the
reasons for establishing separate administrative tribunals are historical
and mainly due to mistrust towards the ordinary courts of law. During
the Ancien Regime (old regime) and until the French Revolution in 1789,
“Parlements”, which were regional royal courts, impeded the re-organi-

1 For a review of that edition, see (1986) 28 Mal.L.R. 383.


