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and uniform statutes incorporated by states into their municipal law. Founded as it
is on the universal practice of international business, on the commonsense of business-
men in all parts of the globe, the new law merchant is common to all countries engaged
in international trade and is a platform of mutual understanding for the common
lawyer and the civil lawyer, the lawyer in the countries of free market economy and
the socialist lawyer.” The commercial lawyer will also be interested in Dr. Wang’s
paper on ‘The Residence of Companies in the British Income Tax Acts’, while trade
union and industrial lawyers will be attracted by Mr. Palmer’s consideration of ‘The
Remedial Authority of Labour Arbitrators’.

Apart from the legal practitioner and those interested in sociological and crimino-
logical problems, the legal philosopher too will find papers to interest him. First, there
is Professor MacGuigan’s re-assessment of the Thomistic theory of the interpretation
of ‘Positive Law and the Moral Law’, which he feels “gives both speculative satisfaction
and practical assistance to man as political animal”, for it “makes possible a moral
and rational explanation of all law [and] legal obligation becomes explicable in rational
terms [so that] law gains the support of reason as well as the adherence of will.”

The Eichmann trial has focused some attention on the problem of potential bias
on the part of the judiciary and Professor Franck’s contribution to Current Law and
Social Problems is a paper on ‘The Quest for Impartiality in Legal Systems’. The
author points out that the attitude of the common law is to insist that judges must
not only not be biased, but that they ought not to act in cases in which they might be
suspect of bias (Eckersley v. Mersey Docks and. Harbour Board [1894] 2 Q.B. 667), but
in Queen v. Farrant (1887) 20 Q.B.D. 58 the Court went very close to distinguishing
between personal prejudice and substantial bias. In so far as international justice
is concerned, Professor Franck believes that impartiality does not require a judge to
be free of expressed prejudices about the law or issues in dispute — otherwise no writer
could be a member of the World Court; it does demand that he be free of personal
prejudice or hostility towards one of the parties; it also requires that he should not,
prior to being called upon to act as judge, have served any of the parties, so that
Judge Jessup was unable to sit in the Temple of Preah Vihar case; and impartiality
is not infringed because of attacks upon the judge by one of the parties, provided the
attacks do not ante-date the assumption of judicial office. The article is fascinating
and, as Professor Franck indicates, only scratches the surface of the problem even in
common law jurisdictions. He believes there is ample scope for expansion both in
Anglo-American law and on a comparative basis.

It is to be hoped that the high standards set in these first two volumes of Current
Law and Social Problems is maintained in the future, even though the Editor has left
Western Ontario for Toronto.

L. C. GREEN.

FOCUS ON MAPS OF WORLD CRISIS. By Jack Bloomfield. 1962. [New York:
Oceana. vi + 90 pp. U.S. $5.]

Teachers and students of international relations have long suffered from the
absence of maps showing post-1945 developments towards independence, or illustrating
the danger spots in a bipolarised world. One of the difficulties in providing adequate
material has been the speed with which new countries and boundaries have appeared
and made their own contribution to what has been described as the ‘international
frontier’ (Hall, Mandates, Dependencies and Trusteeship, 1948, p. 3).
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The preparation of new and satisfactory wall-maps takes time, and in any case
what is really needed is a handy political atlas. The volume prepared by Dr. Bloom-
field helps to fill the gap. It is true that the major political issues of the day reflect
the struggle for world leadership between the two colossi of Washington and the
Kremlin. From the point of view of persons outside the United States, however, this
collection perhaps lays excessive emphasis on the role and views of the leader of the
Western bloc.

When dealing with Cuba (pp. 34-7) it might have been fairer to point out that it
was not only the Soviet Union that had doubts about the legality of President
Kennedy’s ‘quarantine’, although it is true that Swedish doubts were expressed in
more measured terms. Again, the commentary upon the Berlin dispute (p. 47) leaves
the impression that it is only American policy and strength which confronts the
Russians and the East German authorities in that divided city. It would also appear
that it is only Washington which is concerned about preserving the independence of
Laos and Southeast Asia (pp. 54-8), and nowhere is it made clear that in so far as
the ‘offshore islands’ are concerned American policy is out of line with that of many
of her allies (pp. 60-2).

Despite these reservations, this collection of maps on centres of crisis; the search
for (American) friends; Africa; Latin America; Western Europe; the Middle East;
Southern and Eastern Asia; the race for space (with maps of only Grisson’s and
Glenn’s flights); the nuclear race; and the United Nations, will prove a boon to all
interested in the world and its problems during the second half of the twentieth
century. Perhaps in the next edition a detailed map of the Sino-Indian and related
borders showing the McMahon Line might be included — the present map of ‘Com-
munist China on the March’ (p. 59) is hardly adequate for this. A map on Western
nuclear fallout might also appear opposite that on ‘Radiation from Russia’ (p. 83),
while a detailed map showing the significance of Indonesia and its neighbours would
be a useful addition.

L. C. GREEN.

THE SOVIET LEGAL SYSTEM: POST-STALIN DOCUMENTATION AND HISTORI-
CAL COMMENTARY. By John N. Hazard and Isaac Shapiro. [New
York: Oceana. 1962. xix + 595 pp. U.S. $12.50.]

Since the publication in 1950 of Meisel and Kozera’s Materials for the Study of
the Soviet System preceded the death of Stalin, the end of the personality cult and
the beginnings of some measure of liberalisation, and since works like Kelsen’s
Communist Theory of Law and Schlesinger’s Soviet Legal Theory have tended to be
more in the nature of jurisprudential commentaries there has been need of a one
volume statement of the law based on actual documents. This Hazard and Shapiro’s
Soviet Legal System provides, and in its use of laws, articles and judgments is per-
haps more useful than the Fundamentals of Soviet Law edited by Romashkin and
published in Moscow in 1961.

The work, which has been produced under the auspices of the Parker School of
Foreign and Comparative Law at Columbia University, is divided into three parts
devoted, respectively, to relations between the State and the citizen, the administration
of Soviet socialism, and the legal relations between Soviet citizens themselves — there
has too long been an ideological assumption by the non-Soviet public that there can
be no true scope for private legal relations in a Soviet socialist State.


