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strict logic, a court cannot declare a merely voidable decision to be void.9 There is
a great deal of authority for the proposition that a decision arrived at in breach of
the nemo judex in causa sua rule is merely voidable, and some authority that one
arrived at in violation of the audi alteram partem rule is similarly so.10 It is in-
teresting to note that the House of Lords in the recent case of Ridge v. Baldwin 11

is evenly divided on whether an impingement of the audi alteram partem rule renders
a decision void or voidable thus leaving the issue as confused as before. However,
as was pointed out,12 this is not of great practical significance as the courts have in
practice brushed aside these logical difficulties and declare such decisions void. Dr.
Zamir, however, ingeniously suggested that such decisions can be justified on the basis
that the declaration assumes a constitutive as opposed to a declarative character.

The manner in which Dr. Zamir dealt with the two problems as to the precise
scope of the declaratory judgment commented above is indicative of his general
approach which is one of complete thoroughness in the handling of the materials
and one of close analysis of the cases which will appeal to the academic lawyer.
On the other hand, his systematic arrangement of the underlying principles of the
nature and scope of the declaration, amply illustrated by cases, and a good index,
renders the book easy to handle to a busy practitioner.

S. M. HUANG.

PRINCIPLES OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW, 3rd Ed. By L. A. G. Griffith and
H. Street. [London: Pitman. 1963. xl + 339 pp. £3]

In the present era, few legal works can hope to remain current longer than five
years; and this seems to be the time-table set by Professors Griffith and Street for
new editions of their book. The developments in Administrative Law since 1957
would have demanded a new edition, even if this scheme had not already apparently
been settled upon by the authors.

The current edition contains not only the expected new material, for example,
the Franks Committee Report, the Tribunals and Inquiries Act, 1958, and other legis-
lation and cases since 1957; but the authors have kept the volume nearly to the size
of the second edition by deleting some twenty cases and almost the same number of
Acts from the preceding work. Like its predecessors, this volume remains a leading
authority on its subject, useful both to students and practitioners.

H. E. GROVES.

CONSTITUTIONALISM IN GERMANY AND THE FEDERAL CONSTITUTIONAL
COURT. By E. McWhinney. [Leyden: A. W. Sythoff. 1962. 71 pp.
D.fl. 11.50]

This small volume by Professor McWhinney is a very welcome addition to the not
voluminous works in English on what is certainly one of the most interesting of
post-war constitutions. To get the quite limited adverse comments out of the way,
it must be admitted that Professor McWhinney’s style of writing is sometimes clumsy,
if not ungrammatical. In the paragraph spanning the last of page 34 and the

9. Zamir, The Declaratory Judgment at 156.

10. Ibid.

11. [1963] 2 W.L.R. 935.

12. De Smith, Judicial Review of Administrative Action at 408, cited by Zamir at 156.


