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a civil servant and not a lawyer. Nor is he a law teacher or legal scholar. Thus,
his treatment of the subject is rather superficial. He does make occasional references
to some Indian decisions, but his citations are incomplete and in some cases there
are no citations at all. Specific references to and foot-notes for the quotations
appearing in the text are also lacking. Apart from these defects in technique, the
book appears to suffer also from inadequate proof-reading. Thus, there are such
ugly misprints as “Griffith and Spreet” (p. 3) and “duty to act judiciously” (p. 12)
and such incomplete and unintelligible sentences as “Proceedings by way of certiorari
under Article 226 are ‘not of course.’” The bibliography that appears at the end
of the book is grossly inadequate. The omissions may be inadvertent, but the non-
inclusion of such well-known works as Judicial Review of Administrative Action by
Dr. Markose and the serial publications by the Indian Law Institute on specific
problems of Administrative Law in India is hardly excusable.

Despite these limitations the book is well worth reading by every student of
Administrative Law. Whether or not it has succeeded “in provoking the righteous
indignation of our legal luminaries and the high priests of Administration,” as the
author has hoped, however, remains to be seen.

HLA AUNG.

THE CASE LAW OF THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE, Vols. 3 and 4.
Dr. Hambro. [Leyden: Sythoff. 1963, 1966. xix + 1147 pp.; xxi
+ 1081 pp. Dfl. 95 per vol.].

In 1952 Dr. Hambro, formerly Registrar of the International Court of Justice,
published the first instalment of his masterly digest of the work of the World Court,
drawing attention to the views and comments on various points of international law
to be garnered from the judgments and opinions of the tribunal. Even then, Dr.
Hambro drew attention to the fact that much of the wisdom of the Court was to
be found in individual and dissenting opinions, and this is particularly so in so far
as broad statements of the principles of law are concerned. The first task, however,
was to analyse the majority views and to classify them and it took two volumes to
bring the story up to 1958.

In 1963 the learned editor completed the task in so far as the first years of the
Court’s existence were concerned by making the individual and dissenting opinions
available in accordance with the same rubrics he had employed in his earlier work,
and in order to make the actual volume easier to handle he has published it in two
separately bound parts — a practice that he has also pursued for volume 4. It is
now possible, by examining the contribution of Judge Kojevnikov, Krylov, Winiarski
and Zori  ié to ascertain to what extent there is any Communist approach to inter-
national law which justifies the idea that judges coming from Communist systems
of law reject what others regard as basic principles. It is also possible to see now
whether is a real Latin-American international law and how far Alvarez was putting
forward purely subjective and individual views when he talked of the ‘new’ inter-
national law. It is also extremely valuable to have to hand Lauterpacht’s analysis
of the ‘Optional Clause’ and reservations thereto, as well as his masterly exposition
on the character of resolutions of the General Assembly; and Lord McNair’s pellucid
account of the nature of the trust and trusteeship and of the significance and mean-
ing of ratification.

It is obvious that from the point of view of the critic or the student it is highly
desirable that all the extracts in a particular field be presented in a related fashion,
for while it is the opinion of the majority that carries weight in any particular case,
from the point of view of understanding it is better to have the obiter dicta, as well
as the rationes for any particular proposition side by side. In the fourth volume of
his work Dr. Hambro has brought the story down to 1963 and now puts the relevant
comments together, regardless of the ‘authority’ of the source.

For those anxious to see the comments of jurisconsults who enjoy recognition
as being among the most highly competent in the field or any particular aspect of
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the law of peace, Dr. Hambro’s Case Law of the International Court is an indispensible
vade mecum.

L. C. GREEN.

INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL LAW. By Gerhard O.W. Mueller and Edward
M. Wise. [London: Sweet and Maxwell. 1965. xvi + 660 pp.
£6. 6s. 0d.].

Before the Second World War writings on international criminal law were some-
what scarce and international lawyers had a tendency to regard the matter as a
trifle esoteric and did not always condescend to give it place in the texts. Since the
end of the War, however, and the strengthening of the movement for the protection
of human rights the situation has changed. It is now recognised that international
law is rightly concerned with certain aspects of criminal law and there is a growing
tendency to give the subject specialised treatment.

The subject is still to some extent in the position of the law of international
institutions or international air law in about 1945. That is to say, it is normally
dealt with as part of the ordinary content of international law and departmentalised
within that umbrella. This means that persons interested in the subject are compelled
to seek their their material in a multitude of journals or in widely separated sections
of the textbooks. Now Drs. Mueller and Wise have taken measures to simplify the
task. They have brought together in International Criminal Law a collection of
materials covering the various aspects of the subject, together with bibliographical
details to enable further research.

The volume has as its introduction Professor Schwarzenberger’s famous paper on
‘The Problem of an International Criminal Law’, and then proceeds to divide the
subject into (a) municipal criminal jurisdiction, giving the text of the Harvard
Research Draft Convention with respect to Crime, extracts from the New York and
German penal codes, one or two papers from learned journals, and extracts from
a variety of international conventions; (b) international standard of criminal justice,
beginning with a lengthy note on the subject by Dr. Wise and including extracts from
conventions, as well as the 1781 Resolution of the United States Congress recom-
mending the states to pass legislation against citizens responsible for infractions of
international law; (c) piracy and war crimes, reproducing Professor Franck’s study
of the seizure of the Santa Maria, Quincy Wright’s analysis of Nuremberg, and Dr.
Silving’s treatment of the Eichmann case as ‘A Dilemma of Law and Morality’; (d)
international judicial co-operation embracing the substance of the European Conven-
tion on Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters, recognition of foreign criminal
judgments, and asylum and extradition; and, finally, ‘International Criminal Law’ in
the material sense seeking to illustrate the extent to which international law has
created a proper criminal law of its own, embracing genocide and the draft statute
for an International Criminal Court and the draft code of offences against the peace
and security of mankind.

Now that Drs. Mueller and Wise have prepared a collection of papers within the
ambit of International Criminal Law, it may be possible to express the hope that
either they or the writers they quote may be moved to produce a text on the subject
or on some particular aspect of it, with the emphasis on international criminal law
as their field rather than criminal aspects of international law at large.

L. C. GREEN.


