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be more effective if relegated to the end of each section. As stated in the Preface
to the book this venture of the Indian Law Institute is largely experimental and
subject to reconsideration both as regards arrangement and contents in the light
of experience accumulated through the teaching process. It is hoped that the
few suggestions made here will be incorporated in the next edition of this highly
useful teaching tool and borne in mind in the compilation of the next volume.

S. M. THIO.

THE LAW OF COMPANY LIQUIDATION. By B. H. McPherson. [Australia:
Law Book Company Ltd. 1968. xlv + 458 pp. A$15.30].

The Law of Company Liquidation is a clear and well-considered treatise on the
law relating to the winding up of limited liability companies. The author’s exposi-
tion is based upon the Uniform Companies Acts of the Australian States, but as
he points out in the Preface, the law of Australia in this area does not differ
materially from that of the United Kingdom. Furthermore, Mr. McPherson, whose
original legal training was in South Africa, has enriched his work by making use
of judicial authority in other jurisdictions. As a result, this book will be of definite
value to practitioners, students and scholars working in both member and former
member states of the British Commonwealth. The author’s scholarship is sound,
and the work in general is well-researched and well-presented. A real attempt
has been made in most instances to present an in-depth analysis of the issues.

It is somewhat unfortunate that Mr. McPherson has not given us the benefit
of all of his work in the field in this one volume. In particular, on the important
topic of winding-up on the “just and equitable” ground, the author has written
a more detailed and comprehensive exposition in an article entitled Winding Up
on the Just and Equitable Ground in (1964) 27 Mod. L.R. 282. Although Mr.
McPherson’s desire not to duplicate his research is to be admired, a more detailed
account of this topic along the lines of the above article would have been well
received. Similarly, his article on oppression of minority shareholders [Oppression
of Minority Shareholders: Statutory Relief (1963) 36 Aust. L.J. 427] is certainly
more comprehensive than the brief discussion of the oppression provision and its
relation to the winding up remedy which is presented. Nevertheless, there can be
no doubt that The Law of Company Liquidation makes a valuable contribution to
our understanding of this important area of company law.

ALLEN B. AFTERMAN.

ANNUAL SURVEY OF COMMONWEALTH LAW, 1966 (Volume II). Edited
by Professor H. W. R. Wade with the assistance of Barbara Lillywhite
and Harold L. Gryer. 1967. [London: Butterworths. lxxxvii +
873 + index. £8. 8s.nett].

The Annual Survey of Commonwealth Law 1965 (Volume I) was extremely
well-received. The Law Quarterly Review described it as “a legal treasure-house
rich in information, rich in comment and rich in promise.”

The present volume covers the period from July 1965 to June 1966 and notes the
developments of the law in the United Kingdom and the Commonwealth during this
period.
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The areas of law which this volume surveys have seen much development, parti-
cularly in the field of constitutional law. The period witnessed the U.D.I, in
Rhodesia which was to spark off a number of constitutional problems; it was also
a year of successful coups d’etat in Nigeria and Ghana; Singapore separated from
Malaysia, and India and Pakistan renewed their hostilities over the border dispute.
No less interesting is the Privy Council decision in Liyanage v. R. [1966] 2 W.L.R.
682, which as Professor S.A. de Smith commented, ‘llustrates how, given an appro-
priate political climate, sophisticated and imaginative judicial review can modify
the text of a constitution which embodies few express guarantees or prohibitions.”
(p. 59).

Mr. G.H. Treitel discusses the important cases in the area of contract. One
of the significant decisions is D. and C. Builders, Ltd. v. Rees [1966] 2 Q.B. 617
which overruled Goddard v. O’Brien (1882), 9 Q.B.D. 37, an authority for the “nego-
tiable instrument” exception to the rule in Pinnel’s case (1602) 5 Co. Rep. 117a.
In D. and C. Builders, Lord Denning M.R. asserted that the High Trees principle
could operate “not only, so as to suspend strict legal rights but also, so as to
preclude the enforcement of them.” The House of Lords’ decision in the Suisse Atlan-
tique case [1966] 2 W.L.R. 944, on the substantive doctrine of fundamental term,
is perhaps the most important case of the year. Mr. Treitel notes that no conclusive
answer can be deduced from the speeches and much will be left for future develop-
ment. Restraint of trade has also seen significant developments in Esso’s case
[1966] 2 Q.B. 514 (which subsequently went to the House of Lords) and Nagle v.
Feilden [1966] 2 Q.B. 633. Two printing errors are noted in the discussion of
Nagle’s case. At page 288, line 2 “although” appears as “alhough” and on the
same page, line 6, “a women” instead of “a woman”.

The comments and observations on the other areas are equally stimulating and
each contributor displays his expertise in his respective field. The contributors, ex-
cept for six changes, remain the same as in Volume I.

There is a slight re-arrangement of subject matter which makes for more logi-
cality. In Volume I, the last six chapters are arranged in the following order:
Conflict of Laws, Labour Law, Civil Procedure including Costs and Evidence, Inter-
national Law, Maritime Law and Family Law. In this Volume, they appear in the
following order: Family Law, Labour Law, Civil Procedure including Costs and
Evidence, Conflict of Laws, International Law and Maritime Law.

One of the criticisms that was levelled on Volume I, was its object of giving
prominence to the law of the Commonwealth countries other than the United Kingdom.
Thus, comments in regard to United Kingdom materials were kept down to minimum
and only for the purpose of “completeness”. There is no justification for adopting
this policy and equal emphasis should be paid to United Kingdom materials since
most Commonwealth countries do derive their inspiration if not their sources of law
from the United Kingdom. Happily, in this volume, more extensive comments are
now made on the legal developments in the United Kingdom.

The book does not aim to give more than a general survey. It is therefore
appreciated that it would not be possible to discuss every case. However, it would
be useful to make a list of the cases that have not appeared in the text, at the end
of each section or chapter as Mr. M.P. Furmston has done in the chapter on Com-
mercial Law. Again, a list of articles that have appeared during the year on each
topic, would prove useful. Some contributors have done this.

In this Volume, the laws of the various Commonwealth countries which are as
diverse as they are common, are brought together to make comparison possible. The
law reformer and the comparative lawyer might do well to seize upon the book.

K. L. KOH.


