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centrate primarily on present English law, to the neglect of the common law as
it has been developed in other common law jurisdictions. Thus in the highly con-
troversial (outside the United Kingdom) area of misfeasance and nonfeasance, the
New Zealand case of A.C. v. Hocking (1963 N.Z.L.R. 513 Ct. App.) is instructive.
Here it was decided that if in the course of the repair of a road, a highway authority
installs a culvert which proves to be of insufficient capacity to prevent flooding and
erosion of the road, these consequences are not to be regarded as arising from mere
nonfeasance. In adopting this approach the majority were adopting the Canadian
approach which had long since rejected the misfeasance/nonfeasance anachronism
(Sowles v. Surrey Municipality (1952) 1 L.D.R. 648), thereby attaining the present
UK position without legislation.

While this work will continue to be the major text and reference for practitioners,
its interest and value to students and academics can be enhanced, together with the
widening of its market over the common law countries, with more extensive reference
to caselaw of other common law jurisdictions, as well as by keeping an eye on future
trends and legislative reform. The acceptance of any or all the suggestions made
in this review would entail an even bulkier volume. The already huge volume that
exists, could therefore, if expansion is envisaged, be split into two volumes.

PHILIP NALLIAH PILLAI

THE POLICE AND THE PUBLIC IN AUSTRALIA AND NEW ZEALAND. D.
CHAPPEL AND P. R. WILSON. [Australia: University of Queensland
Press. x + 214 pages. A$3.95].

This book is the result of data obtained in a series of surveys conducted in
Australia and New Zealand. The data disclose nothing that is new or unexpected.
We are told that the police are held in low regard by the intellectuals, the students
and the teenagers. There are no charges of police brutality, which is really not
surprising in the absence of violent confrontations between the police and the
alienated groups as have happened in America; but rather, a substantial proportion
of the “silent majority” are satisfied with the performance and calibre of the police
force as a whole.

What are interesting are the authors’ analyses of the reasons for the animosity
between the police and the students and their suggestions for remedying the situa-
tion. One can easily agree with the authors that lack of contact with the police,
or contact with members of poor quality, has led to the present unfortunate state
of affairs. Added to this is the fact that the police is the enforcing arm of the
government who, in the eyes of students, appear to be totally unattuned to change
and unsympathetic to the aspirations of the young and of the liberals. The police
have therefore inevitably become the most tangible and convenient target for these
groups.

The authors have suggested ways for improving relations between the police
and the public. Some of these ways include the establishment of police sponsored
clubs for teenagers and the recruitment of better-quality members. In Singapore
the contact between the police and the teenagers have been improved by sending
a substantial number of young national servicemen into police service. However,
while such methods acquaint the young men with the difficulties that beset the
policeman in his duties, they also confirm the teenagers’ suspicions about the
qualities of certain members of the police force, and the lack of premium on imagi-
native thinking.

But while the authors are mindful of the need to improve the public image of
the police, they have unfortunately not come out more strongly for a new role for
the policeman — that of a social worker. The improvement in crime-fighting tech-
niques, the improved manners of certain policemen, or the improved quality of
the policemen as a whole will not be a substitute for a reorientation of the police-
man’s working philosophy.
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