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CHAPTER 1
Is International Law Really Law?
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0 International law (otherwise known as public international law or the law
of nations) is the system of law which governs relations between states. At
one time states were the only bodies which had rights and duties under
international law, but nowadays intemational organizations, companies and
individuals also sometimes have rights and duties under international law;
however, it is still true to say that international law is primarily concerned
with states.
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9 The question whether intermnational law is really law cannot be dismissed
as a purely verbal question. If cabinet ministers and diplomats shared the
popular scepticism about intermational law, then international law would be
broken far more often than it is. Even if they regarded international law as
a form of morality rather than law, respect for it would still be
weakened; it is significant that those who regard international law as a
form of morality usually speak of it as 'mere morality’. Although
experienced diplomats do not often share the popular scepticism about
intemational law, there is a danger that the popular attitude may affect
inexperienced officials and pressure groups within a state, and that the state
may, as a result, be pushed into breaking international law.
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9 In fact, however, states do accept that international law is law; and, what is
more, they usually obey it. It is true that international law is sometimes broken

with impunity; but the same could be said of any legal system.
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6 International law is not broken more often than any other system of
law. But people imagine that it is constantly broken.\WWhy has this impression

arisen ? There are, | think, two explanations.
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9 In the first place, it is only the violations of the law that get into the
newspapers. WWhen people are robbed or murdered, or when states attack one
another, it is news; if the law is obeyed, it is not reported, but taken for
granted.



V/ Seacsl st adly Jlalliys 3sda LT

WS (o S [ (puiled ads ladd ailjg) @By I aolijg, « Jgl Alag o
ados K00 4 Lled By b w0 &) (LB L g (ailrbun) (B9
3= )1y pl ol 8590 (Pl ST 39 o0 i LS Glaie 4 ¢ WSS (0
d—plgs ()b oo (g p0l (sl 4 9 30,5 c0d Y9I 2l @ g I cell

@ Secondly, people tend to imagine that the mere existence of an
international dispute proves that at least one state has broken the
law. But international disputes are not necessarily caused by breaches of
intemational law, just as disputes between individuals are not necessarily
caused by breaches of national law.
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CHAPTER 2

Historical and Political Factors
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0 Whenever independent political communities have come into peaceful

contact with one another, they have felt the need for some sort of
international law to govern their relations, even though the rules may have
been very rudimentary (for example, that treaties should be obeyed and
that envoys should not be harmed).
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9 Modem intermnational law began to develop at the same time as the
modern system of states, in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries.
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9 During the formative period of international law, academic writers
exercised a much greater influence than they do nowadays.
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6 The leading naturalist writer was the Dutchman Hugo Grotius
(1583—1645), who is often regarded as the founder of modemn
international law; other important naturalist writers were the Spaniards
Vitoria (1486-1546) and Suarez (1548-1617), Gentili, an Italian Protestant
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who fled to England (1552-1608), and the Englishman Zouche (1590-1661).
Although disagreeing about many things, all these writers agreed that the
basic principles of all law (national as well as international) were derived,
not from any deliberate human choice or decision, but from principles of
justice which had a universal and eternal validity and which could be
discovered by pure reason; law was to be found, not made.
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9 These basic principles of law were called natural law. Natural law was

originally regarded as having a divine origin, but Grotius wrote that
natural law would still have existed even if God hadnot existed; instead,
Grotius considered that the existence of.natural law was the automatic
consequence of the fact that men lived together in society and were capable
of understanding that certain rules were necessary for the preservation of
society. According to this line of argument, the prohibition of murder, for
instance, was a rule of natural law, independently of any legislation
forbidding murder, because every intelligent man would realize that such
a rule was just and necessary for the preservation of human society.
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@ The theory of natural law has a long tradition, going back to Roman
times, and is still the official philosophy of law accepted by the Roman
Catholic Church, But nowadays it is not accepted by many people outside
the Roman Catholic Church.
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3 After Grotius's death the intellectual climate became more sceptical,

and international law would have lost respect if it had remained based on
the theory of natural law. People were beginning to argue by 1700 that law
was largely positive, that is, man-made; consequently, law and justice were
not the same thing, and laws might vary from time to time and from place
to place, according to the whim of the legislator. Applied to.international
law, positivism (as this new theory was called) regarded the actual
behaviour of states as the basis of international law. The first great
positivist writer on international law was another Dutchman, Cornelis van
Bynkershoek (1673-1743), who was to some extent ahead of his-time;
positivism had its roots in the eighteenth century but was not fully
accepted until the nineteenth century. Unfortunately, apart from collecting
the texts of treaties, little attempt was made to study the practice of states
scientifically *, until the twentieth century.
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@ One word which recurs frequently in the writings of Vattel's followers

is 'sovereignty’, and it is doubtful whether any single word has ever caused
so much intellectual confusion and international lawlessness.
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9 The theory of sovereignty began as an attempt to analyse the internal
structure of a state. Political philosophers taught that there must be, within
each state, some entity which possessed supreme legislative power and/or
supreme political power.1 It was easy to argue, as a corollary to this
theory, that the sovereign, possessing supreme power, was not himself
bound by the laws which he made.
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@ Then, by a shift of meaning, the word came to be used to describe, not
only the relationship of a superior to his inferiors within a state, but also
the relationship of the ruler or of the state itself towards other states. But
the word still carried its emotive overtones of unlimited power above the
law, and this gave a totally misleading picture of international relations.
The fact that a ruler can do what he likes to his own subjects does not
mean that he can - either as a matter of law or as a matter of power politics
- do what he likes to other states.
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The Communist Theory of International Law ~ Moll (v d98>  SummigoS & i

@ A central article of Marxist faith is that economics is the determining
force in society. Law and political institutions are merely the
'superstructure’, reflecting the will of the ruling class (that is, of the class
which controls the means of production, distribution and exchange). Since
there are different ruling classes in different states, one might imagine that
there could be no international law of universal validity. But communist
theory is unanimously of the opinion that an international law of universal
validity does exist; indeed, to read some Russian writers, one might be
forgiven for thinking that the Soviet Union had invented international law.
The efforts to reconcile this position with the general Marxist theory of law
have been long and tortuous.
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@ Immediately after the Russian revolution, it was suggested that there
were two systems of international law - one applying among ‘capitalist
states, and the other applying between ‘capitalist’ states and ‘socialist’
states. But this idea was soon discarded, and since the 1920s the orthodox
communist view has been that there is only one system of international
law; this system is said to reflect a compromise or coincidence of interests
between different ruling classes in different states.
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Attitudes of Third World States pgw ol b jelS 5,95 9 34k

@ It is much less easy to generalize about the Third World states of
Africa, Asia and Latin America than it is to generalize about communist
states. Third World states do not form a bloc in any real sense. They have
no common ideology. Their governmentsvary from the far right to the far
left of the political spectrum. However, there are certain facts which are
true of the vast majority of Third World states, and these facts tend to
make most of those states adopt a distinctive attitude towards
internationallaw.
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@ (1) Most Third World Countries were under alien rule during the
formative period of international law, and therefore played no part in
shaping that law. Occasionally their leaders argue that they are not bound
by rules which they did not help to create. However, this argument is used
only in relation to rules which go against the interests of Third World
states, and the argument that those states played no part in shaping the
rules is only a subsidiary argument designed to strengthen the main
contention that the rules are outmoded.Third World states have never
dreamt of rejecting all rules of international law which were laid down




before they became independent; to do so would mean rejecting many
rules which operate to their advantage.
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@ (2) Most Third World countries are poor (with a few exceptions, such
as some of the oil-exporting countries) and are anxious to develop their
economies. Those which wish to develop their economies along socialist
lines are therefore opposed to the traditional rule of international law
which forbids expropriation of foreign-owned property without
compensation.
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CHAPTER 3
Sources of International Law

P Juad
Holl ot G 2abo

Q Article 38(1) of the Statute of the International Court of Justice
provides:

The Court, whose function is to decide in accordance with international
law such disputes as are submitted to it , shall apply :

(@ international conventions, whether  general or  particular,
establishing rules expressly recognized by the contesting states ;

(b) international custom, as evidence of a general practice accepted as law;
(c) the general principles of law recognized by civilized nations;

(d)... judicial decisions and the teachings of the most highly qualified
publicists of the various nations, as subsidiary means for the determination
of rules of law.
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e The Statute of the Intemational Court of Justice speaks of 'inter-
national conventions, whether general or particular, establishing
rules expressly recognized by the contesting states’. The word ‘convention,’
means a treaty, and that is the only meaning which the word possesses in
international law, and in international students have been known to
confuse conventions with conferences, or to confuse conventions in
international law with conventions of the constitution in English law.
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9 Treaties are the maids-of-all-work in international law. Very often
they resemble contracts in national systems of law, but they can also
perform functions which in national systems would be Acts of Parliament,
by conveyances, or by the memorandum of association of a company.
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Custom Sy

e The second source of international law listed in the Statute of the
International Court of Justice is ‘international custom, as evidence of a
general practice accepted as law.
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Codification of Customary Law EERT-ERRY

9 In recent years there has been a tendency to codify customary law.
Four conventions on the law of the sea were signed at Geneva in 1958; a
convention on diplomatic relations and immunities was signed at Vienna in
1961; a convention on consular relations and immunities was signed at
Vienna in 1963; conventions on the law of treaties were signed at Vienna in
1969 and 1986 and conventions on state succession were signed at Vienna
in 1978 and 1983.
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@ There are obvious advantages to be gained from codifying customary
law in a treaty. The rules become more precise and more accessible; and
new states are more willing to accept rules which they themselves have
helped to draft. But, in view of the divergences between the practice of
different states, codification often means that a compromise is necessary,
and there is a limit to the number of compromises that states are willing to
accept at any one time. Consequently, codification will succeed only if it
proceeds slowly; acceleration produces the risk of failure, as happened at
the codification conference organized by the League of Nations in 1930,
and the failure of a codification scheme may cast doubt on customary rules
which were previously well established. (This is what happened to the
three-mile rule concerning the width of the territorial sea after the failure
of the 1930 conference.
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General Principles of Law B3> ogos Jgol

e The third source of international law listed in the Statute of the
International Court of Justice is ‘the general principles of law recognized
fey civilized nations'. This phrase was inserted in the Statute of the
Permanent Court of International Justice, the forerunner of the
International Court of Justice, in order to provide a solution in cases
Where treaties and custom provided no guidance ; otherwise, it was
feared, the Court might be unable to decide some cases because of gaps in
treaty law and customary law.
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Judicial Decisions ba8 Ologouas

Q Article 38 (1) (d) of the Statute of the International Court of Justice
directs the Court to apply "judicial decisions... as subsidiary means (source)
for the determination of rules of law". This direction is made 'subject to the
provisions of Article 59', which state that ‘the decision of the Court has no
binding force except between the parties and in respect of that particular
case’. In other words, international courts are not obliged to follow
previous decisions, although they almost always take previous decisions

into account. Judicial and arbitral decisions can be evidence of customary
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law. But it is probably true to say that judges can also create new law. The
International Court of Justice is particularly important in this respect.
Many of its decisions introduced innovations into international law which
have subsequently won general acceptance
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Learned Writers A g3 (yaid g0

Q Article 38(1) (d) also directs the Court to apply ‘the teachings of the
most highly qualified publicists of the various nations, as subsidiary means
for the determination of rules of law'. The word ‘publicists’ means ‘learned
writers'. Like judicial decisions, learmed, writings can be evidence of
customary law, but they can also play a subsidiary role in developing new
rules of law.
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Other Possible Sources of International Law ~ Moll :ys gaé> Jloia| zsbo ylw

@ Having completed our examination of the list of sources in the Statute
of the International Court of Justice, we must now examine whether there
are any other sources which are omitted from that list.
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@ The growth of international organizations since the First World War
has been accompanied by suggestions that the acts of , international
organizations should be recognized as a source of international law.
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Equity and Natural Law b Gai> g Slail

@ "‘Equity’, in the present context, is used not in the technical sense which
the word possesses in English law, but as a synonym for ‘justice’.
Moreover, those who look to equity as a source of international law often
appeal to natural law in order tostrengthen their arguments and to escape
accusations of subjectivism. Thus the three terms - ‘equity’, 'justice’ and
'natural law" - tend to merge into one another.
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CHAPTER 4
International Law and Municipal Law
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0 "Municipal law" is the technical name given by international lawyers to
the national or internal law of estate, The question of ‘the relationship
between intemational law and municipal law can give rise to many practical
problems = especially if there is a conflict between intemational law and
municipal law.
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The Attitude of International Law to Municipal Law
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@ International law does not entirely ignore municipal law. For instance,
municipal law may be used as evidence of international custom or of
general principles of law, which are both sources of international law.
Moreover, intemational law leaves certain questions to be decided by
municipal law; thus, in order to determine whether an individual is a
national of state X, international law normally I looks at the law of state X ,
provided that the law of state X is not wholly unreasonable.
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e However, the general rule of international law is that a state cannot
plea d a rule or a gap in its own municipal law as a defence to a claim based
on international law. Thus, in the Free Zones case, the Permanent Court of
International Justice said: "It is certain that France cannot rely on her own
legislation to limit the scope of her "international obligations'.
Sl dy ailgi o5 g0 aF ol () Modlirm $ai> S 0usls Jb>
Bo—i> & ba o Olagas jl0g5 J510 §ad> 50 glovecls yludd b sucls 049
(Free zones of31 Gblow amdd jo iy oy aisS JB ailds ol oy
A S (G055 ) 1 3,5 a5 LBl Mol (g SIS 03l ylge s CASE)
OPLD 4 095 lodl o Slagri dold wwazx (gl dilgy o0 il B Cdgo
L Ogu J.ws.m



CHAPTERS
States and Govemments
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States el

0 Since international law is primarily concerned with the rights and

duties of states, it is necessary to have a clear idea of what is a state for the

purposes of international law. The answer to this question is less simple

than one might suppose.
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Itis usually agreed that a state must satisfy three conditions :

(1) It must have territory. But absolute certainty about a state's frontiers is
not required; many states have long-standing frontier disputes with their
neighbours.
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(2) A state must have a population.
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(3) A state must have a government capable of maintaining effective
control over its territory, and of conducting international relations with
other states. This requirement is not always applied strictly; thus, a state
does not cease to exist when it is temporarily deprived of an effective
government as a result of civil war or similar upheavals. Even when all of
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its territory is occupied by the enemy in wartime, the state continues to
exist, provided that its allies continue the struggle against the enemy.
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Federal States Jyad sledgs

9 Unions of states can take several forms, but the only form which has
much importance nowadays is the federal state (or federation). It has been
calculated that half the world's population lives under a federal form of
government. The basic feature of a federal state is that authority over
internal affairs is divided by the constitution between the federal
authorities and the member-states of the federation, while foreign affairs
are normally handled solely by the federal authorities. International law is
concerned only with states capable of carrying on international relations.
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Independent and Dependent States dnly g S (glecdgo

9 In international law the distinction between independent and
dependent states is based on external appearances and not on the
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underlying political realities of the situation; as long as a state appears to
perform the functions which independent states normally perform
(sending and receiving ambassadors, signing treaties, making and replying
to international claims,and so on), international law treats the state as
independent and does not investigate the possibility that the state may be
acting at the direction of another state.
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Governments LeiogS>

0 A state cannot exist for long, or at least cannot come into existence,
unless it has a government. But the state must not be identified with its
government; the state's international rights and obligations are not
affected by a change of government. Thus the postwar governments of
West Germany and Italy have paid compensation for the wrongs inflicted
by the Nazi and Fascist regimes.
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Recognition of States and Governments in International Law
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9 Recognition is one of the most difficult topics in international law. 1t
is a confusing mixture of politics, international law and municipal law. The
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legal and political elements cannot be disentangled; when giving or
withholding recognition, states are influenced more by political than by
legal considerations, but their acts do have legal consequences.
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De Jure and De Facto Recognition 551890 90,5590 oLl

@ One of the most confused aspects of recognition is the distinction
between de jure and de facto recognition. For a start, the expressions ‘de
jure recognition' and 'de facto recognition’, although commonly used, are
technically incorrect; ‘de jure recognition’ really means recognition of a de
jure government; the words de jure or de facto describe the government,
not the act of recognition.
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0 Whatever the basis for the distinction between de jure and de facto
recognition, the effects of the two types of recognition are much the same.
If, like Chief Justice Taft in the Tinoco case, one thinks of recognition as
having an evidential value, then presumably de jure recognition would
have a greater evidential force than de facto recognition; but the difference
is probably not very great.
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Express and Implied Recognition o (bl 9 v o (oLl

@ Normally, when a state recognizes another state or government, it says
so expressly. But in some circumstances recognition can be implied from
conduct. It is sometimes said that recognition cannot be implied from a
state's conduct unless the state intends that it should be implied; but the
law may deduce intentions from behaviour which are different from a
state's real intentions, just as a person who signs a contract without
reading it will be deemed by the law to have intended all sorts of things
which he never intended in fact.
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CHAPTER 6
Intemational Organizations, Individuals and
Companies
&N ‘}@é
s 2 g o3l ¢ ol s leslojLus

0 When lawyers say that an entity, is a legal person, or that it is a subject
of the law (these two terms are interchangeable), they mean that it has a
capacity to enter into legal relations and to have legal rights and duties. In
modern systems of municipal law all individuals have legal personality, but
in former times slaves had no legal personality; they were simply pieces of
property. Companies also have legal personality, but animals do not;
although rules are made for the benefit of animals (for example, rules
against cruelty to animals), these rules do not confer any rights on the
animals (for instance, animals cannot start judicial proceedings if the rules
are broken).
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@ In the nineteenth century states were the only legal persons in
international law; international law regarded individuals in much the
same way as municipal law regards animals. The position has changed in
the last century, and international organizations, individuals and
companies have acquired some degree of international legal personality;
but when one tries to define the precise extent of the legal personality
which they have acquired, one enters a very controversial area of the law.
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International Organizations ol ey leilojlw

9 The term ‘international organization' is usually used to describe an
organization set up by agreement between two or more states. It is
different from a 'non-governmental organization’, which is set up by
individuals or groups of individuals, although some nongovernmental
organizations are entrusted with certain functions by states; the
outstanding example is the International Committee of the Red Cross,
which plays an important role in supervising the application of the Geneva
Conventions on the laws of war.
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Nationality Caxsly

9 Individuals do not often have rights and duties under international
law, but many rules of international law create benefits and burdens for
individuals. The factor which usually connects an individual with those
burdens and benefits is nationality, which may be defined as the status of
belonging to a state for certain purposes of international law. Each state
regards itself as having certain rights and duties vis-a-vis other states in
respect of its own nationals. For instance:
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(1) A state is under a duty not to ill-treat the nationals of other states.
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(2) A state may prosecute its own nationals, but not (according to some

states) the nationals of other states, for crimes committed abroad.

&) Wilgi o0 (Jg 98 518 Sgilh 0,5 o 1) 995 £l Wilgigo (9o 2 (¥

ol 9yl 31 Z5Ls 50 4 allyzr bl 1y K00 Jgo elil (L 90 (5 3 ki
S0 5,8 Sl Codial Caxd Wil sull ST o

(3) A state may not impose compulsory military service on the nationals of
other states (although there may be. an exception in the case of foreigners
who are permanent residents of the conscripting state).

Joand 500 Jgo gl ar |y adbsg pllis (5Ll Cwons Wl (9o g (F
210 gm0 d (635 3l Johiho Cdgd g pold 0 &5 (Sl )b adl) wuled
( .mb.@ * Sae * e a M

(4) Treaties often provide for special benefits or burdens to be conferred
on nationals of a particular state. For instance, extradition treaties often
provide that a state need not extradite its own nationals.
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(5) When a national of state A is expelled from state B, state A is obliged to
receive him , unless he is willing to go to another which is willing to admit
him.
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a As a general rule, international law leaves it to each state to define
who are its nationals, but the nationality laws of different states often have
certain features in common.
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Thus, the commonest ways in which nationality may be acquired are :

(1) By birth. Some countries confer their nationality on children bormn on
their territory (ius soli), others confer their nationality on children born of
parents who are nationals (ius sanguinis); in the United Kingdom and
some other states nationality may be acquired in either way (subject to
certain exceptions).
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(2) By marriage.
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(3) By adoption or legitimation.
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(4) By naturalization. Technically, this refers to the situation where a
foreigner is given the nationality of another state upon his request, but the
word is sometimes used in a wider sense to cover any change of 'nationality
after birth. The willingness of states to grant naturalization varies very
much from state to state; states like Switzerland, which wish to discourage
foreigners from settling permanently, insist on a very long residence



qualification, but in Israel any Jew is entitled to apply for naturalization
without needing to fulfil any residence or other qualification.
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(5) Asa result of the transfer of territory from one state to another.
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@ The commonest ways in which nationality may be lost are:
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(1) If a child becomes a dual national at birth, as a result of the cumulative
applications of the ius soli and ius sanguinis by different states, he is
sometimes allowed to renounce one of the nationalities upon attaining his
majority.
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(2) Acquisition of a new nationality was often treated by the state of the
old nationality as automatically entailing loss of the old nationality.
Nowadays some states, including the United Kingdom, merely give such
people the option of renouncing their old nationality; many loyal Britons
resident abroad acquire foreign nationality solely for purposes of business
convenience.

Sg—5 adgs (4010 Cwd I S el W Cdgo S Coml ol (Y

a9l dm LwdSSl alosio « Lidgd (o5 32 03900l (Jg ol 0,8 (LS Comli



Sl 3 sia o sie ] TF

e B0 aidy s 11y 095 ol Cumli 45 o9l (e 31 50 Lk
W lod 0 oS 1B WU Carll S (gl ol

(3) By deprivation. In the United Kingdom only naturalized citizens may
be deprived of their nationality, and on very limited grounds. Other
countries apply the concept of deprivation more widely; in particular,
totalitarian states like Nazi Germany deprived vast numbers of people of
their nationality on racial or political grounds.
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(4) Asa result of the transfer of territory from one state to another.
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CHAPTER ]

Treatment of Aliens

. i n M
oS b L8,

0 The modermn rules concerning human rights (which prohibit ill
treatment of all individuals, regardless of their nationality) are of fairly
recent origin. But for more than two hundred years international law has
laid down a minimum international standard for the treatment of aliens
(that is, nationals of other states). States are not obliged to admit aliens to
their territory, but, if they permit aliens to come, they must treat them in a
civilized manner. To put it in technical terms, failure to comply with the
minimum international standard ‘engages the international responsibility’
of the defendant state, and the national state of the injured alien may
‘exercise its right of diplomatic protection’, that is, may make a claim,
through diplomatic channels, against the other state, in order to obtain
compensation or some other form of redress. Such claims are usually
settled by negotiation; alternatively, if both parties agree, they may be
dealt with by arbitration or judicial settlement.
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Imputability Sl cubils

@ A state is liable only for its own acts and omissions; and, in this
context, the state is identified with its governmental apparatus, not with
the population as a whole. If the police beat up a foreigner, the state is
liable; if private individuals beat up aforeigner, the state is not liable. The
governmental apparatus of the state includes the legislature and the
judiciary, as well as the executive; and it includes local authorities as well
as central authorities.
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9 A state is liable for the acts of its officials only; if those acts are
"imputable’ (that is, attributable) to the state. The idea of * imputability *
creates problems when officials exceed or disobey their instructions.
Obviously it would be unjust if a state could limit its liability simply by
giving restrictive instructions to its officials (for example, if it could escape
liability for road accidents merely by telling its chauffeurs to drive
carefully); and the cases indicate that a state is liable for the acts of its
officials, even when they exceed or disobey their instructions, provided that
they are acting with apparent authority or that they are abusing powers or
facilities placed at their disposal by the state. Youman'’s claim is a striking
example of the law's willingness to make the defendent state liable. In that
case, Mexico sent troops to protect Americans from a mob; but, instead of
protecting the Americans, the troops, led by a lieutenant, opened fire on
them. Mexico was held liable, because the troops had been acting as an
organized military unit, under the command of an officer. On the other
hand, if the troops had been off duty, their acts would probably have been
regarded merely as the acts of private individuals.
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0 A state is never liable for the acts of private individuals. But the acts of
private individuals may be accompanied by some act or omission on the
part of the state, for which the state is liable. Such act or omission may take
one of six forms:
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(1) Encouraging individuals to attack foreigners.
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(2) Failing to take reasonable care to prevent the individuals -for example,
failing to provide police protection when a riot against foreigners is



Sl (3sia 5o ¥

imminent. For instance, early in 1969 the United Kingdom compensated
South Africa for damage done to the South African embassy in London by
demonstrators; the demonstration had been advertised several days in
advance, and an attack on the South African embassy was foreseeable,
even though the demonstrators’ main target was Rhodesia House - and
there was only one policeman on duty outside the embassy. What
constitutes 'reasonable care’ will depend on the circumstances - foreigners
who remain in** remote areas of the countryside in times of unrest cannot
expect the same police protection as foreigners in a peaceful capital city -
but special care must be taken to prevent injury to diplomats.
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(3) Obvious failure to punish the individuals.
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(4) Failure to provide the injured foreigner with an opportunity of
obtaining compensation from the wrongdoers in the local courts. This is an
example of what is called ‘denial of justice’ -a term which is used in a
bewildering variety of different meanings.
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