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This article discusses New Zealand’s Countering Terrorist Fighters Legislation Bill, which
was enacted over a period of some two weeks in late 2014. More specifically, the article
assesses the government’s justifications for expediting the passage of this legislation
through the use of urgency. It contends that these justifications — that the government’s
hand was forced by a United Nations Security Council Resolution on the issue of foreign
fighters, that the legislation makes minimal changes, particularly when compared to its
Australian and British equivalents, and that there is provision for a sunset clause and
post-enactment review — are all problematic and ultimately unconvincing. The article
finishes by considering what the enactment of this legislation reveals about the separation
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Just as the recent changes to succession to the throne raised difficult constitutional
problems in the various Realms, so too would the implementation of a regency if the
current monarch or her successor became incapacitated for a significant period. The issue
is complicated by the fact that the Regency Act 1937 (UK) was enacted after the enactment
of the Statute of Westminster 1931, but before the Statute came into force in some of the
Dominions. This article discusses the history of the enactment of regency laws in the
United Kingdom and then addresses the constitutional issues that would arise if a regency
had to be implemented in Canada, New Zealand and Australia. .........ccccocevenievinennenene. 198
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Although the formula of “One Country, Two Systems” has been implemented since 1997,
it is still controversial in terms of the role of Hong Kong’s final authority on judicial
review under China’s sovereignty. The power of final adjudication is vested in the Court
of Final Appeal in Hong Kong according to the Basic Law of the Hong Kong Special
Administrative Region, but it is unclear whether the power extends to solving issues
relating to Central Authorities within its jurisdiction. This article examines judicial review
in Hong Kong and its relationship with Central Authorities in China, drawing on several
cases to demonstrate that a constitutional tension exists. This tension actually results from
a dual structure of constitutional review: one is the judicial review of the Basic Law by
Hong Kong courts with the final authority on adjudication at the regional level, and the
other is the constitutional control of the Basic Law by the National People’s Congress

(2016) 27 PLR 165 165


http://bit.ly/2c3YbP6
http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?docguid=I0f80818d6e5e11e6881a84759648e093&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1
http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?docguid=I0f8081916e5e11e6881a84759648e093&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1
http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?docguid=I0f8081916e5e11e6881a84759648e093&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1
http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?docguid=I0f8081876e5e11e6881a84759648e093&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1
http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?docguid=I0f8081826e5e11e6881a84759648e093&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1
http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?docguid=I0f8081826e5e11e6881a84759648e093&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1
http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?docguid=I0f8081826e5e11e6881a84759648e093&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1

Standing Committee through interpretations at the national level. The article attempts to
develop a theory of mutual deference, suggesting that each one should take a deferential

approach so that a balance can be struck between “One Country” and “Two Systems”. .... 218
ROOK REVIEWS,

Feminist Judgments: Rewritten Opinions of the United States Supreme
CoUrt — ROSAINA DIXOM .......cueuiiiiiiiiiiiee ettt ettt 232
Soft Law and Public Authorities: Remedies and Reform — Alan Robertson .................. 236
DEVELOPMEDNTS ...ttt ettt ettt et et e st e et e e sste st e esbeesstesabeesbtesatesnbeessbesabeebeesasesseens 239

166

(2016) 27 PLR 165


http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?docguid=I0f8081906e5e11e6881a84759648e093&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1
http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?docguid=I0f8081886e5e11e6881a84759648e093&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1

