A BIBLIOGRAPHY OF TRISTAN DA CUNHA. P.J.
Helyer and M.K. Swales. 1998. Oswestry: Nelson. 175 p,
soft cover. ISBN 0-904614-62. £25.00.

Patrick Helyer was clergyman on Tristan da Cunha in the
late 1970s, and he has been collecting references to his
beloved island ever since. He still sends Christmas cards
to his flock, named his house in England ‘Tristan,” and a
picture of Tristan’s church features in his letterhead. He
probably never would have completed the work, as new
references continuously kept piling up, had Michael Swales
not stepped in. Swales joined the Gough Island Scientific
Survey in 1956, and his life too has been linked to Tristan
since (Tristan da Cunha does that to people). He became
aschoolmaster at Denstone College, where he also brought
Tristanian children to be educated. He went back to
Tristan several times and was honorary secretary and
treasurer for the Tristan da Cunha Association for many
years.

Swales failed to bring order into chaos (a task that may
have proven hopeless), but at least he managed to get the
thing published. I feel embarrassed to criticise the work of
people so devoted, but there are too many flaws to ignore.
The book is divided into topical sections, but allocation of
titles is far from consequent. There is a large ornithology
section, but articles on birds can be found in many other
parts — even under botany or zoology — other than
ornithology. Botanical titles can be found under
ornithology, and so on. Reports of expeditions or ships
calling could be anywhere. The same reference may be
repeated up to four times within the same section because
of variations in typography, or with different publication
years for different editions of the same work. Titles of
book chapters may be listed under the author’s name, the
editor’s name, or both. Authors with composite names
may be listed under any part of their names. Different
misspellings of the same author’s name also lead to
repetitions. Misspellings are very common; the spellingin
non-English titles is often appalling.

The biggest problem s that Helyer’s selection criterion
simply is the occurrence of the word Tristan da Cunha,
even if it is only once. In the ornithology section, he tried
to include all works that mention a species that occurs on
Tristan da Cunha. This includes all American, African,
and European bird books, simply because Tristan’s greater
shearwater migrates all over the Atlantic. Scientific pa-
pers on the ecology of New Zealand species in New
Zealand are included, if these species happen to occur on
Tristan too. One can never hope to be complete in this way
(the size of the volume might easily have been tenfold); on
the other hand, the good information, which is all there,
gets swamped by trivial references, with no clue for the
reader how to make the distinction.

Helyer’s selection criterion also embraces all newspa-
perarticles ever mentioning Tristan. These are listed at the
end of various sections, beyond Z, in no apparent particular
order. Fortunately, the authors generally limited their
search to the British press. The whole work is biased
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towards British sources (which are, of course, the most
numerous anyway), and, of works translated into English,
the original title is often not given.

In spite of all this, this bibliography is the only source
where one can find the way to everything one could
possibly want to know about Tristan. The book is a
curiosity initself, and, as such, itis an absolute must for the
great many Tristanomaniacs, like myself, all over the
world. (Albert Beintema, DLO-Institute for Forestry and
Nature Research, PO Box 23, 6700 AA Wagingen, The
Netherlands.)

THE LAWS OF THE AUSTRALIAN ANTARCTIC
TERRITORY. Stuart B. Kaye, Donald R. Rothwell, and
Susan Dando. 1999. Hobart: University of Tasmania Law
Press (Antarctic and Southern Ocean Law and Policy
Occasional Paper 8). 140 p, soft cover. ISBN 0-85901-
862-8.

Who owns Antarctica? In particular, who owns the sector
between 160 and 45°E, south of 60°S? These questions are
still guaranteed to elicit a wide range of answers, even if,
according to the Australian government, the central actor
in this book, the sector defined above — excluding the
French enclave of Terre Adélie between 136 and 142°E
south of 60°S — constitutes the Australian Antarctic
Territory (AAT), Australia’s largest and most southerly
territory. Despite formal recognition by France, New
Zealand, Norway, and the UK, the Australian claim lacks
general acceptance; for example, the United States,
reserving its legal rights, refuses torecognise any Antarctic

claims. Of course, the ingenious legal accommodation
embodied in the 1959 Antarctic Treaty placed the
sovereignty dispute on the backburner, but failed to prevent
a range of alternate legal viewpoints, most notably the
principle of the common heritage of mankind, being
articulated in the regular UN discussions held on the
‘Question of Antarctica’ after 1983.

Australian certainties about ownership to the AAT
have been reflected in long-standing efforts to demon-
strate the effectiveness of its occupation over a vast terri-
tory lacking permanent inhabitants through the exercise of
government, the conduct of scientific research, and the
operation of base stations. Against this background, this
paper, drawing upon legal expertise from the universities
of Sydney and Tasmania, reminds readers about the cru-
cial role of the law in Australia’s exercise of sovereignty
over AAT, including the fact that the Australian constitu-
tion assumes that anything applicable thereto is legally
valid. As mentioned above, few other governments would
accept this line.

A brief and perhaps over-selective historical back-
ground leads into the paper’s central objective, that is, the
identification of the laws of the AAT. Having conceded
the ‘difficult’ (page 17) nature of the task, the authors
conclude that ‘its laws are a curious amalgam of Common-
wealth [that is, of Australia] statutes and delegated legis-
lation, ACT [that is, Australian Capital Territory] statutes
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