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than at the expense of, the basic Commonwealth cases. By omitting most of the
Canadian cases the non Canadian will find that Dr. Wright has provided him with a
solid background of the law of tort which can be supplemented with cases from his
own particular jurisdiction. In effect, Dr. Wright has served his two masters by
providing two books in one: a Canadian casebook and a Commonwealth casebook.

The salient virtue of the Commonwealth casebook is that it contains, in one form
or another, most of the significant cases of the common law of tort from I. De S. and
Wife v. W. De S. to Hughes v. Lord Advocate. To be sure, each teacher will find
that a few cases which he considers crucial have been omitted or too hastily sum-
marized. For example, in the opinion of the reviewer the omission of Swadling v.
Cooper1 from the chapter on contributory negligence prevents that chapter from
giving a full picture of the development of the law of contributory negligence, es-
pecially in those jurisdictions which have not yet adopted an apportionment statute.
But again,, this a matter of personal preference and, although it is obviously more
serious than a disagreement about arrangement, the book is comprehensive enough
to prevent such disagreements from arising very often.

In particular, Dr. Wrights rejection of the “leading case” theory and his willing-
ness to cross national boundries to include cases which pose challenging problems is
to be commended. Such an approach is bound to produce lawyers who are able to
think more creatively and flexibly about the law than is possible when the student is
taught to think only in terms of precedents within his own jurisdiction.

Although, as a teaching tool, the book is excellent, one should have no illusion
about its limitations. As a teaching instrument, it is not and cannot be the
ultimate reference for the practising lawyer. Although it may provide a starting
point for analysis, it is not a portable library, and any thorough research will soon
lead the practising lawyer beyond the casebook to the cases in his own jurisdiction.
However, this limitation is not a fault, for inherent in the “revolution” which Dr.
Wright has fostered is the realization that the treatises which are designed to fit
the reference needs of the practising attorney are ill suited to stimulate the student
to think. It is little wonder then, that a casebook such as Dr. Wright’s, which is so
well designed to stimulate thought, should be of little value as a comprehensive
reference book.

Dr. Wright has done well that which he has set out to do; he has given the
legal profession a valuable book with which to train new generations of lawyers.
The updating of his book makes it more valuable to those presently using the case
method and should encourage the spread of his “revolution” to those classrooms which
have yet to experience it.

D. M. DONALDSON.

CRAIES ON STATUTE LAW, 6th Ed. By S. G. G. Edgar, M.A. [London:
Sweet & Maxwell. 1963. cxix + 643 pp. £7 7s. 0d.]

Mr. S. G. G. Edgar has brought Craies On Statutes up to date. It should be said
at once that the book includes all the recent authorities on the subject.

Only one chapter of the book has been re-arranged, viz. cap. 13 on Delegated
Legislation. The learned author has succeeded in taking the reader behind the
scenes and has revealed the problems encountered by those who prepare delegated
legislation. This chapter covers, now, sixteen sections. The most interesting sections
in this chapter are “Criticism of Delegated Legislation”, “Control of Statutory Instru-
ments by the Courts” and “Sub Delegation”. The last of these, in particular, is
extremely well written.

1. (1931) A.C. 1.
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In so far as the bringing up to date and re-writing of the new edition is con-
cerned, the present reviewer has not come across any short-coming of importance.
There are, however, a few observations to be made about the general character of
the book. Craies On Statutes is used for teaching purposes as well as by practi-
tioners not only in the United Kingdom but also throughout the Commonwealth.
Despite this fact the number of Commonwealth cases cited is negligible. Moreover,
in some places it might be advisable to point out clear differences between aspects
of interpretation in Britain and the Commonwealth. “Internal Aids to Construction”
can serve as an example. The learned editor explains (at pp. 195-197) that marginal
notes are often not found on the roll and are but seldom valid aids to construction.
In ex-colonies of Britain, on the other hand, marginal notes clearly form part of
the Ordinances (see, e.g. Cashim v. Murray (1888) 4 Ky. 435, Reg. v. Khoo Kong Peh
(1889) Ky. 515 and Re Tan Keng Tin (1932) 1 M.L.J. 134). Similar observations
can be made about “punctuation”. In fact, it would assist Craies to hold its ground
throughout the Commonwealth if leading decisions of Commonwealth Countries were
to be included. In the same context one might, perhaps, also suggest the enlarge-
ment of the section on “Rules for the Interpretation of Written Constitutions”.
American cases which, in this context, may be relevant in South East Asia, as well
as South East Asian cases, could, profitably, be added.

These observations are, however, made from the point of view of a reader in
a Commonwealth country. For the practitioner and law teacher in Britain the book
is eminently suitable.

E. P. ELLINGER.

THE LAW OF LIFE ASSURANCE IN AUSTRALIA, 3rd Ed. By P. C. Wickens,
M.A., LL.B., F.I.A. [Sydney: The Law Book Co. of Australia Pty. Ltd.
1963. xvi + 294 pp. £A2 18s. 0d.]

Mr. Wickens’s book covers, though briefly, all the different aspects of life in-
surance in Australia. It is meant for the benefit of a wide range of readers, i.e. all
those actively engaged in life assurance as well as practitioners. The book is in-
tended to be complete by itself and not complementary to any English work on life
assurance. The author has succeeded in achieving these purposes.

For the benefit of non lawyers the learned author has included a chapter on the
sources of law in Australia. The second chapter is, too, introductory. In it the
different types of policies are, however, very clearly defined (especially at pp. 12-14).
The third chapter on “Formation of the Contract”, after a very brief but accurate
definition of contracts generally, includes a clear discussion of the offer and accept-
ance aspects of life insurance.

The fourth chapter discusses insurable interest. It covers the subject but, on
the whole includes very few authorities. Only two Australian (at pp. 21 and 27)
and one New Zealand (at p. 27) case are included. Although the statements in the
back are accurate, one cannot but wonder if there are no more Australian cases on
insurable interest for inclusion.

The next two chapters, i.e. “Policies for Particular Purposes” and “Family In-
surance Policies” are well written. So is cap. VII on “Mistake Misstatement and
Non Disclosure.” There is, however, in this chapter no discussion of ambiguous
questions, answers and waiver. At p. 59 the learned author states that, when a
forfeiture clause is inserted in the policy, premium is forfeited only when the com-
pany brings an action to set aside a policy and not when the insured’s fraud or
concealment is raised as a defence. The author does not quote any authority for
this proposition. He refers to Joel v. Law Union and Crown Insurance Co. by way
of analogy. The case does not, however, support the author’s argument. In fact,
in view of the scarcity of authorities on this question it might be suggested that the
point is still open.


