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Secondly, in a commentary it is difficult to emphasise the controversial problems,
and in the case of a good students’ book such emphasis is invaluable. This is
especially true in the case of a technical subject like Negotiable Instruments. There
is, for example, not much point in a prolonged discussion of such matters as “Notice
of Dishonour” and “Of Noting and Protest.” It is unnecessary to encumber a student
with the task of memorising such details, and the mere mention — in a student book
— that the holder (subject to certain exceptions) is under a duty to give notice
of dishonour or protest a bill would appear to be sufficient. A student who reads
Khergamvala may however spend just as much time on these topics as on the funda-
mental principles respecting liability on a bill or note.

Thirdly, difficulties arise when a problem concerns more than one section. For
example, the discussion of forged indorsements at pp. 106-107 of Khergamvala, which
is included in the discussion of s. 58 of the Act, does not sufficiently illuminate the
problems arising in this connection from the definition of a holder in due course
in s. 9 of the Act.

While it may be possible, in some commentaries on Acts, to overcome some of
these difficulties, Khergamvala, is not successful in this respect. The book remains
a set of comments on the individual sections of the Act.

Another difficulty which arises is the reference to English authorities. The
author explains (at pp. 2-3) that the Act is based on the English Law Merchant
regarding bills of exchange, and adds that so is the English Bills of Exchange Act,
1882. This does not, in each case, explain why an English authority is relevant. It
would have been useful to explain, whenever a post 1882 English authority is cited,
why the law in India and England is in pari materia (see e.g. reference (d) at p. 15).
In some parts of the book this approach is, indeed adopted (see p. 17, No. VIII)
and it would be advisable to adopt it throughout the book in further editions.

A certain reorganisation of the book could thus be a great improvement. But
even in its present form the book refers to large number of important authorities
and contains much useful information. A student would find the book useful if he
treated it merely as a basis for his further readings.

E. P. ELLINGER.

FAMILY LAW, 2nd Ed. By E. L. Johnson. [London: Sweet and Maxwell.
1965. 357pp. £2.5s.].

The first edition of this book appeared in January 1958. Since then no less than
twenty statutes affecting the law of matrimonial causes generally have come into
force, examples of which include the Matrimonial Causes (Property and Maintenance)
Act, 1958; the Matrimonial Proceedings (Children) Act, 1958; the Matrimonial
Orders Act, 1958; the Divorce (Insanity and Desertion) Act, 1958; the Mental
Health Act, 1958; the Legitimacy Act, 1959; and the Marriage (Enabling) Act, 1960
as well as numerous amendments to the Matrimonial Causes Rules, 1957. Further,
the former statutes dealing with matrimonial proceedings in Magistrates Courts have
been repealed and the law consolidated and amended in the Matrimonial Proceedings
(Magistrate’s Courts) Act, 1960. Case law has indeed been extensive and many
decisions affecting this branch of the law have been reported during the last few
years. However, all this new law appears to have been accurately incorporated in
this new edition and the necessary changes and adaptations of the old text made.

While it is true that much rewriting has been undertaken by the author the
general plan of the book has been greatly preserved. In essence, Mr. Johnson’s book
sets out to provide a general introduction to the average student. His statement
from the Preface to the first edition “ . . . . I have . . . . written primarily for the
student”, applies equally to this second edition. In this aim, Mr. Johnson is remark-
ably successful, for the work as a whole is well arranged and clearly written. The
Chapters (Part Two, Chapters 4, 5 & 6) dealing with the property rights of husband
and wife are noteworthy in that they provide an excellent outline of this difficult
topic, and it is evident that the author has taken considerable care with them. After
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a brief historical introduction the author describes the development of the transistion
of the law from the time when a married woman was incapable of owning, acquiring
or disposing of property to the enactment of modern legislation which has to date
established virtual equality between husband and wife in their ability to hold pro-
perty independently of the other. This was done in a very logical manner. The
author’s comments are often original and highly illuminating, as, for instance, that
it might be possible to revive a modern “John Doe” in order to enable a husband to
sue his wife in ejectment.

The most outstanding feature and change made in this new edition is that the
part of the Introduction in the first edition which dealt with the jurisdiction of the
English Courts in family law cases has now been removed to the Chapter on Conflict
of Laws. To the reviewer, it is thought that this gives the subject a much broader
scope and together with the citations of new case-law authorities the author has
presented the topic intelligibly to the reader.

Regarded as a whole, the author has treated the subject in a both learned and
readable fashion. On controversial and doubtful matters although Mr. Johnson has not
clearly shown all possible alternatives, nevertheless his suggestions and proposals are
well presented. What is important is that he has avoided dogmatism and has never
pretended that “the scope of a rule is clear when in fact the position is otherwise.”

Indeed, this is a good introductory book and though primarily meant for the
student it is not doubted that on occasion it may prove of value to the practitioners.

MOLLY CHEANG.

SOME PROBLEMS OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW IN INDIA WITH SPECIAL
REFERENCE TO PUBLIC CORPORATIONS. By A. P. Hassumani.
[London: Asia Publishing House. 1964. vi + 99 pp. (incl. index).
25s.]

Originally prepared as a thesis for the LL.M. degree of the University of Bombay,
this monograph seeks to achieve a lot more than its small size might suggest. In
the author’s own words “the title of this book is ambitious: indeed it is positively
misleading . . . All that is claimed is an honest appraisal of the chaotic condition
of administrative law in India and the resulting real and potential harm that is to
ensue, if we show indifference or cynical nonchalance to what is happening.” (p. vi)

Thus, if the reader hopes to find a comprehensive account of Administrative Law
in this book, he would be disappointed. For this the reader would have to turn
to other works. All that the author has done in this book is a statement of some of
the problems pertaining to Administrative Law with special reference to the condi-
tions in India. The problem of public corporations is dealt with in the second chapter
only, while the first introductory Chapter is devoted to a discussion of the meaning
and scope of Administrative Law. In the third chapter the author considers whether
the existing system of judicial review is adequate to meet the problem and observes
that “the ordinary courts are not always suited to the task or if we may put it alter-
natively, the disputes are not suitable for decisions by ordinary courts.” (p. 44). He
observes further that “the ordinary courts . . . cannot afford a true guarantee to
the individual of equality before the law and rule of law in the face of daily increas-
ing scope and complexity of interference by public authorities with the lives and
activities of the subject under the authority of statutory powers.” (p. 45). In this
context the author suggests the setting up of administrative tribunals as an integral
part of the judicial system and the establishment of an office of Public Prosecutor
in administrative law cases. These suggestions, though revolutionary, merit careful
consideration.

In Chapter III the author makes a casual reference to delegated legislation and
although he proposes to comment upon it “in detail” in Chapter V, what he has
actually succeeded in doing is a brief catalogue of views and opinions expressed on
the subject by other writers. Despite his LL.M. degree, Mr. Hassumani is essentially


