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Mr. Thornton’s book (first published in 1970) is, then, yet an-
other to put on the shelf and, if you are a legislative draftsman,
to consult as occasion requires. If you are not such a draftsman,
but an ordinary reader, you can, instead of consulting it, meditate
upon the words of Plowden, who in 1571 summed it all up with an
accuracy unsurpassed by later commentators:

It is not the words of the law but the internal sense of it that makes
the law, and our law (like all other) consists of two parts — viz., namely
of body and soul; the letter of the law is the body of the law, and the
sense and reason is the soul of the law.

Let us hope that our draftsmen and our judges ever remember this
distinction. “The letter killeth, but the spirit giveth life”: and I
had better stop, before this review embodies yet another quotation.
It is the function of the legislative draftsman to recognise the im-
perishable spirit of man and, in burdening men and women with the
social duties imposed by statute law, to preserve that element of
freedom, to be found in a correct degree of imprecision and un-
certainty, without which our lives are meaningless.

R.H. HlCKLING

GENERAL PRINCIPLES OF INSURANCE LAW. By E.R. HARDY IVAMY.
Fourth Edition. [London: Butterworths. 1979. xcvi+891 pp.
£35.00]

MARINE INSURANCE. By E.R. HARDY IVAMY. Third Edition. [London:
Butterworths. 1979. 588 pp. £25.00]

Writing a book on general principles of insurance law has never
been an easy task. A choice has often to be made between making
too general comments which may not be applicable to every branch
of insurance law and going into far too many details so as to cover
every situation. It is therefore too easy to criticise such works.
After all, even Macgillivray’s work, by which many a practitioner
swears, is also inadequate in some fields.

Ivamy’s General Principles of Insurance Law is the ‘foundation
of the Butterworths Insurance Library’. To be fully appreciated, it
ought to be read in conjunction with the other titles in the series.
This work has already acquired a reputation among students for its
awesome abundance of foot-notes. In quite a few places, the foot-
notes are much longer than the text. However, the foot-notes, if well
utilised, do reveal a wealth of useful information.

Students have often, with good reason, been warned against the
false economy of acquiring older editions of text-books. Ivamy must
be complimented for his diligence in updating his work but this is
one instance where those in Singapore can be quite content with the
1975 edition. There have been some new cases as well as changes
in the English legislative scene. However, most of the new cases
illustrate points already dealt with adequately in the older work. As
for English legislation, the local reader must note that most of the
changes do not apply to Singapore.
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One disappointing feature of the new edition is its treatment of
the test of materiality in regard to the vexed question of utmost good
faith. The impression is given that there are several accepted tests
which may be adopted. Whatever may have been the view before
Lambert v. Co-operative Insurance Society Ltd. [1975 2 Lloyd’s Rep.
485], it is now clear that there is only one test to be applied, namely
that of the prudent insurer.

Ivamy’s Marine Insurance is, arguably, the best volume in the
series and is my personal favourite among his volumes. Students of
marine insurance have, with good reason, found this work to be
informative, exhaustive and well presented. The appendices are also
most useful.

As there are marked differences in certain areas between marine
insurance law and general insurance law, those interested in marine
insurance would do well to have a copy of Ivamy’s work. Admittedly,
there are some shortcomings. Some chapters are too short. For
instance, Chapter 37 on liabilities to third parties contains only a
reprint of Section 74 of the Marine Insurance Act. The author could
justifiably argue that the section itself is clear enough but any reader
would have appreciated an explanation of the section.

TAN LEE MENG

FAMILY LAW IN MALAYSIA AND SINGAPORE. By AHMAD IBRAHIM.
[Singapore: Malayan Law Journal. 1978. xvi+313 pp.]

More than most branches of law, Family Law is both a major
influence of the daily ordering of lives, as well as being heavily in-
fluenced by such ordering. It is, after all, Family Law which addresses
itself to the common needs to regularise an arrangement seeking com-
panionship or its disintegration, to have offspring, and to meet the
minimum economic needs of dependents within each family unit. It is
of no surprise then that some countries have as many family laws
as they do racial or religious groups until, that is, such time as the
situation is deliberately changed by the legislature. Malaysia and
Singapore are two countries in point: Malaysia still with the plurality
of laws at the time of the publication of the book; Singapore having
unified much of her family law in the early 1960s.

Professor Ibrahim’s book is a compendium of all of the systems
of family law which exist in the two countries. It describes the re-
quirements of marriage and its termination, the legal regulation of
guardianship and maintenance of children, the status of women mar-
ried and unmarried and rights of inheritance under each of these
systems which may for convenience be grouped into the statutory
(Civil Marriage and Christian Marriage Ordinances of the Federation
of Malaya, Church and Civil Marriage Ordinance of Sarawak, Chris-
tian Marriage and Marriage Ordinances of Sabah, and Women’s
Charter of Singapore), the customary (Chinese and Hindu), the native
(Sea Dayak, Orang Ulu, Dusun, etc.) and the Muslim. Any student
or researcher who is taking his first step into this maze will do well


