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REEER ¥i@EER
R E AR (inquisitorial) 32 B £ 4 P B 2 N B 7 DLE A % R 1) 5 #3F (adversarial) 77

AR MAR; EERD L)

= 5 Tk (codified law), /bR A | EAR I (precedent)

AAERE 7 3 AR R (8 ) S (RRAB AL | il S8 2 S8 B0 GRS R ] ik H A% 2%

PRSI SAIES) JL R {151 S )

[E 5 fik f51) AR a0 ] 308 R R A ER 5 R EE, R AR S o
L IRRIEE R B
1B TR

AR B ERTRE R AR R R R B AR iR A R R A H A RE, AR AR T
VAR E S Gy . SRR P
fee simple (7K A & H)

liquidated damages (4% 52 i B 1) -

discovery (L% #2)

joint and several liability (3t [7] K %% 711248 85 4F) «

body corporate (72: A [ #4).

joint tenants (B#HEILAT N)+

tenants in common (7> HEFE A N)-

easement (A% HE)

contributory negligence (3£ [Fl#i 2).

tortfeasor (12 HEN)%% .

E”“éﬁiﬁi%%ﬁ TR 2B R
FERGEE A A /DS EE SR AR B A RE — 4k, (H & ZRIAE, Eedn bar, construction,
consideratlon, instrument, charge, taxation, costs, execute, negotiable, devise, affirmation 7£ H
FEE AT R A IR, SR, B, LTH. U HE. ﬁ%tl&c ESiZIK AT AR
;% HE, ELEERHRER AT R, UE. SCE. WS, RPEERHE). @
B BOL(EAY). FEGECER). B, ERAREE. E?£1$W¢EP FiE g o, JE
%)?é? RS R, DR e,
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(1) 1E =05 &
AR, AT BEDUS RS,

I R B RIS R R R B I RS R
EHa . TR SR

H® F#8

HEERRE

Start

Institute (a proceeding) (HEACHFFA)

Be considered that

Be submitted that (52.4%)

Among other things

Inter alia (JGFH)

See above Vide supra (2% F[3])

See below Vide infra (2& F[X])

Seller Vendor (& 77)

Buyer Purchaser (E75)

Land property Landed property (/512 )

Before Prior to  (ZFF45)

Think Deem (72 7%)

According to In accordance with (3% /)

If Where; provided that ( JL); ({H)

Up to now Hitherto (124-)

Give Bequeath (a personal property) CIEHE{E A

B D

Begin Commence (JER)
& B3P LLE 2 IR EEA E 2 hab o, SEMRaat, (MR il ik
SRR I AT
(2) et
WA A DFEASCE S, A OREF A AR S CE A MRS . R AT LA — 7 1

FEEEFRSY, O A A A S

— L T

is situate at (=is situated at iz ji?),

LA H B

T, LS. PSR R HA N A
A3 RS B A /N B R ﬁﬁi—‘éﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁTfﬁﬁiﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁTﬁkﬂﬁ WERiI A

[FIRE, AN — e A B AT B 2L PRl — 27 R AR B R AR
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witnesseth (J.7%),

unto (=to),

aforesaid (Rji&),

heretofore (=up to now FI|F ),
theretofore (=up to then I F8 ),
thereafter (31%),

whereas (=given the fact that 2ji),
thence (T 58),

thenceforth (FEHBIRFEL, FEHBIREFILR) -

(3)Fh 2Rk EE

HH A DL R Ry B 52 BIANBENAR e &iify, AR S HA SR ERE., GHE2EHE—
BTVAE D RE R S e ) JLrp Dby T a0 Ml s 2 K. i In camera (LAAE A BTE R,
U35 EN), ratio decidendi (VR H1), obiter dictum ([V2: 5 & I8 Pt I A = L. ¢
affidavit (5222 # &), bona fide, versus, prima facie, caveat emptor (EE% B4 0 [ & A &4 M
MEANIE4]), habeas corpus (N G PR &) 4R 250 T 5

R AR R A

property, estate (& 3£; 7 EME; 1HE),

tenement ()3 §47),

chattel (£ 7),

appurtenance (I 4),

Lease (F1%2),

encumbrance (7 i &3£),

Tenant (f1%),

executor (IEVEHIT N),

estoppel (25 MR AIT) 5.

(4)Blj5 4 54k (Nominalization)

HOCERR) B EREEE 2 FHEDE, SRR L2 H A, B R AERA R IL A

1, nEhEE K declare, submit, admit fH 445772 20 declaration, submission, admission i
o WEREEPIT MM, BT 3 B AR R R — FFH M A 7 BRI R (tense) A 575
(subject), FHINZETRHE AR 752 BIPE. T 52 2] B8 PR BR R iR S R B EH AN

57— 77 T A A A 0 B T2 A 3 T R 1k

(B) b vl 3¢

1 Obiter; IE{F 2 & dictum 5 8% dicta.
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AEHG ERAECE AREORNGHE, (ER AR R NAE R LRI U0 T o B P AR Al 5 DL I 21 A

FEME L EVEEEH . WCERRER 2, 0
or thereabouts (A H),

as the case may be (#7~F1& ¥ 11 52),

reasonable (reasonable man) (& ELHI (A FLIIN)),
Sufficient (3843 11)),

Adequate (£ %7£)),

undue (undue influence) (/N & 1) (AN & [ 52 45),
due (due care) (i F (1t & HIRE1H)),

promptly (HE 1)),

satisfaction (JE1T),

unreasonable (A~ & H ) 2545

AR TR H BB RE R B M B 2 RS, FATREE—PEETE, EH
EEAE R R
(6)ix Fr Iz H

AT F8 A FE SRRV O PR B, DR A B R ) e R R R R, ([ B A I AT B
AN AERACE AL E . DU A T

The Vendor so far as relates to or affects the Property but not further or otherwise covenants
with the Purchaser that the Deed of Mutual Covenant and Management Agreement is now good
valid and subsisting and in no way becomes voidable and that the covenants by the Vendor and
terms and conditions in the Deed of Mutual Covenant and Management Agreement contained
have hitherto been observed and performed.

U\L’U¥E|37ﬁ%1ll_ s A1 4% “good valid and subsisting” (R IFAIA %D « “observed and
performed” GESFAIZHAT) , Tl EEF SCEHI— R, (ERrae S OEE S EF

WAE R IR S B SO ERPNE . s g

“save and except” (i&4}),

“aid and abet” (B AR ) |

“final and conclusive” (&% S AN o] HEFH 1),
“fair and equitable” (A 12 1E) %,

(7 RAE Eﬁi%l_

FEDE B T8 B R T SCRNE SR O TR T, & 1A, AR T O, ik
S\ PSR AR F — VAN wm

[51 1]

“freed and discharged” C(f#f%)
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“freed”J§ H & 9L5E freon”, TM“discharged”J§ H &AL AE “deschargier”, A&k, fRRL A
AEREE, EEEL, WEERER, =R,

[#1 2]

“null and void” (fEX0)

“null»JE E H7 T 3 “nullus”, “void”Ji B HiLaE“voide”, TEVEE L, W& ZHFEH, =
o

V.32 e 1 5 B 4k

LR GUE A R

FHESGERPI R Z . A TAEEEETUR, ARB— R BRI EIRIR I, B L
L A RE R A AR AN . YESK Will Rogers (1879-1935) 8 i& K sk 5 31— L6 oy 1
SCGEAERE, R E 2 AT R . CAREEEEM NENERSCEEAEA LR, H
B RAMFIE A E Haneman KRR “FR 1 ORFS LA — A0 E AT R, FRAM 50 A
A S

ARGGE L TDLEENE, [E AR AR R v N B RSP AR R AR . A R R T SR 4l 24 DL %8
LR

LA HAERFE R AT — MR R S HIP2EE. IE B R A G S R David Mellinkoff &
“What better way of preserving a professional monopoly than by locking up your trade secrets in
the safe of an unknown tongue?” A& = B SE A BN BRI — I AN ER B ERE S

(e BEEr, DU el By, s HNH O HIEMESS, A O S IE AR

.

i — LB AMNEIE A EE S W ASUR B R BSE N By, nRER b — iR T STk
RO R RE D ARE, BB BRI IRME L T .

ARSI, A BORORER A N S VAR S AR BRI B A S N A
(K)o QL3 48 355 1) [ 52 B _E BBl Sk ) v A2 S P R 5 P g S P s i DA SR 1 et
BN AT B EEOR

VAR P USSR . )T ULR, b — R & P2 3 A 2 b DR 28 50 2 AR 1) 57
Jti| BZ (adversarial system)fF (M B2, FEIEHIEE T, EREF A& AA#E & & T
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BTN ESCGE PR . & VAR N T, PTDURSEAECER R, SOF
EEERER N RA . SR, BB, PR

VISR IR AR AR BRI B Bl A B S R RIS H
ZH T B R R IER. W E RS B N R AE R
SRE R e B N AR AR R R I BN R

2. R R ) e A S R

— MR [F ) R 5 DR A LT AR B

LR SO T RN 18

PR FH 38 & RS

i A 52 02 R

iv. A8 A R ) T A

DA Fraf (2 S B D B (0 Bl . PR A B OGRS, BRI — M RS EEA L. B
2, TEERM TR B B S R FORe s LR AT EA SR AT LA BLO B R
BERERETTAE S OE R SCFE T, # T 2 IR BRI . R B S, L RE g
R bR, JREUR S HERE K e e R s 5 ) B R A B R A R O A R A B
FHHEFR R . 2iRiE TiE R — 2.

3. WL I R e RE
IR TR - BN ERE M R P, R RAAE LR 5 5 T T

i A 4L

JEIFR SO B B WAL R I BE 2 A 5 W AR I B e R) T TR, R e e
MRA), RARAAEEE. WEE PN,

PERIRSCE A, HUR Al — AL E R A B

PATR & — A SR 1) T G -

“l give, devise and bequeath all of rest, residue and remainder of my property which I may own
at the time of my death, real, personal and mixed, of whatsoever kind and nature and
wheresoever situate, including all property which I may acquire or to which I may become
entitled after the execution of this will, in equal shares, absolutely and forever, to AB Lawrence,
L Lawrence, his wife, and PH Lawrence, per capita, to any of them living ninety (90) days after
my death.”

2 Kelly, David St L. 1987. “The takeovers code: A failure in communication”. Company and securities law journal
5, p.291.

-8-
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PAERISCE TS T RS M5 aE . B i B ARER AT LR ke
“| give the rest of my estate in equal shares to AB Lawrence, L Lawrence and PH Lawrence,
assuming they survive me by at least 90 days.”

REGERL, EEMAEZWAZ 7. HERIR LR H K. R B ISk B
F I RRAATS 75 ZE 2 AR B N A s 2. (HEEE T e 28 %W H 1.

iRl S S A
TE4) T TH AT LAYRD (368 [ 28 48 A 5, 4 null and void, will and testament, provisions
and stipulations %555 . i 511 F — Ml 7 O 2 S iRe 5iiAS 20 F L T

i, 38 G 5] e B

AEEFER g B AR O A, AEEELZH. 5N N REER
(assignment deed) 451 1

...the Vendor as Beneficial Owner(s) ASSIGNS to the Purchaser the land described in the

Schedule hereto (“the Property") TO HOLD the same unto the Purchaser for the residue of the
term of years created by the Government Lease...

Horg BRI, #REEAH “assign” e 4, SAERHA “hold” T . (hold /& give 1]
) AT DA BA R A 03 U

...the Vendor as Beneficial Owner(s) ASSIGNS to the Purchaser the land described in the
Schedule hereto (“the Property") TO HOLD the same unto the Purchaser for the residue of the
term of years created by the Government Lease...

iv. 38 9 % B 5 E

ZHE N E AR M A, (HE R 0, wiE G TR AR 2 B0
o A AEIE MR T S B B 2 T 3

[ 1]

]

“(2) Where any defects in goods have been specifically drawn to the consumer’s attention
before he or she agreed to the supply, then notwithstanding that a reasonable consumer may not

have regarded the goods as acceptable with those defects, the goods will not fail to comply with
the guarantee as to acceptable quality by reason only of those defects.”

AT “will not”(F) A “fail”(£1) F a8 75 RE T 2o I8 5 8 5l Gl E — 7%
fERH E(IE) R . AT DU BRI E E 5 W&o . 23T “will not fail to ik, itk
“still”

IS4 NET
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“(2) Where any defects in goods have been specifically drawn to the consumer's attention
before he or she agreed to the supply, then notwithstanding that a reasonable consumer may not
have regarded the goods as acceptable with those defects, the goods still comply with the
guarantee as to acceptable quality by reason only of those defects.”

[ 2]

Although not without doubt on the part of some of us, we have reached the conclusion that the
latter view is preferable, and that goods of a particular description and price should be fit for all
their common purposes unless there is an indication to the contrary.

“not” (&) S “without”(&) A& e e . TR & L “there is”(QE) e& a0
RF) T

KEY

Although there is doubt on the part of some of us, we have reached the conclusion that the latter
view is preferable, and that goods of a particular description and price should be fit for all their
common purposes unless there is an indication to the contrary.

4. {5 BH RS 1) JE FH FR ]

Hager i aiA R ERZ A HF @ e i i dE— Seit sy . W HAHE7#0 R 46 7 — ke
e, 3

SR SFam & TESE 2 S AENTA TG DL &R AT LUSE 2SR MTREYE 2 1718 “Wednesbury
unreasonableness”ig fil 55 7] 75 A “unreasonableness™{{ & e ?

TR O v ) R ) 28 7 A B S A L A YR 1Y 221 Associated Provincial Picture Houses
Ltd. v Wednesbury Corporation [1948] 1 KB 223,

ESLE
JF 5 A\ 25— [HI1E Wednesbury i # 7 FIEE fE BE AR ;. FERZRERERS, EI B 5 (Wednesbury
Corporation) it R385 7T 72 2 3 H e . (ARG ke A e 15 B DL T s 7R 2
WHENBUE . J5 s ERIERE & HIRE RN G B S ARG H vk N A A% B RERR

F S

1932 fE el (R HWREEVE) R W H BUE B &AL, MR SR 3
H 8] A% 25 Y Y S L 1 (R IRy 1] AP e L3R 2438 %> (as the authority may think fit) [7BE ]
G, B5 QR K IEDEE 1909 4F (FEFZBETE) AR B . AR FiEE

% Hager, John W. (1959), “Let’s simplify legal language”, Rocky Mountain Law Review 32.74-88.

-10 -
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REAETS: ARYE 1932 4E9E (EMIH B4, K2 S5 ShI B0 E BE B A0 A v A2 40 H Tk 7
SO IRIRE AR PR HL 58 Al B I PR A G A PRI A (0 P REE 2 15 22 A PR A 2
—EEBUE B 1R S IERRAER, RS, R R AAR IR L. mERRBUA E R A,
A7 OB R AT e e R M s SRR Sy AR TR R R, R AT SO o 3l R AT (R A8 2R A
RIRIHEREZ N, VEBEEDANSIN LU St o S8 LA IR R — M2 i R L AR HAT {8
IR T EERE AR SRR BB R B e R SR A ZAFI N, IR JERAT OB R 74T A R B M Iy
FUAAE RIS B E IR M, Wk P i T B A DA SR S I R T
Ny SRR R ) RUEL AR, IR EAT BRI AT s Ry, Bl A HERR IS L
AR AR o AR SRV BERs 2 T AANHE+ B A T Z LN, R £ 3 (R R A B
RSN T HEEER, RBHABERNBUR, EHIBREE SR ERREE. H
b, R ERRRR A MR, T LUSLE

4t

“Wednesbury unreasonableness™ A~ AJ LA fij 4L & “unreasonableness™ 2 $A % 1t 155,
R A E BT, T BRAR R O R BB AR IE SR . A
A BR AR B A ARV R E B R BT B . Aliken $8 HUB O AL R AEIE UG RE . 0 “Have
an orange” i &) 1 — RO\ AR ERAR 8 B A ) B (BRI 2 dE W AN 0 . BRI AT A m]
REE R ARAAI S A) .

NG AR A VR B T AP 8 B A I 2 B B A . BRAIARER, R IRV AR RERG B, (1
FAFRICEN LA A A

5% 219 T 5 8 k(1) (W3 5 S A i)

A joint tenancy of an estate or interest in land may be severed at law only by —

(@) A notice served by a joint tenant on the other joint tenants, or
(b) An instrument

5. 1 ) 5 S 4 6 o4

{383 30 4 HE A SRR, B WM. AR R ) e AR B A
FE K. LUEBIA0, HESE (President Carter) 7 1078 4F T th fir 4 TR I T
ST, 1070 4 KRR L9 53— (B Ay & SER DTS BON ks SR, S LA
R R R

4 Aiken, Ray J. (1960), “Let’s not oversimplify legal language.” Rocky Mountain Law Review 32, p.359.

-11 -
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1978 SEAIAY T 91 JE fl I SeRB ik fl, ZORPrAEE A SOl B8 SR LA NS GRS
ER o MEMHAR NN R R W e SRIEIEIETL S, BRI B E 3L S w A
T AR5 5

1991 432 B B 15 AR 7 B o 155 2% & & SCiE/)N4H (Style Subcommittee of the Standing
Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure) 847 51y 65, & FAgat M B B0 e i
BILAEREMW . fE R — 3z HiY. BIBRET - aRik B2 )T (Federal Rules of Appellate
Procedure) 5% B 55 T 5572 3 F2 /5 (Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure) CLAS 40l . HiiFE
FC 457275 (Federal Rules of Civil Procedure) 3% T AR 444

1998 4 s MRHHAR &7 95 AT U S 8%, e S5 PITEON B

7 1998 4 10 A 1 HERZ /T, B& 7 BG4, F 8 BHEE 5 7 SOAR A AR o o) 7 U A S5O Hs
B e SE B AT IR . BESCIFEIEEM . KA. B KRR, B 20024 1 A
1H, FraEMRA 1998 4F 10 A 1 HE@ M f— e BEHEHES

F 19994 1 H 1 H, fEWiH S EC M (Federal Register) i ) BT A 7 ik B R 5 1) S92 S0 14
—EHHEARES ;s BRAERZIEG Anz HIHRT TR &AM E LOaIRRE, B3 E B HRE
SEAHEEG.

FEAME, BRI R SR S B IE B R b AR

“PITA R B N LR U, BRI AR R SR B KN AR R R E 2
B R 8 HEERE AR AR B 7

“HAPI BLIRG IR R — b SR A SRR IR H, H A ZET G SO SR Bl B8 e
7 .

B AN D EHEBUR M-
I SO R F R R
JEE P F A S R

LU T B TR M 2 75
SEAL R WA 5 AR Bl LT A BE R TR T A 7
2. U a4 5 T AT A

SRt W E = B AR

AR iEA AR50 SR AR A PO AR ks #8 FH ] P e
B RE = AR /NS 1997 BOL.  TAR/INH 7 RS BUEAT

m =>

M4H
&
=

\

=4

® Law Drafting Division of the Department of Justice, Legislative Drafting in Hong Kong Crystalization in
Definitive Form, p.25.

-12 -
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TR A IR m) W A 5 A PR R 2001 4, REA A BVAR L Am B3 N
HE H DARE B E S B ROAR YRS S A B SR (R . 9230)(2003 25T

LA, AR A WA AN AT, AR 2 SRR 0k D07, R I B W] o
5, MALE EENAA R RSB, R TGE B AT A E g R .
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