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Order (of the Rules of the Supreme Court/Rules of the High Court;
since | July 1997)
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United Nations Commission on International Trade Law
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A fortiori ILar - for a stronger reason;
all the more; much moze so.

A posteriori Lar - from that which
follows.

A priori Lat - from that which comes
before; from the cause to the effect.

Ab initic La - from the beginning.
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The tern i3 most commonly used in (HFZEE S HEE MY _Eﬁj__i_ﬂ;;ﬁ
conjun~tion with the word ‘void' to B A — A F RN SRS

desun¢ transactions or acts (such as
sonuacts or proceedings) which are invalid
[ om the beginning. The term can also he
used generally to describe the nature of a
malter or an object.

Abandonment The action or process
of surrendering, forsaking, giving up
completely or finally, or leaving something
or someone unprotected.

Contract The relinquishment or
discharge of a contract by giving up one’s
rights in it: Andre et Cie SA v Marine
Transocean Lid (The Splendid Sun) [1981]
QB 694 (CA). An earlier written contraet
may be wholly abandoned by a subsequent
oral contract. A contract may also he
discharged by implication arising from the
actions of the parties where such actions
establisb either an implied agrcement to
abandon or cstoppel: Pear! Mill Co Lid v
Ivy Tannery Co Lid [1918-19] All ER Rep
702, [1919] 1 KB 78 (DC).

Courts A party to an action discontinues
the whole action, or withdraws any
particular claim or question made in
tespect of an action, as against any or all of
the other parties to that action. For an
action begun by writ (The Rules of the
High Court (Cap 4A) O 21 r2(1)); for an
action begun by originating summons
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{021 r 2(3A)); for consensual
discontinuation or abandomment of an
action (O 21 r 2(4)); for leave of the court
(O 21r3).

Abatement A reduction; diminution;
decrease.

Equity A diminution; a reduction.
Apportioning the insufficiency of a fund
proportionally among those entitled, so
that the entitlement of each is rateably
diminished to allow the equitable
distribution of the fund.

Real property 1. Reduction of price

corresponding to diminished enjoyment of

a property or some related rights. The
court may order an abatement in exercise
of its equitable jurisdiction: Lifion
Investment Ltd v Pang Chor Ying (CACV
166/92, unreported). 2. A self-help
remedy against an infringement of any
casement or profit a prendre.

Tort Elimination; centrol, minimisation.
The process of eliminating, controlling or
minimising the effect of undesirable
elements such as fire hazards, noise and
other forms of pollution or nuisance.

Abatement of legacies Where the
available assets of a deceased’s estate are
insufficient to pay in full all the legacies
made in a will, the process of the
proportional reduction of the legacies to an
amount which can be satisfied out of the
available assets of the estate: Halsbury’s
Laws of Hong Kong, Vol 27, Wills,
Probate, Administration and Succession
[425.784]. General legacies abate rateably
and entirely before specific legacies:
Clifton v Burt [1720] 1 P Wms 678,
subject to contrary intention expressed in
the will: Sayer v Sayer [1714] Prec Ch
392; Marsh v Evans [1702] | P Wms 668.

Abatement of nuisance Ending a
nuisance by self-help, a unique common
law right available to the victim of a
nuisance. Once exerciscd, no cause of
action lies except for past harm suffcred:
Lagan Navigation Co v Lambeg Bleaching
Dyeing & Finishing Co Ltd {1927] AC 226
(HL). This remedy is not suitable where
questions of whether there is indeed a
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nuisance created, or matters of degrec, are
involved (Kirby v Sadgrove [1797] 1 Bos
& P 13); and is genewally confined to
negative acts (Camphell Davys v Lloyd
[1901] 2 Ch 518, 70 LJ Ch 714).

Abduction The unlawful removal
of a person from his or her home
environment. Abduction of a child or
juvenile is an offence: Protection of
Children and Juveniles Ordinance (Cap
213)s26. Itis also an offence to abduct an
under age unmarried girl:  Crimes
Ordinance (Cap 200) ss 126 - 128. With
the increasing problems assoeiated with
international ehild abduction, the Hague
Convention on the Civil Aspects of
International Child Abduction was signed
in 1980. The Convention was given effect
to by the Chilt Abduction and Custody
Ordinance (©ap 512) on & September
1997, Tle <levant tule governing the
protedure under the Ordinance is the Rules
of *ae Tigh Court (Cap 4A) O 121. The
smain objective of the convention is (o
¢psure uniform and speedy return of an
abducted child: § v § [1998] 2 HKC 316
(CFI). The essential mischief which the
Convention is designed to connter is the
removal of a child from his or her natural
environment, that is, the family and social
environment of the country in which the
child’s life has developed or is developing:
N v O (Child Abduction) [1998] 4 HKC
574 (CF).

Abet To intentionally assist or
participate in the crime of a prineipal.
Normally used in eonjunetion with the
word ‘aid’. Usually, intention will have to
be proved but in  exceptional
circumstanees, recklessness is sufficient: R
v Mok Wei Kei & Anor [1986] HKLR 1054
(CA).

Abettor A person who intentionally
assists a principal in the commission of a
crime. The abettor must not be merely
suspicious but acknowledge that a erime of
the type in question was intended: R v Ng
Wai Hung (CACC 479/90, unreported). An
abettor may be convicted even though the
principal is acquitted: R v Howe [1987] 1
AC417,1 Al ER 771 (HL).
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Call In company jaw, a demand for
payment of the amount or part of the
amount which has not beep paid or
satisfied on a share, made by the company
through its governing body upon jts
memnbers prior to winding up, or by its
liquidator when it is in the course of
winding up: Halsbury's Laws of Hong
Kong (1997 Ed) Vol s, Companies and
Corporations [95.0386]. Calls made prior
to winding up are made, and payment of
them is enforced, in pursuance of the
power given by the company's Articles of
Association and in the manner therein
provided: ibid [95.0388]. To regulate the
making of calls: Companies Ordinanee
(Cap 32) seh 1 tahle A arts [5-2]. A
demand for payment of a sum due under
terms of allotment is not a call: Croskey v
Bank of Wales (1963) 4 Giff 314; ihid
[95.0386] note 1.

Call to the Bar The process by
which a person is admitted by one of the
four Inns of Court as a barrister in England
and Wales. Call to the Bar is the act of the
Inn and is complete when the candidate s
admitted by the benchers of the Inn: Re
Perara (1887) 3 TLR 677. To be eligible
for call, a person must first be admitted as

4 student member of an Ian and
satisfactorily complete the preseribed
vocational training and ¢xaminations.

Having been called the barrister is required
to complete a period of pupillage before
being entitled 1o practise. The system docs
not exist in Hong Kong but the expression
is sometimes used loosely to refer to the
admission by the High Court in Hong
Kong as a barrister: Legal Practitioners
Ordinance (Cap 159) s 27,

Cancellation The making void or
annulling, partieularly of an instrument or
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i clause 1. A clause
CnﬂFegaig:ncc;uract of carriage under
con_tﬂlﬂfhc contract may be termin.atcd by
Wh!d?- dated means if the stipulated
ﬂ,le bul:;nces occur. 2. A clause that
G'.rcumsl charterer a right to cancel the
= nerty if the ship has not arrived the
chm‘lm'é); or before a specified date
i ), Cheong Yue v Hirji
(cmﬁaullggﬂdﬁlti?LR L. Iféirhe ship cannot
Mu:ﬁ.:. [thc port by the cancellation date, the
i still under an obligation to proceed
sh:;:hls rt. The charterer can sue the
“})' oi'nlz;)' for the damages: The Madeliene
:[:11(1)1:;7] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 224. Also known as

4 iV
scancelling clause’.

| PAN 1. Compilation of t.he
1(5\3:‘ gfn’he Catholie Church. Three major
comraations have been made: Gratian’s
Dreis from the mid.-lwclfth century, b'y
the snonk Italian Gratian; the ‘Codcx Juris
vanonicis or Code of Ce.mon La}v
promulgated by Pope Bencgju‘el XV m
1917: and the revised Code of (_an_on Law
promulgated by Pope John Paul Il in 1983.
2. The body of canons of the Anglican
Church of England. Also known as
‘ecclesiastical law’.

Capacity The power, ability or
competence of a person or body.

Capacity to contract The capacity
to enter into contractual relations. There is
a presumption at common law that a
person who enters into 4 contract has full
eapaeity to do so, and a person alleging
that they are protected from the normal
consequences of their actions must bfear
the burden of proving incapacity:
Borthwick v Carruthers (1787) 1 Term
Rep 648, 99 ER 1300, Certain classes_of
persons are in law incapable of co_nrracmlg
or are only capable of contracting to a
limited extent. Examples include minors,
persons of unsound mind and drunkards.

Capita Zar—heads.

Capital 1. In a general business or
mercantile sense, the assets with whu_:h a
business is carried on; the funds provided

© LexisNexis
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by lenders and by owners to run a
business. 2. One of the factors of
production, being a commodity used in the
prodistin of other goods and services,
Captal &5 described as ‘real’ when it
consizss of machines, factories and stock of
raw paterials. Real capital may be divided
into fixed capital, floating or circulating
capainl, specific capital and non-specific
capital. 3. In relation to share capital, the
maney subscribed for the shares of a
company, or what is represented by that
morzy; Verner v General and Commercial
Invesmmnt Frust [1894] 2 Ch 239, 4. In a
limited company, that portion of the tota]
equity provided by sharcholders which
may be retumed upon complying with
formaliiess  goveming  the  act of
Incorporation. 5. Personal savings
availahle for any purpose.

Capital gain 1. A financial gain from
selling msets such as land, buildings,
residences, businesses, or securities at a
profit aver the original historic value., 2. A
financial gaiv arising from the natural
growlh of a business or from a fall in the
previding intercst rate.

Capital punishment A penalty of
death wmposed on a criminal, Capital
punishient has heen abolished and
replaced by life imprisonment in Hong
Kong: Crimes (Amendments) Ordinance
1993, The fast hanging in Hong Kong was
in 1966 aud the death sentences imposed
sinee e have becn conunuted to
sentences of life imprisonment.

Capital reserve A portion of a
compasy asels allocated to a  special
reserve siunt (Capital Reserve Account)
which is nit available for the distribution
as profit or dividends. Such account may
be sel w due lo the company’s internal
rules orregulations or required to set up by
law or relevant govemning bodies: Hong
Kong Secrities & Futures Commission,
Code on Unit Trusts and Mutual Funds
(3™ Ed).

Care 1. Serious atfention and
Supervision, caution; protection; charge.
2. In rehitioa to childeare, the daily care
and contol of a cbild, whether or not

118

2. GEGHH - EEE . Bl s 4
R B R IR R, - EEFRfus
s« TR ER Y - HiWmEE Ty
(23 - . REEATSBEEREA .
FRIWIEEEA - BMEBANIER
Zol 3. BBAME - f5H
HAOm = EE A E sy
B Verner v General and Commercig]
Investment Trust [| 894)2 Ch 239 - 4,
RERAH D I SRR AL Ry
— il —ﬁﬁ?ﬁ“@ﬂl%fﬁ@@ﬁﬂ?\?%E
AT BlsEmE s - 5. f@A
&~ IR -

BAEE 1 PABTA B s
PERAE » LHEEE A (A sy -
AT - RHRES) MR E LB
B 2 MEBOEREESES
B 2 AR 2 -

FlzE=ry

JEM PR IsEmEmn - B
RRERIEIF) » By P4 & B 22 i g i -
CIO9MERUIE (537 ) 561D - aaip
— RBEIERRAEI9665F. T il 16
EImll e .

AR o amsansmn
REEDIEROTIR S (FAREE S
MABERIES HHIRATH - ZREe
AR SIS B BT 3 7 - st
PR A S I R B e T sk
WL BRES R RS ER S
(BAEFERT RS TR (B
B )

A L FEE S BB ;)
Lo 3888 2 mgisiwm

ME - T
SRERYH

FWRENEENE - My
(AR - ) BRE

© LexisNexis

Dictiopgp

B

N C

i VMRS - fERR R 0 EMEERERE
stody of the child. 3. The EKJ*HEE_]_ \ Bikih | BRI R
"8 1 negigence. In the law of AT EAIBAAIN « LUK
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L:H-TL:l irtl driver would in the circumstance: prigp | . LB A TR AN
Chreung, (i Wilvg o X {1964] PRLR 1 . WY HKSAR v Wong Yuk Lun [1997)
Happen'ng of accident by itself does no HKLY 214 A-G v Kwan Tf’i Fu:[1284]
eon tiLiic careless driving: HKSA{? v Wong HKC 361 (B2l ) - 25 a8rsy o
Yk Lon [1997] HKLY 214; A-G v K\.uan BB REE 1 A T BT Y
Tek Fu [1984] HKC 361 (HC). A res ipsa “Lu AR AR A AR T
foquitur (the thing or matter speaks f(lJI' Gi'J/?lJ :?l “: _;uﬂ_' i ﬁ-}‘siﬁ}% e,
o oach cannot be relicd on in PAEZERHEHEENE GRS ’ e
ltself') afhirdriver’s negligence. It wasnot  Hon Chung [1996] HKL‘Y 296; }ir 1\{1!
P;(c))r:gnhg to prove only that the accident Wing Wo [1985] 1 HKC 204‘ (JJ% %ﬁi
Tmppened but therc must be some direct BEy - *ﬁgiﬁ_‘iﬂiﬁ%@?ﬁjﬁ”):f
evidence of negligence: R v Le_e f{on PFerifm s q\%,ﬂxd\w%}gﬁ%ﬂm
Chung [1996] HKLY 296; R v K’.[ Wing ek  (HERE R (R
Wa [1985] 1 HKC 204 (HC). Failure to (% © R v Choi Wai Hung [1991] HELY

the advice given in the Road T e 304y
(L)Ibsseif:eCO(;e was not presumptive cvidence 183 ¢ GHERZUGEIEP) (FEIME

of careless driving, but a factor to be 109 -
considered when determining liability: R v

Choi Wai Hung [1991] HKLY 183; Road

Traffic Ordinance (Cap 374) s 109.

Carnal knowledge  The physical 3% %I&H’»‘%E#ﬁ)\ A*i?tﬁ;‘fﬁ_g);ﬂl
act of penetration' by the penis of the P BT . (BFIEITE 3 J£
vagina or the anus of a femnale, but not oral Gaston [1981] 73 Cr Ap}? Rep 164.1 ;)u,/;
Tea 1 Gasion L1SS1] 73 CF APD RSP gmpritr sk 1y RAE YR8 L ARAE TG
164. In particular in relatioq tolf_emalle ot [ 1 £ A B - .'E{i'{a.%iﬁﬁ!’ﬁjﬁj
who, by rcason of age or disability, is 0 B R R (R

to be legally incapable of giving 7 1 . 2 & A o
‘tvaal;(iacli-l Zonsenfg C).’amal knowledge is FVEFFIRBIY  (BR221E) SHOSERR

decemed 10 be the completion O.f sexual
intercourse upon proof of penetration only:
Criminal Procedure Ordinance (Cap 221) s
65E.

3 S2 ¢ o S A i 05 =
Carriage by air The conveyance of Z23E ’E‘Him%:iii%{l_ﬁ@wﬁ %;
passengers and goods using aircrafi as the 5002 ) B3 - 5 4 %:ﬁﬁﬁc%k :
mode of transportation, which is regulated HRTESREE LS - AESHTE

© LexisNexis 119



N

.

e B Hong Kong By,

testa_tor need not be conscious
making his wily- Re Stabje
Campbell [I919) p o
Statement

that he is
Dalrymple
Evidence of

A HEF g
Dalrympie
Tt

. le to
contents but co prove jts
4 gent evidence ; HEGz e
Re MacGilliy SHCE I8 necessary: JIR9EE Re
P ray [1946] 2 A gp 301 ER301 (3,

i
Iﬁc ampbey
amras R
L T T

MacG,

AL

Lish G

[1s

kg o

INg to marrjape ° Dﬁ —_— ;
A Iegai mamage ceremon ‘i! bqnjugﬂf ﬁ@g Eﬁipi’ﬁ _ HUD it
legal conjugal ties are for T ViR, e R AR .
rmed. =Hi e 7’2‘.‘:%%{5}%% ‘4 golemn promise to tell the truth

648

o gfsin. In evidence law, the form
car of administering an oath has

nlified and  stripped  of
- Oaths and Declarations
e (Cap 11). The person taking the
fold toe New Testament or, in
 of 3 7 'v, the Old Testament, in his
Fant 2nd will say or repeat after
.. administering the oath, the
1 ewear by Almighty Geod that ...
g by the words of the oath
hed by law: Oaths and Declarations
pee (Cap 11) s 5(1). In a case of a
ho objects to being sworn or is
¢ of so taking the oath, or is
a Christian nor a Jew, the oath will
mmistered in any lawful maoner
h i§ appropriatc to his religions helief:
f the oath has been duly administered
ent by a person who at the time had
sious belief, this will not affect the
ghidity of the cath: s 6. Unless a wimess
s heen sworn to tell the truth, the oral
nony of the witness is inadmissible at
non law: A-G v Bradlaugh (1885) 14
667 (CA). A court and a person
acting judicially may administcr an oath to
g witness who is lawfully called or
votuntirily comes hefore the court or him:
3, Deceiving the court or the court’s
oificers by deliberately suppressing a fact,
giving false facts, may be a punishable
cotempt: Royson's Case (1628) Cro Car

Oath of allegiance 1. A solemn
promise before God identifying the maker
8 a subject of a sovereign. 2. When
#siming  office, the Chief Executive,
piincipal  officials, members of the
Exeeutive Council and of the Legislative
Council, must swear allegiance to the
Hong Kong SAR: Basic Law art 104, A
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fudge or judicial officer is required o take hwrs .

a fudicial oath to pledge allegiance to the )

Hong Kong SAR: Oaths and Declarationg
Ordinance (Cap 11) 517 Regular poljce
officers must, before entering the duties of

gazetted police officer allegiance to he
Government of the Hong Kong SAR:
Police Foreg Ordinanee (Cap 232) s 26,

Obiter dictum 1, _ 4 remark in
passing. Judicia( observation op 4 legal

: _ - e
question but which doesg not form part of is! '-Il'r‘/f\',?llﬁi;” s
the reasoning of the decision in a case, LAk

- . . A ; : o - B
Unlike rerio decidend;, obiter dictum is not WAL
binding on lower courts nor subsequently o =]
on the court that makes them, However, #1{

dictum may be of persuasive
authority. 2/ gbiter dicta.

of a trust or ¢lags gitt disposed in 2 will or
4 person  selected from a general or
specified class o take an int{;rest in i
property under a POWer of appointment. > ”._\T
The objects or Persons to be benefited bya FECA
rust must be expressly designated: g, . etley v
Hetley, Herley v Hetley [1902] 2 Ch 66,

ET(_F}\ ¥

Objection Ay expression
disapproval or complaint.

Evidence The making of ob

jections with
regard to evidence is governed by (he
Evidence Ordinance (Cap 8). 1p civil
Proceedings,  evidence shall not  pe
excluded on (he ground that jt iy hearsay
unless (a) g party against whom the
cvidence is to pe adduced objects to the
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admission of the evidence: and (b) the TZH ; &(b)i‘?&f&fﬁgﬁﬂﬁ%’}
S

court is satisfled, having regard 1o the
efrcumstances of the case, that the
exclusion of ihe evidence is not prejudicia)
o the interests of Jjustice: Evidence
Ordinance {Cap &) 5 47(1). In some
eireumstances 4 court is required to satisfy
itselt that a witness or Party js aware that
he or she may have grounds for making ap

[1992] 2 HKCLR 53, The validity of the
ground of objection must be decided by the
court: R v Rathbone. o P Dikka, Noge
Commodifies (Qverseas) fne Rijn Maas
En Zeescheep Faartkantopr Ny [1983]) OB
630, 2 WIR 375 If the cowrt decides

Maas
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3 cess Z
p;;’ek review of an
R the Inland Revenue
ot mide by

e e Inland Revenue
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m'ay,nef object to  the
:Jgnd ) Revenue Ordinancc‘
64(1). The grounds of
t;e assessment must be stated
such notice and 'ml‘rst be ]
E Commissioner within one
lhlethc date of the notice of
5 64(1); lndeper?den.r
Co td Re (1970) | HKTC 433

‘“;me?uafe:t:\te or behavim}r of d
or (ke quality of a thing by
a standard cxternal- to }he
. or the thing which, is being
o abjeetive test is the opposite
peiive test. Examples of ob_]ecnve'
de the reasonableness test (hfor
v Container Services Co Lid v Bewise

Lid [1997] 2 HKC 615 (CA)),

i -.'i‘:iliéble person lest {HRSAR v Ho

Bong  (HCMA 205/2002,
ed)) and the ordinary person (est.
andard of reasonableness may be
ed in circumstances such as the
niftion of whether an award granted
cemain  legislation is reasonably

of being referred to that\
on. In relation 1o the defence of
i, the ordinary person test lays
the Ininimumn standacd of self-
required by the law: HKSA? v
Singh [2001] 4 HKC 366 (LA)%
gard |5 not had to the characteristics o
determining  the
baracicristics of the ordinary person,
thoiigh when it i appropriate to §o 50
eeause of the accused’s immaturity, the
person may be taken to be of the
a5 age: R v Camplin [1978] AC
2 Al ER 168 (HL); HKSAR v Mok
%an Fing [2001] 2 HKLRD 325 (CA).
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The Tribunal
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Obligee 1. In relation to a deed, the nce (CP

KA, i A

1 the following persons appo‘?"'ﬁ
party who takes a benefit under it. 2. In = ﬁ%:‘i*ﬁ}?@iﬁ}ﬁﬁg ' sorear: @ Imagistrate \_vhdq smars
relation to a bond, the person to whom the FME‘L%W? \ Tﬁﬁfﬁﬁ - F mwo or more adjudica
obligor is bound and to whom performance o

of the obligation is owed. The unilateral ’E‘_‘Fﬁfﬁjj%f e 1 i gtet
nhature of a bond means the obligor does %%%ﬁ(-k{fﬁﬁﬁ%@? % '
not have any liability under the boud and EEEEEE R bt
as such a person who would otherwise fack ﬁﬁ?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ')\ »af
capacity for the purposes of entering a  {FAEA -

binding contractua] agreement may he an
obligee under a bond.

Obh‘gor L. In relation to a bond, the
person who is bound under the bond. Asan
obligor is liable on the bond to fulfil the

el of adjudicators: s
i mlccl::::;ists of such clig_,ible
il from time to ftime,
B Le Chief Justice: s 5(2)
g ¢ )z; determine whether, in
e yaﬂiclc, or any matter
¥ a:i-d referred 1o it by a court
Jhcﬁles‘ the article is obsceqc
79 or whether th-e matter is
LT" the ground of defemce is

fr

REflE

EBEN 1L i
REGRIVEI R o

¢ Tl ?EH'«EH ; i f the pllb“.Cﬂ.tiOl’l of an
1 i £0I mus : J 51 % r:s-pccl -0 : : i
. . i : E_L" yﬁﬁ' VRIS *‘Ef‘ %%}J&{ 1:-.{- or I!H:. pUbllC dlspla)’ X : l[tt y
]lg t b B d][jonv the Obll I must {iA ) ”E’ —‘E": -3.",%-)\1 Z""ﬁ% 1]-, 3 . [1'() t I 1 l s 1
: f leg i ]ty : niract. 2. Jn 7 “Ha ,ﬁ EIH In relation O any article submitted

relation to a guarantee, the principal debtor @ﬂ ‘%Haf I 7 2& EEIRHR _
is the person primarily liable to the creditor ﬁé—ﬁ}%‘j I xj{ﬁ@)\?iﬁ il ?%ﬁ"fﬂﬁ
for the obligation guaranteed. There cap EEE&% ° f&ﬁéﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁ

be no guarantee unless there is alsg ﬁ%ﬁ?%ﬁﬁ.f\ﬁ% * SHIEE
principal  obligation, existing  or B . Lombard Genergf Insurgmn
contemplated, owed by a principal obligor: Edwin Engineerirrg Lid [lgﬁst]

Lombard General fnsurance Lif v Edwin 433 : Murjani v Bank of Indig .
Engincering [1d [1989] 2 HKC S

the Tribunal shall make a
s that 'be article is a Class I

i it is noitor obscene nor mdc?ent,
3 ‘;};m‘cle itis indecept, ora (,las?
¢ 1. €5 obscene; and‘ in r.espec‘; 0
@& cation that an article is a C Sjs
impose conditions relating to the

ication of that article. Tt may rcflust_a an
a i (‘[—EEEE) ﬂ : cation to make a elassification if 1t_i1csi
Murjani v Bank of India [1 989] 2 HKC 80 Silen 0 i v o i
on ; 'hy within the meaning of the
Obliterati0n

An alteration to a wij]
or other testamentary instrument to bloek
out or delete a word or words. To be g
valid revocation of the words intcnded by
the testator, the words obliterated must noy
be apparent on the face of the document,
that is, not able to be seen hy natural
means: Finch v Combe [1894] P 191, an R 2 ayEgp

obliteration made after execution of the FH LIt RAEEF - SRR
will cannot take effec unless the word(s) :

; _ _ AR B B 49 { B

or effect of the wil l;efo;"e suc};‘ alltcrah_(l)lu ) F160E : Re Itter [1950] P 130
IS not apparent on the ace of the will: el - Hpes e e AT e il
Wills Ordinance (Cap 30} s 16; Re Iier ?&uﬂf;ﬂ‘%i:;gﬂﬂﬂ}mﬁﬁﬁ’]’%ﬂfﬁ:? g
i : ;. ‘ B © Re Hamer (1943) 60 10

[1950] P 130. Obliteratiog of part of the B 2 S 1 ek e st
words deseribing the amount of the legacy ‘]68 ? ﬂﬂfj% HLHJ{Eii@JEQQﬁ k2
may be effectual: Re Hamer (1943) 60 Hif - J%Hmﬁﬁﬂé’ﬂ-a’—@ﬁ‘%%_ﬁ +
TLR 168, Where (here is complete ﬂ@@?ﬁﬁiﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ#if@iﬁ

obliteration of a whoje legacy, so that the ¥ * Re Hamer. Bl
words used are ng longer apparent, the

obliteration effects a revocation of (e
legacy in question: Re Hamer,

of Child Pomo_graphy
¢ (Cap 579), and- may in any
case refuse an applieation to mzlnkfe a
fication: s 8(2). In d_etermmmg
jether an article is obscene or indecent or
ther any matter publicly displlayed is
anf, or in classifying an article, the
shall have regard to standards of
decency and propriety that are
;r accepted by reasonable memlbers
(ﬁnmmunity, and in case of an article,
we regard to any decision of a censor of
the Film Censorship Ordinance in respect
ofa fitm; the dominant effect of an artiele
o of matter as a whole; in case of an
‘article, the persons or class of PEersons, or
& groups of persons, to or amongst
“whom the artiele is or is intended to be
publishied; in case of matter publxcl.y
| digplayed, the location where the matter is
(Of i to be displayed and the persons or
class of persons, or age groups of petson
ke ¥ to view such matter; and whether the
aticle or matter has an honest purpose or
Whether its eontent is merely camouflage
designed to render acceptable any part of
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