O S 2
R

20 9t i R [

LR O B 2R

R 2 A R T (RS B SR R M i

1997 & 3 k]



O 1980 F 1P RURT 2 L PR i R
PR Py SRR 0 S B g e iy
e N N A R

LEFTH CMGIP (BPRED (2 )

IR TR (FEREHE [

[ R

BN JP

VALfFE2

FUEEE IR

FYas 2 B

B FRIF=#  CBE

L s

PRI P L &

R 5 BT

WEME

oGk e

¥ W P
R SRR PR LR TR L i

R R

HEEM LR

PRAD 208

F1i5 ¢ 2528 0472

(B3 @ 28652902

FTHE : hklrc@hkreform.gov.hk

+ 1y f DAY U for B D 2 httpi//www.info.gov.hk
+ 1 f’[ Topu i B = 22 B FFI"J 2 PN m Em



?zﬁ'# Hdxd F r}i:r
T

0B 9F e PR (% 3 4LRE 0 B 2D AR

PEH T
B R F

TEFH A AT (B
FER IV E I P ?

M~ kLR gy 9t 5 B 2D AR 2
|F Ay P 7Y

ST UH M BRp )@

I F
TR fiH 38
¥ g S e i

F HL

FiE

eR e LR AR
Rl

S2fh N RPESHREEREEY

IF
It AR 20 AT RN Y R R

b B 2B AR Y S

(1 Pl g E

@ E'E iy i X E I py R R BEAG Al e
(3) iJﬂ‘/F[ Ao FI R H O E ﬁ ﬂ‘/Fl Sk
“4) t? (7] i 4 for Bt P

(5) FFE[ALFAIGEA

T

W W NN N ==

O O o0 Wwn W W

12

12
12
13
13
14
16
21
23



57 3 Fi

57 4 R

57 S

©) [ 2y £ 2
() B P T s Y

® P

©) Pl FE BA W 7 A

(10) — 3= % Bk 2 e % 1 )
(1) f24 4

& it
BB 8 o B S AR Py R B

I
N R B
= £ B

£

SRR LR

TR HE S P
SR

= U 3y A
9 B S FR T e
16

B Ik 0 35 B 9F e B 2R Rl R
B 1
2 A

ELRUS

P IS H R B 51

I
(R ESCEIET
£ 4

EENR N A S
(1976 & [t % ¥ 4) ol £ ffi 3 7 &
EERRS

R RN

A FET 63 X YR ([ £ AR £ MR

i

24
28
30
33
34
34
35

36

36
39
39
41
42
42
43
44
45
47

48

48
52
56

57

57
57
58
59
59
60
60
61



le

ey 2
oL MR AR B9 T B 2D AR P R 61
Mg s (B T H S ) By 62
fpt = 63
P S AL 63
it o4
TR FUAFRGHEII KRR S R s
9I% .
[0 2 B RCAY T AR 65
(1) AL FO 57— 405 o
M ¥l 67
() AR 1 71
(i) E P 9b T 52 AR 74
@ LY BT S A5 iy
i) B2 R 76
(i) o (EF Y HSs0) fus) A 79
3) 4 0 57 = H 5 0
B 4 s
LEE s
R NEE S i S I T = 3 T g 87
P A B 89
i EL o Y ] 90
A i o1
EFERT 0
5 TH PR 93
ST IR B I 9 H =0 2 S axd 03
IF 93
R 93
() 27 = BEVR T3S S PR 93
(i) &5 fif = 4 ¢ 1 98
(iii) 7~ 38 45 B R 100
(iv) 512 2 e 50 2 ol £ 102

1ii



57 8 Fi

i
=
Wi b

A

bl

H A
Pk
RS ISR RN TR §

WA A

() WS F T R LAY £
UL A
FlEE P Ay e 5
S IF e B AR P B Y]
BT ISAB & 3E H| TR i ]
u#w%ﬁwwwﬁ
E%ﬁ%
ST ok i
S
T F Y L R
TVt AR
1 8
5 NI
il ¥ Py £

(i) 2 F] A

(i) Frpg @ oA
oS

(v) FLA4 2

V) P F

(vi) =i 2

(vii) 38 2 i T

(viid) P A F A

() WAH WY

v

W

103
104
105
105
111
114
118

120
120

120
120
121
122
123
126
127
128
129
129
130
131
132
132
133
133
135
138
140
141
143
144
144
146
146



57 9 #

57 10

i vt v
B b
ESIUS

+ 3

0
DR R U
- PR ERR
LAY
Ry R
S = LR S S S e
R

BOE & YRy R P

=23 M

LS S N |
SRS

7
/ﬁ%‘//;?&/ﬁiiﬁ,\ﬁﬂ {&L
B BTN

i 4 4 31

2[5 2R
| i

nie. A =
SRS

7
E
P 45 9

I e 3 4

g 2
<Tﬁﬁi>ﬁ%%ﬁ%%¢m%w

O E EAYYAYR 1997 B I F A 1997 F I F
1997 & V5 pu gt o B 2D R

H 7] B 5 B2 pe R
RN NN SRl

£ 24

146
147
150

151

151
151
151
153
156
156
158
159
159
159
162
164
166
166
167
167
169
172
173
173

175

175
175
182
183
185
187
188



57 11 F

38 A 5

5Y 10 /w:pﬂf/fé;bj;i AU RV LR B Bl

* Ejﬁlikﬂﬂ 5| &

CER 2 SR A VS|
CE Y 2 SR AR |
SPGB S AR Y B
=

P 1R I HF R L BT S A Y — $E B I

it

Pap
iy

,d%w?mk
GE A o S SR (ISR
Ml 24 o4 7l
A
[
B TR SN RN NSRS

C1 B Y -

9F T I SRER O 4
Wt T4 4 9 7 AR

<
7]
<
7]

YRS TR g RO B

[ fx

s

AR

(1901 = % 41 7~ % 4 ) 57 15AB £
FEW Y L H 15AB(1)(a) £
P e

57 15AB(1)(b)(i) A1 (ii) &
I T AR BT 15AB(2) X
T F(l:{ ﬁ/;[ fi

f—i‘ |$ ol Y ﬂﬁ\/ : ;‘I(z)(b)ﬁ

| Y

1
ﬂﬁ§$ﬁwl??FD”WFﬂ5

IE R

SR U

vi

SRR PEREA 2 AT () (a) R

73 (2)(e) ¥

192

192

192

192
193
195
195
196

196
196
198
198
200
200
201

204

204
205
205
205
206
207
207
208
209
209
210
210
210
211



57 12 Fi

BRI S BT (2) ()

SO A AT ()

FH{' R c[—a\FH—L[I—a\IEIJ[~ [? <
: 37 15AB(3) ¥

h

= b N
\www

e} 1 1]
ISAB M P g gy i ]
“\Ek B B ] i S 5D X
MY A
HLIT 9 p E e dx E B R
B #
R E SR RN R
A i
V) B 2+ R
5 LU I
P It v AR
Bl 2

;"*—\
g

=

&2

\;

FEFERNN EFAMMTRIKE TRE

57 10

I
FEYE VR RIE RO ?
(T~ Rl 7k pu 9t = B 2 AR 2
TIE ke
EIED.
7% 3 4L
Ib e B b AR R R
T 4 40t
ENU N N B R LR N
e I RN T R R SN
(EETEL
FI Y 72 5
AT 7 fr 7 %
e NN R LR SN R EE
ORI e 2D AR Y e By

vii

R

23 (2) (h)#

211
211
212
213
214
215
216
217
218
219
219
220
220
222
223
223
224

225

225

225
225
226
226
227
227
228
228
229
229
229
230
230
231
232



[pil A

il 177 i F5 KA 7 W R I

B
=X
W
o
£ #]

57 1

.
3
;

A R

;}A\l\l

Al

i‘él’

1997 & [plV=0 F [ 3k i3 YA TR

I #8

YR Y2

EX IR R IR

M ’7][
e
it
W

I

A B

G

ER R ES

NETEEIES

B R

i3 % 0 31 f

TR E 2 D

i ]

TR AT Q)DE

B T A R BT (2)(e)
0

BrH BRAC Sl 5T IE SLAY [ (F A R BT () () E
55 El
2

T OISAB X A R S Y ]

4 s
EJ -

[OSERS

e

EiRll

ERVICR R TR
o A

FL9 poo D as R b
P kP Y Y

B & iy B

viii

232
233
234
234
235
235
236
236
236

237

237
237
238
238
239
240
240
240
241
241
241
241
242
242
242

243
243
243
244
244
244
245
245
245



it 3 ]
i e B P
5 ) B 2
PR £ Y b O
B 45 9
N =R S R
pl 2

WAFH TR (1901 & 3 7B -

(={5i)

Bp (REY ORI FT) (Y L F) ST 19A

£ 51 #] %

1X

) 57T 15AB £

W

246
246
248
248
249
249
249

251

253



TE B

1. i;ﬁ|$c[§‘ ;,FIE /\ (j\%’\'iia’?‘_?)]‘i%\—j%u,‘,n%ﬁr L\ IJ << J J_I.F\[
KPP BB BB R R ) - ,}[@, R LR A
el R R A TIE L L= (kI o B B (L e ol (R B
DB R g R
> AT 1987 5 EHWL«}'FM TR RS AR e
TR IR 5T 5 % R B TR T B R
BRI PR R
3. oA B pu LR *EJ_{%/%'}EC[B?[’@ o F% RS F"I{i?if@
R AR s N Ea i # A ‘EH'[TFJ/LF[ o
4. ﬁ/rﬁu@*ﬂj B
“r‘i’—ﬁ\l [ o 4l F[' 2 3 E[ SRS = S ;;rF“ ShEEE U gt
[ & A (g 2
5. PR GO oY T 1992 F 6 K] 3 [T 4 [T SR ?‘*J&ggk Py oA
CEE R
IR R
6. G LS R LB B B T

( Pepperv Hart ) ° [V H[ L > F d 2 Bl b 1k 2o ll!ﬁ WL gl e - BT FL'
E‘ VRN JU T B R R R Y i A 1995 & 3 FI 4% 3 o 2 i

o E o 2 E I Ay ) ;'3§f e S EIJ’Trélu O3 F] Rl B A
Flin 1‘
£ AT (e
7. TED [F}lifflfj’?i}f}'l /LR
I EE T Sk (2 ) B IR B K

! CFpCi Ry T IEF'FTTTEMV“IF e F'”f?!&iﬂﬁf 14 ﬁ?*'l"?ﬁ\/ [1 J’J*“Wﬁ“ﬁﬁ
Bloo (1989 F g (f£i7) (Y 2#0) XB1) 7HN 1+ 6 BrEispu FF fr (=R PR - I 6
Ak Jfﬁﬂ °

g EUT A R TR IR PR A SR T

3 [1992] 3 WLR 1032 e [51 b3 By & )T I~ [ b ol 2 B! 2 poRpRIfOARN) - P 2 37 S
w6 e

1



TR g ] ]

RIS R oS EOT
B U e
PO AL A
e fE v A (R ER S RS B
8. fﬁiéﬁu%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁ?'wﬁmﬁ”*‘@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ

frdeo 71995 & I AR s iR e R B L 22 il S A s
ﬁmgfﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ@ﬁ’ﬁj1%632Hm%%wwﬁ°ﬁjw@
REAOME MR R B 2 U B AW SO Y 2 B ET A A
(A R R RAAY SR B R R 5 R R R

R ORGSR S R R o S 2 1996 F 7 F]
S Rt A RN R U @wuwﬂwp?maimﬁwo
1 E[i‘:ﬁ% %l##L :/7\ ff[J Eﬁ‘fJ F #LL“T\ Hi PJ, :II‘J F[\J r ?TET .

RPN R E ?

9. “ﬁﬂﬂﬂ“%fFﬁ”g@Hm—ﬁé%ﬁol?? @Al W
i~ R s B BB N KBS BT Ok T F" o e
A A Egﬁj il Rlﬂ]¢, TR A y]y¢$¢|§fpjw£“ N
S PUEP IR XY R Y B A H B A e @R XY B
Yy Y- g o P T 2 S Wﬁl~%g

10. EWWﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂly—i iiﬁw%ﬁiwiW@WW%#%ﬂﬁi[

*TEqu—}Ip B s B R N 5T [ﬂgul‘ g f< 1o R HLowf ]ﬂj AJE&[J‘JHEJ
PN lfl?‘l ph = R AR o Lo R IR B 0 Y AL E "'1‘7 o =E o R
Wiﬁ*”lﬁ%@ﬂ’ﬁﬁm?dﬂﬂy%ﬁjxﬁ@mgﬁoa

11. 2}'\[*[?35!? ,$§§|E Er ~Iﬂ74[:]rj L gF P (B X or by KBk ]
%Vme@wwwuim#vwﬂ Jﬁ-qﬁ“jw- SRR R TR
o O ALTT 9t YR 20 AR e R RS O R e

A RLBRFER S T 2R 2

12. W AR
M 7
) @;pwq{gmm%@u%¢a§;9
‘ Preface to D.R. Miers and A.C. Page, Legislation (1st edition, 1982).
° ATl BT 177 2 178 ji -
6 The Law Commissions, The Interpretation of Statutes (1969), (Law Com No. 21), (Scot Law Com No. 11),
paragraph 4.

il
Stair Memorial Encyclopaedia, The Laws of Scotland, Vol 1, paragraph 1143 et al.

2



ONERE AR RIS R I A U R O
@ = Iﬁ[ﬁ ARCE NN E R AR

() FE AL A GEA

6 B2

(M) B

(®)  H 4L

(9) AR BL I
(10) = [k B 2o i i
(1) 7 & f] ™ 37 poyk B e

B R R ORI A £ T 5T 2 A

PRy B

—

FI i:ﬁ ;

=

[ & 01 #
13. @ﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁﬂ¢ﬁw1#ﬁ?ﬁmm&ﬁ%ﬁﬂ’%WEm&ﬁ

ZPRERL TR ok BERL T AL PR B o 1] S MR W

()& [y FF‘,T%» AR

(2);4[\ Fé[ ;

Q)& ¥ v

OEIE

(S) {15 s

(O) 7~ H J5

(7) Bff %

@)V LT H o
14. SR WS FIT (1901 F ﬁ’ﬁ%‘vii‘j>5T15AB(2ﬂaL%” Hlk
FwﬁvﬁW%&ﬁwﬁMWﬁ WH?H%AWwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁww
I W@MFTW@ﬁ | oy p e ATOR e ”#WvU% ShL o
LR w#mﬁi( SRR RL R RS EY E RL @“f‘
s XV A, BV ﬁﬁWﬁﬂ e R =14 *@% b e
EpE] R P DR OR

N B0 FTE
’ [5 £ pUfEc s T (A YIR) -

1o ?F,?}’Jﬁ‘yi SURVI & T (B [ H F][zpjff s S I C R DR TRIESE a3y S
H Lll—[ﬂ}—’gj1134§§

12 Fe R F T REIAY (1984 5 3E FEY &J>> gL

v ERELEN RO = A ARUE 2ot SIS (Rt i7Jﬁ‘[J£:\3 It d:ﬁ“ﬁﬁﬂf”?ii;ﬁj’ °

H (R S 3 151 (55131)551871?«3;’?*78'7%1"4&@F = [ Eiﬁ'l'm“lg* o

3



5. mlﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwupﬂmiﬁmpmﬁ%Vﬁmva%%ﬂ,ﬂ
FHOEXT RN B I o 5T 2 g )2 56 9 A7 bR A B D
s P e -

16. R ECR = S TR SR N BEE RS
iﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@“ﬁdﬁbﬁﬂ#ﬁwﬁﬂ 955 R AT R R
imqmﬁwiwmr@ap ;gmmmﬁwﬂgﬁﬁﬂTﬁﬂﬁﬁwgﬂwww
97 6 i ¥ ﬂiLﬂ“}J(%pj?‘i%[*'ﬁlF, T‘"?Murjiifa

17. 5y 7 g I) ot fr ’*Ef;’ﬁi I R O A e 2 3
%ﬁﬁﬂw&F*%&Ws T e 3 - ﬁ*ﬁﬁ*ﬂiﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ
%Dﬁ%ﬂ%&ﬁ%ﬁﬂ@j%£MhﬁF%oES%W%ﬁﬁ*wym
ii EOAE] P il A R

18. 57O i PR pE T T AU g 9 T ) SRR AR
E-]F{(’j 7\ fL 7 9A o

19. SV L0 F BT I A A (N ) KRR R )
AR S 3

20. 5T 11%{[ 75 5 UFK%F[ e = pjclsr v A A 2 F[J# Yoo

21. 5y 12 f &L % }Sfl o pu il Bl oo $9 RN I R pU SR S A Y

15 el H CHEFET R iEEET [~ lﬁl B[ o Berry v British Transport Commission %' ( [1961]
3 All R65 at 75) > Devlin LT fFeli “-eeeee Ejgé%x — FA BIEpUiEFE » 2 g F’*,Skﬂi*ﬂ@: "

,apuﬁ, Uil Fljfv’ﬂ"@[ SR S LA A SR g g e T
16 [1992] 3 WLR 1032.

4



B 13 HRERVA @

1.1 FLA A (Donaldson ) I F I8 % A 19 kg B B 19 4] 6

R E) L RL B E AT U A RS Y R R N e
B RS R £ O BT R T A R
ﬁﬁlwwﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁifL'ﬁﬁﬁyﬁfmmv*wi v#
TRL S CTRIE AL FIT o iy g F
YR B SR R e T s BT AL i
ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁ‘%?W@W:W’&%w*%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ
PLpOFROET g .

fp

1.2 BUR (6 5 o s i o B2 2 RIS F X 0~ R B BT F
ERll AN S S G T BRI
1.3 b= ‘P}[ v 1 ok FH]] - {FJT(U._# tﬂ[ S %%\?If‘-ﬂi £E‘|+§§FI§JI‘F}J % ?u{

ﬁ?&w&mﬂo3¢%jﬁ% B AL e N B R A 5 A2
Bl gt > M s ® riﬁEUL%[wP‘i;t BOEES BB T A X R
L rif ?f T f\é}ﬁj‘ﬂhgﬂﬂ i TFF”%J:%' 0 zt%]:[[z SR G ﬁj
BRI T L e S PTILE B T SO

o3 SEHL
1.4 H ¥ L ST Heydon's Case 7 25 W] P+

““*Fﬂﬁﬂiﬁ%%%%ﬂﬁw<T¢ﬂ@w@\%§
ﬁiwwﬁwwgﬁﬁm>’~www?%w¢w@wn
R J L R EJF[ B RL (T (2)?} ] F H: i 1 pS i
BERLE & BB £ PR B S kB sk iF' Bl IR R
(MLﬁWMW”#ﬁfﬂr%EIHﬁq#EwH% *ﬁﬁé@%*
S TRU I s S AT T 25 (R R S R 2 oy B 5
RN RIS i S G U - e A 8 A A K ] Pf*#*f
o FE ﬁ fﬁﬂ EH Y H T RURUAT 2 AU A g £ T AR ﬁﬁ]
ENNE S I (s ] e

Corocraft Ltd v Pan American Airways Inc. [1968] 3 WLR 714 at 732.
Miers and Page, "Legislation"” (1982), 180.

Wade in Dicey, Law of the Constitution, (10th edition, 1959).

(1584) 3 Co. Rep. 7a.

W N e

5



s w%ﬁm»gwwniwﬁ¢ﬁw%ﬁwgmm &R g
‘ijij P A *UEL’W ° Skﬁtf‘fll F[JVJT“F A‘E_ﬁ‘q# B = *Uﬁﬁ ne 3;!:1:“* F[J’F’{JIU?J
ﬂWN’BEﬂJwﬁ’wjiﬁmﬁﬁmﬁ%WW}W“ﬁ” 0o
REL P o 0 BT E A [ W G S S gy 0 E R )

it Carter v Bradbeer %' > ° i ‘%} jﬁ P 3 Fr ( Lord Diplock ) ff-% © lﬂ TEhJ Bl e N
e [h |5fﬁl [F[j FURY FE S AL ™ pv & 3% o & Stock v Frank Jones (Tipton) Ltd %" > 7 TI?
3 F{ ( Lord Simon) 9| i Heydon's %" iy HL [Ji] F,%‘ﬂ\ > IS TRV B AL
W b kR

1.6 Fﬁ?ﬁﬁ?ﬁf}ﬁpuﬁv i ?ﬁ; B R R F BEGLI A O
fr R (R ORI X BT Oy L) 8y 19 X E

CA e e R A B (B R A E R Y
=

AR L e L T R A, ¢
AU R FEY o 7 0
1.7 Ly 8 Py ((Mortimer J) 7 Foo Ying executor to the estate of Law Choy-wan v

Commissioner of Estate Duty %' ° 3. > T‘iﬁ 5Y 19 X pu L > AL B WY F R
H PR o R Ao T Rk Py Rh s f?fg po A Y VI’FF‘ELJJ%XR , 10 E[’ﬁ" % A
= H ( Lord Simonds ) 7t Attorney-General v Prince Ernest Augustus of Hanover %' ** '} & T~
\‘/W"'JL'“TII\‘/”—1—j|gu£\/,c|1fi; PRI - BRI X
“WWiWWﬂF[Iﬂﬁﬁéﬁ&hl“ il = Sy H g )R
bR VR P e R A T R R U e

3"“’*ﬂlﬂ'ﬂ
e tﬂ ““UFI I%H“‘waﬁ] 1 SO 5O IR AT

Eﬁ Ell ( Tindal C.J.) 'i Sussex Peerage Claim i 12 FH‘T}

GRS £ G OIS - L AL P L 4 B
G R e OB L S R R
LS FUIRA R L) SRR - AR R

Miers and Page » |7 E'H'.%fﬁ] = 37 185 it e

[1975] 1 WLR 1201, 1206-7.

[1978] 1 WLR 231, 236.

MUE Y Y LT e = 1924 F Acts Interpretation Act 53 5(j)% ~ 1901 & Acts Interpretation Act

(Cth) 57 15AA £ 5[5 pY Uniform Statutory Construction Act 5‘5 15 X Fip & A pY 1927 iF Interpretation

Act 37 15 X i‘Lﬁ?J XD

) [1989] 2 HKLR 376, 380-1.

10 {9 % %1 #2 4] Rv Herrod, ex p Leeds City Council %' ([1978] AC403,419G) - & »' {f1 f& &7 3% Fi ( Lord
Wilberforce) i % # & > YRITF[Y 7 & WY flrgEEH - > R g - Ulﬁﬁ R U
MR

1L [1957] AC 436, 461.

12 (1844) 11 C1 & Fin 85, 143.

® g9 o u



e WEW*’””¢yiﬁﬁ R ToRTE
1.9 Flo BRSO s RS L s Ak N D R (g T 2
(30 ) o e gl 7)o B TR B 2y s s I f 3 P ( Lord Esher MR.) % Rv
The Judge of the City of London Court % ** 1% = » “ Rl fL 3 3F 5 il pu B aE RLE MY o
ﬁ““ﬁﬁﬁﬁ£ﬂ@w**’ ElI RGPS el Il L BT Sl DA R AN NIERI = 3 L
B BB PR BB BT X e SR IRIT  & A S ¥ ( Lord
Atkinson) Tt Vacher & Sons Ltd v London Society of Compositors*® % 1 4 — #H/ ﬂ oo Y
S
“CYp N AL F”Fﬁﬁiﬁw “*J_ R i UIU_[I—“A’J
j?#“KWEP%LENWmﬁWJmLﬁwwﬁ%’:ﬁdjwﬂ%”
/E%Lwiwiﬂmﬁ’ﬁﬁD#?%?ﬁﬂﬁjﬂﬁ%
AR e ORI R KOO T T RL T A B L P R AL
I E R R AT S Y s R S
gt e (B PLE P D Rp B T AR B W SN
ﬂﬁwﬁ‘wﬁﬁg%?}jﬁTjjm%%\wﬂﬁﬁ%
AP P AP
10 R R I HURE 0 BT PN R R ORI 0 g
g S e S L R A X AL
A R N R RN R N

Rl

1.11 i Zr A 2 A P (Lord Wensleydale) @ Grey v Pearson 4 *° S L F

S IS
“ﬂ—Wﬁw%%ﬁwaV%@?ﬁoW%&%WﬁLW
JUOR R ok A R B T R ] e v s R o A =
RL PR LA E SR EY o s R Fu:iljiﬂlpﬂi
wg%:@%@%ﬁ@v5q?ﬁﬁ¢% B

R jﬁ 53 AT A ﬁk} 7\ - I F i [ ds £ | =CH[E Y E %[IT
ﬁivwdﬂfﬁ&WT“ R S A g ]

A2 BT 2 B D

3 “t Cheung Chun-man %' ([1957] HKLR 500, 503 ) - | o
14 [1892] 1 QB 273 9 CA.

s [1913] AC 107,121-2.

16 (1857) 6 HLC 61, 106.



T TRY R R C RS IR G () T R R SE BTSSR
TPIREDGE RO Mg &Y pd e () B X
VF PR RS ) o TP PR
SR RS ]I A R - D
PW’H“ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁEB%%ﬁmBFV%o””
1.13 E%;Fﬁlg FLRY [y 7k @l?ﬁﬁ; i T TN ijg[ B T R i
BB PIE ST BRI SES DRSS e )
?F,%—T"i'_E 1969 & §# 159 > | 4}‘7’TEIEJHH;#/‘§,%¢Z§;[: = TR ]T;”.iy
o /TJ ~ RV IV [ fTril ( Zander) *° it Vo
VﬁW:EWUWWiV%wuvpéﬂmﬂ%wkiwww’
HAL S A R AL 8 DTS T AL 11 o
SRR AL o P FTRL S - 6 R D R
PH’1widhﬁmwﬁwmﬁﬂ%%ﬂ’ﬁw?ﬁwﬁ
R S R 1 e N e e I
(F A AL kB e
1.14 ﬁ*’?fﬁﬁl T ['%;Fr B e o Ay plrer s ?Q[f, AL }UF"%’% HL gyfj iR 3
B ST ES B B O U e

= p S
1.15 fﬁﬁﬁ + ( Driedger) * H B o ] S uch

SUREEZ -2 ﬁ“ﬁ@u?@%@ﬁ’[ﬂ*Ifjﬁ
(Bt %0 1? e Pﬂj%ﬁrﬂtﬁuﬁ AN N
PR (TR SRR S I G 2 F—[ eI Jf"Jflv%ﬁ
oy E )

@) AT LR R R R
DRI LI A R i E TR A
Y H R Y o Y TR RS E R H Y
AN L ENHES Lk
i Z= =g 5 B = o

() IR AR B e g ﬁﬁ”r“
R PR ARG EGPE  fey
ﬁﬁ¢aim3?ﬁ@%%ﬁﬂw°"

P}

H "The Interpretation of Statutes", (Law Com No 21) (Scot Law Com No 11), Report No 21, paragraph 80 (1969).
18 gj 30 Fg; o

o /ﬁj’/ﬂf,lﬁ?ﬁfii ([1992] 3 WLR 1032) -

20 The Law Making Process (2nd edition, 1985), 129.

2 The Law Making Process (4th edition, 1984), 130.

22 Driedger, The Construction of Statutes, 81, quoted in Miers and Page, op cit, at 187.

9



1.16

Maunsell v Olins %' > * Fi5 < N F PP ( Lord Simon of Glaisdale) 7t % 7

Tt
S e o | TR e R B N N A TR I S A I S

« ﬁFT”EJ S :ifjfjl A S | ﬁ,Jﬂ: fF[FNj;k tﬂj_ ) FIJ 7 E }ﬁﬁ;{é
fUFIfol ¥~ AL B P R - e Y AR SRR S o o Hq g
ﬁ%@%”iﬁﬂi%w LpY AR ] 7§¢ﬂﬁrﬂpﬁ@7y

ST pﬁw’W¢ﬂw$W*’wﬁﬁﬂﬁ@~
A YRR TR D AT BB R R T
iﬁ%%ﬁmo§3if¢£ﬁ*@$wmﬁﬂ»ﬂﬂHw
SRR SN ES a1 TR N S

FAE R RLE (B R Y (RO s o )

: N E R AT, 7
! [ U

ISURL S EIERITEE ] B SUEERE S S E s

1.17

'l
A A SR A YK B R R 9
S FER T £ R B T AT 2 B fJ@o

24

[1975] AC 373, 391.

s L R G- I Vi\"[IEIFIJP‘%{' ) ifq:td - ﬁf[qgura fg'gg%&;

Miers and Page » b f! {1 [ﬂjj— » 57 187 T}I o PU{TUE L A 2 g st H A Ej”ﬁfj é’>" 3 'El,‘ﬁ}i*

l?itﬁﬁl

BIESEeft 2 FIp 2 LY o s R s flﬁi’rl—'ﬂ'ﬁwﬁ s /~1 ):Xi_7 L —\Tﬁl}: l"rFL 2

10



ST 9t AR Bl R

91

“ﬂ%@%%~%ﬁ%’M@ﬂmﬁ%&ﬁﬁ¢awﬁT§u
CEIN RSN N NIICI IR R I (R NN (R (.
FEVE P T R TIEE N TN R W T G T A
TR R FE P A R e 7

RAZBEPF T EEF A QAL 2 5l 5] 9w J 20 i B B8

IR

b B S AR Y B R
2.1 PR BT TS 2R TR VAR S e 2R s

SR E S
(D) PP = AL A SR BT R R - AT S

(@) BP TR R L T [ U ) )
L fsrﬁ‘/ S i R EES Y R

(3) RSl E ] ST ARV R S R I B T e
=y ]}lﬂj J\WH
2.2 T LPﬂ;f‘F’[ s e E /ﬂg’/ﬂf//@/ﬁ“zja fY ’L[J(;\I;F » VE ﬁ%?ﬂi FE|
R NN R ﬂ%JvT# RN CRINGE R S ]
%&ﬁ%ﬁﬂ“@ﬁ¢ﬁ@%ﬁ#5dJ@i7§FH¢ﬁWﬁﬂ“mﬁ
C AR B R Y pY RS OR] B e R TRV - B Iﬁ;rF“rj[pJ
p ffg@@%py; /I e R I O A *J—\ﬁ*l |jﬁT[E[%E@
2.3 25 L RL T B B 9 T bR R By L Y f
R RS Lk N A L RS
RN e A Rt 2 R A R R A R TR £ s W IR JEA e R h A T
S TR S (RFN F[F”T[ R G L) S R S WA

P B R RSN

! (Law Com No. 21) (Scot Law Com No. 11)(1969), at paragraph 46.

: ffil

e

4 27 & S 7y ( Lord Scarman) 7 77 1;74/ W fl Sk 2R ([1980] WLR 209, 235) AL 5 % [51 = fff
'7“.' L[r tﬂljlu , IE[KY}—TJ}—TJI'FJ?F":A?’I le BI LJEI: ﬁj

5 LII%HHJ SY 53 B o B i) A LR pUR [ A DA S S R B 2 R g o (K
IR Mﬂvl” ”J B I RLE B o
R A B (A R

11



2.4 fﬂiilﬁ'éﬁi‘ﬁ EX A ER R R RN S R
() P
2 B=£ H'T’ TR Y A R R S s
G ”‘JTFJ/FLI oo WA H A E S
@) PRI Rk B s
(5) FFE[ VA Fi qr
6) =t zv
(7) B P pu s g v o
(8) H Pk AL
(9) VA EBL R
(10) = 39 PRk AL H fif ﬁ S REAN
(1Y) g e s

) E O

(1) 7
2.5 Rk e 2y g s bR B F{) A 3 Py ( Lord Lindley MR.) ¥ Thomas v Lord
Clanmorris ' ° ¥ :

“ -z
s

ERR S A R A 9 [l
iéwmwwﬁﬁﬁéﬂﬂw[90mfwﬁﬂﬁ

‘J *Eﬁigxpj*ju?cﬁlﬁl [ po sy e
2.6 o i E OB S B R
Edwards v Attorney General for Canada %' » ** M [ 5 LA 8 )4 = p sy A By
%”ﬁ’ﬁﬁ%ﬂm%iwwcﬂw# B '3 U IR A E SR T S
[ R AL A
2.7 Py = T WY R[] Schrtraks v Government of Israel > LIl - 3k Hy
( Lord Reid) = 7 ( 1870 & o[ V% 3* >> ( Extradition Act 1870) 7 3(1)X py “ iﬁ
LJ%EIMQ&E"FN%iaﬁﬁi’““w@ﬁ 1870 & p9 3k & ,Ejplwiﬁspwm
ff 0 e L A e S L2 R () 4\[; EE S A
S R R PO i = S (RN b I yg AT
O RS R S AT (R B FL' e

w2
=

s
=
%‘

it
by r

\_

7 }“F’IFJ’?} # PV E D (BT [ 0 H FlT e }?H’ F g X P A YR &l S SR .
£ el /[Jj The Lawv of Scotland, Stair Memorial Encyclopedia Vol 12, paragraph 1143 » Ff Z£ £ 17 ’F/ L
’ [1900] 1 Ch. 718, 725.

1o Read v Bishop of Lincoln [1892] AC 644.

" [1930] AC 124.

12 Y s P B R B S RIS

YRR bR 2
[1964] AC 556 at 582, 583.

13



2.8 it Tse Moon-sak v Tse Hung and others %’ » ** & L~ 3£ ' ( Hogan CJ) #f.1%
18500 7 B0 0 08 R 99 FR B
B E0) Ve R FTREY e of I P (Mills-Owen ) 2R gl
S f, R I Bl PO XA f[ PR B = [BR] e RE $E
U A B L TR T
2.9 “+ Po Fun-chan, Peter v WongHong-yuen Peter %' > *» Z= il 3F Hr ( BarnettJ)
B SRS X R R R SRR B R SR
#éﬁ*“w@bi%”ﬁoiwb¢%JﬁWq%"@iﬂm%5<D
Z2AW) (37366 Fi) ~ (FEEHPEXH) (5 367 Fi) - I H ik
RN I SR= N IR U R
2.10 “ RvLeung Kam Ho %'~ % ¥k [k 41 26 % 2 i ¥k ] & & ¥ [ po 70 gl
VAR o EPRLE K Y Y Y e

(2) BUA HiD e X B G RS S S

2ot @jlgmg’wffﬁﬁﬁif SRR I S R T
Yo E SR e 9t iR A S ) ( Bramwell LT) 9 % R Bishop
of Oxford %' *° A | 'l 2% (B £ 1VFis)

2.12 Tt oo PRV [F]J AW EH T GG R (B AR
B A Ak ”Eg’ ( Lord Denning ) 7+ Escoigne Properties v Inland Revenue Commissioners § 1%

"TEAE S BT AR EES B L ]
%@ﬂ%®B$WHJﬁi@¢W$F AR IR
HOETT £ A CE R HIS) B A e kS Y RL A Tl
ikﬁ'%%ﬂi#@ﬁfﬁj,y’ﬂ[:EirE/LLItI ‘h‘E_‘j[F[J}\_]ﬂgd S s
puE Py gy dr o 7o

2.13 + Davis v Johnson %' % > ¥ ﬁ}‘a’ﬂ*" Uk = XOpy f&" Ho AL HT
P RS TR L (A E R WAL > BRI Ry s D) (B
F UV EH s ) fﬁ?ﬁﬁjﬁﬁﬁ Ly (B py AR o 7 v ke < B N g p) A
AP P R B Y PR e T RLRIE R IR ﬁt AL R
G R 0 P [ 2 TR R R 9 R AL AL T S e 7 2

14 [1968] HKLR 159.

1o [1989] 2 HKLR 410, 414,

e (R CERGE) XF) (27381 F) -

H [1994] HKLD E48.

e (EfFw 2B s X ) (27 288 i) 27 S(a)& -

1o In re Mew and Thorne [1861] 31 LJ BK 87.

20 [1879] 4 QBD 525, 550.

2 [1958] AC 549 at 566.

22 [1979] AC 264.

BTSRRI R LR o A % W BT 329+ 337 - 340 - 345 A1 349 [ji ¢

14



2.14 T F“, W+ iV Rv Cheng Chang-wai % |1 >2* [H Jﬂ fol o [S%ﬁ Ui e f'J fi!

peit (w X B ) PV E T X FTE RO A Ry R (R BTk R R -

Tk B =& ’FE M o 7 o B gopy RV B 2R ) = lH’ﬂr‘Jﬁﬁ‘ FIpv
[~ LA 3 UEeES T S RO S 2o (RN D A T = B (N B u R
iﬁ#ﬂ_ X x4 F’?F FIJ%‘J‘%Ji_ﬂBUiEIT**’J: Fﬁl$ = IEJ pu b7 s Bl (/plpdgk[
+ py f‘ea oA e 3;: [ El »F'] 26 y\JjF il FA'; ; m B (i FRAT P S A
SRR EONL T F AR R R (ERE S

Fok o BT R R R AL R AN ) R BT R A AR Ul g
A k) -
2.15 AR TR F'J [ £ [ 7= 8 ( Fuad V.P.) £ 9| Davis v Johnson %' *’ EIfJ H

LGP DS Y R (R R R - S BB R P
éﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂTiﬁWE%Hﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁiﬂﬁﬂ;ﬁﬁ?ﬁEE -
ML B B L R g Pt

CEHIE ] T E R R B T R R B R
O£ R) o Pl o B (R b A A
F O € SR AR ) 0 O R RLYE B (e A T
2 E A T T B R [ R A s
CICRUE R LS SR

2.16 Fpo AT RO S8 JORL AR N F RO B Y RO R A
E%gmu@mviﬁﬁ—%wﬂw’wﬁJ@*# *%iwﬁ

iijﬂljjﬂﬁ <<[“§‘q*i> U*f'JIJ IR
fip 25 ik ERL S X AR e e AP RL - AR AR
Frge e LR R o B 7’3“1L]5[[3\_i HEXE
ELBTIEAR W AR B A g s s e ﬁF—J&_

EL - R RN
2.17 T+ Beswick v Beswick %+ *° 5 i"" i 29 S ) ( Lord Upjohn) W
(B2 Eis ) AL 'IH;EL“ﬂﬂ [?E{EJ AR S Efi%%'*ﬁﬁ i
EYIE S5 3I5F~J{s;fa,\ﬁ ft £ puigdial s o PR g «ﬁﬂ “RLH] )% R
B R RAL ] AR 1IFIJ : ﬁljﬂ”d R Z‘té%’ friFa CAp = ok

$ | H
i oBlair- Kerr

\

# [1980] HKLR 593, 598 - 7 R v Tseng Ping-yee %" ([1969] HKLR 304, 320-1) > % 3 [k €7
T 1906 &F 7 7 E AT SR S EEIG (AT R E T E >>pJ§é NI iR %ij;%r
ENEIFES-E [T S ENUIEE AT IR RS if 7

2 “ Elson-Vernon Knitters Ltd v Sino-Indo-American-Spinners Ltd %' ( [1972] HKLR 468 ) - i 3k [ 35 & »
e [J“Ff‘ [,1&53 R ?’,z,t P CEPpu AR ) o JVF*“JJL B X “ﬂﬁ.} By s > [
BT R LT Jf'if?" U FIijﬁ SR Pl M HE Y Attorney General v Chan Kei-lung ([1977]
HKLR312) L A R A ] H R

26 37 600 T}I

21 [1979] AC 264.

28 5y 622) | o

29 Warner v Metropolitan Police Commissioner [1969] 2 AC 256, at 279.

30 [1968] AC 58 at 74.

15



B ) 5 A R 0 8
TR S

2.18 ST SRR BN B2 BRI AR TR T R AR M
AU SRR o P p T E /%1;['/;'%//7{7‘;%1 OH P T RS 1'@[ fl T

L
= HOE PRI R ST ST S i ATSY 6 e ik

G)H%Wﬁw%g@wﬁimﬁwﬁ%

209 BT REU I O 2 0 A S 5 M
BER o SR A AV A R e BT 1862 F 0 2 ) I ,’pgl Ay
( Lord Westbury) (i ﬁTE FOH I R E ]}Iﬂ T By F |E 1 fi LRl
fﬁjm“%%mﬁﬁﬂmﬁwﬁﬁ
2.20 T BB f[ [ Assam Railways and Trading Co. Ltd v Inland Revenue
Commissioners %' |1 ** 4| H fﬁ S PR =TS r o ‘[‘Fiﬁ[‘] - ﬂ [y A [zpﬁl i -
(AT Hﬂﬁ‘ 7 [ft v 5>k ﬂflﬂ’#ﬁ BRI (Lorderght) ELflr o, oAb
AT PRS2 5k

2.21 S &ﬂiﬁrﬁﬁﬁﬂwMWr@[wﬂﬁ’Mjn%ﬂﬂ~
3 "E‘/ VSN /t// R A % X ey R ,/ﬂ:/&/, %" ( Black- Clawson Ltd v Papierwerke
Waldhof-Aschaffenberg AG) > *° ¥ 18| 3% o 20 ¥ [ 55 B (1 i s B (1933
Gk H Py (2 §FE ﬁju Ho= ) & f?J ) ( Foreign Judgments (Reciprocal Enforcement)
Act1933) BT 1(1)X pu e~ o iijii o i[_ﬁL#ﬁF‘E' g ﬁ % ( Greer Committee ) [i*J
?@F[L ﬁfuiuaﬁ@(ii E[ul f@r b B gy #éflif'[ﬁ E

_k%[w[ F"

222 ETBNERAE S 13*ﬁ§a¢«&w#wWme¢%f‘ﬁ
?iﬁ CFE R T ﬁjéé o HE S RL T B2 Y T;ﬁ&ff[iﬁﬂ HER S (R ]
o gk ”%“FJ%EIﬁi*“%H SRR T
B8 [ 2 Rl B E ) ﬁ/ﬁ 4 ‘EH&‘FH*” U 1?‘?&4\?? frAa- #
TR ST R ﬁ“ﬁ T/a]ﬂﬁ*f e~ g R kR RS

3 [1992] 3 WLR 1032 » ¥ =35 i 2] Y A Hid-for B A 9 gL I RL #) 2] Wﬁgr@ o 7ﬁ%f,
ERTFHT »f?fﬁffﬁ’* T EF TR R f“fi iﬁf//;‘?j;’/fﬁé‘éf RO B
P B R GTHC (a) 2T R R R P i R g g ) (b) TR I
T H AL 7E /F/;é f///zf/fk EH e &L R~ R Ep T s TSR ‘f‘//%-;l—‘f;’/ﬂ?‘ﬁ’ %
fﬁ H [ i E X /fjfz_///f‘ A1 3540 1 F@%‘ﬂ/ﬁf/ K(c) Trig I po if 2% fro Jg > g e 7

32 Re Mew & Thorne (1862) 31 LIQB 201.

33 [1935] AC 445.

I K = (LordWright) | 7% Eastman % ([1898] AC 571) [if 47t} “’?]Elgl A3 (Lord
Halsburw & JILé' < AR AV IR AOR - )R R SR IEI SRS R Py
e i” F) ik &JH“'JPBJ“J% °

33 [1975] AC 591, 614.

N Hjﬁ3ﬁﬁ*"f"uﬂo

T AETE A B 638F-G ) -

16



LS U 0 B X
i.? TR (I (T R e Y P S

2.23 R U T S I i = S I (IO T A I f[ o HAE
i £ A [l[J ST [F, Il A “EHI’ s T g S 0 ( Lord Wilberforce ) 13
pﬁW*ﬁHT A S BE S
o Jm%ﬁW?WwHﬁwﬁéﬁw BORALT B A & A
i jé SRR R IR SAR T SRR A e I R= ;;t o

o 39

o

2.24 A (A U e 5ﬂ'1ﬁfi?ﬁﬁd4\?§k AP H%Fﬁ'lr T&fT
T ﬁk—ﬁ EBUROE R XY PP el R Y LR Y o B RL S
PR R G - R 9 e

2.25 o B E (Cross) fl 'SEF]EW‘?F[ Y A f/fﬁﬂ/ﬁdfﬂ%i ﬂjﬁ{ﬁ ) :]ﬁ’
am%?tmﬁﬂff*j%?WWmﬂWﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ“@'ﬂ%@f
RE R L %Fﬁvfﬂ%wﬂﬂwﬁm$T@Lﬁ’wa%Fﬁo
Sy S FlrmanvElllsi o 2 B ZL R H (Ormrod J) HE Y[ ﬁFFTiE ﬁhf& SRR
- BEAHA . T AR 'TEJQJ-T;{TBF[ o8 = » F[i/[fr'fgfzﬁiﬂwii & ﬂ
Tfﬁiﬁ SR =i j’FJ F‘H&'%B[fﬂi”ﬁl%?[‘Jﬁ‘}ﬁifr 1K FIT RN AT
2.26 Tt Ex parte Factortame Ltd % > ** =1~ [S?Eﬁ - [ yF IF T]'7 i 45
FVpy 7 1~ i_ﬁ’ri?j'{f?cr‘?'i v RL R lf{[[ 1 E F'Fﬁ%#\?i E [E # H -
,Ulﬁ Y ok TR B o K T <<£ﬁﬁ  BE AL ) ( Rules of Supreme Court )
Y 53 By 4 87 L)X ML AT 1981 & Jg il ik [k £ 4 ) ( Supreme Court Act 1981)
37 31(2)# HJ = [ 3 Fr ( Lord Bridge) 15 ]ﬁ"‘ S &Y i 3 Vo iQ”‘J e S IE
R ARG S R Qﬂ*ﬁﬂwﬁﬁ®¢ﬁ“ﬂ
P T 2Oy SR YR - kLR Jlﬁ[ TF/F[ T T R AV A A
EE R RS EIE" - K Y-

Y B'?i_ DR e el R CR R I 1 (R (Bl TRE
RFTW@F JEp kT R E %riﬂfF/F[Lr)J 51 %&ﬂ?]‘ﬁgu@

F*ﬂﬂﬂ“#&?iﬁ# A 8T 3(2) % A g
WW@jH R P B [ BA SR T P R g
REA o ARy R e e BT W B 2

v
I

Yy M

N R S R R et b Ll NE N

39 57 614D-F > 629C-D Al 638F-H | o 3 ) 3% fL 7 fr& [k HHLE o [ 2 ¥ Greater Glasgow H.B.
v Bater Clark & Paul (O.H.) [1992] SLT 35 39 -

e 57 629D A1 637D | -

“ Statutory Interpretation (1976), at 137.

42 [1978] 2 Al ER 851, at 864.

43 W}vﬂ?ﬁ“'ij[lﬁ' Sy T g AR ([1992]3 WLR 1032) i o e i » il (B2 5 i )
e 5y yjf—yﬁzrp” °

“ [1990] 2 AC 85.

4 Law Commission Report on Remedies in Administrative Law (Law Com No 73), (1976:Cmnd 6407).

BT 149G T -

17



IEATREI G iD= I
2.27 THYE - R p A e H ;;[ T 5 3 WO ?ﬁfl 1o Br fel 35 59 |
Y o 7 Comdel Ltdezporex SA (No.2) % » ¢ HJ Q%‘ R ‘kjﬂd/fl ToE 9P ™ %
iiﬁ c 48

CETTRLE IR FIUALR o a0 PPk B LR
R R N N Ea R R G R RS-
w%$w~wﬁui%ﬁwﬂﬁ,mggﬁﬂmﬁﬂimﬁ
U~ HEL Y- [prEr o 7

2.28 inT“TJE E“jﬁ’:blﬂj Jfﬁ'fi | 3 lﬂjﬁ[yﬂ?%gf TF\/F[L o T} Aswan
Engineering v Lupdine Ltd % - R Fﬁ T 3 LR NE IF) | FL‘ EN RO
Em < H F“ i 15 ) ( Report on Exemption Clauses in Contracts) ** I'| & & f SN Ff Ff I!
£l F‘g{ I = 2 fF ) ( Working Paper on Sale and Supply of Goods) 2, ([ 3E1 P BE

— R A ?‘"+§"ng£' pk *g( (LloydJ) & T & “7F = {2 o =5 (1] 2O
o R A i}ﬁ”& [1"7'” %I (E NI SN O N
[ & T[ ELF

AU AR I N AR T G L A T N
ﬂ}ym,ﬂgﬂ@ﬁ@o”

229 H B FET B ET AR DR Y TARBL - BT LW

T+ Moran v Lloyds %' > * i3k [k Sy = ‘3[ I A &a’u 4 ( Sir John Donaldson)

I AR S 2 ps (g 3y ik B fid £ fj 2 4 F“'[ 15 ) ** ( Report of Commercial

Court Committee on Arbitration) o % T@ (1Y ?F[ “1 i = 7 (misconduct) — i

%@*Hjﬁﬁﬂ@W$ﬂ#ﬁW§%ﬁm%og[réﬂiﬁjﬁxwﬂ%
(1979 = ffll% =+ fﬁ ) ( Arbitration Act 1979) 7% 3 & <L ¥ * = ﬁ?i P& o
2.30 a_J J }‘F7 i 15 pu 55 &l g é_% ( Viscount Dilhorne ) 7

ﬁ%ﬂﬁ~%i“Ww&%W’ﬁ“ﬁﬂ@fW%ﬁwaw%ﬁﬁﬁia
—¢F|jﬂ;/“[/ 7}:1;{; ° y\jt;f ﬁ']ﬁ , ]'yjﬂA/\JTr\r,Ele}“ y [HA;‘J[I,/_\JE[;F’[%,U\/_\
%%ﬂi@“ﬂyﬁ“fﬁ’ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁl wiﬁ#¢ﬁjiﬁifwﬁFH
P R S A R E S JIE e S e 2

4 [1991] 1 AC 148.

‘8 Report of the Committee on the Law of Arbitration (1927: Cmnd 2817).

49 =3 [PF’??‘F’ lJlliva;r"[rf B ETSRA - E  RR {}‘ﬁﬁi IS RL P T 3 *ﬂip’l%%ﬂ’ﬁ it ¥
r‘_{;""?] < FI [IH‘}\ [ﬂ:ﬁ; V °

>0 [1987] 1 WLR 1, at 14E, F-G.

o 1969#§j24ﬂmf[1”

52 1983 & 37 85 F} ¥ {F -

53 [1983] 1 QB 542, at 548G-H, 549C.

5 (1978; Cmnd 7284)

55 PET IR R b0 BT 622H-623A T -

18



SE R EE R R R R S R
SRR RIS ﬂ;J[izm¢wﬁﬁmﬁ%y@¢mgwﬁaﬁ

F L

231 BB R v oAllen F I T R ALS ] (S0 R £

(' Criminal Law Revision Committee ) [I¥ ff! TI’\J/ TR LR I
2.32 7 4 1 ( Bennion) }JF’[L[ T E f f@ | LEJ o7 BV 2 [E}'l%
FEGET AP P 1) %ﬁ~ﬂf@@m R AR R
JIH;FEI ﬁj /yiﬁEle * IEl[ = q:F_T"k F[\J = [F}l[jb ) I—f Ejlhf_lﬂjj *l ]'ij[[I»ﬂj

= |E]|| £ o ];[[ = F[J | @i E[lﬂﬂblﬂiﬁl £ E'U =N R IE] - ﬁ;J/FL[ RRNIEED)
B £ F\lﬂj l,:g ﬁ £ ¥l E[FIJ}B F-[,J[L 0

2.33 R Erﬂﬂi‘,ﬁ sl A S gl 53‘6”_& VT Walker
v Walker %+ F9 %5 I 5l i A 3%y ( Lord Morton ofShuna)}JF'l sl 2 i i T 1985
& (*’lﬁ‘i' ) ¥ —&J ) ( Family Law (Scotland) Act 1985) 5}? 8(1)# » ZEFlRL
| F‘Fﬁ*é‘{ ’”Fs‘é ENEE [F} F R Y e
2.34 Ly wo g q2 ( Professor Maher) * 7 L ¥ 1 LR 47 L0 o ) S0 A ﬁlj
IR EE TN R RO R RNt 2 e R TR
TRLAE R R G H R AU W D 2 L
2.35 Keith v Texaco % [045 VAL (1 jy # J0 j0 %0 28 p9 2191 < i 8 9 8
wﬁ;ﬁ@éﬁfwmfTMH&WWﬁﬂgu’“J$MP4$& i i
(7] ¥h 5 po G o
2.36 ﬁﬁﬁm?ﬁﬁ‘ﬂ CHE X HT) (57341 ) = Wi+ 6 P &
H 2 R R T [ (SRR SRR - BLRLIE O 2 2
P A I =T L 1 8 ;gfp 116 ¥ By (Kaplanl) 7 Fung Sang Trading Ltd v Kai Sun
Sea Products & Food Co. Ltd % [[1 77 $.37% i} I7J£:7Ff¢?ﬁiik dsr = 1§+ T v ﬁjﬂ (N

56 Fy BT A3 0 (Lord Lowry) T Rv Gomez %' ([1993] 1 AILER 1 at 24) [ ff 31 = &= [l =7 %;J“ AR
pd FIfJ A E"J% > I Ar-pE {4 ﬁ i ﬁl % Criminal Law Committee Report on Theft and Related Offences ( 1996
Cmnd 2977) kL7E % 57 F i }élj‘ Ay o

57 1 EIL[“k[fJ* ,;‘I623Ejijjo

o8 [1985] 1 AC 1029.

>9 13th Report, "Section 16 of the Theft Act" 1968 (1977: Cmnd 6733). Further, see "Judicial Recourse to Law

Reform Bodies' Reports in the Interpretation of Criminal Enactments", [1988] Stat LR 102.

Bennion, Statuory Interpretation, a Code (2nd edition, 1992) Part XIV, section 216.

o [1990] SLT 229.

62 "Statutory Interpretation & Scottish Law Commission Reports" [1992] SLT 277.

63 [1977] SLT 16 (A Land Tribunal Case).

o4 On Conveyancing Legislation and Practice (1966).

* (1989 = iy ({£17) (8Y 28 ) X01) N (EFmIHEH#E) 49" (P XH)
(27 341 i)

&6 B R R (A HQE;FJ,{FA, [zl[zl[iiﬂﬁ’ Bk S 2 Elfuf%‘(%iféfﬁf[ 45y (1985
ER ST E{}I )

&7 [1992] 1 HKLR 40, HC.

60

19



ﬁl‘fidy* o g i e % [‘IT%’&69F]%”7JT¢7‘XEJK“{ F o F S g X
[ﬂgf 2(3) & e (pvk Py o A P S g R AR e o
2.37 ot FE T W Y Katran Shipping Co. Ltd v Kenven Tmnsportatlon Ld % % F A1 (s
BOREID R - BT R AR T (P RER O IS T 9 X
VT R }"F[ LN }Ff’ i ( Mareva injunction )

2.38 FtA: b it Duke v Reliance Systems Ltd %' > 7° 1 iv [ £ W — {5 (%
Frasdgs > m J‘;’FfEJiJ&B Fr PNz TR [ﬁ (1 3f] i pY 3 Kl éJ PR LAy EE Y s H T
Hg A gy =< - B P A48 g8 FL}\_;]g,iﬁ PF[T,,E_J LRSS & B e
S S e HIF % S PP ( Lord Templeman) v 5 [ Flz 15 1= i 45
e el fﬂrF{T? "R & ?,j’ﬁjﬁ . ﬁ 5o Elfj:il'vrzv i f 2 5 ‘[?9 AN T
F 1974 g Ryl Ay [y R B S By DA Y AT e SR

ROHVENE RS gy AR

2.39 it AG Reference (No. 1 of 1988)% > 7 F ik vk [ sf RIS 3 H ( Lord Lane )

ey Iy s SR N e T I NS PR SN e R L S ﬁ o T
F L R L O Y 2 . 0 B BL 3 H ((Lord Lowry) T b ¥R %A H' Sk
#0500y XL 7 A Ak
g7 9] o (R LA B U

(4) ¥ BIE B 3 E

2.40 ﬁﬂ@%%%wﬂﬁ@ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁimﬁw¢ﬁ’
AR S NN IR = R S
(i N T R E WXﬂHOWﬁ’L%Hﬂﬂ&ﬁﬁaiﬁ
ﬁWJzemm%¢~rﬂ 458 £ 7 )

2.41 Bl A A3k P T Escoigne Properties v L. Ci 7 Hl T BE T 3 5] 4
B Ut [ g RO o & Inglis v British Airport Authority % > i %& 9 Jf 2 e s B
37 56 g'[ (1973 &F + By ¥ £ (T FF‘ =) 4 q ) ( Lands Compensation (Scotland) 1973)
Eej R TE[ B sﬁg SEIN AT AR A TS ;rF[ o E P R R B AL
TS 'ﬁf*’ JEE S YRR R e plE l"EﬁﬁE’bﬁ
BT ik R tﬂl B o F B (R E2 R pJ;rF[ 97 Pk o A

b

iiti“% ks
M
A
‘T
H
sy

"3
Nz

=

alll
.
=

| H>

o 5Y 44 Jji -

69 (1992) Cons L No. 7 of 1992, 29 June 1992, unreported.

0 [1988] 2 WLR 359.

n "Equality of Women" (Cmnd 5724).

2 [1989] 1 AC 971.

3 [1975] AC 591, 638, Lord Diplock.

" White Paper on "The Conduct of Company Directors” (1977; Cmnd 7037).
T By 981 i

e T 0 BT 992 i e

77 [1958] AC 549.

8 [1978] SLT 30 (Lands Tr). See The Laws of Scotland, Stair Memorial Encyclopedial992, paragraph 1150.

20



RO P I R LI O B AL R
ﬂjlg’[fj °

2.42 *l ]%iﬁj[mj;rgjgm; ]EIF —gJ (3 _A R ) o Y AL S
?fr[j.'[ﬁ}ff[if[ﬁ? ié?l[iﬂﬂj F[%qﬁusﬁ IE[H , 79 fﬁlj\%\l/ ;\ﬁfﬁl
Bl o A Fd e Flﬁib{;df RS S o S RLI T ST Y il j

T

S EIfJ e s FE S AT F] = F” F¥ =29 o " [ Alcan v Commissioner of
Inland Revenue %' > ** 12 ¥ F = ZFE N ( Tornpklns D) Mg - 5 Eg;;ﬁ; 3 (e
wﬁiﬁﬁwﬂwf“ﬁiﬁwﬁﬂ ﬁifﬁﬂﬁ ﬂﬁﬂif
¢ RLBTE G E %) (Income Tax Bill) {19 rﬁ S N TR TN I A X SR

- E R «Wﬁiil?*ﬁﬂwo“

2.43 “ Ealing London Borough Council v Race Relations Board % »** [ 5¢ ™ 3% Py 3H
ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%WWﬁWwwﬁ’Wﬁﬁﬂ$i$w¢ TR
RO A - M A TS A T Pal o B iR

AT By B BRI R P
2.44 %+ In Re Shang Kiang-Yuen, A Patient % > T“ Foov o FE W

( Blair-KerrJ) #* {9 fL = %= ¢ 2 oy Ao E X B E R AR B
FOe) e AR AR R T TR A WA R T X BTEROpY (R B )
JW%P“&iﬂﬁﬂ*wW%”o“wvﬁm’ﬁﬁmwﬂﬁiﬁ@a
# -~ |E] e RV B R ) [ & P pY B EC o ¥ Fung v First Pacific Bank Ltd %' > *° -
VTR ARl AR Y ( Godfrey 1) - ;iﬂ B R B (1 R ] 2D
B T O RO PR (1983 F RS (57 X I R) (R
LRSI R i -k S

2.45 &rmeﬂmiw9off%ﬁuﬁ‘?gaﬁkﬂ@miW%ﬂﬁo
ERE R NN /A TN T I L FiIAT 2 2 Eat i I R

79 FK' WLt AJ?', 4 ;+ )y o E E[I jj £ FE % p '**%[ FIAC o gk R m ¥ &
EEERIES T E R ?H%w¥9%°

Bennion, Statuory Interpretatlon a Code (2nd editioin , 1992) section 219, 454.

Bennion refers to the "Textual Memorandum" on the Furnished Lettings (Rent Allowance) Bill 1972 (Cmnd 5242).

82 [1993] 3 NZLR 495, at 506.

80

81

83 i»E[»y\—jj;FQF‘Iﬁ'[fjﬁZJ:i;T ;?T I,it[#ebﬁjﬁﬁ,;.?gyJgfﬂqﬂ;{j‘tlmﬂﬂjp%
—¢u;ﬂ€fﬁ ib?'[i@ﬂﬁyibpvﬂ K AR S E 2 o ASENE Al

BT 454 T

84 [1974] Aé 324, at 361 o X [ % kL7 Elson-Vernon Knitters Ltd v Sino-Indo-American Spinners Ltd %' ([1972]
HKLR 468) f[1™ ] =] £ "AJ g (B FI' » ﬁ‘J FLUVEY -

& [1968] HKLR 192 at 200-1.

& Yo o B R R B > AP R TSR B 1) O Er e

T MV BT 201

88 [1989] 2 HKLR 614 <% %" (9 2] e {538 £ $ Elson-Vernon % (v F1 {1 95 [l & )F% R v Cheng Chung-wai
% ([1980] HKLR 614) -

8 PL Matheson PFC Ltd v Jansen % ([1994] HKLD G 56) » & (11 #2 F1 fy for 8% i) » {10 =4 [fif i 46 /it 77 7
FHE -

20 [1983]2 AC 214.

21



YE ARG 2l R st NV IE RS E S
R AL T AL o B O A G PR R .k
EUE U R

TP R BB R NE o H - XES XY E DA
IR o 35 3R o R RL A BT TR T B
Fﬁiﬁ%W%ﬁ’ﬁﬂfﬁZ?$E%ﬁ$W*“TP%

iiﬁj]é[fjlﬁ%\ljx—k :THF £ B —Eﬁ.fiiiyfﬂwo,
2.46 Tt YungTakLamvPatten&Othersi v %2 I[*?E }J' ’F/‘Tr{]‘[ﬁj 2 BV
%ﬁu%m2¢ﬁwm%ﬁﬁ%ﬁw¢‘ﬁi%“ﬁw’ ERARAEER R o il o
TR SRS SR ER - p *«w%a%wmﬁmiw%ﬁﬁw
fﬂ’@mm%hwaﬁkﬁmaﬁwwﬂ°Jwﬁ L R ok
lfki_ﬂi%,?i MY F [lz{sﬂ?dgTuth ) »Ji‘f‘ NN [gi]tg;t I[f’[w v — [ ?J
B f[?*“‘r [/ B AN R T - SN (U VA IR S e ﬁr”ﬁﬁ
SRR RS I D LI R -

(5) FR[ LA

%ﬁywu@%ﬁWﬁPMﬂﬂoTﬂ’ﬁmé“ipLﬁﬂi“@
B g h £ E) R AR P E X IR S R R B g LS
% % p | k’mEﬁW%”WMPW&HwﬁﬁvW%?”93ﬁ%ﬂﬁ
PSSR A ) E LT R A AR
OF R R Gy

2.48 ﬁ%é v R ] R R AR g Y B8 U~ Y g Al ;&{
(B = B A s RL TR g e s LI RL S F*’rf | = Bl I] =
PR A H R T

249 PERESGL R ER B PP PSR T
Yy o 7 C.OR. vAsia Televison Ltd 7 3 F R 7 % {F 1 > F'J SR m R 73k
#ﬂl[LJ?JiE'JiEFmﬁ"WE‘ s ﬁ[ﬁ\ }7[:7 ]E[J+l, Jﬁitﬂr o

2.50 7 o /E/ - ”f’[/ Z gt 2~ % ( Fothergill v Monarch Airlines ) *° W & — i
A N ST = TR (RPA VAR TR B R AR R = T [

2.47 FFR

s

J& iy

Pa—
[y
AN

uyl

o 5y 231 Jji -

22 [1994] HKLD E35.

93 Bastin vDavzev [1950] 2 KB 579 ° PL Stair Memorial Encyclopedia - {5 !¢ {f] > 5y 1151 & -

o il B AN PR T Letang v Cooper % ([1965] 1 QB 232 at 240) ﬁ*ﬁ}‘“ﬁ‘ RS EUCINEE B
Yo P {720 £ Tucker Committee's Report on the Limitation of Actions [IY # +* Y ] o

93 R v Peters [1886] 16 QBD 636, at 641, per Lord Coleridge.

% Kerr v Kennedy [1942] 1 KB 409, at 413, Asquith J. See further Maxwell The interpretation of Statutes, (12th
edition , 1976) 55-56.

o Hong Kong Tax Cases Vol 2, (1980) 198.

22



Flel = 97 py s gy 1 ifleﬁj}}j%‘ﬁ% e “plfr v in Fﬁ it ”Jiﬁé” o B P
L TR e AN LR U U VS R U (ot N
E SR T R B i e S (R E B

2.51 T+ Re State of Norway's Application % > *°° 1k [ i* “JE‘ S H O R
1= upyﬁ%ﬁjidx WPV E B ORLE Ry o O E ﬁ, IR RN NR N E I S SN VAN
APl o g A (Lord Mackay ) ot b R 0 - 1 4 BE AL IR R
ﬁlf"ﬁg\['ﬂi LACE AR N e ?{{J;%Wﬁﬂlpj'ﬁ‘ jﬂ?? o A
-

2.52 [Tl 3] & B F 2! In Re Tse Lai-chiu Deceased %’ *°% [iv 7 1% #= 4% & >
i fl [
“wvg%WP#@Wﬂ@@mg ﬁﬁplgﬂ“ﬁ%u“ [y A

B TITEFH  fOR R A g ] Bl TW

D107/89{rj % 104 %;_ 7 FiR g IE}j 2z R R 7 Ry B Y Y 'FJ# T RN R
jﬁﬂ%@wmeaﬁ@mﬁksw£»ﬁwwj“J@"—UMMEVN%W
WA S IR R S b B B 2RI A (B
E[fj QDL f'I °

6) B A &

2.53 E R O e e I [ N R R Tl = L = -
i?ﬁgﬁgéiiﬁ’\%§WHJ«QQW%DWV%O%T@EE
¥ Py it Buchanan & Co. v Babco Ltd % *°° }“F[ SR = I e W I B
NEA RS0 I B N R el & e A=l E R RN T
(Rl ]‘iJ“ F’ﬁ fF"'i A it o LA RU 97T W Salomon v Commissioners of Customs and Excise
iﬂ“fﬁﬁ%%%ﬁE:ﬁ%w@%&%ﬁ@aﬂiﬁmgaaﬁﬁﬁ
RN Y g o I R R ﬁ W 2 MR Ry o A R AR 2
FEE R e I U 3 Y1 T P ?H$W‘”U%R
?—ﬁ?ﬁﬁéﬁfp@lﬁuﬁggggﬁﬂw (/L[%\Iji,l X H W M RS E 2

s

v

1

® [1980]3 WLR 209 - Abnett v British Airways plc %" ( The Times » 1995 # 6 F] 22 [1) - T ff = 4 fy N
ik e iR R g fﬁ‘?r’%f‘ﬁ WA T (1992 F ifi'bﬁ ) A s s U]
FUpu e~ o A b 8 <02 0 Sl SR s U 20 29— 1R A il R i Y o

% FLRL g SCF T A wf R PLEY 215-216 > 227 ~ 231 ~ 234 A1 240-241 [ji -

100 11989] 2 WLR 458.

1ot "Finishers, Refiners and Polishers: The Judicial Role in the Interpretation of Statutes", [1989] Stat LR 151, 161.

102 11969] HKLR 159.

103 }I‘UH\"T'J j:E;E[ o

104 IRBRD, Vol 6, 400 and [1992] HKLY 1015.

Y05 Statutory Interpretation, a Code (2nd editon, 1992), section 221.

106 11978] AC 141 at 152

Lo ?‘IIFSZH i iﬁw\ﬁ F“l o ;&.,#f f«'zfﬁfﬁfi ([1980] 3 WLR 209 5% 223 [ji ) A7 [fil ™
R Ip%ﬂ o Y s R »?,Jgu}r-ﬁﬂi

108 11967]2 QB 116.

23



— R WERNYSRAFMEXFOER  LEeToEZAZREE
SOE bRk (AR ESRAONN S ) ITHERmHEE -

2.54 S5 v K UEE F8 HY 0 Ellerman Lines Ltd v Murray 20 (X 0] 1 7 22 3¢
PUN e S BB - JLE G XE W ry L R LT A E A RELES
BATHRAMF IR - AR EZEZARBERELL N A M "R
I % i ML TR 4 Sk S 0 4 N I A B 43 R L S 7 6 T A [ B A 2
5 7R T L B 4 2 0 O DL O o A A R B A - T

2.55 Bl NN A=A (= B w I (VAN [ = S = v I T S S i
MR HiEME  ReFEmMEMA XN EMHER BN E5 A 29
T EAMERLETE -

2.56 1E Post Office v Estuary Radio Ltd & > *** | g 1 2 B [6] Salomon Z& 1] 1] 1t
Bl o A BREBEEE - AR E NG E R B 8L %k AT B AT B
INPJHY B B SRR A R T o L 0 DL N TR BT RS TR D e o O
i 38 % ik B s Bk -

2.57 RE B2 Salomon v Commissioners of Customs and Excise —Z& {F 7 & #] » LA
Fe A B ALY g v KR E B RUECE 8 0 {H B W BE {E Ellerman Lines Ltd v Murray
FW PR B A AL - 7 8 AR (Rensen) ° ¥5HY o & Be BLAE R E B A 2N
LE Oy E WA XERERS  HE 0 B N TE N B E B BB AR -
fefxRfEH » AN R KRN A HLLUEE TR ERENE T A E
Be Sz db oo e At g2 DB 52 48 K% ( Lord Ackner) £ Antonis P. Lemos %< H 7]
oy AR T B g A e

1% 45 143 Tl < /£ Garland v British Rail Engineering Ltd Z& ([1983] 2 AC 751) » 3 3% % v K 35 B B A N
A B BT E F X 0 A ke Bk R B HERTEE A X B 2 1T DL A& B MR 4
b A 3 B s BRI S0 S5 A2 & R AR B — 5% 08 [E br 5% 29 K HH Y 1T % 5k & B 5k 29 0
FFE B E IR AR -

O 19317 AC 126.

1 % 144 Tl - 7R 2[5 "The Interpretation of Statutes" (Law Com No 21) (Scot Law Com No 11) 28 12-15 B fll
74-76 E%

OB HEARE L B 144 T -

13 [1968]2 QB 74.

11 1, | = [ Warwick Film Production v Eisinger Z& ([1969] 1 Ch 508 ) - % & & i F ( PlowmanJ) {F % tj

$E 4 45 %] 1948 4 Brussels Convention AFH 5 9 25 5k - B & 1956 4 [y Copyright Act AJFH & &

WS RN AN AR T BAE HFHAF S 221 (AL A B D) HIEE H A GEAR IR Ellerman

T Warwick 45 25 /) # e > 5 H B E R AU 2 5 Be A AR S B S G e B > Hig 52

R P T RIE B AL Salomon ZEHI M i AFHE Y » P T REBEAAZEN © “"TOANERNENE

B 33 B A L R B AR E B AN 2 B R DR AR T AT AR i R AT Y I R

e N LA & E br ik WS AR 7 (B HMAAR - 5 141 00 -

"British Statutory Interpretation in the light of Community and other International Obligations", 15 Stat. LR 186, 200,

(1994).

¢ PHHEMRLE - 716 D-E T -

115

1

N

24



2.58 T+ Owners of cargo lately laden on board the ship "Riau" v The owners of "Djatianom”
and Others %' » 'V iy [ if’ * fy ( PowerJ) it [ﬁ] bt} ?i iﬁ _ph NPT E “ Eschersheim”
3&, 118 E[fj I'gJ: :LTE J_—Lré"l y Ig,lj ‘}j’; .

PSR A9 E AL G B [ R e T S
NG e B Il Salomon v Commissioners of Customs and Excise 3 -+
H1 Post Office v Estuary Radio Ltd %" Frv i = i yk L g~ HL I AL lﬁ ]
oo PPN R LR Y B Y 2 X Emfﬁiﬂé? ST
B R R ok 8 R L Y AL
*‘Jq\ji HL | ’lf\_p l%#‘ji[lﬂ*sﬁiwi 19 o 7

Ky o B H‘Jlrii (ARG SRIREAN iR ich= AN I SN P G ISR S A SRR RT
" M-
2.59 + Winfat Enterprises (HK) Co Ltd v Attorney General % > **° =% JE [ & F[ T
Salomon R[N A YL AY [ L HIFIH AR A W RO 9f* ﬁf"' e (1898
& J=Hr X 29)  ( Peking Convention 1898) ¥ [~ I §h o = “wh 2 70 FH
AR - R R T LD e AT A A
| ﬁ\l WOIER X ) e
2.60 + James Buchanan & Co Ltd v Babco Forwarding & Shipping (UK) Ltd % > *** 1%
R e N U R T
AR (AR = S T O N AR N AR IR N 2 B ﬁ[ W9t AE Y hopu s
pe 2 Rk e v BERD Y Corocraft Ltd v Pan American Airways Inc 3222 =145 & >
XY A R E Y s F{ G- A FHO gy s
ESIE RN IE A
2.61 fwwa@%ﬁﬁ TR AEEFT AR T B 2 g
I R B E N L U 1 KRR TR
(- 9p s & A 3 F ( Lord Scarman) A 82 ) 9t [=1 3 [k 9 35 PR [ 1 1 Y A
Y F A NP A e Pl T R T A 2 s
,E,w do- H b HIHV AR ST I o B [ S A L A Ek?f"f
}‘Jﬁ‘l W Y Ak kL Y o (E P #e ¥ N Pp ( Lord Fraser) A iR W pLE AL
ERAE JI@VE]‘F‘/JIT [l Y 4V wE - R EA W EY Tt

17 [1982] HKLR 427, at 429.

18 [1976]2 Lloyd" sL.R.1,at6.

1% [1984] HKLR 32.

120 FJFT AR S A R bFTﬁFI F’Jﬁj”yéﬁﬁj o

21 11978] AC 141.

VBV IS2 e RS 1997?»{ T BT '*B* e ?*l*‘?ﬂiﬂiﬁiﬁﬁ‘%?&,wﬁjo
12 [1969] 1 QB 616 - 3 I iz i g 4 A FE [ﬂ wv[ [ ARSI Jer A

124 11980] 3 WLR 209.

25



2.62 Rk T AG v Yau Kwok-lam, Johnny % 2> #5 £ > fli ~ Q“E *J}jﬂ[ i =
FRP A T @ n F 2 E e A ey s AR R g P H" F
PUOEFER R o R ) (Hunter ) H[Ff 510 0 p it gk 55“3 Ef ‘?{ Ry
B A B AL s
= i F‘B NEVES %E ENEE ElfJ Frais FEp g~ > I3 F‘j Hikg = i

%M”%““mwﬁwv’ﬁmﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁﬂi%Jﬁﬁwmsﬁm

2.63 F i vk [ % Hill & Delamain (HK) Ltd v Manohar Gangaram Ahuia % **° %% & >
w TSR (P 2 2y ) ( Warsaw Convention) [ K b e A S 19
WWMﬁW“J”ﬂmiﬁﬁHi ERES LR LT A SR T
I s R ) X IE[J??I\/ o 7

E’I i | »ﬁv@@iﬁ;FW*Fﬁ“ﬁﬁ“””“”%m’iw
RLATS T [EX ﬁ = F" E DIPJ}L“ ’?*ﬁ%F'J*IJ{%LJ{&*‘J?E—i TR
Hg 'Erj EJHT} N ’E[ E | ?&1_ Ellermani o Ellerman g’ {0 2] YLt M~ 2Bl i
kLR B E,]a;qu = eq T F LA R Y [ 2 «JP Rods £ 3k
HLET LY E T Y e T B 2 }JF’H', , ’T Ellerman % 7% JV gy %7 » ik fL X
TR b AL wv@ﬁiﬁﬁﬂmmi@m@f—%ﬁWW%
| A A= ?F[ » Ellerman % {9 2| {51 M o flv =0 [ #6897 |5 55 o B HE R -

265 IO AL B BRSO LB ERO O AR 2 i R
o f (D R D) R S B B e Y e i e Hﬁ
f*”ﬂd%Miﬁw’P*%mmdmmmig AR X g R
’;ﬁ o o iR S R R R P e T Y R A7 AT 4
w%m%¢apw#Vﬁ’rLJMmmiwwwm““ﬁf$ﬁ°ww
TOREES A RL T R A R R B T G R R g
Fopl e

7
2.64 HAZBpRTEEHS I 7 i Ellerman 4’ E5 Salomon % [t 2] ¢ = Af
,HJ

Sy

{

'

125 [1988]2 HKLR 394.

O 1973 F Y (Y B 4 A /J%H[[*[[;;—,EJWH S D)

127 «E ;Jigﬁ’ﬁg;g‘@g}:{ﬂ s in“ﬂﬂ? Jﬁq «?i“ﬂfri{zwjﬁf BRI 2y
I E *%Iﬁ_ﬁ—jifﬁwrf"l#@b F“ . ijpﬂfl/‘ JLLIf,%JPEJrF?J(EiO iR
o i'J [53‘5 Jr\ I8 & ( Silke, V-P )8 9 ¥ [5% rj InlandRevenue Commzsszonerstollco Dalings Ltd %'([1962]
AC 1) Ay B[P » oy FAY R T i 2 pv A (%iﬁv | Ellemere i % 7] o

128 [1978] AC 141, at 152.

129 11994] 1 HKLR 353, at 362.

PO s s BT 148 .

131 Statutory Interpretation (1976) at 140-1.

132 AG v Yau Kwok-lam %~ ( 155 [f[ ) FUE T ok AL |7f*f T Ellerman % BT S pU RN 0 RE FT"“[J 19
LR R @I}%#ﬂl_@;i

PRV ETHVA o BT 153 e

B iﬁ 7t — # 2 % "Interpretation of Statutes" > (Law Com No 21) (Scot Law Com No 11) 57 14-15 F #1237
T4-76 B o APCPU X L EE A B BT A BT 1)K ¢ R e e Y = e A

26



2.66 B IR - s o RIZRR B I R Y Y FJ’IJT%@
B XU Y2V e
267 XTEEFEEER R A9 5 [ g
U :JEFIJ i o T Li Jin-fei and Others v Director of Immigration %' > *** 'r'ff = 1k
i Miod) 3 0D S 4RI I (B 220 R B
%“FT SRR i e i llﬁb OAECFI B R EAP T g e e T—SIT'F'F?E el
B A TR O T 0
9 2t EEIO T BT O R Y B
- fl 3* ﬁ'j“[/ PO R X g ’DIW”J e d o il 0 T Madam Lee Bun and
AnotherszrectorofImngratzonl;k B0 R g - X Hiir' NS AT E R AL
F[?ﬁ‘dlf@ﬁ&dl?@[ﬂ[ HE Hp A R F’%]ﬂj‘ﬂ Bypy i o 2 F ok fLE s T RN PR
‘JT H “ fY Hﬂ’“?ﬁl ” o YE H;F[LI' R ﬂ{f[ipﬁ[ 1935 = F’[ IS
ﬂk@ﬂﬁi«fkﬂ@xﬂ>

2.68 T+ The Queen v Director of Immigration and the Refugee Status Review Board, ex parte
Do Giau and Others %" > ** {ly S 3% B 4§ 71— 07 67 <<7FK' Wy b qéaﬁ B[
R R N SN R SR DN R A R
o F NG ISR o SRS F R A EYEN G S f 2
CERABEHIEEN A R =) =459 - gyt X0 5
’S&Hfﬁ LA T B [*'%i [ﬁe W R I‘Q”J LA e FOHVHTE S e
LR E B Ry % ﬁl [ARER ST ﬁ & jrﬂ AL N o -4 B ( Institute of East
Asian Studies) — £ Y f} £l & F IJLPW_ 1—1 [gl [gfﬁjfyﬂxl%p Sl ~ A B S R
mmﬁ%%iﬂOE\ﬁﬁﬁw%$ﬁﬂ&ﬁuﬁ*’ﬂ&éﬁﬁﬁmw
ﬁF%ﬁ%%%ﬂy%wof%ﬁ%m%%mﬂﬁ%ﬁ’%ww—ﬂﬂﬂ
BETgE o L) DAL R

(7) B P g & ¥ i e

2.0 ﬁ%%ﬁ*”’iﬁﬂﬂﬂ~%im#i’¥ﬁ5Wﬁ%FVW
(R S RN I EAN E cT A F[JjDI &Y o T EE g A pu gk &Jm?ﬁg‘j% 2 Y
Vg e gt o SRR B| I P P & Y [ Y 2 B4 AL 47 J;Ef:[/ ;,_.,,7/_[/,
B SRR N A E O T SR Rt S A
o

W
P
—
-
5
pic
Ty

LA T R R TR ALy S R B s
135 [1993] 2 HKLR 256, 264-5.

136 s %’Iﬂ?‘éﬂ[ Stoeck v Public Trustee %’ ([1921] 2Ch67) -

v CERP BT (37 8 1) 37 59 X AL 9f s o irfy -

138 11990] 2 HKLR 466.

132 11992] 1 HKLR 287.

S X F TR Sk e (5 FR ;rFf,F'« ERTEE ST SRS R [

11 11975] AC 591, at 640G.

142 11980] 3 WLR 209.

27



e B R S P
AU (Tl 3 N S S
bﬁjﬁﬂ AL R PSRN BV S 50 BT
RS YR RL M AR S S PTE  E

F[\J o TV 144

2.70 2 B N )k F{,{' ik YAy jD‘ [F 5 T ik £ I iﬁ—#ﬁ s FE
R S A R F I S o
ST NN S NN TS B D%ﬂﬁ‘”W*iﬂﬁmV””
W o B MR R Y S RLE Ry o

2.71 =9 ~g Zall l"ELIIﬂ’Q ir IE' N E N T IE[J-J} 5‘[ ES Fm‘g\{ﬁji ]i[r &y
7y st e A F[l%ﬂ—?ﬂﬁ LRI N L R E R I i R

LR =gy o (zEA g X Uk 2 29 ) ( Vienna Convention on the Law of Treatles)
[LJ o 145 ﬂ(\ ';’:J F[J JF;;Z?D‘L-\J«,iﬁBJj FKI ?;E o 146 IEI.AF[ i?‘[ FJ —Kji El[#é—ftl‘_ <<’;}§,UAJ ’:»I-L
U TEU) BT 3L 32 o B SRS (RA] AL S 9 [ E 2 A
Ay )__[k/:, j} iik F’IJ ol o 147

\\\

2.72 +  Gatoil International Inc. v Arkwright-Boston Manufacturers Mutual Insurance ' >
AR N FIF JT [r, (F1 48 27 S 3y v fq PR o L P Y Y §’ﬁ &

#H““ﬁ%‘q 3*ﬁﬁi% éﬁﬂ AT e M H Gatoil B @B R FIAE T
*ﬁﬂ@mﬁﬁd&yﬂﬁﬁﬂgﬁf”%fj@ﬁW@WOWG:W

Antonis P. Lemos % > **° "ﬂ = {ﬂ “~ 3 J{ ( Lord Brandon) i* [ﬁj PP AT ﬁ SR R
RES ;?JfL_”JJB% - X2 fﬁ”d&— RN T A 2 A il [ ~ A3l 3“ 5]
=R o

2.73 N ﬁﬁ 2 [ fi B! Bourke v Attorney General %' [ > [:J X0 (Y

g[8 >t 29)  ( European Convention on Extradition) 7 3 X fi ¥ } N ANCO (N IS S
(1965 & J[ & ik 5 47 ) ( Extradition Act 1965) [fij i S H] Y rJ?m{e[ * TR e

2.74 Fung Sang Trading Ltd v Kai Sun Sea Products & Foods Ltd % *** [ ﬁF Al
BXH) (57 341 Fi) MR 60 3 & Bl A[‘[ﬂﬂ*‘?}’fﬁbi EAES R

= f F sy = k) g7 PR 5 i X FIEY 203) X Lk

R ES S F R 1995 B R EAIR Y H T R EER Y BUS R E
HEBY 220A T o U LR T R OE Y F UL H e
MO T (ZEG R FE N EY) BY 3L A 32 XAUY £ o 2 W ST 10.56 A 10.57 B o :[ﬁ‘f/ﬁthﬁ
?bﬁﬂ{:‘[ Eill ’JV‘ * 418 iV Acts Interpretation Act 1901 :)J 15AB K QRLF) Bt 2tz EY 31 A 32 X
146 j{”?ﬁj;” X ozt - oz LI
,KF[A[rI 1991 #ngw WE T [HiEE J}‘F’H PEAE \,JT ! Flf{;\o

147 3} 224 o 2~ # 2 % GG Lawrie "Interpreting the Interpretation Pr0V1s10ns of the Vienna Convention"
(1972) 2 HKLJ 272 -

M8 [1985] AC 255.

O AT s BT 4.28 F o

10 11985] 1 AC 711, at 725.

1ot [1972] IR 36.

152 11992] 1 HKLR 40.

=i

28



R e I N 2= SR R E =S CE
T A ARl S R
o6 R PO fF

SN e S 2] JEES FEﬂ%&W%ﬁﬁ’ﬂ 43'%%$W%?6ﬁﬂ%@
73 TR IE ) ‘q?f[[ff\'ﬂgﬁf%ﬁ%fﬁfl?% 18 % &2 Yy T Iﬁ:ﬂ\/ﬁﬂ[ w3
A F I F R F'J«{f{ B F"Fﬁ bhE S I = 76 35'? 81 & Py IR i Ao oo Bt T
Katran Shipping Co. Ltd v Kenven Transportation Ltd %' >**° 3 #f1 [& £ E' Ffr [Zf‘*#ﬁ A1 R
Y ITSE TR YT PR R

®) P4
2.75 BB pY 4L fp I v B H ( Lord Mansfield) @ R v Loxdale
= SIE TR
ST AT A SORALT TR e

5= il_uli};i’srﬂu&* DML Y U'T(D“' u[ﬂjg £ %[IH

-, ﬁ[ FJZ—TL%‘X 158
2.76 5PV R RL BLUE I L E e R Y A ) [l - e gy Bl
Yk Lo o0 T oo R BRI p T AR R AL o 7 Powell v Cleland % > **° ¥
2, W)~ 3k Py ( Evershed L) i 2 '[T] ( F"l ﬁfﬂ ek AJ ) ( Rent Restriction Acts ) =L
1925 & iy b By bk ] L Vo X0 R

277 HAE S RS ER
R R RN R RS NNy S R Rl P T
SR

2.78 ﬂ?, 5 J O El[' it LR.C.vJoiner % *°* {1 }*F’] SR

TP s Ak gk Sy Ryt T
TR ¢ﬂﬁV%Fﬁ“%W°W%“@%H
I FERLIE Tl
P FEUE W R RF S E T RO Y o BT R Y R
T B A RO Y O A
®$MHﬂ“W$@”Wﬁ’ﬂﬁWF‘/ifJ'“”

—7

R Al B BB 2 P9 g 2 UNCITRAL -

154 1987 & 9 | 5y 17HTE'E':E_T°

193 (1992), Cons L No. 7 of 1992, 29 June 1992, unreported.

156 Aron Broche, Commentary on the UNCITRAL Model Law on International Commercial Arbitration (1990).
PR R s P S AR R o

138 Ry Loxdale [1758] 1 Burr 445, at 447.

139 Ry Tittterton [1895] 2 QB 61 at 67, DC, per Lord Russell of Killowen.

160 11948] 1 KB 262, at 273.

161 [1975] 1 WLR 1701, at 1715.

29



2.79 LU =TT Farrell v Alexander 0 Fpo i & o F 5 20U Ll 1 5
UG UL i Y ] Y R W~ U0 RL v W o R R T 3]‘5]' Fp O HL e
/'\l,sz’g%’ T ug\['ﬁjg)’j‘(iittﬁUEJHJ—'j/O”
2.80 P15 3 F (Lord Simon of Glaisdale) fH-{1% i’ ﬂ SE P T Ly iy
'[ﬁ?ﬁi ’ifi?ﬁFIJ,"}ﬁ'Jf[ﬁ e/ N Pjﬁifﬁliﬁfﬁﬁ S/l B == *X%fiii I
R RL R g R E S PR R 0
mﬁﬁ?%%wo”m
2.81 ZEETPRFHENEE 1 LR N P ( Lord
Buckmaster ) 7+ Barras v Aberdeen Steam Trawling and Fishing Co. % ' ?] A I
FA', R P = ’ﬁfj R =R I fl Sl - AR A AR E'fj T A
EEE G B R AR TR ISR I G E A A mﬁﬁy« "
i 2k e A ( LordMacmllhan) A A A f? LF[J R = (VR
PRl ER o A SR LU O [ R E) RO A PO P R 2l
Eg E‘FI\/ o 166
2.82 Tt Farrell v Alexander " fl1 > * f[%—{ Ak “El[l’ ( Lord Simon of Glaisdale ) ¥
K Xt Barras R & oo 9 B 0 Y FE R Y | [ﬁﬂg\ PRI (O S Uty (- (W
il Barras U aLl ﬁii_ J%p F' Fol {9 RO ) 72 3 po FUAR B SCRL Ay T 2 S R
bul I (W A = fﬁ‘E‘J‘T}
T AR N A T
XY F[\j E ¥k o, D l;[[[*[ £ FIFJF F& FIFJPJEf: A | &
Pl 3* PUE o BRI AN HURLED B ST EF
ALK 2 1T B -
2.83 BT Reg. v Chard % ™ #5 E T r% ¥ T+ Barras %' Fr ]"DFIJjFJq‘ T L
AU FL TP FEE L ik A ELJ S N Sl (= C e N =l
I:[in}vx\/ F’I > Pjﬂ j—‘ﬁ?f?“f("‘i F )F’[j—i‘ tﬂl%{;? T\ IME[ c[Sr'I"djf_ fﬁ[ H T E:LFl [
(UK A= i U () e R IR =2 [55‘5””?&[ LY Y IEJ?‘FQ
F P WAL A FEE ((Lord Roskill) A1 F’ RO L 3 Ell?ﬂ” Vo S HOEE L
[T e T R
2 84 ;F‘I g}q 9 3 4L =Y % Tr Kirkness v John Hudson & Co %' **° #5 &£ > [&
RN TR U e 3 T SR N U ﬁiﬁji‘iﬁ@ﬁ *ﬁ (5 B 2 bR s
Fifp W~ F R YR e &l ’F’HF 1AL RL IS 7 AR v § a0 [HIEIRCUR RIS

H

162 11977] AC 59.

163 George Hensher Ltd v Restawile Upholstery (Lancs.) Ltd [1976] AC 64.

164 A RL Y S [ Stair Memorial Encyclopaedia [ The Laws of Scotland 2% 1159 F& -
163 [1933] AC 402, at 411.

BT 353 )

AR ETE Al B 90-91 i e

168 11983] 3 WLR 835.

162 [1955] AC 696, HL.

O SRR R A T -

30



* -ﬁfQL_FV Py fe— X3k -AJ W U R ’ﬁgEH? -ﬁ FE AL _IQJ I
WY E Wy X Y [RIE ’F' ] _IQJ F P RL E L pu AL o I RS e
iboo PPN RL AL R ALY e Ep R o [T A AL RSN R i A E
L A R TR S R

2.85 Tab oo 8 & F Py ( Bokhary J) ¥t Richardson Greenshields of Canada (Pacific)
Lid v Chow Paul % 3] P[4 P I 3¢+ [ 91 %107 0105 4L 7R S i v L [
U'“Lf]jfi[ (R S A ’*?([Jv%iitf'“'%_w~fﬂ~TH'f&'EjﬂJ:r)J v R
F'Jii tﬂb TR HE S, j‘i_ﬂ oy {.;ijl?[H“L:Jff‘HEIIEL[' 4, 7 [F' Egﬁ]éyis o 173 A
P B RS X ) BV 333 ) P i B A S Ol e B X BT

(37 250 F1 ) -

286 ¥ b = F{ ( PenlingtonJ) 7 Matheson PFC Limited v Jansen %' """ ¥% J[ [
IR R AT R =N R R s I A 2= T R T
A

©O) 1.0 B W 7 B

2.87 “%fﬁm%ﬂwimﬂvﬁkﬁv—?%1%Wﬁﬁﬂ IR B
Ve of FRRE B Py T Re Tse Lai-chiu Deceased %' F g ffﬂ LU e R

RO  JALI 1A R AR B TR S e
LR N TR

2.88 iy Fxf’srﬁf’tﬂli[ ‘{?“EJ [FJ%T;} Bl oo 1 LSF"(]‘?Z[ (RS Rl e

PU R P RL T A ORI Y 2R o Uk Bk T London County Council v Central Land
Board 70 f=iT N 2%k P e AT g\ IR TFI g H TF*'}?L = (1947 = b
= o FHLS S gl > ( Town and Country Planning Act 1947) [iy #] & f9 50 7 82 [ b -
b o WS- 7S 4 (T Fleming Wallace ) HJ 47 £ > 3 LI 73 H

FORLEL R a0 LA E.J ERS ﬂjﬂ “~ 3t ( Lord Macnaghten ) 7t Income Tax Special
Purposes Comrs v Pemsel %" *** |4 2{| ¢ o

2.89 Py - —b F“ » A Fd e gHI SR SN ?F[ 1§ = ¥ Hﬁbii
'&J BESCE F[ EV TS mpi ?B TR N S WEXY R

L Craies, Statute Law, (6th edition, 1963) at 146.

172 [1989] 1 HKC 261.

13 @ RLEE Y] Re MacManaway % [1951] AC 161 (PC) -

1 (1994) CA, No 72 of 1994, 26 July 1994.

1rs Ormond Investment Ltd v Betts [1928] AC 143, at 156 and Cafe Brandy Syndicate v IRC [1921] 2 KB 403, at 414.

Y76 Basset v Basset (1744) Atk. 203, per Lord Hardwicke L.C. at 208.

v [1969] HKLR 159, at 199.

178 See Maxwell, The Interpretation of Statutes (12th edition, 1976), at 57.

179 [1958] 3 All ER 676.

180 9 %L Stair Memorial Encyclopaedia i The Laws of Scotland 57 12 & 57 1162 F& <= Statutory Interpretation
Y (B o

8L [1981] AC 531 at 591, HL.

182 Statutory Interpretation, a Code (2nd edition, 1992), section 232.

31



B 0RO AR o SRy o P ATRR LA BT R B S T« T Wicks v Firth
(Inspector of Taxes) % fl1 > **2 ¥ [k =l H Ak 7 8 v 7 M < = A |ﬁ’ 9L TRl R 2 ;ﬁ
VM R R S A E Ry e P BT R L
BER-RE SRR L e N WA T I A a2 Tl IO R
ﬂﬂﬂ#éﬁiﬁﬁhﬂI@ﬁﬁMwa@MWHH@O
290 %“w@?*ﬁﬂ&PW%%%’aﬁﬁwﬁm“waﬁ@ﬁ
.'\j ...... IE ‘EI'[ﬂ,. = Vf# EﬂJ ; ;: S tf' J}Hﬁ tfl Ff :[LJ T ij’sr%,[ :I'J’ﬁ , jﬁ BT:E’_F'j @ ’z’”fjl
JoACTERT o F FE AL J?lJHaifﬁﬁ °

1%

2.91 ERe [‘Fﬁ 4 ﬁﬁ FRUE P [EREEY BU B AR o B AT AN R Py e United
Dominions Trust, Ltd. v Kirkwood % **° % > “ i 3¢ 2 Hy dr ] F i E %J (B =
(A0 g 35 TR 0 3 kL BBl Y P R SOP A Y A (R B e

(10) = FP0 8 R 2 g0 it ]
2.92 I B 7 Marquis of Tweeddale Case **7 %5 - > Y1 I 3k HLAY 3~ ¢ |
*@T%ﬁﬂ%gﬂé¢%W’ﬂmﬂ%ywuw§fﬁég*mm@p
FEI LR IR [ RE S N VR R W Rk AT A 2 SR D
2.93 A KA U SR B LR
“;_I’[%}'V"‘JF PUAELN R T TR AR SO 5 R | 53‘ oo RO E s i e
TR S XY LA 2 E S TR AR R

CIT o 7 188

(11) f249 3 -

2.94 R S A =y ?‘y AT By LR (R e R XY Py S Bt
-1 [f} W i[l o 190

i B 0 g

2.95 & Y7 iV Pickstone v Freemans plc g *** '5FT' HAFHE (B R i) Al

b BA T B E U REe 2 Sc o T B R T ] B T R Y AR
IR YIS PG AL ¢+ YRR T IR R ST E AL g A

YU [1983]2AC214 0 N Y il RIUEE T 2 FERE T B R R o IR R B e

184 Coleshill & District Investment Co Ltd v Minister of Housing & Local Government [1969] 1 WLR 746 at 765, per
Lord Wilberforce (HL).

183 [1966] 2 QB 431, at 454.

185 A kLA >< [ Stair Memorial Encyclopaedia [V The Laws of Scotland 55 1163 F& -

87 (1793) 1 Anst 143.

188 Bourne v Keane [1919] AC 815 at 874, HL.

e <<>§‘V7S'iE]D'U§5I'7J>> (rﬁlﬁl)fﬁl” T FT - s F X FIEY 3 XA Y

R RS B IR T ﬁwwaﬁww ------ EENCEEUIEE ) SR

SRR L N N RS L R T

190 5y 233 X o' 4 - # Z % Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain v Storkwain Ltd % ([1986] 1 WLR 903 ) -

191 11988] 2 All ER 803.

32



FIE T P S B BT A BV B C W Y 5 )
TRV R A A (R B S T e e O R A
AR S A R ok B S Y SRR 9 I
ot o o

2.96 5y EVAE PV T Hanlon v Law Society %7 fit 2] -5 8 3% 7 fff T&"ﬁ Py
RRE R A I I'”jﬁ'[é['[ :

IRk o U ] A PR e BT [
P pu g el e (UFI’TT&’J}H kL Ft A1) ok e 7 02 (R 58 0 (1R
B S A 1S AL
FPRERORR e (2)T R AT P LT (e A e e
P08 R T R U
~ F\' Jy e E i/[' PPy R LR 2 [?E#j?i By B Y
A LIRS B s O T A ] py AL B E giﬁ\/ s
fio 1 7 OO A ™ by B A SRR R
FHE T FHEY o (OIS E PUHLPTRLE R T F’ﬂ%lﬁ
BB - PR R W g
<@z&twwsLﬁ&ﬂﬁ%ﬁwﬁﬂinwwwﬂ AL
HLBT B B ST R [l P 2 IR FI FJ“ PR R 227 (6)
= tﬁ.L UI[J Elfj ¥ s £ "EJ YT 2 ff 4 g = FIJ ¥y My F'J L £l
ALV P R AL e
2.97 Hanlon v The Law SocielyiL_BACTA v Westminster City Council %' *°° v 2 J|
o ] 2 B e o 2 B (1955 F B4 (42 ) 4L ] )( Cinematograph
(Safety) Regulations 1955) - IJ’FF T (1982 F A (17 ) ¥4 b ) ( Cinematograph
(Amendment) Act 1982) &7 1(3)% *f “§Y 5 FpL” — wpu .

2.98 AW BE T Elvira Vergara and another v Attorney General %' **° Hd.i™v b 3 2|
R S A T AR T
W PURL FF R0 R 2 B S S O RO

PR
:El"«

192 57 817 [ji -
193 11980] 2 Al ER 199 at 218-9.
194 itizjééfx CESEE LAY AL i [5%3 RE E}ﬂﬁ_ﬁj k []ii;[ ilzjéég =Y &

193 P!L Mellish LT 7+ Re Wier, exparte Wier %" ((1871) LR 6 Ch App 875 » 27879 [ji ) Fu L i » [fij 3L I 4 bk
25 B R f’l o ]H i P8 o o Pl Stephens v Cuckfield Rural District Council 3 ([1960] 2 All ER
716 > 57718 DI)
196 See Neil v Glacier Metal Co Ltd [1963] 3 All ER 477.
197 See Britt v Buckingghamshire County Council [1963] 2 All ER 175, at 177,179, 181-182.
198 11988] 1 All ER 740, at 745.
199 11989] 1 HKLR 233, at 241.

33



299 LB R 9 A R ORK B 2 A U A g
SIS R Ry e E SN TR S USRS RIS
H”%Tﬁ%jﬁrmwﬂ$%ﬁ¢ﬁﬂmﬁuﬂﬂ HH S o B (12
T ORI R B 0 S BT SE ARy (B R
%&ﬁ%ﬁﬂ@ﬂ@ﬁ‘ww¥”4J¥6§ﬂwﬁﬂf AR
ﬂiﬁﬂﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬂ(iwj<ﬁ;*$«>)w®

34



T3 BB 9 S RS AR pe

9

R R AR LR A I (R B E R
TR I R R Wiﬂ§$ﬁoﬁm Hﬂ~ﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁmwi
Rk «ﬁﬂH%W+ IHH&Tﬁi%HﬂﬁﬁTﬁ? SRR

ﬂ&ﬁ%ﬁﬂ WQU7%T< 2 ) ¢ﬁa£%aam$%ﬁ
ﬁil l [JEJ’L‘“{;\TJ ’I‘l ﬁ6ﬁ[ﬂ“_, }3& ”j/ﬁ?’/ ?&/ﬁil }F‘ rjii/‘“y

32 T FE AR EA R ST ke 2 T
B BE Y HL B B 9 T B 2R R e S (R e R

Ry L R RN LA S
G A kI B S o ﬂ?i RN N R
,W"wwﬁMEﬁiﬁ?meﬂ“-w#“%ME“ ife
e AR NS I I N U = AT IR BN LS 1] B S i I
OB e T AL R R Y rﬁ SR
) B 91
N TR R Y RL P S e I O B ‘FF iR .
B L AL C S T
HALIE 1 4y 1) 5 S R
i ?‘Tif S N PR H g Ay U e
3.3 KT AT R R A A ST AL TR R
i f (VYR e W Eastman Photographic Materials Co. Ltd. v Comptroller-General of
Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks %' > ° 3 fy 4T B 3¥ [k [k &~ Zr (1 £1 ( Lord
Halsbury L.C.) 7 31 2 0= B3 i 0 3 %10 [ & 1 [ SRR L b
T R E Sl e & A RN SR MR F;, wk I F R
Pl EJQ :
“ﬁji;tﬁ»{k ,[gen'phj( [F)jﬁ JFIE[U;HLF[
AEL (0 )y EDfy R Té]EIJ r*m{a[%f’l BN RN
F[jl: I &3k &JF’?F’[ fi?[\'}f'fﬂj"}f{f?c
3.4 FEf S B9 TR B AR Basiman 3O i 2D A S AR
Iy )ﬁ’?J E R AL F N Py O R R 0 () Y BE T Assam Railways and Trading Co. v
Commissioners of Inland Revenue % * F[13% ) A g7 & » Fr{ft BN 3 Fypy 236 - 4 (7]
Rza A O IR s A R R iﬁ—#ﬁ o fer o o o TR e A

9t - =
R B

L [1992] 3 WLR 1032.

? T F T 7 2 B S i R P A LT ) B R 2 ([1975] AC 591, at 638) ¢

3 [1898] AC 571, 575 - FiFx ii [ 7% Elson-Vernon Knitters Ltd v Sino-Indo-American Spinners Ltd %' ([1972]
HKLR 468,475) RL$2 [ & > Irifi B ﬁﬁ”%’#‘fl"" o

4 [1935] AC 445, 458-9.

35



R R SIS A K VA= TN S (IR = I 2 o
<~ fI’TJF”E'F” o FHZER]] \VF%JJL# &JE'J i AR Y PR o [ RL PR S

ﬂ”iI—F'EJ"EJfQF'J”F"TL_EJ’ R - c L - BT IRTRIR G S itTF/F[
o g e 0 0 o R R AL & tﬂ[w T A P AR
3.5 %ﬂ 22 %0 27 ( Samuels) [—] ]k g AR

A AP TRk
]?f[ﬁjjrr\y‘ﬁ&aliﬁ _};[&T’cﬁlﬁ{jf? F&IJEIFIJ”J‘Z[:;T \/IEU
S T TR ET L B

SRR WASISES R o

36 N/ F N SR el A R e T A R T o I
f‘ Ty pu R R R ok RUJ
“ . B Em gl —ﬁ"fcﬁ L lﬁ‘ A Wt ﬂ, w5 Aok R B
IR @%ﬁ@ﬂ% wﬁj’i%ﬁ%ﬁWﬁ
RIS N2 %m“ﬁéwﬁﬂﬁg ] T AL < & 7
EES S @MWi%IiﬁiﬁdwEMJ”W%#F%W“ﬁﬁ
m £ ﬁﬁkw¢ﬁ% ’

R R R T I AR U S e ANE RN R D
SRS

EUERN-

3.7 Nl R LT S SN R SR
B R AR RN R R AR R T S (1
FSF R Feo (B RL P Y - 35 FTRL Y K s E A R o R
B TG % RIS £ Bl A R B] S o AL P ] R o T
i A T I A = e R R R 1< I U e
RS RS TSI I VRN R Y o R
(RS R A N R LIRS SO T S R T

See Salkeld v Johnson (1848) 2 Exch. 256, at 273.

P Ty F A AV SR

Samuels, The Interpretatlon of Statutes, [1980] Stat LR 86, at 99.

AR ET R l‘[fj 5 629 = 630 [jI -

Burrowes, "An update on statutory interpretation", NZLJ (March 1989) 94 at 97 - [ }JF'[ HIERRE R e H T f'i]
ECN I = NI T & I R R R R VA s G (B B (T SR I SR Y
BEgey -
0 LT

11

© @ a9 o W’

» 57 637D T -
613 T -

» BT 614G ¥ -
615 T -

12

T T T

13

39



BTG I B R A TR
TR RS EO RN
3

.8 ‘?[ g A« 3P0 ( Lord Donaldson ) 7 F 1Y [ #£16 (1980 & 7~ 3k %)
(' Interpretation Bill 1980) *° [ fF', A g‘[ N EES ?“J v E ﬂﬁj LIk R R
[P e R e I A [ (O N UL e E I B P U N A I G

3.9 lﬁ_ i f[ P Ak EII A /Jf/ 4 S ,J/,Er flé‘gé‘i 16 H[ Ok E‘fj EsJ CO
e

!

B I 6 AR ALE PR £ B4 T g
Ty s e ﬁJJF‘L el B2 EC s o
Ly AU A ] R B e B R D A R AR S
BA SRR 5 i[i;\iiyiﬁ[zllzﬁgjérjE R
P s = BRER[ED PpvEE - Pl AT E R
RS T e A G i N N T

3]

3.10 [UE <= U T g‘[ B A bk TR U RS R o 197 Ealing LBC v Race
Relations Board % "7 [l fF', e
“T‘ii&"EJ e T B E[fj‘[?“}l‘k ...... = E'ﬂ%ﬁﬂ

RS A A S = I (O (1)T+””“?J ()= B WA A
= F[J}]ﬁ’] FZ,[ (3) tgu:p@‘%p F:' (/e F[ H F”’n) . (4)%»[5
Y= (S)JE[ ]gj—»“Jrrer%X‘}\]'gTFI = Uﬁi\/ﬁjﬁ: [7]%71’ ...... o ”

124

3L phe PRI e bR YR AL (1688 N YK ) (Bill of
Rights 1688) 57 9 ¥ Grfge= o3 2 4§ 4 > 0 S AL D0 > 2 7 1980 & 67 [
PR Y )
R BERATE R (C PE R AT 9 X W R £ £
R By s fE e ﬂE[F HEE R L (o BRSO
) FIE )2 S R E A (RAE S i R
FETSARE T 7—“‘*{* AT e i FEFU% (o R 2
LPA/J:HE_JJf[T[’/‘ [irFF #ﬂ*ﬁf[ ?F”;E 19

H (STl - B 623F ) -

503 HL Debs, col 288 = 3 bl ff 574 & B iy 10 3 A 2104 0 FIORL G 1969 F R s
HE 2 f, oo v o 1y fl -1b L The Interpretation of Statutes (Law Com No. 21) (Scot Law Com No.
11) -

16 [1981] AC 251 at 279.

v [1972] AC 342 at 361.

18 HE VL HE2f f' SRR - RN T SR e N e e N RR
(89 4 o H ZRYE T R

19 31 October 1980, H. C. Debs Vol 991, cols 879 - 916.

40

nu



75 50 ((Miers) 7l o SR IR T R R B R (A i SL) o
RUFPRL GO E AT T Bl A A (B A EJE?K> A

?J TR Em ?Dj s ELJ Tooo 20 VRIS FE'[’ ( Dunn LJ) T+ Rv Secretary
for Trade, ex parte Anderson Strathclyde %' * [ 26 [if 5 > 1980 & fy o wf = 4o 3w i 3k
Bedl i (A R ) R R S B Y 31 E] e R
R BEAY R o R 2 e

3.12 - fQL_ e I@‘k’ 7t Church of Scientology of California v Johnson-Smith %" #* [[ {1 z&i

R S ] ] dﬁﬁm@%@“%ﬂﬁﬂ“’&ﬁﬁ%%ﬁi’
PRl AR (A E R ) 2T (1688 F FpEE) Y9 % o [
oy 5 2 %wfﬁwbwbqw%oﬂw¢%%’%*ﬁ%@99%
PR R 1 0 2 IR (o kb (R R T Y ) SR
ﬂwmﬁff%*%%fﬁﬁt°

3.13 o py m(fﬁ”“ﬂfﬁfﬁ)%mwé‘mszﬁ.)5‘533&B<<1688

SR HER) BT 9 X MIE o XY HLE

RS A S A F[mb#mguglpl’l‘ﬂj
LP%HIF:[yﬁbngﬁgJEIEH N R R (T E N O A R e S A B I
By 5 E

ERE R A TET CE ST
FIJ?{[#‘?B}’EF‘J‘J 1_[*[/\%*5:

R T SE R T

3.14 RN A RUEEE el B9 e R SRR PR B0 T (R Bt

TP Ry ) T RO R R LN e ** LT Re Bolton : Ex

p Beane R ' Pl ZEo RURIURR PR AR RN - 8 ROV S S o T e Y B
RTR AP T A FLEY EE E

AVANY
f

IREERE TSN I T

20 "Citing Hansard as an aid to Interpretation”, [1983] Stat LR 98, at 104.

2 [1983] 2 All ER 233, at 239.
c o MR 1992] 3 WLR 1032, at 1060-1) ) ¥/@ = & #4\ # 'y ( Lord Browne-Wilkinson )
ﬁ L ( 237G-H %)) T & Ml BB 2 AR o+ gk e pt u o F) T E3 7 fil # Ex parte Brind
" ([1991] 1 AC 696 at 741F) T (R H A BT Anderson Stmthclyde;t A% *[J (ki%n&iﬁu o
23 [1972] 1 QB 522.
2 [1992] 3 WLR 1032, at 1046 and 1061 = 3 » B /% fi] 1 [l M o flk e g 2 9 ¢ Ay ik B g~ A1

el
23 5} 1032~ 1061 Jji = pIf 2 %57 5 H -
26 PLET 2 %ﬁ °

! SR/ i 2 W 1901 F A9 Acts Interpretation Act 57 12AB X - {} T EARCIEI %f 0

8 Mr Justice Bryson, "Statutory Interpretation - an Australian Judicial Perspective" (1992) SLR 187, at 206 - PL 37 8
11 %"[ P32 ] JF Burrows fiV " An update on statutory interpretation” (1989 & NZLR 57 94 [ji » i
5795 i) -

29 [1987] 162 CLR 514.

41



305 T H QI AR R - R e g (R
A S B E R S AR R ) R A e AL g i
X oo 30

BB PP
SRR et L S bt AL (gl A
I T LRSS [ ML O AR S R )
AR EUVE S E D écpil%gu.j £ f TI[JF Y F‘F”I St EJii’F‘l
BRL 0 R LT R g s %1w%@’miﬁa%%ﬁﬁ%
(ERC N b IR e = A A AR I R A A= LN (EE i S 2]
TR LAY AL . "

3.17 ﬂ?l 75‘[—]514*3? By ,5"5”97;’/ 5»"’7"// Vi G TE RN ey

“'{/[IF}J“ ] I IFIJ?DI\/(Q E/ﬁ“‘f[[ QJ‘J‘J [~ 7‘ £ 4’?}’&[ SR T

B D AR E T ) SR R

N \IJ[[ Ef’j‘W :Jggaﬁ—f N FJJ p—l 3;tﬁjrnjgfj’faé; ) I‘;ﬁ

+ Hl o E ARl PR Ae [Ilf IR B R e

?z '\E_J‘J\BT‘\FI F[Jq—j-r_x,“f:‘[ J'iji_&[* ~E‘Jj\'

IR BB A e K ff’ﬁfﬂﬂ%qﬂﬁ

F[JFé’Jprlﬂ: o V33
3.18 §3mamﬁ@,ﬁwjﬁﬁwiﬁwﬁ‘@ﬁgﬁﬁwwmﬁ%
i[.#ﬁ;l/g;g\' o 34 ’(ﬁ?@pi&‘ﬁjﬁ A E‘l =) e'f/ ﬁ,»,/;—/j/ Y H,_rl;;
e

‘el 7L,
m&

HT"F —
=

“%E¢FWW%ﬁWﬁ%Hﬁmﬂﬁﬁ$piﬁw%vp
B R RLA [ N @ R ) S (P
300 A PR SE L EOTRLE ) e g L
BRI 0B Sk R R R S e sk i

AR
3.19 fll B — HLPY AL A = BT P EH S [F} F AT o puE ) o e

1 |

30 E
31 1&

32 [

2 W BT 6ﬁlgu RS EHLT -

IS BT R AR TG < AR Y Y 638E ) -

0] 3 WLR 209, 221.

S U ﬁ,ww B H R S Y T E R g
73 Jjﬁ"4rffl gV';iﬁlJﬁ[ﬁ‘ﬁ;{v[ IJ’EI(EEFFH H ﬁllﬂi\/f[&[&ulﬁﬁ I o £ H
AL g 5 22y S Y R Ry g S SRR L 2 SRR R S
( PL3Y 224F-G 7)) -

3 Miers, "Citing Hansard as an aid to Interpretation" [1983] Stat LR 98, at 105.

T AVEN Al 0 Y 221F-G -

36 "The Interpretation of Statutes", (Law Com. No. 21) (Scot. Law Com. No. 11) (1969) at paragraph 53.

42

oo—m@—ﬁl



R TR YL IR T R S RS R oy

S IR R AL (A B ) O A -

LS G F L R
&WQEﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁziﬁﬁwo&@%ﬂﬁ%ﬁ
ES IR RN E S N S T RN R (TN T e X
WOH AT o [ s ()

3.20 Tt Beswick v Beswick % fl1 > El 3 H Ut
NER & f1ﬂ~+§ fFegE . 3 ewds B F?‘Efl\/_'\ i py
RESG PR 5 TS T RIE T 2 B (2

%>”m%quﬂx’%w¢%wwwﬁwiﬁmmﬁm
R =N RV R gz'g[ RIS S R T g[
$r@mﬂww%ﬁWé ﬁﬁﬁwﬁgwwhwaﬁiTH

P RUAE T T R I'%JFPJF AL E g Y T (B
Ej’ﬁ PO L RN IR N TN
3.21 i Rl &ﬁl"& Davis v Johnson % **  f[1 4 [R5 = 2R g B osf fln B CCE
F AV EH SO)

CYPN e LR (R T EH R ) o e T LR RO
fio T Y RS B T R Y e (s R
) o J‘I%‘l%[ﬁ'%T‘i?JiLEEJ"E'J%{F‘[ B T g L
“‘/F'UF[ oo P E S ) (B A T EH ) RLEE E (R

=y F' e R L IR B e B R ﬁ'ﬁ[ 5 H l'*’1<< [=!
THis) cEHPRLFERERES §>«"g FIEH ]%*}[*
S R e R e R h e B (B e (L S
3.22 i N R e ) ((?X\‘/ = 9 1 %) ( Interpretation Bill) “* Hj
) o LSS S P Lord Bledisloe) @_, G b S
pEc iglﬁéﬁuﬁ*l IR = R A ‘Jﬁ ISR U N T N T
Tl 4 @@ui,ﬂﬁﬂmﬁww@ﬁﬁWﬁﬁﬂ +W$W’Wﬁ
¢T ?W%bﬁﬂﬂmwwﬁwiﬁﬂ’@wﬂﬁ@@m<aﬁf$i>

U Il LT oS o FUN L= U A L Tt R e U M VN

= el

37 [1975] AC 591.

BV 629E *HJ °

39 E FNEWE R A /u&ii’ﬁ’lm , mvg[ﬂiﬁ]u RN A R b = AR (A M”T%‘”JFJ
s ﬂE?"E'J ok RPN e P RSO W R s v Ee gy R

(BY 645 i) -

“0 [1968] AC 58, at 74A.

i [1979] AC 264, at 337.

OMALIS AN EOT S 2 H] A - 547 HL Debs, vol 418, cols 134144 ¢

43



3.3 B2 BTG (A R A R R

> ]E[ jﬁ 'E 7 5 F‘/ NIk {LJ | F[\J }‘[ }ﬂ E[ 1—&“] , 43 3 J»J = EI?I; E‘J ﬁiﬁt EII ( Justice
Jackson) O  f HA 18 [*‘#‘J[ o AP E R P Bt e pUEp B A %ﬂ@
A AUER S 1 R RS AR S S o IR L B Ui N

Wﬁhﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁg‘%wﬁﬂ [0 A1 U B G AR

AL B A B A B T R et

g\l :EJ[ o 7 45

3.24 2 B ¥ AN 3k H ik fg%ﬁ/ "’ff7/" S SR TS e N )

R S LA S T EAN st
T I O A

B (PR SN P Farrell v Alexander 30 *° R -1 EJ%#J[ o P B R 2k FL‘I B
J]ﬁ B> 2N, F[ B g A e Ak BT =) ElfJ W oo FHI) (1968
F%wij>(mmmu%@”qﬂ BRI R AR A I
"] i Bt YR 4 e

3.25 A N N & N S TR

“ﬁ$mﬁ%ﬂﬁfwuowk Foo TR H R

PEF TR A IR R o R i TR S
RN R e SR i [ S IO

%+ AT R T T e

3.26 (B £ H ) ﬂ?[i o H it 7%;?5/—?/?/ »"»’f’?ﬁ i
H'T’:E BlA R o [ E L R ot EIEYJTEfJ v [l 2 A H Y
U R AT R A ] A (R I*‘T&IFU%'E“ ’ iﬁ?ﬁ’ﬁ A
FJ?}?O B T e = S I ui Davzstohnson:j(51 HI}JF'] PRBENE Y H S
ijﬁg’ iF[’Z’V\Ti@#*fFIJﬂi{ﬁ”‘J*%ﬁT%Eﬁ3

SRR ] RL i R R g 9 L2
P’Tﬁ J[gﬁg[ E WY o BEICHY 'pljl{[}jﬁ(‘ || = e A Pr;lﬂg\ﬁjr ,
EL F[,?ﬂilfl FIE] %p ﬁj = frr{”ugiﬁjc, s EH] F d“‘J%ng‘}ti:ktUI
ﬂuﬁVEm@Wﬂqlwﬁwﬁﬁ SR (IR R

—

S L T s BT 60 B o

o (1948) 34 ABA Journal, 535, at 537-8 < 3% [i & 4 I [11 fL 7 1948 & §H.i11 A9 ﬁ'sr,u T S
D SR A FF AR EE I T i | <<[*ILj1‘z]|ﬂ\>> i e 5L A lﬁ,n o

42 MW =& AN = g ‘r//&,ﬁf:;t ([1992] 3 WLR 1032, at 1058- 9) AR T

48 [1980]3WLR 209, at 229D-F.

‘” Jff{fJ 2R PP P o R L g P L TR A B AL pU AR i b
B RS R LR R I AR o (5Y 230A 7)) -

“8 [1977] AC 59, at 73.

49 [1975] AC 591, at 614A.

>0 [1980] 3 WLR 209, at 222G.
[1979] AC 264, at 349-50 - :;tpj #[J(;\Lﬁijwk L Iu i L T RS T B R (B

ZUEHI ) o N FER TP REERI (B i) EmREE

44

51



@ﬁnj%ﬁ[ NRER o 7 2

327 ERSEWEGEAA DAY DRE D ERE R
e N T e T (U T W N QR E R

L

CETRE R R -ﬁ BUE SERCN D NN = b SR TR E
(o & & 'F[?i e T fe R E Y S e fpy Pl R > T %
s (B2 i) { RV R E 'i‘ Llﬁiﬁ ?Bf::&
SR - B 3 T A -
B R o o HAE e 8 B R T S fW’F[ (N A
Em*:TV [F’[J y i lJ»P "EE"rT J\H ﬁ‘éﬁuﬁ i o FG Ak v ]ﬂQ‘PJF —JL
lfﬁ—ﬁk‘mwmrﬁ, EIHL R RL g B e
3.28 15 N Py Ealing LBC v Race Relations Board % ** {1 =28 1 {9 ] 3 7
F‘D (=0 2k P A AR Y i FL E/Llﬁ’?/?” H ﬁ'ff{iwzrﬁ?ﬁﬁfjﬂ%ﬁi :

QNI S BT e RN R B = SV N IR R G s SR (RNt EE i g S
T[fd’lﬁiil%iJr“/Tg\ T‘[%*?i?fﬂ*”ﬁ@ HH P E
i A AL LR - EILI'?“wa pu ot ko R e

3.29 B SRR ST A Py ]f@ SRR P NN RC B
<<[I‘I:?%VE]55£>>EISJIEIE[I"}JT" I z,[u EIJE_\:‘;%?I[%”?Z[‘L\'&'(/[IIH%
we ?"iFHE'F”°55 iﬂ"\%?'—’ &TEJZ#?“E[ I T g

AT B R R R e 3 -
o E AR R 3 B g E T Y B
GEILE N U 2 U A
3.30 HIEL AT L SRR T R NIRRT R U
%ﬁﬂ“Wkﬂﬂiaﬁwmﬁﬂﬁﬁw%%%’ﬁMTﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁ
By e I’fl FUHRE 3 @’F”Iﬂ"ﬁiﬂ7 ﬁ E[ﬂl/ fi Lp]:i’ 4l [FJL[I[_ e 7o R g
i Pt ( Lord Salmon) 7t [fl — % ¥ Froe o SLEH A ALY 4 91 F R
TF%W’W%W“TT~f$H#”p¢Hﬁw%W Bo b e o

3.31 Bl A A K0 Letang v Cooper 0 *° (UL [ = S fl > RLESI 2 Y fiE
BRI P T R SO iy R IR LS

\L!,. ‘—‘v-v

\—l
‘H

\

sy

?1@ iy
.

2 Reg v Cheng Chung-wai %’ ( [1980] HKLR 593 » Pl 57 596-7 [} ) #{I Robert H.P. Fung v First Pacific Bank Ltd
% ([1989]2 HKLR 614) 545 4] i& ﬁ ° i Fiﬁi (F AL R Rl T B s T
R AT e (6220 7)) e

>3 [1975] AC 591, at 613-615.

> [1972] AC 342, at 361.

> oo E R AR ([1975] ACS91,at623) (19 i

>6 Davis v Johnson [1979] AC 264, at 350 31 = &= &l + E“T e W [lf’,L S A “"JTE/F[ 5 {E!
TR R (R I E RO B - M sk ¢i*ly$3~@’fﬁvFWﬁémw :

o 5Y 345D ¥ o

28 [1965] 1 QB 232, at 240 - 3~ fL Assam Railways and Trading Co. Ltd v Inland Revenue Commissioners %’
([1935] AC 445) pyzEl #ﬁ o

45



ghic

332 PIRNPES G RN T AK R B R A ]
SR TN NS WO N E ST R A O
SEE Il

333 L T4 TS o Y gE R BP9 T O SRR A R SRS
SRR T2 T A T R IR AL U= A SR
AECEN SR R S e BRI ey LI e T
P F9 o B BB T B R R R R e

¥R Y 64s i
46



BT A4 B SR B9 B SR O

4.1 T IR R R T AR H”ﬂ“°lﬂﬂF%
ﬁﬂ’l"ﬂ? o R U P Sal i I TRy S I 8 Ll'guﬁljﬂ R R
RN R S Al I ??$1>°%H FWH BT £
9 £ A0 B P R P R SR E 5 BLRL (1) e ) S )
fo— AR EES T T R () R E Y TguET o A R
B BRI O 5 A GV S T R B B R A
P R e LA R R g R R AL Fy R o e B
HIUSY = £ g PR R] e - =

4.2 ST R I R B 2 2 [ S T O 2 R R e
S YRR LT R R 5
T A TR 5 53Rl P9 SRR < i) R e

FURNE IR AT CRE R A= S S I <O T Ul R E A H (I A e R
HA “ PAREY 0 3y 7 A8 AVED 2 AR S 9% 7 A7 2D AT R -

LIk ATRL

4.3 < ii e F G RS I = I TR o S R ISR —k:ﬁ[;j} ATk
di [F}'I F 3 F[J% AY e T Crouch v McMillan % (1 » * P13 3 Ff ( Lord

Simon of Glaisdale ) #&.\} &/ i' ) Tﬁ'éagﬁ W~ {5y ﬁf‘ = IE}‘I' £ Tﬁf[ Av o (RN HLL T
=% ape] & it f :

6 A T (S
RL T TR R AL AT 9 Y AR YA SRR C 8 g A 3"35
AR - KL N AR R - Ry
?Vr = —Q’Ti‘l H (e ]'“"JE[%'FI' PPpL e v i E'J?‘}Uﬁﬁﬂ > ﬂfi
G R R R YRR BN Y i
Pl T R B [ R BD R 0 (e e
‘Fr} F]Jrﬂ[%} ¥ _”“’F—LFK/"IH (F[ R {HFJ N L 7

4.4 Ty F T o 72 B S R G A B R R T P9 B
SRR e o T S A I R =t 72 I = o A R R IR SRR R

[1992] 3 WLR 1032.

"Statutory Interpretation”, (Law Com No 21) (Scot Law Com No 11)(1969) paragraph 47.
Fothergill v Monarch Airlines [1980] 3 WLR 209, at 235.

[1972]1 1 WLR 1102, at 1119.

[1975] AC 591 « ™™ % & iy F j jly 0 24 o

47

1S O



e B SLE XM BRI S P YR e ]
ﬁ%@wﬁmﬁr JEE S SR B R (BT R D U Y
ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ”?ﬁ’¢ﬂﬁﬁfuﬁﬁﬂﬁo

4.5 IS S R AR B R AR T A e AR
koo FH RIS 3R R EGE (BRSNS e 0 P Y TR R i Rl
AT RS S ST N (R 20 AR L0 (ER =y R Sk e e R =y
SR A AIE Wik ST (il Rk EaE R E R SR GRS

SN
Y
i

iy

4.6 UEs *ﬁﬁﬁ%’ﬁﬁﬁbﬁ

SN WSl 2887 <58 g8

R %ﬁ?i[yzéf_]r[ E(APJ =307 4 P ]_{J
“EwB%wJ“ﬂmfiif?%%ﬁﬁﬁ IS =
@%%f}owﬁﬁi 5 2 B AV R P S BT
SETEC 1—@%E%ﬂﬂ%ﬁpfﬁwwgvﬁﬂ’ﬁ'Wﬁ%
idy%ﬁmwkﬁwﬁ$ﬂﬁro :

4.7 F"ﬁ"{ﬁ EEfF‘ILL[r , —\LJg\"rL';]ﬁEJ’:ﬁ:”{AF[jij JF”—f OEAE E'l’ﬂjfﬁfl
#ﬂ“ﬁswmwﬁﬂ"7@ﬁ%Jﬁ‘¢*#ﬂ%ﬁ$¢ﬁﬁomqﬁ
R E Bl AR E R Y R R R e

4.8 ﬂﬁmﬂ*“’“@”°¥%ﬁ%%%¢’ﬁﬁﬁgaaﬂ%%
AT A A 0 AL R B T oy R 2 Y P O R R i
NEECIERRICE: DA

ERSCEREE S R T
ES RN RN
T

4.9 Iy A3k Py ( Lawsonl) 7t Tottenham Hotspur Co Ltd v Princegrove % fF' Heos
ERER ?J%X?ﬁimijﬁﬂjéf f];/ TRUEENER- A =T SR i
lejiﬁ&/ 'FIJ—EJ?E:; s Kfi_ }‘7/,54“ H[%IEH}:]:[EIL ...... o7 12

410 Y [ I#‘f’j[/;(ﬂ/ﬁ/ AR FIJ F’L Jl[j H'% Davis v Johnson % - *° ’H’\]THJ )
ﬁﬁHﬁW*ﬁEMwJWﬁw“Wﬂfﬁﬂ'
“ e ST AR P RL F I ] R Y LT TPLL’[*”J
RS ?srguﬁrj PSR IR - o iRl (PR R 2o U ST N U

¢ e E R B AR PEEE]E S  p S pRL S U R A R S 'ffr E'EJ ’
APECE FIEC CBY 622 i) o PN r"i**’jﬁ'ﬂﬁ?ﬁlz} = f o cwﬁ z
BREH A ﬁ?'lstéf@i* L bﬁn‘irﬁg p VP ET R (BY 623 1)

! 57 622H *IJJ ° HJ W W & A P) ((Lord Browne- Wllkmson) o i F ’7"/7/77%“:5( J[F REE a1
=y ;Jﬂilzj %‘QHIPI‘P PETE L B BT 1056-7 [ -

8 57 651G-H 7|

’ 57 646F-G *HJ o

He 57 638H | o

H [1974] 1 Al ER 17, at 22.

12 5y 22 Jji

13 [1979] AC 264.

49



LR

IS S ﬁ“JH$%E %é iy =
PR E - NG

I —IJ B ji& {N] 'H\ ?’S“:ﬁ;‘ i" ) o

9 14

o

7
i
®
T LRl Y R S FUR S-S R NN I SO

T EE P 3] 0 e B FIRLA 0 [ 2
Lol T S L R “FLF‘ SR A Eay R R T N
ENCEAMESE Y S ALE ‘ﬁfﬁ T R = A S
Emﬁ;f[ SERRRES tﬂi o 7

4.12 it Factortame Ltd and Others v Secretary of State for Transport % f[1 > 7 ¥ [

B T (A AR 3 4

PEG R XX B RS LS %ug*:gf b2y g e p s 2

LS LS [ A O VA X G X K R A

s ﬁl [EJXQ/ °

-

4.13 7t Owens Bank Ltd v Bracco g [ > *° ﬂ El ﬁJ 3 3 I EU:]E@ = 20
( Summer Report) ['] f g 1% I'] % 7 ( 1920 & FJ S 7 Y ( Administration of Justlce Act
1920) 9 F] < 0 o (5 F) B S £ R A

4.14 it Rv Gomez % f[1 2t B BV ANk P 2 clerI'H;kz;Eﬁ_;ﬁ—‘ﬁ - fﬁﬁ{/fl%
WW%Wﬁfvﬁﬁﬁﬂb%“HW$ I o A A L
B T S AR P R R R ] £
B Py oRp o S Ay B B R Y YT F"[ v = ?‘F" e f// > AT S LR o S
SRR SIS Ey ( Lord Simon of Glaisdale) #] & fv 2] 16§ £' §1 & » & i=-%
e R I RO TR R SRt - TRl ke A 1 Tl et

A

4.15 X SRR R R TR RS &?'l%t?'lﬁ P4 I ’ﬁJ
G g A PR T R P SIS A I X TF”[T Py kL e 50 =
NN IR R E R s BUSSIIEI g LR o SO & R/ SO

WS I £ ;fﬁ/r Ib o & ;ﬁ r!ﬂﬁigugi EEE S (ETE

Mo BT 330B ) -

19 53 350 [ji -

o p A AL R T S SRR R R

v [1990] 2 AC 85.

18 The Report on Remedies in Administrative Law, (Law Com No 73) (1976: Cmnd 6407).

e [1992] 2 AC 443, at 488.

20 This was the Report of the Committee Appointed by the Lord Chancellor to Consider the Conduct of Legal
Proceedings between Parties in this Country and Parties Abroad and the Enforcement of Judgements and Awards
(1919: Cmnd 251).

= [1993]1 1 AIER 1, at 18-23.

22 See [1975] AC 591, at 623.

2 57 34D-E ¥ -

50



AR YL A S Y- RN R R iR
R 2 Wﬁf$WWH’Ww¢HE%%D£
BYRfE T]
A6 IR AT T A A ok
N I I E R R S R A o ';é’P‘“Ji* {3
2 B SR - 2 RO g R I SR
%

S
B S AT (B P TR 2R & s NFII PN
o s HJEEE R o 7 2

4.17 W lﬁi Vel ) #% S0 1Y AY - Tse Lai-chiu, deceased 3 » *° ﬁu’J %figﬁ e £ & o
R R N R R IR I I ol g SHIE g s
(RN PF[ F' JJ%?[‘J{\Z’};EE Bopy 2 s iL*TﬁH‘J [RE 1‘17? F[?it [
PLEC Ry A Ty rJ‘r Bl iy 9 | o Fan Kam Ching v Yau Shiu Hing " %’ T?[ Al H o

Pr= ¥ Py ( Deputy Judge Lo) % » [li 7 J& %) Hf 2049 8 &9 &0 gy 55 & 5~ W] T H5 %
H T R E Rk P“‘w#ﬁpﬁﬁwﬁ 5
FooT R R L ] T 1958 F A TSRSV AL A
GO AL 3 B A

SRR

4.18 + Pickstone v Freemans Plc %' » ** F1i¥ [k T?_Lji (B2 s ) 14 ?9 "EJ
B ) PR A R R T B R R R T
~]/ F[J o 29

419 Flpum BE B O 'wﬁw%vHﬁ 9
=OEERI T B R B e B TR ORI B R R
%o%m%wv%ﬂ:@@*ﬂ?%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%%ﬂii@ﬁwﬁﬂ%&
20 PR R g

4.20 B (R R BT (Y 1 fh) BV 19 XAEE . X
SRCHE ST ES /RTINS (UGS -k BB - Sl T

24

1975
1980

[ AC 591, at 623G.
[ 3 WLR 209, at 235.
26 [1969] HKLR 159.
21 [1985] HKLY 521.
28 [1989] AC 66.
29 27 807B W oe=gt o Lt 7 European Communities Act 1972 oHy Ny = B AP A 3 Hy ( Lord Oliver)
,i ST 817G W ut: X T LGRS T LT (R EEI H R Y)Y 5
AL B -
30 + Brown & Doherty Ltd v Whangerei County Council %' ([1990] 2 NZLR 63 ) [RIRLU[IF=E 9] Fr1 = iV Acts
Interpretation Act 1924 (New Zealand) 57 5(j) & o & ™ F[| 7 i Acts Interpretation Act 1901 (Cth) 57 15AA
AR B B R I - R RLER T 90 T ) 2 EDRT 0 BT A -

51

25



FEPpU) R s Ty R ﬁﬁ'l@ﬁi;‘%ﬁiw N o 7 T Haldane v Haldane
o AR B H L XY SUR Heydon's F0 [0 kh s BRI
4.21 i+ Elson-Vernon Knitters Ltd v Sino-Indo-American Ltd % > ** pﬁ & 2y “E[l’
( Huggins J) [ "] 15 3 P( & Ealing L.B.C. v Race Relations Board *> [ Fi L [=~
ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁiﬁ<ﬁﬁ5%w>mﬁﬁoﬁﬁﬁmﬁWﬁm:“PEWW
T oRL B B o 5 - EJJJPIEKJ% RO B e \:ﬁwmﬁ [E[ EP f X
TPy R E RN W E I FE A R D (R e T pF »’Tygt (I
TR B CEUR BN FE R S e
G o P R R R AL R R B (O E R ) K
PO T T LR B ORI R I T 9
H “‘ SO R AR Sk R dE P RGO Y e T

4.22 + Rv Cheng Chung-wai %' > ** =% 3k [ ff1 20 3[ IO S NS AR B el
iz ’FfE“J foR AN S I Sl B S A< 3\[ WO T X IE Py (R AR
fo) #ff‘é yp =y if 597 19 X ElfJ Hlt: o** % Robert H.P. Fung v First Pacific Ltd.
- SR ”’??iﬁj q’#‘j‘rﬁl (IRE ] <<F|3’E‘ IS ?ﬁfﬁ*j' T IE SR A,
Mzs) (R F[ HE Y HES) (}landsard)) A9 fie 3 ;F[1} BOE R ( Fﬁ Y
) CTPARLPIT RS P RL Y AR AL R Y py PR o 7 R RS L
A A AR ) O BB o AR Y Y 19 &
AU HL . gj%g&ﬁh&,gﬁgj Fe Ll b gk A P g R A o P ] R
IR L SR Sk e R e

423 JUEERC SRR B RA ST 1O f - TS T~ R gL
B e TR P ALIE REAUZE W S IR R T R E X
—:ﬁiwi>3mﬁﬁwmwv’wH@QWVﬂﬁﬁﬁiwm‘a}
MR YRR BTSRRI P YK
CHCT-ELE R AR P R E TR B e [ R AT 19

3t (1966 & 37 31 ) & )

32 [1977] AC 673, at 689.

3 (1584) 3 Co Rep 7a ° it Kong Kam-piu and another v The Queen [1973] HKLR 120 > % " 5% | (Leonard J)
R0 T 19 & PR EE L - R

3 [1972] HKLR 468.

33 [1972] 2 WLR 71, at 82.

36 57 82H 7| -

T RTAT6 - TR (PSR

38 [1980] HKLR 593, at 598.

> i Tﬁ s 3y 598 Jil Addison J o EC Lo [EE ) R Elson-Vernon i | gy -

40 [1989] 2 HKLR 614.

o 95 622 Jji o R IR R IR R TR R A

42 They referred to Bennion, Statutory Interpretation (1984), at 337, and Jones v Wrotham Park Estates [1980] AC 74,
at 105-6.

43 "Literal or Liberal? The Notorious Section 19" (1982) 12 HKLJ 203.

a4 Mirchandani and Others [1977] HKLR 523, at 530.

e Union Motors Ltd v Motor Spirits Authority [1964] NZLR146, at 150.

46 & > 7 Rv Peter Klauser & Anor % ([1968] HKLR 201) » £ i~ 2> &) < B8 255 P | A uﬁr
O HONT T 19 KB R (R IO FRY (R0 T ALY %pnﬁv o [iﬂ ii g,, (Lord

52



—%?J _IZZ\ BEIJ— “E],ﬁ# ',Tj' F[iﬁ‘ij“ E[{ FTE’—H :ék JE{?‘Xii ° |j: )EIJ\FF[ 77 H: H[ , I_TL
itﬂﬂ“}ﬁl T;E[»jﬂzmﬂj L7

4 24 pﬂ@é@ﬁﬂ?%éﬁ1%2~faif[’ﬂ’uilﬁip?iﬂﬁrﬁﬁl9
H PR R YRR SOy 2 O P o B R R A R BT 19 Ky )
FHEE Y 19 X VR [l ?[%A A ORI QU I (U

4.25 s R B[ EY FF R - H'ﬁﬂ'%d[i;’fﬂ S LRI =AU I
R Y o BRI R W R A AL R ﬁw%ﬁot
R v Local Commissioner for Administration %’ >** 2| 4" A 3k Hy ') {13 % |E'l EE R NNE S }frj &
7 ( Society of Public Teachers of Law ) [y ** iFﬁ Hi RS ﬁ % iFJQ H$ gy s (CE
F AV HI ) Y EJ %ﬁ[ “TJJ o Bl AT P LR A r@ﬁ,ﬁ?‘y ( ProfessorWade) W
3% )  ( Administrative Law ) — JVAr@pyv (B 2 Y Hise ) J[ P o

Loy

4.26 it Hadmor Productions Ltd v Hamilton g’ » ** 2] 4"~ 3 7ﬂ_i7* g7 F. Ny 5
(B2 Hi=x) > F"J?Ji:rﬁﬁlﬂéj?ﬁfﬂjI"EL"r%lu°‘ LI [ f‘%f&l’ F
L >

AL ARk e I N R e B

2 [ e s P P e T HP, FunngzrstPaczchankLtdﬁi o R
IR e S R R TR T (SR ﬁ{'ié‘” = s OB
ETES R
4.27 E % it 9 A 3k v ( Lord Hailsham ) 7 Mcintyre v Armitage Shanks Ltd %% %
CHLTINRY S R AL e ()
M )’:r H EJI | i_: ﬂ‘/ fl A = H BIJ: i fLJ 7FL[ ) }(&f“ lufl_“ £ <
BT S PPV CF TR PR BT L (R RE ) e
(1) P9 s E 4l 7 A8 ) 20 2 i g 2 gk A S s
o
428 FHWN ‘&E%ﬁ“%ﬁ:ﬁﬁiﬁ3%“®ﬁ¥*ﬁﬁm

L]E[ Y NENICE LA ]E[Jj} [EEN{d [JT'E;L H\ﬁ*\li AR H i TTV',FiJFU 054

Tucker) # Qzuora v The Queen %' ([1953] AC 327 T} » PLEY 335 TJI ) P ECPL sy o ?:I & H ﬂ‘[]ﬂ#ﬁ
TN NERE AT LA R e (E Y L
BIU Iy 'EIJ“EJ 5 Fl e

* (71 911 7% Chan Chun Wai v Commissioner of Estate Duty %'((1987) 3 HKTC 152)% Ju £t £ * 3 F{ (McDougall
iy ﬁ*iﬁﬁf 19 K B0 [0 I TRLE B “%wm;'ﬂ W (kS
T’,::)J =H PO W PR BT g .
[1 979] QB 287 at311.

49 [1983] 1 AC191.

>0 ”m W W E AP /ﬁ?’/??,ﬂ/ ff:i ([1992] 3 WLR 1032 Dl » PLEY 1057-8 Dl ) TR R
EIE j[P'g 'Q'*Iilﬁlp' <<[a‘;\1\£]5ﬂ<>> s H T\ruwrﬂ?w‘fijlﬁlnc SRR o

ot [1989] 2 HKLR 614, at 6221J.

> [1979] SLT 112, at 117.

>3 [1980] 3 WLR 209, at 219-220. See Bates "A Treaty and its Texts in the Courts" [1981] Stat LR 99.

24 [~ fﬁ R N S ﬁ%}?‘:fﬁ LR )F%J pu sk gk Bl o P RL T FI el Gatoil International v
Arkwright-Boston Manufacturers % ([1985] AC 255) % il PxL Mo [ ;[ﬂ

53

48



S e RO U I B IS R S RS (P S VRS T ?ﬂy&"‘ HLGS T Y ) (e e i
e BRSO RL B S g Pk B e A P

4.29 %M’ﬁéﬁkm*ﬁw‘dﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁiﬂiiw’ﬁTf‘L$M<B
2 H ) AN FEJ@"JD *’?"’3?}“ Ml N R SRR S0 S (R T e se)
SRV TR ) f“ﬁﬁ*#mﬁﬁvﬁﬂmikakWW’@ﬂ
B RL T F’?ﬁ#?};’# “Jﬂl NN R Bi:g\, [ A

4.30 SRS %%c ER N ﬁ'& S HHB }IJF?*FS“E’; “ Daymond v Plymouth Council

s SN Hj = {i{ 3 F ( Lord Kilbrandon ) fel 3 ¥ 74 L fY i f:' FOHIIE Y S
UERER AN 2R AN R N

P MRS (BRI R 9] E
s S BT 2 R O e T (3
BBV Y ) TR PR AT AL e ER B & T (e
UEE TR B R

4.31 & RvWarner %> % F M AR AN CEA T S) AL E

B9 0 RS T A s R T ] e e

I)*” = T Rv Home Secretary, Ex p. Brind %" > = [T fol o+ =3 [ & ) (B2 2 5

AN s DN R I = iR =35 it A (L = A [ G B i 81

?B%F*W%H%L’ ﬁﬁﬁVﬁmhﬁ”wﬁ%ﬁ?ﬂ%W%ﬂﬁ

TR H DI b RS SR K e

T SUYCHEUVRIRY P A PP BT R - 3 S

( Anthony Lester) > J[| kL & /i 77 ;?//75/71’?“;9; HIT Y % F]I#/?? SRS

4.32 T+ /’rﬁff/ﬂ?//%/ 71'7191 60, H P v & A AN FE P R v Secretary of State for
the Home Department, Ex Parte Brind % ° > I'] B2 ] (5l £ 1Y Hy =) ﬁ Be | py ]?b i
FRL LI T T B T S P R T
KETAFMYAEREES T

4.33 Tjﬁ%ﬂjw‘ 1936 9 2 5 3000 S5 (1688
FA L) BT 9 [“”J[F“?owui/[“ T NS [ R S G -
(H ) %§J>> (5% 382 1) r)J 3R E M VAL E o 2 FUE] B IREL

T AVETERR R E o B 1040 T o SERLT WP M & AN EPL o BT Y 1058 -
56 [1976] AC 609.
o 37 652 Jji - I*H#_Lf_ﬁlﬁﬂ Y /7 A R G U Sk I B I U S i S i

FREE EXE: m,m<1 a¢m4>

28 [1969] 2 AC 256 at 279 E R

> [1991]1 AC 696, at 741F, 749D and 755B.

O AVENES R o BY 1060 i e

S IRIEN

DS MR R R e TR e B S B ] ¢ Church of Scientology of
California v Johnson-Smith [1972] 1 QB 522 ; R v Secretary of State for Trade, Ex parte Anderson Strathclyde Plc.
[1983]2 AILER 233 « ) W17 & i Py 2h 20 B 2L A 507 5 9 & =038 (T 25 Wl S 3
S

63 ﬁP¢f?@§'§3.l3F§ 0

1Y oo

51

54



f d[/ﬁ%”/’?/}/%%t o L ) e iy g ?WH @ AR Aty o
(7 v fﬁ*#ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ W E A BB 0 P @TﬁIW$@
L g s - o

4.34 1T H Prebble v Television New Zealand Ltd % *> |~ Z{| 1} jb’ﬁﬁj%k i H] 7 R
HEIF TR AR A Y R P P [ (R (e AR,
I R R eE ST A I IEIRCE I
VS T SR B A (R R E SR T D A R
BT AL T B %UW’T/E%@%%%\ﬂw\:wWW
L R N PR EE (T RN g
EEERaELYT

g e

4.35 EOR N T - (L ) S I T I S I =2 N C eI | Nl R R R
TR e AT O [ A RO (R U6 Sk RLITE RS S e s 3
B AR AL P A B 2 T
PR s (B2 v dise) - [‘5’”7““ Gl R e e I S k1 I
A T = U N = A ﬁ}"/ﬂf//& G SN R EBE;\_ :,Jf
Chw e dis) AE PR EDATR S A & e G100 i =) A '71‘ riﬁEF“
SPAT R pUE I

64 High pb =3 5 57 1061B #J B
& The Times, 13 July 1994.

55



WS Hh ISR

9

5.1 LE BUNCERy R SR RN E N U ik SRR S

NEER R S ROk s NP R (e - U I RS P S Ui I (A e S R 2

F”F‘ B a1Er IJ{%UIHF’?IH’%'FU-JJP[U c IS TRV U ST R Y Hl‘j{il#ﬁ )
RLELET RV - 3?K%ctﬁf%ﬁfﬂ,£7$.ﬁﬂ%iJﬁi%' P30 S TR s

T TERE FESTAEHE T > TEN T H SRS

FFRI (%0 0 20k AR S LS T R R 0 P) e

(B = () F Y BREY S mI PR F N

(b)Hr 2 rJIpJﬁ;Hipif Koy e X éf'lz;(/;,ﬂéi M EHVAY = 5

% Dy PR o O Pﬁwiwf“%ﬁﬂ = [ ﬁﬂﬁ%m

pJEJiE Pe 02 AR S W () Y PR 2 i~ 3 P
2 9V 6 A B P BT g FF RN R PRk e o 32 AR P
g B FERE R - R E LAY P ey
’W%%%ﬁiduﬂ@“< PR s ) B R A T B2 AR
- R s e

W%*%#iwﬁi

$3 AL SR I S R B A
1@@%y%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%gf%#l@ﬁﬁpﬂ§%@§ﬁ%@ﬂ@wﬁ
Fr})'i (RRC o F ity ﬂh?ﬂ** f[ [ # (1976 & [if 7% 3% 1 J>> ( Finance Act 1976)
37 6 1(1)§tﬁl‘L’4 15,,«5?71,4 'F"rf R 1E F if[[i%'&j “?Eﬂjﬁlfj%'vﬁlfﬂl

(Jl

st
Ihy
&R

—N —"uh ;m

4

&7 B 2 ot ﬁM@HHmew‘ S ﬁ?wun«mioziw
ENE ﬁ[%ﬁ;gﬂﬁﬁijl <4 Rl %fﬁ%ﬁ AR 2 I S S A

],’uj Tf‘] Eﬁ‘%rll\‘j Elquf\tj E{g,’rﬁijl‘[ ﬁj_ I\; ETF]\ JJ = o F %, F_.YI ;EI'J %;, E B _‘j’ii‘:ﬂ

ﬁﬁﬁ%%’ﬁﬁ@ﬁ@ﬂﬁ¢”7iﬁfﬁajWﬂiﬁﬁiﬁ [ =

PR R S Pt Al e F A SR R )

5.4 e R R e L (B A T H s ) o SR R BR A
TR PV 1976 F o &S ﬁﬂ 5T 61 % 63 & Y

ﬂ

! [1992] 2 WLR 1032.

’ T 1AL EY 61 & AR P 0 AN £ SR AL ST Sk S
COpeppuss ) e i [ - 1@ A HEH AR - () TR f.ﬁpu‘ﬁwm o~ IR IR
W¢@ﬂﬁ“%w¢wﬁumf9wmiwb\w@mpquaprﬁm¢ﬁ@,m
B CH PR f'%) clijff Es 5 TJj 4@ A ATE P gt Sfll Y X GE S e Yo T “F‘é[i
Dl FUEER S

56



%afjﬁkﬁj’iL{ ngmﬁmw’w¢wﬂ
[ E R R g I R EJE'J Hioo 7 e

5.5 P*ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ”&% L ) E G AL B
12 =0 &~W@ﬁi <p aﬁW”FiJU~«HH fr o
FUp s f it S dpdl e g3 S ﬂ—gl#ét‘ °

B2 P

5.6 niiﬁfﬂ[?ﬁﬁﬁﬁj‘ﬁ“'s@“ (BEZHise) @i~ (1688 F » i F )
ﬂ9%qibr[%ﬁPWWE’@WW?”@a9%WW ﬁ”@ﬁﬁ
[ 45 0 o R N B 2 F ok ghﬁh<ﬁ<*qr» P
BRI B H 2T YT 1980 F 10 F] 31 F1 g mﬂ@oﬁ

5.7 iR ﬁjj’%y;i TR liijﬁ E[fj%{gfl* o 6 T[J H s o &
PR B BRSO B R
ﬁ#%&&{ﬁﬁﬂmadﬁs SR RL By L RO Y A )
F/JJaIlgF i 8 J—w‘[ﬁ?gﬁ%‘of; F

DAL S R S H T W R ST
[ o 5 R g T R R R R e
(TR BV RL R 3 [y 30 ZRRE B 4 5 502 PR e T

BR Bk e e gy 5l 8

5.8 BRI W (E A VIR £ CUE S (R A
B 0 g S R E SRR o0 R S AN P g i T
0 [ R B A #iwﬁﬁvwﬁWWMU%FW$WPW’ﬁ$%
B A A I E T AL ST e B Y iy
L R O S e L S S S R E R S T

(1976 % 4 %3 4) B £ fi 377

TR =& BN BT
YL s R E A Fz
IF“’”J JTUJEVEF‘?*I;&
i AR Fki/m: TR BERUEITERRE S (M R R) BT 9 X AR S U R 2 A
oo Ry R e wIEI’F’&?i[%%E’T Fds (i u;';:#.; E;B>> ﬂl?ﬁrj f £l %‘Fmﬁﬁ
(2 S0 HE AR B R S B e b R R R
SEE
TR o & BN BY 1059G ~ 1065G-1067 7 -
53 1066C-D | -
57 1067B-C | -
57 1061C 7 -
10 ELT 1061C D | o f& BN IR 3 E'[’T[ﬂ wE NP A [T [ﬂ GO 3 ) ([
S i IJitéj EREY A }‘LSE 1040E F ¥ o B F] 2 * 3% J{ ( Lord Oliver of Aylmerton )
“J1WfJ‘E‘ Jﬂuf ° PLEY 1042D A1 1043G | «

58

045G | -
R PRC I A YR PR EFERPE S PE

By

© ® 9 o



3.9 MW =& B Pf pat pUh WXT (1976 5 i 5 8 ) s £
BEi zl Sl R WA H R E IR (1970 F 7 RURD B Y R RN 4
( Income and Corporation Taxes Act 1970) [V ( 1948 & [if 7 £ _AJ Y ( Finance Act 1948)
0 4L 0 R P IR A E] O PR R R o p L
B 1948 F 21075 F [ [0 o T A E}%#mjﬁﬂm
T A gE R e o

5.10 Fo 2L B A (1975 5 i 2k R ) [ - X B <1976 it 7 ﬁ )

J63(2)3¢ﬁl EORUR 0 g <<[*ym‘§i§i>> ’ ﬁiﬁb‘“ i SR
TR R AL Wﬁﬂliﬁ'ﬂ

5.11 (1976 & it % 3* 'AJ ) R dE Y ﬁ[ﬁ AP R 2 HlE B % 5T 54(4)

S '2&:‘*"5'1? ﬁ @A Ry A ST kb A PRy R R

R e S ET I EE L LT i B

Wt 57 54(4) X - HJ W & AN Fﬁ%rj[l_pJ;a;mJﬁgj > T L P T
F[F”W RS F”’Tﬁtﬁ[{%‘i?‘” c ANRL I e = L Ay
Ay A e

5.12 A RE IR o TR Y e SR il S e A
#6W$Wﬁ IFF 23 il Y 7 EORL Rk B A LS R TR A

5.13 E%Eﬁﬁl*Ewﬁﬁmﬁﬁwﬁﬂﬁﬁwm‘%WQW%i
AR R R LR E Ry R R L R E
ST R I N R

>-14 mm%*f%*ﬁmwm%{«wz#ijmiﬁv-‘ Sl
PR PR AT R Y B R AT Y
R G T N RS - R NI o Sl S R P (R g
ﬁ%%ﬁ?iﬂﬁ%*ﬁﬁ*4*wﬁfFﬁwﬂiﬂ%¢@&ﬁﬁ@}<“jg
By AT ) e B Pl e R gEGE (BNS i s ) puas o RN YRR A
fﬁﬁl °

RS

&¥

O H o B T 1960 PN SR Sar W MR FIE o ph g [ A A i T R A ) o
FJ“ﬁ@ﬂﬁﬁUVWWEEWﬁﬁ°ﬁ%%Wﬁ%§m%Wﬁﬁwﬂﬁfﬁ°

RS k[fL ’551047[}

I % N o s Wl Ol R I A e ﬁ'J 2B ARl SRR Sl E R
gk e ( <<F fv‘ijm>> 5T 666 &) ’¢*II1048A*HJ

14 zt?%:pﬁ?wbw%#iibjguéjjmééo

BT 1051G 7

O RRRL PN T R g SR AR A S T RL S L E) S 2 s R

” 57 1061G ) - |'"1JJ‘JE&—1 il I S B R (PLEY 1062F ) o

59

all



SAS BB & AP R B UL ) (B2 TS e
YR g gy
(1) LT RIS (BN YR BT R ]
B IR o U DR 2
@ IR R R T T A A 2 8 2 S

A ?

() P arER B E H s S I L X Y py R L
ft -~ ?

4 AR Y i E S R Y s R
b

®) ¢iﬁ%%ﬂW&jﬂﬁ%ﬁ<B%r@§>,a@
e A R R RS R R e R
e W\IWW%%¢i?"

RIS

5.16 iF]Ig[1ufki[lﬁL¥ Fﬁ“%« _KFIJ‘EW:L ”:[JF‘ F\[ ‘FQZ*DLAUH?‘;‘%Z[?? E‘[:%Emﬁ’k
il o T PR £ AN BB CRF I F X GRS A

“vﬁ%$ﬂmﬁﬁﬁjSMMXﬁJ«ﬁmwﬁlwé
CERCE IR R PR BN R R I (R
IR RS @f%wJﬁﬁ“?rwg*ﬁ?
CE IR TR T A TN T R Gl TR

3T .07 19
I

THIERELT 63 X Y R(BE AT HIR >ﬁml*=a§s;§-ejfp~%praj?

517 IR B ERE S RS S RS (O EAGEE S (P H R B
KL R £4mﬁﬁwﬂﬁ%¢m%jﬂ%¢“ﬂwﬁﬁ AR F gy
BrAfs By ol yp%q Yol E 2 YRR &l s }I[Jlriﬁl ’Jﬁ P
Ao o e ly 2o TR P AT (R BB 7 e B L B L e 0 T M
o S - 3R s e N s
“BIELZS R fr Uk AL \«ZUEI }_V[HJ qg-jq;;x\\/ﬁg—\{,iikp
WW”ﬂ’ﬂt%%%%@ﬁv’@ PRI
EI%»O” 21

Y B 1046H - 1047A-B | -
e 57 1063F 7| -

20 ;}Eﬂﬁ’j”\y;‘}:\yo

2 57 1065E 7| -

60



5.18

5.19

ﬁj‘T‘

J

“

Mk SR A

I kR RS TTE R 1976 % 3

63(2) & pU T [ R [ R LRSS RN AR

R R R N R T PR T AR B (NS

fvE R BB AR (R 9 e g 20T R] YR Y

(1

2

3)
“4)

)

(6)

(7

®)

)

T2 & AN R H R PR e

P YA SR S 2t e

Bl s R B R R O o R R
J/I\?E}:I\\/ o

BT £ AR B AR B A IR IR 2R 0 PRy S g
g2 BIEC I =R s -

EE MR Y 3 AR

N RN NS U R AR I N
15 1) 8 1 B -

fi

T [ A R A PR AL S E [ SR I -
&ﬂﬁ?%iﬁﬁﬁ RIREF OUNGE: E VR CE N Al S
= W SR F AT G U o b P A O
ﬁﬂ@”#@‘iU%wBﬁﬂﬁvDﬁDWﬂﬂﬂﬁ“Eﬂ
po B e

Bt T R (RS T A AL SR R R Ly [ 2
Empnﬁ%

B P AP N g B AR A ] (RS
.

L
-

o 25

dlm]

\/J
~

SRR (EA TR Mwﬁ

5.20

T 2@ & B B AL E I RIS PR R S (A s )

RSl N TP

22
23
24

25

5Y 1039G ) -
53 1056-1061 Jji -
9 JE % R v Warner % ([1969] 2 AC 256 » [ 279 [ji ) » BN A 3P 3 Rt e R e

HE

O |

AL E] B9 I?E N 1 Y = TG (i e TR e L VU

[+ ” RO AR SN P R A T i"fﬁ F¥ Y Symposium on Statutory Interpretation

B o e FU:%{.L pL o ( AGPS, 1983, at 13)

L] S A3 H{ % Hadmor Productions Ltd v Hamilton %' ([1983] 1 AC 191) I jé‘**," (B'Agis) £ 20
IRk i o HUPY[ T B DR R R R o RS PP e el s ey R T
AR (R i\'§‘1>> ot pa g T e (37 233 i)

61



5.21

[t A

5.22

(D) BA ARV ST by RO 6 ) E] R 0O Y [ T
BT e 2 X T B R R R R R sk 3] S S sk
_F%.I o

@ FHEITAR R RS .

() HOTIEE P RCE R A AV RN R B2 RER] Y
ERIE

) VBRI R R B R RO 2 AR

(5) W £ BE LR EE R AL S N -
(B2 B EHFE -

(6) XLELE I F R 0 iy L RS A W £
IR TR LR R AN e T cE R SN I I
(1) 257 B g RLEI SR oy PR 9 A T BRL TP Y ¢

(2) ) BT R T ] RL U RL TR B IR AR
B AR S a S T A

IR AR T = e b i ﬁﬁ Jj e grEp S it i
(1) B'Dﬁﬂf&ﬁ‘fﬁi’ W oo L E ?EET”%E:;’T?H*”TJ LS
Ao i B R .ﬂﬁ?——‘? ESCIK R
(@) WBHT R P R B (R R B S R
[ R N N M O N (el D
3) #%wﬂﬁmfm"@ﬁwaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬂmﬂiﬁ
B~ R 5 PIRAY 2 gl b oo Al BRI T AT
(4) A R P T R R T B R S QU AR

-

27

28

29

30

31

Tl

o
I

1

E
Ay

ﬁll
4&

e
fZ\

ﬂ¢ﬂ&ﬂ§%ﬂ“$ﬂﬁkWLWﬁ#ﬁFW%@ 7'ﬁw%Gﬁ“ﬂm%
;;{fiyﬁ‘guﬁ Pl “7% PAJ METR Y R KL { ’&”Vrfgtl By ’F'Ipﬁgl PIL?sajb ‘7[J'u

W & B P Y 1055G W R Rl 038 gl o F O BE[I T 5T 1058B % 1059D ) [
[pit 5o
El 3’5&[*# H T f A= fr CPL3Y 1040G-H 7)) o F WA gk Jpat o A sl (512

VIS A E p e o s RO PSR - T (3T BT 1038B Fp)

1055G-H | -
NP e g (BER T ) ’“LTE{ 1 A | ’LB@: i“ﬂﬁ“ =
fp s OB R v s ) o R R R RL B ) B PLAY (BT 1038H

;?
|l

E&:\@” “@
-

T HE* FF AR R - ﬁ‘J[ﬂJ S S TR AR 'iﬁ”ﬂi 'JT BT S o el
i Hpjﬂ 'L‘*/JEI Yo, M 857 1039H #J;‘F’,H’[, [k lzjéé(;\pmmf [l 'i['”:;"?,ﬁ
H e E S EJimwaL[ﬁpF LEEE RiE A
B Rl 2 SO I PV A A

: .
‘—m’_” * 8 1\%

flve

62



(5) F%ﬂ'wﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ G el S A R E SR A
o JURLTE S AL A

FE AL
5.23 Bt YR g (ER Y s) v H’#:J[ﬁj i ,ypw% NS
#ﬁﬂ;ﬁiﬁl RV PR L o RLIFE Y Y LI e
B

5.24 R ST A7 RORY ALY PR R e B A 9t
AT B AT PR R R (A AR (= 5 SRR
Froo TR T OBY 6 R B B AT S R B PR T P
£ AT A S A A 0 g

TQE U 1040 [ R (B ) R MR RS
> ‘LS'T1040D*HFVT& | IE LA 3 YRS L
P | T E R IR RSP Py & p

63



Yo FIAFITGRR TR PRI B

3] 5

6.1 IS ER L S N E Ry - E S EN RN I IE E TN
£ S g e MW”“mﬂWﬁ¢ﬁwﬁﬂw@Horﬁ 72
il 477 5 ?*ﬁ?i*m%LﬁwT@ﬁle,ﬁ#w =Bl E) SR B g PO AL
ER
6.2 RS SR N o N ) Elﬁ;‘}j‘_%l % o: LT 1982 &
W34 Y PEE B (P 4B R T RS I ) R
lt%ﬂ*’? T <<[ 2OVHSL) - 4T RS Y z&g@_ﬂ A
Eﬁﬁﬁilifﬁ '$ POHVSLY) o I TR R )RR
liﬂ ViRl EJ & f’#j‘ SR 7 R v London Borough of Wandsworth ex parte Hawthorne ' »* #T
%”ﬁn fi## - o 1 (Blom Cooper) Jfilll > 26 HOf) Ty o L 57 o B g
TFEW R R B S ﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁﬂﬁ}ﬁoTﬂ’&Rv
Dorset County Council Ex parte Rolls and anor % > ° YRk pI o s 5< + 3 (£
Hiz ) o I =7 << 1968 = #[*1’ = 5 iE'fJ/J EY ) (Caravan Sites Act 1968) 57
L6 &l R b ST R e R HUT R O o R RL I AR 2 e
105 1) 0% E f‘J3W$Wy<j%oéﬁﬁﬁ%#wfﬁEwaﬁwww/’ﬂ
 E R ERS Y

6.3 1993 F oo BREERS - f (ﬁLilfjf’F’[EJW ’ﬁﬁiﬁ/’fﬂﬁ%ﬁ?/}qﬁi

P R ARy - g (BU R ET) T TR W (R

:] >>pj}ﬁx’| Q.iﬁﬁﬁtgulfﬁiij/ ‘ﬂa%ﬁﬁ » o Flj 1994 = < L}
T B 2 B IR B B (P g ) e

S| £ B A B AR O

6.4 S NCE Ay R E SR A

W B L [ 2 R D) S R S 4L 1) e
T P e R RO LR © (a) B ) E R R

T

' [1992] 3 WLR 1032.
’ St J. Bates, "Judicial application of Pepper v Hart", Journal of the Law Society of Scotland, (July 1993) 251 - ['”JEFI
R GROGA TS 1T AR 2B - (0 1994 F 4 F[EE LEXIS IS g ]

RS ST AR A AYE 64 [

Vera Sachs, "Towards Discovering Parliamentary intent", [1982] Stat. LR 143, at 157.

LEXIS, QBD, 21 January 1994.

LEXIS, QBD, 27 January 1994, Laws J.

[1993] 1 WLR 303 + & S F| ™y S0 B ot > F g ([0 815) 3 (o ) B 24 57
SRLEE S 48 D R A A A

! See "Practice Direction: (Hansard: Citation)" [1995] 1 WLR 192.

64

o o W



S PR R o (0) IR AL BB RL D R E X A
i@@*th~mwmeu’ﬁm~ﬁWﬁmﬁw%%
Whﬁﬂﬁ%mﬁwﬂﬁ 2 FER 5 W ()R 3] Y B

%V@W :
P A TE - o B Y O sl
6.5 R kL 47 2 ﬂ#iﬁ%ﬁéﬂﬁ’%é?*ﬂEﬁTﬁﬂﬁ%

B RAIRE F‘TV PR ABE R T i) R EE RSB E S GIR

M®N<B:‘mm>%ﬁ“wwﬁﬁm@lwqqo9

6.6 B RS R S R R AT R
PIECTORL T RD A X T‘iﬁf;ﬁ HLd £ goeepy o 0 )PS5 ((Bates) < I= E| f# fT 7
/%/71’7;5( pji”sr%i v hl FIFHJH Zp Y T R A Y IF} BT (ER9 5 2 X8 3 I&J X
EEt WWL(WHWWWW%WW%EW%)@é“@%ﬁm@%ﬁ’
TESIEEE T RN RN R

6.7 "t NAP Holdings v Whittles %" »** F| & P!Lal“ Ve ;'/7’—/7/7‘%2;{(’ b2 A 2 Bk O
ﬁﬁw<:mm5%’@ﬁfﬁﬁ%mﬁo&**#m<mmu>%u,
FH BRI T AR T R #w%wqﬁmﬁFﬁm
°[°E“j”?‘\>’"’ﬁ5fﬂ7'ﬁ'ﬁ§ CROHE IP*I?!EJ’FLy?iﬁ?E “E'F'T ruI:F'I
SRRy (i NN N L =

6.8 SR LR PRy E E SUY T EEE PSS U= R SR TR O

SOME AT Fﬁ W “EJ Ha B RYE o3 AR F Py ( Findlay J) @ Ngan Chor Ying v Year
Trend Development Ltd 4§ ** ’ﬁ - [ 2FT %/ﬁ;tfii NS ﬁjﬂ?\l lﬁ Ao

LR BLL LR R R B
pr bk X %,'\"‘ YU P o F’—‘l*ﬂ%ﬁ%;ﬂipaﬁﬁ
KpyHpreat pJF 1Cr"£_[—\$;‘f N L f/i;w;&f Y il
il o T Fl?ﬁ AR R AP R R T e w kL PR P A R
m{bﬁ fw%wo"“

Pt P FRH |}’1E SUYE R R P A R B R g T Canon Kabushiki Kaisha
v Green Cartridge Co (Hong Kong) Ltd %' » ** ") A & 3 fy (RogersJ) I') = & 5y 57 T ¥
A TR D SR SO B A R AR ru#‘f fEAC T 2 CF I X BT
(37 42 Fi ) A (mpv - T R

]

Ay
=
Z

ALY

£ [1992] 3 WLR 1033B-C.

? D. Oliver, "Pepper v Hart", Public Law 5, at 12-13 (1993).

1o T. St. J Bates, "Parliamentary Materials and Statutory Construction: Aspects of the Practical Application of Pepper v
Hart", [1993] 14 Stat LR 46, at 47-8.

" [1993] STC 592, at 602.

12 [1995] 1 HKC 605 = & &' 3k i /ﬁ}“'/ﬂ?/f/‘ﬁ:i ([1992]3 WLR 1032 » P 1038E ) ) #¢ > & L'FFTIL*T/tﬂ
wmw¢ﬂ’ﬂW4*$@ﬁBWp*[w@ﬁ“&@g@ﬁ#k FIS = Pl 3

ij’; I[P R e RN P RUPL -
B ATl BT 610 i o
H [1995] 1 HKC 729.

66



6.9 £ ﬁ‘, = IR R [’ﬁ (1991 = ] Hy yk * _'AJ Y ( Criminal Justice Act 1991)
M e ’ﬁﬁj?tlf[fjji AJ EN Fr[ Mo EfELTE Y RRITREY o TG FIE T -

@°”@ﬁ%ﬁﬂ?@%ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁV§@@3L’@ﬁ@ﬁmﬂ?%ﬁ
%Ay }‘F[ b ﬁl Y d ey o (S AP ( Sedley 1) H] i [l Halsbury's Statutes *¢
é’ﬂ BRI Ao R ] gL A R T e

(1) JJF T~ g7
(i) 57

6.10 “+ Griffin v Craig-Harvey %' > 7 7| [ﬂi\s"ﬁﬁﬁ Hy ( Vinelott J) i+ ((1979
ﬁ?t AL S 9 ) ( Capital Taxes Act 1979) 57 101(5) X% 39”] RN f[‘/ﬂ[ﬁﬂ NS
BRI A I A N A ¥ rfﬁ[ Koo BRI (1965 & if 7 3k 4 & 1 %) ( Finance
muww)ﬁﬁ%%WQWEﬁﬁmmﬁdﬂﬁ%Jo%‘kWWWWMMi’%[ [y
7 ﬁg AN ?‘il_j\ Igfg IR e S LG e i = A (S f”ﬁ #E ke P E

“%°¢$U@$#ﬂ<ﬁf*$i>Uiﬁ*ﬂﬁ*ﬂW@T

6.11 WRFELEE 0 T = SV Y a8 S e PR

T s I qo@wﬁw e S R R I i M S A L P

0~ B (RE B S ROR P A T ?iﬁ%“%a’mﬁﬁuw

LD 58050 BT 38317 SR 27 e
i

|

B % ST A R 0 MBS £y T B R e )
[9F Y L e
6.12 it Sheppard v Commissioners of Inland Revenue (No. 2)% > *° — & 15~ pI i

PR CE R 2 gise) FRu-p e pL P RL " m5 2 b o e IR il ST R
mﬁ’%“ﬂ@ﬁﬂwﬂ&VW%’ﬁTﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁiuﬁm R
HETHEY (B $%>ﬁWk-W@WaL@iﬁﬁHCﬁuaéiﬂ
/W??%ﬁiﬁﬁi#Wﬁ T e RS A ok R B R A E SRl B AT
[ fY [ 2 T H Mo 2&5 Eic e AR pqﬂj L Hy +[?e(54 o B B ofd
BN F'( ( Aldous J) it A/J I [S;laﬁl 2% F[ S ’?/}/7{741 4, Jf_nlﬁlliﬁ fi
[t el N TN R S (N el FoR R e o E i N Rl
2R T ST A RO I kR R T o B BRI AR

1o R v Moore [1995] 4 All ER 843.

16 Volume 12, (4th edition, 1994 reissue) at 579.

7 [1993] STC 54 (Ch D).

e 4E““L&J ﬁsomo

PP T ARSI (A IS e e [ T [%F*‘HZ “Jp@;ﬁéw TR

2 E;%;;fgiggﬁﬂmﬂ@é”””“*whjﬂ’Fﬁf”””ﬂl'*”?W

21 R. Bramwell '§F|'7J P % (F > 73 "As the One-eyed King saw it" > Taxation » 1993 & 5 k] 6 [ > 37 120-122
[ e

# PR T S AP *,yj, A3 {7t IRC v Joiner % ([1975] STC 657) [ R ] i % 8~ — i (Ef1 ™ &
o ”:EE'E H\F”‘XR B RE T eees AR [{{i7l [ RS RS T OR Y ﬁlji*l?“

67



C S i&FM [IRES *E’Eﬁ;éj_iﬁfuﬁ\‘//[‘?ﬁwi R s R
£ Pl PURRIET R (D) F R T 8 R
o 3036 J 0 (2) By SIS P IS P R R 3G P R
m@%L@W7w4@Vibmﬁ%L[“ﬂ%Lﬁ%%’
(B2 s ) B pral e 2py - 7

6.13 I ¥ 1 iﬁ B RSB ETYE BYEO TIE 0 S
AR AN RS T L FFPWWNiV O -
+ R v London Borough of Wandsworth ex parte Hawthorne %' ** 1t

\—l

‘L[r

"ﬁ‘@V’§H%E%¢%¢3W@Wﬁ’m%§%¢&
T LK P A Emﬁy,%’aj (=L s T 1R~ Ay (I B = A FL‘ fY 7%
~ ,L_ﬁﬂ;ﬁij I O R (e (S [RE = NP AR PR
FOCEEE OB PR Y £ AT (A S -
SRR - AN F AR R F A RGN S
TR R B A T I R A 4
o PP B fal = iR BB R Y AR LA e Z A
RSN B N CE ey T S A e E VR R R A U R
P E Bﬂli”ﬂh‘%ﬁ °

6.14 1353 Fy ((BeldamJ) 7 Botross v London Borough ofFulham;i 25 ij[ S
R @7 'y RLVET ORITE L F R T BT

fl W R XY e Y e

6.15 FJ ER A RTINS S N =N e 6 7?//7[/ #i F[LJ Y'ﬁ il o ¥ Welby and anor v

Casswell %' > % TF"'i =y =k P ( Popplewell 1) 2 7 T }; S 4 RL Y F[ ]7 F[ i 21
A A N e Ll [ i LR ey
ﬁj £ REIC DAL 52T B ﬁ}ﬁx S O el 3F+jw—ij?Z[ 75 T #w o [kl i it ;r‘F’[ ey

S GRS R AL R
¢ﬁ%pW'§ﬁWﬂ °

6.16 T+ R v Archbishop of Canterbury and anor, ex parte Williams %~ » 2° V% 3 [
Hi = e WP LV E - F s Y Ak Hp (Sir Thomas Bingham MR ) i [ﬁ xS L‘, Vi
f/;'?gfﬁ‘ﬁija’ﬁfjﬁuf’éi o B ELE a\gufﬁ P Y B E R 9&290
A AL R R B OB M RSB Y R £ )

\,[l

e 0T ST S R S 0 R LR 7
ALY Y kT o iiz‘%iéi HLpsf r{l BEAY YT — I USRS TR .

2 FY10 7 e

2 R v London Borough of Wandsworth ex parte Hawthorne, LEXIS, 21 February 1994, QBD.

» (1995) 16 Cr. App. R. 622, at 629.

26 LEXIS, QBD, 8 March 1994, at 12-13.

= P HL=F Agriculture (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976 -

2 LEXIS,1 March 1994, CA.

29 F VAR fRL Church of England Assembly (Powers) Act 1919 » %/ [l1 HUF| S B8 [ A 2 57 1919 &
THEER ;LFUF_ Yot 18 I*‘#ﬂ %R L i A’J*(TJFT{ %E'F” °

68



S PR R P S R AR (R K RN £ R Y %
ﬂﬁ@%ﬁ@wowm@ﬁiﬁﬁQi@g@iﬁ ﬁ%ﬁ&:ﬁwwm
H e B HUT YRR T RL T - A e

6.17 R SR B 2R O 7 A ST HI A B L F’”F‘TV (=
ﬁju (BN RIS 5\ o T+ McDonald and anor v Graham %~ > ** v 1k [Siﬁ* [f' FLAZ 3k g
ORI R R Y o FO 2 g oA /’/ﬁfg'/;»f/ﬁ#zi ’uj:ﬁll_ o i I E Kg;t %

gy PR Y SRR i) (BRI S) kA B2
RLEHO o XY (R g s R
6.18 —%m% PO S RS (BRI S >waﬁ# biTIN 4

iR 21 7 //7:/7\ ?"7*55( Y JE I He e Rl 2 i # IL*?F{ fiif o = H# % ( Employment
Appeals Tribunal ) 7+ H i ZEl Wren and ors v Eastbourne Borough Council and UK Waste Control Ltd
”“E$Eﬁ&%Fﬁﬁ“i%#yiE&‘%¢@ﬂj<W$“ﬁ@&ﬁ%¢

° G i %& A TRl A P S R TR i A R %5‘“ Mol [ E S
rﬁfﬁﬂji T I B RS Ep Y g e i A IEIPI?E’WTE?E"%?VJ @
2 AR AT

6.19 B E R T AR S I Y TR BB R AR R T
PR 2 {F”ﬁ' T[’%’]Fo' > 7+ Hong Kong Racing Pigeon Association Limited v Attorney
General %' > ** ¢ S H 1 { ( NazarethJ) #L3% ©0 % 45 A il 7 2017 2 3 X B8 &
W”%ﬁ“”ﬂﬁﬁw”°?4w$ﬁé%P%Wﬁﬁé%$ﬁcm#ﬂ$wwsﬂwm.
LR oy T S A7 A R B R S BRI S A
Mo &N E P - - P

6.20 T Walters (Inspector of Taxes) v Tickner ' 1+ ([51 2 2 g1 58 ) fU4F] ] 20
EFE (1970 F % QKL 2 RIELEE ) BT 206 & o H R A E SO
R E Ei?‘fﬁﬁ A I\J}ﬁﬁi FU PRI AR Y Ve s (T iﬁﬁ“ﬁﬁ"
bEE R E“jf*}i%ﬁ GEE S RIS FBAPIE L W T B
206 X H| T = W@MWWNWH~XEWW%WWX¢’ﬁuwgaﬁq<@
2V H ) il r} F2H o [ ’IAJ 57 206 X [y i —HZ I”'J%EJ I~ AP G o

6.21 T LvCHE o FT Gy (Bamett)) v P (R E S TR )
(BT 13§10 B (% ¢ B EE e X H) (37 183 i) W o o

% Fiok IR A VR IR Y R B E AN R W,ﬁ%ﬁ YRR Y
31 LEXIS, 16 December 1993, CA.

32 Section 287 of the Copyright, Designs and Patent Act 1988.
33 [1933] IRLR 425.

34 TUETHVA [ > 27 1042-3 Tj

» [1995]2 HKC 201 (CA).

36 [1995] 3 WLR 1032, at 1039H.

¥ (AT b o BT 1042H ) -

38 (AT b BT 1056B F) o

39 [1993] STC 624, CA.

40 Unrep, 1993 MP No 4167, 9 May 1994, High Court.

69



WR R A Sy CFRER S T T gt 4'“#”[ )y B OpuE Y s
il = ﬁ%ﬂﬁiuﬁﬁ"b*#u<v”54?%ﬂﬁi>*i“£%
fil £ F03 fEF9 2 485 - Tal o BRI s N L X
SRS Y wfjﬁw /%13'/7'6//7{7‘;%25(3‘} 5 S RAN N SR ]|

6.22 it Fustar Chemicals Ltd v Sinochem Liaoning Hong Kong Ltd. %" » ** % 4" 33 Y
( L60n3“11> Tﬂ LRAE 'Fﬂﬁf’ffﬁififi [ # f CBU=py g = 3 k) ot
I A (]EJ B ey 21 XpUETpy o T Pl K OE Y Attorney General v

Shimuzu Corp. (No. 2)py {1 i R N iF  fr ( Seagroatt]) [4 ?51 il f'J i o R R
s T (1984 T g ((£17 ) X FIER) F A e b ?i FIAY [ F P -
6.23 t+ Attorney General v Pham Si Dung %' »*° 7 iﬁﬁ R L Y R
HIZ WAl py = s (X7 (7 A 7J>> fu g ) Mgl & plile g
o o TR B BN - ) S BB R R ) 9 19k
E R R o

6.24 i BB R STP i X ) () 344 ) o s ig e (R4
)X T ET TR ¢t R I g E s PR o
SR RS A R

6.25 U (Tunkel) §7 {0t M BRI T Y L f B AL
EERERUE S & R f;vssz[g KA Y igue’;cgrrg:» o B T \ﬁ
JERE TR h e PR s OB s >I1ﬂ4wﬂ@ R 3k Y UE
@) F A7

626 TR BAK 0B A 0T 20 P
D f{ s LR AN S B e A A tj"tf“\?tﬁ' chl_@ = N ?'/’5’//7[/
e o «? FHRL R OB 2 T H s >>'}$|'\‘7J ECH YRy o T Stubbings
v Webb 4 » i ([ £ 2 Fy Ay FORLE Xk e | wi@+<ﬁﬂéﬁf
RN N Tﬁ F[ 15 ) ( Tucker Committee Report on Limitation of Actions) - i = e I
<A RS R LS AT YIRS R T B Sy
AR BN R R (B A S ) AL R BT EUET o A

T Y28 FCREG AT (1991 ) -

42 PE B Holtzmann & Neuhaus "A Guide to the UNCITRAL Model Law on International Commercial
Arbitration: Legislative History and Commentary" (1989) o

43 [1996] 2 HKC 407.

a4 [1996] 3 HKC 175.

“° (1993) High Court No. MP 3111 of 1993, 6 September 1993, Deputy Judge Yeung.

48 The Incorporated Owners of Block F1-F7 Pearl Island Holiday Flats v The Incorporated Owners of Pearl Island
Garden & Another, [1996] HKLD G 122.

o "Research after Pepper v Hart", 90 Gazette, 12 May 1993, 17, 19.

48 [1975] AC 591.

Yo e e ?#*iﬁﬁlg%&wagﬂmﬂ XA E Y TR R SR A
léi‘r'“(i AV EIENSA [ F > 5Y 1057B ) -

50 [1993] 2 WLR 120 ° PL Nasir 7+ "Interpretation and Intention" ( ((F“, WE) 1996 & 7 5] ) 51 14 T}I e %
FOELPL -

70



Mullan v Anderson %' > ° /JF‘ ﬁﬁ 5 OHp ok F?E#ﬂx_(F‘ fj% |E D Py R ﬁ?“iﬁ\/
= i 45 ) 2 ( Grant Cornrmttee Report on the Sheriff Court) [ yﬂi Y R R A S Y Y
1L e R T L RN R L
Y B £ BEIC Dl 3L o 7}*4 >~ vk [k lbfﬁ fi i fy ® 3 ( Lord Justice Clerk Ross ) % ™~
“CREAG 2l SR T i E[ TR R ] g e < AT e Wﬁ' 7R

~
~
=

# ' ( Lord Penrose ) ‘[ﬁlj RN RE: H?ﬁ’;é’lg\, ) E rEre V) S
EE TR A ?Iid/;ﬁ Pﬁ{{%ﬂjﬂi\/’l/y& ) ,-‘Jq\#pw Sl S R
= % (el

Hlﬁfﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬂ )2 H T RL B2 91 S 4

=357 YR PO AT R B S R R "”’Td%,lﬁuééﬁ %

6.27 T+ Westdeutsche Landeshank Girozentrale v Islington L.B.C.%" > °* ¥ [ '} ( B &
NOEVEL) SR TN A2 WIS 4 5 I (1930 F B B 4D
( Limitation Act 1939) [y [Ty o 3% [ 14 fFlJ 52 S tﬁﬁiL_?J %~ ﬁ‘} [P A ﬁ& fi

o T B B« RIS EK T U2 A P 0 R E AL TR

* [ dr [E}_'l 7 ( Law Revision Committee ) & 7+ £ 1 # 4§ f, Ao o g iy oo %

54 # 7

6.28 + Boyter v Thomson % °°> 1% [k ff1 zo }% g1 (1979 & FF fﬁ’{[ Fg[ Sk ] )
( Sale of Goods Act 1979) 57 14 & e~ &7 - Ry A~ {2 317 A
B A AN D e S FRR Bl T R A e sl e

6.29 F Laingereper of the Registers of Scotland and anor %' > ** 7 FF‘, = ﬁ,'J = Hy
3*5?‘6?‘% T %KfJL IEUTBFITJ g =1 EEJKEE*?JFWT??HJ%°“ S
WAL fj Z5 T f[ (' Henry Committee report ) [*] # F| fiv 3£ *'AJ EAT A R N

Ewﬁwamﬁﬁﬂmﬁaﬁ%%;u CHEBROTN S o R S
REZEATIRIN - (RCAU N R R I S LRy F@“? T B[y v AT RS

1k ﬂ 9 F A . b ?ﬁ N f)ﬁ 2= (57 45 ¥ ) > F 8 I Regv Secretary
of State for Transport, ex parte Factorame Ltd — %' o * ¥ 2| [ k- g 45 28 16 Hiﬁ DY

\—l/

ot (1993) SLT 835, at 839.

2 (1967: Cmnd 3248).

>3 Law Reform (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1980.

MR Y 839 -

VAL BT 850 i

26 91 LGR 323, at 383 (1993) (QBD).

> 5Y383 Jjl -

28 1936 & - & fil £ 7 5Y 37 PR E LG

59 The Times, June 16, 1995.

&0 "Exemption Clauses in Contracts First Report: Amendments to the Sale of Goods Act 1893" (1969, Law Com No 24,
Scot Law Com No. 12).

oL LEXIS, 5 November 1993, Court of Session, Inner House. Now reported as Short's Trustee v Keeper of the

Registers of Scotland [1994] SLT 65.

The Reid Committee Report on Registration of Title to Land, (1963: Cmnd 2032), and the Henry Committee, (1969:

Cmnd 4137).

63 1 i 4 g‘, B =T R Ry E 7 WA AV L PLAT Registration of Title Practice Book <

o4 [1990] 2 AC 85, Lord Bridge at 149G.

62

71



R Rt NS R R NN R ST A Ak R
AP ES S R E 21

6.30 Nﬁﬁﬁ@“mﬁ%ﬂ’@ e L] R A
(ERIH AR AN I - S S P"*#*t VR R a I Rl
% /A;Jﬁ\ FE| [ e 4 EJEIF” #ﬂj\_ffﬂjﬁf lﬂr:f LT}T'U [f[ f/Jﬁé_a‘j ﬁj_;j

# ( First Scottish Standing Committee ) /& % fiv i 3% o 9 3f » 3 55‘5 FHL 28 5 3 HE R
TR R R TR T S E R S IR R
16 N _& VRO o PURLE g R e s SV E RS (3 G- A
R N S LY P?T'[ c o 2 R OR R py P R E' LS A e
fY ’?)_’u ElY [F[ LQFT RO TF‘I EEECVE [ ?T Fi ( Keeper of the Registers of Scotland ) F'r

I

R

6.31 g g For = B e o B RLS 3 ) (Lord Keith) 7 3k RL A& 1 4
R S
by Fli:’fﬁ PR EER -7
6.32 + Leung On & Anor v Chan Pui Ki %' > °° ik = FII’J =T R 6 ( Litton
VP) f 0 - R F 2 ﬁ;'l 7 Tﬁ/fﬁ[ <A ?\TF‘ ENE [E'I Z 9 1Y 7 % Re Fung
Hing Cheung Kenneth % » 7 = %3 3 F ( Waung J) #.3% 1962 & 7 @ A~ F| 7 /& %
o (e RLE f} b & ]EIfJ’Fﬂi’ ¥ fIE F A f ( 1% ) ( Clyne Committee Report on Bankruptcy) -
H w5 W) A S “fjl}llgljj—i‘l$§ﬁ<j 1 -
6.33 it Joint (Inspector of Taxes) v Bracken Developments Ltd. g’ »"* 3% [ >f F{ ﬂ?/fl
LWH%FW%WHﬂﬁW*%°iwh”*%L<EH%f S
( Keith Committee Report) F[Ifiv g ¥ '] 2hiz 7 (1970 &+ &L 7 F{' BB NEY ] Y ( Taxes
Management Act 1970) 57 109 ¥ - [ F v Bl 7 F f} e [ LR G Ny f)j E S
SR AR PR RLE YO T PR U B
G AN BT = |E FRUE IR 2 F |EJ|' £ A9 [l %7]} P H: 7
it ﬂ PP A fE ST 109 X f Sy XY RS
T ﬁ,‘ PADA ) & e p R B - PSRN R D E
I R P T

63 1‘EILI'MFJF LEXIS » 37 3 A1 13 [jI -

o6 PR B R i¥ AE P Factortame %R |4k o

&7 Short's Trustee v Keeper of the Registers of Scotland and Another, The Times, December 26 1995.

68 [1996] 2 HKC 565 (CA).

& Royal Commission on Civil Liability and Compensation for Personal Injury, (Cmnd 7054: March 1978), at
paragraph 648.

AR R Y 224 BIRE 1D (1994 F 9 E]) -

" [1995] 3 HKC 136.

72 [1995] 3 STC 300 (Ch. D).

” 7 fL Committee on Enforcement Powers of the Revenue Departments (Cmnd 8822) ( & {57 7% ) -

72



W“ﬁﬁo”wa%&ﬁﬁ%%#i%fTW®w ------ &
P 7 B BT AP s L BT 109 KU Sy X L pu R E e 7 e

6.34 R A AR SRR R R - RO A
RN lsu;;t M RL =gk T O AY .
6.35 t+ Interatlantic Namibia (Pty) Ltd v Okeanski Ribolov Ltd %' > 7° 7» fr‘ﬁ = ﬁ' =

Hy BE R RUS R g R g T R R Ny g Bancoii’77 INE =S a £
ﬁi"’[‘ﬁf—/ﬁkﬁj%ﬁﬂ?ﬁdﬁi (F > P s R o

6.36 T RvJefferson % » 70 -k [ ?‘Ffl (1986 =F t vk T ) ( Public Order Act
1986) 9 3 & FF Rl i HI P [T gk e - 2 ﬂiﬁﬂ?ﬁil” MTEp 4 7 1k 4y F e
N R R IR AR R (RSN R Sl A R = A S (e U U
Py prAe v o 2y ¥ fF W%fé% TR - Hujp) o BERL T R B RS N P 2]
P R 7 R ST B S 2
PP SR B T T Y BT A6 o (0 B (3 IR R M
TRy X G [ SE T P T Rk

6.37 it Re Conso Electronics (Far East) Ltd (In Liquidation)%’ » ** % 3k [ ¥ 8%
R AL - BT I F PO R P O
O E] i g\ﬁr‘ g 5 o T Securities and Futures Commission v MKI Ltd % > ** = A
S A T R
PR KT R 2 BRI S B U IR T X X I
KR IS SNRTE N NE N

ik

6.38 Tt RvLinekar % - vk B g[S I ﬁ :ﬁ‘f 7 (=¥ {F ( Criminal
Law Revision Committee Working Paper ) F i fiv 3k & Jj {F CRL T-TE pY > o i ) T E
— i e i Ry Gilfoyle% >0 F Rk f‘%%ﬁ;ﬁ'@%ﬁ?”’<mqi%ﬁ R
& ] ’Lj}#ﬁ Tl 7FE[ < 74§ ) ( Evidence in Criminal Proceedings: Hearsay and Related Toplcs)
putE &% ﬁ'{ AW A P E R il o7 Arab Monetary Fund v Hashim

Z

" PLPige NP o U T AR F NS i 2 X )y B IR F ([1975] AC591 > PL 646 T ) 19

TJ
ATl o

AL Y314

76 The Times, 2 June 1995, Outer House.

77 [1971]1 LI L Rep 49, at 52.

8 "Diligence on the Dependence and Admiralty Arrestments", No. 84, at paragraph 3.61.
” [1994] 1 All ER 270, at 281.

80 Offences Relating to Public Order Law (Law Com No. 123) 1983.

8L Review of Public Order Law (1985: Cmnd 9510).

82 [1995] 2 HKC 327.

83 The English Company Law Committee, (The Jenkins Committee), (1962: Cmnd 1749).
84 [1995] 2 HKC 79.

& The Times, 26 October 1994, CA.

gs Working Paper on Sexual Offences, (1980), paragraph 20-25.

¢ The Times, October 31, 1995.

88 (No 138: 1995)

73



and Others (No 9) %' » *° F [z I [ HE EH D r}'[ £ (e FpORE o R
ﬁwﬁ%ﬁﬁmwﬂﬂﬁﬁf°

(iii) F [7Jf & JF 2 F

6.39 + AIB Finance Ltd v Bank of Scotland and anor %~ > *° fj Ml o R ﬁl W %
AP [ RS R E X T PR RO e TR O BB 1
Y H) X R I ok T IR AR A

I o

6.40 7+ C & E Comrs v Kingfisher % > ?J L i/[ N OE RS (1983 F I il
B S g ) ( Value Added Tax Act 1983) 27 29 & piv 7~ & &> | g‘[ i ii TT‘[J £
HJ B o m o 37 &L proAe 45 ) (- White Paper on Value Added Tax) o iEL R T
*Hﬁ@ﬁWWﬁvw*“ﬂ’%*ﬂiﬁﬁwﬁv°ﬂﬁﬂfﬁﬂ’ﬁ
FIroAedgesy &g N [BH] o 3 R v Secretary of State for Trade and Industry, ex parte

Duddridge and others i SR = 3 s A N LR Py b ffsrr*q C R E (R
fﬁj (£ % 2y ) ( European Community Treaty ) 7 13 & Hvi” fu R ©

6.41 it Cannonway Consultants Ltd v Kenworth Engineering Ltd %' »*° i 1 [& % I
T s AL A - R L g

6.42 *wEJE<PQ”%%>Bﬂﬁ%EF%HﬁW%W%$’m
Y RL Ui B s< EXAEE R REE iR P ﬁg’/;?//@, ;7;;& ﬁu&*‘ G T‘F’,
N°98$4§F’F'”ﬁ#HUQEH§Tk~iPr ‘%ﬁwaﬂlﬂﬂ%’lﬂWﬁ
EEEa IS f} 4 fi AV %7« *° ¥ Hamilton v Fife Health Board % » **° & * [Fj?i e HE-
S R TR R A TR LR U RO SR AR S IR O T
SRR NER R R RO TR S AR
SRR SRR g R R e L R
£OHR) PO B (RS R T A e

“H

ual

89 The Times, 11 October 1994, High Court.

o0 [1993] SCLR 851, Court of Session, Inner House ° 1* Iﬁ f AL | ’Fli ki oo
o Palmer's Company Law, Halliday, Conveyancing Law and Practice in Scotland, McDonald's Conveyancing Manual,
Gloag and Henderson's Introduction to the Law of Scotland, and Stair Memorial Encyclopaedia - % FJ g gl N
F{ ( Lord McCluskey ) }‘F[ Bt B R[LAY (EH (IR T o

22 [1993] STC 63.

0 Cmnd4929 (& {5} E) .

ot The Independent, 4 October 1994 (QBD).

93 [1995] HKC 179.

% "Contingency Fees", (1989: Cmnd 571).

o7 "Legal Services: A Framework for the Future" (1989: Cmnd 740).

%8 Bates, "Parliamentary Materials and Statutory Construction”, (1993) Stat LR 46, at 48.

99 N. Walker, "Discovering the Intention of Parliament", (1993) SLT (News) 121, at 122.

100 (1993) SLT 624; LEXIS Transcript, 23 March 1993.

74



I LI = F:\L”E?iﬂ f‘jﬁjﬁf Pl AT TERNEED ﬁ;'l 7 T]QJ/fl
T £ R g

6.43 “+ Barratt Scotland v Keith %~ »*°% 7 7}?‘[ = B ﬁﬂj OHp R R e ’Fj' 5‘5@3
ﬂﬁmﬁﬁm%@mwmﬁ§ﬁﬁéwﬁ5@iﬁmf”WWﬁi*}
T ) R A B R R B L PR B SR (e -
BN T L TG AR R AR e T - iR E ERL
A ER RN LS R S L L

@ T

(i) 52 FE

6 .44 T 5 & X Py AT e Y Y S Sﬁ FHLE S WEI B £
S| c,}}‘ ];[[?[ J’\Pk" E| —\ﬁ: b iy i Fo &k I']:LIIEJ— 54 F\/ 73 ]ﬂfl_ ; ij[l?J %J:F;[ )
o g e Whﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁbﬁﬁﬂ

6.45 WP A AN PO EEE R SR E 5
O~ A RRY IR R R ﬁ}#ﬁ o 104 S HE A 1 ﬁﬁ “+ Hong Kong Racing Pigeon
Association Limited v Attorney General % 1 H.7% » 1 TFJ AR E&I B Ep Sy o
WA s T ﬁﬁﬂup‘ [ [] NN oS R IV~ ST R F X A
? Fo 53 w,ﬁ'; IJBIFI_ o ”

6.46 [ 2% g A R 7% B A T Y J@‘ypﬂ\

ST R O L R AR ) BRI A ﬁ[ﬁ{g[ﬁiﬁf_‘u ,
B RN EE AT A S B Ry G RO e ) A AR TR
i”“J_ﬂ HT ’%* FEL2 B EC s X 2 J>>7§$d/ ?”

107

6.47 il — FEpYRL ﬁl}i/’?/}flﬁiﬁjﬂﬁkilfg* Hpﬁ['ﬁ]ﬂjﬁ bR
iw““”wibﬁiﬁﬁﬂku WA o T R Rl B ]

WA ’Ti T AN TN N S R R R I = Al S | S
IEJ—E PO o P I"Tfﬂifﬁﬁﬁ W g IF}I[ o 109

o1 7 (Zander) iTiGH 5 R RLIE Iﬁ (B'=diss) et EJF[ SURYFEEY o (- R E T R R
YR PP AR A PR e A AR R Y SR Y R R (BT 154 [UDE fH><F1 The Law aktngProcess
(VPR 1994 = ) o

102 11993] SCLR 120.

103 D Miers "Taxing Perks and Interpreting Statutes: Pepper v Hart", (1993) 56 MLR 695, at 707 < ?F'I S 2 A f ey
I ?Z[ FOf] & BT e T RV R X Y i o T 1992 F 2 &Y Report of the Hansard Society
ommission on the Legislative Process fd-1* H e i A Eﬁ"m Yo 3k AJ XY= EJ%é F g E[ﬂ f;, E

104 11993] 3 WLR 1056B.

105 199512 HKC 201(CA).

106 Ten W » 5Y 207E 7] -

107 Bates, (1993) 14 Stat LR 46, at 51.

108 In Chief Adjudication v Foster [1993] 2 WLR 292, at 304-305, and in R v Warwickshire CC Ex p. Johnson [1993] 2

WLR 1, at7. Also in Massmould Holdings v Payne [1993] STC 62, at 74.
108 T+ R v Warwickshire CC Ex p. Johnson % f[1 > J[% 70" P Py it Consumer Protection Bill 1987 4} + [[ i
BRI 23 (i PR TTRAOR B o 1) B Ol - b RBT T £l

75



6.48 "t Melluishv BM.I (No. 3) Ltd. %" > **° (| W1'@ = & AN Py - "%
/ﬁf/;}?/ﬁﬁi B L 220 L I e Z Rl WY 2R
B AL BT AR R O (B SR B S
ﬁﬂﬁ%°”Tﬂ’ YR S 2 AR R T e
T HE I S ?FM)TE[ %I L FIEA o e » a1

6.49 I“J%F'J%F N - N U k. T R i —\’HJE’LIIFL [IIII”
_le s T -t ] bR igg’rtﬂiﬂ[” 0 eeeens i9«]-$ T ﬁ fb Yk E 4 A 7 R S B E
PO AR I AT Y A BB A 28 IR

6.50 Bl g BT 9 pu R R FL CTORL R L LY B 3k ]
EIRSN AR IR P UG R S S A U ST < E%?%ﬁﬁ\ﬁﬁ@
pl= % X3 A "EIJ@”E[USFF KPR T Ty rﬁﬁpﬂj R E e FIJ}“F[rJ[ o 113

6.51 o B fe Y ( Clarke J) 7 Three Rivers DC v Bank of England (No.2)% *** 45
L
—

IR - (- N N f{ 0 F PR Yy 3* (71 {1 Fi] HR-
A EFE- XA P B gl 1 RLAT - [ :? 2
AR AR TN VI N - A ﬂiq«ﬁ%wir
Frpv i ® YRRl o T ﬂ?lﬁ b BEBE T R RE A R OR
ORI e Y TV O R e PrE R AT I Uk B XY pu R
o ifj' o 7 115
6.52 o B P 3 Y Melluish g iR FT f?/ﬁ?%fij{ LU RL T [ ] YRR
~ s B I 9 $8 9| Pickstone v Freeman ple % ¢ (&0 g‘, =] F ﬁy{n[ iy i ;ﬂ P 7
BE S PUS P ]ﬁ‘*i [ 3 [ ij}#ﬁ 1S *TE L ?FI 7 E ;i [ pL
£ 9% Al £ % it 2 ( Economic and Social Committee ) 14 Pi - I 7V H T Rk T ] Y
RV R R T o 3k B Al R gL ﬁﬁﬂ%lﬁ YO BERLE P B A
R g B i e g T I S A B
FrORP Y R X R Y 2 FI B ETRV I ZE g X py ]?ﬁ e e

6.53 . Re Chung Tu Quan & Ors %" > *** v & fiE U5 Py ((KeithJ) e o 5T 9] i
i C1991 % 5 s (F557) % B1) j9 QIR ROt 5 1 £ 2 M b p o

Massmould Holdings v Payne %’ > ﬂyﬂ-ﬁ]ﬁ P N L |F UFI it FiFh FiR i P I S e
FUmit Rl T f” o) .

10 11995] 3 WLR 631

M A ] s BT 645F-G ) -

HE AL BT 645G-H T -

M2 AR BY 645E ) -

114 11996] 2 All ER 363.

MR O -

MO 198912 AC66 o PifitZ [T 4.18 FE -

17 P fis™ R v International Stock Exchange of the UK and the Republic of Ireland, ex p Else (1982) Ltd %' ([1993] 1
AILER420) 5 EFHRIRLEIE 5 01 B o o -

BV 364 ) -

12 11995] 1 HKC 566, at 574.

-

76



R R e (R R A R IR A
TRV T R Ly OF 0 S Rk L R
SRR TR B R E B A A R & The
Incorporated Owners of Block F1-F7 Pearl Island Holiday Flats v The Incorporated Owners of Pearl
Garden %" > _F ¥ 6 iy 2L FE ¥ J{ ( Godfrey JA) HiLir H 5 il 2 1% % = 8 7
X % IR R R R G E R P Y

6.54 AL B = i AL B e S R R OR] (R Y
o FEoR] > S R AR g B A R RO A R e T 7 R 2
E il RS A B I R e B SR L e e N R
TRy FrEgy e SR EJ B giE ) U R A R R (A R
By [ 3'4\“ﬁ9£'5f“1’ > F”’FH“I 0% < g e B A ] I_“"Jﬂ Y
BB 2 PR o hy R RE PR R [*'ﬁffﬂv[ JIE| AR RS TR gy
o %%@V“mﬂ’LﬁﬁWW%oﬂ@ «Hﬂ?%%k$ﬂg,%
e r}‘rﬁ&L l'p%“’ﬁﬁdf VRS S FTY ] e i TRl S AL i
ek IR

6.55 SN T L S I IR STl (R A LR (o W (R
Hamilton v Fife Health Board % **° | [ ia] o o1 38 [k 45 2 f ¥ 1 pv 50 7 ’#j EFEN
ARG (ESRUEE Sl =l A R (e

6.56 TE ?J —~ & Alcan v Commissioner of Inland Revenue %' > **’ ﬁ,'J =4 [k
o ifg‘l WOCEE Y )T EJ‘ZJL(;\*[ B AN I i /’fﬂﬁ%/;'?/ﬁﬁzgg o128 3
f‘%?ﬁéaﬁ'ﬁ @Mﬁ”ﬁ KLY P RLFD L Ry AR YT - R
TEEE R Tzé%ﬁ, £ If THEELY pt Ef pvﬁjp L T i

ﬁJUJ’ 3l I'Fl = R “ DR LR R R Y -

6.57 XA aE R} r"?i S NIRRT TEs & Sl TN Tl N
it R v Secretary of State for the Home Department, ex p Okello % > *° 25 Zryk i ( Laws J)
mﬁ%@ﬁ%@ﬁw DRI R O 5 R i A

| F il - H %\’* o o & Ak N I /ﬁf/;?/}qﬁi NGRS Qe
Fgiae) | ’ri;kﬁjom

120 5y 574 )1 -

121 Unrep. 1993 MP No 4167, 9 May 1994, High Court.

122 [1996] HKLD G122.

TR RLE TR & D BT S44) K o iy H IR A R Y IR e PLEY 1050G )

"Judicial Application of Pepper v Hart", Journal of the Law Society of Scotland, July 1993, 251, 253.

125 14 Stat LR 46, at 52 (1993).

126 (1993) SLT 624.

127 11993] 3 NZLR 495 HC.

O G R Y F R 2 %] CIR v Alcan New Zealand Ltd ([1994] 3NZLR 439) » F £ "+
KA B YL St o

S it R e e Tt E SURI I B EREE R

130 LEXIS, 14 January 1994, QBD.

131 P2 5| Pickstone v Freemans Plc %' ([1998]1 AC 66) (&4l }'FF]‘ o

77



6.58 t Brady v Barbour %' > **? E [ it IFil gy A LT F‘TF&[ P s X F o ﬁijy
[ RS ,xr[ == e E I :]:J] = Ij_'[ % ( Select Committee on the Salmon Fisheries of
the United Kingdom ) 7 1824 A 1825 &F fu IV i~zl s » 5 I'| ¥ g\ B 1836 & HiE A
%%”@%Wﬁﬁ%’ﬁ%ﬂﬁm J%M?w%¢tdﬁﬁw?ﬁﬁﬁ
q\’ﬁfjiﬁ BIJ oE o & (B2 s ) p[j 1T E T 1868 F Ok LAY AR Sl s o
FJSF jé' SRR =S2) S Crle 4 ﬁ,} # PV T Mutual Luck Investment Ltd v Attorney General % 9 i -

(73 1941 F o &F“W ElNERg ﬁ& ﬂaﬂj b . EP py &7 o3¢ ( Select Committee

on Offices or Places of Proﬁt under the Crown) o 13

6.59 T+ Regina v Secretary of State for the Environment, Ex parte South Northampton
District Council and Anor % > F w2 “ET’?* i?'igl 7 E g AR ”m fY ?‘F'[
9l e 0 R PTER IIRL Y [l T 1985-86 & A TR RSB AY 5 F [ 2 U aT T H R
F' o1 & py -

(i) 2775° (B2 NF1) fos7 b

6-60 [V UL BT R T A S T AL X
TG D B R R (R TR 9 5 L A e

6.61 tﬁﬁ“?*%ﬁiQJWWﬂﬁUwéftﬁﬂ (91 400 K =
WA s s (B A s ) o PR P O S 2D AR Y oY B AR P g
U O R AT A I R U (NS TR B R SR
i = AL ) 8 S g
6.62 . Commissioner of Police v Curran % » ** g% = K[ Yy Zr ik Hy ( Wilcox J) 8¢ »
TN L R BRI S S W e HOEU s PIVEN] T A
ﬁkwﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁik@ﬁU%W%§W@ JETRER O 3 R 1 (U=
oo s A Fi I p fF A R ¥R e % Ry Bolton; Ex parte Beane > 1k [
fpdl s TRy CHPRTE ) R BRI R 2 e 1 e @l (B ]
[ R S IR RS ) IR F IV S Y T T e
LIS & % 1 g R -

[t

132 Unrep. 13 January 1995. See Macleod "The Unseasonable Salmon", Journal of the Law Society of Scotland,

(March 1995), 106.
VAL Y107

134 (1996) 6 HKPLR 1.

135 The Times, 9 March 1995.

136 b E'Ll'tﬁj F o Statute Law Review °

R ) E R S GE M R GRS PR P
138 P‘Lg‘T 8 «ﬁl o

139 (1984) 55 ALR 697.

140 11987] 162 CLR 513.

78



6.63 P (Walker) M gy o 17 7 A RS VR ] R B TR
GO R AR NG DA RS i & RN L S
( ﬁj'{/[l[ﬁ:‘[% DJ%;E]EK) E‘Jjj El oo

) FHFYTT= g7

6.64 EEd sk SR BURIES EN R 3 o E1 S LI,
DEU o RO AL BN B A VR SR R S &R
ﬁ*ﬁﬁmT***WﬂiﬁW’mf“%“J%WWHU”# ------ *
A R LA (R WA G G R e T Ry DS E S R
T 1 PR AL R L o 0

6.65 SRR T RN A 1 S ;rF[ o PSR B IR Y (R
%%WWﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁWﬂm%ﬁ’ff<¢ﬂWV?‘ i KL 1 28 * L*ﬁ#@w@

CO T A R VR o Tl i l%ﬁ%mmikui B fio T
I-IZIJ o 146
6.66 C R o U R R R CR N AL TR C A N U

Y #CIpl o 7 R v Warwickshire C.C. Ex p. Johnson % » 7 %/ S FL = = iy e HET ﬁF*[r
BUIES 0 B 2 R 9 T E R R B e g
6.67 [ i b~ g s e
E“jﬁ e IE;IE [[1‘ ol 5*#‘1\ TV I}'J:kﬂliﬂj4 X 2;& A gr] i EF rF,

W I R T S T y{ v [g;gj%';m , 149

JURL 5 0oy 5 UL 02 B RO R 2
6.68 + R v London Borough of Wandsworth ex parte Hawthorne %' > **° 1% [ F} SR 9]
PRI A R R N I T B S RIS S S Al s
AN e KL ALBE R e ﬁ%?;&gl{ﬁm .ELL/H{[IH[EJFP‘%_l "EJE'](}‘"EJ—*\'EE
tﬁl}ﬁﬁ$ Elfj r.l T E& J‘J J—*)‘{é ]‘E;T]T{L(: s IE:J‘ 4&:” /,'dir’/ 5—/%/7{:7"# i Flgj IE UIH , EII—J

14l "Discovering the Intention of Parliament", (1993) SLT (News) 121, at 124.

142 The British Attorney General, Sir Nicholas Lyell, in "Pepper v Hart the Government response”, 15 Stat LR 1, 2
(1994) - l'”jﬁ ik /ﬁ?'/"fﬂ//\ﬁi plVEe S [ o b 75l PR s F"i_ﬁa\.ﬁﬁ 7 5 ﬁ AL i rifi
FIENE e AT I ISP Uy e alih ;Bﬁﬁ RS ﬁ”f&iﬁ@[ﬂj

143 Lord Scarman in Davis v Johnson [1979] AC 1264, at 349-50.

144 T.J. Bates. "Judicial Application of Pepper v Hart", Journal of the Law Society of Scotland, (July 1993), 251, at
253 o g o [ 2] [J] oL Stubbing v Webb %' ([1993] 2 WLR 120 )*! Massmould Holdings Ltd v Payne %'( [1993]
STC62) o py~oi=pl =3I » 3 # T Stat LR > LI [ﬁj » 57 52-55 T}I °

MP StatLR v (AR 0 BY S2 -

146 Lord Browne-Wilkinson at 1063.

147 [1993]2 WLR 1,4 F  [F=9 » SFERgL = Ak i > AL » \pjf? T FPR S { (B2
WHis) PPEEE PSS .

148 1‘Eltl'y_[fJF Stat LR » 7 53 Jji -

W BT g A lﬁ‘\"Li7 FOHL (R F,Eﬁgfjgﬂé RN i%"l*ﬁjﬁ?gﬁ °

130 LEXIS, QBD 21 January 1994, Deputy Judge Sir Louis Blom Cooper.

79



B XK KBRS T R 2 R R o TS AL
S E SR R T SR

6.69  HETH P H A DRI Aa o ity (2 ES) BT
PR H D E R T R Y S DR o PN RS PR R R E )
'ﬁﬁhﬁm<ﬁmﬂm>d%fﬁﬁwwwﬁﬁOﬂﬁﬁw R
VAR T E RSO

6.70 i+ R v Registered Designs Appeal Tribunal ex parte Ford Motor Company Limited % >
et F B[R PP ((McCowan L) R4 Fh T g‘[ = Fffﬁﬂﬁ[ﬁ KO (1988 F 4y
o~ AU A b gy ( Copyrlghts Designs and Patents Bill 1988) [} fit [ 1%
@%wTwwm<B<fm Do BRGE  R R R R
R BN B e A L

R B R S T RERR G R A TR
L E I 9]
6.71 Tt Macdougall and ors v Wrexham Maelor Borough Council % " = V& ¥k [ 1 2o

By (B2 s ) gl =0T (1973 & 4 B9k (3% 4) ) ( Land Compensation Act
1973) ) L X E{Uﬁk[ﬁkjﬁq‘%ﬁj 9 HLR o 3 B E\LF,I»uI JIE L (EE A
ﬁ%ﬂ\ Pt ’?ﬁﬁjf\: 1PV Y TE R RL R ﬁ e R E X ]
S AR o (R R Y Py R P R R AN Y P o
6.72 ©t Rv Foreign Secretary, Ex p Rees-Mogg %' > *° = fol 7+ 1 [ 3 w9 A
Bﬁﬁﬁ’L?ﬂ&Q%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁWE%qig B9 B0 1 2T
= pl v Pifﬁ B R R e R AT 2 e o RN RL A
SIS R R G R T PR - B N Lioyd LD 5 61
o U = 2N e B (W L S = A

“ﬂﬁJF P70 MR AL T XA e A RLE R
e s 1 4 ﬁrwﬂiﬂ ) Ep = PR R D T Y 12y e e
) ﬁ' e gk (R R Y ) o N

51 5T J oy [l_ﬁ IF{ E |F'| F IS R J7FJ W o 1Y e BEIS '%TFJ [3* Baroness Young I Lord Gifford

7Y 9-10 T}l o

P RSO AV IR T AL E B SR T ER T B E S B (R
it JP/JF"TEJJ P -

1oe PERLX A H'i?? fil¥# it 1% Superintending Examiner [ £/ Registrar of Designs 77 [V &  LEXIS » 2 March
1994 (QBD) ° Registrar #{! Deputy High Court Judge on the Appeal Tribunal fiv {57~ [1993] RPC 399 « #|
;Jﬂ YL > Registrar #[1 Registered Designs Appeal Tribunal ?BFE Bl /7’1?'/;’7"/7, ﬁ:;t LT [ T 47
(RSO PR o HiY0 > Appeal Tribunal =135 & i 3 J SRR R AR o S ik ERl
FABEAE i) SIEHEWVELSE P e T

S i g IRBTI R  -

156 Reg v Designs Appeal Tribunal, Ex p Ford Motor Co. [1995] 1 WLR 18, at 29.

157 Rating and Valuation Reporter [1993] 141, at 158.

BE BT 158-159 ji e

159 [1994] 2 WLR 115, at 123.

160 European Communities Act 1972.

80



B (EATHR) e

6.73 " ICIplc v Colmer %" > *** [ i [Al F £ 4]~ 7 i ?“Jfé??[ T/ S X
q&":\FJ” %’E_JL[IF[J—L\/ s IEIEIFﬂE‘j;EB;kTE»’m ,‘{EIE[[E_F)—?:";EL—FIJ<<E[§ :JE_’\>>
1 T T AL S Y X R X R T - RS

6.74 i+ AG v Associated Newspapers Ltd % ¢ & [ ﬁJ Al N Y R

FL ﬁﬂﬁ: (1980 &F i Hl vk = 3k 4 A 1 %) ( Contempt of Court Bill 1980) {E ¢y &
il F' AT F[?ﬁlﬁ/ = T‘iﬁiﬁﬁ?ﬁ HI KN A u i B ?ﬁﬁxﬂ‘i%%’ o BE < RE
ﬁr;mhjﬂﬁﬂ *%ﬂyﬁww%ogiﬂ@ﬁ%<wwﬁﬁmﬁ
B E J>> AR o e N U s O S B ‘&J%d’ iy
Bgﬁfmﬂyfgwﬁ%f’%Uﬁwﬁw%ﬁﬁiﬂﬁﬁdiiﬁﬂ
R RS TR T S LIRS T

6.75 T+ Robert Gordon’ s College v The Commissioners of Customs and Excise ' »**° H i %5
%wfﬁmﬁﬁkaﬁz _$W@ﬁp%%ﬁ,@ﬁﬂﬁ%wgﬁwﬁ

e {HEI BRI EdT KBJFF[ A R RL R T YR 0 T RS H
PR gl S fy e

6.76 9"\7}? o = A £ U L [ i o [fljj\ﬂ\ [g%fg,%ﬁjﬁﬁc4m, [Lj?j’il_
;‘VF‘IT i fLJ [ R 2 J\ Rv Secretary of State for the Home Department, Ex parte Doody %' fi*)
H By B R 2V A
6.77 Rk [ F Y Doncaster BC v Secretary of State for the Environment 4 ff >
B % 22 ) S G A T SR Cmulioceupation) 7
“H =B E " (multiple dwelling house ) fiv 72~ <70 7 ¢ .T‘“ W] 3%y ( Simon Brown
U)jﬂh< 2 S) PPERE R G B R Y R
P - 8T~ ﬁ”“%#*ﬁf“°Tﬂ’ﬁﬁ%*m:ﬁﬁﬁmoﬂy
fffii TR E XYY Y PH R RN AR R - v TN ”ﬁ L i 2
i, Elijﬁ K Jpt M R s A f) Ay F< i P o ) Tg«J E A e Wy ;i T
LR RER %ﬁfﬂﬂnpm$%@ﬁim@$W%m%ﬁ’@gﬁ
I R N L O R el N VRG] ek B R
ESINIIEE Wil ke B e (N RIS A7

—]

v LordReesMoggﬁJ[*iéﬁJF frza ] gy ~ Ugﬁl”’l*ﬁ RS EE R ﬁﬁﬁiFﬁJ(E[ﬁi\?ﬁi}
YA R B A A _\j’ﬁ'l o YT LA T[J [ e (1688 & S YiERT) Y9 X -

162 [1993]4 All ER 705, at 709.

BV TI6 ) -

164 [1994] 1 All ER 556, at 566 (H.L.).

e FY 566 [ji o 7y B3 P ﬁg\ Report of the Departmental Committee on Jury Service (1965: Cmnd 2627) -

166 LEXIS, 23 March 1993 Edlnburgh VAT Tribunal.

Le7 R v Secretary of State for the Home Department, Ex parte Pierson, The Times, December 8, 1995.

168 Hansard HC cols WA 863-5 July 27, 1993.

162 [1994] 1 AC 531.

179 66 P & C.R. 61 and see further T.J. Bates, Journal of the Law Society of Scotland, supra, at 253.

71 Section 172(4)(0) Town and County Planning Act 1990 Bill.

172 T?‘% r ;F_TL,EJ b E £ A iixﬁ#;ﬁ,%ifj %‘%ﬁ%}’f};ﬁ’;i;ﬁlj«fﬁ@—ji{;c

81



6.78 ¥ 9] Sﬁf Oy R 7 R R PR g [ 0T Griﬁ“n v Craig-Harvey % 7 |’ PLL~
2o SRR RO & Y R A ﬁﬁﬁrfl 35 A R I = LR I
oo YRk F:\L”ET’T X ER R SRR R E IJ//Zﬁﬁ O EE Y ;J*
3)

6.79 Tt Matheson PFC v Jansen %' » ' § b f= B Py 0 H p‘*rj + (1975 =
RS RSN R LAy SO K R S R E
U HE KR E - XKLL TG R (i B X H) o B
£ Py PR R Iﬁ“ K Al ﬁ"\_ﬁ Vi ;’7"//7{7‘71?531( LA s (]
9 5y = sﬁﬂ 55 e i B RL B )OS ﬁ] L fﬁ“ X I RS o % Real Estate
Developers v Town Planning Board % »*"> % " F ik Py = 7l - iy o & ff e
AR U R ik | e N ST e = S N R S R ?‘fu 5\&7‘]@7—%{17}?@@ ff
R Ff X FIE R e T LS %%WP%LB¢T\§§wa,%
Ep PR ok kLT PR B AT B R (RS -
JRFTT i RS2 B A gy SR A G (R # R
6.80 . Crown Suppliers v Dawkins % » 7" = U0 35k [k f1 0 ) SR R E) LT P
"R Fﬁ'*ﬁ‘ﬁ‘ py o BT el i 3 Bﬁ'ﬁﬁ‘ S SR S T RE Y (1975 &F
AR = 2 '&J 1 %) ( Race Relations Bill 1975) I £ e i B o P B ) ( Neill
0 BB T S B AT (U T 2 S i A
) R "JTF[E” ’ ﬁnjiifﬁ@[ﬁlfjiﬁfr\‘/f\lzjﬁﬁﬁx B E R s BRI
GRS (B F )
6.81 ~ L Sunderland Polytechnic v Evans %' » *'* § I b0 Hi 5 58 A {0 2 B A
00 9 3 201799 ﬁ%#ﬁﬁﬁwwﬁ@“ﬁ%rﬁ
(E s SN «iitﬁJBLEQ"JEHPJ@ ] i 1 K]*%‘;Iql wF }fl$ (B Y
A~ ﬁjﬁﬁjz’i]ﬂﬁﬁ o HIF B ARGV EY ) (B A i) pUR < e

6.82 it In re Arrows, (No. 4), In re Bishopsgate Investment Management Ltd and anor % >
R R e A TR I A RS SR s
H A =E f} 15 F“'[ 4% ( Fraud Trials Committee Report) - ?B 3{}”‘ = i %l *HJ 5 H f[
q[(PJEi’F”#&JFLI T E Elj%—\—r B A E (Dillon LY) H] {75 SR 9]
SR g TR L Y B e B IR B RL T R Vs R T w?i 7 -

,11 —aﬁ \ﬁ:

173 [1993] STC 54, at 62.

174 (1994) CA No. 72 of 1994, 26 July 1994, unreported.

Y75 (1996) 6 HKPLR 179.

T SIS IR T 1991 5 55 R (SRS I AR ) -

1 [1993] ICR 517 » [}] 7+ Journal of the Law Society of Scotfand &R pu— FyY %1"[ AV }_[fj ) FI' b/
TIPTS5 Y 2R @

178 [1993] ICR 392.

179 [1993] 3 WLR 513, at 539-540.

T A BT 519

82



@ﬁﬂﬂiwéﬁw\ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@W%Oﬂﬂwmvﬁﬁﬂﬁiwi
BT BN IS BT T

6.83 J =N A R N = s T el N G S 1 G A = 1Y
Ao % g & 20 3 F) ( Lord Caithness ) ELJF: CMEEE AR EY (8

flJ eI 1] ) ( Companies Act) H XL FIT) fl fb 1987 & | Hy 1k ¥ AJ Y e EJ; il
3 F ( Lord Taylor CJ) ~ 7% 4&' F AT H Y F ﬁ % ( Royal Commission on Criminal
Justice ) F =~ ) R T T (B [EIJ AR

6.84 ‘& CIRv Willoughby % > *** L EVHy 3y ( Lord Justice Moritt) i* v > =
=2 21952 % Fpovsp] il 1936 & VR k *'&J oo & HIE Congreve v CIR % '°
A A R LB AL T T R i
B TR TR PR T 1936 9 [ 2 G B ) B T R R
MﬁoﬁWﬁqufﬁﬁ%%&m§$%WﬁomTﬂ BUEVH Sy
&iw%%iT—hE%%%”ﬁl FﬁﬁUMm>4ﬁ@i%&T%W
AR ORI B BRI R B R I
R B~ B 2R R mﬁﬂmﬁ?ﬂjww’@
Do S BRI R R o R A R RN T e R
A9 1 i e

B 5 B 4

6.85 Fpo fuip R @’W??%ﬁiiifﬁiwiﬁoﬁ?F’t
[%’ﬁ? s R S F ] e %3 7 3 P ( Lord Donovan ) TE[ " Manginv IRC %
ORI R SCHL e S S R s s T BT T R T RL [ B
(iU HERD Ry S 8 f%%}r\‘/ ------ N O B S N

CE sy kv E S I g T RO RN T N k| RN = P
[ 55 R o S py Fﬁﬂ,' SRCR: 7JL’§VJ/ P
6.86 it CIRv Alcan New Zealand Ltd %' » **" Fr 1 = B w3k [ 2 9] Mangin ijl pY

P AL - ok RLHT S BB R AR W ([ £ )
P CE AR i - 0 20 ?ELI: I RS IR 2= SR 1
B 1 215 (e 7R g T E LI M o
DR -E N CE e b= il N U ‘I*‘ AT R RGN e

181 Saunders and Others [1996] 1 Cr App. R. 463, at 477.

182 [1995] STC 143. Court of Appeal, also referred to by Lintott and Bennett, in the New Gazette, February 1995, 46-7,
and by Lintott in the New Gazette, May 1995, 38-9.

183 [1948] 1 All ER 948.

FEUVR L - s BT 174 T}I o

T ARSI E 2 1995 & 5 5] 2 BY 38 ji

186 [1971]1 AC 739 © it CIR v Asia Television Ltd %" ([1987] 2 HKTC 198) 1 » 3 75 SR [l &> gt

187 11994] 3 NZLR 439.

188 11992] 3 WLR 1032, at 1040C-D and 1057B.

189 Section 5(j) of the Acts Interpretation Act 1924.

83



6.87 &@*W“’#%ﬁ%ﬂ@9$%ﬁﬂfHmﬁ%ﬁww[%m
R RN T R R N TR E T
LR Y AN £ RIS I (R *T*G?H”[U SN
= g u/m'/ ﬂ},ﬁlﬁi 2 2 mvp Pl o gy ;eu < A

(N ?J KOHi B & po bR SR e e B 2 lﬁHi B~ ff =gl A
‘(L o 7

| ) 3 4

6.88 + Botross v London Borough of Fulham % > '* ?ﬁ PP XX a2

[
7 )y gtpuilﬁnp A P /ﬁ?’/ﬂf/}qﬁlﬁlﬁj 2| 7] F P @FJ I *F‘ i .ij AR <y
T Hy G YR ]:E_‘\é‘l(ii?i/pjﬂ%\/ USSR S U G = S TR
I TH AR Y Y T B R Ay S
AR = Vo N S S I B N L )
[fil 2 % £ 2 if' SO R RS R RN R [ I (E]
EE:[‘ o 7 194

6.89 * B%i%@‘?ﬁﬂ iﬁf‘%’i%{‘iﬁﬁfﬁ b i ( Lord Byron) ffLL{T%[IY 1Y 517 iy
Ao i A il kLT P Y “?%E'BJF'EJFW%TE Y E AR R B RLT

IR AR Ty »;ﬁ ?J XOWEE o 71 3 T\ "FI\[ ikl H["EJ “ T ’F‘é’Jk”J ” 196 I\E,JEET )
[ 20 71k PRI AT S S 0 A £ O (0 8 PR 2R
¢3mmﬁ%&&”?%°ﬁ%%%ﬁJKXWw#V%@%BF%ﬂm
e

6.90 o R TRAL - S
Yo AL BB 2 B
%jdwﬂﬁégwmmiﬁﬁ B e
Jil o E Fff ’ﬁE e

691 *ﬂﬁ”liiﬁfwiﬁﬁ@WWS<ﬁﬁ?kw@iv (57 383 i)
BT 3(1)E BT o K YR EAE R FT R (R0 (R
£ B LAY o RS - 2T (FW PR A
%Wﬁm’ﬂ4¥%7wﬁﬁaﬁﬂﬁwb<‘mﬁmmg%ﬁm[m;
20y IS R W A T R A R o LR R Y R P ()
GV 32X A CHE D) BV VIIGS)K ) o [y ZESA R A ] -

1%%r@m¢fww%g%ﬁwh # &
A L L R = Y B L L
UL R R R P SR

190 P. Brazil, "Reform of Statutory Interpretation - the Australian experience of use of extrinsic materials: with a

postscript on simpler drafting" (1988) 62 ALJ 503, at 506-7.

A.J. Halkyard, "Pepper v Hart: roadmap or minefield?", The New Gazette, (August 1993), 14.

192 (1995) 16 Cr. App. R (S.) 622.

v ’FE'F *Avkrfrlf“ﬂﬂli TR RFEVIEJIRLIEEE ST A e IR Pk ] o R 2RE S
I*%kﬁ IF“ﬁL [N {=p)13& " R v Hallstrom, ex p WﬂVo 2) % ([1986]1 QB 1090) - 3% 1104 DI o

194 Hﬁlk—[ﬁj ’ 5?628 [}

10 H',%k—[ﬁJ » 57 629 T}I °

PO A BT 628 i1 o

191

—

84



6.92 o=k o JF % B I AR T R R g & T RN R
RLEEZEE XM R L) RS R ElfJ?ﬁﬁi*ifE%FlE Fr s 5 A 7‘| 3 B
%?*HH°W%£¥“ﬁ”WW“%VF§ﬁ ftﬂﬁ%ﬁ*ﬁi’%ﬂﬁ*}mﬂ
* B?'E’El W EATR A I E F‘l * f‘ﬂfﬂlﬁ*ﬂﬁ” g s LF“ﬁ)LﬁEUEE ke =

I o 3k [ 3\[ B G R I (O LR I = R - (W B 715 R e o e N
LA T ﬁ@ B 35 gﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁl I f“J%* H ¥~ o ﬁﬁm » AR B T Ry Law Chi-wai
FHIGRD O g s) DI S JE) TR P P i e 2 ik
Rl A LR L R S A L N
RS - 2 S N (A Tﬁﬂﬂiﬁf[iﬁp i g N H o R s wo BRI
RLYprgr= e e Rz ) (R fi WA XY (5 383 i) [Tz
Bk i Py R ] AR Iy e Y

6.93 ~ JL R v Bolton ex p Beane % *°° Ay H[ Y AL » 3k [ o~ ﬁ ?J T M o

E IR (T A AR T‘EP R R Er T py LA R e I N E *ﬁ R E AP
F=RIEC TR (3F *ﬁ Rk ﬁ ) By 15SAB X PIEp A& > = 4t R f}]
EF ka[f G = 2 9 A GERRRZ S AU a0 B = FIEJ’ﬁé’J B L
FI 3k AJ% T JT FL [ Botross v London Borough of Fulham % % & T.g It 2 At
i SR S R = U e O | = ] o= T I M A | R e [
B Mo o ARy e R R o

BB 2 R T

6.94 EIRa AR e N I A I - R e U S U S (TR Al
W<B%?$i>ﬂﬁ$%@%%%%ﬁﬁww‘PWﬁPﬁ°mﬁ%#

S ) S R A de@%w@%mﬁﬂ’ﬁﬂd%ﬂﬁfﬁ L i
m’ﬂwwﬁmﬁwk”ﬂ*ﬁﬁ’iJiiﬁﬁ#f“ﬂ e AR Y
As (BRI isc) o

695 —EJQ l'l_“‘él [:’: EI;{\i_I:J /ﬁ%/;?ﬂ/#‘i%‘[}gjgéﬂ‘/f:’ 1}»?1}. EJ,L[ lﬁ] o 206 *["j:
R v Warwickshire County Council, ex parte Johnson % » %} Zr FL »v A Eg ?E ﬁ QIS
PR D) SRR Y e R P A R B

197 Unrep. Cr App No. 260/1995, 7 September 1995 (CA).

B9 B3 e TR -

199 E.JT 4 —Dt[ o

200 (1987) 61 ALJR 190.

201 1901 (Cwealth) - % % 57 8 i -

202 (1995) 16 Cr App. R (S.) 622.

2% 1037F #) -

204 “Pepper v Hart Revisited", 15 Stat LR 10, at 21 (1994).

205 F :’?’ﬁ AP R o R F T Ak AL (Section 15AB of the Acts of Interpretation Act 1901) (Cth) (1984) )
SV I VAR AR (] plE AR T ﬁf,' HEZPRT] (B2 dis)
i I[ﬁ oo

205 & RLT.J. Bates iV i i& "Judicial Application of Pepper v Hart", Journal of the Law Society of Scotland, July 1993,
251, at 252 «

207 199312 WLR 1, at 8.

85



i;ﬁ}_ﬂrj F[J%x\/i_ :FIF[JO” %"E’?ﬁlf‘\’{ﬁ}li’[ﬂjﬁ ’TIJETU’ [~ ﬁijiﬂk?ﬂ
O RN N RN R ] r,%ﬁ T 5[ SY PR R RO R AR
ﬁv»fj@L:w14WWo@iww*ﬁc?iP%K%iE*%&
] R N BRI g B R B B ot R I
W 2T B 4G

6.96 T+ National Rivers Authority (Southern Region) v Alfred McAlpine Homes East Limited
1#%a;ﬁm<mmmn¢wuﬁwwﬁww&ﬁ<mmEﬁqwmiJ>
( Water Resources Act 1991) 57 85 X ﬁjyﬂ j'ﬁ\ | (B2 Hise) X ffﬂ’
1951 B PR Gk 4 BRI REG BT R e B0 ] - Sy ?Flu > Al
@uzaw%ﬁ%#isz#&%#’ﬁﬁ*%&'*H@@@?P@
(B2 s ) (D)X XY B R A P AR VY Y B T B

#ﬁgéWW’bmﬁﬂ-m%*ﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁF“ﬁ”K&B
é‘fﬁ?‘g@ﬁﬂ'ajﬁfj?ﬁ[ %/{;*EJ T [FIJ%IEJ% o Hi ko ? Oy (B E Y H S0) ﬁ%]ﬁ;lipﬂ

P L o

6.97 "t Chief Adjudication Officer v Foster %' > *** 7 EI & 3 2 HRE
PP G G

\T'{
—=
At
T
T%

6.98 it Inre Devon & Somerset Farmers Ltd %" > *2 A ffi = ¥ '} (B £ Y Hi5)
[ (T TR (AR S (AT S I = S U N A = %ﬁgj MR S Eﬁ ] py %
7% .

6.99 + Scher v Policyholders Protection Board (No. 2)% > ** i [k fﬁ] 2B (B
FZH ) T (e }*] T I MR B *'&J 1 %)  ( Policyholders Protection Bill )
O g et o R R SR R S e R A B 2 R L

6.100 + Reed v Department of Employment and others %' > **> 1% £ [ 9 (1984
ORI B ) ( County Courts Act 1984) 57 40(1) & [0 3 ZE [ i~ o Zr[a =04y
pl i A~ 3 Fp ( Stuart-Smith L) T’F'pjj( XYY T ﬁsrﬂ %J:j/) NG
BAE - PE BB E RS PRI e R
R Y B R e e Ry 9] R B K R )

208 Zander, The Law Making Process (4™ edition, 1994), 153.

202 LEXIS, (QBD), 26 January 1994.

210 5y 85 X ﬁllFﬁﬂfFJ 1951 &k (IS Re) 3 AJ ) (Rivers (Prevention of Pollution) Act 1951) 3% 2(1)

éﬁpu;rﬁﬁﬁl[fj

L R S N R Tt MR AT

(B2 s ) 3 F v i py 356 UL 7 Wrﬁi T~ = CE 5
TLe TS EE S W PR A A IJJﬂ?ﬁ““EEFJ

2121199312 WLR 292, at 306D.

2131199313 WLR 866, at 875.

2141199314 WLR 840, at 852.

215 %= & [ Restick v Crickmore; Nisbet v Granada Entertainment Limited; Warren v Hinchliffe andAnor o
FIPARL 1993 5 11 F] 17 FIf LEXIS « SR 02 st 143 NLT 1712 » ([ 45 £ P 5 4 ([l 2
HRL) — f"

216 |*’1 ,[tp ot “Q i YR P{ T Chief Adjudication Officer v Foster %' ([1993] 2 WLR 292 » L 306B | ) EIUFEI

o g [ Rl B

His) purg g o L P
B}

H ‘41>—Eu~
CP:

86



RS SR RS S L R o I R A o
RIF s o Sl o g A Ak P s .

6.101 T+ R v Secretary of State for Employment ex p Nacods %' > * [l E< ﬂ | W]
N Y At LR e Y RS S e
SIA I+ R R E X I Y S R SR - Ry B AR E
R LR RCTIE ST TR S RN E R TR (Pt Sy SR SN
6.102 T+ R v Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs, ex parte Rees-Mogg
TR R S I A I SRy
gi3< ) FIHP P RUST POE R Fp0 3k~ o Iy 55 - ) #1834 ( Sir Stephen Brown )
P B2 ) DY) A 1990 B RO R I A )
( Human Fertilisation and Embryology Act 1990) % “jfﬁ H ff' o A TPy fiE ﬁ& i =
= ,}J ) jfﬂ [ﬂF[l Hpy [f' [ de 20 X Y R

6.103 WK T HIA T PR B H RIS T T o 2
Tﬁ‘d T Py (KnoxJ) 7 London Regional Transport Pension Fund Trust Company Ltd & Others
;yu@gmmﬁ@,ﬁ?%%@m—m%@%ﬂ?ﬂﬁ%ﬂimakﬁﬁ
HE GRS NN I S S TN

6.104  Fj - EEAG [ HLUY o 55 B E U7 A RO 0 R

=R R OEE R ALE A R R
U= TIE A TN L S

6.105 + The Secretary of the Dental Council v The Dental Council %' > **° 4 Ir'ff SEH
2o o (F W) I X IO E R O T - 2 A Hardy
Kowara (formerly known as Kwa Kok Min) v Headwell Investments Ltd %' > **> ") £ & 3 Py 2
9] P L) K B RS R A [ R T B e
=yt EF P E ﬁ' ooz it IR I Ry Law Ka Fu 502 il B
B T PR EE L P R

HL 2 ) B )

27 NACODS stands for National Association of Colliery Overmen, Deputies and Shotfireres. LEXIS, (QBD) 16
December 1993.

218 ?J:\[ﬁf JTYQ““‘ ”Jfliflﬂjwmﬁ‘ J"J?&EJEFJFH’F’ﬁ 2 IZ/[IITEJE *wwa owj}iﬁ%‘bﬂ F e
7% The Management and Administration of Safety and Health at Mines Regulatlons 1993 -

2% [1994]2 WLR 115.

220 R v Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority, Ex Parte Blood, The Times, October 18, 1995. (Family
Division).

221 LEXIS, (Ch D) 5 May 1993.

222 See N. Walker, "Discovering the Intention of Parliament", (1993) SLT (News) 121, at 123.

223 Unrep. 1994 MP No. 1403, 11 October 1994, H.C.

224 st‘j- 9 —I»}[ °

225 Unrep. 1994 MP No. 2701, 9 December 1994, H.C.

OB I3AIIS

227 [1996] 1 HKC 333 (CA).

87



6.106 §3F%“MW$%%ﬁi@“$ﬂ<Ef“$ A i
Ry A ]EIJ fEIE Zl sy AT o ] ) rﬂj #e ] o % R v London Borough of
Newham, ex p London Borough of Barking & Dagenham %' > 1k [ for %5 ZF v gy 4 L (1967
§~w7mﬁj>(Gmmmmmwm)ﬂ9%W%V’@@TW%¢BW
Eﬂﬁzéf CRUEEAC 2l S P EE 2 R g 0 (1961 F G AP
|ﬁ| (ff 3 5 >> ( Rating and Valuation Act 1961 ) '] v 3 — X X ¥ pu B[ H - 20 3 BI Tk
AL ﬁm<Pmﬂ>ﬁﬁav%wiﬁ:%ﬁﬁWWwWMﬁ’ﬁﬁ“%ﬁﬁﬂﬂ‘
@ﬂiﬁ*ﬁﬁ:“ﬂﬁvﬁﬁ“ﬁﬁw%f"°ﬂg

HLA I O )

6.107 AIB Finance Ltd v Bank of Scotland and anor %" 2 F9 2] L -5 98 ZE1 7 =04 A F'J
A1 f{ 1% ‘? BN e R (1985 F Rl J ) ( Companies Act 1985)
57 410 iyﬂk UG AN A AR (e £ A Hg'\[‘L) IR S A AR = 3 A1
M R g SRR T SO [ S B R e AL R - TR A R (1972)
F”ﬁ‘/f R RL 1988 & E B ) e S E AR D S o oL o R BE I,Y'JTF[
AR AT il PUI = ﬁl_h’ﬂjﬁ[’ﬁ'ﬁﬁf'?ﬂl_ﬁ”q* i ‘lj? TEAF R T

FREIREDL (B2 gisc) Iy pvisE & & % 1985 F 3% ¢ JﬁJjEﬁW%

6.108 »F Bﬁﬁljj‘%ﬂl (1989 = f'” 'AJ ) ( Companies Act 1989) 37 464 X >
@EN?%ﬁﬁa’%H%¥H919w AR 1985 kY i Rl T T
[ o PRI R g RS 1989 bR G AR SR Y w0 =R ]
WAL £ O R B -

6.109 %+ Islwyn Borough Council and anor v Newport Borough Council %' »** & & £ [
L B2 S TPy (1993 F JSF:FT 1+ A 1 %) ( Education Bill 1993) - FF‘[%]J
F N H ( Glidewell LJ) #=it » 3 % (|1 {£ &WE e ?%\Fui@m Wi Pk
SEESRT L AR RS SN IR R e SO TIER B Rt
FIISET = ol iy X9 s 7 g e Pal o kP sy )
B g HIE YR 1) £ 0 >°ﬁﬁq’ﬁ%E‘%u’
fLE AR A (B £ H R ) [ %k%ﬁg@ﬂibﬁ;ﬁ( 9] ~ FE oo

6.110 it Mendip District Council v Glastonbury Festivals Ltd % > >** y<F & vk Jf

( Watkins J) 5 & f 450 2O 0k ] - B0 2 (a)Fp O R R
%Fﬁéﬁ?iﬁwwﬂﬁirﬂ’ﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂuﬁwwéﬁi

=

N

_”H

228 LEXIS, 18 February 1993.

OFY 9 e R EANNRREY S A S tagE g E g WAL
230 1993 SCLR 851, Court of Session, Inner House.

231 LI" I»FIJ N F)J 9 —DiI o

232 LEXIS, 22 June 1993 CA.

233 Section 46 of the Education (No. 2) Act 1986.

234 LEXIS, 18 February 1993, QBD.

88



\41
m

]
x~F
—

R U SR L (AN AU Y S [E DA S RS
i‘ﬁﬁmﬁﬂ s PGk T AR R (PSR jng;i-gjz\ £ v =

t= I VT

6.111 i+ R v Secretary of State for the Home Department, ex p Mehari and ors %' »#*° | [V
] ?Flig?ﬁg FOBRAL T P RL TS 2 R AT R H i‘fﬁﬂ_ﬁ’ (1971 & = i
5 i ) ( Immigration Act 1971) 27 3(2) & Fr iy pif L - B oY [k (75 %) i B T
PUBCE AL R A R TR R R e R R Rt I R S - O R T
jitﬂi}‘ PO E fer o (AT BRI R = LI B ORISR - gt %j, S
BT AR PO 2 R Pk R ) R
91 o 1 B L L E) S 4 R R Emu@wwho

A

6.112 e /Wf/"’f/ﬁ??ii'ﬂ% EIf:[jfk L e -’?FﬁH'F'F Ber BRI
AP AFRYRSR R =T e “\F”jﬁ S Sy R i ESEC [ EZRCE &
Rv Secretary of State for the Home Department, Ex p Sakala % > *** & [ i fF" M=~
B © (1988 = 7 i?i =* ﬁ %1 %) ( Immigration Bill 1988) ff ffr /& e fv [if 7% H
73’[ Jﬁ“ﬁ T 2~ I1H I ﬁ;'l g Fry'“' far sy 4 i R e R
B 2 l"“fﬁf*ﬁ] f*’?ﬁﬁ?‘aﬂﬁi%%*ﬁ*fﬁtﬂiﬁ_ \f[AE’%EﬁF[‘Jf”Jﬁ:ﬂ
e U R o B RL SRR LS R @W‘%?W%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂf
oM S =N WO SN

=}

6.113 T+ R v Secretary of State for the Home Department, ex p Mehari and ors g > 2*° <
R B RL Y e O S N BRSO E e L L
e SR Rl T = b T b 2P

6.114 BabucEa[RP S VRIS S ﬁﬂ W F LM 5 NP Docker” s Labour Club v Race
Relations Board %' **° [ i i& o [l LA

IyE 4 E“lljkf‘yntﬁlkﬁ‘/‘;‘»}‘njtiibf'[iﬁjzflqi\[ﬁ[rr]%L?E[\ﬁj;%
iitﬁmi?“[ FFE(];JWEF\ EH L R S R R S
g g I N By sk mtﬂ[ . Z/DLF“TEL"E% JJ MRS jﬂ&l?ﬂj—f Tj}'ﬁrﬂ
e el F AL RS E RN T
PUTER2e = 2 H A sk 508 5 ff gl > 1 Ep 2 s R A
- R T E rﬁjﬂ@@l”fﬁ%ﬂi o 7 24

23 P fids™ Halsbury Laws vol 44, paragraph 888 (4th edition) e

236 LEXIS, 8 October 1993, QBD.

21 iiﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁiﬂf’j"‘iﬁ’\fﬁﬁ BIAEE, CIET 8 2 AR > F O i R P e e phak gy o
238 The Times, 26 January 1994, Court of Appeal.

239 LEXIS, (QBD), 8 October 1993.

2480 [1974] 3 WLR 533.

OHYS43 ) .

89



[ 2 9

6.115 it 2 f?/ﬁﬁ;t‘ wE g E A %#“#47 =02 ‘[ﬁ oo FG TR
[ 7+ R v Foreign Secretary, ex parte Rees-Mogg % *** Fv'R v pu £ o 7 Re London

Transport Regional Transport Pension Fund Ltd % > **° 1% [ ﬁ g‘ B =% :% ARG - F F.
xjiﬁﬁ’[ipj,n[ﬁ\,qu }I%‘;i’“ﬁ’?%’fja 4 = )fﬁﬁ';&["‘—‘[]‘r Hy @l 5 | A
AL ﬂ%’ Wy B 7 F”I?ii‘}@ o5 gt Lo BB Rl R 2 U
F 1R PR M [ ?iﬁ 9 E~J O E] AR B .

6.116 + Prebble v Television New Zealand Ltd g »*** *E“{éi Ik %5 Fman /F%[ 4 T Fu;gL
%*&@f@WW“WW“WBwEWJT%ww YR g L
IR SN AU Rl A A LA
L ﬁ[ e szsyej g o

6.117 PR ACA o CH RS R gy BT Y R
T FJ: ~ AR ELE Y Hy S0y I - AT F' T B2 (R (R ﬁ,g w7 AR
B AR P 0 & AN TR R [ A R AL wumw TERE::
B SR AR T RN B S R -

H

242 [1994] 2 WLR 115« pL 3 X & “37= ﬁﬁy} B
243 LEXIS, 20 May 1993, Knox J.

244 The Times, 13 July 1994.

245 "Hansard - Help or Hindrance?", 15 Stat LR 149, 153 (1994).

90



AR B 3
ST LN ) 9 h P A S I

9%
7.1 R (IEE 0 B e I T RS Fhﬁa‘E/ ri/ﬁ?'/ ?/}/ﬁlﬂil H U iy e 9t
IR PV R lfﬁ?ﬁq'ﬂjl s gt A |y nich[%EFp““%%u 5 a3

R RIS RN L S ﬂ#nf&ﬂjﬂﬁmﬁ%éﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁwuiw
ﬂﬁp%vh»ﬂmﬁﬂmiwmﬂﬁ%&ﬁ%ﬁﬂmwﬁo

RfizE
() K= FpIpy T EE IR T
7.2 Q'Jff‘ ERNE A *%luﬁgﬁéﬁ%‘f MR AL g H Rl 2L
# oo T 1967 FAI1969 F T Rk (I BV ) A RPN ) 2 f
P& S £ R T F R S R
“TE B OEE S Y S S gy e > ’Dl q}ﬂyﬂ?j% ENREY]

Bl B B R T (e R L s R R I e 5 T
WO LI R R Y R G T VR AR PR B R o

7.3 G TR E LA ACE o BRI B 2 AR AR P L
O Rl I GO R )R E R RL T R B A LA F’?@glf—”rfquﬁﬂ ’
mww%émﬂ@ﬂrﬁpH‘*wﬁﬁfiﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂo4T
KL ST g R SRR R -

7.4 AL S e T (R L S

vmg%ﬁ<[*‘JH»HwﬁMiOWHF%ﬁHJV' X 1

IR ERCERE SRR AR 4 NI RS- TR

BRI 0 i g+ FOHLE E T e ,ﬁﬂ#mm##&ﬂiﬁmw

! [1992] 3 WLR 1032.

2 "The Interpretation of Statutes", Working Paper (1967) and Final Report (Law Com No 21) (Scot Law Com No 11:
1969).

’ (T =2 1) 3 T49F9*D<<§E'HT&HT>>TS3F9

: CRFIRE 10D ST 1688 « po {1 ﬁ‘[JEr GYE RIS o g 2 e
° (SR Ab) BT 55 AL (7 (= #>> 5T S2°F o il o l*mfu A B AR S R
;ﬂwﬁmﬁu RS GRAgT ™ S o PR T H AR TS o (AR ) 5

61 F8 -
91



al

P 25 55 | L) HDE T OB G T IREY et bl T I R E P
kaﬁw@&iﬁﬂﬁhﬂﬂﬂﬁfﬁ

7.5 Ph= W G TR RS RS W ;rﬁfh“ﬁﬁgﬁﬂ Frap o
T AR R gy o i e = Bk I R Y e A L
SRR P IR (B2
fHTE S S = %t‘ LR LN IS S R SeA
o3 ] B B 2 B EJYFJQ“J?H:/ I SIS B A LA O 1‘”%?* [
( Justice Frankfurter) [i¥ & ik i | HI 54 % 9 ‘i[ifﬁﬁﬂé AV TG AR T R
B Fﬁ;};ﬁv%%.’n&  H oz u PRl 2 s lzwﬂjﬁg—.} o 7 0 ’?#J o
EE R NEN S U NN R RS O H :)t,gu%[p, CF LI H
fol B g o= e B 5 00 R P%H*W”ﬁw

-

7.6 v ﬁk R VR F'gﬁfJ PPl - kL PRl B )R
@W% “ﬂﬂ%%ﬂWéf R E AV YRR R - Tl

GRENCIE A NIENE AN ﬂ@ ) o 3k ﬁ;{e[lw sECHL A fEpuds g o pLT
TR R L L

7.7 W B 5 B EAN R A R N L SNl R
BT AR H R T T i [l iy o e o BB 0 A ]
S F;[ RPN o P T R > T A B T E R LA AT e g )
é?‘?%%q’éfiﬁﬂﬁéﬁ¢ﬁ ﬁﬁﬁﬁouﬁ PEES
£ :F i ZEH }WH S Al T [_J BBy A rgszpuﬁr (u’i p [‘F?I s 3 EgEr
ﬁDW‘Wﬁiﬁgﬂ*l%ﬂ%Wﬁ“'fﬂHﬁﬁ EWﬁ%@?%%W’
tﬂlirrw‘ %LIE'F' 7} TR H Ji ELL"riF:L [l_m;{l 13

¢ PL (2 (=Y ) 53 S3 AT CRURIRF b)Y 56 7 -
l?-[fd » L RL I Curtis i "A Better Theory of Legal Interpretation" in the (1948-9) 3-4 Record of the

Association of the Bar of the City of New York » 57 321 DI o

S (TR fF) 5V s4 BB A <<£ag,;f5f',1‘>> 57 57 8 - <<£ﬁs§ CEDE TR (BTN Ry

P B PR P 8 G IERLIEE 5T (T 5258

"Some reflections on the reading of statutes" Proceedmgs of the Bar of the City of New York (1947) 213, at 216-7.

1 (2 (=¥ i) 5% 56 AT CRIEIRT 1Y) Y SO -

o (T (= F) BYSTH -

e (2 =2 F) 27 59 BAT (VAR £ 1) 53 60 B -

o i E) ‘r,ﬂ,ﬁfli E| Ha’F ?L’FQ ﬁiﬂﬂ‘— oL fF'I [y ° PL Practice Direction (House of Lords:
Supporting Documents) [1993] 1 WLR 303 =94 > 3 1994 F 12 F] 20 1Y ﬁf[Jﬂ‘—* IJJAELFI E’zﬁ B~
£l %k FEAIRINE [ NI A R G pY (B f’l g]) » € Practice Direction (Hansard: Citation) Supreme
Court [1995] 1 WLR 192 - Fﬁiﬁi&ﬂf@mﬁiﬁw?ﬁﬂl

92



7.8 Rt B AR ) ﬁ 2R G R Y AL _A S
B R B RER > BRSBTS K e A w wwp
B R Y R R S PG [O Y h R )
YR RL S TR E SO ] (R Y A Llid/iﬂ‘ﬂf&ﬂ?ﬁﬁ A E R
o AJ (Rl B ae > Pl (o Bt ) |EI T;rf H—~zj~\ J‘Tféﬁra??[@ RN IFJ
e = gu;rg]g,[w; FE| ﬁ %Au;g;\—'[\?[ IﬂiE ;F;JE[T; FE] A3 &*é“'[;;t;g:i/ygpﬁi*‘“
J\’?‘fﬁ“i%ﬁi’i YT RES S R - PR FVHHT
[~ > 3k [k + “jjsﬂj S N | <3i¢?'[1jaid/igﬁﬁ>>gu £
WT%EﬁwH7J R I AL T RE T Y - i
B AR M R e B I g
eR R IR RCE R R RN CEIEE SRR R NP R i
7.9 ﬁmrﬁééﬁj}JﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂVﬁfwﬁﬁwﬁ@T
%W3W%§Wﬁ%’@*%?MW% )0 ) S LB R S 0 e f 1]
f e o TR RS SRR Y R T R E S e

[ g I'HﬁbJE'“ﬁkk’ Lff[ﬁ[f?ﬁﬁf'&ﬁ SRR R A A
ij'j\ F] & Cpy B AR o SRR AR B (O g? HIE S SN DY E AR

SRR e I"Elé[fj i T F‘J R g o ] % g
o IS f uii “7JﬁkU£4:gh§,l Bt P R B A B T A B

- RH

7.11 ﬁﬁlﬁ@%ﬁ%&ﬂ<1E@ﬁ>W“ﬁfﬁ%@E$ﬁm%

I I R R T Oh S i R 2 P UN LN TR o o
&R ] 0T #Wﬂﬁ“/LM%‘—%ﬁﬁHWWJ%MF#%WWE
SR e = IS R G = B A VI Y (3 7R T B
7.12 G T RE D SN T e A R PR Rl

1 Laskldi?y rj Report of the Committee on Ministers' Powers ( 1932 & ) Ffifi {4 pl 1+~ 5 3k 5k {2 f ¥ P

VIRV 8 P (R A AR - Lm%@stjibﬂiﬂﬂ&h*m%wdﬁ
ﬁﬁ?—] I"EI";YE"Sr S Pl B TRDAE S A R T

s FITEr Y S5 o R 2 Ef{ Stig Stromholm F¥% 7 El 3 [="Legislative material and construction of statutes:
Notes on the continental approach", Scandinavian Studies in Law (1966 ) 175-218 [ 1 o

e Pbo (2 = () 37 61-62 F& -

= The Law Making Process, (4th edition, 1994), at 157.

18 S RL 1969 & Flfj'[ﬁ e

19 <<*|‘m1’|ﬁk>>“§64?§%

L BT EET R S B ?fj*¢#ﬁ°

“ <<* l‘pj’ ) ‘T66 ARG T 1Y) ) 68?9 JOHTARLE LIRS - RS EE 2
’F“ Y e i “f‘lfﬁﬁ 1) EIFU} 18 fﬁ?j%’ ﬁ‘v”ﬂﬁﬂ&

22 _&ﬁ*[ilﬁih?ﬁi/—yﬁl"f S E FIJ7 ﬁizﬁé#ié?'[;{a%d/puglpjﬁl%r JFT’@'{ O
glfr“*ﬂlf? CANESN IR Pf“biliﬁ[%ﬁﬂ =5 f R DR 4 ) SORPR o ik = Tass fif 9] - (U ES
LI';.[fJA > BT 157 U ) o 'iFKI > by Ay ﬂ',; ﬂr}ﬂ%glip TR I e ’F)',ﬁj EIF” ) ;. A3
FI}EJ \la-:“TBT[E' HIW

> e[l

24 5T 68 & -

PR RS S [ £ OFTRCD EULE S0 Y 5 e D H R B %
Ejgé S 1ﬁ o

93



B TP PIEOR £ R (R R R RO o R 5 PR £ B
jﬁﬁﬁim’ﬁmﬁﬂﬁ@kﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂw¢mx¢@m
PG B A B BT TS A PR
UE s R E S e R A

G T X PUROR 2 0Ky T
SuL i ﬁll Ei IF wa ﬁ’sr‘!zl pall FIJEAL;FTEBJ *T Lfifﬂ ;;,g,, = gﬁ[%ll
EANIR N Nl Bt B I S AP N S A R
fi F,EJV‘\/ o

(i) F] Y B AR T YO 3 'AJ B ST Oy (e s ’F' =
Wk AR R R B R A o R AL e
BRI R 2

(V) MRS TRE T AR KR E S A
#ﬁ ‘AT (R e ET e F{‘ o 26 FCROR PR Y R R
A% ff 2 s

7.13 @}*ﬁ@*ﬁ<MﬁFﬁ%W@mW@°ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwmﬁ
Ut AR T A REE Py R RS S B RV ATR R 2 2 T o i E) -
Al TOSURS A R R T R BRE 2 TR R R R R T Tl
WO RV RS o F R Y0 RUOE AV T R (R RO e T
7.14 (g $F|L>ﬁ4‘Fﬂ*“F”ﬁFwﬁ%ﬁ{A“Fﬁiﬁflﬁ SRS
u [LJ Fk"" ﬁTB—fii ?[iﬂﬂf[ TE A [[“\ B)[FQF’?II’:]T’TTI'J (B L ';J IJ?FE[W
fooﬁ%f1’# [ I R C A I [ S S T (R R
7.15 G TR ET R A H TN R R e A s s R $vl¢%;j
JW’$ﬁ*fuﬁﬂﬁﬁ““ﬂi<#aﬁi%¢f%>p, o

FI &S £ g o AR P BT S R *[ﬁj”d
i f1EIPRAER O ) A - SRR LS T () £
EC N TIES E[UT& il LF”T# PR R B e 2 (R R U £ I

\_f\:_ﬁ] e AT K] RS e Ijj i F' PRYFFRL > JRLpY G > < ﬁjﬂ TS WX
oo =9 LT f TP R A I ] SO P AR ) B R AL e

B ff;,'g' ( 1970 oGPk ‘? E'I 2y ( AnlmalsBill 1970) A1 (1970 & ;‘(ﬁﬁ[ﬂ 1 A
5.y —?J gy ( Matrimonial Proceedings Bill 1970) ¥ & * 52 28 X ¥ > [HiE ] 4
UIVf, 2% o0 20

76 BT E T 2 WS B P AR O )
S F AR TP AR P B E P D) G R I e X

2 <<£@f,ﬁ7 Frlh) BT 69 B o

27 '%—HF’STWF%

2 <<ﬁfl#7f|j>>yj68w°

29 Samuel, "The Interpretation of Statutes" [1980] Stat LR, 86, 96.

94



YECHLE B E O R SR e T s T R P s e
Eﬁ ﬁij o 31
X VEH T
7.17 EZRIREC I TS R R R S B S SR RS T IS
S S RN R = NN
W RFEE GO ER XYY BT R X
YO P S R G ST R R B T g
() Fﬁ&#ﬁﬁﬁmwF# fwaﬁfmw%%w‘
BEONWHESEREFSHE S HAPH MY
EJEin?H fv

© BT R e e B gy B AR
ﬂ\pu— e £ P BEFERY . FieRs
TR RL AT R K E R P 2k g

() 'ﬂi‘JlﬁlﬁF"J%k‘f’E'fﬂﬁ[m[ FHRT B X g 2

AR s R
(e) ﬁﬁﬁmﬁ¢ipmmﬁﬁbﬁjqugﬁwﬁ
T B B P )
2 h X EJE' Y qhy =5 BT ()R Al (= 34 i py o) &
%Ji'ig lﬁ(ﬁ*‘*“}iﬁ EJJJ E R
3) ¢%Flfjij/7\{%}zﬂ%I‘J?X,FAI‘JEfFIEIE[fJ:%r‘Jg’;‘iZ‘—4:7%1?]
”}Jﬂ\T\F[‘:EJZKJSTQE[SJBI:Q-}/"Q;}B_F%I ”? o, 33
7.18 PP Y T RN N O R R TR R L o 3 Ty Ry R
s HJPgVWWFmiﬁ@”ﬁiﬁﬂ 2RI A
AN o I R L R R R R TR AN v AR e (e A
) CROR Y o) B 2 BE TR LR S ey ) g e

(@) [EGE [ 2 I A
7.19 (G fit # (Renton Committee) 55 b [1fY RLAE U ¥ B 5 =0~ &
FlAIIET 7 (2 F fp £ i fi &y ?ﬁ I SN - D}[ HIH (R E IE £ ik

E

i
—
et

O ARENAF o BV 72 R

* <<£ﬁhﬁ7f,1 VY BT 77-78 ES o

* ;E:l ffJ FPYRL - Civil Jurisdiction and Judgments Act 1982 *ﬂ' RENE Y AT E I A S8 I I;’F*"J’QL_
N JEJ[* I]ilv%_\ffﬂ,lfb\/fl&jdf > E’-}?j "FL [[7J £ o7

AL F R NRLESE EYC ) T E S PR

PR A XV EY209)% -

33 Samuel "The Interpretation of Statutes" [1980] Stat LR 86, at 99.

36 "The Preparation of Legislation", (1975: Cmnd 6053).

95



e R R G T R P gy b
J' q}ﬂyv\ﬁ%@gu‘” F'; ) }‘]:[F;,I, A ﬁ]ﬁ‘i%‘iﬁ]f’[fjﬂjf—d—k ﬁ([‘}%‘—%}—‘%[ﬁﬁ*b
B P ELEE ORI E I 2 REE R B RL DY TR T
2 AR -

7.20 :§|F ﬁ#ﬂgﬁjx[ﬁigj[ p@gjgga:ﬁﬂ»ﬁ R - AN S m‘auj, 4
gﬁ}flab A4 Y ik oS e P Rk ”ﬂ]g[ FLE R RS e

721 F ARSI VRO L i E A R R R P R
ESTICUE SRR RS S BRI IR ?EJ A R e R A RS ok
R S R TRt T I EE LT TR fPg
WRL T q,»qwo [t 3 2P FE > 5 P f" fa%&p 25 VR N i e
R AT SR IR R (. |E Tfﬁﬁjﬂ%‘( Z gy
3“ugiﬁyijf}|#%%% ﬁ&ﬁéwlwﬂ
722 BT AR RT [ A ECH RN (B 0K L)
AR B BR St BT AT R C RO 07 2 I (207 pU AR ) o0 B ] HOE (1972
B IER ) (Local Government Bill 1972) i #2136 [1» ] = 1 1L 38
@pﬁ 19 1) E‘JJ TR A SIS S5 R D IR s Bl B
e AR T R F'F MR F S iL““EJ AT R
B EORER BT R BRI B 2 e

7.23 fGﬂEfﬁ’Kr_$l/7Tquj( \ uii@‘,,f%ﬁﬁj’—‘pwxiimflﬁ i o |
W B TR ORERU Y AR PR T e o e AR R ‘?E?‘*f

o ” AR 29 o A SRR R RS Y ET RV T ERES FREF o BIR
[H & ﬂjﬂl f} £ (B er[in x m—k P;f,}éljmj( RN = f} £ f@fl SEANNEE)
SRR I I V) E SR G E A RIS E R AN R R e I S
AL = L e SE g g R RL A RS N A e ) R
R R A RS A R A U e S N

49

¥ FY10.3 B o YA ff]
> HY15.1-152 F8 -
39 1970-1971 & 5y {rjm v e (HC53838722F) -
40 F 1971 % 1974 & 1) [ﬁlj‘ii—i‘b?ﬁig B F 1R Y FIEJDIVJQ
. <<1uﬂqm§f5f,1>>“§15111%%
4 5T 157 B » [f |-
“ 5715.10 & » Ll' 9 [l
T IS4 - 1517 B o s "ﬂi’ LT TR 19 a0 o
4 The Interpretation of Statutes » 1% il = o
46 [P 2 35 5% Professor Reed Dickerson Frist iy “ 55 5" kML » H[JFLE) £ RLAIHAS ) L2t =1 2
WL The Interpretation and Application of Statutes (1975 & ) 57 166- 173 [ e 1 JF ENEQE ﬂfﬂ'fﬁiﬁ vy By

19.24 B¢ -
T FRYRE . EPE GRS - R VBRI (SR I E RS 2 -
sagntilll

FS"F Pretglpus J{ﬂ;’/ 3
“8 HY 1(b) X R Py HiR T 1
49 57 19.24 F& » g

96



7.24 %fﬁV”EE’Wﬁ@ﬁ#kﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ’wﬁﬁ#ﬂbﬁ
SRR (R A B G R Y TR R T YR () £
SRR =R %WWOW#’ﬁHﬁ%Hﬁmvijﬁﬁ%#w
FEL P9 T PR OR - o R LR T R R
FWWH%o”Tﬁ’ENV#”W@W%PWWi%@%Hm%@%W
A R BT YR e

r
7.2 EV%W@‘¢#@%WA%%*miwﬁwialmiﬂ i
SRR R Y BRI - TR O (A A iR R

WEA P N g R Em R R P p i gy (BES Y Hi s ) o P
F [T T 2T T R pu [ e A YU 2R R 1
R AN
(iii) Fﬁwii-,*’/j_%'“?-/?'
7.26 A AN GRS <§fTF/F[T ) R E L E S R
RPN 1980 F gt (REY bg ) oo HAET BRI (T T
ot i TR
7.27 %{@*ﬁﬁﬁj1%1;%*Pi#&ﬁiw%i¢%’mﬁ“
f[ o Iuifjﬂléf AT ILFIJ%{ JEhae o e FHog T XY E A Y l(a)‘(b)‘()
F0 [fEE Eljﬁlﬁﬁ L(A)AT(e) & AT 1(2)AN(3) & < By SR T8 45 51 %[
¢%@ﬁpL@ﬁ’@ﬁ%*ﬁ“*”%*ﬁﬂmoﬁﬁ,'*éTf;
R TR Y B R TR PRl BT G o P i g (R
I = S TR R U A R L E’%Tﬁf,-ﬁﬁ\lﬁ
gl ;F[]:_HI$ £ ;1,};(]- |j|r<1 AP ﬁr[ﬂl o P8 I TR TG Y R (1981 F
%"‘Viiﬁ UELE AN AR LS Ul N = R R (L N T o Ul S
i"j?‘i # ?‘[ ERTICIE S S O A S R T?‘ M= = A fa%hﬁurl
S PIIE o BREETT Y R RE f #EE R %o e Ep T R R H 2 AR
[id! XFJIF’Z{RWL f’l‘jlﬁ ik k*‘j;r i I U e B L AN A )
SR N
2 B I o (R R ) Y2 fol 2B 49 ol 2G5 g

(D) % 8 B RO IR B B R e e o) B A

\M

4
=

3
o0

50 5T 152 F8 -

st %T 11.8 F& o

52 57 19.26 F& -

> ?LT 19.22 A1 19.39 B = LI A X2 B4 5T 1(D()AT 2(b) & HI D & 7 P LIl £ -
24 See H L Deb Vol 405, cols 276-306 (13 February 1980).

23 H L Deb Vol 418, cols 64-83 (9 March 1981) and 1341-7 (26 March 1981).
> gL pL = > (Cmnd 6053) ©

. (et o TP aeI g 2 AL o H 2

o8 PL =3 57 717 B -

39 Miers & Page, Legislation, (1982), at 202-6.

&0 Miers "Citing Hansard as an Aid to Interpretation" [1983] Stat LR 98, at 106.

97



Q) WA E BN N T (R R T
E@”?ﬁﬁiﬁﬂyﬁﬁ?ﬁyvkﬂmemﬂﬂaﬁnwmm%ﬁg
WO R R A R s

ONEEEEE S S SOCERE RS 3 N N L

EEEE R

(4) BT TSI 2 2 PP R 2 R
}’E%

P PR CH O SR S A T PR SO R PR E R
YHH Y o
7.29 T By ERe jf‘F’l o ”EJ AN (S ]’E[ AT I'EI'T‘}[ LA yE l;[[[ﬁ'lj HL O

o[RS U R H AL S R R AR e e
R I A

7.30 Lo I AR e R E FTR Sk o PR ER AT A R B R P A
J*?w#%%#’%MWW&% RUCE I R BT A %*
Fo PP iy f\:s«jﬂisﬁ 57 Py #Jljxg;t A pLpy b 4 ﬂij o &T*FJ % 2

b

JF;I

ERE %I#ﬁu[g(gim e g B sk e pi [gjﬂfbﬁ,;ﬁwwi Ejfjj}“
%TEL#A{’[—f - IE‘I Ilﬂ:l i I—[‘ - ]?(EJE;‘Z E —\H*‘[f\«_ I}l |1E[]E[J ’ F‘S“]:[ ﬁ‘jﬁ_,\if’ij;"r‘_fq
YoM *F[ FE U s AT ol 35 3% 3% JEJprl_BLJF, % gy 1% MBS e
H',E[ FE| ;—HH&_\L_O 63

7.31 ﬁpdfﬂ\“ ﬁilﬂf <<;§§\\/E[:¥IAJEI[§L>> ,:,/LA)J{% I%!Jj-:{ E%P’T\ﬂ—éll
[F{‘ N rjéf ‘?{TEH%Q/ I'E[—’{IE‘[/W}'[EIU ) F"ﬂ‘;’ﬁ;‘ %\'ﬁ;“?{;’_ ;“;’—:\:Ej:i[r o I’yj*\/ﬁ;[H,I_;\ %%
R R RO R RS f el S

7.32 FWE(%M>¢<ﬁvﬁbﬂi>@ﬂ&ﬁﬁ5?%,¢%@
EIJ@QFIEJﬁ&{S[iF[F E[ leL[T‘ IR RV O ) ,FJI?}['J;J, 34 4 /’\i’ ’

Eu}‘ﬁﬁl'ﬁj’}“‘(j\Lﬁlﬁ_@ﬁ—b j;k 7R lﬁlf’EFgJi”%"rk:;;Eg fi_k?z 33 ziH[ ,

i (ER T dise) H P pegE Ry o S R TRl

'f"?ﬁIWVV?El_ CE' A disc) Fogny gy sl o g Iri pLE R o
B EVE R Y 7]?@:*{[&??@%[1 o RL PN 0 R 3 R A Y ij‘? -

WL EGE ) B R E S fﬁ} g o 7 6

7.33 e o SR E S O B g fﬂj@ o T F 34 H T F g T
S e iy{k*‘ BN f)}[ iif 16 11 ) EiT J" Uy a?q;ﬁfﬁi&[ o LS NI

4

61

Twining and Miers "How fo do things with rules", (1982, 2nd edition reprint, 1987) 330-331.
62 Miers & Page, Legislation (1982), 204.
&3 H'r%[ﬁ]ﬁ'] > 57200 T}I °
o4 " Another Reverse for the Law Commissions' Interpretation Bill", (1981) 131 NLJ 841.
"Towards Discovering Parliamentary Intent", [1982] Stat LR 143.
Hadmor Productions v Hamilton [1980] 2 All ER 724.
67 i [ L|| Tl o
AV TS [l > 3T 157 T

65

66

98



H [ RRE N jﬂr AR IF)-I[ ZEUTPL - 3 t M fﬁ”l‘%f
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ”°ﬁﬁ»*f%w ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂ@mﬂo
T34 R RS A D R
TSI AT AT %‘“ﬂéTd%FWﬁﬁ SES PRSI
7 Jj- -OD ”_HE“FJ Tif EJ —xﬁ*‘[ D[j ElY HEJ fi‘ B}'a }‘f*{lﬁ o 71

7.35 o EETE AR T SRRl Py R B 1 L T H Pl
() FRIEANE = B AR LI P ZA S TU'UT"W@.B'%’W
Bl
(i) T RIEA S Y AR BT Y RL Y T U Y
LS N Y R
(iii) Al A ﬁ9 Fo oV YR Ellerman Lines v Murray %' 7 [iu 2] L -

736 _[5“ S *?F[ dys o CE PR ’[}—f fﬂi% EpPL By s ST (a)j\ i
BT TR Pl A m+# @E\“Hﬂwﬁ fir A
wﬁwaiiwﬂ#m%ﬁﬂ R N T N e A e B N ok = (=2
= *W%ﬁﬂ&%*%%fﬂ‘iwuﬁ RN

(iv) B2 35 E A

7.37 @%<Wéﬁ¢>(memw>ﬁﬁ*“$”“$ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ
AOE] - ol o P AR IR (R R % e R TSR By o F s B R
@ﬂﬁurﬁ’@TWWﬁﬁwwﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁo”f%ﬂ@*ﬁ@ﬁ? (£
FOE YA ) [P A SRR B A ]2 s T e
%ﬁﬁﬂi%wﬁﬁﬁwswﬁjwﬁmm TR TN g P
LN S AR E s L ) H@% tghﬁiugguﬁi BE Y E R R R YR
Bl BT R A PR D 2R O R

° ﬁ'l‘?ﬁ@'ﬁ]gf‘)gﬁ o T 7 The Law Making Process (1994 & 57 445 ) | [I#F', L i(ﬁbﬁud/%f”&“‘ HEL

34 SR RORLYNE NP o i OUE EAE A RLUNE (T ST PSRk o (BY 155 )

Statutory Interpretation, a code (2nd edition 1992), section 223.

70 57224 % o

s Hadmor Productions Ltd v Hamilton [1983] 1 AC 191, at 232.

2 Statutory Interpretation, (1st edition, 1976), 141.

3 [1931] AC 126 © ié'r?j frEwsy 2 e

7 37 141 r}

” SLARE A LI £, “The Report of the Hansard Soc1ety Commission on the Legislative Process” (1993) - 1% [? =
5] 5'?9 X7 G fﬂ Fulfsfel > Fi° 2 AT BEAY The Law Making Process (11994 F BY[445 ) 37 159 Tji
all Rush fU “Making Better Law”  ([1993] 14 Stat LR 75)

76 Y112 )1 -

7 Y 63 Jj1 5% 250 F& -

78 FRE kLSO S BT P B

99

69



e

7.38 EARROR=NE R S s B I =i S (R Sy R L RN R U et
Py (el R pyd fFRL L FERH BT (I =Y ) s -

7.39 ?iﬂ;jf v e Fpf oo 0 B ”liﬁiihﬁ P B T L i R ?J Wi~
Wﬁ%fﬂlﬂifﬂﬁEwW#ﬂwﬁaﬁww*ﬁ N UREOTE TR TR Y
P9 {11 o A LR BT [ e @ﬁ%f‘mpjigjﬁl] X8k ] i
TRV PR R BRSO ST B S e = T R E L
TARLE TP E R AR Y e Ry L@qg*ﬁ&ﬁ?ﬂ@’ﬁﬁu
BRI A Y AT R

7.40 W&ﬁﬁﬁﬂwﬁIﬁgﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁ‘ﬁ
QEK W A 0 PP RO R X BT F S £
ﬁ?fl*ﬂ °

7.41 &ﬁ@’ﬁ%m%ﬁgﬂam%mowﬁﬁ%m74WVﬁ@w,
[ NI A T T N RNl BT NACI S =Ry e LA (R T A S i
AT (Simon) PRSI W T
E PO O R AT S R

7.42 S J?‘:I—*j » &Y 512 ( Professor Stig Stromholm ) i £ 51~ fl [l ﬂl?rﬂrj'

= O (PR B O R 3L
F”ﬁ'iiﬁ R IE A ‘éfxnji_ﬂjéﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁiﬁ‘ﬂwﬁ%"WLFL“”J\H?
[ =N v S B NN ﬁj? R T %prﬁ'iir o T ]‘)ﬂﬁ”ﬁ‘ i e
%Wﬁiﬁ@mﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ ﬁ %@M%meﬁééo“ﬁ% 1Y
T,E_Lk’/[irﬁdl,FQE B g;ﬁ?ﬁ E‘I"Egji;(;rﬂuﬁf»nﬁtﬂl 1Tiﬁ‘” H

| H>'

11:1

:_'ﬁt

F,\ETE[_LFEAEJ—fi:‘&J—J;—E LJF:'F;) PN 1LIIJIJ|ﬁBITT\JEIJJﬁ T
\{:’g._}r‘ 86
FII

7.43 EARE A SN Nt R IR I IR LN S e A R R S D
o B i e PR R N R BB S S R
RO T 0 PO AL T B o B9 R E 5 2 Y

’ E e = e R B SR S LS AT R TR e S A S I IEa
Y1967 F AL 1969 F o

° RLOPR ORI (2 = i) [ D2 - g Y2 H ( [ |5F>> M- -

81 (Z (=¥ {F) [ffs D1 RLEiE] 2 % 5% Per Federspiel £ 5 i > [‘J”Fﬁ’ﬁ[l Ep SFREELS 1Y fg'gjﬁﬁ?ﬂfd“ i
RLEHE 12 o [y 2 F X AL I -

5 P (B fF) Fifs< A -

BRI 69 -

84 "Legislative Material and Construction of Statutes: Notes on the Continental Approach", Scandinavian Studies in
Law, (1966) 175-218.

° (Z =¥ i) s C-

56 H'l'%k—[ﬁJF]’] °

100



Mo 35 0% G0 209t o B 2D AR Py EORL o T Kﬁ HoaE N Bgkdr F]Fjj [Fil 34 75 &
ﬁ“ﬂiwﬁdﬁWﬁﬂWﬁE,4@%@@@@@@H§W%oﬁﬂ

Rl BT E R R RO A e
7.44 Ehﬂiﬁpd L o> T 5l 3 24 F E[ Ry Y H G RL ¢ 3=Fg,| |g[[ R I

GRS A L - U B U S S (U TR bﬁ*iﬁlf?'ﬁ EXil
SRR IO+ IR (T O A R 2 e [
Rl g = /i ‘7"/}/7’-'7151*[(;\ TRR G S

REY

7.45 RUENVE NI agne s T T B IR R I S I R O R A T
(1960 & 7~ 3k 47 ) 57 19 & HLE:

|

19 ’ﬁ’ﬂ R A2 U] F’, T kR P U H (R R RS Y
P R Eb AR R A RS Yy

A.

CRNEE N FICE N AR N IR
AR RS I il

7}: FIEJ ~ JJ K I’f f]:[ u[j{—ﬁ—f\ 1‘ 5 A
41 505 T % 1 -

(@) kR TR YR AR - R R PR g
R R

746 HRBIEPITER THE (B2 VI

TTHEHYVIIHT R - o T RS A
,clmfizi |§;sa P[‘E NI e R B A X DA O Y E

\‘[D

Y 2

9y = O R ;Dﬂ“ E, P R 2L LR 53 AT Y b
Tfar[’ﬂ‘, RN EE I I
7.47 ¢um%am@bﬁMfiiww*@’7%r<E$‘qi>
SRS I N e I i e E & e Rl R R L

T AL W R B R ddn Al e 7

FEZ L
7.48 AR AT P Rt ) T AR

T STA9F o I IE PAOE [2 IR T R AT B LI R
bk = Ao -

5 <<ﬁflﬂ;/“j[i’>> 5T 73R -

8 See Bennion, Statutory Interpretation, a code (2nd edition, 1992) Section 220.

LS [ﬁ] fi °

Bennion, Constitutional Law of Ghana (1962), 278-9.

101

90

91



() o FUP AR I s Al
(b) Wij%1&ﬁ3iﬂ;ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁi°ﬁgﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁ
L& R R TR AT P PR R (e R i
TER R
7.49 %Eéfmﬁ%@“ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiW%ﬁ“ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
JOESE [T A I RGeS R R A
BT s Bl s e o i’“ﬂﬁhﬁkm—iﬁﬁ
[0 gl g SE AL E R R O o R RS T B T D R O g
m@mg¢T;a | ] e

i
7.50 RUS1978 5 o i X S 0 | W R AR L - FE
ErF{ F" ﬁfu % f > ( Licensing Control Commission ) 7+ Re An Application By Winton Holdings Ltd
P SR R A Y NS ) T T R (P R R e
e R T E N A
7.51 VN R Eud TR (e (R L= R R S S R
RO IR - W BN 9 ARV LT o RS A T BT 1984
O B AR e S PR A E  E Y
i o RURT LR E ] R Mﬁﬁﬁ[1&QWﬁ*ﬂEﬂ%W%ﬂitﬂh
(Y29 20 G pu o AR R, o7 1985 5 o BRI ) Ry At A (CSi
Ivor Richardson) 7 — &§ Fil &5 I') 9 [0 Bl 3 plogf=o= 5O

N REUEE R R Yy £ A2 m%%:ﬁﬁﬂfﬁﬁé

ﬁ*?’ PR R SEE S L FATR B A P = R e

SO A S = ST B A A = LI R Fﬁ X B2 'é'U

TRk R

i

H

|

7.52 "+ Marac Life Assurance Ltd v CIR % > ’# ﬁd F F{ ( Cookel) #l = & [ =
A R TR R SRR R e -

LA L R KN Rl Lk
H g E ﬁpE] ) [an,ljjaj #1% Bi]tiﬁﬁl dls k4 9 T I 711 ol
E%meﬁﬁﬂmwﬁéﬁv’§WW%W#Jmﬁﬁw

92 2 %Y 1983 # Commonwealth Law Ministers Meeting [fij #] £1iY “Memorandum by the Government of Sri
Lanka”

> B PAL R SRR Y BB M RO COEAHIERY [ S S A Y B S R
2R .

o (1978) 1 NZAR 363, at 366.
» Symposium on Statutory Interpretation, published by the Attorney General’ s Department, (1983). Section 15AB of

the Acts Interpretation Act 1901 (Cth).
% "The role of judges as policy makers", (1985) 15 VUWLR 46, at 50.

o7 [1986] 1 NZLR 694.
102



PRI F‘/qa IEREN JEJI%VE—J‘ ) ﬂ"’]ﬁ”y fﬁl | L#gﬁcﬁgjjﬁﬂ ,
Jil & v L o Hp BT de A L .

7.53 TP LA E P (McMullin)) ¥ Marac %5 $ 9 | s F  2HHC A fﬁ
FLRN R 'ﬂ ljﬁ:U—LEIEF o 98 |”21733‘\1""‘ :‘\Sffz Jr\ﬂjﬂ]‘r}*zj[ﬁi YF{]‘FJ;D# 73
R 2 R SRR S K R G <
EJF'Jj‘TLP p%&rlﬂﬁ TR AR .

7.54 NZ Maori CounczlvAttorney General %' °° JLig 9| =% 2 ] HI Fpy e ’%‘r Tk
Fre et Fﬁ#ﬁ%@@ﬁ WOOE A T H i ) o IJE‘ W AR N e R
w%p“ﬁ@«%ﬁ“°“ﬂqwiﬁ%«3¢ m%gﬁ X R 7k
W = [[ » HoE f:jfjllj O (B A s >>'ir’jljf1H' AMETE
([ En] o BT g e E R R P I R jfnﬂlmﬂ R B
e AN e e e R Rt A S T vl OIJE Attorney General v Whangarel City Council % >
or AR B A R e i R (B A Eise) FHIERD

o WS ZE S (B2 AR AU

ﬁ°PEwm*@wy%ﬁH?p o R S T 3

B A E N OSSR OR AR %%Kﬁﬂwﬁmwﬁm

T AR
7.55 + Real Estate House (Broadtop) Ltd v Real Estate Agents Licensing Board %' +'° ’#
LEERE EREE S ST 1 I I NN N RS RIS b I
LR FY G o ISP ) Ry Y % FFJj R U= Sy N (SR q/ el
H YUY o 0 Park v Park R0 1 TR e 3 PR - [ @“b <<7>(7’F$ﬁ[“ -
—E=#]#E55 )  ( Matrimonial Property -Comparable Sharing ) [ ©of 16 & ff o 3% 57 ¥ [F TET
?&fﬁt Yoot H 1975 = ENIRES %[ K L S B Y (1975 & tﬁﬁ[ﬂ
[MNARES 7‘&J 1 %) ( Matrimonial Property Bill 1975) [v w2 fF 5 ”

7.56 T+ Brown & Doherty Whangarei City Council %' » *°° Zr i #[ 3 F{ ( Smellie J)

A T e i e R LR R St A I A M AR R T
PﬂowﬁiW@T&*ﬁ; 203k ARy Sk B @ F fE £ ( Contracts and
Commercial Law Reform Committee ) [V f i v ([ FE P EE F“ [ ls A

’ R if&‘{,‘J [P B i) Al sl L] o 1P i s ST R0 o b e
See Wacando v Commonwealth of Australia (1981) 37 ALR 317, at 335-336, per Mason J; Federal Commissioner of
Taxation v Whitfords Beach Pty Ltd (1982) 39 ALR 521, at 533-534, per Mason J; TCN Channel Nine Pty Ltd v
Australian Mutual Provident Society (1982) 42 ALR 496, at 508 (Federal Court).

% [1987] 1 NZLR 641.

0 BT 658 ji -

BT 659 )l -

102 11987] 2 NZLR 150, at 152.

103 11987] 2 NZLR 593.

104 3y 596 [ji ° T BIE - RS- X HLEIAY Y for 2P > iRkL Tasman Pulp and Paper Ltd v Newspaper
Publishers Avsoczanon ([1983] NZLR 600 - PL 605) -

105 11980] 2 NZLR 278, at 281.

106 11987] 2 NZLR 63, at 65-66.

103



@"’J?Jii&iﬁﬁ'liIJF[N‘W?EJE_“J\—LIEEWZF' o fifi H — fE-PY KL - ILL’?&THJJL
KB 0K T BB 8 S T 2 AR
- R Y T RS (e R X R
HPo A Hrd = -
7.57 F{JE‘{?PL?["ZJJEL_”J_J: f'F (1924 = fibj%x\/ii J>> 57 5(i)F X T !
i R LRI DR i e i XY B (FEEY R FT) (FT L) 8T 19
K AEE 7 ZRM F R Pr T Brown & Doherty Whangarei City Council %™~ 5 4] 9t it 11
;[a];”é:ﬁﬁféw}_ PR DR R PV Y e 0 Hr N0 b s T R Y Wells v Police
A= i EJ it Brown & Doherty Whangarei City Council 4’ [ ?&1_ DRSNS LR I
il %U =R ﬁF[' BIRS! fil ?‘}ﬂ?‘l"%ai?iﬁ AL F ﬁ DY EC LAY AH jﬁ R
PO B o D)D) O BV iE R
7.58 Rk [ 73 Devonport Borough Council v Local Government Commission 4 **°
i B R R R M
CIEE At }[“Apﬂrﬂ—‘ii[ﬂﬁkﬁ';i (B £ a) o il o 2 fL- AR A
IR pY R e
7.59 R ﬂ%’ T+ Southern Service Stationvlnvercargaill City Council %' *** ?‘F' H o H
A BRI Y 2 '&J £ :i’pfjficfél (B £ EH ALY Ay & U'ﬁ R
A= F”jﬁ l\ij iH 25 ,r ¢ E\LF‘FT\ e = R ]'EEIJ NSRS F' THJ JL
ok o TR R R R R LR e ST
B A T g‘ i <<[: F AV H s ) puE .

7.60 BB ’# WF Py T McKenzie v Attorney General %' % 3k H| ?J Hi P
Southern Service Station v Invercargaill City Council 3" v i i | %E ?FJJ Yo Bl oy }*F’[ RIXQE
D EONAES B RE L T SR N R IE S IS S
OB 2 IR o AL IR L (R R o B e
EW’E%%%ﬁW%L<E:f$x>$ﬁ\%’T?%T~*ﬂﬁ
CRYe T TR R G LIt PR Bt SR BRSPS E R
7 o7 BUAEELE ) kS AT {9 I o (R R ] R X ’¢9JHF?RB@
LR R S S R LI (TR I S N (T I R

Il

N —E% ‘41>

1\HL

TR R e ks e RS L
U IR TR B B (R0 T 4 S R R

108 Fw)ﬂi [ ¢ Northland Milk Vendors Association Inc v Northern Milk Ltd % ([1988] 1 NZLR 530 » Pl 537-8)

frdh o i ’?J[in - JﬂQELH'Ufl&E'EJEJ ‘/Fﬁc:_?ﬂi SpFEERFE PR AR - 7 i T AERL AR

AR TERTHT P'PJf I RLF T3 R EJ ARG S PR R I*Eﬁ[i' £ fRLEL

Z(Ee7
109 11987] 2 NZLR 560, at 568-569.
110 11989] 2 NZLR 203, at 208-9.
111 [1991] 2 NZLR 86, at 90.
12 [1992] 2 NZLR 14, at 19.

104



7.61 Eﬂ‘a it 21 ,-,;//7[/7\ ?—'7 K NS | B }‘J{ F,'J EyE [ T Alcan New Zealand Ltd v
Commissioner of Inland Revenue %" *** [ Z{[ 1JL 15 F.3% o 17 F[ & STk Py st K B RL Y
PRg s (B2 dise) o &R S =S AR pu e i o ﬁJ PLoo P g %
N E Ry T E S TR R IR R R L]
A 1 TS A RIS TR O g
= e
762 BEEFERIHE QIR PH I R T 2
}wrmﬁéﬁixwwﬁvmﬁm’ﬁTﬁ#ﬁ%ﬁf% CESSAE
jﬁmﬁmﬁﬁwmﬁﬂimomfwﬂwaﬁn@—Pm%md
Atihau-WanganuivMalpas o pu APy > E N TSFT &=t~ = ﬁﬂ R
| i ?‘FF[ TEA LAY IR P S

= Pk dE 1L # ( Criminal Law Reform Committee ) [ 1% & & I =
oo R AP IS T LY TR T B R A e e
SRR iR (FR AR e ok AT R Rl U LR B | Wi 1 f',
£ 8= lﬁ [E B[ o 120 IO it Brown v Langwoods Photo Stores Ltd %" » *** A ffl

(@)
w

peC I
— ==l

7

ﬂiﬁ@XWWwVf%ﬁW NCSEREN R o RGN I AR
TS e R 3R ﬁa%i&?i‘s"f’”&w
@m%wiwf@ﬂ Tm“m’u PR X
= aﬁ:q; PR ERL A R e Sy R ROF D E
%:;‘, 'IIIJ ° 122
7.64 + Bay Milk Products v Earthquake Commission %' > '** % F [ ff1 zo [:] Py
3 I FO A Ffﬂ‘j 2R E O [P O R Y R AR
7.65 T ﬁ Ik B 5 Levi Strauss & Co v Kimbyr Investment Ltd % *** || 5L & i

e U S W %—J[;KF[: [l g A b P e S e E SO ) e iR

113

[1993] 1 All ER 42.
14 11993] 3 NZLR 495.
e B CIR vAlcan New Zealand Ltd % ([1994] 3 NZLR 439) fiy -3 2 {5 » P BEIL T $29 /ﬁ?’/ﬂ?ﬂ/ M
B RLR 1 E YR %itﬁﬁuf‘ﬁ B~ o é\';ajé‘j(,g (HUEL g AL A*HJ
Report of the Taxatlon Review Committee.
YT By 506 r}{ o
118 {9~ [z 24 TS RS B [ Statutory Interpretation, a Code (2nd edmon 1992) Artuic - Joad -
B L SR AR BRI AR T T A [W' TR
e
19 [1985] 2 NZLR 468, at 477.
120 Rv Howard [1987] 1 NZLR 347, at 352-3.
121 [1991] 1 NZLR 173.
RV Y LT6
123 11990] 1 NZLR 139, at 141-2.
124 11994] 1 NZLR 332, at 353-5.
125 Harel v Deputy Minister of Revenue of the Province of Quebec [1978] 1 SCR 851; Skidmore v Swift & Co 323 US
134 (1994); Udall v Tallman 380 US 1 (1965) at 6; Chevron USA Inc v Natural Resources Defense Council Inc 467
US 837; Immigration and Naturalization Service v Cardoza-Fonseca 480 US 421.

105

116



YRR L TR P RO e
pL” o
7.66 T iERE IR R v Cann kT bR RIS A - b E R 8
P AR R UL L
RN NI E*\ﬁ"ﬂi‘ %F’Fﬂ’jft;f*f? ’JFIJEL:'IJO
7.67 ORI =Sk e IR = A ) ST R B (N S f‘}‘% T
ﬁ*%%ﬂj [T 58 2 Hl%wf N N O T A I S R U A
S EEER I SRR UL «ﬁﬂw%wiﬂwg$wwﬁﬂ
F70E o [ (B2 HS) H T S500 5 D 2o 9t BT R E E R A
R TR T SR
K I’% R T AR 2 R 2R *DQZF?/[ IR NEE N | i S
7.68 =9t o gl H l}Ij FEUE B M9 B SR ORI Y S f e e ¥ 2 ( Evans)
v B (FEE B A E e ji ) ( Statutory Interpretation, Problems of Communication) — %
wEo fl PP EN S Y HV A A R Y 2 %[f?tf]wﬂ C A AL Py R ;‘Jfg[\i_k T gk
YN R B e R A AR o T E T R & RS o I?‘T’F‘f
R Y "‘VFTF'EJ Ml HELE RO o T E'Jﬁl WO(E S T EHis) o PR ETN =
R I 8 o AL N (B A
N B G A qi%é>> o AN R (A Y Hs) F”Pﬁ‘ I 9A LA R
TR FAR RS ATk ] I*’ﬁbj Py ﬂJff HE e

7.69 Frifn = BRE ST BN I T ORISR PRy R 7’J ’
~ohp it ”JE“H?*THFJﬁ LTJ"\L‘Q_ﬁ{U]—}:'IIEW/'LS; Y RLFERE fiE o T?%Kf 0 pk f
ot oo ﬁEU R RV PE - TR MR RL P R T S ’I‘?Wi i) ﬁ H (BEA
Hi 3 ) ﬁ[ﬁjﬂ;&g”}?ﬁgl o UERXE W] o W%\'FV— R R R R FT A H)
TR R ADEAE I e e

7.70 =) ﬁﬁ 20 (PR :’ﬁJ ) ( A New Interpretation Act) '*? fﬁfl ol 2t
- *VT’F[E"[ ’ I'}'jl"qfﬁfﬁ CEE R S = R BT R R OB Y SO R R 1
SR L EEE TR «ﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬂ$ﬁ%ﬂW““?W?#mﬁﬁ
AT R E ”ET% ¥ py A [ﬁ]% [/ A U e 2 Sb/ Sa | NA = S e = R i
G %I'TF[Ffu ’I'f'[ CEPESR N A T B A T Y s [ P
Wﬁﬁnﬂﬁ‘/j %FIJﬁL{"f%F{—“}\_?J il G e

7.71 BRSLE SEE NN Rt

126 11989] 1 NZLR 210, at 214-5.

127 D G McGee, "Extrinsic aids to statutory interpretation", NZLJ (October 1989), at 341-367.
81989 F AV IS ENY 0 5T 288 Jj1 -

1?7 Section 15AB of the Acts Interpretation Act 1901 (Cth) (1984) = PLET 8 i -

130 "Legislation and its Interpretation", Preliminary Paper No 8, Paragraph 61. (December 1988).
PLOBT 140 )1 -

1321990 ¥ 37 17{4#7 £V 3T 124-6 2 o

13 BT 125 o

106



“ o ,Uﬁuﬂ[ggwa[;ﬁcﬁj%gr—ri;ﬂﬁﬁ P ot
U R EF XY A Y WRE YR ?ﬁp?# &
T2 FER H GEE EI‘IEE SR MR - T U N
;;[, BE R EEE S F M o I o A e

IV BEIC [ 3 E] TR E] AR o E CHLI Rk )
7%@ «ﬁﬂwﬁw*ﬁWﬁW%VWﬁiﬂﬂﬁTﬁ%

Flfj o 7 134

7.72 A N T N S I TR G R S I SECIR A B N IR I S
BN+ 2 %)< PR 07 % 0 S -

[
7.73 5= Ijjj HRLAY Skj‘[ EP f X ps s A Fu{sﬁt i/‘\l"“ﬁaﬁfj 5B o X
T (CEA T a0) ElﬂJ%ﬁ['ﬂ - g F 2 (B2 Hix ) [#
;J,ajl;%;—%iqu—]gj{lﬁq\]} IJ—F' M s “H [,7 F[Jﬁ;ﬁgrlgﬂ»@p Oy
BRI A NIR IS I U S W E i Ul RN R G R N

YRR JJ@*AﬁiW“Wﬁ%HLULP
7.74 (F1 % 2 ¥ 42 ( Professor J F Burrows ) ?FIL Lo #E 1990 F Y R F"T? il
PUE A gy B Ay R Y B RO ﬁﬂﬂéﬁﬁ BT H] I R AR A ‘7‘[' R
R F ORISR RN I el e e

775 RLERTF o P = RS9 AR F‘fjf‘ﬁﬂﬂ WHE AN e o RV
GEPTHN 2 SO e PER T RS s # T ii‘m AL I R A
Bl = i bl U S =T gt T 2R OR Y R R Y R L .

"J]:l £ X

7.76 A AU FE Y JE *'AJ ) ( Interpretation Act) '** 17 g PR~ fuy jf‘F’,
N [~ S e S S LS | R = ﬁutgﬁ[ H YRR ik L

Bk B R 4] )Y 8 X (1979 F g zfr'ﬁ [T 3 LT 206 fi ) (RSBC,
1979, Cap. 206) AL & & i ') 3k I 51 % o 38 1) F'} ok AT RS Yk H T
ﬁﬁ:’ﬁﬁj s [ py I_‘ﬂJ [ Y T s T3 R R F' PR SRR o T oo Pk
SUEE R R DA OB Ay R g T S AR = R I B o AG Canada
v Reader’ s Digest Ass'n % » **° ﬁﬁ TRz B gy s B2 (e Uﬁiff_% Ui #ﬁ » &l

Ty G 3 Fy 2 A o e 53 B st s RN A (R - R is s 'Y
il ot F“Wiiﬁ¢FWWmVﬁ QIRECE S E S

134 57121 B8 o

135 3T 46 T}[ o YJRAF T BEIHIZE 2 F| T Fmit flfj}[}Lfi. ﬁm} fE %/i‘iFfjﬁlF[fj FIEY o

136 "Interpretation of Legislation: A New Zealand Perspective", 9th Commonwealth Law Conference (April 1990).

137 Bennion, "Hansard - Help or Hindrance", 15 Stat LR 149, at 159, (1994) o f938¢ phiP=p’ PL > (4 [T i ff] 26
P R PO T TR O PR DT WU 0 B 2R A X

B8 (1849) 12 Vict.c.10, 5. 5-28 « Frj 1= iU X Y EFK%FFIJQS T AIE

139 Revised Statutes, British Columbia.

140 (1961) 30 DLR (2d) 296.

MR HC R -

107



7.77 Reference re Anti-lnﬂation Act % 12 Lis ﬁL7 B [L I AR tf[ Jif o 3 Rl -
G I CE S RN R IR Piiﬁﬂ£$ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁf
T A9 HL *Jpﬁiﬁﬁji[iﬁia}?}ﬂgﬂjg L 1R EIJfFIPTrﬁLE[;JI']J‘JJD#{SKﬁ
W SRR R PIT R S BB g
b3 B G U SUAIE 2 5 £ P9 £ D E S g S B ( Laskin CIC) ¥

“ . 7\—F‘:“§7\K1‘/%¥§‘}%PJ%‘%[‘ [i“&? H}%fl[iﬁj ﬁtutlﬁi}[

[ e [ T T = U A = A = R U ) = ﬁﬂi_ﬂ 5‘% ENNEA
@‘Ul“ ’;ﬂj{[_f RNV T F[j;fr 5 {Frﬁ‘:j:ﬁ[Jfﬁ 1LP
7.78 Re BC Dev Corp and Friedman % *** Jl = Hl*’?i’f IF fil Fh FPFIJ% % o

P A3k Y ( Dickson J) iy 2] S Ty & R FL[H‘ e R f ERNRRS;
WU o H ?&LF[ L S'ﬂl?)ib"ﬁj [ ?}WQE HE N o % RvVasil % - FF Rk
1k “El[l’ ( Lamer J) 7 i par Apy (] Ei3% A ) ( Criminal Code) B #-3% 1892
FoEE Rl el s s T (M Fy Al 9 1% ) ( Criminal Code Bill) [¥ i
T s LR %EW*T*@ (B2 sy o - i
SRR BB W (BRI ) RLF R Y I (PR A ) R
ﬁiWﬁFW¢Wﬁﬁ%Hﬁhﬁwﬁ% o -

7.79 Tt R v Stevenson and McLean % > **¢ = i ¥ [ i Yo 2y DA Y Hy A Ay

A

'F1 B9 Babineau

P E D eR R AL IET B o Tg‘, CRIE G 4k F
VwWW@“BWRﬂW’ﬁ%ﬁ'Fii#“%ﬂ’ﬂL? g
A L A S R 0 G 8 R e
Ji e

7.80 HIESE: AR ’\/J}}‘Fﬁ Ay AL ] 3 b e o7t Churchill Falls (Labrador)

Corp v Newfoundland (Attorney-General) %' > % 1= i ?'T Foakg[E] 5 b ﬁj ISR
B I X L B L
M ®ELERNZS [‘Dﬂi ¥ E =Y 9t T ﬂ [y £ <Yl ﬂ[ S ?%f“ ik El
* ’rJJ FIET P ff,é Y= j@ N Jff F“;r?ﬁ}% EVR ’Lﬁ E Y D F[JjFIj
£ IR LN T F iCRL T B JFI I ]tqwj—tj IELI'F”?BT j/_\ 53{% ey Au;}#ﬁ )
ERL =EROR T F“‘}fc [ ?‘&j G R e =T O Py 7 1 FJ i
R W [ = 2 il L IR NS LA R S U= L N B ATt ﬁ o =Y o R A

142 [1976]2 SCR 373, 68 DLR (3d) 452, 9 NR 541.

143 (1984) 14 DLR (4th) 129, at 137.

144 58 CCC (2nd) 97, 35 NR 451.

143 Graham Parker, "Comments on Legislation and Judicial Decisions" 60 CBR (1982) 502, at 504.

146 [1980] 57 CCC (2d) 526, 19 CR (3d) 74.

147 Lord Reid in Warner v Metropolitan Police Com'r, [1969] 2 AC 256, at 279.

148 122 DLR (3d) 508, at 513.

149 (1984) 8 DLR (4th) 1, at 18- 20

150 el Fﬁt Li]ﬁm;ﬁi} #1FE PU t Reference re Residential Tenancies Act % ( (1981) 123 DLR (3d) 554 » L 562)
AV Ak I AN 8 DI ”*a I AR B R T R pu AL .

108



I SRR TSR B D RS
SRR (RS > SR BT B s AR AR Y e e

I R L R T L I A R SR
Bk s R pvH R AR % e HE - R ’L[J'ﬂi‘%’é[‘ﬂ DR LS A
O BCH R T R 5 g wﬁﬂﬁﬁ®9WWT
B F’IJ “' o T+ Reference re Residential Tenancies Act § > 152 ii [53‘5 (e 4&' * F |E TF/
O 2 S 2 w%wﬁ>ﬁiﬂﬁr%mﬂ’[mw X B
AR LA LRI E R LRl
AIZEPR S e = o F T (R R i s) TR T R E 2 TBF,
T TR LR ) R - DR - Pl
E F' B New Brunswick Broadcasting Co v Canada (Canadian Radio-Television &
Telecommunications Commission)%’ > ** YE [k “ & 4~ (B F 2 ﬁ T@ A e A
?ﬁ SRR i i IR R B R U N e A

7.82 15 FJ,'J el = U H] EIAY R v Morgentaler % > 2| ¢ 15 Hl1 #9116 7% 3%
SRR 9E R ORI pY S By e o AP H R B

Y 'Jf[;a;i FIAEf 0~ &~ FIETEO R - B Bk 40
AR ﬂ pUfel W TRL By <O O A A Ep 3 2R Y g
F" ° 0 9t i ’f#ﬁ WA R BT ﬁw\ﬂ”
AT A T P LR B IR (R )
o e TE AT B PO RLE R LY o S gy (E T s)
(= SR B TR AR Y 2oy -

7.83 * [5?'6'5[1“3%*7}?‘, ( Hogg) éﬂkﬁf’%[j M- B3 . %fﬁ,"&w Fl1
¥F[LII:

CER AT RN SO R By B PL P S AR E 2R T
%—F4ﬂ7ﬁ%$% %VﬂiwﬂMW%fﬂéﬁﬂw
[ PR P e AR S R TR S R s A AT R g
[ TSR A AR« AL BT K s
B KD ) T LR SRL T A SR D [ R o
HIER AR il R R AN @“*””%“ﬂ

151

FY19 T e

152 (1981) 123 DLR (2d) 554, at 561-2.

153 Canadian Indemnity Co v British Columbia (Attorney General) (No. 3) (1974) [1975] 3 WWR 224 (B.C.S.C.).

154 [1984] 13 DLR (4th) 77.

135 (1993) 107 DLR (4th) 537, at 553-4.

156 Reference re Residential Tenancies Act (1981), 123 DLR (3d) 553, at 562. per Dickson J.

17 1 [5E o s V9 Alberta Bank Taxation Reference [E X IJEJ €774 Reference Re Alberta Bills([1938]
4DLR 433  438-41) = T SR FI1 AT BB 12 o ({10 o 030 0 O 3 OB RL T
PRV S [ S 2 AT S Y Y ?'li TRV RL S gt ‘Fﬂ BhALE B Y2 (B S Y
P{Djﬁ MY El}zls‘ﬁ', 7 ( 37 440 ]}I ) o

158 Sopinka J %3 j;jf’ T BT A ﬁ’ULEF HETES E pEL (BT 553 ) -

1% Constitutional Law of Canada (3rd edition, 1992) at 15-14 to 15-15.

109



R ST AR R B B R H S
7ﬁ#$w?éf LR T i E}E

S0 5 SR T 4 A -

7.84 + Harel v Deputy Minister of Revenue of Quebec g~ »**° & ﬁ,'J e 2
e AL TR [0 7 43 o B X F BB ( De Grandpred) i + 3 [ g X
S0P LT LR 10 I S
oo I E ST B %J B R BT E) R ﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁl”MgQw
SESRE

7.85 “ National Corn Growers v Canada %' »*** FLHV U0 gk e 5 B ffl M) 9t 7 4]
SRR B X g G E K DR - OB L i s
e WAL Y s PR RL T o SR T sk g s H Y o R
B4y 0 S 27 S U I R B
s J%ﬁw%WoMBQ@ £ R *;dijwpp%j@wiﬁﬁ
"Fﬁ’E:J,FLVfJLIJ (Nl [fl'f 4) ( Tokyo Round Treaty) [V~ % » {fI 3 F 1 & =
X UL i E JF B Jwii Jéi?l/“J/nEU%rJ o 1

—m

‘ﬂ I

7.86 (GRS S I g ) Canadian Human Rights Act (SC 1976-77, ¢ 33) )57 40(3)
X FH] = \7[ﬁﬂjﬂ¥:’tjiﬁ’7j}(—§$¢?§4ﬁ 7b%’:f'l-rF[I%J—(Humaleghts
Commission Tribunal ) 7 7% 3% fif | H B 2 fEiE ol s o

7.87 b (Bale) i TR AR [ AR T R
*3**‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁTﬁﬁwdﬁﬂwmmﬁwMMEwumgzﬁwﬁ,
J{tﬂ B oU PRy A AR ] R (A Y S ) O e ) )
1 ) -

£
7.88 B It T B AR RL o= ECRD M Py e EH#\;[& B E £ A
T F Yk F ﬁ; P (FEHEY ) T =Y ( Working Paper on "Interpretation of
Statutes" ) **" f5 {1 o It AR T SERL Rl DR
“@wﬂ::ﬂ RLEp T B R R R P ] T
TR BB H D RLT R R g o £

H

160 (1977) 80 DLR (3d), at 556.

BT s6l )l e

192 (1988) 58 DLR 642.

163 (AN = ECR T SLE)OE FIRY P Hv i o (MacGuigan JA Fﬁ;# o BT 669 1) e

164 A Iji_:m"&# Jﬂﬁ‘]ﬁ(ﬂ"’\ ) ii [k~ i HA T Y g pu T e ERE L o pL Salomon v Com'rs of
Customs & Excise % ([1966] 3 All ER 871 874 6) oF Pl Post Office v Estuary Radio Ltd %’ ( [1968]2 QB 740 -
756-7) -

165 11992] 3 WLR 1032.

166 "Parliamentary Debates and Statutory Interpretation", vol 74, (1995) Canadian Bar Review, 1 at 22.

United Kingdom Law Commissions Working Paper, (1967), paragraph 20 and its final report (Law Com No 21)

(Scot Law Com No 11), 1969, paragraph 18.

167

110



ﬂ{wﬂ LA B ] 5 F) ¢ RLER o B i o

7.89 T4 T A 2R R R I

f=im e A W 2 (Curtis) BT 1948 &F LR
SRR GO Ty o R R R ] AR T ﬁ*byﬁ';}*ﬁﬁfj
R JPHjﬁﬂ[iﬁﬁﬁJ§?“§f\wmﬁ%w
‘EI]E &?'l;;tph r&glfjﬂﬁﬁﬁ J’filikjil'ﬁv%}\‘/ﬁk
W*’HH%&*@*‘%ﬁﬂﬁjﬁ%%W@%%%ﬁﬁ
I S s I R = U Y R 1 S O

7.90 G T BT 2 R o SUENE A A (s e ST
RLEL T RURI Ty st B gk e R R iﬂfﬁ:ﬂuiiif[ I 2 o
(VR AR R K R S
T W R R AT ORI R TR A SRR
VT E Y By sy o

7.91 IR SR E S SV O Y R R N el

"
T@

B
AR
S

=
BT

3

“(a) F%ﬁ(ﬁ%@)iﬁWEﬁ 5ok Sk TR AR AL
ﬁ?rﬁiﬁﬁ‘*ﬂ’ﬁT“FUWfﬁiﬁﬁimﬁ?—Hff *JwTT#
P AL 5T 7 PSR 0 AL ) e R g
ilﬁ?ﬁriﬁlilr]%lfﬂ‘ﬁ t —\;f\]riﬁljﬁ’fi_f:[glﬁljﬂﬁsj[

élt»; o

®) Wﬁﬂﬁzﬂiwﬁ B X9 T bR o Bt
Tj/;E‘[A/J”y []!— J _fi:'tﬁ'i‘jii’tﬁﬂlpl‘lljj? :Eé‘g‘ J\/]ELJ<7][
o B AR -

(© FIHTIEE MR T RRE SRR By
(B o 4 g R %*%@ [ PR E O A
B £ B AR T
L F R

CINNEE= TR R AR GRS M L N R S S TR
IR R R PR TR AR N e AR S

7.92 X ER G E B R R TS R il R
BT B R R A R B TR R T SR

P%M

7FT
X
i f

168 "A Better Theory of Legal Interpretation"”, (1948-9) 3-4 Record of the Association of the Bar of the City of New
York 321.

W K Hurst, "The Use of Extrinsic Aids in Determining Legislative Intention in California; The Need for
Standardized Criteria" (1980) 12 Pacific LJ 190.

Patricia M Wald. "The Sizzling Sleeper: The Use of Legislative History in Construing Statutes in the 1988-89 Term
of the United States Supreme Court", (1990) 39 Amer Univ LR 227.

111

169

170



Bl i ®%¢%mhwﬂ°°”lﬁﬁ3@@%¢%’ﬁﬁﬁ&$ ER N (E]
e SN R D AR L L

,‘}ﬂ WCEH T &= F rﬁ?H F = A e i o S Y %TF[EJ T~
7.93 <o E Y (Judge Wald) ﬁﬂ?ﬁ?'f %‘;B[ﬁﬁgj kT 1988 = 89 F

CEIFEN N SR EERGE P U ISR AR B A R
”*ﬁbﬁWgV“”ﬂWiﬁW’#%FFNTHW%HHU%%?%
R S FD“[ 3= CAHl 53 ) 5 i b R TR Tk B R A R _IAJ:FPI
ﬁ% R E{fj ROPFE I8 A o R F[f» L i '[\?@ R 3 5;;;3 ) 3k 7 R fl )
& H T rﬁ‘*—[? Ry A A PR Sk AR A R LR Y e 7 kR ﬁFﬁTj‘_.l
FEPE B Ry T SR EO RS 3 g S Ly T Y R T

=

|
32#’*WHE8$1ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ-WG%H*WW‘%%&i.U%&HJw
FE 0 T H A 24 F LT P TR B S S AR e

R E'ﬁﬁl ViR HE *ﬁ FV EPRY o = 3R I B b 3 FJ%E’MWH NN ORT
BURE Fp OB L B RL CRTITTp H  A E AR SR R
7.94 Public Citizen v Department of Justice % ' [l =35 = H % p 1 - > 7 =%
quﬁﬁﬂw%iVWﬁﬂ§W%WWWVWﬁH$PWP““F@Wﬁ”’°Wjﬁ
S R R N R AR R -
V] R RE N 1 SR g R 2R P B £ TR o R R EE AL
JUIRESS T

7.95 et Gt N S C IR A o NI 2 ﬂ%%&i\[\:ﬁﬁ% FTFIE U ¥ 4 7
3My%§»:;@@%nw?wo4 F%PF VR I E TR T PR
SRR CE SN ISOE SR N iﬁ%%gw¢x1@ AR S
ﬂ@%#ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ@¢%ﬁfﬂ%&@ﬁm’HQWﬁWMEW%ﬁ
T R N N i U R AU I R e B

7.96 R‘ﬁﬁwﬁwiﬁﬁﬂ@“ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ bp 80 SRR E) 2
B IR E R PP (T Tl sk TR p R Ep 2 gt 0k R i
BRI Y Y 4 7R #WWVV~i+Wﬂwﬁ“”1”““W%“W“
if%ﬂﬂw’Jm—wiﬂwffwwiwmwfwﬁﬂi’%W*“wﬁﬁwy
EPRE O PR B o T R N L O R e R

17 See Wald, "Some Observations on the Use of Legislative History in the 1981 Supreme Court Term", (1983) 68 lowa

L Rev. 195.

Ur BRIV L BT 290 T e

173 (1989) 105 L Ed 2d 379.

Y4 Green vBockLaundryMachine Co (1981) 104 LEA 2d 559 = ) * RAZJ IR » ~ o1 = 4 "2 4 @k puss
FHNT PR T R Y 2 g R LR e A s

75 Wald > b E'Ll' ol F o BT 298 i1 -

176 5‘? 308 T}

177 Chevron USA Inc. v Natural Resources Defense Council (1984) 467 US 837 - £ [ %5 % » =i Environmental
Protectlon Agency %f Clean Air Act [*| 5 — Fii[: Fr{EpU Ry 2 LA E 2 PO R e 3 ZETD F,%’Eﬁ
R R g H R

112



%@»$RWﬁﬂme@$jﬁ%%w%w’mTﬂi%¢ﬂw@W@
O O A R IR

7.97 VO R SR A T Y (Justice Scalia) ]'ﬂ gjf W 4y 2 Ehpy
}I QJ H oo T LA TP Y A R Y LR > T Green v Bock Laundry Mach Co
FOH R R R

EEAURE SWE: RN S R RS s

R R 0 - LR TS P (R

i I R AL 08 ik ak 2

A ﬁj (RN stk tﬂltﬂiﬁfﬁ@j SN RO Y

o u(z)ﬁFuf@B U, Fp}[;%ﬁig,’% E[fj)?i]{ {H ﬁlﬁ;f =3 IJ:{?,\/ , My

R EL TS (1 A2 o A E e g e
7.98  ERFAIT BT Y OCRIEE R E U B O R
(' Judicial Deference to Administrative Interpretations of Law ) *7° — ¢ []I rﬁ i B R R
F e ]%?FIL =3 Jﬁfg e NN I o LU W= 1o W ystﬂ i I~ 1] 3
(i B R o R 2R O R 0 R ﬁ%&*@g%
R R sk B g R R AL BT T
RS L L B R
7.99 LA T R o LR Y YT AL ?i Pl PP 2
T - s FHF B Chevron R0V I U BT - BRI B oo 3 H R RL Wk A
?J f[ K~ ﬁjsr I3 gf o A N S [ U FJ'J SR AT o ST ST
B B R R s S L I 2 R R )
P‘? ’f BRSOy R PO ECR A S e o ok Bt RUECRY P B T A AR Y
e ;I:th MU Y s e £ R R
7.100 it Public Citizen v Dept. of Justice %' > % v F| 7 1 iy }F} “HE LAY E
2 T&q%ﬂ[ ?fwirr B E?l F Fj:iﬁgi}ﬁ%»j/ g;q\ y i 7 ﬁlj\}ﬁ”?’\'ﬂ ﬁﬁ# tﬂ[ FI@ FT
FE] 3~ o 2R #ﬁ TOERL AT B P Ins v Cardoza-Fonesca % flUHLULE T %
WHHW%N°@i%%Hmﬁ%:

“ e 7I[jitﬁ FIJ FT]EIF }Jﬁﬁi S H FJZJLHK rgj H&FUIE' E:E , D[“%\E]ﬁ
5 LA T TR BB B T T X
Rl i P ) B R ﬁf‘fﬁﬂif’?ﬁ <k R R AR B
frlﬁlii f‘?‘ﬁ is D'*T? PSR T P A R RO L
R N

178 (1989) 104 L Ed 2d 559, at 576.

179 Duke Law Journal, Vol. 1989, No. 3, at 511.

180 Chevron, USA Inc v NRDC, 467 US 837 (1984).
181 FY SIS Jjl -

182 (1989) 105 L Ed 2d 379, at 409.

183 (1987) 94 L Ed 2d 434.

113



ﬁiiUﬂquﬂﬁj?W%HH FO N T R B AL R
A E 95347 A

7.101 fip B CBomn) [ A LR BE B fﬂmﬂ e R A S T
[l 5 YRR n?ﬂi' WA PR AT S i
R0 N R L 1) 8 A
EEN S S R TR S UK Ul (N R A
P MR RTEOE R FUSR A R T E I e R o R L
= FAE o ok R TS

7.102 T w{{ﬁ, o F TRy sk R A Iﬁ?'ﬁi&ﬁ@tﬂiﬁ? . #Jsrj\{ﬁ F L
%BW?W’@@FWJ«WWWW“?W%Wfﬂ My ws = & A i
(N E E S S Ay N SRR U SN g 3 A TR
Pp g .

g H A

7.103 + Bourke v Attorney General and Wymes %' > '*° fi ﬁ' 3k ﬁ“ ] A L
g% >t 29 ( Council of Europe Convention on Extradition ) fi) ¥ i é e A pe ¢ ’
HOIPH 220 R g (s i S & A 3T g e 2

1

ﬁn

“ £

-

o

7.104 “t Wavin Pipes v Hepworth Iron %" » **" %[ I Yﬁ * Ff (Costello]) - ﬁ\ 5
(1964 & % F % 4 ) ( Patents Act 1964) [19 = £ 7 A Ff ] JHe0 2 (11 % ﬁ v R
HIHJAEI%J?JZLH#IE T XL [N ’;’Uflfjij{ Ex Hlﬁ‘l'ﬁj?ﬁ Bl fFH=235> v

%w<ﬁ$%V>mfmm%Wﬂ@ﬁ@ﬂwﬁ%%ﬁHW%ﬂﬁTfﬁ
T Do gL e R B R R ) T R A X e

oo

7.105 f]“’?l[—ij ESNINEE S I S IR N 3 F”ﬁlﬁﬁ }I"UTSF“'[ 1o pu g
& - T McMahon vAttorney General %' > **° ﬁﬁ =+ [ﬁ%g‘ B (1872 F T EIE A Y
( Ballot Act 1872) ﬁ“U—LI 'J T iﬂjﬁz’k\ Tﬂl@ J—ij =3 ﬁ | £ ﬁ7 F' A5 o Maherv
Attorney General F > *** [ A8 B E SRR PBE B S [ A VIl £ A
FpElis T (1968 F RS T )k ﬁ ) ( Road Traffic Act 1968) « [i& LH} 9 o R
ﬁj? F O E R AT T AR E P R .

184 "Making Law with Hansasd" 90 Law Gazette (1993) 2.

183 [1993] 3 WLR 1032, at 1059.

186 11972] IR 36.

187 [1982] F.S.R. 32, at 40.

188 The United Kingdom Law Commissions Report, (Law Com No 21) (Scot Law Com No 11), 1969.
182 [1972] IR 69 HC.

190 11973] IR 140.

114



7.106 B F'[J P 2 By ( Walsh 1) 7% The People (DPP) v Quilligan % *** }“F'[
L SO BTV BN RV RL [ 0 F Hifﬁ[ Ffff} 2 py ijﬁ HI [FJ.'I LA o = RBL R

A W E R A L o Tl PR o I A R
16 el Bl o

191 11986] IR 495, at 509-10.
115



5) 8 F P REH
RS RN R §

NI
() W F T B L & Y

8.1 (1901 = 2 Ak AJ FE Y E —&J ) ( Federal Acts Interpretation Act 1901) 7
1981 F ¥ X7 » Ipp P pIpu e~y gy X » =X Rl = py (1924
F Ok —?J PR 3k —?J ) ( Acts Interpretation Act 1924) 37 5(j) % #1 ¥, = 1901 & fy *ﬁ
BT ISAA £ L

TSR P X Y AT R VR A F 1EEEE

g ER R (T E E O E R AL ” WF)’

Py PRI RGP F R 7
IR N IR S TR SR I SR B SR N
(142 FLIG 2 4 5 51 47 bR 9 )

8.2 WCNAITS £ E 1982 F i (Y O REEO9 E AR )
( Extrinsic Aids to Statutory Interpretation ) [~ f & ¥ {F > '] ok H’ BT =IA BERE 3
] - F 2 S F N Ilﬁjﬂﬂﬁ e A for B (E R R e R R
(SR =N wwip*dr R [ N iR = I AP TR R A
B R R R B T ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁW%%W%ﬂ’
(17 ™ 3 B REE 9 3 &R B

SO T PR @H&<W@WWWiW F

Bl )l Ep Py S Ay [l ke e A R R » R L HE

R S S bR D e SR i@ﬁ”#

m%ﬁm‘%m’ﬂ@%ﬁﬁﬁiww%ﬂ’Jﬁmiww

[T B A (A9 T 1 LN (T = ilﬂj FEIRONE SRS IR+ a E o SO Qe R i fﬁ

gl o 700

—

L1901 [k 4 5T 46 X B BIREY WA b T R -
T BT ISAAQ)E AR W ITE L B LR e e e 9 AR

3 WAF LS - DR e Ry st Ay o R Developments in Statutory Interpretation °
% B F[FJ 157 1983 F fiv Commonwealth Law Ministers Conference &%

¢ b y_$ " £5 The Interpretation of Statutes (Law Com No 21) (Scot Law Com No 11) (1969)i% {7 T& LR =38
AR

° CI WA

116



8.3 B/ R ﬁggu# é*e“l;;tf\_ﬂwiw+r3i o £ it 2 ﬁz/f{ 45 py
BB ERE g - *%Wﬁ*@<%V#J>’@ﬁﬁpH@Hgﬁ
ﬁw#?wﬁaﬁwo

Al A

o

8.4 1981 & 3 FJ T SMEAE A SO EEY B 2 Y R e 0 2 B
U - RL R P R e SO IR B - o ( Patrick
Brazil) dfi il » S i I PRER P BRSPS CATS
Fu#{f?) f’ [";a?@ri Ay Bk & opy %Iyef\_ - {L_'fﬁliﬁgfj o 7 1?,4/\’2}3&%@%:
VR R R Pt T PR ) 3 By ﬁ'd*uﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ&1%3ﬁ2gﬁzﬁ
PR Pl R A - BAHY - BEFE R RS s -
RSN N L o= L Rl R Rt = B A i R (1
ST A A T AR 8 E R R R R L P B
mgwwﬁuwﬁ_ﬂﬂﬁmmﬁmﬂ@@ﬁ,@@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ@m
(AR EIE I S AR R U S RS R e
miwwﬁmﬁFW%ﬁﬁjfﬁwﬂu%’@ﬂ#‘%%iﬁ’ﬂW¢“
A R - R A i = ?ﬁﬁ’dﬁﬂU“ PR FF - ol s
FEYE P S RL B AP S é?ﬁ%wﬁp fr FIRIE & R RLEYET -
25 PR S B YN T RO R ﬁﬁil@ A 7F$%  ( Professor J
Richardson) 4 1 » { Rl 2b- 0 [k i 1) [ ff D8R 01 2 9F e AR PSRy o+ ek
o P BRI R A . e BRI Y S R R BT
[TRSE et IS T O N NS U S B = SR R i R
RO N RNV v U e R R AR ol B R e
T RS OR] P g A o M A FE ( Justice Mason ) Fp s Sl i Yk B 0 Y
TR I R IV iR o 0t gt o R RL SR
%v%wwggTﬁ“5ﬁﬁ@mwiﬂ@%vwwwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ%

1\

o

HE R e e T 0 B L[ OHL S T R A TER B
.6 bR AT S B S 0 X T 9 T AR B R R A

mo%waﬁ$ﬁﬁiﬁm“ﬁwWFWﬁﬂ@wmﬂF%“*ﬁﬂﬁﬁ
TORE LR E AL g RGN R O R B T AT R R
ﬁﬁﬁﬁfoaXWO”“%jﬁmﬁwﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ“%f’”éﬁﬂ*@

A ET‘TJ ﬁju 7% " Another look at statutory interpretation" (AGPS, Canberra, 1982) °

"Current Developments, An Australian Symposium on Statutory Interpretation", [1982] Stat LR 172, at 173.
Symposium on Statutory Interpretation (AGPS, Canberra, 1983).

Pepper v Hart [1992] 3 WLR 1032, at 1057, Lord Brown-Wilkinson.

10 2 % H] 7 MM pY - Legal & Constitutional Committee 7~ #5 2 9 iy 1Y o Pl 3§ 5 f} # P9 Report on
Interpretation Bill 1982 (1983 & 10 | ) 3720.33-20.41 F -

As quoted in "Statutory Interpretation and Recourse to Extrinsic Aids", (1984) 58 ALJ 483, at 490.

Symposium on Statutory Interpretation (AGPS, Canberra, 1983).

13 27 82 T}I o 7 Macrossan 9% - A5 FLPLY R > 5T 494 T}I o

e Mr Justice Macrossan, "Judicial Interpretation", (1984) 58 ALJ 547, at 549.

117



il B/

8.7 E = [ril ot »?Jﬁ[&;’} ,l STV R B P RED) RO ] (A Q&%L>>
Wﬁﬁoﬁ%ﬁ&~iiﬁHUBy%ﬁuwxﬁwmﬂﬁ R
ﬁ’w@ﬁ%ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%%m’ﬂiWﬁwﬂiMwEW”ﬂﬂ%jﬁﬁ
B4 o & TCN Channel 9 Pty Ltd v AMP Society %' » ¢ o = F| 7 B AIE B E > ([
F AV H s ) P D 3?1' ]zl s PR for U RS BB ok umP R O ) Fl e
Y GLEF o i Uk [k 2 J] Wacando v Commonwealth %' > 7 i} % AU Ak Py B IR 35
}~%EW*ETW$¥<W$“%%>’@ﬂﬁﬂwwwﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬂ
TR RS A PR BT AR e SRy R GBS T s)

Jwﬁijﬁﬁﬂ’mfﬂ1MA%*%£ﬁﬁ“”W“$l’@ﬂ“%
?J eI ﬁ[ WoO(E A H s ) pu ik KA il o T Federal Commissioner of
Taxation v Walsh %' > '* 3“[577\ A Fr B8R Py ( Fitzgerald J) ¢

IR ‘{;{{L_'Fmﬂﬁ?\[ B9 ,# % ‘Fljz;gﬁr[gl £ [0 f5l For 1 ) eeee o M
TR AR E T R g iR g X Elfjﬁlpfjgfﬁfﬂ T
(i JIRDCE AR ) BT ISAA XV I R
Efj tﬂ,LU[U EC RIS i n ]‘E;[—j\gt [ T e A =S S S A #LE\FIJ B[l o weeens
SH i = W o Hisl o I e Py 9 e AR A S
VOH P RS TR Y R Sy £
ORI BR R R S [RpY IS S R n g 4 R S T AR
(IR R ) SR | B - U IR A B £ S I [P0 = S N N A
FLO[EF S ] B B ps EELFUF}»\/“J £ - Lﬁj*& T’"ij?ﬁ:ﬂ-
(il ﬂ E#fisﬂil RUERES T R B L Ep S T

s (R R Y
8.8 w1984 FfIE T S A ) N Y B BRI gy e T
A Fil T R A'f{:f%/a/ﬁﬁ T H ] o T Wacal Developments Pty Ltd
v Realty Developments Pty Ltd % > YR = #| 7 E' =k Ik g‘ A= fﬁ BT Y

FER [ E AL R R Y &e“',;;( Fug',ﬁ;¢
wwzﬁ@%mﬁ%Wuﬁow@#%m#ﬂwﬂﬂinﬁﬂﬁ*ﬁi

i+ Barker v The Queen % > ** ]%’lﬂ"‘ﬁ [}j‘ﬂi%ﬁf AFB'E Hpu ﬁ'lr/)
i) & FOA E T o ) S O (T B Y

s Sillery v R (1981) 35 ALR 227, at 232-3.  (per Murphy J) o 9 7 Z [l ] " el hIH] % Commissionerfor
Prices & Consumer Affairs (SA) v Charles Moore (Aust) Ltd % ( (1977) 51 ALJR 715 > L. 730) 9 2] J b -
% ﬁiﬂ'%‘ﬂq » o “RUyE t\ﬂL?J [~ Eﬁ P F' 4 Hz El EU s lﬂ EJJ? = 3k FJ%EEJ;F% )rF
JRE N E T AR EE L S R BT B W AR

16 [1982] 42 ALR 496.

1 [1981] 56 ALJR 16, at 25 < 2% % Py ot % f[1 2 ¥ 7 1" ik §iF Colonial Boundaries Bill /5 Afi= 3§ 15 -
] A R Oy EEE O AR

18 (1983) 14 ATR 399, at 420.

1o [1975]2 WLR 515.

20 As summarised in Pearce & Geddes, Statutory Interpretation in Australia, (3rd edition, 1988) at 3.10.

2 (1983) 57 ALIR 426.

118



PO S )4 A I B R G 08 s A
= EJ A ﬁ\/ S UERER= o [ S ’T - o 7+ Dugan v Mirror Newspapers Ltd % >

H H'f L=l ?F!f_* il ﬁtuww WA S B - SR B Y ( Stephen )
ik Mo i FQ,I “’é"‘*ﬁi JF)U o I g\ J ﬁ[inle?fF\/ I'I'EJ 4\ FE ]:‘IEJPPJJ
?ﬁd??ﬁiﬁ”%? I AR Wﬁﬁw«%wo

X 9w ) 2D AOR pY R A ]

8.9 (1984 F & 0 Y (ET ) 3N i ) ( Acts Interpretation (Amendment) Act

1984) 1 5% 15AB & U1 % BARY (1901 & 3k 5 7Y P ) o G Fp T v Y
w9 A FER] 9T R
CISAB(1) T R TR YR iﬁ-% PR E D T g
ST s B I G 2 SRR T U (= N & E BT (3)F
L, {ixumglpjmét o FF R
(a) T‘i’jﬁk&wj%?@&%}#qugu HalV AL IR AR E ST pjglipgl
WWpﬁw*’ﬁf@%WwﬁVi@%¢w¢¢mﬁ
ISRV - R Y
(b) TN IR EG X g
) FXIEFREYEHYRE @
(i) P X T R —|JHFIJ N A S pjﬁli
9 S FUAS Ty R XY PO 4 A LL[',EIJ# gy~ =
JFM PP REE T AHMEN -
(2) i PRIV ()R- RERPERCN Y oo RS E ﬁ RN
T O R T YRR W g
@ BT B R IE OB A Y
M~ T F[;jj'i' % 5 FIJ ﬁ 53 Y Hr EJfJ?\,
(b) Ellﬁlg‘\éfjﬁ\ﬁr&lclsr IF}"[#L‘\PwlL%KIFJjL‘F&iﬂ
S A A EE R AR R
BB B O A T
() ﬁﬂ TG XYV EAND I 2 [p B2 T

22 (1978) 22 ALR 439.

> R P I 2 % Pearce & Geddes » U ENEL AR - 0 Y 3.10-3.11 B -

2 []' o & ( Beckman) #13% £ ( Phang) H I3 LA R P 2D A ORI T S IAJE"?%V\T i8]
AL P AR E O PR YRR T RS IV e P
%%ﬂﬁiwu%mﬁmﬂyw@ﬁw%owpwmw,ﬁ%@o

» 1 e{ FIGR A B0 32 FpR ) BT (2)F I E U PRI LB 0T Fetv Murray % (92 ALR 671

i 54 fﬂu 3R PR ] T ORI 0 R I

FF R " 7 e ”MJL?D SRR R I PLBER BT (1) () AT (D) f’%?ﬁf I i)

o AL ET L H °

119



AN A A A A [S;Iggu%f b f‘ F’%r Y [ iR
&y ﬁlq\pumﬂjj,
(d) R TS Y R 2 B [

@ w &S XY Vg PSR B S B R
OB G LB B B Y G R
R PRI EEE RS AR

(O F T TR BE A T A S R E ] g X
?Miﬁﬁwjﬁ§ﬁf%ﬁﬁ§%ﬁwﬁﬁ:

© BUAEEA T LIERTCE
V(P ER- RPENT HEE) e

(hy (21 gi5¢) (Journals of the Senate) ~ (™ 1% [
g Y Hy A Azl 50) ( Votes and Proceedings of the House
of Representatives) ~ [El & ﬁ? EE N A F‘/ Y Bk py
Iy R SRR S (T AT AR -

3) ¢&£”]WH¥Mﬁ S B R OR Y T AR
fY El ol 1% Ej‘ fo on g e B Py e SCpu HE P o S
RIS T
() ﬁkmﬁﬁmﬂii@m@¢mﬁwm(wugk

T X 'AJ pu B N LA guﬁl E RN Eh
FULA= RS ) — feyf ™~ o (2 plp v EJ ;

(b) FZ/[T’S%EHLI riﬁf” ﬁ‘”@ﬁ”l?&{lﬂ*#&f Pk E A A
ﬁﬂﬁ%
8.10 Y B ST ISAA X TR RV E 0 BY 15AA X7 1981 F o

7}wmﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂﬁ’ﬂWﬁ%%$WH%ﬁiH%THPW%%H%OM
VoL &Y W) E PR E o SE SR g T R U BT L s T P
TR T SO Y FUAR Y FURY e BROAIEE B S T 1981 & i i 1R ﬁ?’
FE AT BT ISAA KPRV T FlE AR A e P
£ AR LR - R S B S R e e
B sp T ] (A R ) BRI AL T S e T S T L
T PO T 9 SRR R L

26 Gifford, Statutory Interpretation (Australia) (1990), at 128-9 o [ B2 £=¥ {F » I yQ ﬁ%] Bl L RL= %IT i
L[ T R @J 1= iF%Lﬁ B
7 Giford 2 N A T ROFT [ R ) e PR A e

=3 ufrlfg,l puty 0% Hiigllo (37 129 DI)
"Current Topics Statutory guidelines for interpreting Commonwealth statutes", (1981) 55 ALJ 711.
# AV ETEN TR oo BT 713 ) e

28

120



8.11 BB PUE T BT ISAB(L)(b) S i ERH I N YOS IR R 9 A 2 AL
R e ot L"F”*;‘V?V AR S 5 A S N T
Wﬂﬁﬁomwjmﬁﬁwwﬁﬂ@ﬁwwﬂ%,m[wﬁﬂﬂ@iww
%’#ﬂf’?fé‘?ﬁ 1 pLEEE 2 Bl e BT 15AB(1)(a)3ﬁ31 TS T R P RLE
ESF ED AT ORI ]S UV B A P a‘j 1SAB(3) % Ji kL > ffli 7 5%
Ef“ﬁiﬁ”?ﬁﬁﬂ 193 FF =R 9 9t T AR p [ T 2R T B

8.12 57 1513‘13(2)7%“%%t rﬂi—“ﬁ”liﬁt‘*i'ﬁﬁf@%ﬁ“fﬁﬁ’ﬁib<<[[$ L
SO) TIPS E P AR CRE R ST A TR A B A T g R X

éﬁﬁ%yﬁoﬁﬁwéﬁﬁw*ﬁﬁ$%%mﬁ%meFﬁﬂiﬁ%
PR o LI IR PR T EORE S O BT ISAA XU LR T o KUY
ﬂdﬁ%ﬁﬂ”ivﬁf’@ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂ ES ERACE B A
Y o g R BCERL Eﬁﬁﬂﬁ’aomﬁMMﬁ@%
$ﬁwéw»nm6xm+mkm”mﬁTfék%w'ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ$ufh%”f
}g} °

8.13 FOR LT T LIRS U ST (2) (DR T Bl 5 R 0y E] 2T
<mm%@%%@wow%@mw%¢ﬁwalwmw%p~w@ﬁowﬁ
R R R E RS R MR R IR XYY R R X
o~ o Y Wm%%’ﬁfﬁqﬁﬂiﬁr%LJHWMNM#WL
T B TR ) e F A B e T AR R 8 g 9 R
Ly T R H SCRL IV A F1BT 1SAB(1) & -

IF ISAB & 3 #f 7  y fro 3% ]

8.14 AN (EI O (A T SR IR RS R T Wﬂdif‘i‘ﬁﬁ’ﬂ
%m@fﬁiT@%wéﬁoﬁﬁﬁWI HlMB%Wﬂﬁ Hdﬁﬂ
[ ) 2 R PP OR] PO B A SRR T M [ EL o7 338 =1 i R v Bolton
ex p Beane ' °° Py HPLY FR M H] U5 o o A UL TF[_ SR TN L i R =
FOFPRN > IR ez PR Y £ - T

8.15 7 (Gifford) 4757 15SAB XL E 4P X Y RL GRS H
FO1901 Y PR ALY i SR YR G e T ok T ] BT Eﬂ“ﬂ‘“ﬂ <z

-

30 Brazil, "Reform of Statutory Interpretation - the Australian Experience of the use of extrinsic materials", (1988) 62

ALJ 503.

* R ek S Y 9 AR T
32 "Current Developments: Amending Australia's Interpretation Act", [1984] Stat LR 184, at 187. (author not stated.)
3 "Hansard - Help or Hindrance? A Draftsman's View of Pepper v Hart", [1994] 15 Stat LR 149, at 156.
> IQEJ = P RL - ’T REUt Py 5y 9 FlE CE RF IR BT AT A o RLVAS

ﬁ?’/;?ﬂ/#iFH«k% R R BT ﬂ;/ﬁjm}%ﬁgggﬁ;{g[ o eeeees F Y
FHOR =& g2 {€ g %7 University College [I¥ Manuscripts Library” o Law Making Process (4th edition,
1994, at 159) -
"The Australian Approach", in Preliminary Paper No. 8, New Zealand Law Commission "Legislation and its
Interpretation" (1988), at 153.
> 70 ALR 225.

35

121



»Tﬂw (BFE TR PR P9 & AFOR - T RS FT R R T HOE ]

W~ o ¥ 3 U3k Py ( DeaneJ) Tt R v Bolton ex p Beane % F ot
“JERE ST 1984 & ﬁfuigu (87 15AB X ] ju X ¥ % EJ R
imﬁW%EMWrﬁVVWWJ’QMﬁ B B [
S MR AR E R A B AT R ) Py T
pusse]s”

8.16 Tl o (1984 & 3k 4 FE gk J>>9J23$tﬂli’39§‘T15AB§iﬁLElJ
SRR TERNE AR R R TR S S TR S C R = SN NE S (AR I B

ALt
CBR R RSP ERES A R AR l%?iﬁ“Jj T
TAEE TV FURIRL RIS T R e S pr] e o

17 ERC N 1/;@_1*3?[ 1 fl 42 E,g;m%{; o T‘Izgﬁ,%ﬁ;a‘j 15AB ggpfjtﬁimﬂ
H FF' IS T F.%aarﬁ“# ~ ﬁg*fi& FJ?M“T[J?” KPR Y P E

'—"'[}[ioﬁﬁ

-

Bl ®
_*”
d v

8.18 [J' Fu & ( Beckman) ! Ekﬁ‘[ ( Phang) * TF[ s fRLRY =l R ﬁ:u_L’:)J 5SAB
S (EE YK EUEE ) Y 32 XL X YUY o B Y
”ﬁjﬁ}ﬂﬁl ey 1SAB(2)(b) X f M “Pf " ( manifestly) — 7 » F [2={EiCE
i”@HE%H@%uﬁﬁ?iWFFﬁﬂ%iﬁw°%ﬁﬁﬂ
15AB(3)7% B g gl B B e B A R PO R SRR
ARG o FIREG AR PR R o o T R AR ST
VAR R W GBI
8.19 BSAREY ISAB XL P BT 0 RL S X Y RLEE I B
(1901 & ¥k 4§y R~ 5 ) 357 46 XL > F (R 4) Wi 1P R a
ij%&FPﬁW%”ﬁW(M%ﬁWJu> T RS AL A A
S N T I UE S S A U 2L L
2 i e

Fil T (41 5%

T AVl o BY 129 i e

38 (1987) 70 ALR 225, at 238.

39 S G H%‘IISABXJDJTE’* (1901 = ﬁéj%x\/iifﬁ)

40 Z& %2 F|| 7 M) pv Interpretation of Legislation Act 5 4(1) X & #1F fiv 4L o

B Avprie [fL SR ELN

Yo AVEN A TRl o Y 130

B AVETEVR o BT 139

“ "Beyond Pepper v Hart: The Legislative Reform of Statutory Interpretation in Singapore", 15 Stat LR 69, at 84
(1994).

T AVENA L 0 BY 86 T -

48 Section 19 of the Interpretation Act 1984.

Section 9A(2) of the Interpretation Act 1985.

47

122



8.20 )R BT 15AB ¢ AIE (R A F 7 A9 5 YA i@?ﬂ«h ik 2
j%k['ﬁ‘JT“W NTBFI*TJ B SR RIS B (R E S B R | RPN IRV VW
o+ <<[ :Jiﬁ\>> [ S I AT S T RE e S = S R

’ [E[T R 2 8 9 AT R - ﬁ 2k [ 1 Re Coleman; Exparte
Billingi‘j(49 %‘&3

TV ISAB RLT Y By Y k- Ry B
TR R IRTE R RS YO T Y A o i -
W 2P SRR T AR W

S (LN TR = U S Qe I jﬁ IRREIRZIREA S PF" e R IR =S
Rl = lﬁfiﬁu}‘”lx_ Frsrrr/ % H K Fhwajg;'_ F‘ IRE: afr[;i * 5 lJ;f: » d Al j—%]@;h}
PEf — 3 2R o

8.21 “+ Hunter Resources Ltd v Melville %’ > ** }*TEJ RV A FY ((Mason C )
uho SYE TE FEDAOR] P ORL R R BT Y s fEL S0 R L R o o SRR IR A
B Bk B R e = e iE o F SO R B BE ii’HiﬁTFZI?ii'EKJ 1978 & 3% *ﬁ
push g Tl H = X E e ﬁ;]v]f_ ’ﬁﬂ{gj 1985 & . {17 X 1978
Ok AR RO D W ﬁl@ » B] A3 F ( Danson J) [l #5 & > Al
“”iﬁV‘%ﬁﬂ?iW*ﬂwwu’@Fer E= 9t T f7) b FF Rl e
E[IE[J o 52

tE/
77 /

8.22 [ Sh  SRERI T F o R AR SR T g
B ?Fﬁ W fY o) B E o W Commissioner of Police v Curran % > > g 7 K|
=Y (WllCOX J) B YRR DA RRIC S SLAY EIRY AL W A RLET %
Wmﬁ’M%TWﬁﬁﬁliwfkwﬁﬂ%Ew%i oA S
R L Kiy P HMva@@wi54*hw” o g
PO IR - P 0 B B TG
9 e i o TR RL P R T‘iﬁl%}) , 7 LT TF*fL’*f“{L_??#BU% FHER
M yE F[\j B [E{ ...... 7o 55

8.23 T+ HR Products Pty Ltd v Collector ofCustoms %0 0 B EFEE (Leel) 7 $¢1f
Ao EA PRI T - M g R R R

gs Elfj

Ny
A

J

= =l

i
r’ﬂlﬂiﬁ

~=]
T
k_h

Y '_‘J

. FY(2)(b)K -

49 (1986) 61 ALJR 37, at 39 ¥ [k 2 % W7 L0 = sy i plr v - w9235 o

U PR o L ET R R Y 505 i

2t (1988) 77 ALR 8, at 11.

22 3y 21-2 [ji o P AR 3] A I kL Grain Elevators Board (Vic) v Dun Munkle Corp %" ( (1946) 73 CLR 70 >
BL86) - i B A 8 REE B BIPE Y S T B

>3 (1984) 55 ALR 697, at 707.

24 (1985) 4 NSWLR 248.

BT 259 e F R (BRI A) [OREC S SELER 1 1901 B

56 LEXIS, Federal Court of Australia, Western Australia District, 17 May 1990.

123



PR I[P Y 1SAA A 1SAB & o R B A W T %0 ["}:ﬂe[ CEH Y -
KL E 2 F [ & (Industries Assistance Commission) #] & Ff ﬁFI' e B2 R F“'[
oo PPHRL T ORI Y Tl e RSl T RL ST 1SAB(2)(b) X
‘*Wﬁiﬁﬁ%’ﬂﬂﬁﬂwwwéﬁﬁfoﬁiib1%4 NIRRT
ERINEETR O R i S U

L

8.24 Ly i hh e B I BY 1SAB XU ]l — o RLEIEE P T 38
FERL 7 4L Mg R S RO RERE I S o 7 B SRSCT R UL S
PEspgyRs bR Iy Ep R R BRSO o [ Ty iR e i L9 ORI T
FECRY BN 3 ,r SN R Y R R T FROR ) o Grant v Deputy Commissioner
of Tavaon  + * Lk BEHLI1 B2 BT+ 31 RS TR £ el
(7R S HEF ] - KB 5 ORI -

-
8.25 [P & AR A 0 99 ol R0 S SO «UIE'E'@?IJI'?H* © 91

‘F’H’.E[[ ¥y~ sk E M (B R ﬁ;H LR - g

Tfﬂhhwﬂﬂﬁ*/wjﬁgwﬂw\pHJrfﬁauxmﬁﬂwu SACRRIR

Ve @R (BN o T Gardner Smith Pty Ltd v Collector of Customs, Victoria 1

73 f TR AR BT ISAB(L)(a) & [y fil FLIE T REOR] PR R BT Rk

1%%5‘37]}\/[5[@3& B O B B Bk s R - Jﬂ;’;?’j}\/}gj&{ﬁ{ g 5 Y f”
e BT F[{' 92k Y B g o Fl O ¢ F[[g\] i34 f&ﬂ ( X & F} FF#[N

S NS >> ( Convention on Nomenclature for the Classification of Goods in Customs Tariffs ) 5’9
RNRSN IE i % ( Nomenclature Committee) v if] &7 fiv 12 PH = e o & S5 Barry R
Liggins Pty Ltd v Comptroller - General of Customs % > [fil = [ w* 7] 1= fe H[] B e F]
—Hﬁkl%p /"3_%%2‘:'”"5‘?’1’4 ”J[ P F“F,“{*iiﬁjpjﬁznm /téﬂjﬂj—rlfll ,
waﬁ%wa&vmﬁwmaﬂowﬁ TS 0 e
AR o LRI Y RLE B Y S By O )
M g = o &

8.26 “ Commissioner of Police v Curran % > 78 ™ B[ Ju 2k J 45 4 > Bl kL 3%
fe ﬁ#‘f 9 1SAB(1)(a)X 2 H 9 7 AR 5] O FIPY & P~ ’Jliﬁ WAy

‘/J

57 Pl Justice Macrossan T El @“’J Judicial Interpretation (1984 &+ 58 ALJ 547 » T}I 553) — ¥ At v
Commissioner of Taxation (Cth) v Westraders Pty Ltd %’ ([1980] 144 CLR 55) -

8 (1986) 66 ALR 690.

59 A J Halkyard, in "Tax Corner", The New Gazette, 14 August 1993 oy == Z[| /it 277 ;"?/7/7‘#’ TE ML
Jl e Ty i R R AU R B B AL R R R & YR R e ((IRC v Ross & Coulter
[1948] 1 All ER 616 > L 625) -

O AVENEVIR Lo BT 89

e &) |]5f‘5 3| Curran %' 1 Gardner Smith % > V95 PLT T o

62 (1986) 66 ALR 377.

&3 (1991) 103 ALR 565, as summarised in the Australian Digest Supplement 1992.

o4 (1984) 55 ALR 697, at 707.

124



-

BT B S A S B A T s
8.27 (B2 2l 30 ) A 7 B R ] T 50 S U 8 2 -

ﬁyi} AR AL Fi NGRS ”ﬂf\‘_m R S e I T SO S
~ e i o7 Commissioner of T axatzon v Bill Wissler (Agenczes) Pty Ltd % > ¥ [k $ &
ﬂ‘MAB@xmiifT%%iwﬁﬁ%*ﬁ#““ﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬂ“ﬂﬁﬁEJ | A el

6 R[l K

Zhr( Pearce ) A ﬁ‘[ 31 2 (C Geddes ) ?F'[ A E [ B H[ #% 95 ( Commonwealth Administrative

Appeals Tribunal ) ﬁIJ FIJ JIE] BT 15AB # o 9

AP A

8.28 =GN U N A R =<3 Tk ﬁﬂj R ZESE [ P

At s I =4l i€ o Re Bolton; ex parte Beane % °* [y M| L =1 ] 7 " 5 HLI o 3 % pY
HIHC G RO b ok S I T R AR B e oy B e | R R %
AR = A A R A S A Al I B < IR 1l IR AT F[ WA R b

El IE[[ Efj =il {Wﬂ My 1—5[ F;[ o 69
8.29 b SIS B Y T S SE U BT RS R TR O P
FIJ wj F I[*jiﬁﬂpﬁi/j: AN E X Fp Y R R
STl T LR IRE WS TR Y AL D E R
EEA WL MRS TR R R PR S TS o e kOERL
I A AR E L A (e

pu <~ = [Hﬁfu S ETE Ry 1?5 e R o PR 2 39 e E £ H [
SN Sl TR C A= A N RN 1 R O
552 I IFRL ) 7 B Hﬁw??%ﬁiﬂﬁﬁw°

e Py I e RLYE U 2 S R B E AR VR 7
8.30 "ﬂJ ﬂij A< Pr ( Justice Bryson) »f ¥ ?J [N RN =

RO (N TR e R I N R NN TR RS S At
iﬁwﬁm°ﬂLﬁﬁkﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁimﬁﬁﬁjgm
o3 o B2 ?”ﬂb*W?V’WﬁiHm@pwﬁ
FJHWﬂ"LﬁWH”iTr MR R
lﬁ' BP9 R R EFH&?* "7?1/ O O B ST (B AL

SITR R G 2R 2 o A e T

P

& (1968) 81 FLR 471, at 476 = = i& Y1 {iP > % [l Fy i~ 2 F) < f] 9 B~ 3 BA 0 £ e o

66 Re Bragg and Australian Society of Engineers (South Australlan Branch) (1985) 60 ALR 136, at 145-8.
Pearce and Geddes, Statutory Interpretation in Australia (1988), paragraph 3.19.

&7 RIS { J J'J Re Waterford and Attorney General's Department (1985) ALD 545, at 550-2.

68 (1987) 61 ALIJR 190.

See further

& Y 198 Jji o Ty ST BE ) Murphy T SzllervaheQueensja ( (1981)35 ALR 233) ;r‘F’[Ll' )

2R JIEJF{JJ}ﬁ ﬁﬂlﬁ(ﬁi“ Y 'T}Tb VI T s R T N FCR Y B e lﬂ:ré
HEFEE KD W YFL’U?J [P TR N R R AT S RL iy ] ]
ﬁ%%ﬁuiwﬂm | - v ”ﬁﬁ%uﬁlmﬁ’ﬁ“ﬂﬁjﬁﬂT?*’
B £ ol e PR ZE N S YV AT X e T (3T 233 1)

3y 191 [} 0

"Statutory Interpretation: An Australian Judicial Perspective", 14 Stat LR 187, at 204 (1993).

125

70

71

s j:ﬁ b
UEE g
2l



8.31 b} S8 Lisafa Holdings Pty Ltd v Commissioner of Police ' "> [y 2| {JL 45 [*] | .14
Sﬁgkﬁm I IR S U LI LI I 7o R I (W o FIJF%U ,
[ ﬁiﬁﬂ¢¢[WwwivﬁﬁiwywmwhWip%‘Vﬂ,
M - o 3k € I'] Re Bolton; ex parte Beane %' [ Y& iy #i pL v [ #ﬁ ;FPJ APy iR
P2 St R Nl S S RPN U T A el S B

e TRYRY L) o P TR R R
- ;J[;F{fj’ Elfel o ¥ Bk 7 i 7 bl 3t Y0 ) I ;cF}i SRl o
EEREN I NN RN AR E 3 (A (0 [P Al (T

I/I‘E/{/‘//E‘//;iiffz L4
8.32 WA AT AN B YT B T Commission for Safety, Rehabilitation and
Compensation of Commonwealth Employees v Neil l;t O A o R LAY E SR fﬁ
S 4 EI’]#%‘[IH‘“FITII R I N B R SO 2 LAY 131
X FIJw =3 fn JPY B Ay B F“T ﬁ ...... SN wj = k,Fk’j’I I NPJ
R AR B O E S - kO S AT
Y E ﬁ 198 YT TR e R T R A P TR SR R
J’iW$TﬁI%1MA%w%oﬁ%ﬁﬂiF’R%$*Bﬂka
%L%}'T? R Rl I N U R COENE R ey (=P S T N
- AP ﬂjj £ % i&"éj pE Y tgL TLF[J ]?E (54 L e T o g A E R
( NeavesJ) Frut » 3 'l fgi 7 Mo plyk ik Al o [LI PR E YRR R
BUPE BB G b L T L U R

\
)

8.33 . Tickner v Bropho %' » 77 YR N F|| T BOEIE Y E - i }‘F“[iﬁl L E [ﬁﬁ{g
WWE g X EFIE S FR Rl R o H f}?ﬁ}ﬁiﬁ | PE E kA

Y EAY Y Sﬁ[ K2 W e

v K d A

8.34 IR Sy 1SAB X5 o (02 T BT G Y Sh B T SR p p
ﬁx
J

WIT Rl PIAL D b = = S A - e SR T s
3]:1>> BRI R S S S R R g T

7 (1988) 15 NSWLR 1, at 9E, 18C and 26E © 3¥ pLFrfy @ = 1 M| -9 3k e o 45 g -

T AVl B o BY 204 it e

" (1993) 114 ALR 461.

7 “t Cooper Brookes (Wollongong) Pty Ltd v Federal Commissioner of Taxation %’ ( (1981) 35 ALR 151 ) » iy &7
FRHEHE T :iﬁl'fi YiEJWBUH*I’ﬁJLJ[*'”EJ“J%L’ pjiiI??EI'E'JW“?'Iﬁ‘H
flﬂﬂfjkﬁj%j’;rj[j}ﬂﬁF ::,L-ij/i,,ﬂ %L[&I » FT 'ﬂ?lJ P[FJSET_LF_I?H -Pég*‘f:‘[ ] %L:ﬁ
P s X - HZRRL S Er i RUPY ERL -

T AETHVER o BT ATL o PORLEG S B BT Y 6O R

77 Tickner v Bropho (1993) 114 ALR 4009.

7 A oh AR R R 2O o Ut P A RATpY 1905 Evidence Act 57 7(1)% 137 ]
Bl o 3 X ¥ HLE Votes and Proceedings Fm % 5 i ¥ {ff 1 I') WL [ $ 2)  i ?F‘f T <<ij}#ﬁ
£m><asﬁ>ﬂwawa%@oﬁﬁp%wa9ﬁo

R g R [ AR O R 10 R P T A
b= 9t )

126



gt PN F T R A4S R ( Australian Government Publishing Service ) =1 ) = & i
ERER TR S EE R N S I S e °“F?qﬁﬁﬁki’ﬁﬂﬁ%
TR R PR S R K R e T [ 2 < 10 16 ( Parliamentary
Library) ~ JR ~ F] 7 5! ﬂ [# i i ( National Library of Australia) #1JR  F[| 7 #i %" b
( Australia Archives) o zi % F[| 7 [ g9 & & Al 5 ﬁjﬂ T f J‘ % ( Legal and Constitutional
Committee ) v £l 1y 5, 1y f’l SERERR - (W LR ?J ik ﬁ: = E AR e
P9 115kl RV A '3* E R N (I U e L S B S [T ES el R
IR = e NI B I B - Bl RS

L i

8.35 BBHN TN R B A HIE S A _; S I Ik e R (S
S T e R e e (RO IR yr“ﬁiﬂ‘ [ % i R | R Y 2
DA e T P N F'IJ 2k B AR 2k e T Rl Y ﬁj’ RSN A A
TR 2 B 1) DR RSy B R R

8.36 B9 TR TR B TEE K S R G 2
AL R R e ) R RS e Pl o F S ] [l EOT) AR
IR o R e A SR A N L RSN U B = R e i IR A R A U
TZ%f e A ,E"ETTF[L“ :

CO A I Ly S R s R R O R B I g A X

Aoy dr s <CH T 7 FLR FLAY "Eji;ﬁ‘yié‘[ﬁ‘:"ﬁ\, A

EiEl]’ﬂjj\\]I}FlJ[ﬂ'd%bfg;F B NRES F[J%'E'Iﬂ:"uﬁiﬂ"ﬁjﬁ’gv

G ERCN R S N (U T PCIeY T e [ O o B S

44 "iT (RN INR /RN (N G SR SR PR I B

8.37 IR S R I R I VR E S T A PR AR A &
PEACf I R A W@N“W’@“m%ﬁw*ewqt A
N S AU T Y L e [ N A IR L Il L 5 - g =
R e = AR —ﬁJ o

8.38 RERFIAS IR AT o 9] B 1SAB X F il BT T (RELATECT)
ﬁJUJrETv[|]g[J1uH‘II j{f;"‘ t - q_#ﬁi}’njt [4\5‘5 I15AB # Ej;jllij ]F TPERF
PR S T R BT R e B AR AR d 2 e

P Y 0 AR 3 139 P R e 6
8L Scutt, "Statutory Interpretation and Recourse to Extrinsic Aids" (19845 58 ALJ 483, at 490 -Dr Scutt £l % & ﬁt'l £

ﬂJ’ﬁIEd“ EL AT o
82 "Report on Interpretation Bill 1982", (1983), paragraph 20.84.
& If PHRAY (MR ) I SRR HEBE A D E AT o R AR R

FGERIT TR R A DT A R ST TR R T R R (R
X FURY M

Ui pL s 3T 20.92 FS o
USSPl B BT 512 -

84
85

127



BRI R Yt HUT) AL P 7+ B3 = lJr AN ORI
Wwwﬁﬁw“jﬁﬁHW¢ﬂL° P B P 22 B £ I %’@Hﬁd
RS Re el =Rk SRS R e N A 3 Sl R I 3?’? EANE

Bt 7 9
8.39  Fy Bk 1984 F G A0 A DA

B O VR OB R (B R ) 5
ISAB X429 % % HH > BT B b 48 ﬁﬂﬂﬁywﬁi~‘ﬁ
SRR S AR S RN

YAEE [ BY < s VLR A R R 2
R RN R

5 USAB X OV ()KL IE AR T 9t TR IR g 9
il 2 7

8.40 I N R SR =R N [N I U S TR (R W R
Py F 3 Fp T P OY T 89@H@PWﬁJiiﬁtpHHHHEW<MMVAMM@
i%%%fww&rﬁﬁdﬁﬂwﬁkpgj OHW%#mﬁ AT
Bl S0 He e Fl’_m?* TV A A Aj 2 Ff ( TooheyJ) it P ST

#¢ipﬂiw*%@@wn¢ﬁﬂ T
H gt~ Jﬂ&ﬂlﬁ“ww ENERINENE IR AR AR S RS
DA I W ”’fpy%TTV®af&%wwfw
Tk ML AT R Efj?i/ Foo L PN MR LAY E f 3R Ty RS
T R B A S - AR A R R A
EREIES I U e (7 = /Y- =l R N e (O ([ 71—
8.41 A Py ((Dawson J) 7 fib SRIT HCE| ZE 2 F] T AV R ALEY 35 X
W (B R s) o B R R e B R Y E

“@@Wﬂﬂﬂﬁwo%?ﬁk~ﬁﬁ@ﬁiﬁmai@@
Rl N w%ﬁﬂ«ﬂﬁﬁi 22 1]
Higgr kg > H =2 wiﬁjffrf;,, SRR RN R AR

BRSSPI ER S W[Liwwwﬁ*wu:zi

PR EE G A TN G BT A ORI X SRR T A
My gB?J XD

AV o Y 321 B

o 1984 % 57 1 §) -

8 "Statutory Interpretation: An Australian Judicial Perspective", (1992) 13 Stat LR 187.

20 (1990)91ALR16 at2] o J ALk Frei @ FH] TN B B

o1 F‘F #‘;%ﬁlxlJigﬁ/;ﬁ*@?ﬁﬁjﬁuﬁmu‘}%FTX/W%%FJ%

* 1lj EES FJ*IJH\%'H#EH',“ P R RS 25 A gt P (B2 g s ) puin
I;E:' F[j AT o

128



ER U TN E

8.42 RN R N A R = U S T T
mﬁ BRI Y POV R R T =T I O
T EJWF“ BT BT ISAB KR {li 0 R A T T
ISAB X "1 8] A 7 08 B for 7P <8 0 R AT SRS XL P R O PO o7
REIY (1) (@) W T FIKJ%" F Ry s e AL g R T
g WA T AR JIE[FI WEREPI R A X XY U Y PRLY £ A Ry
S R A N B o) 'iﬁﬂﬁupb YO

8.43 E N COT S i (UM e B = 3 G T I = R U (T
A I R O I A AN (R = A R IS R R E I S ‘[}'U = U I e
R YR RS Iﬁg;tﬁ;lgg*'m fiy ‘”jjﬁ;{o[pj[ﬁ(ﬁii jﬁp:[f‘%ﬂn ;[T‘DL
o EEREDAOR CHTI T A ) e

8.44 Fo 4R HEEY 1SAB(3)(b) & [ f fil B B 7 X7 1 ey o iR s gl
ﬁﬂj”wfwﬁé%Wipo$ S8 S Y T
Jﬁdiilﬂj%ﬁﬂ7‘ﬂ*\¥“l§f=1§/'[“i|“ %J—f R

8.45 P BB B 05T ISAB X RL G B T IT ISAA X AR 19 3F ] |
IR N U S N R ER TR U Vd*ﬁ‘[%\”"?f‘yiﬂ‘iiﬁﬁ YR R U
A e fﬁu [id IR i U Sﬁﬂ FOH A Y v = R fﬁﬂ T fn
B e g

8.46 T BB P riﬁcﬁ”ﬁﬁﬂ C T ﬁﬁfUJLFIJi*tB‘ﬁ‘/iI[JF'J
kS J%‘“) o NI TRV T lﬁJ@ PANEIE R i I Tk I S R =
LG o B Py EL Py b T I ATOR] FOE ) A1 E S

(i) 2 % | 7

8.47 ZE 2 F| TN Yk |$7V§Fﬁ“U3§ ft 27 1983 & 10 7] /& & (1982 & 7%

v 312 £ E‘,' E &Y F“[ 4% ) ( Report on Interpretatlon Bill 1982) - i} {f f Ao &) ph - =
RS XY B R o HERL 9 T A 2D AORI Y R B I R e

E F st IE[ B9 R OR Fljrl/. J._Lw{zﬁ* R ILL[',[P:"‘nﬁ f[—’: jiF ) A JFF T

A_

piss
F‘ﬁ

Am,

% 5% 31-32 Jji -

o 53 200 [ji -

% 53 202 [ji -

° SHEBTRLAL T R Y R AL R B R BIRL (R PR (R X 2k 2 2v) BT 32
R

o7 Roberts, "Mr Justice John Bryson on Statutory Interpretation,AComment 13 Stat LR 209, at 215, (1992) o {4 %}
SY(D) ()R g™ plig o gt 5 AR 2 f ’j«iﬂ-{ RS R P 1"‘]«1‘?%‘:‘[?[’%7\% )
Pk ey 4 = 5 o [RIZEH - §epp~ 2 JH)“F'F [ BT B SRR I fZ"TFFf(b)
AL g A R A X O

98 é/}{é:ﬁ;@fgjllﬁﬂﬁﬁ*wj ?(EJI'T [;{ Pl o ﬁ‘l}]%ig& gk pb =3 5 BT 203 jl o

% H'flk—{ﬁ]f > 87 205 [

—::x

129



BLIT ST N 2 8 e P B )P R B9 e ) SRR AR T TR g g 000
R R IR RSP 0BT 7 9 2 b
BISLJARE - B [ £ RS # o - o

8.48 = IFJ SO Y 'AJ gt~ r‘ﬁ@ﬁpﬂ R N S
@VW?F@EﬁR%VWiwoﬁﬂﬁwﬁﬁﬁfﬁiwﬁﬁﬁﬁmw
HEgEd e s i s R XY E Y R IR R D E MR Y
SRR B[ YT - WAL PR Y
W ﬁ TR A R F R Y L T AORL e S R o i B Y i Y
Y E’gjg:'fﬁl IO T B SRR o TR ) ?‘, o209 7 F1 R
o i - iﬁ;l By - BALE )2 P LA
[0 2 P B R P AR R R s RUE R AR R Y ) L P
ﬁﬁvmﬁw"om

8.49 = |E = A ﬂrﬁb ik [fl (1984 & 3k =~ FE D il )
( Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984) 7 < £ [ ﬁlj Eqj = FRp L - 1984 F pu gk
87 35 AL

TR - X ﬁﬁ‘}f‘ﬁﬁﬁ HLpy & o
(a) T‘ A f‘l’ff’[?” FHLYEL A P AV A B i G
Wmfﬁ$ Wp’ﬂ%i?ﬁP@ﬁﬁﬁw
#V’ﬂﬁj AR R PV B U R Y IR R

I

R w
(b) F%@Eﬁ?iﬁﬁ%@ﬁwﬁ*Wﬂ@Tﬂj)

(@ P R A e R AL -
TS BRI

() [ 2 pY Y Y E A A

(i) =ML @y )y E » [0SRV B PV
fol BCPH RS H 92 fF

) [IEF S

4—

~

= FE A P
EE I NS ‘rpﬁﬂ“%ﬁ[E £ P ) 2
Bl poahy 510

3 50 g 4 R TN B B R S [ s R 9 T R R R
mﬁgoﬁwuﬁébﬁﬂ%réﬁwﬁ {79 20l RL B E 3 2 1]
EAERIPE RIS o Bl RO T B S P B Y SO AR e 1 Y

N i) f v Y AR ﬁi% fo! PL Scutt iy "Statutory Interpretation and Recourse to Extrinsic Aids" (1984) 58 ALJ
483 -

1ol Al £ A 87 20.106.1-2 F - qkﬁ‘ SEPP TS ﬂ'l £ 7 £ Interpretation of Statutes Elfifﬁf,
1J§I7q|y$ ﬁkﬂﬂ‘—ﬁ't'lpidf
roz II?@HL?I201093F§

130



P = F A T g [’ﬁ[ Rt AR (R~ QJ’I—#F* ) PSR AL for T Y
AT

8.51 iR ?‘F’ EE | | R == NIy e i e IS R i S F‘l L
BE 2o ) R R SR ] AT ] D AR 1fﬁ FIpy X ¥ puteg o 1 7 Crawford v
Murdoch % > 7 fi iX Hy ( Hampel J) % " 9f & #F R 09715 9 9 5636 © % Motor
Accidents Board v Jovicic % » *°° % i z& ik i ( McGarvieJ) I'J F) <3 Flpyv phpy © FAI
AT AET I A 9 T AR AR

8.52 F L7 ((Tomasic) ih M7k Py & A FE by TS Lk A R P i
AT P SR R A AR RoR i e *’?Fﬁ ( Bast) **° 45l o
ﬁvm“mwﬁﬁﬁ%dmii#%@W%RW& R I G

ﬁLJWMwﬂmmﬁm&mimgwiam@%mw@&ﬂgﬁwHW@wg
<1984 PR R M ) BT 35(a) K [k LA I B P 0 B0 Ty 1984 F
TR AN = R B U NN AV A S e u[?wgij/ i A \‘Kkj‘mi@%&
wﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁwufmymwvﬁ [ g A R ﬁﬁ
HH*EH&“yﬂ“Hiqéﬁssi o RSB M I AR BIRY TR
EAEGE LIRS 2 4 w%&@%%*%wt“*%lfJwﬁﬁuﬁm~’ﬁ*
I EITRE S e Pl o=k I T B R (S

853 WA A FJ = Bk % Catlow v Accident Compensation Commission ' '
SIGELZE B T[S (1984 B 3 517 15 4] ) 9T 35 %+ ) 1€ iy ¥ ( Brenan

I ﬁ[ﬁq IR S Eﬁ ( GaudronlJ) 5‘\‘]‘7231FN2[‘[ H{ﬁ]ﬂ Yoo ’LUH\’LH[TI%J% ,
8795 35 K 51 8 L d) X G SRR R T
Eglélf,lﬁ*‘:[olm i:'t'}%ﬁf[ Ej“TJA 35 %IfTB{ﬁ:Uﬁr’m 7][ [iEI_F‘anﬁ*\IEJE FJ’]}_E_;%L

=

9Y 15AB X Ep il o T 16 Py R P AW R Y R Py s e
‘o %//[;”EJF\]—‘EJAEE:J} R = IR (B ES tﬂ'ﬁ”i'”\/fn SR 4 'IFJ
FEPAY - e PN L PR G S o R R “1?

BoL Y LY I 9t AR T R Y

103 Scutt, "Statutory Interpretation and Recourse to Extrinsic Aids", (1984) 58 ALJ 483, at 492.

06 TS Y E R 3 LSRR R B B Ry« P g T 0 g
R SRV AN Zl € - e e i [y F A6 - kL < FT "Reform of Statutory Interpretation - the
Australian Experience of Use of Extrinsic Materials: Wlth a Postscript on Simpler Drafting", (1988) 62 ALJ 503 -
PL 511-2 -

105 [1985] VR 333, at 336.

106 11985] VR 171, at 178.

o7 "The Courts in Australia", in Waltman and Holland, The Political Role of Law Courts in Modern Democracies

(1988), 47.

"The Lawmaking Role of the Appellate Judiciary: Some Lessons from Australia", (1990) Stat LR 48, at 66.

109 11984] VR 409.

110 XYY PP .

111 5T 68 T}[ .

1z (1989) 87 ALR 663, at 667 et seq.

13 37 667 [ R Ei i 2 % kL Commissioner for Prices and Consumer Affairs (SA) v Charles Moore (Aust)
Ltd % ((1977) 14 ALR 485)

108

131



IEEE RN RIS S AN R S PR EIN:
XL ) R TR
Tk o d o P AU ) - AL A5 bR AL
RO o R R w$WVp@$#£W¢wWVﬁ
wE P E e PR W AR e T

8.54 ‘ﬁiﬁ@ﬂ?ﬂiﬁﬂﬁﬂyﬁFwﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁig°@ﬁﬂ*ﬁFW<Mdm@J>

FTPE AT AR o R DT T RS T TR DR R P AR oA

@mmnw“ﬁw&,ubjﬁwmwoﬁﬁwééﬁfﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬂ

RO I OO P TR AR (B2 R R -

8.55 R IR ARS ST O R I S YR e R EE 2 A TN Y R

B Ep o opL s ¥ S f/p PSR A AR - B TTAR LN B SRS T A R R

R R RS Y IO - $ﬂ%‘h°1“7ﬁi cie Y O 0

#= 7 Rv Kean and Mills % **° fF[ A Tﬂ#ﬁ 57 35(b)&X > IF ﬁ?’éf\:gﬁf‘iﬂ 7 4 Dlﬁi ]

b T ﬁk At Rl o % Accident Towing and Advisory Committee v Combined Motor Industries Pty

lﬁi””%W%ﬁﬁﬁ’“H%FH%%%%%?EW—%%%ww@ﬂ

< #] U T 3 i FEE BT o 71 Transport Accident Commission v Clark % > ''° Z& % F| 7

AR B o o (A IR T S s R T Y AL -

I S i A I E I SR S S U R N S O

AR N iR = N AN e RS R = i P - AW S B S T ]

Hi o 7 BT W1V Humphries v Poljak %' ' » 2& % F|| 7 M|] f ﬁﬂj B o Fﬁ TERE

ﬁ@imm?ﬁﬁ%%mﬂwf@w’%ﬁ%ﬁﬁw—*@ﬁiﬂﬂﬁi

SO BTEY P RS ATORL e TP R - AT Y R RS e R R A P 9

T%%WﬁjﬁW%W&mewv’%i*W§$

8.56 SRR 1991 F S CZEAE LT ( VieStatutes) U S o g R

AR RSN Ml BT AEL ELEE RS VRS

SIR & S T [ BT AR RV S SRR e

(iii) Fry g v M
8.57 (1987 & &=~ ¥ "j ) ( Interpretation Act 1987) &7 33 X HLE oI §F i 3%

FLpv e~ > B X9 B Py |~J3i, LA o SR AN D A ET T
| Sﬁﬂ Sy Rl AP S FEET A Y o % Accident ]nsumnce Mutual Ltd v

114

2} 668 T}I °

VECE AR -0 BT 3.20 B -

1985] VR 255, at 259.

17 [1987] VR 529, at 567.

18 (18 March 1993), 8091/92, Australian Current Law, 14 April 1993. [425 VIC 15].
2 [1992]2 VR 129.

120 "Launching of the VicStatutes project, Melbourne, 7 August 1991", 66 ALJ 5-6.
132

JEERER, ]
oG

115

116

—



Sullivan % >

- K

kR R ik B
T RURL T ]
() RS ER T Y

ok o (1987 F R Pk ) BT 34 X 4L E
| \’[%:fjﬁ(

T
B ] 3k AL Py~ % (53 A RS F D L X Y i
0F T N E T A

(2)

(b)

2 =71
(SRR

(a)

(b)

(©)

(d)
(e)

O XY T R R SR S A
ERTI e | I e Rl L e e R A G g
FEE AL R AR Fl”r’[?:ﬁ ERTREE SN E
D) o e XYY L XY v A A
i"_&ﬁ'[fj— JHQ?,_),\\/ . 123 ﬁg,
NI e X Y

() RV E Y @Y A

() F XY P A EESPY - WY 2 I PR
ﬁu‘}wﬁ SR pvER N (g XY U kR
wDijiwigﬁﬁwg%@Mmfwm
A PJ ﬁ&"ji ”—L’tﬂl }[” *]5J§L¢ I E[fjﬁ\} FI= IT(
o R CEAL T ) 'IJF’?IH F'J
ARV BN )

Bﬁfﬁﬂ%‘f(l)%ﬁ’ﬁgﬁ'f‘ﬁ* T AR R

LGRS NV EER NS T

B e L S R H T EE 0F AJ YA py o

My s TFJ'HT?‘?*&“ ]ﬁNFUF’?EJH?";

G ﬁju EWT T VE MRS ﬁ;ll £~ Yk oaE

=3 |E}'I £ - ﬁﬂ:w‘x ﬁ fIK/ AN e T JT’ ARINES JPJE”

H D - E £ I—ﬂ‘]??aﬁ\/j\*ﬁﬁjﬁi ﬂ;/f[ ;

[iﬂj,id/ﬁfuﬁ‘—ﬁ‘/* At ’I/FIJHI[ FIJ?K[F); = FIK/E;J—

R A Vo R R A NN S AT

EREIY ] L SO N SR T S I B O (A

E3 IR ﬁjﬂi‘:ﬁ‘/ PR E”ﬁ“ﬁﬁiﬁ? S EE B

AN T A A g b

‘41>

121
122

123

124

125

(1986) 7 NSWLR 65 (CA).
R T HERIE

EE 5 w r&,_ 957 15AB & [ Fuﬂglfl fe A S hgrop R P ALY XY

;f\,uji““‘ FI

X ,JFLL F?l/ F’?;,:&Fljﬁ‘j 15AB X i & 5 5] -
*?isﬂ 15AB(2)(c) & fi¥ *Tf;l

133

SRR 3

W~ B A B T R R



'AJ FUET RF] Py T R R ol A B P A
l’q; ; 126

(O PBREEE BB R D S
B [ B A

() ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁw%5¢i¢m§'ﬁ3wy o=
Y (PG HRA T P EF- T g s
Y ) kR

-

N

(hy (¥ Hizlx ) ( Minutes of Proceedings) *** Fy [l 2 1Y
[ gy ™ ARy (R Y H A s s ) B R R B
2R N YRRV E Ry B e I B E sy (£
A PR -
(3)73:‘14{%@?%}*‘({(?%?%3[597% R F AR pY T BN R
;J»;jﬁfu:g[f*&ﬁijqs]ﬁf?ﬁ Ujﬂ[bm UH%
(a) i+ I]Hbﬁf;; T XYY A AR (R YR
T AJF’# EALN Y F N Rk bjg&gi E AL
P B A ERORS LR > R P R
SR A YRR S AR
E[fj) — JHQ‘??, My ZFLIi_HJ “J‘VIEIJ DR
(b) ?J:ﬁﬁ%hﬁ%w"& 19““‘ AR B b (0 ff I A e ERE A
Y Epy A A
Bl
8.58  FTHP N R B (B ) g
CT R PV A L T - T R R f?f“#*f?f'ff (1901 F 3k

fFEY R 4) BT ISAB XTI 9w AR 0 ﬁfi =19t v

FERLEUA 2 0 Vg = B i B b = T il

S ERH

@ ol s o AR PRI AT R R

(b) E] AT R RTA

DT e RUE R R AT E S TR e R T e A L
@wm@mém“w&o”m

B I S S 15AB(2)(e)§£E bh 2Rl i o

127 5% 1SAB(2)(f) % 7 U XY vk AJE“TI;i B i o

S ()W pu I“’H LL:)J ISAB % Ut & — F o

129 ik H A J#\ ﬁ‘ U= N5 g T" d| * Practice Direction (Hansard: Citation), Supreme Court [1995]
1 WLR 192 -

134



Bayeh v Atorney General (NSW)% ™ {134 Jf (Tl 37 34() (% 1y ¥y 4 ¥
(HuntCJ) ?F[H'. E[If‘p B I'K1 FIJF‘ f-, IF) JJT/—),P [,%Ifi}ﬁ_ [lﬁljgjziiﬁlémfiﬁ‘[‘_i ’
Tk PR T WA IR S 5 e

(IV) ‘F_.,L —d J\

8.59 ¥ PLot =ML R 10 SR P9 AR o RS B
FL\' 1Y #= % Barameda Enterprises Pty Ltd v O'Connor% 9] B[ 57 15AB X i& 7% 50 X B A1k
’ﬁ o 7 F Gl Y A E Ff ( McPherson J) }‘F’ o B EIECRIR Y LA F\[ EE 2
PR BT REC  H & iJ' EEgUAN ! %ﬁh%}ﬂ—gj\ Ff—\[@ﬁ'{g%%\[ o [ %ﬁ' 'ﬁJfJ ‘*«'%}B{iﬁfv
S A I R RN T

8.60 LA 2N pu (1991 = & &J T AT —bj ) ( Acts Interpretation Amendment
Act1991) 9] * - # '3’7][ .iﬁiﬁ‘jjﬁ#[ﬁuizf/ st (1954 F f;t&J‘ V??*ﬁ)
;_l/m,,;gw;j,g JF 14B§03j/:,§:1/tﬂia\&_:
) T P ST (R pY LR o o B X *&J v &t
e I 2 S XY Y [ AR
(@ XY E &YW [ R A R A
BB B F 5 g Y o RRL 5
(B) 3 Y[ R I 8P R B S f
@GN —p 2 EE XA ﬁ*" FUREN T AN
O 7 £ gl =gk ops R %

© HMHHY — @ 2HXps RN e X
YU — A B B P O RL e
@ EHCER N2 YA AR A PCE I AR R R
fol i = Fp S H{\LZ
@@ FFRG XYy Y R VY ik R
(b) e 3B Ep A B I g Tk R AL
(=
(c) H Py g o
B A XA
AR AR R T T SR SRR AR
RIS

130 (1995) 82 A Crim R 270.

131 5‘? 276 T}[ o

132 11988] 1 Qd 359.

PTOPESE Y 1SAB(2)(a) M (d) X o P2 BT 388 [ji

135



@ B PEHS RTEE A e
R

(b) Eﬂ{i¢ﬂ£[ij?1 ﬁiwgiéf
i 7 [TJ ii SR A ;}5 FAY S R F £ FWJL}L
%ﬁ umfmJ, G &l [wnw%gwmymm
EL,
[

© &@iwﬂ%wmmiﬁf
FAE A

(d) A H Y K 2Ry [

(&) e K Y FIE D G T R T
SRS T R N R
R E SRS SR UREY 32 R A U
MY

(O W R A A TR R R A P

My

L 2 F

(@ A (R EE AR ) 2
FR By e B R TS SRR

ONEIEES N et Ik E SRR RS R S
ER e
Co R i#ﬁi L TR PO 1}%@ TS ngfjf
VNIRRT
(v) B ERASFIDAN

8.61 |’1J PR F T AN R Ay f) 2 ol fip ]E[ SIS R TR
PR R E R T ,é.f

—
%

5 & A
‘B

ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ#a~mmﬁ%OMﬁwg wm¢
BOH T A E A TR R B R B S RS P R D
ﬁwﬁﬂ’ﬁ“J-W*W%F%EEM-‘ﬁwﬂ#Ewwltﬂ?#@#%

|

O FWp > o G A S RS AT (1915-1960 F ik R
1+ —?J ) ( Acts Interpretation Act 1915-1960) > I'] “fi jﬁ | "FLI Es E%FL‘I ENE ORI
#@*ﬁ%ﬁm%%%ﬂWQiXWW%miw’Wﬁﬁiiwmunm

M) s ﬁ:U pe =gt s ﬁ'[ A XD S Y ?ﬁ Iy iEU

134 "Ninth Report of the Law Reform Committee of South Australia, The Law relating to Construction of Statutes",

(1970).

135 (Law Com No 21), (Scot Law Com No 11), 1969.

B i Rl 18 B B s e N S I N
[l R o & 29 W TR e Ry SR e fe TP B PRI A S B TR SVl i s

g R s By P LA e

136



e A PR u NN TR EE e I N fﬁ T ARG AL I P
TE‘-{:[ MR 1}3¢tﬂ ];[J%EH‘ HITL FE J 3 ’DI?EQT’FI T oo 1
8.62 Ao A O ﬁjﬂ - X B pEY XY e
Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation v Perry (No 2)%° > % [ # &
W MP R R ST ISAB XM RS By il pe sy R e
(& L ( Lunnd) 540

CRYSRFE RS F TR (R R ) IR SRS R

i skj‘FH PR F T pY R i pe Af! [ﬂ | X pnﬁi%‘ o Mg Fr R E J

o RAL R Ljﬁja%xﬁw' ;140 FL F" G AR TR ok R R BT E

ik m%i?pJ““%ﬁﬂﬁjo"

= gy B AR Y BOA & B %py P e SRy o 7 Arrowcrest Group
mwGMim’@*ﬂ*mdwﬂ%%iam*ﬂr/mwpﬂﬁjgga ;-
&iFﬁyﬂ DEEIVE Bk w?‘}{{pditﬁ fsf 4 /D‘L_fFITT/ JHF[J [LEJE& s 3 RL Y T
o R B B B (R - PR P e

(vi) J ‘*%‘D’I ¥

8.63 ey po gk B a2 HO R F“'[ 15 ) *** ( Report on Statutory
Inerpretation ) i 3 L 535 X 9 T 2D AR O 6 0 1100 g ) €t
BRI T Tﬁ’@%ﬁ$m@”WﬂTW@*WT%%ﬁﬁﬂ
15AA X F)?ﬁfu EPY - L o X Y P ﬂ L0 J AREAEE RS "AJ SEN:SE:S)
XA e gp=a FEJJ o b R b R X B e e

64 TR E A S A R A RS AT B 2 Py
B e R | A o (< Y A L I (S S N A a1 YR L I
J s FEE ] oy EL~U[E{J”}IF‘HFI?U1_*V¢.") JhpYE T e 2w
o L) W OH AR £ E R E o Bl 7;T[ﬁjj,gp@@ghﬂfﬁi%ji@ﬁf‘j

1
-

o)

=
2

.
-
E

dml D8 My
\—‘

W (e
\KJH

37 B 5 M FE P Docker's Labour Club v Race Relations Board % ( [1974] 3 WLR 533) f9 [ 2% E) A
ﬂi”“ﬁﬁﬁ ° :Hﬁ"yﬂlﬂﬂjf‘ Hf e 2o &8 S e gl RvSecretaryofStateforthe
Home Department, ex p Sakala %’ 157 L (L 1994 *LP 1 5] 26 [ > The Times) ° % % 1H TIAL 12 g
ST A RET B e E LY ‘*I?t/:'ﬂﬁi6ﬁ’[ o

138 1915 ?F Acts Interpretation Act 37 22(1)% (% 1986 Acts Interpretation Act Amendment Act 57 4 ¥ ¥
) B PR R T *[ BBIEY ISAA XA - (] HAEE RS T R H [li'
o (G - R ORI R E R o X T M Y
SR U R LR RS R T Y e 2 2 %] Campbell, Glasson, York & Sharpe
fU 3 (= > Legal Research Materials and Methods (1988 ¥ » 57 105 [ji ) =% ["] 4 5= 2V if 3 ¥ py ﬁ']

¢ o
132 (1988) 53 SASR 538, at 546.
PO R R AT O PO R T P A R RO SR Yk e FL B3 IRE I iy 2% AR

e EaNiiRES ﬁ%ﬁi"?&é%ﬁlj (EZRZE S RN IAR AT S ul ol <R E el V#Lf”fr[‘ﬁ“',ﬁu%&(%

M2 LEXIS: 1993 &F 11 %] 15 fI o

MEOBY 14 e R S E R B AT Perry PO 2P o ((Perry FRLA T X T 9 T B 20 A ORI Y X
zf/pjﬁf[jiu_ﬁlgij '

144 1987 & 12 F] 2 & fY 2T 12 H;@fﬂao

145 BY 22 Jj o EhACET BT 27 i e

137



RPN e REh =k I RN SRl (RSN e (N A R 1Y
%m«ﬂﬁfHﬁﬂiwwﬁfﬂﬁ’$WE“F§:ﬁﬁéﬁmﬁiﬁ
HESEA I@VEJ%WBJ\ LD A N O S
[ R Q= >@m[<%ﬂﬁ““@*ﬁ7ﬁ[ i B S O s
TR DR R R R F T A RS - 5D
ﬁ_i,’% N O A A R JEJ@]z{&HFL A JFIfJEIEIfJEIU’]‘?‘j
W*¢ﬁ$i¢W%WWV’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁdﬁﬂ%ﬁLﬁwvmﬁ
E[%J l;[rm o 7 148

8.65 + Maynard v O'Brien ' > :l“*f»ﬁw‘%]élﬁfﬁﬁ' Rk S ‘:H”EJ <Py 9 B
i—ﬂJF]\‘F’yf"‘;{f?‘PJJﬂ‘L[IEJ ) A 172;(;5[7\ ”ﬂi_]r [H Lwrﬁ jﬁ Uz d?jF’]w/a]I ﬁ—ﬂ
oY 2 g JF”%'E“*D | ‘»ﬁjzlj“ CRU gpr=) #) H oy TP o 149
(vii) $# 27k R T

8.66 Tt Ffﬁi’?@r T (1992 Ok &JP‘V £ J>> I'S’TfﬁJ?*i" i

R 1931 & 3y FY 3k 4) o Wi W s T E\Jtﬁié;
@) PR OE AR B R Ay 5 W

T B9 AR e

8.67  RURIE IS % I IS B 9 bR R e X

TSB(N@) R E g A Q) 2 AR
B XY EcRL R
(b) F XL py - 4R Y ] ﬁ[;isgﬁh;;}aﬁx}j\ FA‘%F‘@%
W ppl2EgdamRpEREe IS - 73 A
JLE=gpb=ah f]opy R 5 B
© T HEHH - F BB AR FE T X
- A B R RCRL o T

(b) =R

8.68 G ET R ARE > T B YA AR R

“SBQ)a) M K P~ Y S FEALE VY i 0 M

(b) T AR B g (I N FG Tk ER S D A
R P VR R M

HE gy 24

MM ECE] (BRI R) BRI X IR - ’ﬁ&j&)ﬁj?[ﬂﬂiﬁ’ I’E'Tir*:ﬁﬁi}'[ﬁ
PN RE R IR Y NP RS A .

148 5T 26 T}[ .

149 (1991) 78 NTR 16; 57 A Crim R 1, Angel J.  As summarised in the Australian Digest Supplement 1992.

150 5T 8A £ o

151 5T 8B £ -

EN

fl

138



8.69

(c) H prE gy o
L R B
"8BO)@ ﬂ/wjﬂwgﬁﬁwzaIMﬂ
ISR RS
e 5 f 3;& EE %
TPJI‘”%KF ﬁ‘/ﬂ EREE
RO
(c) &ﬁi@@@ym,wiﬁ
LR
R AR A A R

3
.
s

=

-

PGP RL

R SRR F TR
(if £ 0 B dasE Efy
o 2 g AT ] e AR

Elfj

#y

S Eng IF F[EJ B E[fJ
A AN B A

(GO T L =R A N e Sl

CHES SN/ A AT RS

PR B Y B R
Elfj 1Y ﬁj T"' | E 7 E g % XY pJ *
O ES R U o B B P

(O £ B [ T B

(9 ARSI (R A
%F“%w*“ﬁWrﬁ

R =
(h) X E j&J E" R o g A %

(viii) PR - F DA
m%4 FEN EE ) BT 19 R Al B R IR o XY
£ ipuvﬁijﬁ'wMBXﬁféﬁf»TWJ%EJTWﬁ*WT

8.70

27 %

WWXWEL Ry Y

SR R Ol R

(ix)

WA T Y

152

153

e = g v @pw@'ﬂ&ﬂp MR Y FIJH'J?[: Fer
Bulletin 53 1466-1467 [ji 7| * "Legislation' ?z[ 53 Py - ﬁ&
1987 i (Y Report on Statutory Interpretation [*| Fr {E [ 3T 1
Fropdpy (1985 &F FEY ?J Y BT 9A X 4 RLfLR
Elflif/ %1"[ Hlil/ f{'?'éj K = 'E/l fE‘[iL_?'F{ FIig ik ['ZfJFlfj °

139

5%

N

N2

>tel Ny

] &l
B

<3 Fljg

8K R
S S

CEPOPY ot

[E

K

YR

Hi A T sl s ) B
By H et ol s A

ﬁJWKwﬁm

RN RSN R KRR S

#; g 1994 ¥ 10 k] ¥ Commonwealth Law

&
& (3718
Ry R

’(J

Ak A £
I
e B ) EuCH U TR UR S Tﬁ



8.71 WA F T fﬂ Vv (1967 = 7=~ X fJ]) ( Interpretation Ordinance )
57 11B X pu X ¥ B,ié[ AU (1901 &F 7=~ 3 4 J>> 57 15AB £ ff1 3 o 1o

W
8.72 Hﬁ‘k;‘“ F[?ﬂ{’ﬂj[‘/ IJ(_ﬂ,;leBf‘ ,ij\_Elfg,a’;‘l;U_A I]jmflibﬁiq}r%ﬁ%[ﬁi
U £ SR R PR B T e
F;I T;'_' IE[E o }T?F TJ IJﬂ ]Ez,lﬁ i-r:é,l—‘ EISF{— %[ ]_]7% ﬁﬁ “ [IIFIQ I’E?—Ef; S E[’Srﬁlj :];T
ST T N F'“ JFJ[O

8.73 ATRURS S (e AR I A SR A2 )

HERLIRER 2 gl ‘HS[ A7y plRE ] ] A P E ol ]
“’p%%ﬁﬁ” ?Wﬁ%° M AL R
EI Ii F[J }r;;] F;[ ‘ﬁ IE[F ’ EjEJ = TEE )d[ﬁ "l ]j 15‘1 J o 7 156

8,74 %%%ﬁ@mﬁ’ﬁﬂﬁﬁwjﬁﬁ&*'Q*@®°@%,1
;rF“[LLI'[ ) a’;?ﬁ Yo T ’Fp_? [J;;\Iﬁg]g[ e HE T %.ﬂ%p@i;g—k %k o 187 mf@ i A5 A
g P A AR FL 2 R R e e N L e O TRV = R
- f‘Ef‘*F}Tf“ i]i{f ffl - H T 1991 F 9 FJ/‘E'?&(H? 7] A% "J"fFF/F[ 1% )( Report
on Legislation Review ) > HL1¥ {3 ] A = g N dsdh o 2

Froup

8.75 S ﬁ?’/z?//@,f’?:ﬂ(ﬁuﬂ& PO ST RS (R S J>> ,
P e v R A PR Y PR SE fR T 9 T A EDAERI R e (1993 F R (f517)
) R s XAV ELRA AT AR (1901 F R G R 3R 5 ) 5Y 15AB
KA o X UL

CEHY 9A(2) X o0 T LR A Sj(4)ﬁﬂjtﬂ|{m -

LRI At k) AR
I SR A SRT E[FJ% \;m FULES T % % AR

(@ TR E LG GAH Y YRGS L

154 [V po &0 AT A o VR P o P ITTR  RY EE TR BT 1SAB(2)(e) + (DA (h) X fiU X
TR [ﬁ = ["‘{ 2V E B FH %+ o1 X ¥ fL#F: Interpretation (Amendment) Ordinance 1985( No.

24) gt py e

"Report on Explanatory Memoranda", July 1991.

156 5T 87 B -

157 ﬂ?ﬁ/fl SE] ?r“ﬁ] BFIrEi= 1993 &F 1 k] Y Commonwealth Law Bulletin 57 190-1 T}I o

198 H'l/%k—FFdﬁ'] » B 191-3 Jji »

159 5k ?J F 1993 F 4 F] 16 FI & ¥ of=9f % l‘ﬁ fi*'2 % 1993 & 10 *] i1 Commonwealth Law Bulletin
57 1364 T}I > 1985 & Interpretation Act 3% 9A X f£L#F 1993 F Interpretation ( Amendment) Act 37 2
Xm%mo

160 SY(D)FE LR A 1Y 1901 & Acts Interpretation Act 37 15AA X FIZE 2 F| T /[y 1984 =
Interpretation of Legislation Act 57 35 X #[5 [fJ > [fR “J R WS FTOE FIRY Ry T R
FE PRI B R B - (DR R i R
A uri/i;p;l@ éjjgg, o

155

140



8.76

)

(4)

ﬁij} EIE[%JFK} E[;ﬁ:ﬁfy[ﬁ)ﬁim , ﬁgjk"f)';id/ ]fuﬁ"\/fl_Tj(
e A A O el SR U2 T

(b) NI R L X g
O FHRXITEFRY DY RE P
() TR F KL S PP A Y

Aol A FUAY RS EV AR A '[‘?@ N R XY U A
e R - AR Y 2 I[P R E® AR
fio 2

&TWW%@%W—%@W@MW’&%%®@ﬁ@%

¢Hﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ*§%WﬁHWﬁ:

@ BT PERA S R A Gy Y Y A
Frm Tﬁjﬁwwﬁw—ﬁuwmqnﬁ:

(b) B R T Y A R P PR

(c) Sﬁﬂ Ko B A28 0 @ ®) o X4 puE 'AJ N
RO

(d) [31 2 P9 [P By BEIS S 5L AT SLAY (T (R A SRR

() i HY ¥ E AR Y [T R K 2R P

(Y E RO YT T Y
RN

T A F Iﬂaﬂg‘j(z)ﬁ sz:ﬂgé = [’F[ 1B 59 P e v )

RIS BEEE o B e P AR X T

[

(a) i+ "‘IF»H”? EEE A P A R Sy A i 2 I
T Y Y B N A o R L A PR A |
fr l;'[fj) — Jﬁ@;ﬁ.,\/ Mg ]’z[a‘)glﬂpl ElY) E[%j DK

(b) %@%w&&ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁuﬁw*% I H
pﬂw%

SRl il B fE e

B R

161

162

H

FRE (W T L R I i B
’F_‘[’T'Jﬂl[—j‘l?‘&%{rfll }—BFITJO
"The Straits Times Weekly Overseas Edition", 6 March 1993.

141

-

7 15AB(2)(b)AI(c) X » 3

“ 4

E

RRERRIESCE S Eil

ﬁzﬁkmﬁa%#%mﬁ*@#&ﬁiﬁﬁw’#%ww%*

HPRFHIREERA 28T gl

Uk



8.77 + Tan Boon Yong v Comptroller of Income Tax iﬁt S e = BN R 2 B
F;L?ﬁ‘,\‘/;%Ej[?ﬁ_%‘}?%ﬁ\l*b%{p[ﬁl T2 8 g R P ER R o P E
CTRUNT B PR B R R R ﬁwﬁgﬁwumfyﬁﬁ‘k*fpwﬁ
e 2 B T S SR A e Tk R R S
RN

8.78 [0 R RS DB R RpY - R Y H AT g R E
A = A U B> B E Vi ?Q DRENGES Tﬁ % ﬁJ Z fif # ( Select Committee) 57
mfvm,L%ﬂ%% %HL%Tﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂo%WﬂW{ﬁé
IENE Ry P%w%ﬂﬂi%ﬁfﬁmOMW?ﬁQiﬁﬁjﬁm%ﬁ@
ST TS EP 5 f EACE AR FiER - RiEE & A
PRI NP RN R R *u# EP i Fmﬁ;ﬁ Rl ff‘i#ﬁé‘j 9A(2)% Brgt o ’Fjj
jﬁwwﬁrmﬁnwﬁﬂf Jﬂt}%www‘”ﬂ—ipr§%
o E 2 PR -

8.79 U él‘?‘[[?ifr?‘ ?&LFI# SR EE G R o t[f Raﬁ‘les City Pte Ltd v
The Attorney General, Singapore %% o i Yk [J] fL = f " v yk B A A gl = [ TAE
PR Py (LP TheanJ) :[ﬁ’ EpCHL Y For At g

TE«L}'%— JﬂQiﬂI—L [iaz o° ?lzg' A [ﬂ:l} FN ;[;tfllm ﬁk’\'pf\'—l‘_f{!%ﬁ
*mﬁﬁ””fﬂ‘ 9 ,r’—’rgiitfliplﬂ%?ﬂ 'Jﬁ’ﬁli’i_ié?
1L JJEJ PR IEE P O o E A Avf” T
iﬂﬁﬁvﬂwiwiﬂw’wﬁwwom“iﬂ Gk
KAL)

8.80 K B L Ry 2 R SRR o Py (RN AR R

>

—

N

i
P

7

VYN SR EER NN S TSI AR R R T S RO TS
[ e il g\[ A9 R] e INEGRCE = “ﬂ;gd/ [~ o
PURLAF 2D 7~ AR B T E R R e e W

J

Y2 [1993]3 SLR 48 (CA) »* @i 57 1993 # 10 | i1 Commonwealth Law Bulletin 5% 1451-2 Jji = 3% % fL

iR ?/1/7[/;%“;@ I/F IES RGN S s i'ﬂﬁjﬁ’[jLElﬁFjo

"Reform of Statutory Interpretatlon in Singapore” 15 Stat LR 69, at 87-88 (1994).

X EHREL AN s m,tﬂﬁijﬂ#nwuw’#@“i“ﬁE%
OHV AT R R AT R ;J T ’ LR File PO - BERER T2 8T D fii 2
64 (BT 76 i)

166 [1993] 3 SLR (Singapore Law Reports) 580.

164

ok R ﬂ:'fﬁljiiﬁjhl{b{g, 5 Hﬁ’p@@:@ii SO TUSEACRL VR E gy
}U£FIJOE[IH By pn{:gqid;ﬂn N e gl 1] ¢ Jlg_ga‘q; ’IH ﬁ:!?y??ii
30 ALY I 2 R R W R RS G
168 17} P 44HalvbmysLaws0fEngland CAYPIAY ) 57 921 B o
e [V P & AIEAS - LA P B s BT 95 ) o l”ﬂ”‘?l LG HUE S REpU B Y o P

OXTES i@ﬂ“ BRI B T E) KT T 9A £ A e
B R A A B 056 L Y8 069 TR BT T 9A £
yf@ﬁﬁmﬁuxé Finmfjiéﬁﬁhu%&

142



ilﬁnﬁ,@fgﬁﬂﬂx B L o FR O S
8.81 BB LT 9A X AW i BT SRRy
l’ﬁ{? E[P‘lii E[[}“F'[L[l , I[ IE[ [ﬂj%q%‘”}il )J 9A ¥ » 2 T l:[ [ %a[/ﬁg/’?&?ﬁiﬁg‘
iy B BT 9A X PV RLI B [l IEIJFI AL

g ie

8.82 werN’ﬁ#ﬂh&ww?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬂmﬁﬁmﬁ
FIVE AR S e AR T RS S [ Ay pu 2 2 ANl
ﬁ@gawwm;mm,awu%gﬁr#£MWNMwup#ﬂy:; > fify B
SO EL o BIR  E p uri_ﬂ R R A N G RR = A L
VRS R - BT 6 u%%lﬂh??ﬂwy Ug‘zﬁ'ﬁ”ﬂ Bk - 262 B
ISR fri/ﬁ?//ﬂ}/ﬁiﬁ”*ﬂfﬁq'lﬂ“ R R L N R
RS AT e A IR S A R R A A T R
] i~ A w$%®§>fﬁm*ﬁﬁwwm“@’7*“WHWﬁWJ“WPT”
R b L i T R T L R
R F TR R ] EE ) R Y s

170 5y 587 Jji o
17 [1992] 3 WLR 1032, at 1059.

143



ST oF kT

m%
9.1 F —Kﬁf E I //j;('ﬂ/ﬂ/ U}&i ;II‘ e
§¢P’¢H£NW@[@”W%WEWW%MWﬁ%W,
L A s L 9”§{guﬁ o B tﬂi;ﬁdﬂ:’ﬁ
g[n Y W~ FOZEYP B 2 R R AR Y > R ﬁtu@ L[r%
9.2 FRAE AL HIEAERES Fr X g W s (F 2

My
A

ALY R SR TR T g A
qSL) AL CF L) P R RLRL R BV AL
d L

B # A

- ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ & E

9.3 B T s R ALY i ﬁp SRS EIES EJ“J oo g N R
Yo R R B P AL [ %“‘%Lliﬁ\/ M P RLE Z BRI Y o0
(e U S AU VAREIR = U SR SR i S NG ’Fﬁ‘i‘%awﬁ‘%wuﬁfaf?f’ ‘
TR R e L L L [ L 2R R R
MEETEE =R SR IR ST (S U N R RN Y B
Bl Sy A E A B %FUWf% TR o PR A
SR BN RSP B sk B e b “‘J %L ik

al
9
(=

IRRC R N R A
&%@ﬂ%mEW$%ﬁ¢ﬁﬁﬁﬂ" DR Y
9.4 wai%*ﬁygﬁﬁWWrwﬁﬁﬁﬂj RIS I (RN

CEp RG]
R R ﬂﬁwabwﬁﬂiq FpOR gy T g

i
f,} ENNAR G fi‘ #HF ﬁ PR g R e b 2
s
i ﬂf?“”“WUwﬁlmﬁﬂ#waF%

”

! [1975] AC 591, 652.

: PR PP T 1989 & 1 F] 18 FUREEERE T N B (A FS0) (i SRR s .
HL Deb Vol 503, cols 278-307 -

: The Black-Clawson case, ibid at 645.

‘ Burrowes, "Interpretation of Legislation: a New Zealand perspective", 9th Commonwealth Law Conference, April
1990.

5 P&P‘lﬂ&ig&ﬂ\?1uo—‘,ﬁ LLI',’;LK_[F,JAF,;E‘I645 Tﬂo

6 See Salomon v Salomon [1897] AC 22, 38.

! Paragraph 55 of the Final Report "The Interpretation of Statutes" ( Law Com No 21, Scot Law Com No 11) - £
577 e

144



9.5 CHp b gy 9 o AR ) W e = ff 49120 30 B L 3k AL B iy g
AP S

U B ALERE I Y

w&ﬁﬁo}Eﬁwﬁ%W CERYTJIRLIE S

fi E AR N e g SR R L
9.6 w%gﬂrw%m%%iwaﬁﬁ%?ﬂﬁﬁ“yﬁﬂﬁwi$ fio fet B
ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%kﬁ@ﬂﬁ’#i“rﬁﬁ%qﬂﬂm RIS T S
A= S EV I I VR CREN A TCIM 5 (S N (L
G O R R N o o e R TR
EU*%Hﬂﬁ?ﬁ%*ﬁﬁ@FWa’FDM A p R TR R i
RN E TR L CWE P AP E Y 2 HEY B RE A AN E D F
U A PR P R

9.7 B BEEASfARLE] o AR PURL SRS S AT 4
+B¢F,3i5;a CRLE A RIS T ] AL
R T TR S TR T RER R L R g

9.8 EUESA T R N A ?‘Zfi 2o = R A i A &j’uﬂ ( Nicholas

—
N

EUE

ww>ﬁﬁ%wa£aWW#Jaiww,%fﬁﬁ@@ﬁ’ﬁk@m
EE A PN S T T S E e =

IS

%%%‘Lw[7ﬂ£@%¢ﬁt\ffﬂﬁk%ﬁﬁﬁgmmm,mﬁ

oMY I MR R AL e RO ?Ei?ﬂ%ﬁ%maéﬁjﬂﬁﬂﬁl
o~ o3 % %ﬁﬂﬂio“%kf’y$ﬁm%w | RS E RS D T BE
’QﬁﬁéH[:E‘”ETUF’ZBJ:Q—FI’?E'J?F‘,L[%E?M%&'J})F% o 715
J““b@ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁf%ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁ—ﬁmWﬁW%%Taw
[fil o ¥ iR R EI[ - Ngan Chor Ying v Year Trend Development Ltd % ** TF[ S

| 2RCA T BTG %‘%ﬁt?ﬂi i i By P
‘&E'i' F“F[ CRAL RS AN SR PR -

\O
\O
mi

? YR 1982 F 10 F] 14 FIHELE R A FIT B A -
? "Some Thoughts on Statutes, New and Stale", (1981), Stat LR 77, 80.
o IR T B R B E PR [ U R A *iﬁ f’é RSP e A S L

B aR] w po g oim]ﬂ?j&l%pjj RLEZ R S H] )i[%]])ffrw; PO d - o
Black-Clawson case [1975]AC 591at 613 -
" il 1 B 80 i e

12 I3 {f]* [7] 1981 & fi Statute Law Review fiv 1= i 2] » > =1 5 g4 (& i % f 2T g v C
§ 3 T )T < A
Sl ECEURI: &?'[si "] (1980 # 8 k| H.L.Deb., Vol 412, col 1588) : (ii) U‘?J{%ﬂ% I {4 22 fiD 7
VALY S e (1 %m L[ 1980 5 6 £] 18 |1 Vol 410,col 1111) = {6 W i £ % 05 19 9 g
TORL - CRUII L 2 H A - ER R T S P e SR R e
EAI S (A (8) - BH T -

13 Bloom, "Law Commission: Interpretation of Statutes" 33 MLR 197, 200.(1970)

14 " Pepper v Hart: The Government Perspective”, 15 Stat LR, 1, at 2. (1994) o {4 =Ij pf M = 25 = B >

15 gj 2 —U‘[
16 [1995] HKC 605, 610.

145



3k u/‘@%ﬁ”ﬁﬁti H P e w0 RL PR B R R OR3P RS 2 g
RS
Wﬁ' El/ﬁ?/’?/}/f?%‘ ”*'[*F?E CH# T disc) o A o e

E jfﬁ I' [_‘_LL7Q,F\LO 17

# 5 A
9.10 G AR T N e A R I N A b B RS
FUHE T AR H [ AT F BT B SR ME - T O R EJ
-kfﬁme#w’dmﬁﬁﬂ%g%lW#ﬁ%ﬁ?d#? TP el g B E
BOR W E BN R S O R IR Bﬂ oY E] T g R
yi& JJI:I JE o 718 [‘gé I A S A ¢ E A A A F[J }“@%}fﬁ LI* FE[%J r‘aj@” , 7\ }IU IE[
AR o B R T I PO SR 6 Rl Tk A E B ﬁhiT ! EJ L
P D IR R RL A SR ) R R S g g e 7

911 L E] A ij;c_g}:, Av (3 B &ids ) ( The Discipline of the Law )
= U R BRI R et

LR T B TR E ) M e B S B
ﬂﬁffvmm’ww%ﬁ@@ﬁﬁwIﬁoTﬂ’aW$
PR EURE S [l H] PR b - F R B B AR —
o ) N e (ORI R R IR T
SEES LA E TN

9.12 |Cﬂf(ﬂ IF £ Ak ok 3 A ] "EJ "ﬁj@ o MY ERIELRL o (LR
WEE R GIA L A A AR (R T AR RO B ) R
)RS TR R D T TR P A RO 0 T £ R R
;ﬂ@ SR E NIl >W4’ﬁiﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ%W@fﬁ’

Dq“lj;f—‘iﬂ [FD 2 ?ﬁﬁ”g‘ﬂ%' 2 At ?i?fﬁ@%i%' e 2 Izl ( Berry) }"F’[ e,
o ﬂmwaﬁiwﬁﬁéﬁ#kﬁEuuVW@ WEE R
& Y R %F@ﬁfﬁWW»%gﬂﬁw”

9.13 ’f ,$3;L‘ E 24 &%T*‘T]“‘ 1 tﬂh,Elﬂ“ﬁjﬂjﬁ’Jﬁl 0 Ej’ﬁi[Pz‘P :# lﬁlﬁffﬂ
ZE L N G| e R AR e FU P S AN IEI#I‘?E[“ fol ¥F

—f”

7 ik B ¥+ Hong Kong Racing Pigeon Association Ltd v Attorney General & Anor %’ ([1995] 2 HKC 201 ) *4
LSS R

18 The Law Making Process, (4th edition, 1994).

19 "Towards Discovering Parliamentary Intent", (1982) Stat LR 143, 148, 157.

SRS D AEIE N S R

2t LN 5 37 19.41 B -

= EVTRLE B 13,17 & o

2 Duncan Berry, "Legislative Drafting: could our Statutes be Simpler", Senior Legislative Draftsman, New South

Wales, 8th Commonwealth Law Conference (1986).

"Legislative Drafting: Could Our Statutes Be Simpler?", 8th Commonwealth Law Conference, (1986).

146

24



o H O[O - 5 T AL @asf~WWWo%$ﬁéﬁm%‘““wwz
£ R0 [0 e (R TP R A ) KL 2

AR R T g SRR O (RN T = e R R 1B
@“giﬁVEWﬁﬁoF%Lwﬁwimﬂj*F??“k‘%ﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁiTFﬁ&*
P v BB RS 2RSS AR o

9.14  H PR F IR D BIRC AR AT
SRR R AL e N T SRR B N
T IALE MR S R R T R A
SR mﬁﬁo“%ﬁ%?”ﬂ%j—%ﬁﬂﬂpﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁw—ié
ﬁ@oﬁﬂ%w»%ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ$%%@mﬂWJ TS
ﬁwm%EWH%’MTﬂﬁgﬁfimmﬁ%o%“wiwﬁ"@@w
R NI EE R NI T G S R
ARFCE Gt - = 25 b WA T AP 1ok R T
FIEmis bl £ g0 o HHSRLA N L4 R o

> fiWﬂﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁiﬂ“Tﬂﬂwm#ﬂrwi il ] X
fom AT @“?qﬁj“ﬁwﬁﬁiWEH”C”oﬁﬁﬁﬁ
“mmm“ww>#”’ﬁﬁﬂ*ﬁﬁﬁ”“*mﬁ—%ﬂa\%W%ﬁ‘
A L S T L L ENR A
BIfoFIAT IR 90 2 TS RL R R J‘ LI g 9Lk E AR B e SR A
IRESEUN g[:t*‘T[F —ijf\.il_‘_"j;‘ﬁ g B[ e o

f
916 FEE S A E H CE G A S A f 1) ( The Format of
L®m®m34ﬁw@ﬁ%gﬁw“%i’@ﬁW%HWﬁﬁﬁwwﬂﬁﬁow
s @%"@Wﬁ%%J«$%%#WWMw;%:~ma
ELEE SRR T R AR o K Ser
IR [ % T R 0 T
TORL AT B TR B TR Y IR R iR
$ﬁﬂﬂ;%$@ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁmf%%ﬁm%ﬁﬁ

C

25 ] T B AR U 1984 & Statute Law Society?ﬁ% pif 3[%’]1?]%:’2} B ¥~ [ ﬂ] Kl
FE IRLI I 8 D
Turnbull, "Problerns of Legislative Drafting", [1
Hlﬁi*ﬁ' FOEH RS e AR
4%¢ P e
! 1 FIEV TR B 3T 6 [ o 32 & 4 RRUA RLE e o SR Y A L B

2 Thornton, Legislative Drafiing (1970) 111.
29

26

986] Stat LR 67, 77 © {4 KL 51 & & ] » i' o EEEL S
F Fij[rIﬁ*”[?tﬁJ s Jf 7}[1‘[‘FE‘E ]:l H o & F[fji/%ﬁ ’ WIJ

Pearce, Statutory Interpretation in Australia (1981).

30 See "Plain English and the Law", Law Reform Commission of Victoria, Report No. 9. (1987)

3 "Radical Simpliﬁcation" (1974) paragraph 138, 148.
32 £ & [r il u f 'f[ 55 ( Watson-Brown ) <& 1994 & iﬁ' £ The Template o 9 {'] 2 pf 7 3 =5 3k
e J *I

> H'.’MﬁJf ’ §I L e
Y1993 F 12 AL AP AT 27 I AL Fp SR RIS T 1994 F 1 F ] Commonwealth Law Bulletin

5Y 202 Jji -
147



Pl (/[ g\l e HP"EI FL TR R RO o R T
Jil YR E s e T

9.17 B IO E o R O YR R T ?&’B%BJ:L' F R e B ] A
FEV T A g B T SR AT T e PR
RS RIEUE S R = A P ’fﬂ/ﬁ%ﬁm‘ Na ‘[JFU?I R Sy R £}

i IR | S R A ?ﬁ o R e ) S P AR s R F’?ﬁjﬁiﬂ P9 A AR
ﬁ#%iﬂﬁﬁJ*WE%°“*b“ﬂﬁ i ﬂ&jVW’Jﬁﬁﬁ
L LN #%ﬁ@ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂTﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%o”w

9.18 E"/Wf/f{f/;{fﬁi;k”* eI IF %[Elﬂ;[ﬂﬂ ﬁ ok p g
fo & & s 2 Y ﬂ WP F e EE DI (Jenkms) P G u,erFI <<ji J
?']i»id/ifﬁj»g) . ],;fj;;t |Jy~nﬁiﬂlﬁflf{ '”Fﬁﬁ%%[ v I EW’ X Y Fhi

LIS L TR TR %ﬁﬁmﬂﬂﬁ*ﬂvﬁﬁb*ﬁﬁ

ﬁJw%%%#ﬂmmnw%ﬂﬁ AR ey
RIS N R AR R RS [ 2 R R

ﬁ’fm]**%ﬁrﬁ@?V’m%iw§@@$io”

9.19 R R S A EOR ] S Op R T (R [ F R
%W~@m”*ﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂWﬁ ﬁ+%quf?km@@mm«ﬁ
B TR R T R )RR B T

E

—i JFIJ?DIV o 7

H%Wﬁ#
5 A BTk

9.20 I R IR R e RS TR R i I T
TR T AR B T R R T gl ) B (e

R B NSRS R Y BRI R
E3 Bk
9.21  WEPhIDREM T (RO Y - o AT B G B A

%w’wwim@wﬁiwﬁéﬁwo“ﬁwﬂpﬁiwﬂﬁ%#ﬂm%
EAPEN R USSR RN = I S = S B S (R o S N (< A S i e

B U ST S

36 "Taxing Perks and Interpreting Statutes: Pepper v Hart" 56 MLR 695, 705. (1993)

¥ PL[1992] 3 WLR 1032, 1033 A9 2] R 44 HLE -

* H'u’%k—ﬁf > 8 707 T}I °

39 Also in "Pepper v Hart: A Draftsman’ s Perspective", 15 Stat LR, No.1, 23, 25 (1994).

40 "Hansard - Help or Hindrance? A Draftsman's View of Pepper v Hart", 15 Stat LR 149, 162. (1994).

o [1975] AC 591, 638.

42 The Renton Committee Report on "The Preparation of Legislation", paragraph 11.8 (1975: Cmnd 6053). Also, the

discussion paper, "Extrinsic Aids to Statutory Interpretation”, (1982), and the Symposium on Statutory Interpretation,
Canberra, February 1983 - PL 57 8 ﬁ’[ 0

148



RIS

iy VEESURNCEES R S TR
%ﬁf LU & 5] F o 2
=R

7
B XY PO Y o e W g R T gk g

i
i i H
FOE A .
.02 B EUE XY S A B A S AL
pU ELAY A 3 (R 'ﬁE'I%t R - B vk DY RS S @2
TR RO ( Tumbull) =98 5 % FUAR VP E Y o P v ok R Y s
R ES '7JEJ‘I?‘*H b I T L“Eﬂm PR R T fg'_“ﬂj ESRTICUIE 3 i
Eljjj ! [/{ i_;gi N 7 o B ] ﬁ“sru/ ’[¢\ Tk l’ijEI*H + H" Wb
i 9 «?iﬂ

9.23 EACEIE ?;]' BTN T (R T AR PR
AR (A (I = <%*“V7vﬂJ'IJ% Bl 3% 1) 2 197% iR *EEEI”J
Vg A dﬁwmﬁf,HWAkW$ﬂm‘vhwa@ %
FRRPHYE - H N FEE ﬁiip’?ffﬁ’ﬁ

9.24 (& ﬂjﬂ[ [F S : U ﬁEUJL =L I IR (A NV e ﬁEwVfJ IR e O
FIPUpu R o 47 A |E AUE P9y ﬂb?ﬁ“h— lﬂ&?ﬂw*”i CRIRLE T XY
ERUATE RS O S I Y I L O B [ i S T
NS LR A KR g Ry BT YRR Y 3R e BESRPT g EAR X
4 - FQE—JL r‘g[ , 49 E ;f\ l%fl i:j: TFL J;l:[ E[ YE{[H_H; EIF[J%X\/ iﬂ[—LFIJ /P[ﬁrj ,
[ i R e = R N IR B T S A S T R
S BRI RU Y - LN g T RO (P ) U R
I\EIJ%I , 51 F'J%’lj\iiﬁ [;%L;';m “r w’,k’,?){' F’IF[SJ" E[fj%\‘/ F\[f’c[ﬂlﬁ% ALY F
e ;Fn_;\/ﬁ'[g o B E[g I‘EIJ@‘ o JT?LL SR i 59 W s R fﬁﬁ% ij Y R T(Dl g ]?bj
AU

9.25 [f1% 2 ( Burrowes) 7 ¥T ]/ A& pv ¥ H o el Frp = e E
FORE A S RIS BT Py - IR R o A S R (57 (1924
FE AR A S()E o NI R L R R e s P

\-t

s (Making the Law) (1992) = PLEY 7 i

44 57 11.8 & o

4 Turnbull, "Problems of Legislative Drafting", (1986) Stat LR 67, 73.

T R 2 ?F(I FURS % o PLBTTIY B 12 1990 F AT 17 HAFF 1D A New
Interpretation Act 5‘5 70 B o

7 5T 19.28 B o & % L RS T AU P .i*f,jﬁpa;cgf,—@ﬂﬁéé A T Y ﬁg’;;ﬁ&mgw
B4 9% 2(a) % f1 [ -

Section 15AA of the Acts Interpretation Act 1901.

Section 5(j) of the Acts Interpretation Act 1924.

See Burrowes, "Statutory Interpretation in New Zealand", New Zealand Universmes Law Review, Vol 11, (June

1984), 1. See also the Final Report of the United Kingdom Law Commissions © FL RL [ Sy =

B 5 % ) Denzil Ward 7~ BT i ([1963] NZLJ 293 0 296) F53f1 © i [ 21 3y 5(])3‘3 .

S A ij R REA T ENER R Ajf“\/?i ) ATHLHpYEE F L, <R

ot HUGL pl 0 BT 33 FR o quh‘ o B IR RS P Interpretation Act 1960 B 19 X =15 ¢

T D RR -
"Interpretation of Legislation: A New Zealand Perspective", 9th Commonwealth Law Conference, April 1990.
3 37 17 ﬂ;f/f[ 4% B # Interpretation Act 1991 £1 #] 4 87 9 X o [ FI 1A {HJ

149

48

49

50

52

o



SIS A T B U R
U X (B f?J AY T FXI % R A U S =Rl I G | B S B € 3
DAL CEF TP ALE IS RS R S

9.26 R T IR R T N U pl:;”ﬂi ot y:glﬂj — G %
jiiﬂ—LF},l}i;E[]EIJ%XVB‘[/]ﬁIE[ ELH P E'wiﬁ:’ ’ﬁ< Ell @&"“ EEE 32
AN LP#Jff‘4 * F%E‘iﬁ@lr]’ SN Ffl%xﬁifﬁiwﬁ FE‘S%FJJ\P?
il ri/ﬁ?/’?ﬂ/%?liﬁ’ U R B RY R BT P R SR RL 0o R R Ry
d-frpy s FERES R T2 RN 2L ’F"J‘FJ ﬁ‘iﬁgfﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁl o 7 ﬁyE“LF““
T S R PR 0 B YRR I A
A (B2 s ) T TR AT ”Mif%” BIRF ORI RO R 3 o T RN A
oo EI’T* =3 U Vi R | iif%%' RORTREET O REY PR BB RE R R )
BT A9 AR

9.27 £ B SR A <<>5"\‘/78"i&]DJlJ3i 1) 5y 19 % - (F Rl kA 4 % ok i
J[ﬂ B Hasmn I)é‘j;t 4y U 099 T N, ~gJ i1 ‘I‘?EJ I Y it Robert H P Fung
v First Pacific Bank Ltd ;;t B R LR BT 19 F ’f ’}“F[ RO RN TN
B [ 2T R P o A R R R
S%W’FWM$EWjﬁﬂime“mwﬁﬁf%oﬁ

9.28 U R T R T WPV The Queen v Soo Fat-ho % ** 5 & > “ (7~ R ]
B @) CBY 1) By 19 S =130 {8 30 B by s Fn] §if ik LA Ry g 4t
R BY 10 & U S L e Ry S Kk “ﬂEéLEﬁ“EJiik -
HERL £8 3 20 PR AT SOpY B o R B U T R oy A A e

el 1

029 FKIP”\ B8 0 i g o vt P O 0 R 2R 5 S R g - g
CALRT 2R TR G B A RO AL e R PO) S R
EURR AT [y S fr %%ijiﬂﬁi”TLHW
R AR T AL O R T ﬁﬁw T R g R g

o4 1993 & 12 F| 57 27 ¥ ;@Fﬁ 4o o fH R~ 1994 & 1 7| Commonwealth Law Bulletin 57 202 TJji 57
26 F& o

55 ETE%FQZ °

%6 fffrﬁg C AL s BY 17041 i e

>7 [1992] 3 WLR 1032, 1040 D.

28 NI ﬁ[ PN F T BATE 1981 F il 7 Acts Interpretation Act 1901 57 15AA X [E i =
1984 F F ¢ UL—\,:{ 9t riﬁfF””iJﬁHﬁJﬁ I5AB & -

%9 2 W By 4 kil

&0 [1989] 2 HKLR 614.

ot {9 '] kL [~ 160 Jones v Wrotham Park Estates %" ([1980] AC 74) [y 2| [j] -

62 [1992] 2 HKCLR 114 -

o 37 120 Jj o 3 B?ﬁ’?’@ﬁ TR RS BT 19 X TR LAY I P as R A R
AL E’%“ i

o éé"ﬂ?'fi *‘ﬁ%]%ﬁﬁ FLEIE T BT 3 FN wi’ﬁ’JII “'juiﬁiilﬂiﬂp&jﬁilﬂ ~|$ka
B} A ﬁfiﬁéﬁ e ffn‘lw R P e Ly s ﬁﬂ'j 37 2 f) 3 .ﬂsﬂiu

T RS DAY 38(6) %

150



OB o F MO R R T ISR (R R SRR 2 i AL
A TR A

9.30 P g ke s moA 2 BT S A R R R A
WL ARV Y T Y SR PO T XY R PR A ] e
(AR RN R SRR R I R R EN I AR T e S
9.31 34:5!’;&@1:5“4:@ Ji%K ﬁ [g,[fgg“jt[rs}i;r SR B AT
SRS R SRR 1P U A g i A A S e R S R I S
i
f

T

f*”_ﬂ%

ARG Efi%pﬂ el ]t'#. ﬁl{'[ ng}w Jérjw{a[ o0 PAF R AV IG AL T ,dm’ﬁ#’-‘ rj}grgj
o riﬁnﬁﬁﬁm XA EE S N 1 RN N (R
fol =l —;ﬁ Rl

.32 iy IR P g[S BLE K0S I R PR 2R
mﬂﬂ®°WP pEs gy ¢%WAM@WMﬁE%mWWW£m?
iiF'J fEthpvis -3 - #] E'I%E[T)“FI‘E

9.33 iiélémﬁ%ﬂrpr\f'ﬁ&;‘fﬂuJpﬂ[ﬂrr IR U A SN

EJ%%[T} P [ﬁ”?zt » ! F %;}A/JLPE;\T#J*BTK o

934 WEA TP K FINY PO EE SO S TRy (R S
SE RS CE L

e & R E

9.35 #w#“ww$’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘%“%HWer%@ﬁW’“WJﬁi
SIRSRER AR T %ﬁﬁEWH’ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁi ER I TR R
i (EER AR (247 o R Pi I B 2 7 RIS R T # e o R RURR
o pUAR R PR S L B [ st ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁi“ LR
F oo ey =ut ] #%V%$M<*% CHi s ) o (BN E SOPY g Bt
o RWREE T AW Rl iy ' I T AR

9.36 T EAIFME S El@ﬁ%’]%l ES LRI o I U E I
wiﬁwﬁ<aﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%%%@;¢ﬁ%WWE>:fwwﬁﬁ SRR X B
ﬁ@FWHE'ﬁ@WW%}imigwwi% VR :['b%%ﬁwfﬁﬁﬁﬁ
RO R (N A M A N S ol A N (N R ISR L
ﬁﬁFFLF[JEl;FTﬂI%EH [

66 Elson-Vernon Knitters Ltd v Sino-Indo-American Spinners Ltd, [1972] HKLR 468. R v Cheng Chung-wai [1980]
HKLR 593 - ﬁﬁm C LR PO RL X8 LA T F'J 75&3} & 'E' By ’l‘gtﬁg,"%;l W o
PLEY 2 i A1 3T 418 B -

67 S pL = > BT 7.8 8 o

° e pl = o 3y 791 B -

69 fﬁ/fLﬁ'IIS 10 B o A pL =0 o

70 pL = 57 7.8 B¢ & o

m S = T‘*Ljﬂ Acts Interpretation Act 1901 57 15AB X = 3£ /i I 9 pU pI2f #F 8 o L 3T 11 %*’[ o

151



9.37 B ixr £ TR S = I T B ﬁﬂu}ﬂﬁﬁﬂ%%l*ﬂw .

9.38 ﬁﬁﬂﬁ*ﬁﬁETfﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬂmmﬁwﬁm,Aﬁd%h
%‘—[3 WO B, [F] 0 ’H{m s EL PR E] ﬁ,%ﬁd:u&;: EUEIEA: 11T A
W[ s AR P A R E'SH RS [‘QJIE:"FJﬁ ol A py t ’E{jﬂ
“ s C];@(]}HHEH‘J%[W“FNQ:’ ﬁj = ] *TUEH‘?J
Ay R T LR 1 S B B
RL R A R R s Py B R I BRI R
Fujj g o
9.39 i R EOT G - R 2 i Sir George Engle) 4553 [y g 1
Fr p AT g F'J%tfj ot S B A (R R e P
Po 28 7 T Tk Ve S PR AL AR L P T PLEY R o T R
RS R (IR R ) O R G E R
R (A ﬁ f”ﬁ%x?i a?'[iﬁ‘/ S =% pypst e o 7

9.40 #W*““ﬁ&ﬁii*wﬁ%ﬂ‘ﬁmmdwﬂm@ ST

>

-y H'ﬁl = ;(;b]]_]] LH] - B T@’%fi HE g - ILEF[\J g ﬂ'ﬁfi in 3 F,J;g;_
%WoWQWﬁwawgg@W@m
CHEEE Y AW AR EF T A HIEF 2T

EH G @S S R @R A PR R PR 4
wﬁfiaﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁwﬂﬂﬁwﬂ@°*%%ﬁ’@m

TEBERX T FEHAE Y E-[Flfjﬁl/ p[ErJ » IR i}ﬁﬁéﬂ—‘\
ygﬁjofiiiﬁ@f’* A T |‘PHFJ’Tﬂﬁ:Iﬂf\FIéIE SN
(B 7

-

-~

9.41 ?“:F”,E[ fY Hrii.iﬂ;,ﬁf ;*ufgr[jqém pli'*ﬁéﬁf ERI IR
CERE R N E LR R AL N N IE e

7H Jf T\A}:—LE{' rJIElJ . 76

9.42 X[ Uk R AU BB I1 P19 T A ORI - &9 X
= o BIEN (Corry) 7 — %ﬁ’“'*ﬁ]?’*”ﬁ [l o R A A EJTP%‘[?ELH S = R €
“ i P SN A S TR RS (N N (U BEE U I [ s

"The Legislative Process Today" 8th Commonwealth Law Conference, (1986).

T R B R Y R R X A R P

o fwt IR LE B R R SR (e B T -
” 4;g|g5y&¢u;4, 5V 157 e

T AV B VAT SO R -

152



E R T I e s B B A R YA i fif T‘ N LY SR U I RTAN ]
FRkdg e T

9.43 ﬁ' El${$iﬁ%é§_ﬁ—¢”ﬁ/ﬁi&’/ E//b;?;j(%j‘ji HE ] (B RY
IR e 2 NG R I R E S U A T T eI U S R U 7 AL
UTEE R i S TR = AR f»r?~ﬁu3w7w CRTE U
TOMET e Pl o S BIRL R P - BRI Y SRR o A R
G B ISR E e U G Tai ES f“ ENREN VA RAN P CRN NS
AR A b2 I U EEA N Ul Sk SR R N AR S
P (RO e 7

9.44 Bﬁr@ijﬁﬁ%émﬁaﬁ%@%mmﬁiﬁi1n@%w

ﬂ:[@i\’ o 79 Py ] EftL I’{;ﬂjﬁ‘[_’gr | & — J—U;ﬁ;‘—}" ok i A A 1}? !I E{ g ?{
W%ﬁ@%W$%°“ D LIET R SR D Eﬁﬁ
7 ¥ p B IEI F' |8 J P B R MRS R B ] SV e 7 ﬂl”it Ukl

FSCEREIR R R A A O A ARl
I 1 f[ S U Ffi 7] g u Py i o ot b (Rush) & RS B
Y [Hn,[’]jaazg,[ ﬁp-r‘ I Iﬁlﬂ[lﬁ,lﬁfﬂiﬁl EIEREINE I T }[EWE[ f/‘r}‘wﬁ[}

E];‘_[[] :‘“ Iﬁ;}'\/h o 82

9.45 "CI;‘A_T\gTLJ[jl ",’—‘ —.bi;f:ﬁ;ﬁérﬂj@#i\'% W?‘?rfjfm—iw
Ble P P PV REBEF TR AR

9.46 IR (R ) Wﬁ*fyﬁJﬁﬁﬁuw@Jlﬁﬁ‘vM%@ﬂ
R A I R (R S K R T 2 Jﬁ[
LT B R R w%HLﬁﬁJ 2
R LR R S S O A g X
£ 0 g - “ﬁkﬂwmr’ﬁgfﬁﬂgﬁi%Vﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁw

e ®%W%ﬁHW%%%@VM“’““HW TE R
T R FTRLET - R AR B S I R R A A B2 f
BN ST R I L WU R CHUR =N R e

77 "The Use of Legislative History in the Interpretation of Statutes", (1954) 32 Can. Bar Rev. 624, 632.

e M~ HLpURL > P PR - R R R T RL] R ER) e (BT 29 ) e

” "Making the Law: The Report of the Hansard Society Commission on the Legislative Process" (1993).

O U ST T

8L Z WY 7.37 B e

82 "Making Better Law: A Review of the Hansard Society Commission on the Legislative Process", 14 Stat LR 75, 83.
(1983) <32 5 15 GRS 5 4 A0

83 P¢F?1’?II737%[I944F§

84 R LT (F B XY ) Vit ’FL[ Eufﬁ“ii'lii?@ﬂjﬁlﬂjﬂif 2
£, iﬁlﬁ' C,J;cfrf FlJ*& i o

85 Iy Ly yj_\_[ » BT 56 BB e ¢iﬁw [ERIUSE S ﬂ'wrﬁ’ Ty ZT AT 5 U "A Better Theory of Legal
Interpretatlon" (1949) The Record of the Asvoczatton of the Bar of the City of New York, 321, 328.

gs "Pepper v Hart: A Draftsman's Perspective" 15 Stat LR 23 at 28-29 (1994).

153



9.47 Pl AT A g EJZ.{-f» RO ST ST ,'FL[ eﬁ (N2 Y R
i i fjrg]\a&%p;} B Pl A BT BT AR :Efafuii e =1 & A o
N O i RN IR NN N o S NEER She IEXI IR (T
FEAIE S 1‘ 7 R SS AEOR Y F T RO o WAL T ET R R T L
B b PR R X PR A Y P REY iRl e 0 e

9.48 Bt 8 N R T Mclntyre v Armitage Shanks Ltd 4% %= 7 1+ fﬁ] e I
10 8 Avonside) =~ 5 3 iy PO 2 o AR B 0l BT R ol o 3R
DI SES < Ejzé%‘s‘l*“/DlT‘i'Efiii A ECRPY R XL e BRI AR PJ?E—
VEIRRAEESE gt 7 Eﬁ LREE I AR R N A I I
(ELES f%“%pLIWﬁf%f AN NN R R S
A -

9.49 THEUEJ%& O N R W}f’/;ﬂ}r/ﬁ;;t% Bes ut o IEpERE Y
g P”r*‘ﬁt’ﬁkﬂ =74 R PV ) iﬁ’ Fifl” - (17 H ﬁFEH ENR A UNTIRES ﬁtﬂ@
=SB B 9t T AR Y R 3*7 IR R I R R R LR =g e
DT B B R T T
*mewmJK%WP%f%ﬁoﬁ%“”WHWWWH“W e = 4

pa

Gh o 91

=

i

9.50 F‘%gu N R ﬁJ LI 0 s A A o 2 K ﬁ; XA
S T I 38R AL R GITE - ER ) g
B IE R R i 4L 57 38(6) % HLE b X IE R R R
%ﬁﬂﬁjﬂimﬁih“rﬁﬁw'WfWH@“%?ﬂT% EE S
A T R IR R @%ﬂwlv GEE SRR R LI ey
- e G XFIERFL A 23 2 0B - {3 R f g
i FAIN

0.51 REE N E R RN LI SN mﬁiéfﬁﬁw ]
0 60D(6) K L X IR T i 2 IR PR Y
f
I

‘ﬂb

FUI W 22 0 o iR g XOIE RE S E P TR f
CERA J‘f”j‘/{;*—\ihﬂgiliﬂj ALK *[ﬁv T e WX BTE R F
IRIESAEC N NN Ea <<F3Jgp THyme ) o g SR ]’J%dllﬁz]a'ij»‘

‘ﬂb

¥

‘/r‘

TR Y AR Y ST R o P IR L R R S R B RIS O i
A | IJ 77 ﬁ}ﬂ

"Interpretation of Legislation: a New Zealand perspective", 9th Commonwealth Law Conference, April 1990.

80 [1980] SLT 112, at 117.

20 [1992] 3 WLR 1032, 1059A.

oo VR

’ flﬁ'ﬂ(ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁm5ISQEJ’F['T§£1’C1T}M

93 fjiﬂ.l_g‘j 41(3)# -

o fj HLET 42(3)(A) & -

» m HLEY 60C(3) & -

88

154



(e XFIMEF LRI T B AR A I LT e X FE
T E 2R éwﬁwwimﬁiWWf%wo%@%f’ﬁ”ﬁw
K BRI R A A AR LR R o R
1/\, ‘g: %\[ ¥ = ‘\J ﬁ‘l *JJ , My 7\ :9 Fhar M ﬂ{'/ F“'I o 98

9.52 ﬁjﬂﬂaJ 60A(S5A) ~60E(14)F1 62(10) X At H 55 i} 2 ]Jﬁ§F[o
SRR U AR R N1 R S I CNAR il TR S AN SRS
W%F“W*@*ﬁpu SRS (R AT ik X PIER T A
[N %%‘f B AN RN R A

9.53 jéﬁ G & % p IE Rk ?f,:gf ?“ Pfrpp AL F" i
(UESRE s i?%¢°”°&ﬁ*wrﬁﬁhﬁl ﬁmﬂfﬂaiﬂﬂéﬁwﬁﬁxi

H\—

[SEAE

FEARE R f'i] SIS T S TTJE‘[ ko ﬁj;guﬁp E o BEIC IS £ X

GEAE SR A T (L

9.54 i WRFIAR P RIRPLE 0 F X BIERAF CHF@®T
é‘ﬁ&%fp_’gm{% o 102 ﬁftﬂ_g‘j 44 iiﬂi”—L ) FfFL#§% IE]II =z F’\F RSy

FROAT DA R B AP (R TR Y
SENUEE S TEN RS S N e R I (e U = S R
fi W 15 T 0 B 0 R

9.55 ﬁr&Fimﬂuwwfei*%ﬂwwﬂmwﬁﬁwquﬁSEﬁ%
\H{T/[ » 5 [F} 4‘\51[?5%“7&’?7 = e o H\ﬁﬂ S f“y%kq/gq’ﬂn it *71 I i
?‘XEJ—\F[J]';(_IL?I MW E-F T b BH B A “ﬂ?[i
Hheisipis ’@@iﬂ“i%“%ﬁ’ﬂ*’ﬁa%ﬂi@}iﬁﬁﬁw
X IE R 2 PR 1 iiﬂﬁiﬁ}iﬁuwk@ﬁﬂsi,u
%ﬁ%ﬂﬁi”?hT“’ﬂW”%@}i[ﬁ\$f EEE S S
FOWAGEME XY CPEEES T HEET o

9.36 Y%f*wﬂxﬂdwﬁa?mﬁﬁwwiﬁﬂﬁ“wmmfﬁwuég%

w*ﬁfjﬁ%wz GETESEEE SN (E NG SR R
SIS I AR E IRV 2 S U 3 IS S e IR S B
GRAE S =R TR NI SRR R RN O - S Al S i
ESCIN Y iR N R BRI S INCN (e N S IR S §

_

M»W$H4

—

57 60D(8) % -

57 60D(8 I 9) £ -

5T 60D(9) % -

57 60C(8) % o

5T 42(3B) X -

42(3)%

LEY 43(1)% - *;\IKT =H J,Eiy—faffp@rjﬁo\' E RS E Ay\.f—ujik4fl\/;v‘ IFLE}V;E‘]
P[ﬂEi‘ R ARy %Fﬁ i £ e PLTALET 43()(b) & -

LBT 44(2)% Al 45(4)(a)§$

7Y 45(4)(b) Al (c) & -

5T 47 £ -

BY ST o SRy E) Y AR S SR L VA (B ST

155

=~ = = =
oY\ I I
<

S e e e

&&g%@%g&gggg
N

=i
hal
<

—

[
o o
[

B o o V2 o s Lo\ o Lo+ Lo 4

P B e Ml



ENCUEE S B IO e A U TR a i 25 S VA SR N S TR S
e o 10

R P AL 3T

9.57 WPy RTE [ IRL 2 TR 7 A RORL R DT R R L
L AL B T 2 A A S L ¢ R 9
ﬁ?l‘*li_ﬁ”ﬁszﬁ‘/ IR U SER I N E R A R A G A S /R
it }—f o i E X %p F O BR F’?I%J:]E[J EHopy A AR e 7 100 Ej'ﬁ‘ﬁ T kL
Wllrfﬁﬂ{iﬁjﬂ R E PV RS X I R py e E T ﬁlj T‘iﬁﬁiﬁi'

HEE TR R Ol S U P VS RN U R R EJI$ El e Hisl o

it Matheson PFC Limited v Jansen % **° > §} i o= % ik o rf ] 7 }I‘EJ FQ,I e fE Y ﬂﬁi o
ol [ﬂ] E['jfk (=W~ 3 Wrpy [ e Yoo =gt ok R Attorney General v Pham
SlDu"giii R R G A A R N ) R R

SRR LAY R SIS T E S CRC [ U SCRT
Fogl oo~ Rk kR A ?J Bl [y e e FJJ Al E H[ ! Ngan Chor Ying v Year Trend
Development Ltd %' fy 3¢ I 2R3k iy o

9.58 fEV I S R RS E N AT X RT ﬁ s Hr{
Em[ufﬁﬂ}l\, il ﬁ%/ﬂf/},ff;i FONE QU o pEp P PR T RL 3 ﬁf
N SN L A o= T N L R IR e AL 11
o A F&iﬂ REEE S r I l—[ﬂl **r[. @*ﬁrrﬂ‘ppﬂtl[ i8] [lef » E][]
(22 A ST W T B o Bh- T ESARL - BIE K F I £
o B 2 R s o EJ;«CEJ@EHH'?‘*J, PORY R IE T2 Yzl ST R
Y ?‘,(’é"’ﬁy o T CE R T ﬁ\'l = ?‘f‘iﬁi”ﬁfi{ﬂﬂj Zlme o HHFE = e <<7FK[
Y HEs)

9.59 Doncaster BC v Secretary of State for the Environment %" *** {9 H[ P15 & 2D RN E
R A e b T X :‘ﬁ[(;ﬁ BP9 BT - ALEY T MY o E A

=1
—

SR P S kS o8 R B [ A ]
DEiE: ﬁfﬂa? TGPy F{% o KL SunderlandPolytechmcvaans Frus, P -
EANTIE S Sl SRR ] ﬁJ 75T £ = SR RSN

9.60 & F‘iﬁ YIRS R RS X PTE RS f N NIENE
RNV T DA (T i VTR R (R SR AR S R R
107 fjtﬂ 5—-; 1;6

108 FT}—ﬂ ﬁ‘T

w0 B &g ( 1992]3WLR1032 1033) fi9 2 5 45 LRI -

10 1994 & 7 F| 26 [I{izhfiv N Ty Fiw g fF 1994 & 37 72 4 -

MBS PR IR 1993 F 9 F] 6 FURTEE oy STk e A SR 1993 F 57 3111 # -
HroxA R R L 'r[,#ii‘*{}iﬂiuﬁﬁif! P 2y - |2 3T 6 Fi o

13 [1995] 1 HKC 605, 610 o

14 66 P&CR. 61, (1993).

15 11993] ICR 392.

156



1 X T2 R K T RS X T g 2
Fp? EJﬁﬂ o 7+ Re Chung Tu Quan & Ors %' > *° ﬁ’?ﬁ;ﬁffg& E SCIRE )FEJ[EF[”
%%ﬂﬁiwii )J_ﬂﬁwﬁﬂ’Lﬂﬁéﬁﬁw}@:ﬁﬂﬁw%
C1oo1 = » 8 ({217 ) X F1) v X FIE R Arle A puin] o il - wr e fE
ORI T RO A B AL £ IR TR S A Y o
90.61  TIh EEE P E LvCE U B SRR L - AL TR e g
AR N R A it Lt §
Real Estate Developers Association v Town Planning Board % »>**° % " 5k {2 %) 7 HLY||
SR PRl T o R R B IS Y % fh = 7 TR PR ?@* i
EOVEE - T TSR D 2 P )
Tk RLT TR D SRR (R

9.62 L= ) o POl Py E [F AU EO ] FORS RS sy
R X GIE R M S Y RS e BT XPIE RS f A A R
BT H RO R D AR SRS A E S e T R A S B
e ARy A %W%¢$+i%ww$o¢%ﬁjiﬂﬁiéf
£ BT O T X AL S ) £ (3T KA 1 R
o F Pl R RS T R L P (R R O
AR SN L R G ’éﬁ R [ R R A
LI

9.63 W?%ﬁﬁiﬁWWﬁ:ﬁﬁ%i“'fﬁwﬁmﬁw@%qa
Wx_ﬁf‘ﬁ$wﬁﬁﬁut'ﬁ FFCET o IR O RL T R 2 H R
EREE U I SR R G ¥#[ﬁ%§,lf_ji”ﬂ?'[iﬁjﬁ\ﬁﬁ F,JH“ i
PG RN E & F  ob gk Ry |Ii*”1ﬂji R E R ST R |
,m[w<ﬁ&ﬁi%¢w%>°fﬁ*ﬂwm*#uﬂmﬂw#¢wn

i Ao P s Y T o 11991 8 S S ok R
BOHLE SCATR s R R R S AR R T T SOE Y Y
77 e

0
9.64 wﬂﬁﬁ R (T U CReR R MR RN o= o
RS N Ry A S IEE e DIy Eg= 1 (!

16 [1995] 1 HKC 566, 574.

BBy 574 -

HEOR AR 0 1994 5 5 F] 9 BURIER Iy S B R fF 1993 F 5T 4167 #) -

12 (1996) 6 HKPLR 179.

120 See remarks of Jenkins, "Pepper v Hart: A Draftsman's Perspective", 15 Stat LR 23 (1994) <L =< “ 5 [ {Y o ”

~ W]

See R v Secretary of State for the Home Department Ex p Sakala, The Times, CA, 26.1.1994, and R v Secretary of
State for the Home Department, Ex p Mehari and ors, LEXIS (QBD) 8 October 1993 +# L 57 6 ﬁ'[ BT 112-114

}g °

122 Wells v Police [1987] 2 NZLR 560 - Pl =¥ 37 7.57 & -

157

121



[T AR S A e B o R R A 5 i
U LT LSl RO L RE i
FOR R 2y 0T N A RESE R R BT o R SR

9.65 BN T BATE (1901 F R Y R ) BT 1SAB(2) & Al iy
It B 2D AT ORI T ifﬂmﬁrﬁ‘sz[{?‘/ﬂ Pr e B BT € R F e R R R
LT g A S B T B TR

066 BIARUEMLH AL HLHI FEAE EHT T
(BRI SR B[O FORI B - o ST RO E R [ T A
Jj_[[*i/‘(’ IE[—H[ E‘[F‘S’J\_F[Ji:ﬁlﬂjJ}—f q*+;[[lﬁi7Lﬁi{¢f9F[Jol25

P 4 2 5]

.67 IR BT B (72 KB (5 1) 95 34k (B
RIS SR AT R ) O 35 K ( CE AR

Bl O (RSO R e R B R SRR Y
F”W#?*”%$%Wﬂ%%’@w%wwvm_in#mmm;

N %*[%EA o X H X b j;fr IJ‘{;\ 5H—~{r’£ I H l‘l:]r;(w F[Ji:ﬁi o g‘[;‘[ I8 IF)I[ :rA
fE/ELth"lu IF it E a\j;tiﬁtif Eﬁ?‘il ﬁr”iﬁlﬁ[[ R T oo WIS 4_# %Hlij‘ti’ L

*ﬁﬁﬁﬁ;*ﬁm%WMﬂimﬂﬁufﬁ’g ﬁﬁ#W”7<ﬁ%§
SEDERN NS LR R RN A RO L

C U
9.68 Frin= 1;:,4 i 7* 'i‘ﬁk%ﬁﬂ PLEFERF XD FJ [y r”;t P —
LR R I o I L (i L U N e N T =i A AN I e
A5 o 27 Af WellSVPollceziﬁJ"‘Ug\L L% > BRG =S f é_\F %’f 1 T Ko 5

CERE E SRR DAL

9.69 Tjj_waL&"’—{TI%i[ éﬁfﬁ]?l[i ;;{‘—\F:FEP }:QLELL'IBIJZIEETJ‘,
[fil B 2 P AR D R [—jfl/ﬁ,{/;?/}/ﬁ:ﬁﬁ K o 7k AL RS O -

8 [ £ R

{v‘;ﬁ/ - 77:/ D

123 L 3 37 9.63 B

LR - s I R T Fﬁﬁ JE Y- .

125 See Jenkins, "Pepper v Hart: A Draftsman's Perspectlve" 15 Stat LR, No.1, 23, 25 (1994).

126 LD Nathan & Co Ltd v Hotel Association of New Zealand [1986] 1 NZLR 385.

127 Wells v Police [1987] 2 NZLR 560, 569.

128 Pl = B pog| S F T wf e oo ﬁ] o "Extrinsic Aids to Statutory Interpretation" (1982) o i < g'[ H
S0 B B s R AR R SRR P AL B R A R] s [y R - P
| F[URTE B R SS ERAIV R

158



9.70 WS R e B R A el e R IR A B RO S
L G e A R TR L LR b R LR
;H FOH e FF}J':» ERZI 7\ }[U &3 1;* "y T ;‘rﬂ ¢ ]'E[ B U tE 7 e 10

9.71 mﬁﬁ”ﬁm’dff_ﬁ@ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁbﬁiwﬁyﬁw,ﬁ
fﬁlﬁ(%’]%l%}ﬁ]ﬁ tﬁclqazéy AU (1905 & 1L;5H§t a>> ST T() X UL E o £ T 4L
T R RALEIE £ %*'[s;fgg@;r&g[%[%"g;%H‘aéElééﬁ‘}* Himpm 2zl
SO R iy H RRL R EH S TFUEJF’?E I A N R o
R IRE Y T W S X Y e iﬁim*QW@ﬁ
E:‘“[ﬁj Yoo 122

9.72 <mﬁ%7>%3siwi’¢wmﬁ¢% Sl EIRE R L U
AR [y - mW e L S e O e U S T = N
@ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁwmﬁi@’%QQWﬂT@%ﬁ<ﬁ%W%ﬂ>m@ﬁo
i/L'%JﬂT)‘E"/f?iﬁfﬁ?iﬁﬁelﬁjﬂéﬁ AR [ I o S NP A > A
FEHT - X5 (1905 F 1ﬂﬁq)ﬁ7miwlmgw,yug%
TG I T AR TR Ry R 2T R PO T )
AR il R [ R T G AR S e A

9.73 WA R R R AP T R ] R S
m%ﬁ*?dﬁE%ﬂ[lﬂmu#ﬂcﬁﬁﬁmp%;gﬁgiaﬁ@
:ﬂﬁ[%‘$MEWHW:ﬁHﬁEi\Eﬁ%¢w
= | “EJ—\F[JB[T Jp Fﬂ J [iHJ’;r.J{r A Jﬁ R ﬁ B gAY = H] ,’%ﬁéf’l LR

O
&
=
e
o
_T\
ha
?
o™
F o

9.74 T FWHES FRE Y AT LIEMGE - (FWE D e B
DI 08 TR OS2 g T
YR T TR FIFIE R A N AR A R A
Bt ) H*”Tﬂ*#‘w¥ﬁp B B R &
S I RN - S N L A e F‘ X IR RCE H S R [LJ;?S??/[J”EJ%’%J‘?EH&[ s ffH
RN N N CEN A

9.75 = iF £ EJ'?TQE”’@-F‘[‘J%FI F”)g’« B FpS (efsasip™ 9
B BIPVRE A SR D WA B RS e S
SR

129 In Votes & Proceedings of the House of Representatives and the Senate Joumals

130 "Extrinsic Aids to Statutory Interpretation”, 14 October 1982, 167 » {*=%¥ #.i% 3 [ LL# 1 IF“F*J i ;’F KT
I oo

13t Brazil, "Reform of Statutory Interpretation - the Australian Experience of Use of Extrinsic Materials", (1988) 62
ALJ 510.

132 F,Y%FP'LE* By R L (RS (] Jbifﬁﬁ) F 1) 2y 382 ) 3y 21 & o A E
[IL*‘"F{]‘H% Ed nll\gﬁﬁ_{ i,\ FIJIIIAI' ﬁﬁjﬁﬂﬂ””’ E,“ﬁ\?y¢ H = E[—’y_f :’tEFIJFU‘ﬁ:']h N %{‘F)L’[
7{5/7317}5' J'[l@ﬁj’ﬁu“ }‘l}‘}% I'l ,J1L#A*

e 5517%J?F7H1J515115F§ TE'L"%—TFJ » BT 37 H .

159

)



76 FTIEEULE B kKRN P LR
TEABTEEGER S RL BN B S F RS A
ST AR £ A AT B wwﬁhﬁm%JWtWﬂﬁ
BT KO SR 2 G XA (R o A
FURS o Ty ot oRy R Ay BT ROpY B P R AR - AR TR A Y A R RL
FPRIE e E GRS LR T e S g g “"H’fﬁﬂ' P H
Fwnw%%p_ﬁééffg’?’WWﬁﬁmF i U
] %U%ﬁ o N H 3% %]:[[if’?]?'li&ijr ’F'l AN R e AN A Tﬁﬁ

;l A F’\F[J[?‘{[}i i U7 R (I A NN (= SO S RN SRS S EEE
9.77 Hc’fb*”?ﬂ%‘??l ?*@%ﬁh#&“'ﬁ*ﬁ?ﬁﬁfﬁfgfj XX
= o FHwVR BB EAERI TR S

9.78 ﬁﬁfgf,dﬁwxmmwmeEMﬁmW@mﬂwﬁm
U M S 22 R ALY B« R BTALYR F13U P L T
RN BRI RG> ST N - D

9.79 P FEED i e A = e Y Fuﬁ%}wf YR E b T
RS 7pPWﬁJﬂLEW'H%ﬂW%$WﬁIN”°mE“3°4 PR T X
5] pv If 73 F“Y N E AN U A B s & ik [r—d o Uk B AL T S B B A
Eﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁwﬁ’%W@ﬂﬁ”ﬁ‘%mg@wmwmomg@gw

#;" I:Ii:j: WJE?IF] FIJ# ﬁicl?‘ﬁ' }T\/ FI:IBE\'I y My F[J—Et?ik ﬁj]’l]j;ﬂ_iﬁ o 140
9.80 EELE S G R U BIT%‘[JF&L o B (g X 1) (r)J
341 ) PV RECEEAR R, o WAL éﬁ R Pk S T E < Ni00 = Y B!

ﬁaawﬁw$n&bﬁﬁ¢ﬁ“b’&§%WW*W~%%fW*@WF*ﬁ'
T F AR BT B W R R Sk BT AT R 9 R HOR ALY
FIJ FIJ °

9.81 w%wazﬁﬁﬁjiiééﬁfg”‘#FNHM%%ﬁ”’@ﬂ
ﬂﬂwﬂ&“%iﬁfﬁﬂEIW“wm@ ERRE R A e R LS
o sk AL R 7 R RO ET B S AT R o 0 2R B T A ED P AL R

e 1993 & 12 F] /o &y 27 F) 4y ¢, 4% » i~ The Format of Legislation 2} 33 F£ O'EJ—\”\'TSFI 15 [
FZI fi'2 % 1994 F 1 | ) fu Commonwealth Law Bulletin 27 202 [jI -

135 33%

UO RSP D ik AR R EF TS S AR S A
lf? PR i F f

v Ef VEY 42 B o

I
138 %} L heFormatofLeglslatlonﬁx/ AV EY 3T B o
e <[%¥ﬂ>(ﬁM1%)T%6Ei%ﬁ%ﬁE o
140 , ~ Al B AL ,3%} 193 | rii?laﬁl IR AR ??FT[/ f9 Y ijjcpjflib o B ZES £ AV A
*ﬁwi IRES |7Jr,if,?%wiﬂu*é | & o I ER e o LN Y BT 10.49-10.50 FEAIZT 11.68-11.69
oo
MR R 6o PIBSIT B B R B S )T I AR PR LR



EIGJ ﬁ] oo 7 oy ey ;Wgﬂg\[ IR S LR R AN ijxﬁjﬁamjy 7 JD o ("]
Eﬁﬂ@%@%ﬁ%ﬂjﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ@ LR

9.82 [} 2% st W7 Bk B 5 (PR T s ) o g R Y BR
IR e S (RS IR R L R BT I ¢%r”M%# iiwﬁm
R S L (Ll R el
o el SO S B PO BT e IS E - [ q\gu[sﬁt\,_ A
[P 2 A e S T IS R < 1

?1/‘!5[)—‘15?7\ e U fi% 3T, 143
= P F [ [=7

(=
083 FOLEEIE (2 S S) - B e [ E PR H O AR
e R L LR R o
( Current Law Statutes ) %"[ = 3 S X AJ o ERIER I E) T Y R BRI Sl ST
o B (B2 H ) EJi‘H’ﬂﬂﬁuﬁjéﬂﬁJj}*] BE W et pu kg p

—4

£ - F[[ J < Uk [ e

-84 W AF ﬁf%PEQ@WHH’[“ﬂfﬁiW IR

Pt o SRy o (AR SFFEAL) Tk E TS ﬂF[?ﬂIﬁ ﬁj T A e ER

PR R g S 2 ﬁ}{?&iﬂlfﬁz" TR 2R IR AR B R A

Bl # FE A’J F" phoo (= FPE 50 )  ( Catalogue of Government Publications ) | [ 7
ﬁ‘/‘?ﬂ 2 /Uﬁ N \F?H i (B A i~ [ #Ei€ ) ( Parliamentary

Publications - House of Common Debates) fo A= @ 1 :[‘5]’ ﬁ X F ﬁ I 3= 2 (R g JIFDT i,

Glelh o FORFFECE P S B s R PUI AT T RS e P9 L
SR EIETIIN R S

9.85 CHE ALY 2t = ] E T A T R O R
e }“HH  FH ST (A LA A ) (Progress of Bills) 7 g BT

B RES ?'Iiﬁtrif[ﬂw‘ﬂjl?g”ﬁﬁﬁ Tﬂ’ﬁj“‘wﬁ*lihﬂy"“ (=
=k nif ?F ﬂif Y ( Current Law Year Book ) ’ﬁ?‘ L A [ If, SRy 0 U B p " ( Lawtel )
o #  HLH 2 Frpys ﬁ’H o ffPUELT 1980 F R H‘ﬁﬂﬂ’f{ﬁfﬁrﬁﬂ °

9.86 Hi@“ﬂ%%ﬂiWﬁ%%mﬁﬁ’%F%ﬁmwwmffﬂ
HFJ”WJJ‘ nﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁoﬁ<mﬁﬁwwa“ﬁ i & % R
xSl g TREEpPRET ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ’ il E T RS - AR R R
*TJF!H"??U SEE ST (ER >F[Jp#wi7{ﬁ*ﬂl{§

087 BB F ST (R (R B 2 2
LR LETR REPFERRAE G MEBE X oE G5t - R

e iﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬂ?ﬁ@?@f’m%{’if@ °

143 "Parliamentary Material and Statutory Construction: Aspects of the Practical Application of Pepper v Hart", (1993)
14 Stat LR 46, 54.

144 "Research After Pepper v Hart", 90 Gazette No. 18, 12 May 1993 « J - | 77 & = 4 =7 17 20 5] (50 2 Ff

Bl p EIF’F', g1 g 'EJ B o kL f11 Enright & Moore & 1991 & /& % iU Legal Research, Traditional Skills and

Modern Techniques - ) PL Campbell, Glasson, York & Sharpe & 1988 F /& 3 iU Legal Research Materials &

Methods -

161



*n

BRI (HMSO) FISLIE B g R AT R O K
RLI) & 8 B S 5 £ 3 o iR &fw’m; B m‘ﬂﬂ R T kL
”ﬁﬁ—nuﬁéﬁr# A ARG R RLE Y 0 P -
IS E R AN ﬁw[w#ﬁ?i°ﬂiﬂﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁgiw
F[UI}D ORI FFF”F[D[ o e gl }-ﬁ}:'[i»ﬁlf}ﬂ@?] ‘a’ ‘b’
W1¢4—JW;%n@%¢F'Mﬂfﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmg}ﬁﬁﬁ T
TP PIAE R A ST R JUAL P AR R RS T A o
4 a X %t TR Fi s R ?j{'z’ﬂi@?ﬂ’uﬁ °
9.88 yjﬁ%wﬁﬁaiﬂ$’ﬁﬁﬂ<ﬂ%ﬁﬂ>‘<*“%ﬁﬂ
f[ | f§ ) ( House of Commons Weekly Information Bulletin ) F 4t 51y [51 5 & 5 A4y 84 H]
Ry (B TR ) (DailyList) o ¢ B 00 g3 R gL 40 R B -
mwm%wﬁ@<ﬁ<»mﬂ>wmuwum”w’wﬁbﬂ%aﬁﬁﬁ
R ST L R T IR e R S e R
AR I I = = 1O

UG TR MR R OB R P R
all ﬁ 75z f SRR ] o (L EE T ) ( Current Law Year
Book) I ( & = Zr(fIElpuk = Tﬁ fif 7! ) ( Halsbury's Laws Annual
Abridgment ) Ef' oL AT P A ﬁvH o (LT
KEN ﬁ = ( Current Law Leglslatlon Citator ) I’ 13 A 5 X J
it fﬂJJL v 'jF”riﬁé‘ﬁﬂ [ T oRL el S fr ] o (& I
[T EVAY 4L ) ( Halsbury's Statutes) I & 2B Ry ﬁ 1)
( Halsbury's Statutory Instruments ) " i i &5 ¥ 3 fﬁ U Fffﬁ 7] HE-
A (B A TH ) A ﬁj 7 % f}"[ 2y é’ﬂ’u@r]‘rﬂ A
R AU UCE L eSS R o S
U BB T R e BRI F R R BT
RO YD R R R
[t B 2§ R 2

TF &0 L el LEXIS s (B2 dyvsc) AER - sl b oo Rt T 2K
RUEE YR 1996-97?"’?IFIJ<<[I;,‘QE?\>>7FT>{5|°E' 1996 & | %
EREREIRTIIE SIS (R

9.89 B M HIWE L)k FTA A B T X AR S R BT V]
@W%ﬁjﬁj1W5EM#EﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁH@ﬁﬂ*Wﬂﬁ%@ﬂﬁ
CRNLERT A R 21 E BRI TR
B 5 T (e T SR Ly U (ERG o F - TR AL

‘,4 »

My

S R T

146 J}zf. L %T’j VR RV i"ﬂ |Jif§lﬁ o WML PL =¥ 5 FY 19 D’[ o iﬁpl?i,ﬁi%;ﬁgfjij}}'ﬁﬁ[lﬁ , %’\.[}I
BJ(['”‘QW\)E’% IIEIHEFKY%F#)?U°

147 ﬁlg[} o

ML L - s BY 16 B -

162



[CHiF 2 ARA 2 BPF P EE 2R E R (BRI dR)
?%Fliﬁ yé"J*EWS'*ﬁJH‘U%f]HEJmﬂW¢ozﬂ&fH198&893
wﬁ~¢%ﬁ5ﬂﬁ#WWw%i%%%¢o“i *éﬁmz%ﬁ
, AR TR N St N £ T
%—[}ii{%”fg[%ﬂ%ﬂ[ﬂ 'ﬁ’#ﬁf[l%{ﬂﬁﬁ}{g[ o 7 I'«UjT\ ik ”Ji/['#“‘%i:kﬁ?f@% -EJ
K HATR 2
090 Bfw@i*ﬁﬁ%?fA””’W@w??ﬁ*ﬂwmﬁmw
REER A U T B ? R R SR E
R P £ )R R R PR S 2
%@93$ﬂ§ﬂﬂiﬁmﬁﬂ%dﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁyW?ﬁmW¢,1B1Wﬁ3&[\M#Mx
- IR E e R T I ek B e TR i
9.91 BELR T 1%*Héf§[ﬁ‘ﬁﬁhﬁsﬁ R T BT O
I - By _ﬁ}'_fﬂ/ 2 IE[ BB F B s IR F T G e 7 e
b B ER FH] S T g R A ST B AR fr A R L TV
R = B EaT FIJF[ J T o ThoAY f‘%jf?“ﬂﬁl ﬁcu%‘:r & '\V'EJ%““*/IFTT{]‘@JFJEIUf
B ST dgEl] e o
7
9.92 Crs ok B s ) & "2 R A Byl - Sl A
RS R %WHiﬂﬁﬂﬂ%%@?W%ﬂwﬁj %Jw[ifﬁ/ﬂ
FEEG - R E R AN B W XY P AR
mWﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ@Tﬂ@ﬁ°ﬁ%’Mﬂéﬁwﬁiim$ﬂ{%jqwaM
(CAC R S I O AR e = A IR Th
9.93 RO B P D S N TV CF R s ) iy B
WH@@L@WBWW%%E%ﬁﬁjﬂDMH Tod o s CH
) U yER Y~ ’ﬂfg}%élglfj5‘}i>[8]?ﬂﬂ’f':j 18 4 k] I ﬁJF'” gzl 5l o Elﬁ{J oz

*V~Lf;iha&fq 71995 = 96 F b 2 Wk AR o ([HRH 2 I 1994 =
95 i %”ﬁ%w$%¢rfi£oﬁzi <*$*J#%>3$ IR F I
\/“LI'F[Ti\:&ﬂl;wiElﬁF FJsr ‘liiﬁﬁi i‘[F[l\ﬂlw ﬁfg,;nﬁi

:\3F']1)?‘|F[JE[§:FJ El IJE%%FU<< 35& :Jl:3'<>>i_l[§r;’i6”"12/r\-JﬂrJF|]1 ;J*
R U @Wiﬁwf‘ﬂﬂkf@%~ BE R RS Ty

AN
a

149 D Miers, "Taxing Perks and Interpreting Statutes: Pepper v Hart", 56 MLR 695, 705 (1993).

150 [1992] 3 WLR 1032, 1040.

According to Rush, "Making Better Law: A Review of the Hansard Society Commission on the Legislative Process",
14 Stat LR 75, 80. (1993).

192 kw2 f@ = LB 454 F1 455 & o

55 UL L b8 456 A1 458 T2 -

154 57 474 B o

"Government lawyers: 'scruffy’ statutes warning", Sol. J., 19 April 1996.

et Nl
163



RS A 7 S A (2 (RS R [ g A A R 2
il h 1995 = 96 & % = WU (§ ﬂ A %L>%T7JF$*{I4+ TR s fE 1994
= 95 & vy F*‘[ﬂ[ﬂ JrET’r““ é"F'P ii—,@}ilzl—,%origngr[{jE[;ﬁ%;%
R R I T b B R LA
o R AL B B F e A A T RMUHﬂQ¢WwA;xﬁﬂwﬁwh

9.94 R E P S R vh%qim\im
AR "7J7f’“’ AR s e Ej‘ (R CR R
L B I$T~:Wf%ﬂiﬁuii?é%dh%%’%@ép{ﬁﬂo
PR R OR S A T AR E T s 2R AR A -
f B IR 1996 F Rt 7—&&['9‘_?1[ BRSPS R E gﬂ_;ﬁ»—ﬁ -
B PRV e R R R TR AR F ST R YD [
RIS P HERIFFT PSRBT 1997 F R KA o [T B
i 600 S E FIAIYT 1,000 X %]ﬁ??iﬂ » DO [EH R o e

9.95 BN R T R R B T

At

AN

@ﬂ@?ﬂ”wﬂﬁmEI%W*W%#3Hjiﬁﬁﬁw<ﬁ%¥$i>
Fﬁwwom@¢ aiﬁﬂ~W%w mfmw<§HW@a>fﬁ’

(1 fol -7 0 R Bl ey R hﬁ%ir o FUR T O R )RS AR
L NS N S S

9.96 F1o1994 5 & bk R E R Ep - 2 R U R IR ST
ERE PR R =R ﬁ‘%ﬂﬂi%f N EnE SR AR RN

161

%

& ic

9.97 R I I e e R = I B T e I T = G =2
%Wgﬂﬂﬁwﬁkaw”:ui_Jfﬂwﬁ@fw kﬁ’@ww1 it A
fE’il *‘Jp—jfn Au FL EJJ] ﬁlgpfﬁ«ﬁji & % q:twépmﬁjjﬁ]%h;p; =9 s
Vol R R B g RURURL (W S R A X kT

5 U ]
098 TR b i 9 <<F'% V) - ook o iR L
fFIJ‘H'ErJ%Pﬁiiﬁ”FJ@ﬁ LR (W A S ) BN e BEE R %
ol H R Cf # Jise) ’I*I«’I?*E'TH AT S L L S 1

H; =

i

157 "Law in the Information Age" » (7 - H []) (1996 ZF 11 k] ) BY 38 T}I °

158 "Legal gaps seen after handover" » ( % H ) i%) - 1995 F 12 F] 2 fI -

10 TL AR 7 4 5 B N I VR S e NI I e S A S v L e I I R I A TR (i
0 pL = 37 9. J3 B oo

e "Computers to smooth away for lawmakers" »  { ¥ Tty > 1994 F 8 F 15 I o

164

G

1

o



e (Epy Bf e gy F X F i 2 ﬁumﬁ$f“‘<ﬁ%“ﬁi*>’mlﬂ 2RI H
R AP E I st (T $%>EWRi%T@3NMﬂ§OJ
PR PR BRSO (LR I e T (BRI s ) g
SRRz B YRR T (B S T s ) P A ST I pu i B2 H R A
wai%*i%iﬁ@Y*«ﬁﬁwfi>ﬁﬁ?ﬁy~’iﬁﬁﬁwfﬁﬁ%
TRV PR BT E ROV R e o T i o I N X BIE R 2 PV Ry SR
PORL SR HTE R B ) F) XS R R o R
‘EL':E/\I,E[ IES <<F[3’E‘ S
9.99 Fors = LR EJMﬁ”ﬁdwiﬂi’%lfﬂMﬁiﬂ (B2
E}iii) 9 IR e fo e 2 = Ty s H AR B YO BEAE R R N p iR
F,ﬁﬁﬂ[?* [
9.100 HFWABTBEIHEABIC B (B HI) Py
9.101 »Wbﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁibwﬁﬁﬁw*ﬂ(E@ﬁﬂ%m‘ﬁ%
R H P SEYHKAE M) TG R
3j§w i%ﬁ}ﬂ WFWWWWﬁ?mWEO

dlm

LA NS (S0 RO S H Y B YL [ 8 [ 2y b k)
’?‘ = i i_T iy jmﬁ 15 o
163 See Practice Dlrectlon (Hansard; Citation), Supreme Court [1995] 1 WLR 192.

165



57 10 Fﬁﬁﬁ* or

91

10.1 T fEHE F'>1$ VR I A A R -l By R P ] g
REE W AW BRI (T 383 F ) PR 1997 F
AL VTR 9t T R E0AE R B 1997 B Vg i - A 1B g
M2 GIRC - W X2 e

(" PER) MNEREE XL

10.2 CAw S PR XH) B 3D A& R B
UV E h X BN E EE Ao B R RS o i By RL R R o 7 ST (B HLE . AR
FJ'J F e RV E A X “ﬂﬁkéj}qu{ ERR: 2= C I W o U E R E'f“ﬁﬂ 55
L R A RN RN e R S - A S G R e
NAAA B A AIBE R 2 2v ) AL GRS ey ) v X ) py B AR .
gL = ﬁ?ﬁ BIES 50 7 =t 2P F 3 B i e s (2 A ATATE R A~ A E
= 2y A paﬁ%u o

10.3 G A PISY 203) X A F BRG] SR Ll T R R T B R
= BIF l¥$¢%ﬂwﬁwih<‘wﬁﬂﬁﬂmﬁﬂ'F>w>w%
TR LRy A W F O T R R
B (T O R X B ’7T1~>> 1990 F 3 F] B X
g FE ok o FERR Ry R BRI R AR

10.4 VR IR L Sin Yau-ming 00 SRR = R CR A S AR BT)
fl e B RO o R L CO Rl ) pu AR (T e s Bk
*%%'ﬂﬂf”j%ﬁi¢ﬁ¥’F”“@VlWﬁfmﬂiﬁj?E%WB v R R
B (2 N AP R AR 220 ) B r R U R

‘/[ IIRTREE | S

ARG I B R L AW IR S IR E A S R U

FITWSMHEHE AR - B8 = (R " PEg) J o =

FI N R EINRAR IR TR A R

P o pl PR e 2SS g Y A py ;ﬁ;;@&p; RN

lw

! [1992] 1 HKPLR 88, at 105-106.

: <“§'\§'ﬁ‘ﬂ?> BT VII(3) & HLt > % 1991 & 6 F] 8 [ [/Fﬂf%'ﬁ‘ULl* * I ﬁ J
= F"%EFFIJ( N Nﬁ?”?[ﬂff? 1 F] s ’_\‘J>>EIJ‘J:1J|‘LFIJ‘{J:M [’«Lﬁ‘”ﬁ_— Iiﬁﬁl €| ll?f‘/ﬂjﬂl

3 R Atorney General v David Chiv %' ([1992] 2 HKLR 84 > pL 111-2) > ’?1%5 Y gﬂq‘ i (Clou A)
24 ‘&*Wiﬁ”Z%EWW“Mi”V*%P<+E?MW SIS
i T A SR B (T R ZE A G ) B s R
W

166



10.5 R TR IR R SR R R E PP R RO R R

“*Wﬁﬂﬁ%%ww:%Fﬁﬂﬁmﬁmpemiﬁww<*
B ORI TR D R E L S AR [ A R
ﬁ<‘wﬁﬂﬁﬂiﬁﬂHﬂ'*>W<Rﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂm
Al = 22 29 (= Y 40 ) ( Optional Protocol to ICCPR) i & fiy
SN E G R el e N R L (LD
A RO B AR T S B o [T TR
Vo (S NP ARG B R ) K Y R iy
E 5 B T R SRR R R H
Moo

10.6 FJ— ?i :’?’Fﬁ # Py ( Kempster J) $f-3% 3 jF"'i ff‘, NPT Quarziv Quarzi . °
OB e S N B R RN R ey Y
GO BT Y SRS A TR R IENLI N
ENNINES S E{U HRL - F=py Ejé 75 o

S

10.7 g ’f?‘, = ARk YT T Saunders and Others %7 5 & “ |l “EJ EIE Fﬁ
= VR EE Y Y R Y T E I ’F‘f—' * kT 3{ WoOREW Y )
IR PR i o Y 2V R (R RS AP . Ef LA ’F‘J AEFEEE o n -
AV Saunders =1 §if JF= f [fi] P YV 0 g LT B o SRy o BR YV E =t Saunders v United
Kingdom " ° [y 2 LAY [T 7 38 ) PE0f 3L & i e

10.8 B (15 T AP R BIE T B ) R (2 S AR
wmﬁwzﬁwfw<@Wkﬁ,fwﬁwﬁwq@vw¢pqua%;@m
g P 2 Y e T T P S R AT g
TR (PR R -0 A Ry ﬂ%”q*ﬁ“%ﬂﬂw%Wﬁﬁm
AL T PR RGPS 5]
g T R ”W%%%ﬁiw T RER R ORR A g R O
L % A3V D

‘ 5T 107-108 Jji -
° [1980] AC 744, at 808 =< 7 & 29 | {fi [i' 2 th,glsz 54 F BIPUIC R T 20 fE gAY Y 10.51
g& o

6 Dr Rose D'Sa 7 "The United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child", Commonwealth Bulletin, (July 1993),
1274, 1280 v o A = 3 [ =1 [l & > RUETRUENEE OE O S (PR Y ) ) A (AN
Wﬂrﬂ'ﬁ*mﬂﬁ”“w lﬂﬁmlJﬁwiljfﬁdl X gy g LT i (R Miah
% [1974] 1 WLR 683 (HL)) ; : F' PETH ] TR E R E‘j ( Attorney General v Guardian Newspapers
[1987] 1 WLR 1248) (HL)) ﬁi i %‘l N 4 /7’1?//’?/7/ 7% 2 B P
J" PR A G R R AR BT Yy A FII%’ g 'JF'BTf'3F~
SERC mmm i H B LvCH (1994 HCt MP No. 4167 of 1993) #7611 > 1 e i S 2 | & ¢ fF
HERIE AT W S PRI E R RE RE R T B R P RO e ( PLL 1)

! [1996] 1 Cr App. R. 463 at 477-8.

8 (Case 43/1994/490/572) December 17, 1996 reported in The Times, December 18, 1996.

’ Kwan Kong Co Ltd v Town Planning Board (1996) 6 HKPLR, Godfrey J at 259C.

1o Real Estate Developers Association v Town Planning Board (1996) 6 HKPLR 183 at 214-5.

167



10.9 Rk g Fﬂ i T(FJ S B Cheung Ng Sheong Steven v Eastweek Publishers Ltd
P (MBI RGN P e Y F BT AR R
VOGP F Sk E R A e P R g X PPV E R Y A S (Lord
Goff) 7 Attorney General v Guardian Newspapers (No 2) Ltd %' ™ [V i& fy o =5 A~ 3k 4y
RO AP ﬁl Sl I O A }‘F[E"?)‘"I A RN A Fmﬁl =iz
FEEEH -7

—t

10.10 it Kwan Kong Company Limited v Town Planning Board %' > *© = ¢ 3 1k iy #E 4
Sin Yau-ming g WF ( S A FE X F ) ELpv (M ER) X P py s Bk A (R
EERP RS LR = S B IES A T N GUA
“!} AG v Lee Kwong-kut % *" #! Ex Parte Lee Kwok-hung %' ** p% 2{|
oo IR TR I s (W SRR ) X
o g E A F”iﬂ' T W A’J? ERE A i ?’i A YR
ALY s R A XY R AR s R XY g
B R o [y TR B g ] P AN B
10 g e A M T R Ak A

£ ” 19
o °

10.11 &fﬁﬁ’fﬁﬁ%m%&wwﬁ%$ﬁ%%ﬂ%ﬁﬁ@jﬁﬁ
[ 7 i T R 2R Y 2 R Y BV e AR T A
LA T CREY S E BY ) (BT L) BT 19 X UL LA
TCAE AV 19 RPN RL AT U RER PR 7 R
PR R] AR - R R R ] I b e o
SR R g e R

10.12 % 5 Pt Real Estate Developers Association v Town Planning Board % *°
RO IR AR A S ER R i P R R e
BB e D) AT Y R R T E R A T AL A i o

H [1995] 3 HKC 601 at 610.

e g X FINREAT F“?%FEJ (S N*‘/ﬂﬂ w‘fi A 22 ) gyl g2 FJ”NF“, PESNE

B 2 W 3T 10.51 F > X 2V AT (R K 7 f‘HT’?

1 [1990] 1 AC 109.

s 57 283-284 [ -

16 [1995] 3 HKC 254.

= [1993] 2 HKCLR 186 (PC).

18 [1993] 2 HKLR 51, at 56. Litton J.A.

o DN 33 290 o

20 3 F\J Ak EII i Attorney General of Gambia v Jobe %’ ( [1984] AC 689 > PL 700H ) I'El B S fa F[J
% ILEJ%%?X 3 S U NV ES F'Ljigl e T ﬁ % Py & Hong Kong Polytechnic University v Next Magazine
de:;a ((1996) 6 HKPLR 117 L 121-2) 48 B[ =57 B[ 45 o

2 (1996) 6 HKPLR 237 at 253.

22 37 258 r} fﬂv FJ[;; Lord Mustill ¥ Chan Chi Hung v The Queen %’ ( (1995) 5 HKPLR 1 Pl 11C) piv 23 :

= o FENY PR U LB G o [N BB AR Y FTAY FURL ™ MO 32 = T 5

STy ”Ju Ji@} ~ Fﬂ’rj‘eﬁpﬁj Byfyp=t e "

23 (1996) 6 HKPLR 179.

MMV ELE o BT 210

168



Py s R RE K ) (I L) BT 19 X o B B P R
NS E R R e R IR EN R R N
FREE S R R SR

10.13 ffi ! Rv Ng Po-lam % *" fv #7% * Ji{ ( Deputy Judge Wong) 7 %' fl1 3% ~
B E T (4% 45)  (Human Rights Quarterly) ** 3 7 i 7% i ﬁjﬂ ZFEp RO
Eh{;?l/ (B i SR Fii;;t YET 11(1)& EJ?F | °2° Auburnton Ltd v Town Planning
Board %" » ** kL= F I RAG R AR - AR5 SR BTN
PR TRy S 3*[53“6 II%“} NNl ?*?iﬁ}iﬁ"fﬁ%*iiE'FU’*V‘*}?iﬂ

CEER

10.14 T o EF B EFRY EE (NP ER X)) o L ik Py (Judge
Lugar-Mawson ) 7+ E‘H*‘j“b * F[[%EJ R v Yiu Chi-fung % ** TF[ gl H“ S IR ST = §
X ) BT 2(3)F Al gy (8 AR A A Lgf’ PHIE 2 2) kEiE (O
ES S S U A N e I == A o B N Gl Fﬁﬁfaﬁ'IJEJIE'J (72~ 2 g 5D
(2% 13 )37 19 & 12 7 ﬁﬁi%’?{i F", B3 191 ) 2y 17 & < Tam Hing-yee v Wu Tai-wai
S ﬂﬁ%'ﬂifmﬂgiiﬁj’— s PRl R E N ER X))
TE AT R R e py e s e R ER R > B IR o I AR S R R R
# 7] ’ lﬁ'f_ TR B R P PE R AP Y S R X

7 7 —ﬂ: = ig,_’l‘&ﬁ;é[ F;' Brt pu prps s gk o 7

10.15 *[f"f’" Bk ¥ Attorney General v Lee Kwong-kut % ** p Y[ [ 1= 7= ( ~ 4 3 ij@ X
D) ﬁj”d&_ﬁl o A [53‘577'[ FiF 3k =% R Sin Yau-ming % °° Hr 17 EJ? g o
Rl SOPE S Y LS N o B PO R RL T O S R A R “Tﬁﬁi fv 5L J~
AU - (WIS (B S ar s ARG (- e ?’iiﬁlfi [ il ?T%T
% Fm}[“;{ﬂ[['F}Hi“up ”’LUH\?I}H it ?iijlflﬁilﬂif ”#,[r” T o
AL PR E By T R 2 o ) 2 LR ﬁ'g‘t/ ”l?b{li“%ﬁiﬁﬁg
TR -t A B 2 4 W&M§E<ﬁ%[kﬁjﬁi>mw

» LS B R T 1991 5 B Ry (8 T LS X B Fﬁ, i) -

26 PRI Y BT 197 T

21 [1991] 1 HKPLR 25 at 50.

2 "Siracusa Principles on the Limitation and Derogation Provisions in the ICCPR", (1985) 7 Human Rights Quarterly
3-14.

> 1k Siracusa Principles FL Vo= REEIE R W S SR A A AT F*H B
IEIRNEN FIJ}_F;IFEKJ"‘; 1T Q| A 88 1 FU *‘TFIF | Moyt o

30 [1994] HKLD, D4.

3t [1991] 1 HKPLR, 167, at 172, 178-9.

32 [1991] 1 HKPLR, 261.

3 7Y 266 ji

3 [1993] 1 HKPLR, 72, at 90-91.

» [1991] 1 HKPLR, 88 - EJ[JT)&L}{L? I ;; FIAUFEY o

* %HE'J*@’FJ%L?\HJ- & ﬁﬁ’, v B R POAT AR iE'F”Q*XI#Fﬁ'ﬁli ALYk
E B mERLB R E RN (O P?izi ) AR Y T RN 2 it Ilz*ésqL ------
et of o 29t & i 2 ARl o7 L Chan & Ghai [V The Hong Kong Bill of Rights: A Comparative Approach
(1993 45 ) > BV 213 Jji o % I - S IR AL R [ AR S AR T

169



IR ARG K T I Ch ok e R ST R =
o i -
10.16 it Wong King Lung v Director of Immigration %" » ** Hi 4 3 F ( Jones J) i Z&
FCPPERZXH) 5711 X P E R o PR X - T LR R R
(O (2 NP AR R ) [ AR - g R o T b
FrCTE RGO ) R T AR R R R eyl
TiE o P RL TN YT e I*%lifll‘f N LI | R B = U g e
FRALE T IL—#FHiJ A PRSI E ST 1T XY R R I%T‘*LTF‘{ B i) A=
U 2 (NP ERZ X)) e Qﬁif e j R pEie (0
PPEER BT B E R T E RS 38 I e R b S e
B E RN
10.17 “+ Hai Ho Tak (a minor) v AG; Wong Chung Hing & Others v Director of Immigration
A R U ORISR (PR 1
OB LT 11 KON D RN A Y R RS - L
SR PR o T AT 1L X AL O TR F”Tlﬁ‘ﬁ-ﬁ'ﬂjﬁ%ﬂr lﬁiﬁfﬂ e
MR F’%ﬁ%?ﬂ#ﬁﬁ}éﬁ bORUIE g Y IS RS o B X AL £ F[ i
AT ERY W%Woﬁﬂéﬁﬂﬁ*ﬁ

SRR BRI RLIR ZESY 11 K €Y o i U 9]

PB4 B R )RR

O E B g RO S R R R X )

RSt po g oo prp g 2 2y e X @ g R = RUJN C Siracusa

Principles )
10.18 Z“FJQJ’@H“V;?[LU =N
R AR R AN TN T
Lee Kwong Kut %" Fr {& ] iy ?F[ 9]

IR = = . Bg&iﬁjﬁ USRI I A e U g ih]
RS SN S Y TR LA e g

—

11 # FIJ?DI\/IfT {EE;[:}} V2 ”\JE’JIZL\I
& e LS Y Bk 7 AG of Hong Kong v

15&

37

! /9& Il 37 100 T}I o Downey J 7 Building Authority v Business Rights Ltd %" ( [1993] HKLD 26 )
0ES tﬂ Ej‘ A AR ] R AL U LE R X i R X Y

i
e

anal

mh

i \gc
Eom
— /1{

|

.

38

-

—
O
O

= o L

39

40 57

o 57 469 r{

2 [1994] HKLD, D1 - 3% kL Wong King Lung & Ors v Director of Immigration % ( [1993] l HKC 461 ) p% I
1’?‘#@ [I F lzL '— T o

43 L Rk =T The Queen v Lam Wan-kow and Yuen Chun-kong % (1 HKCLR 272 » pL276-7) p9 2|13
wﬁoﬁ%dﬁiﬁ”“W#Pw§*W@M¢“ﬁ*gﬁwimﬁﬁwﬁwﬁ”ww
B C > A 29 3 ) A RO SR B PHIR o ) TR 1A O Y A AL FA[ AN o am T
1 ﬁ Mg TH :F (P pb ﬂJ ’J 18 o7 PL Slaight Communication Inc. v Davidson % ((1989)
59 DLR (4th) 416)

3 KC 461.

N
. O
=N o O

\.,_\:'lI\:vl

°

170



7W§f LJ"{]LEI,E%{ \—J+ﬁrﬁ|1$w(¢,7q;o”

10.19 ]fF' JIFI&?E;L_ (e fi W 1Y 5y = )  ( Hong Kong Hansard ) EJﬁJ%‘“iiﬁ T 2y 1k
%~%ﬁmﬁ‘ﬁkﬁ@7ﬂFﬁiﬁﬂﬁﬁwE«iﬂﬂwﬂﬁ T @ﬁ@a
LvCH E\l};‘a? X Py b o T R R cpf s p (F[iﬁ THi sl ) putS
BA- (8 a5 2 %HL’F“ﬂﬂ&wWHV~OTT@HE%
t’%}%ﬂéaim”%aamm{mﬁ%ﬁwwﬁw%%ﬁa@m,
s B P ER) T E[J’]ﬁ#*{ﬂ B U N L R MR Rl
& ?/},ﬁlﬁk N e {;&TJ,\H Q‘ﬂjﬁﬁib@:ﬁi oo =9 Tamngyeequ Tai-wai
?{45W%?#%ﬂkogw?i}’i&.ilji%w R fi;j;)j jJ—Q[/'EIJEJ
Mz o Lv CHPVHPE K TRl B o

10.20 BP0 E S EH TR AR R (A Hi ) o
SR N CE Ry v R Sl IR S = T UR (EE N O 4
LS TR L L e RS S LR S -
S S \[ﬂ:LI«\JJ Y= R R T M e T T?iﬁ*ﬂ:ﬁv
ﬁ/”ﬂﬁf{b-&/},ﬁlﬁi F)?J Lllpué JiIl & flpo E A& ’FLﬂ{, YT il Lqrjpfjggﬁﬁj .
10.21 “ Ming Pao Newspapers Ltd v AG:{%’ % ¥ P A 3P (Lord Jauncey of
Tullichetde) & 2 5 U £+ 1 0B YL ) 7 SOAGERE S BN 008 L I
[ S ) (Y 201 f) pY ST E“JLF’?I":H',FJ{%QL_ o T RS By B A
FE| Fﬁlguﬁm 1 S

10.22 fF1 &Ll ( Byrnes) *° }JF]H'I J EI?J Sin Yau-ming %’ }[J‘H\'f[ A S e
F‘FF?E#\FUF[ F[Hﬁ#[ﬁﬂﬁjﬁﬁlﬁfﬁﬂﬁVﬁmﬁ@ 1= El*”ii’i&ﬁ gk
A (R NP AT R ) YR AL P E £
R A ﬁﬂﬁ&ﬂf&}rﬁ (SN F %[Iﬁiﬁ?b%” ENIEEEN
By - R B [EMAY S P o Py Y YR - B TV 5 E
FIH DA A RS X T (B R 2y A AT
10.23 (F1RLRL R (B =27 9F & FF R B (B0 53 17 ;:’F’[c“ (EH] > = HYEr A
Fy R AT RO ALY ':EtrV'JﬂJﬂ ESR KIS A i) T o
%wﬁw&Wmfwmw’@fwiﬂé BN A R ARSI
EoH) A = S A AR P YR P e o R o B
ﬁ?ﬁéa }% ';I‘l £l L {: o = Hi ;” HLO % RLA E-[ b ]f[fj BT S R = )]TJL/,T Bl

a4 (1994) High Court MP No. 4167 of 1993, 9 May 1994, Barnett J (in Chambers).

4 [1991]HKPLR 261.

46 Ep Bill of Rights Bulletin ( vol 3 No. 2 October 1994 ) iy 2 j I Y pL PL i
o The Assoczatton of Expatriate Civil Servants of Hong Kong v The Secretary for the Civil Service and the A.G.
unreported, CA No. 260 of 1995, November 22, 1996.

“8 (1996)6HKPLR 103 at 115.

* 5y 116 [ji

>0 "The Impact of the Bill of Rights on Litigation", Law Lectures for Practitioners 1992, 151, 156.

171



FUIP - a0 BB VA BRI FH ¢
ﬁﬁi%m>§ﬁwﬂwxo“ﬁﬁw“E“r’ﬂ@ A
RLZS 30 F S L0y o T 8P TR R Y B R R E R D

10.24 B I I G S E N SRR | B> Sl T U (A ¥ IP= S =5
PRI EOS ZE B AP MYE o [ RURLRLEE B Bt ’ﬁ BN
HPRSC AR 2SR R o U OB s e N PN R s R R E
V,Jg‘fll__lzl\] &4 lj:;LL’J]EIJT-F $EI’F§W F&[‘}%}—B*',}[}Jﬁri %I]ﬂiflEjyj o ]El‘j
W%f@@ﬂﬁfawﬁﬂ

10.25 A (Nowak) ** ff.1% - [ <\iwﬁm%lﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ“JB"%>
mﬂiwq@v’@fﬁgwamgfﬁmmmmwwﬁ B R
LA PP 1*#f<%*@ﬁié@ﬁ:?$>fﬁ31%p3ziﬁ?wym9%wf
ﬁﬂ?@%°ﬁ*ﬂf*ﬂ@ﬁﬁ?@m%¢amxj%aﬁ%ﬁﬂmﬁ

56

o

\—g

1026 FF AT EE B ALK B TR B R
BYFR - o (0 R R R PR AR B RS o [y 5 AR R
HOPA S ARV e T gt e (2 N A G A B ) T
TR LR O R o (Y 2 ) R ) X 2
“Wﬁmwﬁw%%vmwﬁﬁﬁw%r%zﬁ“’“api#EEWkw
BT O P B T s o T KV R 0 ) E g
F 75 FH A e A %J &8 H R R ?J Fa Rl oo 70

10.27 * F'I‘J‘/ﬁ] i &fj” RPN A Wk e T East Afiican Asians g °° fﬁﬁ Bo
“TpE RS ( Brandeis brief) fU v A pLoo RURTRER PN MY R E Y
vt ;% Ak Flfj Uil (E 52 = :r)ﬁ; Fl :m ﬁ'ﬂ ) ?ﬁ[ %ﬂ\ E[g 3 “_H%[ , 3& T?‘ O
EE A A SUEN LIS T E SR R St

10.28 M~ SCAE | EJ ( Ghai) 2 dn > B yE TS Ry Sin Yau-ming %%

AR

If

\\‘»\

4

—n

sl W R CH# T s) - TG T ﬁﬁ&fi’?iiﬁ WU d o

51 3] F{ & }‘FI G LR - ﬁ Fa: s White Book iy Supreme Court Practice 57 59 +] il AJ SUEpHLAE .
Fﬁi%pjﬁj i;t]’;gflkﬂ?g_&gu ﬁjtﬂ%il Tj,ﬁbﬂbjwnﬂj; o

TR L e -1 L gy B 51 8 A B 5L R

23 7 #£.37% Bill of Rights Bulletin 7| Hong Kong Public Law Reports °

54

Chapter 7 "Interpreting the Hong Kong Bill of Rights: Techniques and Principles", in Chan & Ghai The Hong Kong

Bill of Rights: A Comparative Approach, (1993) 143, 156.

3 #L7 M Bossuyt [V Guide to the travaux preparatoires of the International Covenant on Civil and Political

Rights (1987) - Lord Mustill %+ The Queen v Chan Chi-hung %’ ( [1995] 2 HKCLR 50 » L 55) #F" e

Ep ST e (8 NP AAIEAE P FIBEE 220 37 12(1) & PR R E L e

>6 Section 15AA and 15AB of the Interpretation Act 1901 (Cth).

>7 "Corporations and the Bill of Rights" (1992) 22 HKLJ 270, at 274.

> 5y 32 X -

U Nl 0 Y 272 [ ¢ 9 Golderv UK % ((1975) 1 EHRR 524) -

&0 (1981) EHRR 76.

61 3 77044 kLT Louis Brandeis ff i ] %T#} - A E YA SR z}VTF‘HU‘X’L » I
P (Rt el W2 e R T SR [FR SE PL Muller v Oregon 41(208 US 412 (1908))

R L S ’5517[} ‘

55

172



PO B TR B e E A B Y RO ﬂ”<ﬁ%f%i>oTﬁ’Hﬁﬂ
B E Y R T S AT M S R

1029  HSRFFH T VRPIF I RE (F PR IR Y [ AL
TR Rl S A R RS N (Pl e A IR AN ER L =
ﬁ,ﬁQWy%?iiﬁ$WT{%Piﬁ‘iﬁ@T‘“*%%ﬁW%mﬂfJ§ME
AV P EOT) o R CA T E ) o g R SR SR i i
BASACP R PR R HUIRL o o i ok o BUAE B RV S A
R (R @ dis) o ple Faipy - P EET -

RS VIR 1997 F VA 1997 F VO

10.30 1] G0 A WL H VIR TR L g e e
e iR RIS R R Rk TR Uk R RS I SR
JoAR =0 20k B BTN R B 5 RO R BV A B s S
HETERI S
1031 (1997 # 7 F] 1 [1# 3k B £ F T AL S o
RN BEE

(1) (HLA ) uwﬁ¢ﬁ>m8%mwiwrﬁﬂwﬁ

3 GV R ()T (R R )

(@ e B PGSz Uk%ﬁi*”ﬁ% i

£OC RN ) PR LI R AR e

G FB AR 1 RS R S (R TR M B R 0 I R A (R
¢ﬁ>’*“ﬁ%%#o<§¢ﬁ>ﬂﬂ%%mwmeWﬁfﬂiﬁw
#@(%W@ﬁ@w 7 B AT R ) R R
NAVE B T o

10.32 R TR AR £ T ok O B R B R 6
PORPYRLEI G NS L N H S (R ) R . AR Y
BB (B A PR IR R N E e 0 (F ) T M
G WY BT S Y PR O Yl A R 2R e

&3 [1992] 1 HKPLR 88.

o fFe SFL P 3 Bt B Sk Y a4 El;F EECT R S <7F“?%F1 iz ) o FRIES R (& FIE A
AL S B %ﬁﬁﬂﬁ*iﬁhﬁﬁ”¢°

An Introduction to the Hong Kong Legal System (1987) 47.

65

es "The Sources of Law in the SAR" in Hong Kong's Transition, Problems & Prospects (1992) 79, at 82.

RS I L S R A Wﬁ*iﬂJﬁ
Rt R R U A S A e R L L
FroaA XHE . RRh =z {' AR A S S 2 ;g‘l‘ Rl iﬁ“ﬁﬁEl?{ Bl FUE

éw”fww§mﬁw~ﬂpw«@
o AL (R ) 5y i’JI*H PLA G o S ENERSA R o BT 82
69 Wesley-Smith and Chen (ed), The Basic Law and Hong Kong's Future (1988), at 174.
70 Hong Kong in transition, 1992 (1992) » F‘, N AN S GaaE i AN

173



IERLE SRS SR TRV (R N3 LA TR T

71

1997 & Vi pu 9t & §f 20 11

10.33 IVt R B R R R S B OV -t AT
SRR 1 MR ) AR R BERIEAE N L
ENFH%S@%HFmﬁﬁﬁHﬁ@Wﬁﬁmm¢o<§¢H>ﬂﬂ%
AL FHYFEEAET 9 IR o (LR YD) T
S TP (R RS ET S NHT o R D
TR (HLAE) PR SRy Y- P T XA P B
B fi B R RS (R ) T Hee A T 5 A
(AR R S Ak R R S (I 2 Bl
SE X E (R R S F T o AR

1034 g SO NERAE ) SRR g
O 4 S T R R L RERL 2 A AL e R
O 5% 1 - B [ 500 TP B 9 o T - R A 7
PRS-k e FERI et e St SEEEEY S ]
M E RSN RN S R A R A

10.35 ﬁ*ﬁ%?ﬁ@ﬂ’gﬁﬁwﬂ%ﬁmewﬁ’h$*%ﬂﬁ
B B G R e XT RIEERURY BT S [ SN A T g
N R CHR ) PR T E s Wﬁﬂ”ﬁdﬁﬂ 5 )
MR

1036 4kl - RLAPSE T FAEH T B st o HI
PO r) R R 9 ORI BT SV 8 i) BT 59 X 4
T e Wﬁpﬁﬁﬁwkﬁ‘%&WW\%FFW%WﬁwﬁW?@"ﬁﬁ
I R RV A E R WY ok 0 R X 1997 F 7 4]
E'vphﬁ“ﬂﬂ Pl Mﬁﬁwwﬁ p@erijqﬁgw,@p”
PRI — R 7 - (8 ¢ 4%%ﬁﬁ%oﬁkﬁwm’%%ﬂ“%%"wﬁﬁpﬁ
BRI wwwﬁ#ﬁﬁwﬁ%ﬁﬂm$qfwmmﬂ R Y AT -
PR SRR B

T AV e By 82

2 1982 F (1B a 3£ )37+ 4 = X JTP4H -See Wesley-Smith and Chen (ed) The Basic Law and Hong Kong’
s Future (1988), 130.

73 ?Jﬁl Pii**’Jﬁ’ﬂ%ﬂ’ElfJgjgé%’ = 199733/T’||IT—F‘J\::H‘H[EIWLA:J “F[%IJ =27

IS See Li Jin-fei and Others v Dlrector of Immigration [1993] HKLR 256, at 264-5.

Tl R IHY 31 & Rk ﬂb;%w%L (0 9h BB T 0 e R B Ay
A1, 08 B 92 1 i ) B

174



10.37 B E TR B0 P 2 B AR E{fjflfifﬂ S
1949 F = 1994 & 6 F| W47 2 A L2 B0 B G ARG e 528 e R R
SR 1949 = S Y Rl R A FEALOGT o 7 R AR o B A %ﬁ‘“ o 28 %
25 =0 bl R P T RO RLH 4\591-7’}1 RS ENG LIE]
EN’@MU*M* oo %J SELR I ETRE A ﬂiii fill = 1R 2 R LR RTAT R 2

2k P R A ey 5 o*?%w‘”’ij T 1997 F S s
éﬂ R P R S B A

2 {71 65 38 Bt 21 51 U -
1038 (17 H Ry p%Wﬁﬁi7““F“ﬁ¢W?f%ﬁi

B el i 2 s o ] 5 E ‘Jﬁq o ¥ B 7t De Lasala v De Lasala %' °* #5 & »
i g o ﬁ#mwﬂwﬂiﬁ wwwﬁﬂwﬂwi e
el Wkﬁ%ww&“?%”%“w (A

10.39 R I A0 SR R Y ijq; R TOE FE Tﬂﬂ (9
BB R ) CEY 88 ) = s FI?%FF[J R SRE S lﬂ ¥ IR
“%EﬁW”°Wﬁ%wWE¢$vﬂwwFW%WF%%WﬁmwﬁW
ETJ l]— *E % I};"E lef 3’*% r} ’F o ‘K.[['—“ ’ li Izrl ﬂd —l\)?:jf EE 4+ De Lasala v De
Lasala % =0 1t
(‘¢%§|E]_II:§ A ]ﬂ
Y B R
B e TR D AR R

S . 7 83
5

3 } O N R T S A =l
H dej[f(l}i fil @g&iﬂ?lm fY3E
3% Ef Joks =PV Y e o IS

10.40 A Tk E T’, % Tai Hing Cotton Mill Ltd v Liu Chong Hing Bank Ltd % ** ¥ & »
Gp R R TF*' 3[\#‘ E3NE R i S U Eal e S R B
v gL o e WF/\”‘E Sl IR [F}'lﬁﬁij S AR LS 2L 2 Ry

76 wﬂﬁ?pi’a,f}%%&

7 "Laying the law on the line" > <<7F'<|?% [ TI) » 1995 F 5 F[E > BT 8 T}I o

T

” "Terrltorys legislation to get own Internet site", South China Moming Post, 3 October 1996.

80 ;tif’#“ﬂ "jﬁq IJ FLJ EU"L‘%"" uf_t-{ F,Lm“rr H‘ml /J i‘ﬁ% ”ﬁtﬁ F»}[ Ff Jl;ﬂ?}‘
(E F’sf i FU'UT Ffﬁ <<§L?t7i>> A SN ¥7H?'§I 11992 = 3 F 7 ETE S RY Fﬁfﬁ
PRI T R e LY

81 [1980] AC 546, at 557-8.

¢ (& MR RIS = N U (%88%)?5333 L ‘F[lﬂliib@rj?iﬁi ‘t{j_i,i?g
ix;ﬁﬁ*?ﬁ” A EO O R RN e it i
83 SRR NS [HJ » 5 558 T}I o ARk e E’J’ifﬁkfjjé 4J é’iﬁg_ i Cheung Ng Sheong Steven v Eastweek
Publisher Ltd % ( [1995]3 HKC 601 » fL-611) #8 9] =4+ 1) 9] 375 o 33 B fli 280 o833 08 ] 5 1

R = BB EERE B P L

o [1986] 1 AC 80, 108.

” 11175 De Lasala 3 ) U 53 Fj ] U AVFT IO E ] o % P B e Tai Hing 3R ¥ 3]
e

175



VR AR & TR R SES R o S SRR AR = R AR
fQ_H l Z] J LL[;TB Y [;;IE ELJ\H\_L o 86

10.41 - Chan Hing-cheung v R > © 3 pk = 3 A (AR T (= 000AY (= ()
A T‘“ﬁ@ F’E‘ii (WE'FN%F’{“:’V\ULF[ E /LJHJ J5 o % T Rv Pang
Shun Yee & Others 4§ > *’?‘ st RN 7 lj 1 B?E <7 FI Py A PO
K E F[?%Hif@‘% (Eljﬁ[*ﬁﬁ‘[@i) SR BRI A BT (R E

CH P Ry 7 fi e S RS e ﬁl’l‘? i Rv Ng Kin Yee %' °* [N ’L[Jﬂj [1 >
Rk ﬂliﬂj’] i?‘, o N H T De Lasala v De Lasala % *° fy 23 > & B
B 9 2] 4 15 S [ L T Hing 4 -

10.42 A B 7 De Lasala v De Lasala % ** TF[ oo 3 Fﬁ ESNaRITR N ;Fﬁ
§ﬁ@£mWWRWiWJﬁ%’*Hﬁ33¢$W’T%Hﬁ%kﬁﬁ
FEEZHNT T ) T’T—}\PFE‘ Lt U GER WEE Ay a & SR CR
B R -

10.43 m%p%fﬁﬁﬁm%mhf?%m%m LIS | N e e e
AN [ ‘[ U &) B gy 2 g Yo 18 o2 5 The Securities and Futures Commission v The

86 Pl 2& 21 ¥ "The Effect of De Lasala in Hong Kong" (1986) 28 Malaya Law Review 50 »57 58 T[ji #[1 =i & Tai

Hing v 2P “ gl 58 fy ﬁ#k’@\ﬁ‘ FEH P o AR BE RS BT Fjpﬁwi‘ﬁ%
AL o A e 2 phe > H A =AY B%mf:#i’fﬁé’ e EIJ?I'EF'W;UH&'*_JLFKI O i Ze oep ST E 2V )
P 2 6 > JEN] P Tai Hing % 2 ¢ B De Lasala % [0 2] )¢ o “De Lasala %' % ¢ ’FIELJW" = 0

T
L@

i F%F#F[iﬁﬂi I‘DL"EJHJ(%H p’i*j‘f,i% T PVRU o (E Tai Hing ) % #j, S ”(;&{ﬁ
= R3S f'l el NS R E

8 [1974] HKLR 196, at 213.

88 T~ B3 X7 ChanKai-lapvR% (L™ T ) @‘ s "Pak Pais and Precedent” ([1971] 1 HKLJ 80) 4T i&
T [EE A F?EE“WE??IE'*?%F 1y Fﬁi”ﬂ‘%‘”ﬂ&i“ AR
ENAE o BN AV R T 7‘,? B [ il o - ﬁu °

8° S £L3 T [1988] 2 HKLY 252 fi 2] );1 IR vja)a I 3¢ [1988] 2 HKLR 146 - {E1 H] 38 %) 41 =4t
=

%0 rj: AG v Tsui Kwok-leung %" ( [1991] 1 HKLR 40 » L 46-7) » b3 i = RUAT - [l 4 — e Lt f ] L

SO A B H B B ST fﬁfﬁ f T N RE S I T0 B B
HFJEJ’LIJ Jx IC IR =8 o (PR R }'IJF“?%H (T N N = L B RV =2 N S
*Yi[*f EatonBakervRéL ([1975] AC774) fY ] -

o W RLEE rJ[ De Lasala v De Lasala %' ( [1980]1 AC 546 ) #! Tai Hing%' ( PL =¥ ) o % Her Majesty's AG
in and for the UK v South China Morning Post Ltd & Others ([1987] HKLY 495) % » Fix Hi P iss "EJ [~ f’g[ s
TR AT R TR B B ROE A PO R Y- R TR TR

22 [1993] 2 HKC 148, at 156.

93 [1980] AC 546,at 558 « pL 3 o

o UV o BT SST i

93 . Chan Kai-lap v The Queen %" ( [1969] HKLR 463) » 3% 3 = f11 260 5 i A5 = b3 3 i o 2 0
ﬂ@%ﬁf%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁff%Wﬂmﬁﬁ°ﬂ*ﬁ#@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ<%@ﬁ@@ﬂi
iyl ) 2y 3 K pvag et ((1972) HKLJ 115 > pL 120) - f§f 7~ "Application of English Law (Amendment)
Ordinance (No 58 0f1997)"’ S Z I DB S vl = Ol B B G e 3 A Al RS [R50

AR R (i L wFlEﬁﬁw*?%ﬁJF%if?FW'ﬂﬂm
IE ? e (B 2P =1 A P of 2] POR A Ep [*'F" AR T B HPLY 2k
NN
%6 I3 In re an application by Chun Yuet-bun for judicial review 3%’ ( [1988] 1 HKLR 336) - %5 ﬁj 0 ( Sears
V) HLZE I W U U R 0 0 2 (IURL S AR e 5 BT B i R A [ 2
g& B9y I—k °

176



Stock Exchange of Hong Kong %' > 7 F {1 [& 3k P i 2] W f1 EFP[ SHENENE ﬁ‘[ = Py A
amﬁfmwﬂaﬁﬁw%ﬁ’M@m%ﬁ:wwﬂ%@oﬁﬁgwﬁﬁ
F O W ?ﬁ B F‘ =R ﬁ[’?iﬁﬁﬂﬂ[ BlCROB T R (3T 88 i)
Ly 7\ £ 1H Lllj [f' F[fj QU.L fPL °

10,44 PRV EGGFRL B MY OTGHE 0 1T E R R

E{T Hong Kong Racing Plgeon Association Limited v Attorney General and Anor % » °° 7 i

BRI T A RO A BT B (0
| 12 +H f

Ty 'ﬁF, + Ngan Chor Ying v Year Trend Development Ltd % °° }‘L’] e fi R e - O IFil
meWﬁ°
10.45 SRl iiﬁd;1%7E*VEEFWP£H*M$FVLM%
ﬁ%%%ﬁiwwﬂ%w e g ’ajfwﬁ%¢1W7gpﬁ
i—fl o BT Y PR P E T O AL e JIETT[FIJE ENN TN PN Ui Bt i RS
%Fi‘?ﬁ%ﬂﬁ ”"i‘#ﬁ 1o Tﬂﬁ&f (R A3 ) o7 " X ALE F,?%F’FL Y E W
,mﬁ ’*V}ﬁgJo¢IF<FU¢'~wﬂaﬂﬁ ik U N = R At
Fﬁﬁi LR~ RN DA VN S AL B
f 2 e e =g (ELAR ) BT A P X

._L

\\\\Lk s _""k

N/ —

l*'ﬂF iﬁjiiﬁpp'ﬁ%[/ i i
’F%ﬁvwﬁ%ﬁwiﬁf'ﬂﬁﬁﬁwmﬂmo

10.46 Bl zE 2B = F ] - By Al fl =Ry e e e ST IR B B
ISR (/e WE N S S N fJHq Js o 104 T oo Frif "J[l £ N FIR AN F TR R [F'[J
A B R ﬁm%#p’%uﬁwﬁﬁ% I A U i S R |
B plrEERNE HCE S g A **%ﬁvwi%%ﬁ”#ﬁm“éuwﬁ
I A LSRN TR S S
W’M%ﬂ@iﬂ&1%7 Yo S RS o R R P 1997
F f ] rﬁ B~k EJ HHL o

It 9 %ﬁipwm = b

A= ESR

<=

W&‘

HIL =

7 [1992] 1 HKLR 135, at 142, 144.

%8 [1995] 2 HKC 201.

99 [1995] 1 HKC 605, at 610 o pL - -

1001992 F 3 K| 7 IR Y UK MR il At o3 e £ o

o1 Bl 2 21 7 "The Reception of English Law in Hong Kong" (1988) 18 HKLJ 183, 188 * O R EET -
ﬁ”f}"’ﬁ L FIT#JT o T ERIEY 1y oY 88 i P JLJ?' W e E}MFEI ic
Py i The Securities and Futures Commission v The Stock Exchange of Hong Kong Ltd %' ( 1} %[5 {f] -1
145 T}I ) ”T[ﬁj 4 M RUTE Statutory Interpretation — v 5Y 257 T}I fes S %'I s A “YE kA F'?ﬁ‘[] 4—{[‘/ N
WFVV#H(iiﬂW%)me%ﬁﬁméﬁﬁo”

1o CRLA ) 2y m X4l b REEE é#ﬁf}iﬁlf W ~JI’%\?"’

O CRAMP) i W B R D ot g
o P T gl 2 '1?1 [Fil =4 F f'/”“ l*‘ﬂ*’ﬂ[/*,imiipufa ‘

RN AIT Y s s AR T L[g

05 YRFT bR B 2B TEY 3 o i Y

177



10.47 by~ 4t @ﬂﬁﬁ ji[i;igf‘g\lﬁmjﬂ EAIRE: F[;F‘[/ fiY 3 éi:;ﬁﬁ e
i & El@ﬁiffl 4% o Barker v The Queen % *°° L7 J - F|| ™ THJ ‘L{j 9t ﬁtﬁfwﬁﬂ
U TV FH Ry - FE R g R A ﬂﬁ[ IR ﬁ z E[g?ﬁ:', LA ?F[H'; :

KL P RN F T AL 51 ] it

BT R E AR R 2 2 W%pTﬂﬁ“*¢w

STIEEED A (S —Lna s {EES A gwj( i @gu B R RLHp e
10.48  [[1jh A AIEE A0 AN BB B LT A8 PRI N TR U A
HO R 0 T R 9 T b AR B S - T AR ) AL YE
T PRt SR AP M R T T A 2 P R Yk
R B AL

10.49 (U Fﬁ?ﬁigﬁ ﬁ%i?\,ipﬂ = B A Y *F[H;k LE?‘]E,’-%’E/ E[fjk['—fj}‘gfl 95—~
SR U RNCECUES AR R —%ﬁ%ﬁmmwwﬁ¢u#ﬂ iy [
e o P e ﬁ R O N AR R I B U NN 2 N E i St
Uk dx A ;B fi i o 109

10.50  fFeE sk o AT AT G FIhAR > v B I gL
Tl VR P E S S A I R SRR A
O B L R W Wﬁ?ﬂiﬁ%om—¢%
FORL T X BTRY o Bt P AR B B E RO A2 I EJ?Z IR Y
B A PR X (R IR o Tl SIS
HHW?%@’W%ﬁ%%%WHTﬁ%ﬁﬂwiﬂw—ﬁn°

X 2N

1051 i FREE S T B e R
i I Y B *éz,*ﬁl? F[in Ci RN I Z i E i (=] i& - ' 7%  The Home
Restaurant Ltd v AG %~ > *? ﬁj e TR = SV o 3] <<H[§[\’§}iﬁ i) o
ECPCRL R P~ EDBRE P OADOBR o Y O ?ﬂ S SN - Fr’srj\ [0 ll*
RENVATTE S A N R (R (A F\'? TR R YR I

106 11983] 57 ALJR 426.

1o "Beyond Pepper v Hart: The Legislative Reform of Statutory Interpretation in Singapore", 15 Stat LR 69, 92 (1994).

108 fr (A B RLE T Ajkjﬁijjgi@uc

109 5 5T 9.78-79 EEAIHT 11.71-72 E o

110 2% 8T 11 ﬁ’l A EAVE Y .

1L See "Notes of Cases, Joint Declaration" (1987) HKLJ 247, at 248 - 1§ ¥ ﬁ[ PUiEH (i g ') AG of
Canada v AG of Ontario 3’ ([1937] AC 326) [&™ %' f] - iF 1%5 % Yin Xiang Jiang & Otherv v Director of
Immigration % ( [1994] HKLD G3) $ £ » * «5}1 ’3?7 <R l‘ﬁ (X = [EE A4 mE )
PR A0 AR 51 R S R R )
F IS A 4R YIS T R f‘?ﬁ’?} H\'

112 11987] HKLR 237.

13 N W R Py T Li Jin-fei and Others v Director of Immigration %’ ([1993] HKLR 256 PL264-5) 6% » “ =1
ECIPE ST *ﬁ‘j‘i G e f R RS SRy gk Ry~ ?f 73 flj TIPT R R W F[I%’i ENIRN
Pl Blackburnv AG % ([1971]1 WLR 1037) -

178



TR Y S ) o R R R R e R e N H AR
[l [ s 3 F\/iyjizj 'J[J[I, = i;ﬁfé&,* EI“"‘ B EE .

10,52 BT BT TR B [ £ POIRF Y WY T
(D) ()& HLt » T2
“ rereen ok _ij B - O g e H - WD e R
TR K S PR Y s
TE R R R R e
10.53 [CaE fif 200 g B AT T g X B R B 1) ()X B
S A R S S L I A
(o R g R e R EPEG AT (1) R - S
(2)™ v B Pl [ W 2 PR Y BRI > R RIS 2 R - R s
iy S04 EE AP R SR U R R (3) R

¢

+ El *I/FA {F[J BN h
A2 [:EIE‘J‘i_

|

.[

bt

el P U AR S R A R T e = N1 R A e R
@T‘Wwwo G & SR U o CRUETE RIS s B
P S B R BT 1(1) () K FIEY 2(b) & TR BRI B RLE T

10.54 iwﬁﬂiﬁ2wiﬂ$’“Tﬁﬂ@fﬁﬁﬁﬁWFV%W%
RET A 5 R H R KA T o BT T2
L1 [_J T fil R e rﬁu TRy Y R [JT’EEE o Ellerman Lines
v Murray 1% Rt & TN e g [ 7 IR EEE R 2k T B [ P
FEN LI - (EES X SV ) N ) F J&_Iﬁ:

10.55 i % ﬁ%é‘"\’@*" , Eﬁ’ﬁ?‘i MUK SR AL Y T R A
PEOF= 0 o 3 P o > 3 08 B A PR B IF“F(B*H\ Efi*xqi’r‘f‘ = U I
%j(;E'ijﬁfig\’f’lfji‘JEJEJ\%ﬂ/o FEE g for - éﬁ?m‘ﬁaﬁ*? T EH T
|j; FRIEYEE A DY 1() ()X T WFUQ&Q’TFUJ'—'”W* 7] o 2

1 Salomon v Commissioners of Customs and Excise [1967]2 QB 116 « b} " £ B 53 2.54 FE A1 H ™ ¥ -

115 "The Interpretation of Statutes" (Law Com No 21) (Scot Law Com No 11) (1969).

s "The Preparation ofLegislation" (1975) at paragraph 19.16 - £ %] 57 7 ﬁ’[ °

117 Tjgxptﬁli > 7 3»“11/ ﬁlp’rﬁﬁgglﬁgvzﬁggjggg ﬁﬁ;jgju%Elfjgjggrzjﬁﬁ%:@
GRLImE

SOV ATl o BY 1922 F o B Ok By AL T R FEEE AP B R X2y e

119 L[l?_P& 3d > 5‘;75%

120 L [ 1& [f‘ o S EFY T Salomon v Commissioners of Customs and Excise %' ([1962] 2 QB 116 » L
143) EJ?iL Piffuﬁ”iﬁ‘/@ e
121 [1931] AC 126 - —;ﬁx AT 2.54 B R E DR PvRE TS -

122 37 19.39 F& o
179



10.56 (g X 2k 2 2v) BV 31 AN 32 K SN AT AR K A N 2y
(RN et =S I BTG U A O ma ST e A R L e

Rl

e E TR O R R B S
! "E N oY > = AR o 12
5 Fi A

S RRRRFRCEVE o L IR ) R PR 2
BRI

(P = a3 m Naha X viry B X vE X
&

—
(&) — U] i EE g 2T 2
R SEN AT ISR A IOUSI S TR A U

il

= 3

=B BN - R ) E
(F1 =i g = F[F’?J SO S DU A5 T ViﬁE'JLV
RN ORI
(%) ﬂﬁfﬁ i K é@iﬁ I Eq’m ﬂtﬁ S (NSN3 = A
[ERUN SN TR
D AT diE B E VR B L
P~ [Tﬂé%’ﬁj'“ PEPEE ERCE o X2 R i BT E ﬁ’ﬂzsﬁik

o,

A\

10.57 Qe g X 2ok 2 2v) 9y 32 X 4k

COEEE M AT A - XATHE Y 8 R WO ST S A

- R B

COI S AFIER N CFALT S

(&) FIRENYPHEBF T ARM > vy Ep . o
7 A VR R Wﬁ[‘JW%éi@%éwmrﬁ
W e

10.58  PWAFH PV F] X 2 Hﬁﬁ*ﬂ*ﬂﬁ@%l B R

ﬁ>
igu

57 15AA FI 15AB X RLN Yo o0 & (z = gy X vk P 20) 57 31 & A1 32

?*@ SN F T BT ISAA I ISAB X 5T SR S pL o R A

123

124

ﬁﬁ*ﬁj1%1“ﬂiﬁ\wOM%wﬁﬂwﬂiﬁ’ﬁﬂ”jﬁ%’ﬁijwiw
1 {U_ o H ENIES| [Eﬁ LR T 2T ?‘sﬁ ESENE S U] & PR o PL Fothergill v Monarch Airlines
% ([1980] 3 WLR 209) -

B (VSRR OB 1) 5108 ARG R kR g b
Pl 7 PR Y 5T R o i d ] Igld lF‘ R R /[ o AP R I e
FoErp AL Y] ?’, N F'Jﬁf érl g bfb WY FpyEY

180



ERIVARETY S PR o HE 5T ISABQ)(d) £ HLE o T H G ALY 0
ENE T RN A (P Uy R LRSI

10.59  FRUL R RIS H] Y AR Y e [ R A A 3 S R
Y BRI D - R 2 ]
ﬁﬁ‘Wﬂmﬁ%ﬁ*T@HWﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂwﬂﬂﬁ#iwfﬁ,mw
%Ef“ﬁ(f)?\ SR V=S S AT = TR g = *Fiqﬂjﬁ 7”
I R I AN e rj fi |ﬁ57+ R SRR RO R

10.60 Wﬁ@ﬁﬁ&+F'WW“E%”wﬁﬂM%TP¢%ﬁ¢@%
fii 7 EH 1YY 1939 BRI S g Y 0 e R (e WA
SRS F T ST 15AB(2)(d) & T F”T?@LI'EJ o o L o 12

1061 Fr¥ (FEEV ORI (L) 5 10B XL X
IV AR R BRI KR B
%ﬁWﬁﬁmﬁ4ﬁiﬁww¢au%%wog%uﬁﬁgﬁﬁwﬁﬁw
R R R I R = R R = S A B SV SR SR LR A= F"U'Fﬁ N
Bl FORRREE AR Y BT R B R oY
iy Fl Y {3 I RL T MR -

S S RV A
ISl il ”AB(”(g)*ﬁ'{’ TR R R A I E

P eal g by g ﬂwm,
2 ) (9J3413ﬂ)lﬁ"li' R i e Rl S R

128 3T 19.39 B o «KV?/FI?\'J:&JF—‘@?IIOSSE
2 Jﬁll91F§rfr;;:&ﬁng_$ i
130 [1996] 3 HKC 606.

181



5T 11 F pISAIE LY

9 7
11.1 Sl S U I e S s R e A e L J TP
P B R AL 0 T MR A Y o BT 1 A2
BI R A ot %%& TP R S EJ’#HJ’% o

AR REREN R N R IRV SR IR VeSS P c A S R C R TR

5Uﬁ__m$ﬁﬁﬁimy"ﬂHW@ﬁ@%
B LAY e

11.2 /ﬁg’/ %//757;%1* B A e S A I Q= e Em S = gﬁr Ejjﬁﬂa[ " F\[ 1@'}%’ gﬁ E[fj
e gy py P (BREHis) » fFd I*HZ/DEE“H'H%&%*%&?F“
E'ﬁﬁ*—[ Tt ﬁ?'/”f/},ﬁiﬂ’rﬁmpui}lﬂgm%F Elﬁﬁiﬁxr’?s | o 3l
S 10 I T PO B (e PR R o SRR R AR R % )
F‘EJ DR | R o R I R Y D B

LTI 4 L 5T T

11.3 2 S N o M (2 tﬂ“{ o E @\‘/F‘?YD' ~ U Y
F B IRRE A AOR 2 R 2 BV TR A TBF[
o7 N EORE T O T A EDMORI Y SR P R AIORL Ny B AV R R
iy kLW ) SOAOR P I [F(BJIEI“ A e g koo Tj v
< ?L\F”ﬁ?f v Rf ST R AL 'IJ’@‘JT il 53 BT FL[I' A e G ?i E
ﬁjjﬁ‘"&%@ﬁ'l LA BT 1(1)X o ”Jr RSN N R Vi I Ff % cpyﬁ
BT 2y 1(1)(a)= (e) X U TR - ° P‘i“ Py (R IS RLE OB Y oy B AL E
FETHY (B2 i) o0 B FEFE P ir”"’f EW Y R
FERL - AR BY — Jo3 it N P ST T e ¢ T P Iy B RLEE
B R R E RS R T BOATEOC 1901 o G R B 9 ) 5T 1SAB(1)(a)
# ?‘[”‘/’I”‘“ﬁgji—_’?@vﬁlj U A e ﬁﬂ COPTBL Gy E M X F 0

s
-
Z

! PL =3 37 6.10-6.38 F& o

2 NN ?/7/772;1 [0 A Py Hfer ([1992]3 WLR 1032 2 1 1033) -

3 "The Interpretation ofStatutes (Law Com No 21) (Scot Law Com No 11) 1969 - 2 %] =¥ 57 7.2-7.18 F&fy
Y atae .

‘ g ﬂ*‘ﬁ;{v[ R A ;sw . m%? gy drE S ST B R pu P (R ] &
PO T8 ) AL IR R SR Y R R 2 Y P Y 7T

’ ST IHIRL X B ] A B 1(2)f'(3)7%

6 PL = 37 6.94-6.105 B o

7 P¢F¢@FIE§T750}§EJ1/‘ﬁQ

£ DRSS (CER TN VR R

9

pPL =3 57 8.75 B o
182



JHASET 5 G 3Y

L4 GRS # 0 R B YRR W A
BN N py R o ?JCI;?TE,I psf ?ﬁ’ e F) PR R E 3 A FF%TFULEI
ﬁ”ﬁﬁﬂ”0“Wﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁW%ﬁﬁﬁﬁng&ﬁ&WHﬁﬁi
o &~y Fﬁ*ﬁ] Chief Adjudication Officer v Foster %** #! Botross v London Borough of
Fulham % 8 Fp 2 5 o B sy s 2 g ] (ST R F‘@ P e M e E A
4%?ﬂ&]%%ﬁvﬂﬂﬂbﬁhﬂi“$wﬁ’ CpE - 2 ﬂ%dVWUﬁﬂif
K@y e &~ A ey ... I iR R SR g ARV TE M PR o 7 At
BB SRR X P B B R TS R S 4

11.5 S e L R B R R I I R 3 RS U e S DI
[r W RLEEEOA 2 B T R E S BT SRl AR BT R
SRR R AT D R I P i
RLECE R A o =T H PR ORR] P E Y L e e g R
IR AN P OES H%WHH?WWOw‘flﬂﬂ’ﬂ
P A T TR R ABE TRY E R BT A R RS TR

Ao T T RLP PTG S F ]S R R e AL
W RUP o B I3k B 7 Doncaster Borough Council v Secretary of State for the Environment

o FHE R IE A S AR -

1.6 %ﬁm%Ji%MﬁH/WﬁWiﬁﬂTﬁﬁ@BﬁM°%mm
B CfBiEp P fﬁ$¢ﬁ3f$$ﬁﬁ’wbﬁ@%ﬂhﬁi ElE I
e E SN R Ny T ﬁiﬂ@“<%%ﬁ
m>l%#ﬁpU%*ﬁbwﬁv’”mﬁﬁﬂ%%ﬁiﬁ*ﬂ‘im%
L <%%|7}VFIE >> o 20

11.7 =T A F}ﬁf“:i& AT R Ry S R F} RESNE RN U]
o) A e o &~ Jy H] [J] kL Churchill Falls (Labrador) Corp v Newfoundland (Attorney
General)¥ = * HF B LW 1) S G- HEW 4 M7 T F % T

3

E[\j o

_'_'l

=

RS

—

-
—
y

Y

&

\V\

4

10 PL ¥ 37 6.44-6.63 F& -

1 i F1 5 /rﬂ,ﬁf:;t B 2Py el ([1992] 3 WLR 1032 1 1033) -

12 [1993]2 WLR 1.

13 (1995) 16 Cr App R (S) 622.

14 [1995] 3 WLR 631, at 645.

' P PLEY 7.2-7.19 B -

16 See Re Bolton: Ex p Beane [1987] 162 CLR 514.

Vo BARE ] (1901 F kR B ) 5T ISABQ)(DAI ()X o T RS FIT ORI Y 8
WPt .

18 66P&C.R.61 > ¥ 57 6.77 By * £ if =4 o

Y PL - 57 2.41-47 & o

20 Matheson PFC Limited v Jansen [1994] HKLD G56.

2 (1984) 8 DLR (4th) 1, at 18-20 = £ < 1. =~ (i fif 4 3 2 ] - ﬁflgl J7 7.80 B VAL R o

183



11.8

‘%’fﬂﬁ@« WﬁpTﬁ?ﬁ%W??%ﬁi?*W@M
OO 5 £ %HLW¢@~%ﬁﬁﬁfjf ENCE S NN E
;/?,1}/;7;*? E ?31,ﬁ'l#@%&Fu@iﬁjpf%fi[*p;ﬂ GRIRTE =
TR E 2SR AD PO DRI B
[T ) - LAk B RS S PR TR e - F e

11.9 i /Wi"/"’?,l}?ﬁii‘ﬁ s S H L ﬁ[J =z IF}}[;‘ F"J?i:':’/'; fcle[ R
(AT IR R RS SN R (R N IR BN
fo ) g e 53/'\555-fFI‘Jf’l"ig'i?&?Jﬂ&ij <<7FK|?§‘ i) ﬁ“ﬂ‘fa G
frd ol i RL 2 o 8 S R XFIE KT [ R AR RSN R A
FIRAFE B P - OR[N R A R A I
BeRUB BRG] SR s 8 S R X ﬁﬂgr,i%: e ’Fj s
[H[rr 'l 5 [y tl[lﬁfa%pJF o AT N R A R SR Y
Bl U FE B .

1110 ol » B XBIE RS (A (IS i ad W H R Xy
SRR A 'L‘JIL N [fF ||afju»%#_¢L o R B P T Re
Chung Tu Quan & Ors % > [P T’ j‘ 7 ?t‘ ]E[WFJQ’BE] o T TR R P
LvCi%”ﬁfﬂwﬁHV—’£JW—ﬁznﬁhm~43ﬂﬁaw g
=T ﬁ.'lj/% £ FWT@?’[ o H 'F"Ifg'ﬂ" | FES T f]'l [ERa NN F”%?ﬂ[
1’9t > Real Estate Developers v Town Planning Board % *7 &7 fid.% 1 ﬁﬁ[ oo Ek S
[ Ay B 2 o AP B F“?Ebbﬁ EIJ RSBl A T TR Ty
[,F El - oAy E—J‘ l"::LLI'[EJ °

SR P i B R Y
11.11 El/ﬁi"/ﬂ?‘/}/f—?;ﬁl s YE k€
Fl

__"!-E‘r—v—v

& ‘4>
X

NG
b

2

: HMEWwamié*gfwmﬁw
g @ i itfﬁ/ TRl i/ [ E R IR =N ER=IR T ST TR
?fﬁlf,&» Iﬁgl'ﬁww#ﬁ;ﬁ@ F ztiﬂz/wjpuﬁ‘ﬂj e 2

11.12 ?“{F”,E[ ISAG 3¢.$:§f é‘*}ﬂfﬁ/“jjﬂ?ﬂguid/f'lﬁji/Ul
ANV W) A e L [*‘UFF“”NFTHEJIEU“ o 20 RN AT BN Y]

;\’l‘ —v—vT‘ T‘i“}

2 LU RLET A PO ] (1901 B FEY ) 5T ISAB(2) ()R UL X R WA T
1? F[ Y RIS 2 ,cl xrrﬂj;‘xﬁj 7H o

Tunkel, "Research after Pepper v Hart", Gazette, 90/18, 12 May 1993 and "Pepper v Hart and Parliamentary
Standing Committee Debates", The Law Librarian, vol. 24, no. 3, September 1993, 141 » pL -3 ﬁF’] FI5Y 9.82
}g E DEISEUOEE

2 Pl 35T 9.58 F& -

2 [1995] 1 HKC 566, at 574.

26 Unrep, 1993 MP No. 4167, 9 May 1994, High Court.

21 (1996) 6 HKPLR 179.

28 P‘ij’?ﬁ6$’| .

2 Black-Clawson Ltd v Papierwerke AG [1975] AC 591 - PL < 37 2.20-2.40 F& -

30 PR XY A ﬁ}}ﬁfliﬂflg Appendix A o PL3Y 7.17 B o

184

23



B IO K R LT S A AR O T REAL Y
USRI 2 R

7 B
PLA3 et i 50 g 9f I*F”I‘fﬁﬁ*ﬁh‘ » H P‘jmﬂ“ﬁiﬁfﬂj Ky
?"?&?ﬁiﬂuff Pl e ol o HEBET “[I'ﬁiﬁ‘”ﬁ‘ﬁ I ﬁ £08

T R PL AL o TP R T g g %%t ﬁﬂ &y = g{ 5 R R
T TSR R RO R [0R R ﬁ"\—ﬁ(é JI- S A RURL - B o oo
%@ﬁiwwﬂ% BRSBTS ¢ oy
Plaf oy 5 Ay ST [*ﬁ%'ﬁjﬁ@% STFFOR] B Y s o S R ET

11.14 ﬁ‘fﬁﬁ'% RERREANT ST SR ARE & ENi ?ﬁB[f* ﬁﬁi‘\‘JEg [ighes El/ﬁ[
Tﬁ koo = "f&?* e 2 7\ P"”J B L AT T AR R E S Y ﬁ* Bl RL & E ) =
AR RN (P W'JF’F#WE#J]) ’['JP%JE@E[”% iEf ’?‘F”#ﬂ’ﬁj E]
APy o o gk =R B 'ﬁfﬁéa T ff K# & i Ffl I Sﬁfg
CIRN R A e e NN RR TR L - BCEN N i S = A R
i8] ;rJ‘H{s[ ﬂﬁ Elﬂ?\[ F' P B ﬁ'J r"[']% f| s o 3

11.15 WA F TR B R - X R FA[ = F}“F'J HLEv o ) E T A
By iE#F{ » Levi Strauss & Co v Kimbyr Investment Ltd % *° {1 jL— ] o i & A
1E % 71 Harel v Deputy Minister of Revenue of Quebec %' *© ~1 §§ & i~ i’f - TH FTFI
Ao Rl B AU frﬁ 2% [N Wicks v Firth %4 > 18 v HL5h J A P Ay S
i

1R [ 4 2 Y= T —

FE 919 I 25 < i

R - SN e P USRS SER IR N L U TS
R W RS e R I R R RN A R BT =
BT EOBR o IR S X T S OB £ R A R
FUZ 5 f o SRR o @ - R B AR WO ROR A3k 1]

-— =

3 IR P U T (

32 PL R v Foreign Secretary, ex p Rees-Mogg % o L % [ b5 f} =lp ™ e i - Hy ?J o ﬁﬁ LR
[ 2F ’fﬂ//?i pL =3 37 6.72 & -

33 Wells vPolzce[1987]2NZLR 560 0 pL =¥ 7.57 E& o

34 PL - 57 9.63 F& -

» /?“rﬁg DALY BY 15T i e

36 L2 By 6 -

37 Alcan v Commissioner of Inland Revenue [1993] 3 NZLR 495 - L =< B} 7.61-7.62 F& -

* PLEY 9.63 F& o

39 [1994] 1 NZLR 332 o pL =¥ 37 7.65 F4

40 (1977) 80 DLR (3rd) 556 = PL < 37 7.84 F& o

" [1983]12 AC214 o % il — FE 2, % fF o PL FI 37 2.46 & o

2 L it 27 *rﬂ,#:i i 2 Py dEer ([1992] 3 WLR 1032 - [j 1033) = 2 %/ 5% 6 i -

= P¢F?1/54I61126114F§

185



S AN SRl AR R R i RUNTE R g UE S U S
;ra{ Py 2 oAt 3=F4,ITFU—L HAERN - XX .

tE/
7/ El

11.17 %ﬁzgmr#@*ﬁAwmptmtwﬁdﬁﬂ“ﬁ@ SN
LR HO PR ﬁ%%*w%%¢W°“ﬁu ENE RN
S AR A F)}ﬁ ?JF 55 El WJ i e Dl“ Fl TF ?‘yﬁiﬁ\ ﬁiﬁ‘:[’[ﬁfj 55 Bl oo =
@wrﬁ%@ﬂ&*wp$ﬁ ﬁ%%ﬁﬁiw*@k*mfv<ﬁf‘
g0y It pJ | I 2D R R Ar g F SRR U Hjjgjﬂ‘J% B RS ST BB (R
%VJH»FUﬁE@EWQOcﬂﬁﬁfﬁﬁipgiﬁ“WTw O
TR e BN AIT A (1901 & gk RN 3R 4 ) BT 1SAB(3) & I F T,
AR Il TEP 2 IR R 9 2 AT R p 0T B e

R 2 & ( per incuriam decisions )

11.18 [P g Pp s = g s ) SR 1R Sk e g R R

BT B2 R X RIT 2R 3R I 1R B

el ”JIL*TF*T ? ’ﬁffi'ﬁl [LE= A é[ifjj}JFﬁL[' OO T ER A T HE (B A E

%>L?WFW“W$“ﬁ@@%?ﬁ$WWWkE%Ww@Wﬂ%M%Wﬂ&
S A R R e o

11.19 ST AN Y 2 g HL ) A R P 0 B Pl R S R BU T Morelle v

Wakeling % °° "EJ Mk IEEE R

e Wi o SR O R T LR T D A £

*?W@W&T%ﬁ?iﬁ%aﬁwwmimmﬁw*@m

pu > F 5 Lkem fFU ...... sﬁ 55 e FE I ~gJ %;ﬁpg Bl o " o
1120 %ﬁ?“@m%’&W%T%%%&ﬁﬂwﬁmwm@wmﬂm
M T R SRR 2P S AR S A A B A
mﬁ%g*m&Wﬁﬂﬁﬁ<ﬁ*”mi>W%%w*ﬂP7%&wﬂh
E3
11.21 A i*ﬂ{;\ﬁﬂv*ﬁ
Fo AL ey 2ty A R

—

5 o FARYE #=53 Crown Suppliers v Dawkins
£ 1Y Hy ¢ ) e National Rivers Authority (Southern

44 PL 3 57 7.8 & -

e PLEY B ] A BT 1(2) X -

X XYY IR

o "Parliamentary Materials and Statutory Construction: Aspects of the Practical Application of Pepper v Hart", 14 Stat
LR 46, 50 (1993).

48 ﬂl\ﬁJEE‘zé’l%L[é‘J%‘(;{,ﬁi’ﬁ%[@f’ﬁﬁ_rj EVRY S E N T Py A e H - T R B RL Sheppard v
Commissioners of Inland Revenue (No. 2)%’ ([1993] STC 240 ) e

49 Zander, The Law Making Process (4th edition 1994) 155.

>0 [1955]2 QB 379.

o 53 406 [ji -

22 [1993] ICR 517 = PL 57 6.80 F& -

186



Region) v Alfred McAlpine Homes East Limited % > 4 & 2K [ pv & o % Sheppard v
Commissioners of Inland Revenue (No. 2)%" » ** £ [ I') %' f[1 =1 i& fﬁ ol T i E T /}’7‘ ?-'f %
YHTE A FTE R B ge R d] (B2 Hise) o % re Arrows (No. 4) Inre
Bishopsgate Investment Management Ltd and anor 4§ > RN B AR T -

EIJ" A"J%E“FIJE?S’%?I{J _\ﬁ*l  H %5:#’71"%[ R B;(ay\—jiHI_uwu F_‘F)}
B o cm\;wwmwmhyi T BREB L NIE AT 1952 F fy 1936
EWﬁﬁ@¢~iT%m§%ﬂ%H’M%uﬁ%(mmwvw@wgwﬂ
PR ) ARV R R R B D N ] 1936 F [0 R RG2S A B Rk
HlEC .

11.22 o ﬁ%“ﬁﬂ< P ) gl gy R RCERAS B R A
1 A < A W 1 I & Sunderland Polytechnic v Evans %" > °¢ & [ 7 F[ ) i 0 T
T ﬁ.J@:gIF Ffe F gy P A - Ijjﬁfk[l\# FE] F[ ) 5;\{7 Sy :Lﬁfjgggh[”;{ o
+ Kwan Kong Co Ltd v Town Planning Board % > = I Elﬁ BmpaE o it
Yoo (1959 Fog st () XF) VEVpVAIEE A G X PR R e E s F‘WFJ?
= E AP Py ?FFJ[ ) F[JV R rJIFJ 53k % T Singway Co Ltd v Attorney
General 9 2 1L o Sinway F [0 PyRf Fp 02 Y puas R G 2 g0k A
BopTE
1123 g oh wem AR BT T 9 n AR SR T %#ﬁﬁﬁ
WWFﬁiTW%w@@Oﬂﬁa’“ﬁlMBimﬁm ﬁiﬁﬂ@%
IR e i S W G A G R A g Sl (TR =i A U L*B{V’J‘RVBoltonexp
MWiQWﬂ&%“%mm’@ﬂ&%ﬁ“iﬁﬂ R R 2R 16
Bl AR E A PR R ko7 SR R - 2
A

‘ORI 1984 ﬂ{gu [ 37 15AB X ) U X ¥ 7 f£17 %

N R L SN e R R R T ] S AR e

SPRES RRE AT OR] S A i ] R E Rl AR R W ) Py BT

E[%j ¥ Jr oo 7

>3 LEXIS, QBD, 26 January 1994 « L 57 6.96 F& -

24 [1993] STC 240 (ChD) - L 37 6.12 F& o

%3 [1993] 3 WLR 513, at 539-540 - PL 57 6.82 F& o

>6 [1995] STC 143 - See Lintott and Bennett, The New Gazette, February 1995, 46-7, and Lintott, The New Gazette,
May 1995,38-9 L 57 6.84 F& o

>7 [1948] 1 All ER 948.

28 [1993] ICR 392 - PL Y 6.81 F& o

39 (1995) 5 HKPLR 261.

&0 [1974] HKLR 275.

oL "The Australian Approach", Preliminary Paper No 8, New Zealand Law Commission "Legislation and its
Interpretation" (1988), at 153.

62 (1987) 70 ALR 225.

63 5y 238 [ji -

187



1124 WAL SFEH- A [REE SRR DGR AR
B L RE (AT TR SR AP (BB 2 s 6 3
PR

1125 A b=p B R G H A B E W K R AR 6 I H

(e o5 fros £ - EfEH] .

PHFIR PG RFK T O O BEHR

1 5o A
11.26 b N 1) v A <<[\$“EJH>%>>ﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁgmy? RN
(B = g PR BTl R ) T R T TR 2 Ry

fﬁ,ﬁép%°”“¢uWﬁW%%%#imw&j@T%ﬁ@§¢@
CERL P HIEY A H NPT R ] i e
p EJ(% i) 3= %5‘?1/ E R A

11.27 J;z;%[Je’[J]%LI',‘;1 g Fﬁﬁ&iﬁiiﬁ]?} VR A £ Ay 50 T RL 5
R G ﬁ‘%fuﬁl [y AT S Y A 0 BT AR A R e 2 %0 B
fwwwém =R *MWM%?R%;F1$W%rWﬂUWﬁ’
ﬂm%ﬁ%ﬂw“jﬁ,#wﬁﬂﬁ* 7o E e
11.28 FSH AR G R (B S s ) S - Wl b pu R
W“ﬁﬁfﬂﬂﬁ%ﬁéﬁm @VW§ﬁwa iR AL B fE 2
“LJ%#WﬁbﬁﬂiWEﬂﬁ@*wﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁ*‘kWJﬁ% R ERUREN I
S T N i = L vl I T R [ Wﬁ[ﬁ%&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ
Sl T T BERRUR P REEEROE DAL R E A g S AL
M-
11.29 w“%”ﬁQ’ﬁﬁ?—ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁmNﬁ%W“ﬂﬁﬁpp
TP CREPR R ) N T R PR T IR R ) o RLA

fﬂo SRR RN R Ta

TR CRERE ) AR DR R R T Y 3

Do i e S ik Y g RL ﬂjﬂjgﬂﬁ 3‘7 N AR

20 IR o Elfi_f/['%'xﬁkﬁu“ A ffl gl X yF{ RN

s ts 7? i =t Pl g PRy Ry gLl 2

11.30 Py — | Ji kL ?/}/72’7:% £ F[ & gk JHopy ~ ﬁﬁﬁ; RN pu Ay
SRR TR A TR T e e NS Wﬁbfi’l%k 2

o4 Lord Diplock, in Black-Clawson case [1975] AC 591, at 638.

63 "Hansard- Help or Hindrance?" 15 Stat LR 149 at 155 (1994).

es Oliver, "Pepper v Hart", Public Law 5, at 13 (1993).

67 Lord Wilberforce in the Black-Clawson case, op cit, 629.

68 J. F. Burrows, "A New Zealand Perspective", 9th Commonwealth Law Conference, (April 1990) 285 at 289.
& "Taxing Perks and Interpreting Statutes---" 56 MLR 695, at 708-710 (1993).

188



R R JEE S R (N N NI TR
GE A T LA &

L3170 9] 3 ] [ 2 i e
RIROp = 2 3 fids - i *\ﬁ by 2
OB AR ERE
q&B£W%wmzém$P%m

R TR ﬁ LR
GRS I e I R R e
B Ry h IEj FIE P r H fol g\,
o NP AT F R R AT R

=

_”H“ gl af& 3@

T

11.32 @i%UEJU 73 fﬁﬁ" ) T“ P s b & AN F[&*nggifjﬂiﬁfu}%[ﬁ’ﬁgl ﬂl§13 I
%i'ﬁ"P JE e T AR T Y I T AR A IRL Y T S S R R
R S RN YR A e B R s (A NS ) p
2
éﬁﬁfz’/ﬁ‘ﬁﬂ
11.33 —k;ﬁg 53 »{‘,’»?ﬁy\jﬂ /’mizf/,-/f/y/fﬁi' Efj’{z K %’Jﬁ[ ?]Kﬂr'] E-I 1% o l’ﬂj I’"]}“F‘ILL['I s
N AR BT R S CE A s ) S R - SRR %ﬁ'7f*E7JJD§‘(fIﬁ'
BEE 2D B E A A g Ry T e BT *Jﬁ,’m H*J;rj?ﬁﬂé‘l E D OWH R
ﬂ%ﬂ4ﬁﬁwﬁﬁvijk$&éf”MQW* maiwy@fiw
R TR AR [BJIF&I‘ AR R R I T‘F'L“ S R E R
% F'JB?L’ SCHUT R e @ A Tiﬁljﬁft‘qi?fé gl s M B PR
JF 1@1;:[ rﬂ ';fclsrﬁl/ﬁ’r[ﬂl » IR Eja\%d/} lF'lﬁF "Fl\ ?&I'Tw o EIILF“ﬁ [_LIIIFIJ*
4"[.@@ B”zj:i:-i&“"‘ I[Pﬁ J"‘ l\ﬁ*lﬁljljj}rﬁ O "‘iﬁgfitﬁjﬁl = o 7
11.34 e g} WO(E A TS ) MERE R XY R e R

G T R fﬂff’? 34 K7 Lif,ﬁifiﬁ} AN S A P U B R P L
FF REJ[F[I*T?J NORCE AR . e

70 R '”’%ﬁl DAk ’Ell’ - B @ Y2 "Some Thoughts on Statutes, New and Stale" ( 1981 Stat LR 77) — ¥ i* Y

BT I3 IS CR P i ﬁvfi iR RLEY I R B Ry A ﬂ"l o R E > RV P 2 R R
T2 Jgg[ NI

n "Taxing Perks and Interpreting Statutes", 56 MLR 695 (1993).

T B AN T R GRS B  R pps

3 "Pepper v Hart", Public Law 5, 9 at note 99 (1993)

T m IR R BY 706 T

75

"Parliamentary Materials and Statutory Construction: Aspects of the Practical Application of Pepper v Hart", 14 Stat
LR (1993) 46, at 54.
76 A. J. Halkyard, "Pepper v Hart: Roadmap or minefield?" The New Gazette (August 1993), 14 =% & = 3k iy 75 /3
FURPFFFRE LI B U o R s - 7 Rk EEH?T“ SRR T
IEE /x—rngj;FJt[ng /,\Fx/;pf//r—fejmis, I;,ET\&&JF ,\|$IFJ_}TIU+FT ’\“Dﬁrﬁj <<E|j&1\g‘
x
2|

-

=) M I VS EE R AR I&ﬁ'lﬂx_ﬂ"{’*‘f?ﬂ Piuiﬁijk J3 P9 7 (BT 1037G
jf]
1)
7 "Toward Discovering Parliamentary Intent", Stat LR (1982) 143, at 157.
RGN RN < s B
iz& AT BT AR EAL G TR R [\JI f&ﬁff‘?ﬁr’?ﬂlﬂu/"i"ﬁ“l

PP o BT 155 i e
189



11.35 {[%Tﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ T 0% i ?//75/7%;;( 9 2Py R E
T LD TR gl'gg;m%e%pj:ﬁ_i_u@;igu Hoaw =V el b Tt o P‘?r%
[ EURL T TS 0 R I 2 R G A U B o T -
TR (E £ D) i B IR BRI ET W [ AL
- A e

7+ B

1136 fp X e PR SRS R e e
(B2 H &) Jiphuﬁp 735 PR PR s oo S e ( Slapper) Ut oo ZR
inNCREE R R I i '\“JEE o YN F;I [l R Rtk | I R
bl [ 52 B AT % iR 2] 5 'hi%?ﬂ PO JE e T 2R B AR
A PRI ) YR AR o G R T e

LL.37 - A7 #ﬂhwzﬁfm’wmwifWi&+ IR R
%Vﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁuﬁﬁ Unﬁjﬁﬁibﬂﬁﬁhuﬂg%ﬁif
ESE CANES AL

JRRFT B 33T N POIE PV 5

11.38 PR F[ T Y 3k € Tk Re Bolton: Ex p Beane %% Hf1z6i {1 P ﬁ[ﬁ KOpy T fﬁj’
IR LR F R R BB s P
% P ?J LRI (i F‘ ge“f]\ ~ ok E' F[' , sﬁ[g{.; Emg?q%;]ﬂj\ FJU’?E oL T EL e T“
W AR E B RL AT BT R PR R B R T oy gy (Y R) I
7D.L o 83

11.39 % RUH b i ﬁ@’iFﬁ T REIC 1) R L ] R - 6
{5 i [epy iR R () v 1t 4J Vo =L R ST ”(I\ﬁ W o B ) R [tjv
A% O T R R R R A FWPWoﬁﬁw’“%iﬁﬁw’
EANEVESE *’? R o F SR L AP FH B P A B
SUEN) PYE D REF R E IO T AR -

a
U
r

PR U R T S S e RS R FAL T g
LG PL ==y e T [ R B BT R 28 L 28 S0k T T 1988 l 1994 = FJ ((*?%FT ) o

B3 "1'*1—*-] BEFA Current Law Statutes ~VF H [1 R = 45 A4 i (BpY (Y 1 ?R R fi WYY

Py 2 % Holborn, "Pepper v Hart and Parliamentary Standing Committee Debates" The Law Librarian, vol 24,

no 23, (September 1993), 141 = b} 9t fi* 2 % = ﬁF,E 57 9.82 Fpuit .

"Statutory Interpretation: a new departure", Business Law Review, (March 1993), 56, 58.

TS AVEVEVSA R o BT SS [ o PSR AT I B Y RO SRR D R
oo

82 [1987] 162 CLR 514 « 7 1984 & fil &y B A0k §] (1901 & 3 ,,&Jp«u 4) BT 1SAB £ "Fk[’%/ifﬁl
2 —,‘i;%—FP EIEY RS ﬁ' R *’e #P/ﬁ?'/,g—/]/ﬁi E, Mo ﬁ, o tEPL Y 3T 8.27 = 832 F o

80

8 "Statutory Interpretation, An Austrahan Judicial Perspectlve” (1992) SLR 187, at 206 - Pl ﬁf' FI oy 8 24 Fpvic
i: o
84 "Pepper v Hart Revisited", (1994) 15 SLR 10, at 21 - ¥ | ﬁ E R Y AT 10.2-10.20 B -

190



11.40 %mﬁwg%ﬁm’ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@HWﬂﬂmfHﬂ@°H%ﬁW
R R iR NS U AR A N e
I N A R e R N AR
TROEE N w ks FS I A R B ORI Bt B g A Bk [ 4
ﬁw’W%%%ﬂiﬁﬂﬁﬂmwﬁuﬁwm%ﬁ@W%%’
PPFF= 8 R Mk & O 20 R RURCAI] A 5 e PU
Wiﬁﬂi@kﬂ%FF%ﬁ%Wﬂﬁgﬂﬁéoﬂp
B2 (Bt 3 dise) [l opap g - o
11.41 Bl (B2 Ei s ) ol E ) g - rﬁE[‘ijﬁgﬁ%ﬂ]E[”JWf
TH o HA DU B W3R E M E R E N E E KRS 2 E Ay k-
ST = M AR AR B Ay SR s s S P S O TR R R
FW@OMﬁﬁq’%éﬁﬂH@Wﬁ#%ﬁ*twiﬁiﬂ;H~MH N
B9 At o9b > fa ot e e 2 il (BLA Y H SO ) B Bl - Fl R R

=L - 87

bt

4

11.42 o R AL - B | f[ SRS AN R NI T b s I
B T R R UE 2 %0 R S LA [ B B L R )
RS W RS L AL TS I Y (N R SR,
D Selle) 02 L H L
SRR R RN O Ei S =N N I b T (i a SEC A kR
%R’WMﬁﬁH@wwo%
11.43 (PR ) fRR RSP R o & e AR R B
+ Century Holdings Limited v Siu Tat Yin Eddie % ** ¢ g‘ ) Tk R Y 73%1{2 s s
FREHFE T FF RS L G E vk ic bl = 1~ py e
11.44 %Fulﬁ i e H@}aﬁﬂ;[ﬁé}j #4997 R E[thﬂ.Lﬂ[HE[fJ} ]E;[w/@j:’ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%‘
g

() @Wwﬁ

AYAN

e T U AR AN IR AR o kv Eul

1@!1 1Tﬁ F[J;?:,L‘ 'ﬂ ......

(2) ﬂ ALY EJ K g\} WY e 59 - R B g
PIRE W T AR o AL T AR ( mﬁwgwg
G Zel Sl y\jL:{ % e 1/%1 X3 F[fj ?.}J},\\/ I'EI —F[J Fu }I},J 7,¢El ﬁ;{a[

\-l
‘4»

(IERS
d

° H%Wm’ﬂlm7@oﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁmi@T

° B S A EVEN A TR o BT 1ST [ o PYRLER S U o BRI E R T PRI Y L
ﬁ&E@WEhwﬂﬁ@,Eﬂﬂlmﬁ@%W%f

87 "Pepper v Hart: A Draftsman s perspectlve 15 Stat LR 23 (1994) » pL. =< 37 9.38-9.49 F o

88 Lord Bridge in Chief Adjudication Officer v Foster, [1993] 2 WLR 292, at 306.

8 Sir Nicholas Lyell, "Pepper v Hart, the government perspective", 15 Stat LR 1, at 8-9 (1994).

2 "The relevance of Pepper v Hart to company practitioners", 1993 SLT 357, at 359.

o "In-house Lawyer ousted from Labour Tribunal wins appeal", Hong Kong Lawyer(1994 & 9 £[) > 37 30 T}I °

T AR PR R 16/1994

191



(3) ¥ £z L E N g T A T T e A

@ b $ﬂﬁﬁ@NﬁW%VW@ﬂﬁk%

;&":
¢_I
|
=

i
FA'H

L

(b) B Fp R BIEY P AR o D) g R
fy U S

() ) FE R [ AL R L MBS L

[
e L ARG R R TR SR S i S
i

@ BB AR R R PO R T
LIS LS AN F’\i_lﬁ‘ | FE| .?ﬁrﬁt;s«f@éﬁdxpjypr\/ﬁ[isr)
gjﬁgqa c BRI XY py EU A ARV A R i
ELﬁ?U—L1j[ v/ FJHJ :\fL#_J_FH 1—&"[ F;[ E[fj %Jt*#ﬁ y J F[J '[~} Tﬁ[ [ﬁ::[_//g 3V
A0 B R e F[IEIHFJ[EEJ

(C)IE= - A A =R o N AN = Y SN S SO e
PR BB Y P S SRR B i 2
F AR sl s = e U A 2 Ffﬂi_ﬁ APy e

(6)  HFEUAYRRYE U kR IR E AV A ERE ] o e

(7) ﬁ@&ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ¢¢ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ3®WEﬁ%
-&ﬁﬂslzﬁpgrp%\yﬁg [?ﬁ‘ b oo eeeees

® TN X A = S EH P AL A
PR F) R T R R L 0 LT G U S RS R e

9 BFp I ‘%&:i* AT 9w AR T ST
SR SR R 2 R R LAV R Bk P 2 iR

[9 pbZh e e A T g R T A E I"EF:*%‘:. AL FO S AR
=AY e

(FE K& B (AY1) 319 &
11.45 F‘,?%F”j’ H /%13'/;‘?/}/;?*;;110’5 Jpy X s = B E A [ﬂ*bﬂFﬁ
(R R I BTy C3Y 1) 8y 197%ultfl£§/[;t$pgu%‘v o I £ N

RIUBE S E AfE 00 X Y 0 S R T L -
P o= BT 19 XA R Y LT T B R

> 5 Bl kL Canadian Interpretation Act 1967-68 27 11 X #[I Acts Interpretation Act 1924 57 5(j) * -
192



ANEEL RIS TS ISR T i S e
VOPUSE G T AR YRR e 2 AR

11.46 Fﬁ?ﬁﬁj’]ﬁ l'[_‘LJ-‘”"—]rJ]FIJ;)J 19&’IET}QWTﬁ'FﬂtﬂIE'%%?[‘f/}&

IR v S R = Y lfff[ o P TR 8y 19 X gy~ % o3 Kwan Kong Co Ltd
v Town Planning Board % > Ak ’3_&% PR R X BT BT L) Y

19 X% FJ?J%TEI’?% ( " PERX l”‘ﬂ>> V[ AR RPpS T A s e
S T 638 PSP O S E R R
LA G I R ¥y R e TR E (R R Il X ) (87 1 )
19 T T M G X XK AL S
U FE RS o 7Y B 5K Pt Real Estate Developers v Town Planning Board %' °°
Rt X2 T RAT PSR S ] [F‘UEJQV{?%F# BT kL~ FrEi P o 7
SR A R R R HE U BERL TN AR IO 19 K iy de gt
S SE IS = v/ B L [ L1 IR ) O R T o = I ﬁﬂﬂ%’%ﬂ[/ﬁfl
z"f/ﬁﬁii”’«'i@% B RLPE S B I EY 19 X Elfjil#ﬁ o

T
9% R OB o

1147 36 9 90 Frp = [0k G0F A PRI TSR AL
At A T B (R U M R (R
AT T ALl R A R e S
VOO S RL Y N IS S 2 e R S T 1)
fil ik Y RS A TN AN R o R B R R
R S L IR A A et A IR A R
FOESE PR IO TR Y SR BT L) (o) & I A D AL
[N S B S N R (e U RO (R Wl Rt v I

o Pl 4.16 B -

% (1996) 6 HKPLR 237 at 253

%6 3?){;@ ,75‘ o N FE Py ik Attorney General of Gambia v Jobe %' ([1984] AC 689 » 700H ) [y | fiv 3 -
SRR jz AP‘;{L ii?i/ iFFUIF:L TR SRR I =) ST 4 ﬁﬁi Py & Hong Kong Polytechnzc
University v Next Magazine Ltd %' ( (1996) 6 HKPLR 117 > L 121-2) d[*H] o

7 (1996) 6 HKPLR 237 at 253.

%8 (1996) 6 HKPLR 179.

99 37 210 T}I °

100 pL =3 37 7.69-7.73 B o

o1 pL =34 57 7.2-7.18 B »

102 P¢FTI’S'I719726F§

103 g—\piﬂ,j EFF IFJ FK/‘EI S Eﬁ'mfﬁiﬁjgoi;/:,%ﬁ»ﬁfj;;‘—\bpil—jzg‘j7.l7ggQ

o4 REHAXT Xy

105 BT 19.23 R o

193



FERLEO B 2L ] o0 = ey P RURT S E ] O R AL
(K1 fﬁ” R N F TR XY A ] o

B BT 8 7 9 AR o YL
U148 F WO R R AL AT AR SRR SR b e

i g Rl AR JE VIR U R Y G o (e A B I i R B
R ] RL T 7 AR HIBIRL Y R AE I E R BT R

L= Ul Vb 5 R Sl FY-
TR FE
11.49 fic[;‘#%_"ﬂ_k7j”;1,}l—;jt—f :?:’f;E[;AEIIFHIEIE“ .

ORI NCE Ay & & SN U Sl ﬂ“ﬁﬁ#wk 1 41 i
foRppe S E P AR VAL S = g R

() FEWFHE S LS R S AEOM A [y
SR LR T

ORNCERLY &/ E IS e N SEE N I RS IR
[ L RS G TR Y S A T
B 40 9t e TR e B o R TR R BT e B I,
BB X T IR TR RER W R

(4) L BRSO B 9 T R A e
fﬁ KL di g e

O RN TR T B R TSI VR i i
CRCE RN ENE

(6) Hmﬁwﬁ%%&ﬁﬂﬁz“vxﬁﬂw1W%’“FW%%
CRERIE N R RN R AT LR e AN
RN IR

() B GIF IR R e R (Y R ) (1)
19 [ g E R [N R LS S 9t T R R
o 3\, BE o

(8) — X yE ARG T PRI OG0 PP Y B L LR % B A
RO b4 s i 2 2 ety L% 0 RL YR 9

S
T X XY P 5T 875 B

194



U150 S i o de s I ) i R T AR TR B A
P

o Wﬁ%%#iﬁﬁﬁifwﬁﬁ Al o P g ey ]
LR R R G T R R G g N (R RN R SRt
VLB Y E R E .

@) jﬁﬁim‘mww;ygﬁgﬁwwﬁilwwwﬂﬁ:%ﬁw
R RS RS i N ER N Bﬂﬁﬁyﬁﬁﬁm
TR e p=gt W%ﬂﬁ“ewT“»ﬁwﬂwwwiyﬁw
NG A R

() S T 2B PTRE TR A B O S W Ul e 2
ERES T O Ui R T N N U 5

(4) ﬁﬁ@mT%WﬂmEW#ﬁ%fawmwmﬁﬁﬂ@ﬁm%
ESEIAN DI gJﬂ ECES VRSO S NN N

(5) 4T Gl ES R A R SRR R PR
AT 2
11.51 — ETEEC WEPY N AT R OB P SRR o Fp - b0 ke H I TR
IR TR L 3 Il T TR SRR S AT o T
HR R R D Rk YR W - R R B P9
S bR B PRI E) O S [ g

11.52 RUBFEE O 2 (W ) fR HOE T P R R il R e
B R TP TR T T bR R T
Ep RS R G H s LT *Jigfja%f.;l oy T %@Eﬁj«[‘ﬁwim Fob g o e 3k dx
$%£ﬂFLmW’@TTmE# EGIF RO T e

11.53 LR S e 2 - N ﬂf@l;ﬁﬁﬁ@j oo H K
R o BUR RS P RL R ﬁ' fo )9t e B2 ARl - B EE R R ETE iﬁ?ﬁ;‘/’ﬁ ’
'ﬁEJLl!Fu—’Etwcf\c‘Iﬂ:ﬁ ﬁ‘]%%ﬂl'&ds‘%l ﬁ*gu RO » ¥ 32 & 5 A )
ﬁi*””%ﬁﬁ EpSORUM B P B4 R 9 g b
2 AU I 2 R R s U 2 R |

I1.54 - b R S A T L R R AR SR O
e PEA R RS o T R R R A S B Y
AR RV ETE D R R T R ELE

—

AN

108 See Ngan Chor Ying v Year Trend Development Ltd [1995] 1 HKC 605 « < {3 i it /A 77 ”f,ﬁ/fﬁiﬁ [1992]
3 WLR 1032 at 1038E % » WTE F LI B R R g A A T R B ol Y Hy ‘[‘ﬁ =
T T{F} =B PUE - A e A P[L‘EJ#F’,H? » ERY |FJ"| Ve g & ah o 3 L
AR

195



11,55 @@ AFY o ROVEHBNEBRAY (BYRHN X)) (51
B (RHSEHST 0 P R T RS PO ) o R B AL
BRFYXTHFIFPPNBRPRFI XTI ET T 194 X -

B X
(1901 & ¥ L’J‘F‘V# J>> 57T 15AB £

1156 BER AR ESFHITAPEFHF - G E e
R LR S | (IS R E S VU e B (R e A | IR (N TR = S e B N I 2 e |
VL - B e Bh - H i E T P RL T B R g R N A T B Y
RIS S A RN R G R R N e e S ORI R RV T
R P
157w P EAIHE ,wb#‘¥ﬁﬁiﬂ*wﬂﬁm<wm e
—?J%VH—.J) 57 1SAB X ' @ A A (et garm puE g EH XY G
W@ﬁ%mﬁwmﬂgﬁo
11.58 e 2 R UE BT 1SAB(L) & UL L - T L
Cp e R JEIJ%,JIX@E‘J‘ TE T g JFIJ]— i
Bl F E'ﬁﬂh"*?(;fd’ﬂfib'\/ S = A ] FJ(3)$“|Jtﬂ|JLm y M
&?H*EWWA» CRLR-IE
(a) ?i’jﬁbi}id/&@ji;”“u B3 N Tj,jif, RS
PRy A= ,’Fffjiwj/f,idl uﬁm/i@éﬁ@ﬁudfiffrﬁf
P - Y
(b) T AL G B X g
() XY EYHHYE B
() 7 K T A Y B N e P
RGN 222 S A S e N SRS R T
Mﬂ%ﬁ@ﬁTﬁﬁm%%°"

%

P ¢ 87 15AB(1)(a)&

11,59 5 2 40l P9 FFRL D) R R B B Y o
VAR Y R o L F AN O XY s RS (Hw Y ) e

@ H U ISAB()(a) £ 0K ¥ Vs

00 BT ISAB XU G E T NF Lo vy e (B RSP FD (BT 1 H) 5T 19A X
SEE S RN T

L EEADAEAR RS R

B B BT 8 -

196



(D) RS S XY PR Y D RL B o R L B A
T EURER T e TR T R T AR AL A

(2) ﬁ*ﬂ:w&%@”ﬁ%¢ﬁiﬂﬂwﬂnpﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬁi”
%’%ﬁéﬁﬁ%<¢$f?ﬁ>ﬁﬁ®9%&ﬁﬂwﬁﬁwﬂ
A B AR Y e 2T S S i E 1990 F b
FEERE AL AN CBEA s ) Sk R T AR AL I 0

(3) IR Y 9 A ORISS B R R PTG R PO
S b e R SR R

(b) 37 15AB(1)(a) X [ivie #ﬁ :

(1) 3 o U B AL ERL Ep O Y e Ty A S I e R A
R I N U B R R R (s =R AN SRR E I = B
(@) OB TR R ok = R LT 0 RS E RS A R AL
T;’ﬁE"J Elfj %TF;I 0
Q) WFTEF P RS T, R e AR R T b A
= & e
11.60 Cow 2 fF ) i F iy %JiF[“anrlsABu)@)%]ﬁq't”q&
1&*‘J ;‘;im?{@}:ﬂj%;ﬁ g,;@ o *EJ b ;”552[1 5 SR AN It |$7;J'M|J~L
ﬁoﬂ—%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁm’@%¢£@ﬁﬂﬁl C IR AR AR
EWE%ﬁ& rﬂ‘ﬁ%% Wm gy e 7 FA AU e g
AT# REH AR PEREFEYRFY -

5T 15AB(1)(b)()FAI({i) R

P61 5 2 LT ) B9 o BRSSO E Y i A 9
ECh- SR N CE R uji GERECE S E RN E R R R
il 5y - lﬂ 7 rrT1 BN AR E, ek R AR A A e P -
R R Y PR Y = T"f k] o 115

1162 P2 B RYYST 15SAB()(b) X » & “PIR#9” — F ™ HHS .

0B 9 o F1R ¢ 87 15AB(2) X

11.63 ﬁlmmniwm@%&ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁazﬁom¢kwﬂg
PRGN RL T R Y IR R e (R ST # A

112 P‘LQF’\, FI 87 8.21 FEAVIC A -

T PSP EY 6.94 RIS R

e Burrows, "Interpretation of Legislation: A New Zealand Perspective", 9th Commonwealth Law Conference, (April
1990) o Pl 3T 7.74 B -

e BOF PN AR W T T ?Lf %1 “manifest absurdity” = F° o Jfj 3 & P I M| “manifestly absurd”

HEBT QAR L e T RIS ()R AR e

197



T FER G R R TS (R R e T B 2
A0 AR F AR IR PTR R A AR EY AR o PUE = R
e g Hl'J/IJ%F?EIJ?F,EJH*IT“?E

11.64  FaFR GV E X PFH W@ -'~ TAIR PP ETE IR F D pu1901
B .JSP"VF .J> 513 15AB(2)§£Fx’?cpﬁ—:]§u’ﬁ T S AR Lglrlj?i’m,a‘-ﬁjl”e
[Sas o 27 = W35 5T 15AB(2)(c) » COF ()XY BLRT
TN B - 3 i TR M ST 15AB(2)(e)%[I(f)Xl BRI TR P
O SHRE A “?ﬂ!{i” -

11.65 TR RARE - Ry - Ry (EEAEE ) S 15AB(2) X
r[rTr/H LITE[fJZI_-FLE"}Jﬁ*j[ I Pff e 75 Hl oo H Ulvi:, FL*L,?F ERAR: XIU?‘F'UF” Jaos 1o ﬁg‘, Ellj'
PO - B APHER YR VPRI S R A
FISTBIIFIHRPIIA -

PR PR YA 53 (2) () #

11,66 V(2)(a)H €1 % Fi v i 280 W1 £ I A RO L
womi,¢Wﬁﬂﬁfﬁwu%@ﬁﬂ<71uEaW¢iﬁ%4ﬁ>’uﬂw
ROPIH - TR FOEE R LT R A T AL TR )
L I R ?&:‘ll‘eﬁtﬁ“;bﬁﬂ P T Ew HEo e

11.67  RUBJEFE ST R YRR FEACE AR A
R FIP Y o BB LR KK ST 1SABQ)(a) X BU X ¥ ALV
B o Y RLERIROEEE o gy T e R X YRR (R LR Y (R
FIEBTY OBV 1) BV 18 K R (A

B Y e 2F(2) () F

11.68 #ar<%“w¢¢ﬂfW%r AR )2 A A AR R =9 A
AR P O (ﬂ@ﬁmwﬁwo*mwm®$wg
Tﬁﬁ#ﬂﬂﬁéﬂzj ﬁ;ﬁt{ oj\_[é’rji EJHU ﬁ{\ Fr7| NN ERREEI: - B
157 1SABQ)(b) % s “fli3 %ﬂj BEAH L[S XS
Aﬁgﬂwpﬂ:r?ﬁr;trﬁg{r:pﬂ :):f,iﬁrﬂ j,}?yﬁfjfé}%ﬁfjg[ﬁ'ﬁlf(ﬁfjm—ﬁ
45

H [P 2 il gf;ﬂ[/ﬂjﬁg =

M BT 15AB X ’F’L“&” IR IR o S R N SR U

118 £ ;,Jf,;jgpf FlJ.ﬂjLerJ o

" CREY RS 51y (23 1) 3% 101 X 4257 jUFAR S, pu > ) e

120 Beckman and Phang, "Beyond Pepper v Hart: The Legislative Reform of Statutory Interpretation in Singapore", 15
Stat LR 69, 87, (1994).

121 L|| %& ]' J

e <<>““V7V1EJB'H iy B3

=
fmuif 3
~C =

1§|)§II87¥#§L7{L_’71(ﬂi:i/ifr“p%ﬂ;ijry N
P PR LIRS TS e & B R
12 fj:?{ﬁfgl’ﬁ&?'li#j\'fffﬁ/iﬁjbfﬂﬂ([}ljﬁ



11.69  Fp R R 2R P F“’F‘UF”E [ A A8 A e Y BIRL A
R NG R B P el ﬂiﬁj A L A
ﬂw’”’@Pﬂﬁ¥ﬁ%ﬂﬁWﬂ”ﬁFDWW«ﬁéﬁﬂéf ST
v Fr =9 7% ) 2 A OR] 2 l¢1}f}b TR jlfa& HOE ) A ”ﬂpuii
GRAE S TR R T ?ﬂk Gl T4

1170  PFarfagLg- XFR>DARRBE XL

WEHRNARERF- T REFHY ORIE ST
fRFRE P ERAEXCPEE T X XT XG5
BERRYBLFIHE PERBE T AERH
F o
TP PIE R G T (2) () A
11.71 F o A A IR S T (R A U = ﬁ‘ﬁéﬁlﬁﬂ’ﬁl
Gl Dy oo R ARSI S - G ]y 'i&“ﬁﬂ'fifi <<7Fﬁ$%“'4*%é>> :
I—LJ,125 'F;WJ (b3 Ry £ Y ﬁjﬁ[}FQj&ELFUi_ér FF§,1 F[J‘gi_F/\[ J';%l:
*TL , 126 ?‘sr ;Lj{}”‘ n[] }‘F"I £ 1 5[—1\ o T Jj. 5?(2)(0)?{ FE—:T:ELF[J [-"[ 2 [F}II j/g
F’UTF/f[ TWHRTHL ﬁﬁ%fﬁf]—ﬂ AW AP E iR (2
ﬁfj’*ﬂw HE RS H P2 EI@TF?F“', oo BIINEREN S e A 2 f
£ 120 pfjfﬁf, 1 o
11.72 P2 YN 5T 15AB(2)(c) £ (Saxyp™
““&ﬁjﬂ%—_“éjiiidf VE T R T ]‘ﬁﬁ Bl pvERHEX
o f 1 4
R B AY(2)(e) F

T1.73 0 FpErph ot ay s 5 (2) ()RR P e B0 R T E
]’ﬂjﬁl_*(lg'[fj—\iz I’i{:” FUH 74F[Jﬂ:ﬁ'*g &[ EJ“Q b e Tj/; |1E’| E[;[\ "[J}‘F[:T’E[ﬁ F‘ﬂ RS

TR B R el o 0 R A e Y SCORERE B SV R R
R E A U R R R RN e

Eplj,flf‘j;[ﬁE[fjtﬂL?\L_' o YE E&;g\[ﬁ} _&tﬁlJLTI oAk My Jl:|7 ;tuiﬁ;{v[j S
B A - E"V—f Il ﬁl%ﬁ”ﬁﬂ 15AB(2)(e)& » ¥ i* = %*rj; ;( ¥ I
R LB 26 T B R Y B RRIRE

S ¢ AT2) (DA

AL E BT 10.38-39 F -
ek YT 9. 58 oo

126 FHLET 60D(8 Al 9) % -

127 F; FHLEY 61 A1 62(10) % -
128 ij LT 60A(5A) X o

129 Fr HLEY 60E(14) % -

130 , 5T 9.63 Fg

199



T1.74 Y ALE T M AR B fE R R T R SRR
9 H Y 0 5T 15AB(2)(F) X -

z}iﬁf‘/ﬁ»'ﬁj TP [F YR fEC 23(2) () H

11.75 °¢jg~ SEPRI Y e I K T LA R K R [
PR ECL RN T NS L RN RN AR S EE LR
SO EE R F@ Y LYY ET 15AB(2)(g) X -

B B G Zl m TS A FE SRR 2 23(2) (h) #

11.76 * a2 ;:pfzi/jzﬁ%p’@s«f U *ﬁjﬁaﬂcﬁliguﬁgﬂ ?L}ajt RN
ﬁ*lﬁ”ﬁ%‘ﬂi b R PG R R RO R A RO | Hiﬁﬁ*ﬂ% [aisipat
N S HH&H%IFIR&%‘[F Afb]@fﬁf 2 R I B I e U IR G R o AL
%%@E“WHﬂIm%@ﬁ”wwﬁdfhiJﬂﬁ%wﬁﬂﬂﬁwi“wk@
1D BB i SR PERLRL I T  TA E  eRE

HA R bf'[;iﬁm;/;,%ﬂjﬁ P e SN S oA A A Y SRl oE c
HEAR Al P S SRRV e {0 B R R 2 e e 7

11.77 IR A S = A /ﬁ%’/%/]qﬁi FlT e TR F:% Iy
,[;Fbwjfc,?Z[Ki_ifm%mj‘k*ﬁmﬁ FIJ%{LP'L’FIT’I": (- ﬁf”ﬁ”ﬁ T
KRSy - e [ AR T TR WW%

CIT o 7

11.78 BOS R Y PRI 2 AT I SRR Y AC RLAE S I i R R
B AR o POPYERN Y T OB A LR ﬁipff’ &L W R X RpY
P o S BRI bR - B o1 2 ¢ R IR R -
IR RS S ph s TP SORCFE P T R ['ﬁ o AL T SR
I BRI T e I A L 9 R A R
VR T R T

11.79 3k #=5% Doncaster BC v Secretary of State for the Environment % ** {1 261 §8
JIpv R - ﬁfﬁk [t o R okt i 1Y [FJ}[ F o] o R re o A e HaE > D
FLE B S T E| VE e TJ | 2 & AN B P Melluish v B.MIL (No. 3) Ltd
FIE R iﬁz'ﬁfﬁrj PIE I I E R F Y o RSP B R

131 PLN 0 5T 11.93 BB o

132 The Black-Clawson case [1975] AC 591, at 623 « PL 3} 3 i -

133 11992] 3 WLR 1032, at 1058G.

PEORT(QE AL 0 T P RELET (DB Y- RS e ”

135 66P&C.R. 61 PL3Y 6.77 F& o

= = I F: iCE) 2 g ? APERF AP T 7@5 fi 2 pu » A s as -
137 11995] 3 WLR 631.

200



5B L X o B B OB R TN R R e
B 2 [ W%w”wm“$uﬁj e

11.80 b2 Gl po b g0~ o RLES S 5T Q2)(h) B [ B R FL K
ﬁwiﬂﬁi'Hw%ﬁ*miw#1@HWE&H’®ﬁ%7Jﬁﬂ
PORE PSRN o A A PR R MBI T R 2 R
) A 2SR R ]

11.81  BRusr g B RE Y L) 5T 15AB(2)()X » FH I fgasyp™
“doyk R REIC P Y & RET LY SOV I F R X AR

;7B 1 BT 15AB(3) &
11.82 HOE L
CTEHCET W I (DE B YR AR L R 95
BU o B  E fE Rd g  S  e d
(a i * Ijﬂbﬁl;? Mg %3 pjzv¢ﬂ%|% ka ( ']BI Ko XY G
b JEJJ—QJW@%‘[I#}# JpJE fURY FIA Y ) — e~
(U RLE VY S R
(b) ) iy fel o B T YT E AR B A 9 I 45 o AR H

ERCRAE
11.83 R A N A R A ‘H{”i’lk S iﬁﬂ TR T
{907 BE o = 0 o O RERL ) E S el T H#ﬁ ORSE R N

%ﬁEﬂhhwﬁmwi’[”%Wwﬁﬂ&“rywﬁi,g¢w@@%ﬂﬁj

PRI B e R AL o AR B s e E e

Wﬂgiiw’?Mﬁ%ﬁ”mﬁméEwﬁﬂmﬁEwwgOﬁwrﬁ

HRAENIE & SR R SR U TE RS R SRR T

TH R 1SABR) X - PR F XY BIIP
““¢iE@FWWM@$§nnﬁﬂa§”ﬁgummﬁ§;,T@
%1‘1 EJ-\I?Wlh"ﬁw“IIFIJJJEI °

X 2V
11.84 AT RAY (1901 F iiﬁvaw¢fj>ajlsAB@xd»%h "
i?ﬁWEEWWﬂﬁiwﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁt"/WJH&EWH*[ SRRl

U = A (Rl LD B SR KR ffﬁ R I S = A SN S

P U Y 645F-G Ty o £ SCRTR] ALY E X0 (] 2 ) Xk 0
B [ RLCT P X XY AP g e T R EE BT 114 -

Beckman and Phang "Beyond Pepper v Hart: The Legislative Reform of Statutory Interpretation in Singapore", 15
Stat LR 69, at 87.

139

201



EREER LNt A TR R St Rl R
[ U A B I T RS- S Ll I R A
11.85 28] I 3\# e IE} = ﬂ[ﬁ;ﬁ;—_f S IE}-" 24 & Esj}gf[ 40 i =2
W%¢?m¢aunm&w*:m

“ g ’P‘“J —Lji 'AJ U = X U o R S R ‘[ﬁ I (i
ST R IR T SN R

o
s
TTT1
-
&q
—l
n

...... (c) ﬁJF’?jfﬁ_l_ﬁJp\/ ERE Jﬂﬂﬂjai’ﬁ[ Yo P B S
9 R 2 Ey P B P T e ”lﬁi
*13;7%';’:1591#}%)”;@;]47#%0"

11.86 m%Tﬁhiw%ﬂﬂﬁmﬁw’myﬁmﬁmTﬁﬁﬁi&,
R R A T Ty R I A ARG KRS R S
CRE RN G RNV T R LR S DRI PR RS S
P g R AR R T O R R -

11.87 @R FVRAIRE T 1) ()X =K

‘A XBIP A XRAFTEDPE AR AT RS E R
KNP PR
P88 [)F B AR A AR E > 0 B3R Oy R g R 3 ] Y
GEERIE EEC R SR B N R Nl T
ﬁ;ﬂjﬁa{e[ fﬁ[ Blpufr X3 [ - B X ﬁ’y[ﬁj FU 3T 15AB(2)(g) & fiv 7] iF &L -
AR R R T A R E R (05 AL
F\I_Tlf| [H#d‘r‘JF’?ﬁﬁF'JFUTQ[#)” o,,c|5"A# ORI = I A T I -1
1SAB(2)(g)& o W5 X VPV FIP i B AR X R v % 3 5 & fF]ET“l k=)
EYE R R ES A
11.89 FEgt - R 2 BT A A A S Py X SR BT 2(b) X AL
REEE TR A INRNOE S A R R IS S e F
BN ;jﬂjgqui%xgﬁﬂ‘d}jf\/ _}SF[JFJQ%X ﬁﬁ[%ﬁ % R ’f’fmﬁrji:f o ‘g}gfﬁlg
BT 4R A O E L A P g R R e e i
(Bfewe = p' I') #E e Ellerman Lines v Murray % **° Hrit & gy I 9] [N - NP UA

o 4

T
m

140 Appendix in "The Interpretation of Statutes" Report (Law Com No 21) (Scot Law Com No 11) 1969.

el G ﬂjﬁ% [FJ"' % ("The Preparation of Legislation" (1975) TI 19.16 &) ?F'l e e N A

#1H 5 1(1) () X b b ik = i ff ﬁ'J gk - F oo =T 17 IR Q}'E‘]l PL BT 10.54

FQ; o

Beckman and Phang "Beyond Pepper v Hart: The Legislative Reform of Statutory Interpretation in Singapore" 15

Stat LR 69, at 87 - ¥ pL =< 57 10.59 F -

e Cirpy X p1) (27 341 Fi ) Eliilﬁ IF““?EJiT{ﬁ BEEROEL 2 (53 ) -

144 FRLYE A oH] ﬁl_;i i ¥H B Py Salomon v Commissioners of Customs and Excise %([1967]
2QB 116 » i 143) F’%; [

M5 [1931] AC 126 - PMF,H 5T 2.54 BRViE T .

202

142



ARETL LN P - XENRAZ BEF BB [ £ LT
Bl 5T 2(0) Xy X T -

190 (S fil 2 J 3" > BT P A K S ALk [T A
Fo [ PR IR L o POk Y L g g BB T R A B I )
LA NI G T EE ST ER I S AR 8 ST MR R S R S S A
Bl 4 5% 1(1)(c)& Rror po £ ¥ sl v i ] - o

.91 E S ’j'fﬁéfmpriiﬁ XN 1 ¥ EH WG G
XFIP T BRI XY WA XY HE #%HH
e & MR R PO XL -

P 2 51

11.92 (RE~ RS ) (3T 1) Y 3 AL s X7 U b
?F WTF“'?*7 S d e U gy ISAB X 2 gg B SR ] e T A R R T
RN (RN 7J15°’ R (Y R X 51D C5F L) 5% 35 X
IRREN A R = A A AT Hijtfjfi?ik AN = s B |%|]F[J3Fﬁ’1—j qy
. <<F[?%F 45W>> C M e = S TR RO ] LY R B

E P O e BN R R R Ul U I ol O S

N &Y 15AB X & B[ 5 L) vk f] -

11.93 %@@ﬁ%1MBiwqgm@§¢i%b |7 @ EHp 1901 =
Uk ALY sl E R G e T E R e ﬂﬂi B g = 2
7R R 9 T AR T R FH PR g 5 %iii IS AR IR
1194 RLEEH AR OE T FAR O o (1984 F R RNV R ) 5T 2 K A
ﬁ’ﬁijBiwpwjf?qﬁwJW?w¢|HUﬂ£H‘Wiﬁ“jm*“I¢ﬁwJ
o BpI@] o XL E  CRR A PR BB R ST R
”3%ﬂﬁﬁ’TﬁwﬂWﬁﬁH%ﬂﬁjﬁﬂj¢ﬁ$m§wp%o”m

11.95 ?}ﬁfi;@%_‘(: A YR HLEO R S RL A S DEPRE AU
}D‘f[ N T ~ ’”{ﬂgﬂx;éﬂjj FI F[’g“j: it E E\Jw)?w,j[ﬂpqﬁﬂtﬂ p i an > B =

ME 57 19.39 B .

TP BT 9.79 A1 10.55 B e pEPLERTE BRES A T 1993 B8 R[0T 27 B £ b The
Format of Legislation 57 37 F& B & iv 1Y o

8 BT 1939 B o LIPLET 10.55 A1 10.60 B o

149 PEPLET 9.67 B -

PO AW T 1oAY 34 X -

e A[‘#ﬂﬁ iﬂiﬁf 14(4)5ﬁ = PLEY 9 i -

152
1

o f—\f/ }ﬁ:éﬂﬂm\ LS R RN G RS R

124 Statutory Interpretation (Australia) (1990) at 129.

199 =3 *?J H Y 15AB X I ' Acts Interpretation Act 1901.

156 ZE %2 F[| 7 M) v Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 57 4 (1) F A1 3| v HL & -

203



ﬁj&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁm*‘EW#@%W*WEﬁﬂo"“W%ﬁﬁmﬁ’w
@wwﬁﬂbﬁﬁaa<WEﬁ%%HQi>’wﬁﬁmﬁwmwbi
B 1771 e i I (i R F o SRR I B B 7
@ﬁi#ﬁwEWﬂy’W@ﬂ#WE~¢W%T%T%&ﬁﬂW$M
RHUFHI T2 B TR o F RV AR LA PUR TR R A
iﬁg&}j\ﬁliﬁ:ﬁ 'njﬁgo
11.96 "EJ bk Yo =) ':EJHT}TESTI/ (e AL Py <<>fi‘\‘/7s'/3ﬁ]ﬂ[[]7¥ gy 37
L) BT 2(1) % =1 4L

B S N R I N AR AN ERE A Ul
PEE & FTpy XY AR R A X B s gy e H
SOHG PVH RN ES N T R XY B e

11,97 pid o P R PR TR R I TR ] (1984
FEHEYEN) 22X BRE(EEWPT

“Bh X FREGER X PRI ST R R
NGRS P EIOER A RN R
B -

B REF RN DE

H.98 ﬂ*iﬁw’ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂaﬁ%ﬁﬂm@ﬂ%%m@%ﬁﬁm@
TENIRY F[;mi B g H S AL 2 P gﬁ e R

1199 7 ¥ 36 e AT gy B G0 B o 3 bW AL
B 5 TG R S PTRL PO R e R AR S P9 [
CIR A F) o gp [? He 73k f7] ) ( Statutory Interpretation in Australia) *° f[1 [~ # 7. » X
<O TR Y R TS G R e Y ISAB X pUE T E
PR I ST ] o F Py 3k HLps i R A E & ?ﬁ o E Y R 2R R ORC
o AR RS Flaﬁ”itﬁl_rﬂ o =Y o T g BT e Y N B A B
BE ¥ 5% F[ﬂii LY o BURT BUE] RS F D AN AT T }‘i”jf[i‘iP“ %[IEH? fy
H 1 1&*ﬁwt*%wiﬂ

11.100 = A A7 (LI 2H ﬁ’ﬂ* Fﬁ‘[‘ﬁ?ﬁiﬁ\ [l oo Lo RUETE R
o ﬁ‘lﬁb B Bk E[;Fﬂ“ﬁ”? i £ AR 7”%'%57 ISAB X A7 (I Pl — 2 3F
] A E'J%’f AR]E YRR R N L e R e o

11.101 *’%{Fﬁ ( Scutt) }JF’[L“ e &*Jfﬁbﬁ\/pufﬁgh V- kL

157 Bewley J in Wong Yu Hing v Tong Pak Wing [1995] 1 HKC 160.

138 Pearce & Geddes, (3rd edition, 1988) at 3.1 and 3.17.

159 x4 ﬁjﬁﬁ"ﬁ}ﬁfj [ﬂ;’]‘ A pL Y 8.52 A 8.62 F o

160 "Statutory Interpretation and Recourse to Extrinsic Aids", 58 ALJ 483, at 494 (1984) - =<~ zi& 2 F[| 7 M| iy [ﬁ it
PL Y 8.48 F& o

204



“@gﬁiﬁ s %}ka EJ =P IJEHJ? FJ s ;EL#F]H\
HH w%ﬂwﬁq«%wowwaa@vmwaﬁw&ﬁ
AR -
11.102 X+ ?’[ BB R R Y py I 2 = E T3 Raffles City Pte Ltd v The Attorney
General, Singapore % *** it ko [y BUyE P T 2] A ?l d o A P R
Eﬁmwﬂ%ﬁﬁ’ﬁwﬁmpﬂ#*WW“WWFwlkﬁﬁoﬁ%i
R YR =5 Tam Boon Yong v Comptroller of Income Tax %' *** f9 2| g > % %' 1= (L2 J|
17 B A - R B B Tk S AL 3
FOpY N EAE L RL R R ) L E e

11.103 H o 2 =doE ,{FZ FELY Yy 7k é;z;ﬁf FIJ%/HLEJ%@?’[#J

Ay U Y o AR P R AT RIRL CRR TG XTI o g Y

URESCE Y E Rl S

11.104 Eiﬁ‘fib?iiﬁli? FUIID 20 B ) <3 ”ﬂIf SR T 1Fﬁﬂﬂﬁ“ ’ fﬂ?}iﬁ]ii

E I RN IV SR Y AL e e E R R R X “ﬂll INIREN IR

LRI ORE SN };El‘srﬁ)‘?'j‘[ﬁjﬁp“ = 1 \Utg.l. FIJFRF‘U%?? :
ERRBENHET I BIR HR P AT RN X

ORISR o |

11.105 ¥ % % R v Hallstrom, exp W(No 2)% e rf ik ?’f ] F ?J S e I S

REVE UL B S HEEE S D A T IW*%'WEWi7I CESEER
ﬁ%&m@gr%»ﬂwzw °E“F AR R L R R

FrpE T e R e R PR R RS (R PR éé 71 )
(57 383 1) 8% 3() A AL - XX HLEAT “ARF A G R RN L (O
WO R R R PR o R (RIIRL R R e N T (W
ERXE) YR AIER R 2y 4 XL R b (2 N A
A2 §J>> IV BT 3 o L B £y [ (R L e R e )
T U A AL EOR T AL B X BT 3(2) & ATCE ) BT VII(S)
F ) o P ZER R R ALY ]

11.106 % - ?’TgﬂLfEWﬁIJ?‘F}Hi e 2 RV D 2 P R R P9 T 2
ﬁﬂﬁﬂ%’W“%%ﬂi%mﬂﬂ§*@uw%ﬁ%E%W@ﬂjﬁﬂ
F\l IR N A R | I ol e R = N R = L R U N (R TR
RURS o 0 M U By S SR e SRR E %F'F Ll 4> ] o

161 11993] 3 SLR 580.

162 11993]2 SLR 48.

S 2T BT TATER .
164 11986] QB 1090, at 1104.

205



Bl oGP Fp S TR B RO R B KL S AL I R S 2 A
]

11.107 1k [% 7% R v Bolton ex p Beane %' **° 5 3£ » E' "EJ Vs Eﬁ—]ﬁ@ sk [F[Jj/ i
wmﬁif?*pwmg¢@MOW%#ﬁ¢yw*%F

:Ff"? ( -ﬁp‘\yﬁf -AJ>> 27 15AB % ! Ejiﬂle , 166 »;7 B m iL SﬁBKE: T
A EROFT S A [ ok H Fo A AR o 7 WLF“’ T T i R RN 1
P R E AT ISR Y S A e R

11.108 7 Botross v London Borough of Fulham %' > *¢ FT## R AL
%ﬁ/ﬁ?’/ ARG R A TR e U AU S e JwiTI/[f[JL z
L['F[JEF):X R R 1};%@ Tﬂ A }[JI'J:JQ %r:l: [ ANk ’Eij?ﬁ';u‘]%gﬁﬁ;:

wﬁﬁ E3 A B S I ﬂ"ww@,Mﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬂﬁwgf
lI:LIl[ FIJ EF)?‘ ( J';%:};?, X3 E[fj}fﬁﬁ% ) I_{ ,;‘F\H{ K~ ’Ifj [\E'J%Ej o 169 EI:? Elgj =Y :%{»Lfil_[:j
i g TG o G BT ) B B o % 0
I9ROFF I o TR R LI R R P R R =i oy e
11.109 i » B3RS RvLaw Chi-wai 3 7° 5 E > E‘““E e “l:f[ﬂ’f#[j_,J i Btk
e 2R Bk ”rjﬁiﬁhfﬁéﬁﬂﬁiﬁVV@&"Fw’ji?ﬁyﬁj
LSRR T BRI (R PG (BY 383 ) T
o o kf B T IR ]S PV G
11.110 #ﬁfﬁjﬁﬁﬁiﬁ?%$M%ﬁﬂﬂ<ﬁ%*ﬁﬁi¥ﬁw ( By
383 %ﬂ ) BrtpSRUN - R s 8 E RO Yo g & Rh o Ay S # riﬁ‘ TRV
=5 U S N RS I S K IR S R S D S
TR Y B BIROE S N A P AR R YR ¥
HEYN T HRNE X FOH
T Fp - b d R o > B i R R I B R ] Y
L RS T R T RLEE B S ok A A
HH B ]f[fj BEERIO F[UIFQ” o YE d¥F £ T }‘}F {‘ J}_f g]g%\’l_ LS I
XY ALY Rl A Wﬂﬂ#ﬁﬂpﬁ Y o

L) 9 o P Es g A
Ak

T,
—%

(3

77

165 (1987) 61 ALJR 190.

166 1901 & Elfj?{’i—ﬂi}j ’lbj o 1% P¢§‘j 8 %{/I °

167 (1995) 16 Cr. App. R (S.) 622.

168 H'u'%k—TﬁJF]'] » BY 628 il e

169 PL 5T 6.88-90 F& -

179 Unrep. Cr App No. 260/1995, 7 September 1995 (CA).
B e YRAF R -

206



11.112 Sﬁ[{ GYEL s (R T R P s ) jL 2 QA i o bk T
B WP A R P
[ I T I B Rl (1 Rt R = SR 4 S B
“T“VWWWF@wi@ﬂ’1H%EﬁWFMHMﬂE@M¢m R AR
PO P LR Y X Y TR O RD 2 B AEEY R PR B RO s T —F’Ju
RUTf RSO R LD (L) Y19 K R B Y
T T BPEFAIFE  BEAVCVREI T PR A %*r
PYE o ¥ B E B SRR B

I & P E P

11.113 ﬂﬁﬁﬁf@f“%—@%wmam’mﬁwﬁﬁmmﬁﬁ\p
] %p 2 FJ o FO R P Tk R e B Y Sy R AT A i R BP0 RL
@@F& *ﬂ@ BAZEPF T FES AR (BB
oY 1SAB S B TSt popd— # Hﬁ%ﬁm%iomﬁi%@¢WFﬁw

Ok e R N PR A P L
Fwﬂ“wWWHMMwOﬂﬁ?‘%%%ﬁW%H[T'$ﬂ<?%”
gy > ] IF[[ uﬂ%]{e;ﬁ; PE 5 5k iﬁlj\ ECLIE J‘JIZJ: P #J]/ﬁf/

IGH T F
11.114 T\ﬁ_ ) %a[qﬁjﬁmﬁ 1 E[LJ}TEJ]E;I%}" FIE] ’—““EJ [N’ *F?' A AN
At E AR E - P Rl I R R T ) H PR R
L X - VHW'H*HWL%L’%Xﬂiyﬁyﬁﬂw-ﬂ‘“%%ﬁw
e Tt gy BT RS B R R "jJ]E;,I;L_fEJEIEJH Do o B RV R NSRS
@mﬂﬂiﬁﬁw¢ﬂmfm”%%WﬁF“““°iﬁ““,%$Tm’H%
TR T TR R @MWFU% wﬁwawmwﬁ%ﬁﬂ
JUe e Pl o T E X B R AN R L
?J EIJELB:T o % :%*[;ﬁ AN j:%%[ e pE F{[%T%[ B

11,115 ﬁwbﬂ¥ﬁ¢ﬁﬂ5ﬁ®NﬁMﬂﬁW%%mmwﬁﬁy
B BETETRERLFHRE P

B e
O N T I A N IR = T e R
U] B E pY T A AT (R AY ii’%%wﬁaﬂéﬁﬁﬁi@ﬁmﬁw

T

172 P‘Ls‘T923F§

TR A O G - XS R Y R £ T 1990
g ANewInterpretatlonActEJS‘T 17 ¥ 1l F,1 57 70 B oo

T B 7.8 FR YIS A -

75 Y ST TR .

207



iﬁﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@ﬁ?ﬁﬂ*ﬂﬁ%@@ﬂiF%@‘W%ﬁ‘%”
[EA U N T A

LT B MR MAE [ 2 K A P e o
2o b %m;ﬁ@*némg%.iwﬁ*lm#wéﬂw’
TP Aﬂ%iﬁ@ﬁ’ﬁﬁwwbm“ﬁmﬁHW%yﬁm
PR R K RO R AR, o D B R YR A R

P18 gRE R e B - XX IR P AR S 3 BT il & X B
N B2 g%{ YR A 22 ) & PV IR § fi o RLE B pY o0 F Fﬁ P X
YIREPBEAPVER - P FHERIEEHERF -

TL119  prasg it w3 F il A R D AR X 53R
mmﬁ}iMQ%%wwﬁWM?womP%Fwﬁ@FéﬁﬂWFﬁ
WA UF f A O T o ARLR R A AR A R AR O e B g
B D xﬁ Bk ﬁlm ™ F [E /‘ HEAC [;,[gg 1= j\ﬂgu]gﬁﬁ; 3T Mg ﬁ'J tﬂl o 181
Brg PV RRCHB R R ST SMESE - BN Py
PR R BIERPF VST X BIE R ROB) & R Ut PALRL AR S

L

11.120 &g g :iétm[* Wt B B E SR RV S TR (RS

THNRR EHERSF -

11.121 @axr£ ity , 3 qujufmi B~ 1% YO B H xS = g pv iy F,—ﬂ]ﬁm

&m A E ISR R S B BT IR R S L O R BRI RLE i
A B ll%ﬁi B1) (3% 341 Fr ) py i A=, - N3 X F1F - 7 EaE 9

T‘ir ’FH'“—‘] L= I A B O A

11122 RS FIT s 4y e B TR R RL T SR D A Y
Frin= A2 23 BRIt R E s S Sy EE R S
R P AR s B R R P gk R R

FOE R A E SO IR A Y B R TR R g B R ]
FR VB AL ET @ e P T WA R S S g e

—_

1%

Ve LB 3T 791 B o

177 PL = 57 7.37 A1 9.44-9.45 F& - zlzj:; IF?*EJ%#( | (¥ Ai"li;ﬁ@} EJ%>> S A ’[LJ?}’EH
}‘([&[EI (= = e FI'UE'EIU?[IT’S‘"}JEI(’JFJE%X tf lﬁ.lﬁ' clj}‘ﬂpqui%x | R B -‘ X%y ﬁ”*}\ljﬂ .

e ¢WT9W%

179 P"J“ FZD 978?&

R ?I932F§

181 ﬁmﬁiﬁEwJoﬁo

12 LAY 9.31 B8 o

13 LY 9.33-9.34 8 o

184 P‘Lﬁ980?§i

RS TR e = A T SR AR T SRR R b B
YAl £ A

ey 17F%J#7 FIVEY LIS B o AVETER [ - 2y

R 14 9741%&

W

7TH

208



:d_‘iFﬁijlﬁF ;ﬁﬁu ffiﬁ’?‘/ E.LFI * I jﬁ[rgfgfjggﬁi ] M R e
- TP ek AL 7%‘”7J R ’EJHJﬁiH R Lt S B S S
A o = 2 A < R

11,123 @@ £ 3% i 3 0 gy e wg,”ﬁﬁyﬁ%wr@m&ﬁi
BIFVRUCELHIS 250 % 2 W R py FL 3 (B O PV ST F IR IR
*:slo 188

IL124 oA @Y MEFABLEFFNIHHPPIRFT > RETFR
PR X B TP . e

R A R T L ER g R A g Al
FOF] B0~ RO RS S BRI BRI P S O—J&P%EWJE
o (RGN B el A L

11,126 gt QS b R S WG - YRR
LSRR S BN I U LR R (i R L2

11.127  JRAF 7 (1905 & wL§3$i ) BT 7(1) X HLE “Jwiﬂ%ﬁfgllﬁiﬁ

F*W%w%wW%%wwxﬁ m«w;wa«wwi ﬁﬁi
= Hl 7 R ﬁﬂpuﬂ?g (o AT AT Bﬁa?ﬁ}%,ﬁ *’J i #ﬂl
FOEH =R X Y AL XA AT XY [ﬁJEIfiom YoH RO

CEgE - S 3 G| }'ﬁiﬁgpuii gyt~ X Eiﬁ-’\‘ﬂjj' (1905 = iE—afﬁEk
) T T)EHE X > T AR T O S T AR T A
25 5 2 1

11.128 ij%wﬁWﬁ%&ﬁﬂW5@%WFﬁﬁjﬁﬁ<%%’%@
g L?ﬂ@'[ pljfﬁfxr¥’7’lE£l<< WY H s ) B IS HS e R
TR NN N A e I

11.129 (1901 = ¥ &JP‘V# J>> ST O15AB(2) 5 ) Uy Ry 9 EX B R R
& ?[p*rr{]cﬂ ﬁ\/ M T R ﬁfu LT’ s T” fiv A 13 %,}’5{8[ B ix £ i Jj—”rr{j i
*’J;‘ % fp fﬂli?" 9] > P PR ﬁj e g b B a9 o R R
Bl e R FE R R Y P R R A E LA o U PR S Y
O VA R R IE P e

188 PLEY 9.75 F& o

189 Cilrgy X 1) (37 341 31 ) [if & 6 F{I Hon ) R T |FJ £ 7t {7 "The Format of
Legislation" B@;fﬁf, Ab 4 L0 L Y o f¢ F 9 79 E&
190 Brazil, "Reform of Statutory Interpretation - the Australian Experlence of Use of Extrinsic Materials", (1988) 62 ALJ

510.

e TR TR <<* RN Jbﬁjff‘/) Xy (573823 ) 8T 21 X o%zéétﬁ"{ :
“Lg‘r{TH% B nJl\é}ﬁ%l ,\ mJﬁJAJﬁJHﬂ” qimd’?{t | = Elk’_‘f ?:’bEn}ﬂJﬁJﬁ nt
#9 h 4 a ta] Rg Ep ;%g 70 i -

e P¢F¢@|E§I97OE§EJ o

95 B R B AL R R AT - BB Y 966 F -

1od See Jenkins, ”PeppervHart A quﬁsmansPerspectzve ', 15 Stat LR, No. 1, 23, 25 (1994).

209



B 7 9]

11.130 ?F[_PF"J?#@*ﬁf TE Y CFEBALI ) L& HOR 71[ri
L S I R RER AN (WS I L U e @’ [Il“%iﬁ‘ iy (L AR d0) T30 -
CISTIRIE el Bl - R ‘IJ}‘[E[é,t FEAVEIE o i 2] 6 T e 2 3 A
EE s IR T e e [Hj EE (R
AV Hix) VB s TP RIS T Y AREA A E Pl o 2]
ﬂ}?/ﬁﬁi‘i fV Pickstone v Freemans ple J ' [ ¥ 120 — Ty & g) 34 B%EII [ i
SIS (B2 D [ SRR 1R
038 JUpu ARl o BR IR PP s o RIS F g b T D
SR = (e o T VA AR TR L DA =V L I
T R

ULI31 R A T (W) B (BRI £ E (R i
L F e CHer R F0) o PR P SRR TR R R 2 AR 0
HUR AP T AR o F I A EL TU#\’F‘ et g dal)y & - T
TR Y m‘ww°zwv FITI A E T 2 SR
L I N R R A R N = R E S B

L1132 g 2 @ A7 - R X T B S AR B
g » ﬁ*ﬂ ?Y*fj Erpy #clsr}i'?ﬁiﬁ

3PSt B 2R R

11133 % 57 2 ff ™ o B0 P9 9 S B 2l A0 BTOn s gy o SR - H
ERE SANE N E E R e  E T BUTRCE S IS |
Wm#ﬁ%Wﬂ%&*Vﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂ%“ﬁ%?H’@ihm%ﬁﬁ°
PRV IENE PR TR B0

11.134 <<*L#*f7% 1) (37 80 ) 8y 59 X HLE - (£ 5! &3 l[rﬁ“ﬁ‘ﬂj P
CHEH T E R Y g A iff%lﬂ? %K*L#*t o8 gt XY Akl
IRACIRES Fh%[/*ejﬂ;& g XY 1997 F 7k 'T'ITFJ%IE'J“% e
wiwi%@%%WWﬁéwWWﬁdﬁ”ﬁﬂw*im%u BEEL-
SR IR BEY 59 X § 1 F lﬁ“ D RS - U - R T /FJ:{ % (EAr o
AR /R A e L I R N B B AT ) - (R R

S T EY R AT SO o L Y BT 7T R o

196 Y [?t 14 PL11993] 1 WLR 303 o= = F"T‘EJ E 3k Ik lﬁ Hlps (B ?F'I S )il PL “ Practice Direction
(Hansard Citation)” ([1995]1 WLR 192) -

197 [1989] AC 66 - X~ Pickstone v Freeman plc %' fi*J i} i& PLL FYEY 295 F o

198 EJgprLw - SR S A ]997#5'—”3{[—‘[ HH[[*I’FD,L uflfg[;ﬁgsp ONEE

199 PLEY 10.36 F& o

210



ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁmﬁﬂmww = F5 o AR PLRY R A o 00 R
u@% wITE_';[ %’27731‘4[ 01

L35 (i i) el 3RNHO R A HO A A 5
N R LR N A R R R R SR = L TR PR
BAEF N B L G RSB WH A g
S E R O T 9 BRI O TR P ] B s
R TR P E R R S P R LY R LR
B RO O 2 A P
11136 B ax £ 06 fLIG WA T ok £ 5T 15AB X o ?] g (EfSus
R Mg PR ETpY - 357 1SAB X RV B 7 I To (Y 2l il % 51)
CH5 1) 5% 19A X EO T I BT I 1 Sl 5 X T S aY 15AB
KR VW2 R T e AR 2R ]
TR - R R

200 See Li Jin-fei and Others v Dlrector oflmmlgratzon [1993] HKLR 256, at 264-5.
PRl R BIEY 31 R RLE R [N D SRS E R R BR 2T
pﬂwwfkiﬁmﬁlwhkfﬂ¢flJ Py -

211



BT 12 f RR 9 R AR R
5T 1A

m%

12.1 L (R CR R AT Rt L I E- I D A N ATR SRR = S (Dl
L AV | Sﬁﬂ}%z’iq‘ T & LR R Y b T ] 2D AR B F’%ﬁ#k’ pJ"“ FJ Kt
oo ooy I ﬁ{gﬂjﬂ;@;ﬂﬁ dir £ F“@ DI CIRER TS ¢ R L

BRI S Nl R IV e S R R =l (R R U

CEEE IR TN TN E R

PR E B R R

12.2 “ﬁmﬂﬂﬂ%\Fﬁ%yQWﬁﬁ%ﬁ°7ﬁ? iR
[ A S A I o [ B S T = BTN S A S B NV = N “ﬂpfjt{igﬁo ”
A - N EIHF ST I U i ']}l'l:l?ﬂ te A e I SN &fpw %Xp s e
%M’Fja#ﬂiwwﬁvﬁ@WﬂWﬂ@%ﬂ o X v B X
Yo E A E R o P Y 2 S Rl R

12.3 %N?ﬁ%%%wWMVL%Jﬁﬁﬁ%wkoﬁ%ﬁﬂm%#%ﬂﬁﬂ
= F[qufﬁﬁ EPY o BT R O ST B T % ?< e o YE t[iskj‘ﬁ“’iiﬁlj BJﬁ‘}fﬂjf"]ElfJ
o Ty 7 i@bj%%’ﬂb#%m:Fw#V%ﬁ*%Tﬂw“«f’
%Wirﬁ”iﬁ$@U*H7m?uﬂﬂ#%ﬁj«ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ 3
12.4 B 3[*FLFJ ﬁ@'%ﬁf z f['iflfﬁ/ﬁ‘ﬂlgﬁ*rﬁ’I"p”“ii‘f'if’
FH LS g ] g ym ] A ] R AL j'f\_ R G A
B LT 9T R PR R (R DR HORL R R R

! D.R. Miers and A.C. Page, Legislation (1st edition, 1982)— {4 fi'»FEI o

? HVATRLE - 3 177 = 178 ji -

3 The Law Commissions, The Interpretation of Statutes (1969), (Law Com No 21), (Scot Law Com No 11), paragraph
4.

¢ NS [ﬁJ ik

° NS [ﬁJ il

212



T A RLFEF S T F 2R 2
12.5 ﬁ%y’%ﬁwwﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂWW:6
(1) iy TE
2 B H,w"? X RIpY TR Y BRI 2l Sl T
G) B HIRE F' SR cp;ﬁji EEESTIES |F Tﬁ/fu I s
(4) ﬁﬁﬁ RCENCRNGE TR
(5)  FE[ApAIFEA
6) [ 2y
(7 B P e ot
(8) H PuE AL
) B R fsrﬁl AL
(10) = Fpy ke A o w fif /i 21k
m>ﬁﬂiﬂp7ﬂw#£wﬂ
12.6 I ’}”ﬂtFk SRRl S BT 2 AR ic o fLA *J'/fr;ﬁj’/,-ﬁ%#g
= SR foo ot riﬁ‘ﬁ”ﬁﬁﬂ s %“‘iilﬂ FEHRP YRR PR GREPHETH T
P [0 2 OB P A A e A Y S

LR EA

12.7 AR B N AL 2 N B S 2D AR g
o gtriﬂiﬂ“ﬁ*xiiﬂéF[* Bk ik '/'F‘JELJT?JJ:iﬁ’ I R s
] & ‘éjdj ﬂhgﬁ i = fF IJ%E,I ﬁ#ﬁﬁf FopucE o BEA 2 P RUIAY [F‘
iVéiyﬁﬂMﬂmF’Wﬁﬁﬁwwﬂjﬁvﬂﬁg“ﬁpo”

SIE

RISl i Tﬁ%tﬁfﬁJﬁ (B ER
Fj: l}‘ iiﬁ tUL F[fj}‘ﬁ ﬁ§£ ;f\ F, , «]‘E[ |J —A. ii EH ,i f /S[ f’.';'/?/c'/"} _ﬁ—g[b’i» 15 H[

Tl TR R B B2 gy

R L ORE R DO A B TP P
o H SRR SRR Fy s PR XA - AL

Stair Memorial Encyclopaedla The Laws of Scotland, Vol 1, paragraph 1143 et al.

B2 ORI T (BIA IS

}“F'IFJE%'% SN DP’: (Epud 4 > H zpyf PP R VPR S YUY I SCETAR -
[1992] 3 WLR 1032.

10 PLN P BT 12.20 B o

1 PLEY 1.2-1.6 F& -

12 Miers and Page, "Legislation" (1982), 180.

13 PL3T 3.7-3.10 F& -

1 See Salomon v Salomon [1897] AC 22, 38.

e [1981] AC 251, at 279.

o @ O o

213



R JrpuE s Pl TR b R A

BB AR A e
12.9 “%ﬂ“*ﬁmmﬁay@*ﬁmmwiﬂﬁﬁwﬁwmyﬁ,
e R R B S i R R X Fﬁﬂi Ay & FEOR] A RS TR 7 i
“WWW‘METW@“°”W“* i ﬁ%b
] B o R (R 0 YRR N R A
ﬁfwﬁ“ﬁ%ﬂﬁ“?wyﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%“#LrHW“ﬁ’ﬁﬂ“fww
BE Tl R ) S G N S R U E TR T L PR
R A

0t Py
12,10 BB RS R R 0] E'J*ﬁ JUI o AL T B kb s F S L

2o LI 22 B?Ié’,ﬁjlﬂlﬂ 23 ?: Ff_\ﬂ [ A9 ]ﬁrﬁj [ﬂ F[ o H ¥ =
SOBEHLII Y o el “E'F[‘H‘x%[ _ jF' w Flﬁwﬁt RS
P m) O3y 1 F ) By 19 & F P e

“X l = = JH%{# SERO (R FFE A R Y

F@’ﬁuiﬁﬁmﬁ s N TN SN AR

U R FEY o 7

AR Y B3R
12.11 PEOT It TR AR T R G Ppu E e L s
PR RCHE - XM MY EET SREYE S T E
PO S REL T F YRR - R A T S gy R
%ﬁﬂﬁ ‘ﬁf#%%fﬁ»ﬂﬁ%@i%@ﬁﬁ&ﬂ@\
TS ZATR AE P s AR e 7
12.12 %ﬁf@wm e N N R CR R TR R R
EHE S

16 R L .

17 CEGTHE IS T BB R A R (R B E Y URL T {&ﬂ RSN U AR e IR TN B
g 2% TR Y RL B2 R R R T AL B TRt F Y ¥R~ " Black-Clawson case [1975]
AC 591 at 613 ¢

o A ELE - BT 80 T

1o "Interpretation of Legislation: A New Zealand perspective", 9th Commonwealth Law Conference April 1990.

20 "Some Thoughts on Statutes, New and Stale", [1981], Stat LR 77, 80.

21 PLEY 1.4-1.7 F& o SHLIIAYE FURL T 7 FRop] i ook AL 9A 2p1 A0 SURCFIT, 3k A R R fpy 7ok o

ELF i

2 A T SRR L > 1S I L SR e PLET 18-1.10 B -

2 SIS RIS SRR T SR80 4 B A
A H O T B R g -

2 Fri1 = [V 1924 F New Zealand Acts Interpretation Act 23 5(j)% ~ 1901 & Acts Interpretation Act (Cth) 57
I5AA % ~ S_[3/fiY United States Uniform Statutory Construction Act 57 15 X FIU[I& [y 1927 & Canadian
Interpretation Act 57 15 X ¥ F | #IF Ay X ¥ o

2 (Law Com No.21) (Scot Law Com No.11) (1969), at paragraph 46 o PL5Y 2.1-2.4 F& -

214



(D) B PP e AL R SO BT R e - AT

() TR R A R SO AL A S s U s Al R A R R
%ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ%@ﬁ%%ﬁwﬂmﬂﬁib

(€I N A IR =PI - R e A O P 2 Ji’ FY I 3
= ]}IEJ J"NH

fi' ¥ TY 1
12.13 ‘@Eﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi”ﬂ“wwlj BB P 2 T X B
POE T WY B RS B I E AR AR I RR
IrTxEs s> 5% @i7ﬁﬁﬁdﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ’”“%wb%§%ﬁ
PR B B R T (R AR X @%\mmwﬁﬂuﬂ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ
R AN ES R IR &R A

BT B9 AR IR R

12.14 =T # g &%F“JE’?JﬁﬁlSlEUﬁfﬁli'EleW :W%ﬁiﬁ“ﬁ LBk B
N '\QJFW%ﬁTUj fi ~ 32 w'ﬁ@fji;[gljé B F“mtﬂ NI s TRV l"ﬁfﬁ;{@ﬂj £
oL ﬂr’ﬁ9$%k.’?£ﬁf‘—l[ BEJ v 2 D kR A R Y, pp:ﬂ *JF%[JETE 3
IEREN R = iﬁw$@o%lPﬁ’WE+Wﬂpﬁ&MHVE«¢ﬂ
T ﬁt‘ﬁv A I 1 ol AR LT s SO Fd‘* = r*r;lvl%ﬁl 2 Fr}}'!' H
E%&ﬁ%ﬁﬂ?p%oﬂ

12,05 T R Qg T A By S fif AT A S X G R ZE R
*ﬁﬂﬁjﬁWW%VWWE@W%&W%ﬁMN$MH«$FW*M
FE L

“Ji‘Fb%vi§¥%QW’ FIOE D T R B R R

153 3 B )9 At R e WA/JLLIEEEE%’”I‘F:I'JU}FIFJO—’3

%#%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ’wjﬁwwﬂﬁﬁ#jﬁﬂawﬁﬁﬁw

Bz Ar Rl > P B g St T Y i E

CIE IR =R R A L I - R (Il T NEN

o -

2 [1992] 3 WLR 1032.

S TR e e 7@*7 P PEFR (119801 WLR 209, 235) JL 5 e[ 1 iy 641 )
gttﬂ'ﬂ'”&]&»émjj El R

# 98 [rl 5‘553?& i1 2 U L OM 1 2 5 T 20 S R i 2 R Y (SR 9 T ]
”Wﬂ“ﬂ” B R ] R LE B

30 23%

31 }‘1‘5‘73«?’[ o

PLEY 3.6 B o

PLET 3.7-3.10 B -

PLET 3.11-3.13 R -

PLEY 3.14-3.15F8

PLEY 3.16-3. 18 B -

57 3.19-3.23 F& -

1975] AC 591, 614.

—_

32

—v—v

33

34

35

36

f—f—

37

~

—v—v—v—v

38

—

215



B T AL e o 39
Bk B o 4 B9 T AR SRR PO

LI
12.16 & /ﬁ?/ﬂﬂ T B il SR RS E SRR S
@b¢'?Jﬁ$ LI Fi A9 B @ S SORT F O AV EERO B o 2 [ H T P
w3 5 D %7“¥ww@mﬁr[;¢mia#¢ﬁmwwmo
I S-S P - R LT A S T L
RL P 875 TS O B ISR R S RS A b
AT TP E R E R E R R g A AR L) X
e

12.17 ?Jﬁjﬁk[@?ﬁfffﬁi}g}%iﬁymﬁt EEEa :§|F :T.BL‘-[J%'T‘ZFF*—:I » O
:rﬁlﬂfli_ﬁfik I T fol A ZEPRY ] g T R Y o Ry Warner F0 0t ) HU PR s
I E BT o WERL TR ff, R N S R i U Sl I
’ﬁ% '%Frpf;«[‘ﬁ e R (E A ALY - R 3 Ho g g ‘L\HH o
IR AT R N U

E 1T R g

12,18 Fp R P b i K R B R 0 B SRR U R L £
A9 E RS o ff P RO R A R R R Y R R PSR A
@ﬂﬁﬂﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁﬂfﬁﬂﬁmkﬁww'o“EiF’Wﬁﬁwkﬁ
gﬁmw%%ﬁia’“#%ﬁmﬁwwﬁpw 5 R D00k g
IR "Iy Bjﬁ”ﬁﬁ«m%%ﬁﬂo “ P
S aﬁ@m%%%w%ﬁ@ﬁm%wma%ﬁﬁ
Yo R AR

39 LS R > BT 638 [ji -

‘0 PLay 4 i e

“ [1975] AC 591 - PLBT 4.4-4.11 F&

¢ Bl f‘\’%ﬁﬂi'&ﬁiﬁm CF PR "i ﬂﬁW?EJ%E“i \"LW?‘# T@j £ AJF”E“F**['E[F » A £
PIEC(BY 622 1) o M= r*ﬁ*’ﬁﬁ AN ES IR T cpﬁ WEOQE ARG E A
b?;ii?@iﬂzﬁé I bf‘lfilﬁﬁ‘/ I1 gu ?:J?'Izji (g‘jf,zg “ )

“ ?‘I 622H | o HJ W = & A El, ( Lord Browne-Wilkinson ) 7k /ﬁi“'/"?ﬂ/ﬁ:;t 4 [ﬂ FEEEEE S Y=Y 55
FLAE O FE Y o VTR P B s 3T 1056-7 ji -

“ [1969] 2 AC 256, at 279, per Lord Reid, dissenting.

4 Samuel, "The Interpretation of Statutes” [1980] Stat LR 86, at 99.

46 [1992]3 WLR 1032, 1040 D.

o “t Brown & Doherty Ltd v Whangerei County Council [1990] 2 NZLR 63 » #7I1=" (1924 & IF 57~ % )
FY S() R FRYPI=[R] o JRAF T BAIEY (1901 F "AJ FEN 1k 'AJ ) BT ISAA XL A puRy Ty
FESCAVHLI o S RL T ' 28 9t 2D AOR] P TR R LA A e

216



12,19 =7 9F & b AR B 2 1 o RO PV A R T A E ik a
FOEE R B RV R Sk B R ;g*[ R U R fi L%pjj: s
FHAHF D BT AF R (EE ) .

CE Il TR
12.20 #ﬁiﬁﬂku#iW&ﬂwﬁl/wwH%%ww

TR PR RO S D B g 2
ﬁﬂmwﬁwﬁw#awww«Jwm,Uwﬂﬁmiﬁw
AP P () BT Y R Y R IR E SN
()T 42 31 B FLAL 1 g5 ) X 80 4005 8 - (=i ()
IR o B g R X T A B e
T P SRR R ()R TP IR ¥R i

AR 3 9 9 g 2 R3S
12.21 @ & kN RPCE e s i ML AR PR 9 T O 20 AR Y e
o B s

() F e Y Y o [ 2 S RE R Y R A R
F Yoo ER B B SR Yy E SR S S

@) BN S AL AT A TR R B g
CEETE W TR

(3)  [B& RS R E R B B
(@) BB SRR A W Y S 2

O el N LR g S TR TR Ml
(6)  FP{ AL AR S AORCRL R A HE AV S e g e
%HLJ%%ﬁmW%HW% ’H“ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁ

M = HEH
ﬁl W S REC S AL R E A R E s ey W | HEL S
e .

“8 Pepper v Hart [1992] 3 WLR 1032.

4 LBy s Fi e
50 At 1056-1061 - PL3Y 5.19 F& -
st I3t Ry Warner % ([1969]12 AC 256 » PL279 Tji) » EVEEAE PUap df ROpl1ut oo UPCE SERIE I

S B9 A WAL 2 518 W”*#i%EHWF%%w?W°”W%M
TR S (AR SN R T S A T Pﬁﬁ Y Symposium on Statutory Interpretation Hv/o Uil Pl o
( AGPS, 1983, at 13)

217



(8 S SR RO A 910 PR R I 2
(Bl Py B 72 o

52

©) T B TR ABCAR T R R R R A B A RS
£

dlm|

=) o

LIS AN P( i Hadmor Productions Ltd v Hamilton % ([1983] 1 AC 191) fl1E=is (B2 iV Hi50) ?J P
FeAiC o T -5 B R A O S B R B R (2
YEHR) F[fji{ [’—”jﬁ'l ji"J o (37233 ]jl )

218



= w8 5 9 T ) 2R i 3

12.22

T2 0 & o g Y AR B P S S R T (B

i s ) puie i g 2

() [ 2 FEOR 2  Bh o HCHT R GRS g R o e
R RN TR S A AR RS AR R R T
_?.I o

@) B AR e A e

() EOTVAE PR P EGE B R A S EL] 8 R R R
ElfpI It -

@) R BRI R R B S R R OB 2 R -

(5) EOF A H YRR AR R AE S P -
(B2 a) (A -

6) SLELEpAE RN - [y SO A 2 g

i

[t A

1223 (IR & BN B P B S ST A I g [

(2 R B G D R R
BT R F T R A

@ UR SR E PR R S
SR I Tl R PR RN (e N
[ o o

(3) B ] A B [ E AR [ E R R iy E S f
Bl RLIE AR O RO R [ R D o7 D) E R L) AR EE -

(4)  J T R [ B B I ] B R S i bR

-

T IR & BN T 5Y 1055G T E A B RIAYIC f o FORE T 5Y 1058B Z 1059D ) {Epi -
PLEY 5.20-5.21 F& -

o ﬁ@ﬂ*iﬂPTﬂﬂkmﬁ(WﬂMMGHﬂ)0%%*HHVW%ﬁﬁi<Bﬁfii>ﬁ

= PR R LR (OIS o T (BT 5T 1038B 7)) -

. %W*#m@ﬁ“ﬂﬁﬁ<'”*$w§“mﬁ (1 S 8 S 1 3% E T )
(2 sty o P 2F B L iU ) bh PLpy (35 1038H 7))

BT A fe R e mﬂ¥m3G#%ﬂHW%‘£#&iH
FORpL: T IP&J ~fE 5 I/;_ izflz lng(fJ'H ’FEFIJE‘IL pd. F[s«—jg ) [,J@rgllpﬂjygrﬁ H]’fﬁ’* g
AR = a2 lzjaﬁfl[jLF i ﬁ[,clrﬂymﬂ T QF R B R
7 % 1039H 7 fiels *ﬁ%%&”mWf it 2 S [ 15 8 % o ] X558 g (e
BRSO (0 % -

57

L B P H RS
219



(5) ?%*EW%A%?ﬂi’@ R TR Y RS R
FY o I Fp 3 74 RL SR -
FUSE R R A A ROR RO T L G R E R R o BT 6 T %
© P A

JRFL 7 [ 7 RN RO RY

12.24  BVSRFUE) D BOp R (FRLBEAESLT R GIC ) o W B H S
R A RORIE R o DAL B BT (W E ) o TR
BTG R R - TR S R IR
) RIS PR AR I ISR R B Y
CORLETER D SR B A 2 B LA AR b fJ 7}_ Ngan Chor
Ying v Year Trend Development Ltd % ©° 'l i Rk EE g Il—~q| 4\ F A IJE'\ F{ o TF
Matheson PFC Limited v Jansen %' >** § fb o= 3% fy 18 0 p‘f |7 T B PP PR 2 RL
S I B B e
12.25 BRI I K BIE Y Y R R RS
PR o s pu A ORI o T Hong Kong Racing Pigeon Association Limited v Attorney
General %' > ** 7,?J§ SRR RS R A Rl e A D R R B A
RS N A ff SECREN: §f§*rﬁ‘fﬁﬂ7 419 ﬁ;{n] HiL ] QW*HI*HI]K«LﬁEU iy 5L
R PR AR B AL A
EHpNFEPE - - B
X X B H]F e
12.26 %F'* S TR E S S T&F[T RS = | A ) B
Y FER B % 2 B A g
“(1) A’*'?ﬁ"‘[_['—ji JEJ[— IF[ X@F[J?br\/ 1 A Y N 4 I%{Eij\
l_'l'lj Mo % fl l;[J F[ R VJE]EIJQE dr gt j\l- H + HZ }‘F[} st
Hr e
(b) =3 ] SRR CINEE S e A o N
BRI EREFTHE - Ff %*xﬂ f4 2
FopvE <R F“'I 155
() = ?J Fir LT Y Y ?J PR R Y g B A

° T[JE'?[\‘ P BT 1040 [N (A T EES) T T “p’*h@lﬂ B3 WIRE m*‘ﬁ’* o
> F‘,i%w@i‘i’FTJ*?J\”/IJH'.ISFTFEEJIHU% EY BRI &Efi?‘rfé‘uﬁﬁbﬂﬁ °

6o [1995] 1 HKC 605, 610  pL - o

oL (1994) Civil Appeal No.72 of 1994, (CA) 26 July 1994.

62 [1995] 2 HKC 201 (CA) - L&Y 6.19 F& o

63 [1995] 3 WLR 1032, at 1039H.

S HVRA[EE BT 1042H ) -
65 L[l I'FIJ , 5‘}* 1056B :rljj o
o6 PLST 7.17-7.18 F& »

220



ﬁi—ﬂ\ﬁfjf:'ﬁ J E e =) % 2R B N EN | E CT T\i/‘;?{f
= B Ilﬁfi_7A FR Xk
@ E AR R R R BT
El R A RS il A A C
@ BAHQIEEELPE DTG
F (T‘w rﬂ'ﬂ}&¢’?**& D)
Q)Au¢§ﬂUPWPNﬁ“§NUﬁFELEW:yWEUKET
WAL O R T B
(3) jfﬁ%ﬁl@%?l/j (:EE#%"J%\}F JHEM"] |: E F[J’:ﬁﬂi%
‘[ﬁwij\T\FJ%IEF[UB[%",\’QITF/F[ o 68

x

—_

H

Fr =

12.27 %ﬁ?ﬁé*ﬁ RO LS T AR B Ok gy
A B BLRLE TR S A R RS A ) A BT g 9
¢%°@%fA*%wmﬁﬁMjWK%@W@%?ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁowﬂ
SR U R R e TR R SN ER R SR I
T F R R 2 (1924 5 B R ) B S R
O ETf R B RS RER P - R B R (R R g
A OO L) B L9 KA e BT R R R
GRS A E R TR R N TR E e i B

=W

12.28 e NRYEE B SUET S WG T SRR B g T g
PEEINE BT - 7 IR E AN T AT RO SRR X
wwmwwwe@w%’rfw“eﬂﬂﬂﬁrﬁﬁmwg%ﬁ°”%m’
5 TPy o A ) RE R G Ay AL F“ ?’yj{p e IJ[BF»E(Eio”

WAFHT

67

;E:l rfJ FPYRL - Civil Jurisdiction and Judgments Act 1982 tﬂi’i—_ﬁ’ PP Sy 2 2 A ey I}’Fﬂ’q‘:

SRR TR R Uy @ s H p‘ﬁ ;P“iij Bl oo

5 iﬂ% SRR R S AR A

69 "Legislation and its Interpretation", Preliminary Paper No 8, Paragraph 61 (December 1988) - LI PL5Y 7.50-7.75
}g °

P [ LD S S TR B LR R RS £
YR PPV EI PO R T TR R 3“31#;@@731%\/ o

" 57 140 Jji -

72 PL3Y 7.76-7.86 F -

” [1993] 3 WLR 1032, at 1059.

” pL3Y 7.88-7.102 & -

T Ms

221



12.29 BN AT RAT Y (1984 F xRy ([£17) R 4)) NSV 15AB X
Spt BT (1901 B PR G FEN IR G ) o P  t  YE I T AFOR] YD
(Bl A o3 e 200 e B i TR g R B T TR BT P A R LR LY BT 1S AA
: IR

12.30 M%%1MB&ﬁﬂﬁ@&mmmwﬁﬁwf%¢ﬁaﬁﬁ%a
‘%H%ﬁ%ﬂﬁmﬁ4%78@*%7w{f%cMFWﬁHﬁ“W%TWH%HUﬁ
w (B2 i) WZRR UG F A e B S AR il A A
%%%W£W:ﬁ@ﬁ@“%&ﬁ%ﬁﬂ’mﬁwgﬁ~ﬁmmﬁﬁoﬁ
AR T A E P R R VDBt 2 B O AR o RN Ty
(R Sl L N = U B VIS s B = A B I S & B L e
o NI R B RN TR Y U8 2 AT o LR AT A T IR R TR
PELEL P9 R PR RS AR RS N 5T B LR A A S S

12.31 B 1SAB(1)(a) % 7o 3l B 9F T AR T R - Y e RN AT Y
Wﬂﬁﬂi’W@%¢W%Vf%@W’@ﬁﬁ®“ﬁ@ﬁﬂ”iﬂ—%
B T RS S R e P ORI T (D) (b)) X
SRR O N 2 L

12.32 WE1PW1Cmﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ#im%RM$p%ﬂw@’@

EPR AR ) A ST A M S A
Aiww&ﬂwmzwﬁfMﬁ*m CAUFRT ) B o g iy g ok
P (0 F N B S e R BB T Y T RS R AT g
ﬁ*ﬂ*w#@ﬂﬂ wWﬂ@ﬁHﬂiwuﬁ &Y -

- B

12.33 ¥ ﬁ?’/%%;’?iﬁui—ug\ Fropbl T G By (Y FE S ) o
aﬁmwwum%ﬁdﬁwﬁﬂ@“o<ww PR (537
> 8 "E - XX BELR N A T RAIpY (1901 F 3E &J%X\/?i ) 27 15AB

ﬂ«—

76 1901 [k 57 1981 & ¥y 7 it ¥ -

7 "Current Topics Statutory guidelines for interpreting Commonwealth statutes", (1981) 55 ALJ 711.

e Prig @ A N Bl SO B EE T ’Hb@i**ﬂf FIHRES 7 E AR R ] = 28 2] 21T
fo 9 R O 2 pgﬂﬁ% e 2 OB LR -

Beckman and Phang "Reform of Statutory Interpretation in Singapore", 15 Stat LR 69, (1994) 53| Commissioner
of Police v Curran (1984) 55ALR 565 and Gardner Smith Pty Ltd v Collector of Customs, Victoria (1986) 66 ALR
37T -

LI

79

o LBy 6 Fi e
82 [1992] 3 WLR 1032, at 1059.
83 S &JJ 1993 & 4 k| 16 FI & % o =9 » Ejr—z % 1993 & 10 *] i Commonwealth Law Bulletin 27

1364 [ji - 1985 & Interpretation Act 57 9A }\i

93 F Interpretation (Amendment) Act 37 2 JJ[IJT_‘QEIU °
B PLEY 9.3 F W B iF pUFRTE

222



12,34 Fpie it o QR EEE] S ) TR T B E R
EIRR O S TR SEAC I S el (R IR =
HR ﬁr’¢$+ﬁ%h’50¢yHUWf ORI R
)R TED R S R R RO o R RS o BB
B YR S T SRR F) R A R

1997 3 [ i o 3 B A9

12.35 U S NCHATE D R E S E T et X T R
EEN T”{“MWHWwwmwk*ﬁ%#%ﬁ<§¢#>wﬁﬂ
J**W%% BR[O 9 T PR SCE R

1236 hE V- RLARE NS H R T R R R
@WH%%WEH@W%&ﬁ%ﬁﬂ°<%ﬁim>(ﬂS%)ﬂw%%
%g’“Fﬁﬁwwwuﬁﬁ@%wﬁwww¢@”%ﬁ%ﬁﬁmﬂomww

T TR K T X Y 1997 5 7 0] E' YERTRT R T
il Rl R RER T EY 593&7% B ’[EIH[ PR — 47T 1 %R

oA L o [FLAEE N R ht fayy 7 :1, i BT fi H EJ IUJ%@ R FF”Ej‘ Rk
ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂmﬁnfwﬁm fi PO O AR o 0 R IR TR
! ’ﬁlrél‘a o

12.37  FH1RIH ok B kL gy o R T 7 g A R (R
H T 1997 F 7H1'Lfﬁﬂﬂ“ﬂﬁ%#o<ﬁ¢ﬁ>ﬁ”ﬂﬁ%%
%’ﬁ%ﬁpﬁ%riﬂ»ﬂﬁﬂﬁ@wﬁpmwﬁ%momﬁﬂaim
fO1997 F VR [ A GEEAR ] 0 ([ P AT B 1997 F VO 123
Y B e

o7 11 {1

@ -i" 91
e 9 2 1

’/v—v—l—

AN

12.38 FPEE G N FHEAT AR (B A EH ) ] ]U[?j(ﬁ"‘*#

#H@ww%%mmww&iﬂwauywxﬁHW%ﬁ7 L TR S

85 PLP 15 B FIUFEI & s HU9A Pl Black-Clawson % » 3 645 T}I o

86 PLET 10.33 B8 -

87 _EJ ?Ef'LP ik Al\Jﬁ»gi—\y Flsjgjyr;;g ,fi. 1997 = ;[/»F’II IT FJ\::H//H'EIJFDLA’\J “FKIY%H\J {1, [ﬁ‘laj; o ;.Jj‘j 10.36
Fg o

88 See Li Jin-fei and Others v Director of Immigration [1993] HKLR 256, at 264-5.

* [fil = 187 31 F =4 RLE S py > [N RO R U 9P BT Py R B A o R

o PR BEH vzt iEE'J¢ RN
. PLRLIZERIAVAE T - BT 10.45 F4 -
BRI BLEY L ST I
92 PLEY 11.18 F& % & T,u?&fg o

223



AT e RCRRCPIR Y BOAIBORL T AR B Y F T - PR T
ISR G= R TN R T ﬂgu[?wgim SN A N RTINS

1239 PR IGHROG  E B B U E 2R
%Wﬁ’ﬂﬁFJJ%u%méﬁjf%wmﬁm %#wbbrw¢ﬁ
- R RO DY F] R T B9 T AR B R R YRR B (R
Tt B A SN PO BB 0 (BB A A PO IC P R B R R B L -

o9 R
(g

12.40 it 2T ﬂﬁﬁ;ﬁ( BT N O I A S 2 EJ%J_‘(;{ AR g B E 1
DU 2 O T BT Y E A P o A 15 1! frfe % R 2 B 9y

ﬂ@’%mﬁﬁﬁﬁmjﬁoﬁ~ﬁﬂ'ﬁqﬁwmﬂﬁﬁwﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ
- BB ST B b ST AT S I A S [ 2
BT AL R R T AR T

R A S A e L e
2 A EH R0 ) ]9 EJ B U I A - e i IR L R N i
~$‘$«>wﬁaﬁ?®y°

12,41 5% RUR] 00 i R B B T B8 2 9 AEORT Y LIRS 2 fer i 44 Rl A

g

4

Ju
P
o

d
oA
inn
Ay

<
Fa)
"

()RR ERR RN T R B R
i\j_-v“:/f jitIEFf 17 b EJE{;@JO ......

(2) SE SR Y E Y Y U o @ g [
WERE T AR XTI (W2
pURie Zl 50 ) w2 Y v Y [ FJ: FFﬁﬁl;{pfj
R e

W?EHiE*mWﬂﬁ%ﬁFHEEEEWﬁ%ﬂ

2

3)

LM R

mh

(b) B E G R AT T B

> Bates, "Parliamentary Materials and Statutory Construction: Aspects of the Practical Application of Pepper v Hart"

14 Stat LR 46, 50 (1993) and Zander, The Law Making Process (4th ed, 1994) 155.

ot Morelle v Wakeling [1955] 2 QB 379.

95 EEN nﬂﬁg il];fgif{_ﬁ] ;h”(;\gf Jﬁ4 [iF"J’FU'”

%6 rj R v Foreign Secretary, ex p Rees-Mogg % (i Vi~ 27 = Bl ™ fyt) o /7’/13'/”?//7{7‘ﬁ3i Bl o Y
Pl Y 5T 6.72 B8 o

224



i A

S L R R LARE S
w:w
(d) % Fp O BTEPHIR T RA ROl I SR
%%ﬁ°
) ?ﬂ#ﬂi¢ijﬁk@%ﬁ%ﬁWWhp7ﬂ
F.E ]qu_U[ F;\ilﬁ_ | B I?Ijl';‘#ﬁj\y\j‘“rj}id/ﬁjfl}’r\/%
¥ Jo R S I PR T Y g Y P AR AR A

N ﬁnﬁﬂ X Ty HJqL?ﬂ*ﬁf§33ﬁlﬁ7‘i}?ﬂ T
@Bﬁ?fﬁ'@#ﬂwmwkﬁiﬁﬁm@

() HEE PSP E R AR PR itﬂﬁud/j[:

ﬂ%%@ﬂﬁﬂﬂ%bwﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ’ﬂ, ﬁ
ST A PEAS Sl sc = e T RU R R R wt A
E[GJ o

(6) 4 FI P9 R E B oR Ok R R B E A B ] o e

() S ERATHT LT e AR T R E R
%Eﬁﬂﬁ%%vmﬁwo ......

|) TN X4 1I[?' N TRERE = E[ﬂ\F[jt{l[[[JT /—\‘DJT\E{-’%J,"I
ELF*E[%B%"&%%Xﬁ LI 2 F AL 9 py B R L2y

) BE£ I H T A S R D) T
PR AITE A R 22 R A 1 P
:E[r B% ...... o 7
SRR S T AR R R S
T e

12,42 ST g SR RS R A9 DA DR 5 A I e Y (B9 A
fill 39 Bk i GO 4 0 A SRS 0 BRI R T X e AT A
W%Fﬁﬁim@m@ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ ﬁmﬁm’l%éf,7@$m<ﬁ
;#$x>%ﬁ”@ﬂ A N U = R e U O T A
No%ﬁjfﬁﬂhﬂﬁf*ﬁ’ﬁﬂﬁxfwiﬁ$ SCHL R g i

o Oliver, "Pepper v Hart", Public Law 5, at 13, (1933).
%8 Miers, "Taxing Perks and Interpreting Statutes: Pepper v Hart", (1993) 56 MLR 695, at 706.

225



)fiiﬂlw‘/l’l";f[[* L P AR ke s R A SO AR A L E ﬁﬁfu o
AR 7]

12.43  Faxr £ ¥R Hr
FiRj e ™ RO H
LN

12.44 Far g @ o REOVE RN EFERANY (RY MDY (5T 1
% EHESST »p? @RI bR P - BRI HER
EBW 19X AP T FI P EPORBROR I XV HIT T 194 X

W | TR

12.45  FERPHFREUELFATHPEFHE 0 VA
FoBEs g ﬁﬁﬂ*ﬂﬁ%mﬁm«wmﬁﬁJ?Vﬁq»ﬂIMB
X 03 i_ /*;Fs‘l:‘h r_“".l:f Eﬁcl?‘ﬁlfl"ﬁ thl "_‘121—;%7‘? jﬁwi'ﬁﬁﬁjﬁwl J]:"I

}‘E]l - = F' » @ 'F”‘_E'Haf‘clp
ﬂ

LR GE L R T
PR B VRE E) SR

il o 55

|
24

g o 0¢
T
12,46 (93 ¥ [F ) I8 T HE R 8 P ST ISAB(1)(a) £ (B 7 B 3

R e e iﬁ%?@¥¢°ﬂ*iﬁ%$#@¥¢*ﬂfﬁ$WW
B o Fp - R XY F Py E T [Hﬁr[] g F R Y A E]
i = %E%Aﬁ R S I RS A2 SRR
ATEVRAUASTHR KB EEN LI FY

12.47 57 15AB(1)(b) X Lo /it 277 r/v"//@?ﬁi Ay HL I BT ?ZIB 3 BT A e ] A
Fo ik T IR o B R FY LY 15SAB(1)(b) X 1€ P By
RS2

9% 5 B S0 R ) A

12.48 yaybg4v1zu¢ﬁﬁpe— TR T E B IIW A F T (1901
E#W?Vﬁq>m1mmnimmﬁwﬂ¢$%ﬁﬂ [ e
fas o 00 = 34§ 8T 1SAB(2)(¢) ~ (o) ~ (DA ()X YRy “BIA 7

UL LNk SR VR (URN e R R ety QNI TR Slad iy RN EliEE et

PO pLEY 1155 B o

CLHUISAB [ BT R L0 RE Y R BT GV L) Y 19A X[0KE1 4
LGRS

102zt G F T I Y PLEY 8.49 FB o PLET 11.56 F& o

S S A BN PLET 8 Fi = 8Y 11.56 B -

104 57 15AB £ R R T ﬁljﬁiﬁiw BT A ) PLEE {9 TT -

1S pLET 1162 B o

16 LY 11.64 B o

VT LI TR BT 11.66 & o

226



TN B - 3 *F‘,“'rL » H H BT 15AB(2)(e)%[I(f)XI BRI TR P
(PRSI “?ﬂ!{i” - ] -
12.49 REE R R AR R - KR (EEEEpY ) 5 15AB(2) X
el ’lfiﬁfﬁ*%ﬁﬂ FPBF &350 > 0 ¥ RS (R ST F gl A ] 0
sk & R &*@foﬁwﬁTﬁWﬂﬁi’ﬁwTﬁ?%Fﬁﬂ%ﬁ
IJ HcE '*éff?\/[lﬁ]?ﬁﬁi{ﬁl EV Il -
WX B
1250 REIEFIE CHLERIB)EE - HE - RFHE AR
BEYE GIPYRR Y o 0 B Ay & EIY . L ZY3K [ 5T 15AB(2)(a) K U X ¥ RLP
Do, S RLE B puEEE -
/fi/?"f/jﬁ?ﬁ?/ﬁ 74
12.51 3# RPN I ISABQ)(b) X (S PR F i £ - P S
ér).'l-f . 11L§r}1;éﬁ9?lf‘5rﬂ:7ﬁli' BV 2 2] & ifrj;ﬁ’[]”\—fzji—d/ﬁrjfgl
%‘FIL '([‘F‘:ﬁl:{ﬁdmﬂ‘h” o 112
f/ﬁj_fﬂjf//%fg{ = 7/113
12,52 FE&RFTLF)- AFH>SRRMBEPXT
CRERAISEOEF- TR FRY O e s g
AES F‘J‘E'?F‘F"Jf:'fﬁ’ﬁ'%ﬁw}ﬁ/f, o EEX XY XTI
BT VT LB £ AR E R B
£

T ﬁ‘f\’fi“/%‘ﬁ/fﬁf/f/?/;’j 74

12.53 NS T"T FIRNESIEE S rﬁ 'Lirﬁ*‘ Zel =
%7[’{%’[4\'”“{%?:“{7“J'—“ipj’PJ £ JL[ <<F[3gr THyaL) Voo
SO BY(2) () B W E T ﬁi‘[ﬁf v kLT BIJTF*% i f& ﬂ;/r[jr I
?%Fﬂbﬁ‘fj%fﬁp RES ﬁtﬁ>>9réjjrg JE'%“ﬁrﬁ”nyf[L’lﬂ
MR EE T A A LT A uﬁ”[ 4 o

12.54 PR F N IT 15AB(2) ()X fgaFgp™

S L) B lﬁ“’iﬁ#l gl

6)\ I—FL ‘XJH

108 L 2 :,er*.grjp* S

108 PLEY 11.67

o (FE R Spp i3 1) (2% 1) 37 101 X427k F‘frﬁ' VYA
1L PLET 11.69 F& -

PLEY 11.70 B o

13 PL3Y 10.38-39 & & 8T 11.71-72 B -

1 PLET 958 FE R 3T 11.74 F& o

13 PLAEHLEY 61 A1 62(10)% -

e ij LET 60A(5A) % -

I AT 60E(14) 5 -

112

~

227



Y 1y
R

12.55 TR A 2Ry f wEBT(2)(e) B Py g :r}‘?ﬁﬂ'vll U I G T
EWimwﬁ’mew%%ﬂwEWmomqﬁﬁﬁ%wﬁﬁﬁ$jﬁ

PUREE ERNT RS ESPNE R

gl
= (P
=‘_m}

A

%m

CRMIEE ?‘*ﬁﬂé‘[frﬁgi o T Rb B R X IR ORI &
2L ﬂ%%’ﬁlﬁﬁy*#m fil o & FTRL o R BTRY -
W2 H 7”7[*‘[ %E' My i ij':f /F’iii’/ /;7—//7571{?“i F[fj tﬂ,LUl“ B %klﬂ 53 AT Fm I H[U 5’?7'}]"
E—’ ?“ :IBI o 120

12.56 P aEL [ R LG 5T 15AB(2)(e) X -

O AT 2) () E

12.57 gt R SRR ) NV R - AL R - R R
BN RS R R8T 15ABQ)(H K ¢

7 X /ﬁﬁ/ﬁ»ﬁj HICPI [FRIE 72 2 83(2) () &

12,58 3LAL- QWW%¢°@Wﬁiim§&%%$%@H’®Fﬁ
B 2 A X T AR 3O (R St T 7] 2R G )

122

12.59  ¥Ex 2 FH LT 15AB(2)(g) X -

Ff 0 FE S Sl K Rl gu IR SRR 83(2) (h) FH
12.60 IR F LG 1SABQ)()X - HF L (s3I
CPEMBECP YA RSP EREXTRT

T E/
7/ El

12.61 »“fﬁwﬁﬂw SAZEPFNTBEES AR XY RY
o TP HI ARG ISABQR)E - PN F XY B

o XPVEIPT BT FERERICPTE 0 A
%i\—i EJ_\I\?YEJW\%\«_[ F“JJ-_E:'” o 125

118 PLET 11.75 B8 -

119 P‘Lﬁ9 63?2‘

PO R HT SR S R f%ﬁjﬁﬂﬁiﬂ Pl ﬁﬂ ”

121 PLET 11.76 F& -

122 PLET 11.77 37 11.93 B -

123 PLET 11.83 F& -

124 (Law Com No.21) (Scot Law Com No.11) (1969) - %[ © & [j‘i kS Elfiﬂii/fl v pLBY 7 Hr -
125 PLET 11.85 F& -

228



7{1:25/126
12,62 BFEAFINRAEZ BPE T EET A K F AL T
XL HH I 1) ()X BT E PP

“F X FIES A X B A FOAR SRR E R

X H PER P
12.63 B £ B RE B EHHI NI 15ABQ) ()X » R Y X NP
f’ﬂ[l T B X X’«i}k“r‘["ﬁ],ﬁ:{/ﬁﬁﬂ 125! dﬁpnﬁﬁﬁﬁ”ﬁlnjﬁlﬁl‘“‘&ﬁ
12.64 A FERBESASVIGEAN - XXPRG2BPR TR
%ﬁj—f’lﬂl—}@?rlﬁ‘}qﬁ_EjTZ(b)_;f]E[j_;ﬁ:Q o 127
12.65 ENCEIE - ,i'[gjgmﬁ—&_}\jﬁg LW DEBEEEY GRS
X R P T BRAPHPRP XY > 7R AR @BEWﬁW#ﬁﬁﬁ
eyt & H AR AP & -

N ISAB & & 5|5 & ji o ]

12,66  Ep M AN GIPLAT XY [RUHLE S P (R R ORI E 1) (8
L) 37 2(1) & =gl o 0 s 2 By R P R-C A D R E ] (1984
= IJSFXV?—TF |J>> 35 2 X - (g EQI[[E["%E&-O[I—R :

“Bed X BIPIE P LN - F X FIR RO ST E T T
AR (TPEFHXXFILTFXFEFVEPLY RFLS
E,l: WIJ) o M 129

CREELEE T R

12.67 ] M SR E] g9 T 4 SRR O D R ?Fﬁﬁ@§EM%@@
oo SIS 2 B R O I LA RIS R S R R
B R O A SRR R O Sl M X
T

“ = Ff{jﬁ?l@}; F[‘ MY N = HME EKJP%”T 3 X F'J
rg,#}_} o ”

O PREY 10.51 B E i ARSI AIEY 11.89 B E i pURRTE o
127 A pL - 3T 12.26 FS o

128 YA PLEY 11.98 & -

129 PLEY 11.99 B o

10 LAY 11.100 B -

229



&R YR ]

12.68 %ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ@~ii3?ﬁWWw B2 HE TR 2 D2 AT
TR N ] 0 B R 2 AR PR R PR e - e
Wﬂﬁwmﬁ’ﬁ%yﬁﬁ\fﬂfﬁﬁﬁw%% CRR RS
O FESEALI S (R PR BT BV 383 ) BV 3(1) X 4wy o

12,69 W@ T PRSI L B CRE PR L) (R
ERER (DL A CLAY R - U o IR AR = (T B R (S e 2
TS U B G T B B R e Ry
ER- TIPS Y b Wﬁmﬂw‘“iT@@”ﬂdﬁﬂﬁﬁ
R A [N

‘TR Ejﬂﬁvguiim ',‘E
T WA X E A 5
WL 9 o E P
el [ ot JEFLER 7 &
12.70 ﬁ@%f$@“ﬁm‘Ph%@i@ﬁﬁﬂU%#ﬁWﬁﬁ)F
WEFHEE o Ot B R e B A s R W 2 H
PAIL - S T SR R T AR e s i g
SRR I AN VR SR T N R U TN (=SS T
NN R S AR o S i E@&#mubw’mm
SNE(EY WA (YT FH ) Y19 XU R G o P ]
Fip o RO R T EAR XY A SRR HONE RS
ﬁﬁ%mﬁo

GRECTSE TR

12.71 ﬁ%iﬁﬁVimﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ’W~]Mﬁ%ﬂ@rjg
TSR R AR e IR 2 BRI T RS S

¢mew$ WﬂW%

2

~E$

131 Rv Hallstrom, ex p W (No. 2) [1986] QB, at 1104  PL5V 11.107 F& & H FER T -

132 A RLET 102 B o

133 PLET 8.28 - 8.31 F& -

134 The Renton Committee Report on "The Preparation of Legislation", paragraph 11.8 (1975: Cmnd 6053) - PL 57 20
JELRE ] ’F/[EI'U F: % - Also, the discussion paper, "Extrinsic Aids to Statutory Interpretation", (1982), and the
Symposium on Statutory Interpretation, Canberra, February 1983 - L7 8 ﬁ’[ °

135 (Making the Law) (1992) » PL37 7 i -

136 pLET 923 SR ST 11.114 S o

Y %®4lwﬁﬁﬁbwﬁﬁmLiw°W$ﬁ@ﬂi@%ﬁ%]mmE§N7HWfﬁLANwhmmmmm
Act 57 70 B¢ -

3% PLET78EL - 935F R 11.115-117 B -

1 Xﬂﬁiiﬂﬁ%%ﬁWiﬂ&jﬂ3H\¢Wﬂ SR X BT ST 1 L T
Z AR 92 o ey 1 O [l 9 ) %WAWWHWZH#$ﬁW

Ho ?#d$‘ﬁ%ﬁﬂaé o PL3Y 9.29 F& o

230



‘ J*WﬂwﬁUﬁi PSR A m%@ﬁ
F'EJ?FM'E”J%;&I‘F RPN XY RS A s 5 f
1272 ﬁﬁﬁbww@%%@ﬁﬁwlﬂB%Wﬁgwuﬁ@ym, P

HRS- AR RN I U AR R R =i = R T S P
] (B AR i o v

12.73 TiiqgﬂﬁwﬁE¢Qﬁ@¢E§f %ﬁomfww’ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ
fol 0 B0 3 e LU P PR AR P R E ] e R R W Fpﬁ‘éjﬁjfpaﬁfwﬂ
ﬁmﬁm“%ﬁﬁWwﬁﬁ”ﬁ’&*T%f¢ IRE PP PP -

B R

12.74 EESA I S ulk N o CR T U SRR - S = 3 ul
AR 2RI R R T P BT (g
iﬁwﬁ%>W%¢¢WE%m®*% AR Fre B2 0 =1
*%#’Wpﬁﬂ%%¢ﬁ%£W?x#Jmﬁﬁnp“9WNW@”4ﬁ
#%@“yjﬁﬁfw%@f%ﬁﬁﬂH¢WL%1“%% HHEHT A2
,l—LJ]jF|jLE_L[Ij;I[ # 3, 151

12.75 PaE g ik, p s ﬁ’ﬁft}zﬂ&#'%*]}w‘&ly[{:‘ » A yE B
FUIEL & po R Rt P %WW%Wy'PT#‘$ﬁLFW°
12.76 %ﬂ;ﬁ@éffﬁhwﬁ@%w%fiﬁ2Wﬁ‘&ﬁm T A
%Liﬁﬂlﬂ{wﬂﬁﬁﬂ;i VR E A E ”%Wﬂiéﬁmﬁﬁm
Pp 2 i #5100

12,77 F@f e g B X XGRS PR E G X f
ﬁ%§%WWH@WE£$W?FmHTiﬂ”W°,?ﬁwﬁ%iW
MEEANER - P FREEENFH -

R

ﬁ

141 (Law Com No.21) (Scot Law Com No.11) (1969) = PL 5T 7.8-7.16 ~ 9.45 * 11.119 F& -

a2 The Law Making Process, (4th edition, 1994), at 157.

MO LG FEY 7.8 PRV ¢

144 57 9.35-37 & o

145 PLET 9.36 % 11.117 F& -

146 "Making the Law: The Report of the Hansard Society Commission on the Legislative Process" (1993).

MR BT TR -

MO AN (3 ERTEIE S REy - SRR VR [LJ?&,’ éw?ﬁ'ﬁé&'l ROR Y P LTRYA S P B o 5]
ﬂ@ﬁ@ﬂﬁm

MO BT 63 BT 250 B -

190 PLEY 737945 % 11119 E -

BLORLEY9.76 K 9.77 B o

152 1993 & 12 F| /2 93T 27 $+,1% » i > The Format of Legislation % 33 F& - wf@ VRl 2 )
1994 = 1 E[f]fy Commonwea{th Law Bulletin 57 202 T}l o PL379.78 X 11.120 R%

231



12.78 oy 2 JﬂEJj[uﬂjﬂl IE_4‘“J‘ ’—Jiib?'[iid/igpﬁf [iw,ﬁ]
191 e R R R ) 2 ;wwm%wwwaﬂEW$vom3?w:w“~¢w
LR A= T SRR Rl B v RN (R -2

1270 BEA DR FROHB IR T STXE S RBEME @
HI PPFPIBOXFDEMF o VST X FIESL T L H &R
ij\?“ﬁﬁléli'ﬁj EIJ o 154

12.80 & i £ ’F_lg?;kuv,&gj_zxrﬂrx]yp‘l E:qr\f, EJ “‘lﬁlﬂlgf—ii’ff'l 1=
LIS TR B B OR A R Y R 0 LR

12.81 Fdrgit s f g ;J By X ] - T}g&;\‘*' B g a2 gl F’[tj}ﬁiﬁ 5 py
im‘ﬂWﬁBFﬁiWﬁmmﬂH%WﬂﬂLﬂdﬁﬂWEJ'W“%
AL (I XE) (8 341 fi ) puiic A0, 0 R R T S
9 F BRI EOIE 2 0 BN P T i

12.82 USRI R /AL R I S R T I
ERRTIE S A O N N TR N el S L R (R S SR A e T
i‘ﬂﬁ$¢ﬁrﬁEwwwwmﬁ@ﬁﬂﬂ PR g R
L[HJ Ijﬂg/l ITJEJ‘IJEI o 158

12.83 T+ F[&{\J\iﬁ A R [ R E e {ﬁ{\j;t”ﬂgj |D|ul;,:g,/ﬂl;
B9 R A e T g ) 9 E[U:rffﬂﬁkfr wEAEE o R E 2
AN RN S il R/ S

-

12.84  BEFRIVR FRGIEDST PR @ﬁﬂ#&&:w&fx
éﬁfﬂf’lfj"ﬁle H & % Jpﬂ:w;fj?*w,ajﬁj[lgq 1= *-}ﬁFLJ'% Iﬂﬂﬁcrd W’ﬁ
})’}5[6[ o 160

1285 FREEEF (A0 D AR RO S T X
SR R EE N IR N o R N R TR AR I A
ﬁ%’jg[ e o

12.86  BERAFY . CEFABLEFEIHEDPORYT > PTFR
ML E PR QIR TP PR R R LR T W e
A F AR Y F R R R

153 utgs pL wmf I557 1510 B -

154 PLEY 9.31-9.32~ 9.78 & 11.120 & -

155 PL3Y 9.33-4 % 11.122 F& -

156 PLET 9.80 % 11.123 F& -

BT DR 6 0 PIEI- mﬁ‘lmf,[ [*'Fffrﬁwi 2| E,ﬁ% FrAYAI- DIF H‘i‘{ﬁ[*'%’ﬂ I E,ﬁ% Frdb e
158 Paragraph 115 of "A New Interpretation Act" (Report No 17, 1990) PLEY 7.73 ~ 9.73-4 & 11.124-5F& -

B LB 9.74 F8 -

160 PLEY 9.75 F& o

e EE”J The Format of Legislation ﬁxj/fﬂ'} ) H',’}Hﬁjj— BY37E o PIRLEY 9.79 X 11.126 E& -

Loz CHgs X 51) (37 341 Fi ) B 6 [FURLEy =7 3k [t iR -

232

o



1287 BArLPL L MBEE T EEBE W - Hj*}ﬁ?ﬁ’—"l’?ﬁﬁ-ﬁﬂﬁ
e R R L R R T
12.88 (IR B1) BT 35 XORLE o N AV R A I AT U

TF/[‘ 1) A FIFJ R 3 S A T\ W2 K <<7F'<|3%Fi" Hi 52) IE[J}E—:L_ o (1905
+ TFFH? gy T()AAHLE TR AL % SR S AU = i
SO HI SO A S g o iy B RORL T B L RS AR

A\

|
PO T B R A R “6P<?Jﬂ Mg A
FZ AV Hp )

12.89  WEIRRE B RPN BLEDHBGRBEFTFYT - X6
PAFD (1905 FARE ) IR HPV XL o ML ETH NG E
S AR ) 0 P

DR

EXTIN 8 1 R R Y I A
Rl AL R ER L L B LN
CRN I AR R R VR R e SR

"EJ:;;?I%EJ[ o 167

I 4

12,91 PN TOREE (1901 F GRS ) 5T 1SAB(2) & IV 9
P14 55 0 9 P L 0 e R
Y E[/ﬁ?’/r?eyﬁ 168 ;ﬁl F[ WO g f} F[ ]EEI—EI ﬂ-lﬁﬁﬂ g\ M 5 E
fi'fé}'j'&“[kﬁ‘}[i\'* rit';\’LJFIJ?i/Hf’I]FJ|§\|EJ~\ZD[$£_7 {l’ﬁf"JL P[‘[”JjFJZ%X
HESEE E“'[;gk MR AW T R RS B S R R T R
L AN S WB}FTF{]‘FW'\*J Vo i R ] ) e [[JFIU%'\E‘HE‘J lﬂjf[ A LFI

l]prr%jsfk[ | P E{ +4 F f]}, £ 10 Fm]’{ lﬁ' e pL gy F[J *)“' Mg ‘iffﬁl /ﬁ?’/ ?&/ﬁi’
A i ] FIJS‘I_ﬁJ?o|%%~§1$i"??f'$§'l#lkf R R I A

v E i wo e %TM IR RN M PR D Y (RS e

12.92 IR Y I A= ] I O o I = [ 2 B = fﬂ[%ﬂ/
i A & fl e VI SR NN A AN A ol N S e AN S =T R

R piE - f@i F%ﬁ'”i[‘%i7liﬁﬂ'@3“ 55 qu[/ fY Y ijmr' ; [ﬁ;ﬁ:?[afgfﬁbﬂ’-’r}%ﬁirjﬁw;
"ﬂmi FFIEuEE A o =S o PLETY 10. 38 397v 11.67-68 F& -

164 PLETY 9. 100 b 11.128 F& -

165 P¢§I972b11129§%

165 P RLYR A F T BEEY X Y o Pl Brazil "Reform of Statutory Interpretation - the Australian Experience of Use of
Extrinsic Materlals (1988) 62 ALJ 510 -

7T 579.96 K 11.130 & o

168 11992] 3 WLR 1032.

169 "Pepper v Hart: A Draftsman's Perspective" 15 Stat LR23 (1994).

170 Wells v Police [1987] 2 NZLR 560  PL 3% 7.57 F& -

Y71 Jenkins, op cit o - PLIT 9.18 ~ 9.65 K 11.131 F& o

233



TR E RO SR 2 5) AR G B BT R 9 R

172

12.93 LIS = s RGN ;3 f‘ ﬁ:U'L?"I g| » ?FIF'EJP*’BE‘TI’ &3 FH:; B e
RS-SRS N B R L NG

Bt 457 9

12,904 BIAFVHWLI T - BT [BERES SRR
g » TﬁJ:— ?ﬁ-%’.“ﬁﬁﬂ‘fj qu{fjjﬁai‘ﬁﬂ}ﬁjﬁ o 174

Y B

1295 WL TR PR B AF P
HAEH PR FRERARIT R - FFX e
ﬂ@"rff%’:‘[?{%“'ﬂ Eiiﬁ“éj:( o 175

1296 (R BT (ST 8 i) AV 59 X ALE L &R Sk L
IR PLU ST R - Y e
O R G 0 XY 1997 & 7 A1 PURPREY - g
F”éﬁj’f\_%@’?ﬁ*‘ifli[ﬂﬁ Bpy B T R AR pY %\‘*E#ﬁ (R
7 I 59 XA REN EL - - fﬁ?%@%o
R I [ R AL oy F'F BT YRR RS S F E [*"”*J [ANEREN A
LR L T ST T R LT
BOERIE W

e

12.97 LA G R FAHRPF R FER Y T BB P o sy
FSE U E) ORI BT B T T AL R R X )
[N I R S WA U [ Rt —?E[ﬂ:[ﬁﬂﬂﬂuﬁf J e e

12,98 B RO CRLRCH DT B G T 15AB X U RS (s U
R Mg RS EIpY o 37 1SAB X R E &7 [ F 1o (B Wil £ 5l)
(3% 13 ) 2% 19A X pu B ] 4 @& IfffF 10> = prs ﬁwﬁfiﬂ f$dx 37 15AB
£ Y Y o

172 5T 9.63 8 o

kuj HFE B 0 AN - 5B H R 0.668 -

e EEY 9.97- 997v11134F§k

TS BT 2 i

176 ?Jﬁ't pLit A’Jﬁ’ﬂiﬂ/ﬁﬁﬁé > 1997 & T’,] lj\ﬁ‘::[ﬁ/ﬁlglm UFKE’FIJ G- FEE

177 PLEY 10.36 % 11.136 F&

178 See Li Jin-fei and Others v Director of Immigration [1993] HKLR 256, at 264-5.

VOl BT 31 U RLE RGERY o P R PR B 2Ty A
o PR BEH vzt mﬁw%'ﬂ\;iﬁ'ﬁj o

180 PMH 11.137-8 F& -

234



fif i F 1

WAFT-pY (1901 & 33 .;‘F“VJF'E n)

57 15AB X (“'P“‘T)

15AB &‘(1)&%¥¥x—tr AFlzjgrB]%;pﬁ ,iré _T\F«'&j ;} AFILJFrFFﬁﬁl-EJ?_b

FEFXIPFY > B PERTORAPYPE S S Y FHA
(@ T JD' i XY R GE S ijF” FI YRR G |JF|J§L‘¢EIF|JF&E11& N

TR R Y PF YR XY P AR R

() FPEFIHIHHREG XY PFY

OF XV YBEYPHFYRME P

(i) = ']DI LR I s JfLJFN N R A ,&JEJﬁLqﬁ_ EIHJ&EIFT{.J@
R AIPNYFRAON- EFFYRIFHYHIRIPT AE
push oo

@ P RET O EERT > G REL RGOS TR
;Pﬁw‘yj,ﬁputgi{ RN R < ‘F’Tp :

@BIN PENE L WIAFH BB G ERLENT Y THT
B AN ’ﬁﬂ 5 pUERE Y *r;T :

M E ¥ F ﬁi:r‘? CHEEND ﬁir‘? N A ﬁd%ﬁ?iﬂ f‘”i&’? ) Y
ZHPEH RHEF XY FRE AP I VRPNV RBCPE
[N AT L

O flEF XL IFPBELAPNT HAMEARTPPIERPEY
B B U A R BRI AR PO

@FF RSN ER X HE R

() HFlEH XL IR - Pl K pBA I BRE ™ BRp fHE
%F&?&Wﬁbﬁ)sp}i?ﬁ@#ﬁjg FEXPNERBRPEMEPE
I e T N

() WREHXPEKAVEI SV ABHFXIPE LN S
A 3 B (R

(8) FRAFHVHERXIIME XY FPEFLH T8
FYER-MAAFENTFYHE) W

(h) (ZTVRVIHIR) ~ (TVREREPRPVHHEDRIX)  BAP
BAPFVNER TR ERP DBECESFERPEREX
R -

235



(3) T}

Pt R/ M"“ﬂﬂ(ﬂiﬁé‘ ERMRPpTEHIIMHRAPLOREN R
J’_F]"in

4—-’,5”:]}*'[}"[‘7][ id Djﬁﬁ‘bmﬁur f'—:

(a) - PIEBI X XY FRERN (PrHFXTEHIXR
_Iﬁj F’lfj_l—?ll"k ?E[;T-[lgy;_ﬁﬁfjiii E[EKJF\}E[F:FKJ) - .qjgl?g},,w#,, iz
AW v

w)q%% LR R ARG YRR R A I = e S el

236



fif (F 11
gt (Y RRMXE) (3T 1H)
fY 5T 19A £ Ei ¥
19A. ") & EEFXFPIJPXIHN - [ THT FXOANERF
MREDFEFXIPFY 73 TEHITG) @)~ GF(6)
ML HGHH -
@ FHPETFIRFPEREG XY PFY
0 FXYHERYPHYRE: P
) TPrFX I XHAPEITNEDXFAR S E
BV RS EUAR ) 2 By XYY FER I - Y
Ej[fﬁhX‘?_‘I\FlﬂﬁlﬁﬁJ
@ HPRETOBP- EERN > R REY X PR
iWNF”@ﬁﬁﬁW$%$”§%@ﬁﬂWﬁ:
@ BIT NERA L WIEH B L FY R F
UERCRE RN EE B L
® FIXTHE - HEBHSHE FFTRTHAPS
f"’jrﬂ:)‘—f__ﬁ[:kl F{J**"E'?flsﬁ:friﬁ’[]‘*—’“ffrv%*?ﬁ'jf@#*ﬂ"r‘
7 AP 7 s
(c) mE[Fﬁﬁ”zﬁpggfﬁ:_ A—Flgiﬁ'f%[/g’méjimqi@a&r
ﬁ':&ﬁiy pw'f;lp@[ffﬁﬁl{puf];“[ﬁ cfEE X XY
M/W”@ fl ?i'F"‘lﬁé[/*uTé"‘ﬁ’%‘}BF[-[rﬁgl:fﬁj@ T
AR = s B
@ FTXFPFXHFRIANEFHRHFRANE FH
XX PP H PR P
(e) I:I:THJ - XXV ﬂlﬁ{ﬁﬁ[%’}{iﬁ‘}iﬂf"dﬁ}@ *[F[J
g A ﬁi?ﬁ—%ﬁ‘/?ﬂﬁﬁﬂéﬂﬁﬂi}idfﬁai 3 & 3
XS RPRP B ERY MEXY
O WHAPRPHMRLE ~ 2P BRI RB 1Y
P X BB KR Y R AT (R
® @%m%'wwﬁiiwﬁ%ﬂEW%Wﬁmﬁﬁ
Y (PEFLER- RAJRLT FLH)
h BHECHXXIVEHOFBRPITREA EPER
W%W%ﬁﬂ?b
i ,5ggwa|;uE[IiJ:El—kEﬁqér—kF[‘Jrrfﬁ'ﬁl HE o
237




@) W F X EE ST ()P (R TR E R I T 8
DS BRSSP A E R E

@ VEE RN FXFIFENPNESTRNT TS XM
(TEHXXFRTFXFEFVHPYRLE) -

G ERSHFHEFIEIN G ARNOPATHRNE LTy
T

(6) T"FJ*]‘EJL@VFU?*W’J BOVE T LJF‘/f[“EIJEJ%‘FXIEIJ 2 ¥
LD WA R E) SR

bR )R] (R A R e

238



