O

Fresh evidence on appeal: recent comments from
the Eastern Caribbean Court of Appeal (Simplified
Chinese)

Insights - 09/08/2023

LB P —HEEMBERR TN ARVFFIASREAF AL FREFE VST EEY
AR AT EIL RN S . LIFEFMEERN T HETICAREFIRFPHHEIR, M
FEAMUFVFR B EANREEHFHENNS, A, AELBERT, ATFRITAEL
E, EVFRERTPERN MR LA A HIEZE S SRR,

HIR(2000F R Mgh b RFVRAHIND (CPR) FR B EH X FE L IFHRAPFIETRHIER
R, B EREBERIE T —EHIFIE, Eh U EERERERFH URIRR A HIERIE
HE I N R ERBO 7T 3R . RSB T EREBERNFTUERERI T . RUTAIHR IR E T %40
BERRURBRFASE AR BEILWRERE.

| Ladd v MarshallZ2 : 2k 2358 ?

T LR RYFIHRREE R A, BRI R R LIE — D EEIBZEH Ladd v Marshall [1954] 1
WLR 1489 h#k El, 1R1E Ladd v Marshall &, R ZiFiE0H B LT &G, Fa] LI &R 2R E M L 1F
Hr{EE FRFTIERE

o ETICERBREATIRINN, TiEBL SEME NG RERZIERE;
o —BERZILYE, BMERLZREN, HARSNRGNLSEREEEZZW, UK
o ZIEEA S LIIZIRBEERILIARE, BIERBEZERIFIN, MM EAE,

#£5| ACPRAf, Ladd v MarshallZ2 £ £ R T xS b1 E g £ BB EE N R 2AM, CPReAR T REVr AR
%R, FARESIAT Z2E—YMEMME. 22— B(CPRTDBREAFI D EMLE, IR
bz, KEBERARLFEAMTFFA, TEFX, UREBREANME. RENEEME RERY
BN SRR AT A B ES, CPR 1.2Z R ERAETEE CPR KT BT B REEN, BIFE
Fzs—YmBEn.



#5IACPRE, EIRERZRRNFTILE, JiRHE£2% — V189 B EFRE[1]. RELadd v Marshallz=
HBAMRNBAERESE X, FRERT “LIFEARBIEENEEHEXRERZ], EX U EE 2R
W, MAZ A& ”*U”Jfﬁ

RIHENGER, M EVFRBIREFHFER, EIREBRAE RIS N EBEEE AR E[3], AIEEH LIF
B, MNRFRAEERLL, FHAVIEHE T aeHEE4[4],

| ZE#hH R AR B

Ladd v MarshallZ=eabr 75| ACPREIE, ¥ 4R MEnte EFERBERT— B15& R, 7 Guy Joseph v The
Boundaries Commission [2015] ECSC J0406-2 =, Pereira & A B W\ NZYUBKEIEE 2 RFTEA,
B ErNEMREREER.

—L& FUREBREFIRPRTERMIFEAERTET, VTR AR = EIEIE & BORRY £ r i REE R TR
%, ERAIREFT KT ri4) i iR L VfifLadd v Marshall 4R SEAR TR

{540, 7£Guy Joseph v The Boundaries CommissionE, Pereira® f&&E B X KA@M : “L7E 5 $I8k
MEFHITE2EE NG FRELFPIREFTIETERN, F™1ER FALadd v MarshallZ= f#LE B9l EF
i&Be7E Nam Tai Inc v IsZo Capital LP [2021] ECSC J1006-3 £t {E A TR EMIES, HbRTR:

“EVRERBAFICEZEBESIFRIRN, BNZM AR & $INHR HANEREREOR, ISR, B
itk Ladd v Marshalll& 225 #3E R, EVREBet £ 78 £ Ur R RANFTIETR A R 1E 2 BT, ARSI
=82 SRR, ”

XSRS T, 12T 5IACPRE ZAUSER AEBHEESE, HHARTZEZE LIFXRBIE
EHFERRAEHN, RARRBEEGHMNEE™ LR RFHERALadd v MarshallZEfir ., R, EH AR
1% AN FTIEE R ) 88 R B HEEN T, XM EHBEENEUR T E2E —VKER, Laddv
Marshalllg ] v iERE R ) 2 — MEER M IEE BT,

FEREM— TR, EIRER X — R R T % S #5858 E .. 7 Chia Hsing Wang v XY [2023]
ECSC J0606-2 =, mxf =W7E LF R EFTE IR RS, Farara LIFEBHERE

“XAETE%N, Ladd v MarshallZ et AN Z RN, A 25EG ™K& RN S HAN, Btt, F3KE5]
FEEN— AT IEBA R LSRR, LARVFE L FMRBUX LR B2, GERBT) 755N FRIX L5 A I M
ZIEREIEIR, FFE CPR 1.1 Tl E /IR IE L HE2E — YR E /M, 7

&RIER N AN AR IR RIT R —IEEL R, XHHREBENIFASFAEFTE T M)
2



7 EUrEB BB I E,

| YRR A S 4

DR AEFTERR, ABEPAS AL E VN A ELRETXEE, UE, BN RMCESMYRMNLE
AELE LUE AR HERENE 5 . XS FEUFA B FE AEMEREARRPIRGRE (BIEFR 2D
RIS R, BUERMRATX RV AR 55 = ST R A —

PFARKS R T, BT ORITE, FARFEARNUTREZM T EEXHHERN, SEMRFEBIE
RV EEFRELFEMR, HFRHFEATREZESRIN, LIRERERZERIXLELR, Bailt
WA LERERSIBRFILLEEAMBOREREEFEEERERF, BEAKE RN, RFE, ARSFRS
EAEDIC P FRELTHIEF, FIEnRiERERYE (2003 F£u% ) H B RERE BR L6 FEiXH
BRT, LIFERMTESERFERS,

F-RIFEEEMNI, FRBFEANIZM—FFRMAERINLS TS . BARNETR. EESGERIGEH
HHBINBREULXEEMNSRE ERARKSLFEE. IRIEFUESILadd v MarshallZ=#94r A B FE,
B E L REBR AR X 1 R RTRE VI BB, VFia HFEARFE RN MFAE SR EKELHTEIESRE,
FEALR IR E XS H A IR R X B, VFA HEABVFH R L Z 6N “HE HIBIER 1T, BN
X BRIRE BB AR S B,

[11 & . Evans v Tiger Investments Ltd [2002] EWCA Civ 161 #1 Guy Joseph v The Boundaries
Commission [2015] ECSC J0406-2

[2] Terluk v Berezovsky [2011] EWCA Civ 1534
[3] Guy Joseph v The Boundaries Commission [2015] ECSC J0406-2

[4] R (Iran) v Secretary of State for the Home Department [2005] EWCA Civ 982

About Ogier

Ogier is a professional services firm with the knowledge and expertise to handle the most
demanding and complex transactions and provide expert, efficient and cost-effective services to
all our clients. We regularly win awards for the quality of our client service, our work and our

people.
Disclaimer

This client briefing has been prepared for clients and professional associates of Ogier. The
information and expressions of opinion which it contains are not intended to be a comprehensive



study or to provide legal advice and should not be treated as a substitute for specific advice
concerning individual situations.

Regulatory information can be found under Legal Notice

Key Contacts

Shane Quinn 2542
Senior Associate & 212/
Hong Kong

E: shane.quinn@ogier.com
T: +852 3656 6067

Oliver Payne 28 %|
Partner &4k A
Hong Kong

E: oliver.payne@ogier.com
T: +852 3656 6044


https://www.ogier.com/legal-notice/
https://www.ogier.com/people/shane-quinn/
https://www.ogier.com/locations/hong-kong/
mailto:shane.quinn@ogier.com
tel:+852 3656 6067
https://www.ogier.com/people/oliver-payne/
https://www.ogier.com/locations/hong-kong/
mailto:oliver.payne@ogier.com
tel:+852 3656 6044

Brian Lacy

Partner

British Virgin Islands
Jersey

E: brian.lacy@ogier.com
T: +44 1534 514493

Related Services

Dispute Resolution

Corporate and Financial Services Disputes
Legal

Related Sectors

Restructuring and Insolvency


https://www.ogier.com/people/brian-lacy/
https://www.ogier.com/locations/british-virgin-islands/
https://www.ogier.com/locations/jersey/
mailto:brian.lacy@ogier.com
tel:+44 1534 514493
https://www.ogier.com/expertise/services/legal/dispute-resolution/
https://www.ogier.com/expertise/services/legal/dispute-resolution/corporate-and-financial-services-disputes/
https://www.ogier.com/expertise/services/legal/
https://www.ogier.com/expertise/sectors/restructuring-and-insolvency/

	Fresh evidence on appeal: recent comments from the Eastern Caribbean Court of Appeal (Simplified Chinese)
	Insights - 09/08/2023
	Ladd v Marshall案：是测试还是指南？
	在加勒比地区的发展
	诉讼当事人应该做什么
	About Ogier
	Disclaimer
	Key Contacts
	Related Services
	Related Sectors



