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EE##& (District Organizations)

BERRIRYE CIRMBHBURE (EA)EH)) (55552F) M 5% 3 A R B T BUS 71 iR B
BETHE B UERRE (BEE2HH) (F547TE)RINEZE  2EHKSB
EB (BERE) FIVRETBERN (AREEFNNBCAEANBEBE AN F
25(a)ff ~ (EAGE) E97K 981K

RREIZE B BB RFITTHEITHRE (RIMNERE - 20015F28)

Whether the abolition of the Provisional Urban and Regional Councils under the
Provision of Municipal Services (Reorganization) Ordinance (Cap 552) and the
creation of District Councils under the District Councils Ordinance (Cap 547) are
inconsistent with Art 25(a) of ICCPR (as applied to Hong Kong by BL 39), BL 97
& BL 98

Chan Shu Ying v The Chief Executive of the HKSAR (CFl, February 2001)

B39k ~ EOTIR ~

9815

BL 39 BL 97 »
BL 98

1/8-9

8 (Government Rent)

(3R (FR AR R B IR B (58515F) S8R (A (FHE BRI (58
515AE)E2 » ARSGRRBERCEAEIE 1211k — "EREMEE" BB

EYELEBER 5F Agrila Limited R 2585725 (KRB » 20014
3A)

Whether s 8 of the Government Rent (Assessment and Collection) Ordinance
(Cap 515) and regs 2, 4 & 5 of the Government Rent (Assessment and Collection)
Regulation (Cap 515A) contravene BL 121 — concept of “rateable value”

Commissioner of Rating and Valuation v Agrila Limited & 58 Others (CFA, March
2001)

EUE - E1211%

BL 11 ~ BL 121

1/10-11

1/11-12

Aigi% (Human Rights)

B B BAMBAME (Freedom and privacy of communication)

REAVEEMES (EFMEHD) (E106E)FEBGRRHATHEERMH (HE
(MEEREF)@S) EREN  EHaSREEE  ZITHGSTRER
R (EASE) SE30MRFIIER “EERER"

FBERE—A K EBRITHETHRE (KREEK - 200657 A)
Whether the CFI's order according temporary validity to s 33 of the
Telecommunications Ordinance (Cap 106) and the Law Enforcement (Covert

Surveillance Procedure) Order issued by the CE is constitutional; whether CE’s
executive order constitutes “legal procedures” for the purposes of BL 30

Koo Sze Yiu & Another v CE of HKSAR (CFA, July 2006)

SE30f5 - SH481%

16015

BL 30 BL 48
BL 160

9/21-22

9/21-22

£ 2Bl (Freedom of assembly)

(ARG (F2458) THEERHRBNE (BAE) F271RM (A
ER) FITHRETFHNTESHH

REIERBEMA F BBEFITTHE (T LB - 200557 8)

SE2715 ~ E391%

8/10-12

* RBEE EXEZFRAFE PRFBH (BEARE) FX -
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Cases BL Articles Page No
Whether the statutory scheme under the Public Order Ordinance (Cap 245) is BL 27 ~ BL 39 8/10-12
consistent with the right of peaceful assembly under BL 27 and Art 17 of the

BoR
Leung Kwok Hung & Others v HKSAR (CFA, July 2005)

~E B H (Freedom of demonstration)

RIE (BB ERFAFIRG) (55228F)5E4(28) ¥ A Rith 5 iER AR AIIE 2715 ~ E281F 8/13-15
B WEAREE "GEEE ) (BBEIRH) ($2328)FE50(1) KB TE
BAENBEERRER (BFE) FE281FM (ARER) H5F
BEZERAMA 5F BBEFHTHE (#2384 » 2005F58)

Whether the defendants have a “lawful excuse” for the public place obstruction BL 27 ~ BL 28 8/13-15
charge under s 4(28) of the Summary Offences Ordinance (Cap 228); whether

the arrest under s 50(1) of the Police Force Ordinance (Cap 232) contravenes
BL 28 and Art 5 of BoR

Yeung May Wan & Others v HKSAR (CFA, May 2005)

A B BH (Freedom of the person)

ERRERT  SEBREGEHASBRETER (BARK) 5625 - 28%H | 525f% » 55281% 4/10-13
(ANEER) PRIEEENEREZNRE  IEBHIMREEERTE
R ABAE) B281FM (ARER) BT HREFRNANTEERN

BIERE —A oF BEBRAITHE (KE £ - 2002F78)
Whether an intention to cause grievous bodily harm in the offence of murder BL 25 ~ BL 28 4/10-13
contravenes BL 25, BL 28 and the BoR which prohibit arbitrary detention or

imprisonment; whether mandatory life imprisonment infringes a convicted
person’s constitutional rights under BL 28 and the BoR

Lau Cheong & Another v HKSAR (CFA, July 2002)

EERBEE (NEFRDBFEMH) (55221F)5FDFMIMELUNNEET | 5281F 4/14
EEEREUALERE

BEBIFRIITHE 5F Bm R (JRFAVEEE » 200254 8)
Whether the courts have inherent jurisdiction to grant bail independentof ss9D | BL 28 4714
& 9J of the Criminal Procedure Ordinance (Cap 221)
HKSAR v Siu Yat Leung (CF1, April 2002)

RiE (EZREFAREN) ($228F)F4(28)IRE ARG ERBERNIE | 5B271F - 528{F 8/13-15
B WEARDE "GEBRE . (BBURA) (55232F)5E50(1) R TE
BAENBRBERRER (BRE) B28HFM (ABER) S5

BEEZRAMA F BBHEFIITHE (KT - 20055F58)

. , ’ ) BL 27 ~ BL 28 8/13-15
Whether the defendants have a "lawful excuse " for the public place obstruction
charge under s 4(28) of the Summary Offences Ordinance (Cap 228); whether
the arrest under s 50(1) of the Police Force Ordinance (Cap 232) contravenes
BL 28 and Art 5 of BoR

Yeung May Wan & Others v HKSAR (CFA, May 2005)
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k4T B EH (Freedom to travel)

HEAD—BEEHRARERNFERAMER - HHER (ARKH) 5
11(10)fF » REERBBERRE (EXZE) F3MRAZENRITMAE
=]z

Gurung Kesh Bahadur 5f A BEHEER (KEER - 2002%F78)

Whether the application of s 11(10) of the Immigration Ordinance (Cap 115)
to the applicant as a non-permanent resident within his unexpired period of
limit of stay is inconsistent with his freedom to travel and to enter guaranteed
by BL 31

Gurung Kesh Bahadur v Director of Immigration (CFA, July 2002)

B311% ~ SB39f%

BL 31 ~ BL 39

4/8-9

4/8-9

ERABARSEBEERARANEFRERSGHEKAMERSD » BF
¥E¥AD%E REFRIGZFKAMERS D  HUHEREBHETARE
& RRERRE (BAE) E3MRMEENRITER

ABBEBEER oF 875 (KEER - 2004F38)
Whether the refusal of permission to land on the basis that the non-permanent
residence status was obtained by fraud as determined by the procedure

adopted by the Director of Immigration interferes with freedom to travel under
BL 31

The Director of Immigration v Lau Fong (CFA, March 2004)

2445 ~ FE31E

BL 24 ~ BL 31

6/16-18

6/16-18

CIREGH) (56ZE)ZE30A(10)(b)(MEREERREIE (BEAE) E31ER (A
FEER) FE8QRIRFTREMNIKITH B
REEHEEERREEANGKEFBEAMEB=ZMRERTITA (KREE
% - 200657 A8)

Whether s 30A(10)(b)(i) of the Bankruptcy Ordinance (Cap 6) infringes the right
to travel protected under BL 31 & Art 8(2) of the BoR

The Official Receiver and Trustee in Bankruptcy of Chan Wing Hing, a bankrupt
and Lin Hai San, a bankrupt (CFA, July 2006)

SE31% ~ 5E391%

BL 31~ BL 39

9/17-19

9/17-19

EEHTE (Presumption of innocence)

(fe R ZEyiRG) (%134;)%47{%%‘1’&%5@&[‘15@%?1 =ERE (EX
B B AARER) FrRFE A05E R4 2 IR RIARIEAS | EER A UELT
e

BEWFFITTHE o RHRER S — A (KF AR - 200658 1)

Whether the reverse onus clause in s 47 of the Dangerous Drugs Ordinance
(Cap 134) is inconsistent with the presumption of innocence protected under
the BL and the BoR; whether remedial interpretation can be applied

HKSAR v Hung Chan Wa & Another (CFA, August 2006)

81K~ F181F
16015

BL8+BL18*
BL 160

9/9-11

9/9-11

CREBRREEEIRG]) (55238F)E20MRkFiEMIRARFEERETE (R
B B AARBER) FrREAVEREERAEES A2 T UMEL

EBRFITTHIE &F MLER Z —A (BREER - 20065F8A)

B8R ~ 11k

SE18f% ~ SE191%
55801 ~ 58851%
SE87% ~ 551581k

216015

9/11-14
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Whether the reverse onus clause in s 20 of the Firearms and Ammunition BL8BL 11" 9/11-14
Ordinance (Cap 238) is inconsistent with the presumption of innocence BL 18 BL 19 »
protected under the BL and the BoR; whether remedial interpretation can be BL 80 * BL 85 -
applied BL 87  BL 158 »
HKSAR v Lam Kwong Wai & Another (CFA, August 2006) BL 160
CNIRIRBIY (35115F)5842(2)(a)(iRFTFEMMV BB EMERETHE (ARE | FE39F 9/19-20
) B1MMIRCA KBAE) FE39FRFTHERMN (ARERMMBUAHEFIE
BRAK) RERE) PTREREFRTE RIS
EHE BF BBFFITHE (KB LR - 2006548)
Whether the burden of proof in s 42(2)(a)(ii) of the Immigration Ordinance (Cap BL 39 9/19-20
115) is inconsistent with the presumption of innocence protected under Art
11(1) of the BoR as applied by BL 39
Lam Yuk Fai, Steve v HKSAR (CFA, April 2006)
AFREF (Right to equality)
EHRRERT  EEBRESEMASBRETER (BEASE) %25 - 281%F | 58251% - F28fk 4/10-13
(AREER) PRELASRHEREZNRTE  AEBHMRBERERRE
R (EASE) B2815F K ARER) BTFHERNANTERET
BIERZE —A oF BEBRAITHE (&£ » 2002578)
Whether an intention to cause grievous bodily harm in the offence of murder BINZ5p BIN28 4/10-13
contravenes BL 25, BL 28 and the BoR which prohibit arbitrary detention or
imprisonment; whether mandatory life imprisonment infringes a convicted
person’s constitutional rights under BL 28 and the BoR
Lau Cheong & Another v HKSAR (CFA, July 2002)
CHIBRITIRGI) (B200F)F124F G RFRE16R AT WL EIEMR | HF250% - 58281% 9/15-16
ERMERIT  BREBIL (BAE) 25K 28IFFTRIEN A FRER ; Z%E | 5E39%
HEERITREE (BARE) F28KR 3RS
B 2w 5F BB RITHIE (&L 20065 7A)
Whether criminalization of unlawful sexual intercourse with a girl under the BL 25+ BL 28 ~ 9/15-16
age of 16 under s 124 of the Crimes Ordinance (Cap 200) infringes the right to BL 39
equality protected under BL 25 & 28; whether this absolute liability offence is
inconsistent with BL 28 & 39
So Wai Lun v HKSAR (CFA, July 2006)
(MEFITHRG) (£200F)5E118CHRIE “H21B AT B FEHSEE215 | 5525f% » F391% 10/ 27-31
LTS FHEHEMIR" FTART  2ZMEREER (EAE) F25M
391K » AR KAREER) %1~ 14F 220G Fr{RIE (R BREFE A E A —
B EHRER
R FE A AR (LEFERE - 20065F98)
Whether s 118C of the Crimes Ordinance (Cap 200) which makes homosexual BL 25 ~ BL 39 10/ 27-31

buggery with or by man under 21 an offence is contrary to the right to privacy
and equality before the law, contained in BL 25 & BL 39 and Arts 1, 14 and 22
of the BoR

Leung v Secretary for Justice (CA, September 2006)
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Cases BL Articles ';:;ee N
AEZEH BRI (Right to a fair trial)
HERBANEERREMEMORE(BERNEREZENE)RE () EIB | 535K 7/21-23
CEARE) FEIFETFNEEEERBIER ; (i) BIRBBARE (AR
ER) F10RZEEEZIAEFHNER ; UK (i) EREEETH BF
A" RA
FRBRERAGREMA F BEBEBHEXZHERAR (RINERE -
20045%5A8)
Whether the limitation on, as opposed to the denial of, the applicant’s legal BL 35 7121-23
representation: (i) breaches the right to legal representation under BL 35; (ii)
offends the applicant’s right to a fair trial under Art 10 of the BoR; and (iii)
offends any common law rule of procedural fairness
New World Development Company Limited & Others v Stock Exchange of
Hong Kong Ltd (CFI, May 2004)
(EBEEMIRG) (B134F)BATHRAMBNNR ORBFEEREE (BER | ik F181% - 9/9-11
Y R’ AABER) FRENEFHETERABIEE  ZREETUELE | $1601%
HiRE
BBRFITTHE i HFER S — A (REEP » 2006588)
Whether the reverse onus clause in s 47 of the Dangerous Drugs Ordinance BL8-BL 18" 9/9-11
(Cap 134) is inconsistent with the presumption of innocence protected under BL 160
the BL and the BoR; whether remedial interpretation can be applied
HKSAR v Hung Chan Wa & Another (CFA, August 2006)
4 k=T = S8R ~ EAUE ~ 9/11-14
(RBRMRND) (F238) FORFBNNEOBREERAR (Ba | oo TR
B R AAREER) FRENESFERETERABIES  ZR2E T UELE ER0M% - B85 -
iR AN
SE8THR ~ 515815 »
EBHFITTHE aF MEERZE —A (RE LR - 20065F8A) 2516015
Whether the reverse onus clause in s 20 of the Firearms and Ammunition BL8BL 11~ 9/11-14
Ordinance (Cap 238) is inconsistent with the presumption of innocence BL 18 * BL 19 »
protected under the BL and the BoR; whether remedial interpretation can be BL 80 » BL 85 »
appicy BL 87 » BL 158 »
HKSAR v Lam Kwong Wai & Another (CFA, August 2006) BL 160
CAIRIRBIY (B8115F)5842(2)(a)(i)RFTHEIMNMEFTER B (AL | 5E39% 9/19-20
) F1MNIRCA KBARE) FE3FRETHBEARN (ARERMBUERERE
BRAK) RERE) PTREEFIRETE RIS
TEHE 5F BEBFFITHIE (BB - 2006548)
BL 39 9/19-20

Whether the burden of proof in s 42(2)(a)(ii) of the Immigration Ordinance (Cap
115) is inconsistent with the presumption of innocence protected under Art
11(1) of the BoR as applied by BL 39

Lam Yuk Fai, Steve v HKSAR (CFA, April 2006)
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BEEERRNEF (Right to legal representation)
HHRBANEERREFMEMAOR(BEREREZERE)RE | () HIB | 535K 7/21-23
(EZASE) FIMFRME T HFENERRIEMNER S (i) RIEFBARE (AR
ER) B10REEEZI DEFHMER UK (i) EREEETH BF
A" RA
FRBRERAAREMA F BEBEEXZFERAR (RINERE -
2004558)
Whether the limitation on, as opposed to the denial of, the applicant’s legal BL 35 7121-23
representation: (i) breaches the right to legal representation under BL 35; (ii)
offends the applicant’s right to a fair trial under Art 10 of the BoR; and (iii)
offends any common law rule of procedural fairness
New World Development Company Limited & Others v Stock Exchange of
Hong Kong Ltd (CFI, May 2004)
(BAE) FIMRREBTERATREZTEMELERMAPREMY | 35K 8/9
EERE PREFAMANBMBA - URELOERA ; (B85 B
SIRATIEM AR B AR WER  BEXZALEZEERA (B
AE) FEIBIRFTIEM AR S EE”
FRBRBRALBIRAMA K BEBBEEXZHERAR (LFERE -
2005F5A)
Whether BL 35 confers an entitlement to full legal representation by lawyers at BL 35 8/9
the hearing for the purposes of examining and cross-examining witnesses and
making oral submission; the meaning of “court” under BL 35 and whether the
Disciplinary Committee of the Stock Exchange is a “court”
New World Development Company Limited & Others v The Stock Exchange of
Hong Kong Limited (CA, May 2005)
(BA5%) BIRRTRTFERAGRETADECARRAmERY | T2 B | 912825
5£f$'f’%fg ’ é*gﬁfé%lﬁ:ﬁ$ua:§&ﬁ%k ’ L;L&'f’ﬁtlju:atgﬁgﬁl ; <<g$\;£>> % %35{% 3 %39{'7% S
35MRFTIEHY EBRT W EET WER  MARZILEZESRR (B BLOME - LK -
%) 8 RH) SRR S SRR Haalk - =
ALY SE35RFTIEM “TERR J B841& « H85IE -
EBWARSMERAT 5 MURBREMATDRAMA (KRB | TOTH - 88l
SE931%
Whether BL 35 confers an entitlement to full legal representation by lawyers at BIE'2 SEBINGH 9/23-25
the hearing for the purposes of examining and cross-examining witnesses and BL18 ~BL 19
making oral submission; the meaning of “court” under BL 35 and whether the BL 35 BL 39"
Disciplinary Committee of the Stock Exchange is a “court” BL 80 - BL 81 »
o BL 84 - BL 85
The Stock Exchange of Hong Kong Limited v New World Development | B| 87 - BL 88 »
Company Limited & Others (CFA, April 2006) BL 89 » BL 92 *
BL 93
SENBEZHER (Right to participate in public life)
ARERBIR (BBAERESL)  MARSRZFE - AIBRERESE | 5E39fF - 55401% 1/56

ZHREM (ABER) $21(a)f B - ZRXRES—LXKAEER
FEEYEHARBEECARZARSNEFNRBEMAZ RRNEER
!

R A ARREMA &F RE - HFELERAMA (KEERR » 200056128)
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Whether the BORO is engaged and if so whether the electoral arrangements
in question are inconsistent with Art 21(a) of the BORO which guarantees the
right and opportunity of every permanent resident to take part in the conduct
of public affairs directly or through freely chosen representatives without
discrimination and unreasonable restrictions

Secretary for Justice & Others v Chan Wah, Tse Kwan Sang & Others (CFA,
December 2000)

BL 39 » BL 40

1/6-7

FESERER (Right to privacy)

(RHIZESRATIRG)) (58200F)5E118CHRIE “H21BR T B FAEHREL215%
UTSBFHEHRBMIR" sIRFT  ZMEREER (BEAE) 5£25H
3905k » LA KAREER) %1 - 14F 220K FriRIE W FABRER T AR AT —
EFEER
R ik EH A AR (LFREE » 20065F98)

Whether s 118C of the Crimes Ordinance (Cap 200) which makes homosexual
buggery with or by man under 21 an offence is contrary to the right to privacy

and equality before the law, contained in BL 25 & BL 39 and Arts 1, 14 and 22
of the BoR

Leung v Secretary for Justice (CA, September 2006)

SE250% ~ F39f%

BL 25~ BL 39

10/27-31

10/27-31

HRREBEMNSZM@HKER (Lawful Traditional Rights and

Inhabitants of the New Territories)

Interests of Indigenous

(BAE) BAVGRERETRERENRKRBEPNRELERSEE - M | FE396k - F400% 1/5-6
EEAA L HRRZSRR Z 5
AR AAIRRAMA 5F BRE « SFFLERBMA (KFERB - 20005:128)
Whether BL 40 protects any rights of indigenous inhabitants to vote and to stand as BL 39 ~ BL 40 1/6-7
a candidate in elections for village representative to the exclusion of others
Secretary for Justice & Others v Chan Wah, Tse Kwan Sang & Others (CFA,
December 2000)
ETERE X (Official Languages)
HEARBARE (BEAZ) FOREREEANERBRAEBEFEMERE | FofFk - He7ik - 3/18-22
EPRRMAHNERR . CEERXRAE) (E5F)ESMEREM (BAE) | F81% » F92M%
A5
BEE R (RIVERE - 20015F128)
Whether the applicant has a constitutional right under BL 9 to be understood by the BL9-BL67 - 3/18-23
courts in Cantonese without the intervention of an interpreter; whether s 5 of the BL 81 ~ BL 92
Official Languages Ordinance (Cap 5) is inconsistent with the BL
Re Cheng Kai Nam Gary (CFl, December 2001)
§2E1E (Power of Final Adjudication)
CEEHEE R (F159F)F13(NEFHRRMKILBE (BA%) F | R F18x 6/12-13

821K B IK B
— BERD aF BEBEME REKAIFR(TAA) (KA > 2003F128)

HE821%
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Whether the finality provision in s 13(1) of the Legal Practitioners Ordinance (Cap BL8-BL 18- 6/12-13

159) is inconsistent with BL 82 BL 82

A Solicitor v The Law Society of Hong Kong & Secretary for Justice (Intervener)

(CFA, December 2003)

TR REME (Powers and Functions of the CE)

REUUREAERE LAMTRRERE (BEAE) B48(12)RFIELME | 4%~ B114% 6/9-10

FIRHOREEITREEX 4815
Ch’ng Poh 3 ZBRFIITHETERE (RFNERE » 20035F128)

Whether and how far the CE’s decision made under BL 48(12) to pardon person BL4-BL 11~ 6/9-10
convicted of criminal offence is subject to judicial review BL 48

Ch’ng Poh v The Chief Executive of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region
(CFI, December 2003)

CHIEERARFRD) (F221F)H67CIHRE (BEATE) 58 - 80Kk (ARME | F8fF - F48f% 7/16-18
MMBCAERBEIRAKN) F14(N)RREHIESE | (RIS BXIEH) 801k
(58524F)E12(2) R R EE (BEAE) SE8ifM (2 REFMBUGRERIEIFR 2
K FI(4)RIBIXAE
HEXRS—A F REE/ER (RFAEE > 2002F97)

Whether s 67C of the Criminal Procedure Ordinance (Cap 221) is inconsistent with BL 8- BL48 - 7/16-18
BL 8, BL 80 and Art 14(1) of the ICCPR; whether s 12(2) of the Long-term Prison BL 80

Sentences Review Ordinance (Cap 524) is inconsistent with BL 8 and Art 9(4) of

the ICCPR

Yau Kwong Man & Anor v Secretary for Security (CFl, September 2002)

&2 (Property Right)

RiE (LR ARRG) (B15F)  WERBEEEEARN—YSBER | F6/F - 8k 5/8-10

BAIFEURE 1 3 Y 5 AR EUS B E R AR P E AR AFIWEE - (BASE) 2 | 581051%

6 - 805 EHEMAMETEREEEER

Kaisilk Development Limited 5k i B E#/7 (LFFERE » 2003F4A)

Whether the defendant has the statutory duty under the Land Development BL6-BL8- 5/8-10
Corporation Ordinance (Cap 15) to take all reasonable steps to acquire the BL 105

property otherwise than by seeking resumption and to negotiate the purchase on

fair and reasonable terms and whether an implied duty arose due to BL 6, 8 & 105

on compensation for deprivation of property

Kaisilk Development Limited v Urban Renewal Authority (CA, April 2003)

BEREEREE CEBRIBRBEH)RM) (B374GE)FE14(1)()RHIRE | F6fF  5105/% 5/12-13

AR TERBAEAEMENER
AR EHRBABENSHE

EEEBFTBERAA o BEEER (RIVERE - 20035F248)

 ERFELILTE  EESRBMATHE
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Whether the Commissioner for Transport’s decision under reg 14(1)(a) of the Road
Traffic (Traffic Control) Regulations (Cap 374G) interferes with the applicant’s
right to use its property; if so, whether it amounts to deprivation of the applicant’s
business, entitling it to compensation

Yook Tong Electric Company Limited v Commissioner for Transport (CFI, February
2003)

BL6 > BL 105

5/12-13

RIE CRE L HARG) (BB124F)E12(c)RNBETEE Lz "FEIERE"
IR B (BEAE) F105(RAFEAE

higiEEER 55 Yin Shuen Enterprises Limited & Nam Chun Investment
Company Limited (#28;£8% - 200351 8)

Whether s 12(c) of the Lands Resumption Ordinance (Cap 124) which excludes
“hope value” of the land from compensation is inconsistent with BL 105

Director of Lands v Yin Shuen Enterprises Limited & Nam Chun Investment
Company Limited (CFA, January 2003)

£ 105%

BL 105

5/14-15

5/14-15

ZEHEEE (1998F ARALE(EWRER)(ER])(EFE257)EMH) TEMETE
ERMSEBEERBUBEBCIBOABETRE - EERBK (BXE)
10546 P 5 B 72 HY 24U

NEERERWEXBE F BEEAEREEER (LFFEE - 20025F78)

Whether the reduction of profit, as a result of the wholesalers’ being disallowed to
continue their duck and goose wholesaling businesses at the original market as
a result of the Public Health (Animals and Birds) (Amendment) (No 2) Regulation
1998, is a deprivation of property within the meaning of BL 105

Kowloon Poultry Laan Merchants Association v Director of Agriculture, Fisheries
and Conservation (CA, July 2002)

10515

BL 105

5/16-17

5/16-17

REANEAZBWEBAUZMS (BIBED) (B1128) FHBK
SHEE
EZREBMA A F HBFREER (LFERE » 2007F17)

[R:&=E

Whether the plaintiff has been deprived of the capital used to pay the tax under the
Inland Revenue Ordinance (Cap 112) without compensation for loss of use

Weson Investment Limited v The Commissioner of Inland Revenue (CA, January
2007)

5E6f% ~ 5 1051F

510815

BL6BL 105"
BL 108

10/ 35-37

10/ 35-38

#EERRYBII ¥ (Prosecutorial Independence)

(REGKRD) (F6F)F13MRE T ERBSREBENEIRBRAETY (B
A3E) FE3MRATIE B R IEE

BEIC (REA) BWEE (LFFERE © 2006F98)
Whether court’s power under s 138 of the Bankruptcy Ordinance (Cap 6) to order

a prosecution constitutes judicial intervention of prosecutorial independence under
BL 63

Re C (A Bankrupt) (CA, September 2006)

2E631%

BL 63

10/32-34

10/32-34
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$EIB M HaHHEMFIR (Prospective Overruling)

CEASE) B160(NIRATEE “AERENER" REEEAEER  BHE
EEERFELHEENDNIERARNEOURISFEEEOFTENER ; §4
EFFRE ESRNERRFRIMAEE S EEE
EBHFITTHE o HFER S — A (REER » 2006581
Whether the phrase “the procedure as prescribed by this Law”in BL 160(1)
covers judicial procedure; whether judicial power includes the power to engage in

prospective overruling and the circumstances justify its existence; proper approach
to deal with applications for extension of time to appeal against conviction

HKSAR v Hung Chan Wa & Another (CFA, August 2006)

SB8MRK ~ SE181%
2816015

BL8BL18*
BL 160

9/9-11

9/9-11

AW A B (Public Officers)

I — (DBASEFMARKM) (F574F)F426ERE101EF (ABA
E FHENFIEE(2004F/20055F )% F1) (5£580F)E4Z 1M R E1SEREERE (B
S5 51008 103K 01K AS

BIENHE oF BHAIRIR R B ABEERESEESTE « INERREE F £
B a]alf (JRFNERE » 200356 )

Remuneration — Whether ss 4-6 & 10 of the Public Officers Pay Adjustment
Ordinance (Cap 574) and ss 4-11 & 15 of the Public Officers Pay Adjustment
(2004/2005) Ordinance (Cap 580) are inconsistent with BL 100 & 103

Lau Kwok Fai Bernard v Secretary for Justice and Government Park and Playground
Keepers Union, Shum Man Lai and Leung Tat Wah v Secretary for Justice (CFlI,
June 2003)

55100f% ~ 55103f%

BL 100 ~ BL 103

5/21

) (| 221

N — (DBASEFMNARKN) (F574F)F4B6ERE101EF (ABA
E FHENFIEE (2004 F/2005F )% F1) (£580F)FE4Z 1M R EISKEEE (ER
S5 51008 103K 81K A5

2B A 5F BIEERAMA (KL - 20055F78)
Remuneration — Whether ss 4-6 & 10 of the Public Officers Pay Adjustment

Ordinance (Cap 574) and ss 4-11 & 15 of the Public Officers Pay Adjustment
(2004/2005) Ordinance (Cap 580) are inconsistent with BL 100 & 103

Secretary for Justice v Lau Kwok Fai & Another (CFA, July 2005)

55100f% ~ 55103f5%

BL 100 ~ BL 103

8/8-9

8/8-9

[E#{E (Right of Abode)

MLATAZAREZY (X% NWHREBYE URFERNMOARERE
BOPIRD(RELEREH)  #UNEERERZMRRITESHNEH
R

RNEREMAL ik ARFEHEER (ESFERE © 20005127)

HE22(4)%F
5524(2)(3)1%
% 1581%

1/ 368
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Which persons are unaffected by the NPCSC’s interpretation of the Basic Law
— who could continue to benefit from the law as it had been declared to be in the
two test cases (Ng Ka Ling & Chan Kam Nga) which culminated in the judgments
of the CFA

Ng Siu Tung & Others v The Director of Immigration (CA, December 2000)

BL 22(4) *
BL 24(2)(3) *
BL 158

1/3-5°13

HEARSARE (BEXZE) F24Q(NEENREREXAMERS "
BREEXZUANSIUEEEBEHENPEAR \MPFRATEBEXRKALE
R UEZEEEE
PWEFENFE R (HEETFTEEANFRBHCE)
200047 5)

K OABBBEER (LFEE

Whether the applicant is a permanent resident of the HKSAR, and has the right
of abode by virtue of BL 24(2)(1) which provides that the permanent residents
of the HKSAR shall be “Chinese citizens born in Hong Kong before or after the
establishment of the HKSAR”

Chong Fung Yuen an infant, by his next friend Chong Yiu Shing v The Director of
Immigration (CA, July 2000)

F24(2) (1)1

BL 24(2)(1)

1/13

1/13

HEARAMEENPRERR  MWAE1997F7R18 (BARE) £XAT - &
EBKAMERERRABERFAERANE IR ESEBKAMER

#EIE o ABEHERER (LEFERE » 200053A7)

Whether the applicants, who were adopted in accordance with the law prevailing
on the Mainland prior to the coming into effect of the BL on 1 July 1997 by Hong
Kong permanent residents, are permanent residents of the HKSAR

Xie Xiaoyi v The Director of Immigration (CA, March 2000)

£24(2)(3)%

BL 24(2)(3)

1/13

1/13

(BAGE) 24P REN=ZERHREERRFTES  Z=EIRER()
BERRITEHEASS ; (i) EEBBEBTEELTEUL ; (i) ABBRK
AE{EH

ABBREER 5F ABEFDEEERFateh Muhammad (L375EEE © 2000F
4A8)

Whether the three conditions in BL 24(2)(4), namely, (i) having entered Hong
Kong with valid travel documents, (ii) having ordinarily resided in Hong Kong for a
continuous period of not less than seven years and (iii) having taken Hong Kong as
their place of permanent residence should be satisfied concurrently

The Commissioner of Registration v The Registration of Persons Tribunal and
Fateh Muhammad (CA, April 2000)

E24(2)(4) %

BL 24(2)(4)

1/13

1/13

(BAE) 5824(2)(1)REEE158(3)RFIIE NS E 2 SRR © (AR
BI) (B115F)MIR15B2(a) RENRRXBHNREREMN (BARE) $F24(2)(1)F
SR

ABEB G R ¥ HER (KREER » 2001578)

F22(4) &
F24(2)fF
£24(2)(1)%
£24(2)(3)1%
£24(2)(5)1%
F24(3)fF
551581%

2/4-12
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BL 22(4) » 2/5-13
Whether BL 24(2)(1) is an excluded provision within BL 158(3); whether the BL 24(2) ~
requirement relating to the parent in para 2(a) of Schedule 1 to the Immigration BL 24(2)(1)
Ordinance (Cap 115) is inconsistent with BL 24(2)(1) BL 24(2)(3) *
The Director of Immigration v Master Chong Fung Yuen (CFA, July 2001) BL 24(2)(5) »
BL 24(3) ~ BL 158
AKBEY (RAE) $22(4)M242)()RNWBBETY (BA%)H | B4R 2/14-18
24(2)(3)RIVER T LIEH AN RN WRIE | (HA58) H242)3)h2ETE | FAQME:
158(3)MATE M "BEZ MR (BAR) 24 RBRERE | THQQK:
7% 5624(2)(3)1F
. FE24(3)fF »
HKIER - RIZZE - B8 # N BBBEER (REER - 200157 8) E391%
Whether the NPCSC'’s interpretation of BL 22(4) and BL 24(2)(3) contains a BL 24(2) ~ 2/15-19
binding interpretation of BL 24(2)(3) with regards to adopted children; whether BL BL 24(2)(1) »
24(2)(3) is an “excluded provision” within BL 158(3); whether BL 24(2)(3) includes BL 24(2)(2) »
adopted children BL 24(2)(3) -
Tam Nga Yin, Chan Wai Wah, Xie Xiaoyi v The Director of Immigration (CFA, July BL 24(3) ~ BL 39
2001)
RAMWEEEEER - BEMABHPLREBR (BAE) E241kE | 5241% 2/20-22
B BEREET RE (BRE) F24Q2)AGRRTE BEEREHEBREHSE | $E24(2)4)%
2 BE TERBKAMERSSNBEZA
Fateh Muhammad #f ABEZLEERRABZLHFHE (KEER 20015
7H)
Whether being in prison or a training or detention centre pursuant to a criminal BL 24 ~ 2/21-23
conviction constitutes “ordinary residence” within BL 24; whether the period of BL 24(2)(4)
ordinary residence mustbe “immediately before” permanent residence application
under BL 24(2)(4)
Fateh Muhammad v Commissioner of Registration & Registration of Persons
Tribunal (CFA, July 2001)
FARERENRRFLNRFEMENFREEFA LA ZARNEEHELE SB22(4) Mk » 3/2-16
HBARAERENESBINZMENESA—BENES S824(2)(3)k
y N S &, 5815815k
RNMREMAL ik ABBEBEER @ TR ifF AEBREER @ HE%HK
BMA+ iF ABEBEER (REER - 2002F1A8)
Whether the applicants are entitled to the benefit of the judgments of Ng Ka Ling BL 22(4) ~ 3/3-17
and Chan Kam Nga and therefore not affected by the NPCSC'’s Interpretation; BL 24(2)(3) »
whether there is legitimate expectation to receive the same treatment as the BL 158
parties in those two cases
Ng Siu Tung & Others v The Director of Immigration, Li Shuk Fan v The Director
of Immigration, Sin Hoi Chu & Others v The Director of Immigration (CFA, January
2002)
CAEBARBLY (BE115F)HMTR1553(1)(c)F1(5)(b) R Fh K A B AEH FI IR 2 ER E24(2)(4)15% 5/18-21
WRE  REHE (BEAE) 524(2)(4)FREEHE
Prem Singh i A BEEEER (KEE » 20035F28)
Whether the permanence and unconditional stay requirements under Sch 1 para BL 24(2)(4) 5/18-21

3(1)(c) and para 1(5)(b) of the Immigration Ordinance (Cap 115) are inconsistent
with BL 24(2)(4)

Prem Singh v Director of Immigration (CFA, February 2003)
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