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W EE o (3F %K Jackson & Powell on Professional Negligence,

SMEd., 2-116—2-120.) #HEBE T OLAEEZLILAENTEE RBR
— 4% B g 6 &) BAE » AR E R4 % ° Clerk & Lindsell on Torts,

18" Ed., 8-117 HR| By R 42 » MBLT -

“A surveyor, like any other professional person, is liable for
negligence if and only if he acted in a way which no surveyor of
ordinary skill would be guilty of, if acting with ordinary care. So
in the absence of expert evidence that the failure by the defendants
to check statements by the vendors that their property was linked to

main drainage was an error which a careful surveyor would not

have made, the plaintiff’s action failed...”

(B 4 0 34 M Strover v Harrington [1988] Ch. 390.)
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Jordan {1981] WLR 246 at 256-257; National Justice Compania
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(1) REFR DR REARTASCELAE  HHREETE
REEANREMERAEMARE - ﬁ_ﬁﬁ%ﬁ“%‘ﬁm
#”(reasonable reliance) &) B & @ ¥ F REE AL TR fft-E
M AR EANGRZHELHERKE (duty of care);
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(caused) E M & - (¥ 2 M Clerk & Lindsell, 7-93;
Henderson v Merrett Syndicates Ltd [1995) 2 A.C.145 at

180E-G; #v Williams v Natural Life Health Foods Ltd. [1998]

2 WLR 830 at 837 - )
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(1) AXGRIEREETHHTY BEABBREERT
R BT E TSR M MR Ehe Lord
Goff % Spring & Guardian Assurance Ple [1995] 2 A.C. 296

at 319 F-G ArEfit:-

“The employer is possessed of special knowledge, derived
from his experience of the employee’s character, skill and
diligence in the performance of his duties while working for
the employer. Moreover, when the employer provides a
reference to a third party in respect of his employee, he does
so not only for the assistance of the third party, but also, for
what it is worth, for the assistance of the employee. Indeed,
nowadays it must often be very difficult for an employee to
obtain fresh employment without the benefit of a reference
from his present or a previous employer. It is for this
reason that, in ordinary life, it may be the employee, rather
than a prospective future employer, who asks the employer
to provide the reference; and even where the approach comes
from the prospective future employer, it will (apart from
special circumstances) be made with either the express or the
tacit authority of the employee. The provision of such
references is a service regularly provided by employers to
their employees; indeed, references are part of the currency
of the modern employment market. Furthermore, when
such a reference is provided by an employer, it is plain that
the employee relies upon him to exercise due skill and care
in the preparation of the reference before making it available
to the third party. In these circumstances, it seems to me that
all the elements requisite for the application of the Hedley
Byrne [1964] A.C. 465 principle are present.”
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“The purpose of this fax is to reiterate that it is against the

Interest of our Centre to overturn Mr. Eric Chan’s report to

facilitate Yet Chong’s legal pursuits.” % %h 5 F REHB R &
A RZEFR T CREGRE > TR R LR

EVEH - R TR “If Yet Chong feels strongly that the

views and judgments expressed by Mr. Eric Chan in his report
are 1naccurate, by all means resort to other support
organizations such as the Hong Kong Productivity Counc:lil,
the Chinese Manufacturers’ Association or the Federation of

Hong Kong Industries for a second opinion.”
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SREANFRE N EREANSE [B:219] - “All the

statement[s] made in the conclusion are technical facts rather
than pointing out who is [at] fault. We therefore cannot alter

these statement(s] to suit the purpose you are expecting.”
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AEHHL ERAALRBUALHRLEAIIRGREAL
542 4% o E4olord Millettfe Aneco Reinsurance Underwriting

Ltd (In Liquidation) v Johnson & Hygiene Ltd [2002] 1 Lloyd’s
Rep. 157 at [111]:

“The Court does not engage in speculating on what would have
happened if the defendant had performed his duty. That is not the
basis of his liability. The Court asks what loss is attributable to
his failure to perform his duty. He is liable for all consequences
of his advice being wrong; he is not liable for consequences which
would have occurred even if the facts had been as he represented to

be” (5B % » 3 % B} South Australian Asset Management
Corporation v York Montague Ltd [1997] A.C. 191 < )
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