Fulg el vl FAdEE

I.F

S8 1 AIMZE HEPHY g o 2N BFZHY HEY
918 Zaz FASL ot aFgA T o] FAY HAA 1 FLe
E999 FEPHoNEe 2HE F g Holx, dviFeg A% &
5 ARAgANA BHE £ Ae Aotk F AGY ARKE Ads=
AutgH o Hrlsldx Foh o] FAHL FUYPAME B2 IAH
T YUY RE EYUHA FEOE FAHF Aolth WAIYFH YPEY
A7 8ele E7stn EdE 7S FI e AL SYUYY 9
gg e Aoz AAHAWD o] #HE HAE ey AfAE H
TP A7/t gasicta 4442

Common LawdlA& Aol Zret(duress)vt A7|(fraud)?t UE

* SEA ERAR B - 28t

D 9 A3, Dyete N, d=2t 1957, 49 - 508,

2) Yo EF3AY YEY9Y ¥l dr=lolol ¥ T2 U Lésionolth
Lésiono] @3 AF2E o|AS, THA UHS 3PP -Lésiond FHLE2-,
g A3A 123, 1997, 19 ~ 2309 #=,
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A7t ohdd AGUgol disiA Hdo] THE = UEE 3 Yot
a8y gEPdAE ZAAA AR AHel e A7 kA XY
o gl A& ol&3td FF3A olY& Hae AL FXdT YN
o] YU & 197030 olF ZHH EHFo| ¥ Denning
% Scarman®] =4& £y ot o] FoM TAHYY BYFo] ¢
AR w8, 72 FA{FFOZ AT Ao HEHE Aol b
%4499 92 (Unconscionsability, Unconscious)elth. ¥l A4 9] ¥
t BTAE Agoz A ojdg dE AdAM 23T F A
AL e 22, F3Y 58 41 FAHHA £ Age
AZAFL2A 0]Ydg A& AL HFAHolgtE Ao}, o) A
7L Bl A HA AGL2RE o]dE A A& AR golok
e Aol

AR BFAAAY el dide ASAA vy YN
HAae FALE 3 AT 80 UL ERAME o= FIAEA
o ulFAA Alckel EAJL @ dFwHY v FHAd Wl A
3 Ao digiA AME D, o] Yeirt e FuPItel oW J¢e
FAe7h o] o]&o] oA ERHI JEIE AR E Fr}

0. HFHA dee 99

oFe FAUAAME QAN BRI} FAAHEH Y A
oM #BAALEF] AFNAAEY AAAA Hel H|FAHoletn
EUF dBH(one side)d] A4 vFdHolgn & 4+ da

3 FFE, SFYIPY vFAdE S A7, BYR 1983, 9 - 268 Meongcho
Yang, PRICE UNCONSCIONABILITY IN CONSUMER TRANSACTIONS, A4
AT It AP STEA, AMATHH, =HKat, 1983, 151-185.
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ok £ FeloM e A wEA] g2 Ad ¥ 5 Qe R
ol ZA3I FTAY A} wolgd F YU AYL vdAHo
O9Ea 3tz gl olstdE vFe FANPAH e 5EG A4
g FA 4 FdFdMEe 2 duist dFEtt. Waddamse B3, ¥4,
A, 2AHY £E¥TE TP 22 Fo4stn os) o
B3| A Denninge 2 #He BHF & FH2A sotstn okd &
T Y] EHTY 9L vGAHAY R AEAHA A g
AMEE ool HFAAY FHAZ AT Ai9 uwAYe BT
22 A% H2Apoldle SEFE Aot givke AP Qi ol
g A EHFold AP FAHA ¥& AL dujsm v
FH4 Hde B9 FEHY 87o2 Hotste AHIE Qo
€319 M £ Denningol #otsta e RAAY wiF4dAdY Y& 24
g EHTE oIATIE 4UFY AR A 9 HgAY Helg AT
q3es @t olFA FHetd u vFHAN HHP NI, A, FAY
TS Yo AN ZATH BTl A1, FAR drtol

4) UCC 2-302

5) Hume v. United States, 132 US 411(1889)

6) Waddams, The Law of Contract(2d)(1984), Toronto, Canada case book ch.4
Unconscionability, p.765.

7) Lloyd's Bank Ltd. v. Bundy (1974), 3 All E. R. 757(C. A). °] #deA
Denning mA4d¥e] 8% % (inequity of bargaining power)& @ B i
7r¥H(dyress of goods) @ ®%4lA A #(unconscionable transaction) @ %4
Hundue influence) @ FFYuHundue pressure) ® MdFZH % (salvage
agreements)®] THAZFAIZ EF3la il

8) More v. Fed Business Rev. Bank(1981), 30Nflnd & P.EIR. 91, 98(P.ELSC);
Matthew J. A. Atlas Supply Co. of Can v. Yarmouth Equipment Ltd.(1991),
193 N.SR. (2d) 1 at 16(N.S.C.A)

9) John C. Smithe "®H4¥He EHFNoE At H2Y F ot Pddol 1o
g £ A= AL ZR PHut ALl AU u]%4 M A(oppressive or
unconscionable) <]£]&Q Aot} gtn FrHSir John C. Smith, Fundamental
Principle of Law The Contract of Law(2d), London, 1993, p. 242).
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AdsHe BEYFL A4 9A F48 RAT ¥x) R ghoen
B BT o)Ye d& P92 HH 4 Qg

HFA43 FAME Aoz B398 (Undue influnce)e] it} o4
WA Davey WAME “¥39gL Fo7 2884 ZigE AL o
T2 A% B ¥ AT, Aol vFAHole: Ae £
FE7L MG H oz P& AT osA BHREFE Qi de B2
A ojel] dEA FAE FLdE Aolt0F T 3o YAE P
83 glh. aRA T AHEEE Algdl W onzt e 345 vn
°lg JH3 THEY & Y& 71FL ¢v. 48 Eo Lloyd’'s Bank
Ltd. v. Bundyl A€ Denningt ¥¥4A4 9 Walo] 9 Aok 7
€ #4832 YA, Eric Sachst $3989] Halo) o8 At &
H4e #A3a Yok B 9& BBIWME the Court of Appeale
EARAE FB9Y e dojR RAoZM FFeln RE A
€ 2HAE o v GAAHA Aol n B3dge] o Add A
ok WG HA At €z $ot

gutH o2 ALFHBALSG 99, FERY $ote} o] Ao
2 QoM o] g dE A9} o] Q& AAtold 22 BA (fiduciary
ralationships)ol] $l& Z$120& At AHE EE H S0 By

10) Morrison v. Coast Finances Ltd.(1965), 55DLR(2d) 710.713(BCCA).

11) Davdison v. Davidson (1986), ZRFL(3d) 442(BCA).

12) Hugh Collins, The Law of Contract, Second Edition, London, 1993, 146, ©]s}
HEo F39hdes A AFEE A2 ARE ¥ & gdE A4
A28 dFe A& 2o g1 uPAA Y Pt Ziar} HEeate
2T ANAE ol8HM EFAY o|Ye FATE Mol FHo| Y;, BRIy
dle el fAstel Aoyl Xl g FYUUE AMAEY dHHe
e Ao AdAAE BASD e A HHA Ao wFAAe Has
A A% A3 ALYHA7E P FA7 e grle] B 29
€ o9E 2t A= UAE £ Uoe HeA dagn ok, RE
RIS 51T RBAORE L NEREOBE, RFEEE 148 28, 273-24
Q).
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FFE o2 A% HFYT TALT, AFHBAC YA &L BT
' HYAHA HEE olFE AYE EAMT 4

m. ¥4 Hee AM4aA

1. =

Z719] v|FAA FE FHEL 7AEAY &Py
BAAze] B A(reversionary interrest)d HEE Adde g
At AEHoR YL AR Y& EFHL AGU ol
FALRE Y] Feleo] o Zojd o] TWAIHA Ittt EAAY ¢
Ax dee o lURAT, o] Alne EHAL NEHAE detie 4
Ztat FEHATY ©] FEY ARE FEHA] HNEH7 M FD
& 7HFolojo} grte WHo] YA o2ty I EAHQ] W
£ Evans v. Llewelin!3$} Aylesford v. Morrisl4¥e]t}, o] g &
3 BT ALE o2 Alge] HAE £ s AL o
Aroivke] vl A 97t AA I} ool FHoh1v

I F EAA vugieo] A BEAA ujdlE Adse B

13) (1787), 1 Cox. 333. 7hd# ALl Evanst 17009-& = #{Fales 254t
UE A28 20071 Yze] NEHT 2 ¥ A&EA AEHJUTE olfE Aok
£ A4 § Atdoth

14) (1873), L. R. 8 Ch. App. 484. o} #HdA Selbourne, LCHAL: "W FALA 7}
B2 Aujd F le(dominion over) 43l i, 2 UUe] ebtFAlzle)
S8 B3WE £ e 4%, FAY, (FAA) Feolatd of d3e] H4d
F Adth 2 #h

15) Collier v. Brown (1788), 1 Cox C. C. 428(G. H. Treitel, the Law of Contract,
ninth edition, London, 1995, p.382).

16) B-AA oui*B(The Sale of Reversioners Act 1867)¢ AEoM [SAHE AP
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4EE WA FAS. I F Fry v. LanelDALdo| 93] H %A

49 ezt 5A W @48A ¥ dutEd A BAAME HE
HA HAh & W o] B AYdY YL OdE F UE AFE
7hd&t 3 FA(poor and ignorant)'Eta A HIWE AL Fol:
S Aot o] BHZE AN wFHHY Yaslk g FIAwIsin

o

dToM e HEHAE FA HEJAGD 118
Cresswell v. Potter!9A}A oA Megarry, J#A= Fry v. Laned)

Y&E FAST AT s Ao wHq FdHoz sotsn

17)

18

=

19)

wjoll B3 YRPYPLe] Auisn e P& FRH o Srtletn FAs D,
AzAA [RF4 TL FAAA ofd EAFL FEE THo] Mool A}
(fraud)t $2% W9 (unfair dealing)f1e] FEH wele AXo] 71Fe] v}
£ olfvez R HA gt #AST o o] ¥ 1925de) thA)
ARHADG. AR 1742E BEAAL 7o) B olfwtez Hig 4 ¢
oz Fdel B Hd AE ALFAY £4Y & AEE 3 Qo)
714 ‘A7t7 (undervalue) o) & Al7)(fraud)’t 8 ¢ & AEZ VAT Ao
ook 3t EF Al7]@ common lawdel slde] olue mAEe] b)Y A A}
£ Q¥

(1833), 40 Ch. D. 312. o] ®ZHoN Kay@ale "@de e sldsin 73
¢ uxde] EYHU AL ¥R Gn Y FEIlHo) AFE A AS
dt IHYEYe 2 AYE Ha2¥ + Y2 A& FAANproperty in
possession) | A= FY3lch g n o]Zo] BAAQ H4ot L) njx
Ao WEH 72 g EY¢ 29 REAYE ALY o Z Ade §3
Aol 5o Afdle vifdel I Adrt FH(fair), D Gust)sn wa 3
(reasonnable)olRAHE A& YFY AYE Athzw o224 u4QdA U3
g BA7|a gl

Clark, The Unconscionability Doctrin Viewed From an Irish Perspective, 31
No. Ire. L.Q, p.127

(1978), 1 W. L. R. 255. 247} d#olA AP zM A7 ogdg Fra
g&stn dide] v dHe auel HFE AASZ &k
a2y AFE 29y 7ho g A sAe] vy s HUoh 2
A AekegRe A7l aue ode Beld Aotk EH Y= Al
Fdo] AR AdAe AHA F EH7) W) I TP Ao
I EYAHU 2AL 4L F A%t
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At & ‘div AJu@FEA FEE FAFYH e AR o
A, dwrA o2 AHE P AFdME w7 € F A
o] Ao FHo wetA &art 92d + Aok o FAU €@
el ERQlel uld @ASA WA ¥ BT o HEe HI9
ez sx ok

a89x o] Yol o] YA w=A sHo|g ¥ F
T 8tk 99 BBl YL E Bt vFHA HEe AgY &
g R 3 7%e € 4 dde Aoz} Q. 2 AFHHY
v FAAg HEd g F e At WA E BFAA HEE 3
£33 ¥ A97F ¥4k Saunders v. Ford Motor Co?l), Arrale v.
Costain Civil Engineering Ltd??, Horry v. Tate & Lyle® o] =

20) Cheshire, Fitoot and Furmston's, Law of Contract, twelfth Edition,
Butterworths London Dublin, Edinburgh, 1991, p. 312; Ford Unconscionable
Conduct-A Matter for the court or the Legislature, 13 Aust bus L. R., 1988,
307, 310.

21) (1970) Lloyd’s Rep 379(QB). 8- Saunderst <2F o 44 & 3
d€ & gl 2ol AUt Saunders ¢ Ford Motor Co®} hejdle 1 24
FE 200422 = Ao TR ALY dede 4He HHE A
T 31X ity Paull, J¥AH:E vl HElE &R @ ZAAIES
827t RS o 598 A UA FAohE ol Ay HYE
A&A gt

22) (1976) 1 Lloyd's Rep. 98 S2A 43 tsld & 22 7hd@ ofgelo]
o af 22F9 Atz g SfuATEE Zrlde 4Ad M
AL 17t NP ol 2EF UL 4R R3ln AP P& A B
Aok JYe RAEAN g AHdM 24ME FAPdE L AFLA
o, #ert it olf R A% &¥E 2UAY.  DenningTro] AEHY
o] E¥%og TAHE AR YUt

23) (1982) 2 Lloyd's Rep 417, 433 @227} 2UA=E flo] @& BAFLE {9
& Alziolth Peter pain JUAME Bundy@#l & EA471E X%, Adsde
EP TS 2 2 Jusd ulE 2271 ARAF 234 AsA gt
I o] AHAE A Wgel AEIE AW, 7} o] FAE T8 & AN
e g BE AR FAA ¢5t7] dEelth
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Floll M3t

FTolA HFHAY Yt A% FHANE B 48 F
A Z3te RAe g 2 o7t Atk AA 7N (duress)®] Mde]
g3& & & Utk HBHY ouie] zwr Extolzt ZFA A et
(economic duress)o]@ 7ido] AAX %A sl dd 4E€E
Zraro] qiAlEA Ak =7 vFAAY AFAANI} el R B3]
2o HERAI ofA ¥ A= vGAAY YeE HE3) oY
A B 9AFd shjoltt. A2 1970t olFeo] Unfair Contract
Terms Acts(1977)3% Z& H|FAA Rl sAigste WEol AHYe
Uyeoz xso vFdde Hart 48e & + A HJUD
AR AgAF] dFo A @ gel He] HA Fol gl vFHA
Y7t 388 AR5 e Aotk

Denninge R4 #H9 EHFE o8 71X ddo] YA 2 9
AL FadA g1 AdY HAHRE wHEHY EHFol A&7t
ety AR Ho ok stn 2 wee Ho] doF gvhn A} o]d
B84 Scarman A¢olX LAY BHFTES I EAFHE Reln
ojARte R Alofe ¥ E UE 4 Avtn @vh 2HHY EYF &
ol FAL 9o gFt FoiA Yz, PUe] YntgFoz A
& gart gidka goh2n

24) G. H Treitel, The law of contract, p. 386.

25) vlZq M % 1980 ol ol HESE o7 Rl gt 9 (HEE, ERL
e, BEEWEE ERE-RAEHRENR, OARBSBOME L RE(L),
B, 1996, 528™)

26) °l8¥ ZAY¥L RdFE BT National Westminster Bank plc v.
Morgan(1985) A. C. 6868 € F Uth

27) Hanburg & Martin, Modern Equity, London, Sweet & Maxwell Ltd.,, 1993, p.
822.



Fuide) ugAAl el 417

2. FLtct

gAY dAte AT Ao 1947] Te] FHojA
Wwolg A HAUT Aoz AYthiA vFAd HEE WLolEol
A ¥ AL Waters v. Donnelly® o]t} o] ALANA Boyd, CHAME
“GARALS] AdubAQ A, ALY T RE3 AoiE A%
o RFE U R HEsA AEE ¢ RIE Wtk NP
A A%E ANE AZJYGE YPdo| 12 HE B T E WA
g+ dHn gk o] BlE IF9 Fry v. Laned] HZHo|AH
U2 Rel7] wjEe AR Mdel F4HA gt o #le 2
Fo Auriel BHE FHE PAAL o] Fol= vYAA Yo &
& welst ®ol YA, Yukxdeoz Ho| UALHIT YE AL
Morrison v. Coast Finances?e]t}. o] & oA Davoy, JABAIE “)
ZEze HAEAAHQ 28L& NS BFEY AHB T F3E, g
S 25E Arle ZARAEY A oA EHFFHE FHIHE AP
AHE FHA GolAle 7ty AFH] BIAHHE FYsle Ao
o old] dhale] RFIEE o] At TART ALY FHNA
E A& FHHA AP & oy T ofFY o]Yo] qUttE
€ FRHEA Y & Yh'n g
AAvtriel viFAAPedA Eshte] Fud wHolgtn & & 9l
£ Z& Harry v. Kreutziger30ojA o]Fo] Htl o A

o

28) (1884), 90R 391(R). Waters?} A4H(properties)& #& 71A 02 vfx§ Aldo]
=3

29) (1965), 55DLR(2d) 710, 713(A) Mrs Morrison2 704lel® (Ag )4 YPe] g+
FRolth T Algel aUeAl a1y F& BREZ AFEA dtn FAE B
A, 2 % @ ARE ARE A & # AYge F ode 48 FPe #
AT,

30) (1978) 9% DLR(3d) 231(BCCA) ¢1H2i! Harry: AH2le] 68 sl ojdg d©
89} 7 Kreutzigerol Al sl =t} Harry7t oS ¥AE AL ol 2
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Lambert, JARAE “g 9] Al&(the use of power)o] B %A1} o
Qo] EFAI B AR, HH0 oF BFAIN, Adsde] @
AeA BEFAE dF EAE 224 § EA & 29 £3
st} ded A AAAHoE Eud As FE7 Hojof it
FEEe it@fy E#(Community standards of commercial morality)
S5y FE3 HolWerl AR B RHojrrgzm . ay:
o] MEMe m&A HE¥(Community standards of commercial
morality3V& &37] Y AFHA FAY AdE nBErL
e Fo4F FFA €A A S s YL T =
AREY S AR A 7|EE AN & Jgn P2

3. 22Ed 2o}
22EH Y oloA H|YMNe #H FaF Aasl= Blomley v.

Ryan®olt}. o] #a#|ojolA McTiernan, JBAFE “Ab7|(fraud)7t 17
T AT, 2 YA RAe ojYo] FAAY] o}y - FA z8ln B

€ BE Hie] "HEHE de Ao oA ¥uh= uwl5el Kreutzigersl T 24
7l gEelh. EBE vlle] §H2 wjrl olvz) wio} B gt 2
= ooiele] 22 ARIUR, Harys ] ol4e] g3, &¢flen, og
AR Atz Rz, AAdel Aol giglen, A m&E WA By
o

31) Waddamst ©|¢} vlx¥ £0]2 Good Faithgle T€ A48 QtKSteven
R. Enman, Doctrines of Unconscionability in Canada, English and
Commonwealth Contract Law, Anglo-American Law Review 16, 1987,
p.218p. 219).

32) G Fridman, The Law of Contract in Canada(3rd), Casswell, Tomoto, 1994,
p.333

33) (1956), 99 CLR 362, 386(Aust HC) €3 #o2 W& UA F31 Ay AA
Aoz e A2 AN BRY AY& w1 gk L BAY R
Blomley7t 3¢ ¥3& &% F5@& €1 713e BEFFYL o RoA
9] AEE oA
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gozRH o Aol Al%o] ol3F PFoz U Aoz EF
g A" gt

o] #aolA Fulleager, JHAIE “YHPolA Yol AYe £H
AEE FAHNAY JABE AAFJES 3}~‘= AL VYFUE gdear
gh duiH o2 u3H ojug ey, H, vol] A, Bolu A B
T, 4, Ty u&e £F 3‘-?*_°]‘~} Aol o g RelA A
oju e BE 58 & F gt o8 FFHY EAL U]
He A4EA B AHd sz EF3E M AR A"
. BolYFAAt A#(bargain)el <3 &£3E AATE Rl ZE
4o 943 AL opd’gan gtk oA L2EH Aot H
g AAEE F2F dEdu BT e HeA MYty w4y
4 HErd AEErt dda €& ¢+ Aok AA A BIFHAEE
FHE ¥art fla, €A EUSAHES T ddez F4, (A
AT, FAH Edoz FAH A grie Aot

9 F wele HEYA o disA ddEn A6, g
e a7 disiMe #ddtn JA @vh. 2ZATW Fexr EFA
43 HERY EHFE AHE Aot v AL Aol He
7bol th#iA & Commercial Bank of Australia Ltd. v. Amadio3¥7} ©]
of tisjA Zati girt o AN Gibbs, CJEAE “HYE A
1z e FARRE 2 ed 98 A g2 AT A
Tt B AYE IS ol&de RegE AAHIT 39, AT
o HEE RS AFAA o] AdE H|FAHH] g1 3o HER

34) (1983) 46ALR 492, 423 and 427(HC) °l@&lot] xF8<l Amadio7t 419
otg ] MFo dalX FEYAE A BFE A &4 Aude o 21
7b dol7h @on) goje] FAbgEo] RAjgtn FR9 otgdlE %‘--’Fi%‘-ﬁi
E 29¢ 7 4tte AME 4 ARG E=E 239 e ofE
AAA Ja2Reg NPE ¢ £F 2FAAA o}g9) A7t &3¢ "7-1!-6—
A 71¢ $+¢ A Yot
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o 2T AHE A4 Fokt uFAAA AYsl gokn ¥ 28%
T EFAE ool WY FFoIRY FA4Y F Y&A T A
g 3 YA A Yo] FHHojo} st NAME W& Qo

4 SRS

HEA4 HEe LAYAE 7IAT AT FRASANE ulm
A Ao v FAAdel dig Bt dEhds ok 322 gy
Helo disie AF¢ R Harris v. Richardson3®)o]t}, o] o)A
Adams, JBANE 710449 B$Y R9ctstd e A, a3
I B5E EARG TR A5 Abold M, Aol FAHA dg
FTHAL A% oldg A€ Yite AFoA Az sz o}
of @] AHdMAE B wole WG He s Hawy 4+
AFAE B3 A% FEAHL AU B FAA Halo] &)
siele] mEo] BAE Hxo #ale Archer v. Cutlerddolt}, o] T3
A McMullin, J#ANE “da7t Bjme] Aol 2AsA RFe 94
32 £33 1o BYFL ol AL st YA 2y
AT, 43 42 247 Yozt Brhe ARG JIAAT e A}
A2 43 ATk 2 AdelA Jurt 29L X ByPa, a9 A

35) (1930) NZLR 890, 917(CA) ¥t Z&x AR EAo) lejs HFYol
flen ZAE Yo AAY ¥ FAAI AT ¥e stFoz ggate o
9(life interest)}2 NEF Folth 2t ARFEZE PNE T 4 A AHfree
agent)7} o A9 olel g REY & UATE wfFAL viEle] Ygnz
2EFEL 3on AFHoR Fue] AHUte AHE ol TYST =AY
AF A ARt

36) (1980), 1 NZLR 386(S. C) e & 41 AN AFE N 4 gom,
AHdE Y3 BT £ glon) FAY A dstd aRAE wYR T £
gl 2R xdolt. IuE ANAE U9 AHs} %o HHNE REE »
ag vjgdelnt




drlde v el 421

Y Bz LAY IAAHY EHFol AYIA REHEN A
33 R HolojA ARFAAIZE] o] At vigAHolgtn ¥ F
YE AEE B3 Aol £¥o] 471 €ux Ao i
o] #HE HFAY AL AT U= AL n|YAA Y Y
gol o3 wivlg H2E 4 Yvke AoloA ‘Eexe] XY E o &3
of e L2E#Yole sdE da

Z2AA9] 2Ao] U1 ojYE Y& At AGPdE A & 1
HAAA B GAA Held H48 $A3 Hart v. O'ConnordNRHE 3L
ot o] #lel PEL “diedE e Aol EgAGTE AL
&2 Y7 Wi T TR disiAe &43] FYol ok F4
o] xQlo] &AsT MAT AL WolA g3 HFIAY 2d S
WA gvhe AHE ERT 448 olfE Uk A AL )
Q9] WsAl o3 AdE Helx, Faglely I WEASL AAG
Aol ol WA LY AZIE AR, BY 89 (vicitimization) © 8§l
R, o] dA Fgon HFEEE NYANAN PAE AT 2
O HGFAAR A oy, £Y44E QAT R st vgAA Hal
of 2% AYHALE QA=A L}t

B23sicts #dE0 vl AW H 26 g4 AYz g
¥ AlFe®2 Harlick v. ASB Bank Ltd3®%al7} itk o] @alo)Af
Harlicke ¥93 29 ANFE 233719934 ASBLgo] zHilel 7}
$g HEE AFPt 2 A 2t HART He JFne B3 Q)
Atk 2 A AN 7HEE A FYF Aol 2k 293 AT
ol gigith UL o2 Ao E9Ye] FHE £ Ux &

37) (1985), 2 ALL ER 83XPC) Al5-91e FA4o2 @astale S, njsel
& fRgel Falo] BesTE e YA RUTh AW Ve
ARETASE A Ao Biel S WA, ol A A%
Ps

38) (1995), 5 NZBLC




422 YA All - 25/199.2)

s

(=
W

dg Bushd Qg WEe HFAHA Adz A4 £ A
o,

V. vl HEe 84

B A Y g ol AYE ALY F WHHME 1) H
ZgAHvictim)ol Al AAFHE EHFFTHA U= 4] EAFn
2) Wizt AR &1 3) HEZHAIL FAE ZA(independent
advice)2 97 Rfctes 8o YastE Azt Az, ‘D) ¥A
7} W8 5Y B Z(significant disability)d R 2) ZAE o] $YRF
& SAAY & & UANE A 3) FAT dAe] FHREE o] 8N
BG4 Holgln AdEe AdE HFINAY sHFLBA At o
g APE A 4 AAA HFeA ¥ %U(marked inadequacy
of consideration)o] 13 77t o] AMAE UMAY & F UUE A
5 MAe AN FAHE & e FAH FHHY(absence of
independent advice)o] UNE H"0eo] Yasitte AT Utk oA
# v HEst A4 HE ded ade 74 g2
gk dAZ AP E S VI dad adez HEe
o 4% Exe mEgat A, 4 EFEAY] 3Un, F
& 2A9 H4rt Yot

ojglel & Z walolA veld A& BAHEIZ A

39) Hanburg & Martin, Modern Equity, London, Sweet & Maxwell Lid, 1993,
p.821.
40) Bowkett v. Action Finance Ltd NZ Conc p.191
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1. o Z2|xte| A

H 449 HEe sHUE AFEDRY AYE A% WHE
x| o] oflrhal) matA HFHAAYEIZ RIE P A F FAthe
Weaker)= dA3A Adedo] F5& o] 27480 EAA viul&
AP 27le e EAAAGE 8490 53 TH| fve
830] oA Gt vlFAAE S W7t A v efo] U<l
Al HEHAMTE Agedol RFaAE dYE] AXNHT o
th o] 9EL o= WAL AZHY HAW, dHHo2E AN
9 wdM B 838 A% A

1) S

AFFARZE =B Agde $A7F He A7 ¥t Morrison
v. Coast FinancesolA+ 704181 v]@<loj, Blomley v. Ryanol A& 78
AQ =91, Commercial Bank of Australia Ltd. v. Amadio| M= x%
Holt}, Archer v. CutlerdlME 724191 30|31 Harlick v. ASB
Bank Ltddl A e HAF F 43¢ ¢ AT AHgolth

2) AR

A AR 7L MZ3Hpoor) AS-de HEHAILT @ F ok Fry
v. Lanedl A #BIZ3tE Q402 XHEgo® EYHJUL Cresswell v.
Potterdl &= BAMAE AY 490l f1le®, Harlick v. ASB Bank
Ltd BEldMe A34EE 1 e AZA GRE AT 7180
FLE A A f-olch

41) Bridge v. Compell Discount, (1962)AC 600, 626.
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J) BmAEER

AGZFAR AgZE el Qe Ffde HZLa7 € £ o
Morrison v. Coast Finances, Harry v. Kreutziger, Harris v. Richardson
oA FAEE £ Ut

4) &%0

Al kAR 7L F2 (ignorant) @ A ¥l HEGAA7 € & Yot
Fry v. Lane, Waters v. Donnelly, Harry v. Kreutziger, Blomley v. Ryan,
Harris v. RichardsonolA| A= gojgo|t}y X9 BdHA A
A o F2 R R F9 YL AAE AP B9 Bds
< 727t ¥t

5) l0ITAISRS B
AAZA AAHHE AFEF B AIFE] FojE F oY £
Sle g F9lelt} Harris v. RichardsondlM e ol& 3 FAIE 4 9

+ ¢IY<gieli, Commercial Bank of Australia Ltd. v. Amadiodl A=
olgrglo}Qlol},

6) 71et AAgo] REG F4U JZo] o] AUE AS Fol 7
ZzE BYde 827t @k E gubgog HAHQ AYL X
£33 3le FHax AR R/ dayq fEFaz ddge A
%= Stk Cresswell v. Potterd| M e AT E 328 F9%
g3 7€ 7t o dHEE Agsddye 3d & dn
Griesshammer v. Ungererdl & Z+3ALE} sujgle A2 aFoirs
o2tz 2 gloha @)
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2. F2|Xte| 2
D F271 H7] AdMe duite] $HEEE o848 + UE
Al glofok stx, i THREHA Jude &4, A4 BS

A4S A48T glojol Brh o HelAel el gk AR BAY
o w5, olEFAME GB, FANANAY LA AL, A
FHol g AR BAL WFE 4oy,

fgo2 vy 248 4 do © Agde 3

2 EGze Axe 3
£ A% 294 242 98¢ ¢ AchHart v.

Aol A48 Z3r}

O'Connor).

D 22Eddeoll e ‘dite] Bl g AAsA B2 Aeo
wEE Aol F23H3, EolYFARZE Af(bargain)dl o8 &S
YATdE Aol BE ZF 9o 4HA AL ohdiE Bel(Blomley v.
Ryan)= UAI%}, vldAdAd e ezt AQ3hy) falMe 9o B8
3ok gtk Fry v. Lanedl A& ‘o}F BFAsAY A4l FuaA &
#38A @&(very unfair or transfer for a consideration which is
grossly inadequate)2 HE &5 o] Jch

o] &L MYtk HFAA Had:E =YHYZ, Hay v.
Kreutziger(1978)l M= EF RS AR MEme pken it
(Community standards of commercial morality)oll ¢}8] A s oo} 3
o3 g AWM E Archer v. Cutler(1980)e4] weolS AT
Hart v. O’Connor(1985)e| A& 7tAol AA71A3} H|&sithe ojf &
B FA Ao ofetn 3t}
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2) FuiAldEoAN HAEZ(deed)d 8 AAHHRA ¥ AL
7 A (enforce)@ 4 A7l HAMAME  2l(consideration)e] Slojok #
tha2) ople Aol FRo g NFEEA B AGAH shy
7b A& A& 83T FAY, do] EAEA gow AAY 5+ gl
o guiel F79 lrtele] dFAe] aFHEI EAET w
d le] 3ol aFdThE HFUAH AFLe ol gttE o
2 B¥E Y F UA H7) dEojtt gIoME 1947]01 %4
eQlo|&o] ‘wEe EA'ZRH ‘gitAdSY o2 WHEA wat ¢
Ao AFAEE 8T78A A HAUUD dut glo] FAEA By
QA AfoE vFHAE S AFEe A8V € F YL Rojgm 3}
agxer PYEFe] oFQl(nominal consideration)& ¢¢le] E 4 1%,
HERAY RIAVtARE BmUsy] 4A ¥ 2L 47B558L =
EAZ 1500=d w3 B4 65000880 HPaE BAS
8500 e d tlxd 44 50000¢3E FTE F YE 242 5000
gelo g F90 1700089 77 dE AL 11002
=g A9 BIAE d2 TFHE NESE A AME 2EA
AR Hlgo] YA H ol BFEE Aol € F AT Fa,
25,000 - 30000839 7kxj7} e RPL 2000022 EI)§ AL

42) FH=, AAYd el Yo n)TAYY, 40HREH,

43) 1947] o) ¥ REl= common laws el AGAHE ZAbeA] @A =HYx, ¥
HYoA vjgAA AdS HAE ARSA=UTT FTHRIIKES, T HoTR
FENERICHT 2 %%, HEE# 208 15, 399). 880 ¥IFx 33
(three wrappers;Chapell & Co Ltd v. Nestle Co Ltd, (1960) AC), Az =%
(tradeing stamps; Bulpillt & Sons Ltd v. S Bellman (1962)% ¢}glo] & 4
gitki gkch(Cheshire, law of contract, p. 73)

44) Fry v. Lane ¥ 15% =,

45) Zabolotney v. Szyjak (1980), 5 Man. R. 107(QB).

46) Beach v. Eames(1976) 82 D. L. R.(3d). 736(Co. Ct)

47) McArther v. McArther Estate (1982), 118 APR10 (NBQBTD).

48) Griesshammer v. Ungerer (1958), 14 DLR(2d) 599, 604(Man. CA).
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FESG. duse St BIPATGTL EUF 24 B7) yRo)
o9 ofele) BEEA NE YZHYL ZaARA A$E ol Y
¥ o] o} 50

4. S8 E =<(independant advice)ol 818

D H3Ho2 XA} wEejate] A%g oj43e: At @
83871 AT, AZYRe A9 HEHA grie AdE T
H gl F4E ol @ Fedle FA} A% 54 FA &
7] A E SHE 2AS 28 dde A& FHsoL #4249
o] SHE 2oz dAYE & WINHAE Iy gL sAe 7
Folof @t

RAAZ ZAAHadvicer)7t Foidst ¢AsA S-@E SAfojojo}
o 2AZE AR olg BRI o Fst EAslok e A
FoE o] AZREY 2AL SHE 2ol T 5 Yot

FAZ 20l AAZ HHEY Holojof ). 2] HAY Ao
718 e 29471 AZze HALRE & & ook dx
BA #4& ZAtde 5HE Zdol oYtk Inche Noriah v. Shaik
Allie Bin OmarS29]A Hailsham#@Ale ‘FFaE 2 Fo7} Y}
g ZAFZE PAtol A P Relge A& FHdo} §rt oA
2 FHGE /MY BEY WEL F9 AAY mRst FAte BE)

49) McCumber v. Mastin (1981), ILR 1-134.(Ont. HC).

50) Fry v. Lane 17, Harris v. Richardson & 353 %,

51) Powell v. Powell (1900), 1 Ch.243. M & 214¢] 27} ARelA BEaE =
q3l7] A# AMFHEIALRRE 2AL VA, o] ARNTAIE AR 1Y
oj7|= §u},

52) (1929), A, C. 12741 & AHF¥3AL 298 Aito] Zox ARAtelats A
& ¢ BP0 WEY F49 Az avdA ojH Afe] FolA di=rlo)
WA FoiatolAl o} A TE A st




428 FHAT(ASE Al - 25/199.2)

A fAEA d9E dx, 2urt 222 FAE 31 JeVtE 448
Al ojgig Fo] F971 A Aol R e Aok 2AA
7t #aHE A% dsiM ZE A2g /XTI 2AsE Holn EF
8ol AT HAY AR FAAY o]g MM PFF AL
o FolAe A £ Edolojol At st FA HAA &l
Zata gk

ARZ 2JA47F JEYAANA S8 AMdE AR 4 Rolth

oglo] A, Fa A A7t AU AN A
e H& 5& 229 A9 day Asts Aol @B} ohdrt
o thalA ool A HEF A& & # gk vk Wright
v. CarterBo] & Wrighte A4te) 4% & Ay 2903 Wright7t
£33 e 2 AAEEEA Caterdl Al =712 ok Wrights
AR AAREIA AZRE AL WolA o] FAe] APt

AAAEZREY FF& FelF Wright:s 1dF Wrighte] 4
E% o] Wrightd] dislA d3& AEY AL HHESEZ FA Wright7t
HA R Qe BE A4 utE odo] 290 A FHFsIR &u AR
WEAL TY ZAE WolM o] FdE A IAFA MEE& Hyoh
a8y Wrightol 29¢ § A9} T+ Wrighte] AiHatejol] #ajA o}
74 ARE /A YA stk

ZAAHe Wrighte] A, Ao 9, Zee] 49 3%,
FE ¥ glojortt FAY 2U& ¥ F & ARE M 5 Un

S 2L ARE JMAT YA &L Ao Y UL FHL AEY

ik @A g

2) 3 xdo] wx FAAT FHF 2] UNUHTAE AY
< AFPE Aolgta JAHE Aot 5HE 2AE AANA &%
teE fFEsty & 4= Utk

N

2~
o

53) (1903), 1 Ch. 27.
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Toronoto Domonion Bank v. WongS4 &3 d| M HJojg & FA}
A ®3te F39 =39 Wongel 29E ¥#A] FAE olg g 93
BRE AFPAT, dREAL FaAddn Fo Jusid 2vE 2
B2 A7) o}E g =9V AP 27t 5P AL widF
E AEE A& AHol7] wEolt

V. Ayl vehd v HeE

N FHA gl ANAEEY $AYG wEF 1970ddl ¥ o
T3 JAYTIHEAA ABEY FHZ deuA HAS ARE
e oo 2o,

1. 28HH

Autte] 1070 F& JEoA SEARANA ol&A7} Fisin B&
3 HFHHLR Age] AZE Ftoe BEANE A=Y £
Ae WEE F3 JYALD o= FEJ}F HFEFRI} " B HFA
A7t Toll M SEE V€€ viAT YA Fobd FHEAY
9 71&dl & 3

s gYoldMe vFHHIAY FEst AFHIAY o
A-gol Ag FH -8 (unjust) AU Ffole AFE H2E + A
TE 33 e

354) (1985), 66BCLR243(CA).

55) Unconscionable Transaction Relief Act, RSNS(1967), ¢.319, s.2; RSO(1980),
C514, s.2 )

56) New South Wales Credit Act (1984)
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TAAEANE BUH, A€, F28A AYL A ¢ u P40
A ey FAHA 7o AP B9l 19E BAEn
31 t}5n

F= A ALRL A=g AU FAF A G|
Btz ALANZREH FAE T2 FEAHANNE vFAIA
o ¥l § #Hsn Yo

2. 23T 4AHY

2R AU FE HFEEA P A TAE AAE
He AL A2, #3ddes A" § Qe A%oz ‘@A
538 717 (grossly execssive price), 7tE 84 PP wrsicin A
e 2%, 24471 AFY £+ e ARY FEdA (38 M5
TE EX A EY SAFH BF, 74, 29, o usd 248
oY AoTH BF T olFE AN o]Yg BIY 4 gE=
3t3 3tk o] Po B Ayt FFYPH 2782 ¥ Zg
2] gojo] #4E Fu gtk Aol

FRoME ‘FIFE Ao a¥L A} Y% sdow @Yy
He 447 EBHYF, A4 o]dg BIY & UE FY, Uo], 24
AN Y, A4 8%, 283 b, BEAAASY THPRAE
A% FA4F Ze g wF, A BN a9 5& nasory
842 B3 YU o] 22EdN EIHE AL HEHLY d3e

57) Credit Contract Act 1981, ss.9-11.

58) Consumer Credit Act 1973, section 137-139.

59) Business Practies Act, RSO(1980), ¢.55; SPEI(1977) c.31; Trade Practices Act
RSBC(1979) ¢406; Unfair Trade Practices Act, RSA(1980) c.U3 ; Consumer
Protection Act SQ(1979) Bill 72,

60) New South Wales Contracts Review Act 1980, section 7, 9.
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Fgsted oA AUt ddA T E A vigdinE Rolg. 2
2EH Aot FAAYPDAN F7Hd RE MK Wiolth IFL
Hl&@ 4Ue /A2 A 43 2PN HFEES TAS ALRE
Ue 99 2uAEL ARERYY FAE FHFOE Aot

3 oy MM T 7Y

FFY EFZAGEEL L2 A8 ALY AP Aol BACA
H G A F#E FAST BE AflA 197939 FAejuiye]
Aol ol A%g FX L LA AN FF, Holv F
Ao #AHE FHAA Holvde AYE AR A6 o] Y
Ae 718 FAAES FdEA AN Hd dsA 583 o
Fn U AEEY AU AFEL TP stolA njx=Ql
gF2Rg Hojue A%E FA%E 4L /AL UG

olg|g A%FzFECl I & AWAHAA UA &E olF
7 I3 meEtq Gl #E AR ZHE g & 5
fitt. 2E2 dAolY AYAF FA 3 REHT A, AEA
@7t obd thE FHo #F FATE| Qo

4. Oj &gt

HEE9] Avcte] A9 BEAG dAM AFEE 7t Y
2 aRFY 7 A¥AHA AL Nova Scotia s.2005) 0]t} “FEA o]

61) Australian Trade Practices Act section 52A

62) Unfair Contract Terms Act 1977 ss. 6(1)(2).

63) UNTA 11(2) sch 2

64) Consumer protection Act ESO(1980) c. 87s.34; RSNS(1980) ¢.319, ss. 20C,D,E;
Sale of Goods Act, Rsbc(1979)c.370, s.20
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Lt o] EG ] A FAIRY HFE A & eyt wjgAdF, o
WA e B3E HAEoly Alyld H7EHE add £FHUE 9
P RS Aol #Y 7AHE WAE F g 7#H
gt ot o] AL d&d YHdAM #HFE LY 43& AMe¥ez
A ol FA 1 YE RAE AFUYY FYR Fodde R £33
o} o] AL HFE LS 93 ddE AP Gy dAF I
7tolth, AR Yol BEF sfol=e g AXEA] G& RoME 2HL
fr gl A Y Axolth Hdol A A3 ABYY Y
MAY B 8AEE FE3ES sk FolA 2458 Commonwealth
HYe FAREALClY BT S nAY o FA4 AHSE A 53
Aeltt.

gAY HY2 AFYo] FW3 AFHKD olfEY TY +
Aot WYL ARHE LAFL FHHARD HFk Lo FFo g
BEEHA AL AL HFE LY 93E WE Fojgn =959
Ak oL oled AFYPY AAAY AHE A= Aod. ¥
fo] nesofd E4¢ Jlol=gloly 84F2 YoM F7tH &
A, @wFEANA Fdo] &= Rel AP SUct HFskbe ¢
Ao o3 AAHE AHES vZE o, AFYel FAH Ady 2
o ¥ 9%g FUctxn 2S¢ WEr) oo

gL Yo APYPEe] #FEEY 937 1 HGolA ol
& A9E 5 devte digt gEe] Arjdd. e F3o] AAYYY
FA g PHAYF FHL HAZ AT o] AL HFH%e JE
REE AYY 4 o 28X vt ARYYe FA 53] A
Aol A S JFYA o] di AMRETh Ao AL R
A3 o] FHEL BWWEA BEE F7MAY AL olUn 28L HF
BEe 939 HEWAE ATY A BAE ¢} 22 FHYA

65) Matrimonial Property Act, SNS(1980) c9.
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g RYzYPE BEE T AFEL @FEolY AFYPdA F&
2 HA &% A 2o

VI 2

F39 FHYPEAAN JAHE e G e FFoH
¥ Wester Minster Bank V. Morgan®] #alo] && 2 A &yHrt &
AFAAN AAFLE AR TANE FRE F YE FH2LEANY 9n|
v A2 FAHAGD 2 A% IHLE GHEE V1T IR
t ARYez dAAA HUh 2¥8dn A AF7Ae] et F
A% AL olyx goz9 YUE FEIFI o] AFYS HYsE V)
Fo2AM9 GEE qH3] gob Uk ol HHA tE FILF I}
A ulgaAAde Hele dRY 24 deld YHUASAE EFEn
FYRAM T ARG FEAA G fMr|Ee 2 on|efe sfr) e
Ao FANE Frax R Ao a8 A} 98 3}
I o




