ey conclud:_ between Heldérbe:_

it Pac1ﬁc Helghts:Investments 1 :

e -._In lns plea the defendant 'adm_- !




- Unless agreed othens







¢ consolidation agreemen

¢ Qf:é@g‘ttﬁété; He has







 into property jde_'\zelapméﬁt. o

© [i1] When cross-examined as 0

vestment ag reements which ha




nted to__ th1s ame: m

Erecewed the__r draft

that it was not hlS ongmal d




M Jusisen. jf;he._mgeﬁng- was v







isTknown:as. the aveat Subscr zptor i

] at-he or she was 1abou11ng under a

ake 1s regarded as reasonabl 3 where

_party or where the other part p

ecrated that an offer was -'bemg ma

era mrsapprehensron See Law

L q-(fofm_érty_k_hévgn'-as Sonar

( ) sA'234::

Ltd) v: Pappadog:ams 1992







& afﬁrmatwe 1 must be sat1sﬁed fro




His response was mor

© hisobligations in that regard.







idgment of Cleaver.J in th
ragraphs 19.and 22.







