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~ _ ordinance

TNERSHIP ORDINANCE

PAR
(CAP 38)

ar

i inance is dated 1964, and since that date two

" cdit &) have been amended. The Adaptation of Laws
ec! , N nals) 1998 (25 of 1998), commencing 1 July 1997
i U ane Act of Parliament, or letters patent, or Royal Charter’ in
rep any e nt or instrument’ and replaced ‘Colony’ in s
s 3 \ng Kong’ uthentic Chinese version of the Partnership
' 5. see the Official Languages (Authentic Chinese
o iQ)e) Order 1995 (LN(C) 34 of 1995 (Chinese authentic

G 8) (originally 2 of 1897) (the ‘Ordinance’),
, was designated as Chapter 38 in 1950. The

oo
i 290 Act, some of which are not consistent with previous case law. Legislation

\cerning partnerships had been introduced in s 5 of the Mercantile Law

rendment Ordinance 1864 (13 of 1864) and the Partnership Amendmefu
rovisions were replicated in the Partnership

dinance 1867 (7 of 1867). These p
dinance (the former in s 20 and the latter in ss 4 and 5) and this was pmuma?‘)’
ership Ordinance as codifying

L rationale for expressing the aims of the Partn |
the law. It is however clear that the Hong Kong legislature did not intend to codify

every aspect of the law concerning partnership—the Partnership Ordinance, like
e 1890 Act, provides that the rules of common law and equity applicable 10

L. umzrlz}:lﬁ, and, as explained in G Jamieson, Chinese Family Law and Commercial
Darticylar y . and Walsh Limited 1921), certain ‘principles’ were followed.. In
share . ") the event of bankruptey, when all the partners Who B been taking
for a share 0: conduct of the business are known to the public, each will be l.lable
@bove) a¢ 1 e debts. proportionate to his share in the total capital’: see Jamieson

21. Jamieson adds that many Chinese merchants regarded the

37



Butterworths Honc Kon
 Party,

partnership Ordinance (Cap 38) as unduly },
responsible for the whole of the debts of the £ m‘:rsh In Ma;

the concern might be, and this had given rjge to, hOWevera::]%,
responsible parties by means of fictitious paﬂne,:,:nce‘“fngh
Pd

lﬁ ; :~a1CE car 38 P .
1 , ar(nershlps’° There was no deﬁr.mnon of ‘Chinese’ or
P but clearly the intention was that Chinese

Chinese Partnerships Ordinance 1911 (53
hips would register under the Limited

‘ ' ent of ban : '
tha'ﬁﬁfsg:f?fbi‘ie) at 128 '3'12'5'”’ creditors were deﬁau::s 0y "Chinese partners
sec —Ad&d, of%.r ¢
R - ider Chinese law and
Chinese customary law was sought to be T the Governor 10 1948 to con.sn er . inese law an
e SK. & L Thesg. Pak and In the i :gfo InL; p, b - b)'n od that the Chinese Partnerships Ordinance 1911 (53
Tong v Li Po Kam and Li Po Y I ) Cheo"g Shi f gom”. 1 ong Kong 1P ertain Chinese customs in relation to partnerships,
g5 mimme— ung [1908] 3 HKLR 17 [19gg, - 2oty JREO™ ' <partial ef1e® O o makes it clear that the Partnership Ordinance
A partner had died and, according to s 35 of the Partnersp; IHKCU,;. [ ¢ 7 of the Ofdnnar; o on law apply save in so far as they are
subject to any agreement b.etween the partners, the pa"“emhiz 0”1% ;b | of equity al:o Jisions made’: see Committee on the Chinese
was no such agreement in express form, but it was argy edw:i%x; P . ith the eXPf;‘(San; Sir Man Kam Lo, ‘Chinese Law and Custom in
. ‘ in Hong r \\ . Governor in October, 1948’.
pointed to the Gov .

Chinese customary law, an implied a ;
P greement existed, apg T m 2 Commitice 2p

continued despite the death of R R
i e ey T s el Fepresentaty., - nance 1911 (53 of 1911) fell into

asePartnerships Ordi

in his place. e {Repost

IS 1 Res ' .<ion Committee, In their Secon 2

In his judgment, Piggott CJ explained that, if the Partnerh; i ¢ The Company I;':: ;:: 1;1509, . the course of discussing the exemption

had been an English statute introduced into Hong Kong at e g1 o (ApTIE  F vate companies, explained the marked increase
(1€, 1n 1843), and was to be applied so far as local circumsta datem e filing accofints granr;d O ics, from 3,322 companies (both public and
Chinese customary law would be considered. However, the pmc:;gw in Faygteegiste 4(companies (of which 21,101 were private) in 1972.
Wwas passed by the Hong Kong legislature and made no refere 5 yat€) ‘he/Commiltee explained, was due in part [0 Hong Kong'’s
customs. It was held that the Partnership Ordinance must ovenidecl:lccing . Vo as conomy and also to the fact that large numbers of Chinese
N \ - imi ies, mainly in order to

;?;ng 0 partnership. Nevertheless, Piggott CJ was critical of the sifuzi
- rod(aF 174—-17.5): ‘T must point out to the Government the extreme daé
producing English legislation bodily in the colonial statute book, with}

considering the question how j
. t may affect :
who are legislated for" y the customs of the large body off

L oo wepesconverted Into priva .
". rsu?;pts)e:eﬁts‘of limited liability, but in some Cases also b.ecause Chinese
» men‘fad become ‘company-minded’ and wanted to do things the modem
P \ aled in 1971 and s 2(2) of the

av. The Chinese Partnerships Ordinance was .repe |
imed Partnerships Ordinance was replaced in 1999 (Adaptation of Laws (No
Ordinance 1999 (23 of 1999), commencing 1 July 1997, s 3) and now makes

i ips’ #)) v Chan
S reference to ‘non-Chinese partnerships’. See also Chan Kong (% 2
Chai Medical Factory (Hong Kong) Ltd ( FRBEFERAMAE) & Ors

012] 5 HKLRD 765, [2012] HKCU 2224 (CA).

h a fi : . -3 ) ;
fm, he likened the situétion in Hong Kong. % . ssential provisions of this Ordinance

he sections of the Partnership Ordinance (Cap 38) fall under fo
llure of partnership (ss 2—6); the relations of partners (o person
lem (ss 7-20); the relations of partners to one another (ss 21

The abo . -
70, [ 190‘;(; ;als(ecwas followed in Ng Tek Tong v Wong Cheung Che [1911]6%
Partnership Oy .U 13 (FC), where Piggott CJ was asked'to apply ss 4

‘ P Ordinance (Cap 38) (which con

ur headings: the
s dealing with
~33); and the

e‘;l:il; by the common Jaw, foreigners might have.beeﬂ - | | i

tter name, we must call an “English firn"» #* JEssolution of partnership and its consequences (ss 34-47). While most 0

“aITy on business abroad’. The 1890 Act was herel™” ; | FOVISIons are obligatory and do not allow partners to make contrary arrangements,
as the & ﬂ'e Provisions concerning the relations between partners apply ‘subject 10 ’anz

cond”

“agreement betw : : S
: ; een the *or * intention appear
Tespective of : . " i G partners’ or ‘unless a contrary

“ership agreement may therefore differ considerably from these provisions.

"' essent; et :
[ f‘as f0110:2:'a' Provisions of the Partnership Ordinance (Cap 38) are summarised

Nanc . ;
“Provided for the registration of Chines¢

0 regiS(er a . ; : (])
ershipg O::jd 0 limit their liability. At$°s0 pli® ‘ The nature of partnership

39




share of the profits of business jq

althpugh it does not of itself mak
particular, a creditor recejy; i

4

45 a general prohibition against partdershi 'ps‘:t consistiag
Ordinance (Cap 32, gpr s cred 35 8 compéay s hefms (e
accountants P 52) (repealed), s 345( 1)), bt partnershif o %

and members of the Sto¢kExchange (

dTecommendat; P <, (£))N10 .

s, Penies (Amendment) Ordinance 2004(30 o200 (7

*

L
In the ¢ & prolrm 'ed Partnership Fund Ordinance (CaP 7), 9
:)l' lOSs of it by 2 eSSIOnal par(nerships’ lack OfprofCSSional QU'UI y .
cnde,- il o Moy | from the l‘elevant prOfCSSiona' rcgiSlcr“. 1
1 for the unqualified person . Cn(:: ole?
ould b.c noted that, wheﬂ}“ ” paﬂ‘“‘“&

rshif

Yed ged the firm's credit for his private purposes (s 9). An admission or

represeptation made by a partner concerning the partnership affairs and

Ordinance Cap 38

o example the Medical Registration Ordinance (Cap 161), 5 204, (he
chiropracwrs Registration Ordinance (Cap 428). s 12, and the Lol
practitioners Ordinance (Cap 159), s 45), others are more permissive: see.
for example, the Architects Registration Ordinance (Cap 408), 5 30,

partners and third parties

Every partner is an agent of @C firm and of the other partners for (he
purposes of the partnership business (s 7). Consequently, subject to certzin
limitations, the firm is bound by the acts of a partner (ss 7-10). Every
partner is jointly liable“fer the debts of the firm incurred while he is 2
partner (S 11); and every,partner is jomt]).' apd severally liable for loss or
injury caused by-the wrongful act or omission of a partner acting in the
ordinary course,of business or with the authority of his partners (ss 12
and 14); andg.fgr"misapphcauon of money or property received for the
1 or in-the Tirm’s custody (ss 13-14). A partner is not liable for debts
or obligations incurred at atime when he is not a partner (ss 11 and 19(1))
grlesétie held himself out to be a partner (s 16); or for breaches of trust
sfwhich he has,no notice (s 15); or where his partner has without authority

in the.ordinary course of its business, is evidence against the firm (s 17);
and notice'to a partner shall operate as notice to the firm, except in the

(case,of fraud on the firm (s 18).

Relations of partners to one another
"Partnership is the result of contract, and the relations between partners

are for the most part regulated by the contract they have made, which
may be varied by agreement (s 21). All property originally brought into
the partnership or acquired on account of the firm for the purposes and in
the course of partnership business, constitutes partnership property, and
must be held and applied as such, in accordance with the partnership
agreement (s 22). Certain terms are imposed by the Partnership Ordinance
(Cap 38), and they apply unless a contrary intention appears:

(a) property bought with the firm’s money is deemed to have been
bought on account of the firm (s 23);

(b) partnership property of whatever nature is treated, as between
the partners, as personal and not real property (s 24);

(¢) partners are entitled to take part in the management of the
business, but are not entitled to remuneration for so doing (s 26);

(d)  partners are entitled to an indemnity from the firm in respect of
liabilities incurred in the proper conduct of the business or in 11S
preservation (s 26);

(€)  partners are entitled to equal shares in the capital and profits, and
are liable to contribute equally towards losses (s 26); and

(f)  partners are entitled to interest on advances, but not on ¢a

R until the profits have been ascertained (s 26). | .
Yery partner is bound to render accounts and information to any other

Partner (s 30); to account to the firm for any profit derived privately from

pital

41
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anypanneﬁhip tl:ansaCﬁon (831):andt0 = b
from any competing business (s 32), My,

B n 38
Q. . ofdm"w ca Losses are paid out of profits if there are

e or in part. and if the capital is insufficient, they are

jiums 17 Who( of capital; : ion in which
preft o if not OV { the partners, in the proportion in whic

e estates O

paid ou'rc entitled 10 P cight or more members which is formed or
and is not registered as limited partnership,

rship € . _
A P“rfﬂc in HOng Koﬂgnd up under the Companies (Winding Up and

mpulsoﬁly .WOU) Ordinance (Cap 32), Pt X as an unregistered

of the assessable profits (or losses) for the S, g

Revenue Ordinance, s 22A. Other provis; L T
: 20 o 1008 OF thy (e &

aﬂ?l%s?f%fga:;)l'l;?vmceseimg;g“dfei s 228 (li‘n\ !

reliel): § ¢ Of capipy) TR of winding up 1ts atfairs; or

i 1 . the purpose

(keeping business records); and s 56 (precedeny o TSR, .

of partnership). Patne Daty, s . 1. see the Companies (Winding Up ::g

(4) Termination of partnership and its consequences 52 s : 26(1)

The partnership may be for a single adventure, for 5 fixed

undefined term as agreed among the partners. Where the Ry

: e g
any partner may, in the absence of contrary agreemen, .. lies to all persons carrying on
narmership by giving notice to the others (s 34): m..,: o ance (Cap?g o doubya ip (other
2 e case of a busii all partners’ (see s 3(1)(b)

expelled by the majority unless such power js conferred 3
agreement: s 27. "3 . .
A partnership contract. like any other contract, may be resi# . hip 1S required mmencing business. Registration may
ground of fraud or misrepresentation. The Partnership Ordins : ithi mh"onfe:o and the fee payable is prescribed
;i\'esthcrmcinding partner, without prejudice to his ondi by ither one year of yearspmc, HKS 2,000 for one yw.and
;izhts.alienonlheparme:shipasets,aﬁghtto' I . T ical nfm-mtobesubml::
= : ! NQCINANY, &l : 9
subrogation to the firm’s creditors: s 43. ‘ 500 for three years-* Registration Regulations (Cap 3;0(::)’ gfsiness
A partnership may be dissolved: %, partnership The Annotated Ordinances of Hong :
orm 1C. See further 025 Reissue).

; : 310) (2
(a) at the will of the partners, f@%& \ ' gig{rdflon Ordinancé (CGP
his share to be charged (s 35);

by operation of law, w di&me’ ==
‘ "
: for of the f="

carry it on in pEE=

’ rson means ‘all | SY
:S?p i atgc apply for registration {0 e GO

»

4~

(b)

(c)

of

(d) by the court, when a partn me _ 3
or has been guilty of misconduct, or has co tted 2
the partnership agreement (s 37); or

()  when the business can only be carried on at a

0 when it would be just and equitable that it be

Section 10B(] : l
the coury a( Xg) of the Mental Health Ordinance (Cap

Joss (s 37F T

mes
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1.01 Butterworths Hong .

LT. Long title
To codify the law relating to partnership,

Pa

1.  Short title
This Ordinance may be cited as the Parmership Ord;
Nance

(Amellded 5

e e of Igy.

[1.01] Enactment history

This section was amended pursuantto s
of 1924). commencing 15 August 1924,

6 of the Law Revision Ordinanc, g, jially the production or sale or arrangements

odities’: see The Commissioner of Inland
(1.02] England
cf the Partership Act 1890 (c 39) (UK), s 50.

2. Interpretation U

In this Ordj Q §6Fedin s 3 of the Interpretation and General Clauses Ordinance (Cap 1)
s Ol'dlflance, unless the context otherwise Q . fﬂ: uthanto to's 4 of the Adaptation of Laws (Interpretative Provisions)
business (£#) includes every tr@

\Mance 1998 (26 of 1998), commencing 1 July 1997), to mean any court of
profession; ‘. Hong Kong Special Administrative Region of competent jurisdiction.
court (’=1%) includes ever

. Vedule 8 to the Interpretation and General Clauses Ordinance (Cap 1), added
Jurisdiction in the case peseant 10 s 6 of the Hong Kong Reunification Ordinance 1997 (110 of 1997),
’ cmmencing | July 1997, provides that:

ccupation, & B

s\@%and it rg

QY

[2.01] England & 1) any reference to the Supreme Court of Hong Kong shall be construed as
i S ;ctcgtl'ctence to the High Court of the Hong Kong Special Administrative

P - 10n;

“rinership Act 1890 (. 39) (UK), s 45 2) any ref : -

v - y relerence to the High Court of Justice of Hong Kong shall be
12.02) Business “;"Sﬂued as a reference to the Court of First Instance of the High Court
This terpy : o the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region.
. InCludes , IR ASBthe etoar -

"m"“]‘:al busj 40y separate commercial venture, as well as "a life .loﬂi.: ";, Qmo‘h'm!‘““dlcuons of the High Court and the Court of Appeal, see the High

| Inance :
et B . bigh Coy o 35 12-13. See also The Annotated Ordinances of Hong

ISSioney IS0 v Schroedey (.l 979 NLJ 1266 (QB): and M4 - (C ‘ ivi imi
ALR 57 o Taxatiop - ) 129 ! CLR 357 [ "Mictions -ap 4) (2025 Reissue). As to the civil and criminal
Chnu"(lggz)%AUR ;4‘3"'"-7'0"15 Beach Pty Ltd (1982) 150 (1880 el Org; o the Cour of Final Appeal, see the Hong Kong Court of Final

C
&’ﬂland7§[;874‘301 AllER R (HC, Aust). See also Smith v Andersor codf B Son fr me (Cap 484), Pts 1T and IT1, respectively. An action in contract
; 11934 NZLRcspgly 121 (CA, Eng); National Insuranflfﬁzl KB gﬁdtuon of lhcl g daﬂ_ 1ages not exceeding HKS 1,000,000.00, falls within the
KB 357 (kB) (HC, NZ); and Wernher v IRC | sinet Court: see the District Court Ordinance (Cap 336), s
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2.05 Butterworths Hong K
Z0ng

. Pa
see also generally, The Basic Law of the g Mergy, .
Region of the People’s Republic of China ([heo‘gis li(ol,j5 Speq , & "  yinnce cap 38
C Lay &
ship

artnership and a company, sec Smith v Anderson
i hetween 4 P All ER Rep 1121 (CA, Eng); and Re Birch v

(2.05] Judge . (jpction 0]
distinclo g7, (1874820 7% © 1 (1889) 14 App Cas 525, [1886-90] Al

This is defined in s 3 of the Interpretation and Gep eral TRE C-Zg?w ter Navigation
(as amended pursuant to s 4 of the Adaptation of | Clayge, Ont e ””(HL)-
Ordinance 1998 (26 of 1998), commencing | Jy] l gaws ﬂmcfprcw.'"a"%r 2ep 628 tand, New 7ealand and Australia, a partnership is not a
a judge of the Court of Final Appeal, the Chief Jy ), 10 meay ‘hn'c By, ong, 8 17 Engthe - embers forming the partnership. Partners carry on
udge, a Jug;q, " Chig, JRIAT" 1y distine fro (s and as agents for each other within the scope of the
| incipa 910] 1 KB 868, (1910) 79 LIKB

of the Court of First Instance, a recorder of the '
: C UG of 1 entl .
ourt of Firg; 1 Appql‘ pl ¢ “poth as P <ec Sadler v Whiteman |1

s 35(1) below and the Limited

judge of the Court of First Instance. NSlan,
See also generally, the Basic Law, arts 88-93 (CA. Eng)- . ") . 2000 (UK.,
| ! vy partnersh’P '
Nature of Pal’tnership llowing <hould be noted |

Grooh pmmp‘fonned for an unlawful purpose is treated as void
3 Definition of : fllegality """ Sgnforceable rights: se€ De Begnis v Armistead (1833)
partnersth and gonfeg;?%%%”g Moo-& S 51 1: Armstong v Lewis and Ors (1834)
10 Bing 107747% S |: Ewing v Osbaldiston (1837) 2 My

o7a) (1834) 4 Moo &
2Cr &;M 274, (1 LJ)M .';_f‘137; and Jeffrey v Bamford [1921] 2 KB 351,

1 . 2 :

(1) Partnership is the relation which subsis

&053..(1837) Aol - Hone K 2nd
664°(KB). See also Halsbury's Laws of Hong Kong (2n

- o s
carrying on a business in common with 3 betweep

the relation betw ’ 1021)90 LT KB 002 4 . .

o €en mem YNV o Partnerships and Joint Ventures at para

association which is— bers of any conpy S <\l LerisNegis 200 i i p
(a) registered as a company und , Number of partners—A general limitation on the number of persons that
relating to th ' : . €r any Ording 7 4% lite certain partnerships was previously imposed by the former

g to the registration of joint-stock cofips may eonstitte cerain p . .

Compar Cémpanies Ordinance (Cap 32), s 345, 1€, 20 persons. The Chinese custom
Py ong’ names, must prima facie be taken that each

or (Amended 50 of 1911; 1 of 1 912 Schiedtle)

b .

(b) forrlmed or incorporated by or in pursuafce of s
other Ordinance, or any enactment.or insiu
(Amended 25 of 1998 5. 2) o

is n ; i |
Ot a partnership within the meaning-of this Opdman

\ '
A y \

of usmg one or more ‘1 ;
» ‘tong’ represents a different person or a different fund for the purpose of

determining the number of partners, although this may be rebutted: see
The Tung Sang Wing Firm v Chow Chun Kit | 1910] 5 HKLR 238, [1910]

HKCU 19 (HC). The 20 person restriction has been described as outdated
and unnecessary (see the 18th Report of the SCCLR, 2001/2002); the

Companies (Amendment) Ordinance 2004 (30 of 2004) (repealed), s 345.
(3) Capacity—The capacity of certain persons o enter into partnerships may

3.01] g |
Ractment hjsto
Subsectiop 2)( 7 N\ \ be summarised as follows:
(50 of 191) 4) was amended L N : -
. , . pursuant to: Vi § . : .
Revision Or)dif,ommcnc'“g 29 Novcmbcrml 9( ]I ]) ‘he;.aw Rewss'?,';d?,ﬁ'mw (a) Aliens. An ‘alien’ is defined by the Interpretation and General
(2)(}.,) Was amﬂ:gce 1912 (1 of 197 2). co g N2) the Sc 192, Subse®” Clauses Ordinance (Cap 1), s 3 means ‘a person other than a
fdinance Pursuant (o (b T ang 8 March i Chinese citizen’. There is no legal objection 10 2 partnership
rep| f e Adaptation of Laws (Courts and T . :
RP e the woygs < 1998), with deemed [ July 197° between two or more aliens, or between subjects of Hong Kong
%Yal Charye: 22 Ol‘hcr Ordinance, or 4 R rs palett” and aliens. Nor would a subsisting partnership be affected by a
G4 Act of Parliament, or lefl change of nationality of one or all of the partners (see

dny enac

‘ment or instrument”. Introduction above). Nor is there any obstacle to the subsistence
of partnership, arising from the fact that a partner may pOSSESS
dlplomatic immunity under the International Organizations and
Diplomatic Privileges Ordinance (Cap 190). For the effect of a

o gech.lration of war, see s 36 below and the notes thereto.
arristers. There is no statutory objection (0 barristers practising
as barristers in partnership, but it is regarded as contrary {0
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igfration Ordinance Cap 310

N1iSS REGISTRATION ORDINANCE

(CAP 310)

L ittee was appointed by the then Governor to.revicw the system
'o consider new sources of revenuc..The Commnt.ce recommended
| . an annual licence fee on all busgnes.ses, both incorporated and
| This reccommendation was primarily intended to supplement the
Y »fits Tax which was imposed by the Inland Revenue Ordinance

'incss Regulation Ordinance 1952 (14 of 1952) was passed with a
0 out the recommendation of the Committee. Under that Ordinance,
.} ing on business in Hong Kong was required'to pay an annual
of HKS 200. Opportunity had also been taken to enact provisions
ion of all businesses covered by that Ordinance and their business
je public would know with whom lh_e)i‘Werg.-deéling.

siness Regulation Ordinance 1952(14 of.1952) was repealed and
the present Business Registration_QOrdinance (Cap 310) (the
\lthough the old Ordinance (Wwis repealed, registration certificates
emained valid until tl'lgir QXpiry;The registration fee was reduced
1KS$ 25, and it was further proposed that the Commissioner of
might exempt a business-from payment of the fee if its receipts
did not exceed HKS 300.per month. This was because the old
ted hardshipin manycases and offered inducement of fraud. This
18 hardship to gross receipts, or rather to the lack of gross receipts,

£d since then and seems to be the only administratively practical
lief,

'Ordinance cmpowered the Commissioner of Inland Revenue to
S from payment of the fee for up to three years. This is still the
Was further stipulated that the applicant had a right of appeal to
L 1f the Commissioner decided that no exemption should be

f the appeal forum nowadays has been changed to the
“AAppeals Board.

f

XA, \ - : :
ioc s hge of application of
) (repegle Porated o registered
) Were "eQuired to regis
. SOIll(lipanies, Incorporat
ONg by Old as necessary .
Carrieg wLssary,
3 On businesses ¢

this Ordinance was widened so that all
under the former Companies Ordinance (Cap
€r under the present Ordinance. This brought
ed for the most part by solicitors or accountants
and, secondly, companies incorporated in Hong
utside Hong Kong, within the ambit of the present

153
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With the implementation
application for company incorporation/tegistraticn e o "
deemed to have applied for business registration at thecr...

Registration Certificate will be issu
(or Certificate of Reglsmup f
non-Hong Kong mmpany).

On 3 March 2014, th

replaced by a new Co

the Business Registration Ordinance

A new company
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iven DY
L the mcaﬂlno glve
A )Tralelssacnons Ordinance (2P

.~ 77) Ineans any f : . 3 %4 ) means the
craftsmanship, profession, calline ok B A5 RS

™ _ -'?-‘.',/.‘-,- : y ( -
o7 M CAUING O other gy, incor : i i) of the
on for the purpose of gain and also meas i | JR " incorporation fO 0 I Seeaon .67(11)1(;():(( })(a) of
- T Lé‘ﬂ% i Compﬁ%Q “:ialll: wures Ordinance (Cap. 571); ( Added
usiness registration application (5 £5¢£%%, the Secumities and F'U :
onenc 7 GpPACon (REEETH S ;11010 5. 3. Amended 28 of 2012 ss. 912 & 920 1 6 of

2016 5. 36)
incorporation submission (& L% B i £) means—( Added
280f2012 ss. 912 & 920. Amended 16 of 2016 s. 36)

(2) a submission made for the purpose of forming a

company under section 67 of the Companies Ordinance
(Cap. 622); or

Y asubmission made for the purpose of incorporating an
(S)Ie)z?x.rei?iied fu(tixchompany under Part IVA of the

> and Futures Ordinance (Cap. 571):

(Amended 16 of 2016 s. 36; 33 of 2021 s(. 351)) ;
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