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PART A :  FIVE (5) STRUCTURED QUESTIONS.

INSTRUCTION(S): ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS (50 MARKS)
Question 1
Explain the term ‘unwritten law’ in the context of Malaysian law. (7.5 marks)
Question 2
a. Explain the differences between an agreement and a contract. (4.5 marks)

b. Amir offers to sell his restaurant to Ray at the price of RM300,000.00. Assume that Ray said that he
accepted the purchase of the restaurant for RM299,999.00. Is there any binding contract between

Amir and Ray? Provide ONE (1) case to support your answer. (4.5 marks)
Question 3

a. Name the Act which governs the law of agency in Malaysia. (1.5 marks)
b. State ways in which an agency can be terminated. (9 marks)
c. Explain two instances when a bank acts as agent for its customer. (2 marks)
Question 4

a. Explain the main difference between a void contract and a voidable contract. (4.5 marks)

b. A and B entered into a contract. As a general rule, can a third party — C, sue A when A commits a
breach of the contract? (2 marks)

Question 5

a. State the legal principle of company law established in the case of Salomon v A. Salomon & Co Ltd.
(4.5 marks)

b. Ken Lee and some of his friends want to form a partnership. Advise them on the legal principles
concerning the following:

i.  the minimum and maximum number of partners in the firm

ii. whether written partnership is necessary

iii. registration of the firm, if necessary

iv. each partner’s liability on debts

v.  whether the partnership is a separate legal entity

(10 marks)

END OF PART A
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PART B : THREE (3) ESSAY QUESTIONS. EACH QUESTION CARRIES 25 MARKS.
INSTRUCTION(S) : ANSWER ONLY TWO (2) QUESTIONS (50 MARKS)

Question 1

Mr Saga checked in Hotel Suka on 1% March 2024. He booked Room 123 for the whole week. The
room is worth RM350.00 per night. On 7" March 2024, he did not check out from the hotel. The
hotel tried to reach him at his registered address and hand phone but failed. Mr Saga left behind his
belongings such as Air Pod 3 worth RM850.00, a Tag Heur Connected Calibre E4 watch worth RM5850
and a pair of Adidas Samba OG shoe worth RM569.00. Mr Saga deposited the watch in the safe
deposit of the hotel. His hotel bills were left unpaid. Hotel Suka came to you for advise pertaining to
the unpaid bills as well as the hotel limitation of the unpaid bills.

Question 2

It was 2pm in the evening and the sky was bright. Wira was driving his new Proton S70 SUV. He
connected the car entertainment system with his Spotify before driving. He felt very excited as he
had waited 6 months for the car. While listening to his favourite singer- Dua Lipa and singing to the
song lllusion, Wira did not realize that he kept on pressing the accelerator and he was going at 140km
per hour. Wira eventually lost control of the car. Ahead, a construction worker — Shah Rock was
crossing the busy road. He saw Wira’s car from far, but he kept crossing the busy road as he thought
Wira would slow down when he sees the notice of the construction work nearby (refer to Picture 2
below). At the very last moment before Wira hit the street lamppost, he hit Shah Rock. Due to the
accident, Shah Rock was hospitalized for 2 weeks with a broken leg. Imagine you are the judge in this
case. How would you decide? (25 marks)
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Question 3

Zack Tam works as a Human Resource Manager at Tipu-tipu Shd Bhd in Kuala Lumpur. For the past
few months, he had received several complaints from his employee about Meena - a Retail Associate
of the company. The complaint, among other is about Meena’s tardiness. Meena also was caught
several times smoking at the office pantry. She was given the necessary action such as counselling,
training, as well as a show cause letter for her conduct but her conduct remained unchanged. Two
days ago, a fire detector was triggered by her when she smoked in the server room. Advise Zack Tam.

END OF EXAM
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