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PART A :  FOUR (4) STRUCTURED QUESTIONS. EACH QUESTION CARRIES 10 MARKS.
INSTRUCTION(S): ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS (50 MARKS)

Question 1

Abdul is using 40% of durian flesh in the ingredients for his durian crepe business. The durian was
supplied to him by Ah Chun, a durian importer in Perlis. All durian crepe made by Abdul’s factory is
manufactured by his factory located in Melaka. The crepe will be sent to Singapore daily. Abdul is
planning to use one of the logo but he is unsure of which logo to use for his product. Advise Abdul.

(10 marks)
é | $.
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FRODUK MALAYSLA BUATAN MALAYSLA
(MALAYSIAN PRODUCT) (MADE IM MALAYSIA)

Question 2

Chi was instructed by Kut to transport fruits and vegetables from Cameron Highland to Penang. A
trailer carrying concrete slab bound to Perlis had hit Chi’s lorry near the Kedah — Penang State
Border. The driver of the trailer,Teh, was not injured in the accident, however, Chi’s lorry was badly
damaged and Chi has to wait 3 days for the lorry to be repaired. Chi decided to sell the fruits and
vegetables for half of the price. When Kut discovered what had happened, he refused to accept the
action taken by Chi and he wants to claims the loss against Chi. Advise Kut. (14 marks)

Question 3

Jim and Tom are planning to form a partnership. As a lawyer, 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 (15 marks)

Question 4

For an agreement to be a contract, there must be intention between the parties that they want to
enter into a legal relationship. Explain the types of relationship in contract and provide ONE (1)
decided case in each type. (11 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

Describe the relationship between principal, agent and a third party and explain FIVE (5) duties of
an agent to a principle.

Question 2

An employment contract may be terminated when an employee reaches the retirement age as well
as when an employee resigns. However, an employer can terminate an employment contract of the
employee at any given time. Discuss the circumstances when an employer can terminate an
employment contract of an employee by way of closure of business, retrenchment, poor
performance and misconduct.

Question 3

Megan was reading a newspaper and saw an advertisement below. She called the number on the
advertisement but was told that the tour packages were sold out. Megan was furious as she had
promised her daughter a trip to Sabah during the school holidays. She felt that Keramat Kinabalu
Travel & Tour had put up a false and misleading advertisement. Megan insisted that Keramat
Kinabalu Travel & Tour must honour their promise.

Advise Megan.

BOOK NOW

UAY TH.I;TU
KUNDASANG
3 DAYS 2 NIGHT

INCLUSIVE

-ROOM FOR 2 NIGHTS
- AIRPORT SHUTTLE (RETURN)

- ENTRANCE FEE DESA FARM

- TRANSPORTATION & DRIVER TO
KUNDASANG (RETURN)

ne

O] =
VISIT OUR SOCIAL MEDIA MORE INFORMATIONS CALL US \
@KERAMAT KINABALU TRAVEL AND TOUR

ZAC-016 3600 880

END OF EXAM
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