ot (12)

B AE N\ Expert Witness
~HROE & 7= v aetk

F—r N7 =N ETV Y4y REmmiE P BER

1 [FUSIC

WA FE QMR 120 H, W EFOENEO L
R—TF & LT, BEMEHGE AN (Expert Witness)
EMICE MR OLE & F7z R & % 2 T A
72\ o3 FE 454 Y THIC
L7- THEMR&mEEL, Frfildkic) LEshsH
AofracsE (TP9HHH] 20204E 6 H25H )
Tholz, Zhud, Flaw -7 4 )b R IEGHER
REMRZEOBEIL L HiRT (ZofHiilan
T 7 A IV A EGE R 5 PR 23 R SR o) SR 0
KERE) BEATW 754 M vE [fE
DUFDVARE] & LT [YOEFFRIREE 0 B 7 Hi
THMRZBOEWN LR oo 72] L, B
MR SEPEEGM T .o T&72E LT
[BUF & OB GHBAHETH o 72] L)k
FOT. [HMFHBRITBURSAT & 57 2 BUfF 12
5L, BOROFETRIBIFVSELEZAD | L)
RSN Z H Tz, BEENCIZRIBARRICS %
o & LT, ENMEDIT D W E T2 EME
BADZ < BIRGHTRFHMEO VbW 2 FHF %
KL TEARRSEZT22L1HY . iLFOmMm
LB RPN 572,

T/, RKETIE, Yary  rEHoRMET
Holzwi LT FNAF—DFRI=r - HhI VT
R ICHWEF 12 H B OB A B D . A4 5 H26
HICESHEIERBATOMSICHA L, €37
BERILL ElC b7z T4 TR S, RO HEEL
720 HEBUFROT ENAAHF - LTOHLLE
CHEMRERO I T KL R4 IZHEF LT
[REH] EWgE L. BMRONY T 7 A
KREIWZEEDR DL LR ALz0I3EE T
Hole WIVIZARIFIINETTLZ Yy b
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(KEOEUSME) oMo v 7 5 i
HOWRHBHE CERNRHRRE) & wo 7o is D
"RBEE" BEoTE . WMEIAT 2 H 1,
[HEZESTARMELRIES - A% 20T 5 51
MAEEBICHNT L] LHEL EAGES L2
“HE MROIESEICIZEMAES E LT,
o “BE ThHH [avrT s RMERER
DA O P FEEF OxF AT _RCTR ] L oLk
HKIEZ C O EER - FRPIELETE72E2AT
bdhHb, TDO, ERLKEPSO—FEZEDY
LEBOETHEFISGEHEINIA F—1 —12HD
WTESRHDZSTEVI N T+ =V ARITo72D
TGV LI IR F -7, T2 R
[WE T AT —F ~ ] &N EHET K % B)
Pl ENTELD, HOFES X, 77— 7 [UE
WCHEE D, TRl S A Fh 5 B L O
. FLTCZEOERK T ToBZEEIHHETIE A
<y DT RN A TREBHFH BN TV /zD 20
EEZREZAMICHED P oTe —MHam& LT
by 29 LEBUARSCERMBRE RS, 7F
NWAF—HEDH “HME" LIRS NER,
WL % 27— & % PRI U CHEE G R
D TEARPIRS Z WML T 220 TR L,
HEEICHE L CIER 22 BRI GO UL MET L
ECEME, ML EEEE Lo THESE T4 2
EDVEENDEND LT

2 FFIREADRELME

YelEcld, RFEFMEECivil Evidence Act 1972
2T [HMRFES AT EREATHAEANCL S
EIRIGEREED 2Fo | L sh b, SEEOBNT
I CTHMFIEADID T SRz, 17824
DY) Folkes v Chadd ' & &1, <V A 74—



A EE(12)

NI oH gL “Therefore we are of opinion that
his judgment, formed on facts, was very
proper evidence” (2 THFEIZHE D HMEKIZ X
LW (BH) 3FEg 2> L Ehb, 20
HBITIE, SEBiEE RS & IEEH O FFERRISE W
o 725, WP & USETE GO KRB RS
Fopil Mz FRICEERR (oI TiriR
HIEHTHREERTH o 7225, ZOHRRFREH
IR A ICBEIE S 7)) IZEMRICL 2 HEBERO
ASEMLIEDRTELNE ) TZFORE
BIRICEIT 2 MR DIEENHEE (fact) TH 5
DO E R (opinion) D2 (o F v EFHLEE %
Fortdnr) Hxdoi,

ZO—J Ty 20114F 0 3 E 3] 25 B 25 ol 3
Law commission report 32533 & (—H&bs
FHIZ X BREHFHIEITZ > T b)) TORFEED
RNEMREREAC X % HIEMENOBR S Faf L
T, EHAEIC X 2 MR OEEMEOMRZ KO T
Wb BT, FEAFEDHEIT S HARIY o BHE B
SOREIL, FRICERERLILGER A I T A R
BEPERTVWEEENGE?,

29 L=HMEKEEANICET 2 HIEEIZHATIZR
FRREICTEE (2125~ %2185%) % ED,
[ Nidy ZECECHPT, S BCHE U2tk
HE EBET A (F2135) L L. BHMEH
(REFRTERERED2) 2ED D, BT, il
& (RFFEEE2055 1 H) SEH 0 S o
Fht & OFIHOIRAEIZEI§ 2 P & 2 RE#H S
ik THt & DEBORIAEFOED S H b L7z
Mo T, FEELRCREHELFEOEHEEME TRV
AR GOLEMED, B R B I P B
3 5HERKRIEIDSH L FZ 5

P EOFEEM T, REFFHe B 5355 Civil
procedure rule part 35 (BLF [CPRJ) &i2CH
MK (experts) MUHEMEH (assessors) DFf
Mz ED 2%, —Ji, RICSEUHD LT 2 B -

1 Folkes v Chadd [1782] 3 Doug KB 157.
2 Dennis, I., 2013, The Law of Evidence, Sweet &Maxwell
3 HMSGES2HR B B TRS
- Guidance for the instruction of experts in civil claims, 2014,
Civil Justice Council
+ Protocol for the instruction of experts to give evidence in
civil claims, 2009, Civil Justice Council

AR DB MR FRM B RICSH N — ¥ — HHER
#E A (Expert Witness) X % "] R B § A
(Surveyors-Advocate) %179 BrOREAERLTRE
ERITLCHEiZ E0TwD Y, 20X ) ICRICS
Accredited Expert Witnesses%s @ 8 [ 5 ZFE A @
RIERHE 2 BB IZAT o TV 5 JIT K & 25
EERZDON D, FFICHEMEFAN %2 E O HRICS
Surveyor acting as expert witness 4™ edition,
amended August 2020%°, HMEPS Az 20O
AHRICS Surveyor acting as advocates 2™
edition, February 2017i% [RICSATEIFIH] & L
TR S M, e 2R AR o [RI B ARt & [ RRIC L 21
DAT—F A (#FF) THYFFICHETH S
(#1),

&1 RICSE#DiAI (FER)

NEDIEE | EE 27T =422 (1)

ERREAE Effm & ERARRNCED <& | R
T OBOREEG & D
BOHEIERESN DD

RICSTTE#IE | SETEMEHDE4RICED | DA
] BABREHE L TREAIC
’RftEh3dH0

RICSTTEN#R | RICSH AR L ARET H V) | DA IFHES L

& RUONLEEBRENIRBDDZ T | 2Ty R-T37
K TS074RZEFBE | 71X (BRIERR
ISR ANS N B ERIDEPT | I EICEEH)
HERAREEL 25D

RICSH 1 & | BRETRUMGEBENRD (HES N BT v

PR/ =N|BTYRTIITRIZE | K- TF9F742X
FAEFICERILL C(HREtTE S
)]

RICSTE#RES | RATERCAE £ 6 & ICFIA | HRMOSPARAESL

ENRHFESNBZIEEN—-ZD
155

ZH 2, BEMFAENIEHIII L THE %

B, KFF IS L THREZADR W E W) E
D TH 5. LA LD Bl jones v Kaney
2011 UKSC 13T E#FIx [HEMERIAENDIEF A
TR D 2 B G M E D D DFRIB O &

4 HMFRGEEEI2HR 5 RICSHE B HL I 0NREH

- RICS Surveyor acting as expert witness 4™ edition, amended
August 2020 (RICS Practice Statement, Mandatory)

- RICS Surveyor acting as advocates 2" edition, February
2017 (RICS Professional Statement, Mandatory)

- RICS Independent expert determination 1* edition,
December 2016 (RICS Professional guidance, Recommended
best practice)
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Hh|l EWAINFTLERLZHREZRLS,
L7755 T, RICSTIEHR—F —DOfi# k V¢
BHRESOUEEWBIAT>TH WD,

3 FEFIRAADEHI

Z T FERPREIY P 72 R U OB 2
A LERZ T THRIZV, REIEREY O E
B34 SICIEHEMEREAE, EeHLD
AA&E (Expert witness report, Valuation/Cost
report, Survey reportiy & FEIXN %) @ 3 FHFH
W Bo HBIIEHFEE~NORMEH, BBEES
NOFRMFHH, AELFENORBEFH, ACHW
(GEE A, AL, B, e, 4§
FEARFHRE®) 45 TED (£2),

A O NERIE. EMRFENE 4 748, e FH14

K2 WMESOEEVCHER (BERURVLEHESL)

RESORE #£ZEL BEEOWNE [RE% E izt
HBFHY 4
ELS

EFRIA | Expert witness BERVIZ | REHHF BHEHEF 1

B NEZE

BFRIA | Expert witness EHERRY |REHYFT B 1

E BRERE

EPIRIIA |Expertwitness  |BRKEIRER | DWABEHAR (AR 1
FiN
B

BEFRILA | Expert witness HHERRY | RIHYIF/BE |BHEL- 1

g BRERE |ZE%/HE EiR

i Valuation FE HEE — 6
EBEE Valuation Rt MEL — 5
BIRAEZE | Condition report | L AFK - V-2% |— 2
EEE Valuation GH EABC (RE | * 3

BEE)

BEERY |Valuation/Survey |FE EABC (B#F |— 4
BEE &)

ETFERV |Valuation/Survey |F L BABC (fFE |— 17
HEE BA)

5 FEAORERFEHEmmunity 55 1S B9 5 £ 2 HI Bl o fE . BMR

FENZFICH T 2B L { B> TET Wb,

+ Cutler v Dixon (1585) 4 Co. Rep 14B— [FEANIZHxTT % 4%
FHOFAZITENTH L] & Lz,

-Stanton v Callaghan (1998)EWCA Civ 1176; 1TCLR 50— [#
PIRFENIIH T B 3B OFA IR TH S| & L.

- Arthur Hall v Simons (2000) 3 WLR 543— [EMFRBE AIC
% FHER OF TR TEAV] & L

« Jones v Kaney 2011 UKSC 13— [HM ALK § % %7518
KOFZGUT L HER TR & Lz, RlFRIciET 22
DOHIBIT IR OBMRGE NI OFMEFEA & O LGS O
AR LR RS ) MR E b B - Tn/zads, REE
ThHLEHIAHLNEDE FREETEL L. TOREK
HPTE 7 AOBHED D B, FHITE - BITED 2 %2550
HREBRR, HlEETEDLREMEEERL 2,

- Rogers v Hovle [2014] EWCA Civ 257.— [ it 22l i A3t
HHFEILT LS EMRIEAFITHE Y LS, GR35 w»
LT T2 2 L3 Z L Tidaw] &L,
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B e F LA BIREE 21 Th
bo F7o MBI BHIERM 4140, BIBER
6, EEEERIN 74T, BEHM24TH
o TOXHICHEMFIANFITAH (RO
10%) DOHT, ZDOFTTHFHFTENOHRM
Tholze TOAHFONEIL, FiE 1 BUIRE
[Ha 2 FEFA 1R, BEEER K O T Dk R O
G A L EHl 2 1 CTd 5 726

COHEMERIFENFEA DS H 141, Single
Joint Expert (BLF [SJEJ) &I 2 FREAD 5
HEWEOMEIKFINDLHDTH S (expert
instructed to prepare a report for the court on
behalf of two or more parties (including the
claimant)to the proceedings (CPR 35.2(2)), %%
DD B 2MHTEEM, b9 1 ARSI
ENFZLDOTH 5, SJED 1 LB TRIRIC BT
LEBHEICOVTOHEMFIENETH 5705 T
e & & LTI & Bl O R BT B 2 il 7 7
L H A TR R E DR o £ D%, B
HISE COBEMBIALNE ZER LES L, W7
T CICHENTZH I LI h %, EEHICHT 2H
M523 913, BRSO HE % [ AR5
FL 8 = N °F 5 | QU e 2 P N
LB TOIAEE 2 K2 256 b 5 5, SJED
R E LTI, BMRIEANFD BRI TR
e, TOEREE ZHE L T3 UFEE5E
TTELZVWHTH S, 2F ) I ERI NS
728, BRI 2 M S FISHAB A TT
179 =& R EE 2 MR 251058 D
VETH 5,

—75C, SJEBLEDIZOBITIE, TR0 L
BORT (W) it 2 e T SJEO T
DIERICHE L h ol fiRL LTHHEZON
J 5 OFMEIAEAFE LTER L, 20
P CTIIHEEYE LHEORIII BT 2 T HF=AE
D MW JOMERE T A FEHEiARES HFNE & L TR
I NT2DS, e FITRCHE L 721848 B\ 2o L C
HRE S Bl LK H 572, 29 L7SJET
WG OHEMKIAEAFTH o THRICSEHET
T ERZHIEHTICE LTRSS ] “your

primary duty as an expert witness, including as



A EE(12)

an SJE, will not be to those instructing or
paying you but to the tribunal” & L. iEAFET
ZTORDEZICELDVLEL ENDL, ZOHHIT
(Al O FUE LA LT Ao & 41k & 4
IR M EOBENEDOFIHEIT o 72 L THL
iORE L2WT LbH#EYEE R LNRWEDMH
Eriro7,

—75 RICSHEHE T, 5B b B X—F —
DO fd & L CExpert Witness (LLF [EW]) %
Gl 6 M A2 : LT, EWORE % Rz 38
WZIIDDRE Z ) REDE D PEE R % 2
PLd 2, BlzIE HHTICH L TOAFRE A
I DONPEWE § 5 L, Surveyor-Advocatel K HH
B LCEICEBEZR D 25, BHFITHLTD
—HOBEHHEA) LT D, TDLHICEWDL
SEOBETREH T 2 755134 7% <
0. AdviserlZFE - TIXIF TR ITKRIAN 125K
BrHIDAREEIND (#£3),
=3 FIROBIEEFEZE

FRRDEH Eafie]
BHPRNDER | KEENDES

H

Expert Witness
Witness of fact
Surveyors-Advocate
Case manager
Negotiator

Adviser

| | x| O]t

XX > >[O|O
OJO|0|O] x| %

|
OJ|O|0]O(O|O |4

Z OEW & Surveyor-Advocate D &\ 2D W T
&, H B Jones v Kaney 2013 UKSC 13512 B 17
25MbBE Db, L L, EBORFITIET
) L2 R=F —ORHENIIERITTH LI o
Bl Z X, FEEHETHICBI A2EEROBILD
fEhE 2 A bEFili O F6) Tl A S B (HEE
K) bIRELFEORBALZEHAL T LD o7,
L2 M CoORBUAIT, ARB (RFERE
FRIERE) OB FAX TOHRLPRIBA (£
HEEWE) OfE (mediation) OBEDITHN
TWwizo 29 L2HMEZIRI T To, MR TR
Zw—iHEE () 20 0K LT
N=Y =D L) REHZ2H ) RE0ITIFFEFIC
HEENLETH L, LWVIHIDH ZoHRHITIIEIZ
EO65FTEZLLIZITTRTOBEDPLEL
Zz LN bH, Bl Z IFEW & Adviser % [l ¢ 1217

) ZEDOMEIZZ V. L2 > Ty ZOHEHITI
HMRIZEWE L TORE =228 ) BHFEE DI
DOBREERTZT. HE5VITHMEIIEWEE %
BT EE, I OEE L FARET LR E w7z
XEPUEEE o7z,

—HT THLEEEDLHIDLATAS L,
BATO Y AT A TR—HBHF»0HT 2 L. YFEE
2NORVERELRY, BHEFE2 A, RBATDH
LI AN, BHEBFLMBETLIHNE L AKRD
HMRIEAN 1 ADOEE8 AofIc2% (K1 E
Bl)o BICHMZZGTISEMRIEAN. £T F
INA =L (—f) FEAIMDD. FL T, &K
HIFT A3 Assessor (MM T BN A 29 5T
Ko HROHMERIZEV) ZiEmd 5 & A5H4
NEFERITRBIBIC RS (K1 FR).

Single Joint ExpertDig&

a——)

1
2
3

#E Respondent |1
HEA Solicitor 2
REREA Barister

HREREA Barister

PREA Expert Witnes

ZNESDIE (1B - KRELISEEE)
R Appelant W

RIBA
SREREA
HFRIEA

HREA Solicitor
REREA rister
HFRIEA

O Vs WwN e

BEA itness EEA Witness 6

B1 EESHTOSPIRIAZOME DS
COXHIT, FEBIIENFHES S LI2BEHA
HETLHIEDNTEDLER, UHEBHEW IR
LECTHRRBEHZAETE AR L, KR
2 3 X MU FOMITFER L LTEHT S
BVIEE L V) M FRR Y AT ARS S DLW
OEEMLIRD . Lzho T KBEARNG TR
WAICIZEMEEZS]EE L TEA L TZEOREA
IO o TYFHHF L CHRT 5, REANEZE
L CHFFF L TR 2505 ARIIRhHRN &
bEZONL, LHL. SHO 4R 204TIEE
OWHEED H S OO, BEF M TIELFHEO
BHELZWZDIZEFREEH L TRV, K50
fRDUNZIEY AT AR BMEFEANZT TR L, R
DA E L COLFEFMEOMM S MVEFR 5
DTIEHRWES D D
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4 EEEEEDH
Delay and disruption analysis

9 LB F LB IED S v & v ) $RfEH
5. BIESGHF (Delay analysis) (22WTOHIE
AEADNEH S, B2 (Society of Construction
law : 19834F#%37) DSCL Protocol 2nd edition2017
R°RICS Extensions of time 1st edition February
20158 Vo 7o H 2%, T TIRET. BiH
SCLIESI DY E L N >0 FE 2 Y RiFz b
T\ £ OE R IR LE M O 5 R ARA N 6 3% %
EELTHRIZV,

SCL Protocol#Ihil (20024E) 1& HAT b ALK
R0, #2M C0I7THKET) TIHIBES
RELHT (5 RUVEE6) UGET SN, EROE
Y117 (Good practice) Z#/~9 H D& L THEE
LA (M) OHBITLBMINTW5ES,

HARMIZIE, 2 0E. TR (Delay) K&
O A PEE R R MK T 2 48 < &L (Disruption :
Wi % (disturbance), B % (hindrance). Ht
(interruption)) 20T D Fik 2815 T, 223 AR
HoOFW2TIRERZ & (F44), 2 TIEE
HRTFTORERCEILICEL, THEE (EOT)
2488 (Compensation) % fiti 1.3 1 A3
BRSO ZRLT0bH, 722 LIAYE
$HCIE. EAED SIELHE ST 5K (Bl 21
3D DNt T35 DOFRIERLRELZ JHEK & 3 5 KO
K) RHEMEZD S TH T HiERD EEE
ERCE

RS Cld F TIRAHE Lt TH R OZRFIC T

6 RICS Digst
RICS Interim valuations and payment, 2015
RICS Extensions of time 1* edition, 2014
RICS Acceleration 1* edition, 2011
RICS Defining completion of construction works, 2011
RICS Contract administration 1* edition, 2011

CORETEENEHRANOEFK % “CA contract

administrator, appointed by an employer to administer the
contract between the employer and the contractor.”& 3 % 2%
JCTHRIFERDEHKD B 5o

7  RPWEIEJG. Alena Vasilyevalyulina, /MEi##E] (2012) [T
PFEMNI B B BIESH T L ORISR | LAY

8 SCL#Fst & 23 2 HBl O]
WeE OB © Mirant Asia-Pacific Construction (Hong Kong)
Ltd v Ove Arup [2007]JEWHC 918 (TCC)
SN OB : Santos Limited v Fluor Australia Pty Ltd [2020]
QCA 254

50 EBFEIX AR No.113 2021.7

#4 SCL ProtocolD22EARAIDIER

CORE PRINCIPLES

1 Programme and records

Purpose of EOT

Contractual procedural requirements

Do not ‘wait and see’ regarding impact of delay events

(contemporaneous analysis)

Procedure for granting EOT

Effect of delay

Incremental review of EOT

Float as it relates to time

9 Identification of float

10 Concurrent delay - effect on entitlement to EOT

11 Analysis time-distant from the delay event

12 Link between EOT and compensation

13 Early completion as it relates to compensation

14 Concurrent delay - effect on entitlement to compensation for
prolongation

15 Mitigation of delay and mitigation of loss

16 Acceleration

17 Global claims

18 Disruption claims

19 Valuation of variations

20 Basis of calculation of compensation for prolongation

21 Relevance of tender allowances

22 Period for evaluation of compensation

L, T EBIEMHELD (Liquidated damages)
OWENDHHZ L xHifE LTWwb, T LTI
Ridk (B 0 W0 - AT - SECERR) & OEREICA TV,
BRE ¥ (Contract Administrator: LT [CAJ)
A THIEREOTRZEIESVO (Variation Order)
. ZHFEOBENERL TR XIS L TIELL
BT AL RS T 5, HIC, TR IZEER

= w N

MEE LT LOEE L e LT, &R
x5 EEDHTdelay analysis® 6 Fi&

Method of | Analysis Critical Path Delay Impact R c
Analysis Type Determined Determined equires
Impacted As-|Cause & |Prospectively Prospectively - Logic linked baseline
Planned Effect programme.
Analysis - A selection of delay
events to be
modelled.
Time Impact |Cause & |Contemporaneously | Prospectively - Logic linked baseline
Analysis Effect programme.

- Update programmes
or progress
information with
which to update the
baseline programme.

- A selection of delay
events to be
modelled.

Time Slice Effect & |Contemporaneously | Retrospectively | + Logic linked baseline

Windows Cause programme.

Analysis - Update programmes
or progress
information with
which to update the
baseline programme.

As-Planned |Effect & |Contemporaneously |Retrospectively | - Baseline programme.

versus Cause + As-built data.

As-Built

Windows

Analysis

Retrospective |Effect & |Retrospectively Retrospectively | + Baseline Programme.

Longest Path |Cause « As-built programme.

Analysis

Collapsed Cause & |Retrospectively Retrospectively | - Logic linked as-built

As-Built Effect programme.

Analysis - A selection of delay
events to be
modelled.

E 6 i FEoERIE FidEo Ly SIHIZ,
O TR TREFRIC X 258K T % H OBIESHT
@OUET LRI TRIEFRIC L 258K T 2 H O RESHT
QUET LA TR X O R G & RS54
@M - SET TR THER - MEEX 0 i R R & RIS
GZEWR LA TR EHG & RIS
O LR TRIEFR DR H o 72 L ARE LIRE ST
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55358 O THIE RRIRELIC D W T BI& S %
fioTws?,
&6 RELSHdisruption analysis® 2%

Productivity-based methods Cost-based methods

1 Project-specific studies : 1. Estimated v incurred labour

a

b

Measured mile analysis 2. Estimated v used cost

Earned value analysis

d

(a)

(b)

(¢) Programme analysis
(d) Work or trade sampling
(e)

e) System dynamics modelling

2 Project-comparison studies

3 Industry studies

W 2 FEoORIZLREOLLL
ORI b (IS 3FEF-5TFEICHH)
@3 A MZHT L5

5 BECRIADSHOER

JCTEH DK TIE TYEE R E T OB ED
H Y, RICSO THIE K, 3% T, T 051k
(Acceleration) 58D & % A5 HAKN 70 B8 I 5547
RRALT Lo Ve L72A%- TSCLIRS
DAAEIEF ITHIRIE N, — T B FH5FF
MR T A BICIE. 48kt (Compensation)
HHGEE 20 BEOR L B, 23RO
& HAMA 5 OFHANLETH Do Lo LEERIH
B OFRIE (52005 H]) Tld “the compensation

for prolongation caused other than by variations

is based on the actual additional cost incurred
by the Contractor” & L C. &l oa5E %
S EBIISHL S 7B A b &5 A i HL e BlE
DHTHREBMOFE S ER. FRIAKP T O
12 A P EEORETTRIEWIRE TR Vo
ZOIEHITHE THIIEIE4T#E (Concurrent
delay) 75 #E o # B (SBLUE ), R E &
(Mitigate) @ & ¥ (#1505 A ), B 3
(Acceleration) T A M & HFIGHET 585 (516
JEHD) I N TS, BRI - RELRK P H
KRER D ERAE D 5 2 & LHEREO R LR
. MLHEMAEENT 28550 FEHITHAM
Thbo KRB THR KM Z b < WHE OB TR

9 SCLig$—2Z n o 48k K H

- &FlInterestid iR A TH %o Supreme Court Act 19810 47l
HEERRME LT W5,

- AL K OFll 75 Head office overheads and profitidis >Rl G
HATH 2, flHFRNE L TEDRERL TV,

- GORHEMICAR D 2 A b Claim preparation costs3 )5 HIl 3 KA ] B
THhbo

REIAE T F THENZODITEEM IR S .

L72755 Ty BB R B A A 355 o Fith ot
WIZT Tl CHHY - ERPOHEMESE S LI L
b PIZIE, FRTERE coEs Y A 7 G-,
TAE7 v —iffli. LD% o T8 48k 8 o B
2 ELHARN G L, bl L3256 THE MR &
L CIEDOBEMREMOEEFEERBE L R-T
L OMMEALETH 5o TITEMHERECILE R
IR MEMEESZHERECAL L TR
DOFEHEE A RT L BEIR - PiREZ
T TIIRER - 3T - P ARRR - B
FrURMICERTE 2RO ELT LI LD
VETH 5,

6 &

AREGTIERIRRIIIS IS E au > fak s 2k e
L-BGRRPEREMEOFGEE Z>nF & L
Ty HMFIEN % B H IR O%E & B2 70
REME % % 2 720 BMIR & A3AF N 2 Beie L OV %
FoH & SN, Bl o%IE L 2oL ET
HCHEMRIEARLHSARLYRDOLNS LX) IC
o T&7e ZLT. TOIEERS I T,
v B LAHEMEHSIINT HEFEMHRSLY
RKOOLNTWD, HMRE L TOHEESE. #H
B - BURF - EISICH S 2 HMRGES RS20 T
Bl AR L TEIFEB R LTS
OPDEbNTBY ., ZOERTIEFICRKE 20
REPEE & DICHEVREND 5,

— <EEHWEIE>
19694E K BRAE F ho 19944E FURE R R be (ES) M
TETH, ¥RV - RAERESHI TR ORE - B
70V y MEFHIZ204EE T, 20154F M 2 I3 E 1
R &2PTISHEB . ICMS (EIBSR ARSI ME) SRE
By HD b, RICS (EETETF v —F— F - x4 ¥ —
ZH4) 7xu—4H, RIBA (EVERBERHS) &
H.CIArb CGEEMPEAmS) &H. JIARH. —HHEE+,
Bt (my Ry, Tt - THEt,

(BE3CHK)

1) Society of construction law delay and disruption protocol 2™
edition February 2017

2) KA#Z [Dispute Board/# LBl H &—ilst 70 v = 7
MIBUFE 7 L—2 - i35FoFh; & R0 525 HTIEERE
WAL, 2010
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