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(%3) Cross, op. cit., p.22, p 22 n.3.
(&) Cross, op. cit., p. 23.
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(5) Jones, op. cit., p. 25.
(§) Jones, op. cit., p.25. n.11.

(83) Phipson, op. cit., p. 914.

I e B e
MM (res ipsa loquitur) AV ~RA-P A" EAETTRES OO A 490 (the transaction speaks for :me tells its own
wﬁ%%v SO SCR T HK Y R leading case T KO o MEEAULY 500°
¥4 =X " Scott v.The London Dock Co. (1865) M 5 £ &K G WL WA0° & &L.0407 [WWORG -
vEVQEHELQUEHM-NRR VLo NEGFEEURS R0 YOBKESL HROERECHAN L LW EENOW 50
LB RSN O L o LI RHHIN HH0ERQEUL S S s VOBEEHHOKEN S OV

(6]



DT (FRED

BiFA THEE)

-~
—

i

EAY
N

live &

KW Rx=RYPH" Sweeney v Erving Hir) R 02K VRPN 40,07 [EEIQEE L O LB QT
% ETN R 5V AHERE NI R P O R W 50NN S o REEHAIAR Y S L40%M 0 VR 0 LEHEY

B O AR P00 SaTE SR E Q BRNEEACHEO 2O VRN % | RPN QBKLEELOREY
(3
DOUHEBEARYUO O AL LN DRYE ERQIDNL Y= X QEE N B EENREHAEGL” FUTRURY
(X)
IREHFNAROLRY SeH0N R ROEZEL S O & | BENEMUR Y 5e°

MOEES" HHHOUNNEOEENEL D (res ipsa loquitur as a vwmm_mwwuaoz of fact)” =K N 0 KT (tort of
%@%%&&@%ET&&AELHLﬁ%VBM‘K&ﬁﬂ&agss&zﬁ@@ﬁ;f%ﬁé%anﬁwLtﬁof
prima facie evidence o %K L EG LR S OV L a0 =N Wi Ansheinsheweis ~ prima facie-Beweis
%@m@ug%mﬁfmganfﬁo\kk&@vb@aﬁaegsﬁﬁﬂcﬁm

DORBAMEDNEREL 00" MEHE E3FEE’ KIREK DREELOEREE" MR -Hel&”
LK E AW IR OO0 B PRGN L MR E L IR SRT ) QR AMERENEENN S0 L L QB BT
KO 0 -9 QG R 0.050°

O #HL0EKRLLe BiEPOoL SEEOHRELeNNT ¥ QR EHUE) E- e
(agency) ¥ 2ihaX (instrumentality) M~ ¢ WndvEN RV B WOBHES XUCEQCREMSOHEMEIEL Y
LA LA i;‘:@mm&&xaaﬁamagwgif%@ﬂmm;ofﬁﬁsmﬁgﬁ

A Q EEH -2 D~ P inEHTE (control or responsibility for control) QKM Lo E” HERLA
HARC ST ML RGP RRRE PV RBRER P A0 500 ) R DY 506° D%
LT REZHEND 0" BHQ IR AL S L2#20H Q BKITAENREE N O " EHEERRCS VO

ﬁ3v
WA S4BT E RO ERY S08IE” KO USSR L UOKEBERWRL L VORROmME

_
(o2
~

_



K

i
nfth

AL RHEBOME O LY aREORRAIL O U200 M OERARELL LY [ BieR SEKHE (prima
(&9
facie case of negligence) JZVEET%C&T&@V@ DR O Qe SRR T QR IKG YT 2legdiE

€]
| MZLO08 5 Q0w (Lord Justice, Pickford)®

U OREBEEM TN L LY HEIKS (burden of proof) ¢ QREEE<T (incidence) P& 01 5@ P00
L° EENERS MBRHo®E | ReoeHiy ME-HoE | B e=Re~0 voﬂmgm:\m presumption - @ 4ER
SRS WRVKR” SEOEE (evidential burden) € A QiR M ERHKE Jz._.,rmbfbv@o P& KRR QR
| BRIEE N RE AL G DR O W SR Eﬁ@%%éh? SR BREEEEOER & O eEK QM S
L Q¢ MEFRT4dE | (the burden of producing evidence, that is, of going forward with the evidence) =41 WE AU
%%&Lﬁ@ﬁ%@wﬁm@ A G

S527 Australia v SWENE (the doctrine of res ipsa loquitur) 7 M) Q 3 Q E SR 46 40 X iR ey
M%K&é&bﬁ_%ﬁm%%%ﬁ?%%oxu&<%ﬁmo§ﬁ5:;ofﬂW§h_ﬁ$L@%%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%
1

@)
SAUEE N EE YA +-REER (sufficient evidence) W48 1) AR E A Q2 Q 4010 VU 0.20°

(&) Jones, op. cit., p.42.

(!8) Saunders, op. cit,, p.315.

(8) Cross, op. ait,, p. 125.

(%) Jones, op. cit., p.43.

(R Jones, ibid., n.8.
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