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211—235 (4th ed. 1971); Robert B. Byrd, “Proof of
Negligence in North Carolina, Parvt I. Res Ipsa Logui-
tur,” 48 N. C. L. Rev. 452 (1970)" EEEZ Y %’ Pro-
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the Consumer), 69 YALE. L. J. 1099, 1114 (1960);
Comment, “The Application of Res Ipsa Logquitur in
Medical Malpractice Cases,”” 60 Nw. U. L. Rev. 852
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MK); James E. Krier, “The Pollution Problem and Legal
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Eng. Rep. 299, 300 per Pollock, C. B.
(o) (1865) 3 H.& C. 596, 159 Eng. Rep. 665. &dn
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(~) (1865) 3 H.& C. 596, 691, 159 Eng. Rep. 665,
667.
(0) (1863) 2 H.& C. 722, 159 Eng. Rep. 299. ®4n
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(o) (1863) 2 H.& C. 722, 725, 159 Eng. Rep. 299,
301.

(2) (1863) 2 H.& C. 722, 728, 159 Eng. Rep. 299,
301.
() (1870) 5 Q. B. 41L HESC A N RO L 4

LT QK41 R B e S e
() (1870) 5 Q. B. 411, 414—415.
(<3) M. A. Millner,
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notice) WEXRIN-0Q PR’ s 4 0 s’ HKibE
B0 0 < & (reasonable men) Qir#Ew %Ammo
(F) L« pn RN QEE VIV MBI R 00 R
FRELSHL U V] WRLL 0 (H Street, The Law
of Torts, 132—133 (5th ed. 1972))° ¥ ¥’ Salmond,
The Law of Torts, 307—308 (15th ed. by R. F. Heu-
ston 1969); M. P. Morgan, ‘“‘Res Ipsa Loquitur: a Closer
Look,” 114 Sor. J. 346 (1970) W38 3 &7 M x =
REVL Ee’ BREVEK R0 of. Harper & James,
2 The Law of Torts, 1081—1095 (1956).
((53) T. Ellis Lewis, “A Ramble with ves ipsa logquitur”

11 Cams. L. J. 74, 78 (1951).

(8) Ibid., p. 78. .

() Grant v. The Australian Knitting Mills [1936] A.
C. 85.

(%) Salmond, op. cit.,

p. 79.

(&) Ibid., p. 80.

p. 307; Street, op. cit., p. 133;

Lewis, op. cit.,

&) Salmond, op. cit., p. 308.

(R) [1939] 2 K. B. 14.

(X)) [1948] 2 Al1 E. R. 176.

(J) Street, op. cit., p 134.

(X)) Prosser, “Res Ipsa Loguitur in California,” 37

CarL. L. Rev. 183, 193 (1949).
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Cornish, The ?Q (1971))° %K B’ Hips =
WL OREYER IV 2Q PR0°
(8) Salmond, op. cit., p. 309; Lewis, op. cit., pp. 84
& 92; Clerk & Lindsell, Torts, 402 (11th ed. 1954).
(&) D. P. OConnell, “Res Ipsa Loguitur’’, [1954]
Cams. L. J. 118, 118—119.
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(&) Lewis, op. cit., p. 85.

(8) Salmond, op. cit., p. 309.

(8) Lewis, o@ cit., p. 84.

() [1956] 1 Q. B. 596 BfnQME 0 R\ % de-rus-
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B oM AT
(3) [1956] 1 Q. B. 596, 606.
(3) Lewis, Case and Comment,
150—153.
(33) Millner, op. cit., p. 91

[1956] Cawms. L. ]J.

(}2) Salmond, op. cit., p. 310; Morgan, op. cit., p. 347.
(%) Street, The Law of Torts, 139 (2nd ed. 1959).
(%) Millner, op. cit., p. 91

(&) Cross, op. cit., p. 128.
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= K U0 ves ipsa loquitur IRER Q FREwERREER Y

EPH N Qv 00 i HEMERURR e IR
FHRE 2 uEE ERESVED S B RS oY
LORDLEESVBEEOLLY va PO HEH oK
Bl iy Qe RS R v O KEVERE UHE
Ta:&%xﬁu\%7);ﬁvyﬁﬁcﬁﬁﬁfb%@tb
A W E SRR VR I P RS o3 KRS AKX
Hg» g @Mm@ﬁ& P e’ ) RIRE QR MIEE D L
-9 QIR 5007 VI 440

SO NHPmiavg! rves ipsa loquitur MR LR
UL AR R0 2° v GHRT ) QIR L JEnE
U g B QRER T MEKe fﬁ@%i; S
| B VURB UL Pl VR0 R:0° WOV m#E
e ouR RSP EHOEHBOREY #TuemEDS
& QLR = KHE | BUROS N~
SHLERE QoIS Q EH L 4 DI D e s AHEE T QS
§w~omﬂmi\z%%<‘fﬁﬁﬁwﬁ BURPolEE
EARP U RRU LS P S VU0 JQER BT Hvh
CEDLBEVIVEEW SV L ¢ @KEER (Gefahren-
kreisetheorie) @%mm:ﬁm;b.ﬂvo N BREEE QR

ﬁ@énoo@&oi:‘4?Ux&$ﬁ%&¢i®%%
ﬁ&@ﬁﬁt@mé% B B 1) 200 B B
H (RER) BEftlv-odme v RREY8TeEKeHREER
UMMPEE WD ® W 50~ U IR 00 8 480°

Q) Millner, op. cit., pp. 89—93, 232—233.

be

Wjﬁ

605



—Hhwm#E EtE BRE (92)

() Cf W. Friedmann, Law in a Changing Society, 165
(2nd ed, 1972).
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() VEBELVaURKNOL RN O TKEY Bk 6
= Q% +#&1° Swan v. Salisbury Construction Co. Ltd.
[1966] 1 W. L. R. 204 (P. C.); Pearce v. Round Oak
Steel Works Ltd. [1969] 1 W. L. R. 595 (C. A);
Ludgate v. Lovett [1969] 1 W. L. R. 1016 (C. A);
Henderson v. Henry E. Jenkins & Sons [1969] 2 W.
L. R. 147; ¢f. G. H. L. Fridman, ‘“Res Ipsa Loqui-
twr,” 120 New L. J. 181 (1970).
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