BERAEFERGIAB(RKENAR)

briefcase on

TORT
LAW

23 L ES

(B=hR )
( Second Edition)

#Ef - BR
John Logan

."‘é"’e > E R A
P — = 2
RNk ARAL




BEEEFEGM S ( FEHM )

briefcase on

TORT
LAV

238 3L ES

(SBZHR)
(Second Edition)

g - EmR

John M Logan, LLB, Barrister

G & B F R A
W KINKF R




BHEMEE (CIP) ¥R

1A B R BH % ] = Briefcase on Tort Law: 88 2 MU/(Z2) 258 - 18 4R
(John Logan) & . —#EIA . — i . I KF R ,2004.6

(R BB BB ER)

ISBN 7-307-04191-X

L& 1.4 I RUTHI-—RE-RHA—FE-RX
IV.D956.13

o B R A B 4548 CIP %45 8 (2004) 5F 034360 &

ZENEEZIZS  EF 17-2004-009

©Cavendish Publishing Limited

This reprint of Briefcase on Tort Law is published by arrangement with
Cavendish Publishing Limited.

ABPORER B EF A HEA RS BB PRI KEHR M
iR, REBMEPEAT AHBUEAFTRENRDEEENE,

LA R OXMAR mMARE X oW

MR AT RINAKEHEH 13002 ®RE % mu)
(HLFHRF: wdp4@whu.edu.cn  FAE; www. wdp. whu. edu. cn)
AR . BRTUK S AR AL ED I 8T
FEAL 920X 1250 1732 EIE: 8.625 FH: 353 FF
MK : 2004 426 A% 1R 2004 4F 6 A% 1 WENRY
ISBN 7-307-04191-X/D- 580 EH: 14.00 5

MALET R, THRBH; AHRHENES, IFRT. AR, BASRBEE, 8
S54mERHEBIIRRRER,



A A3 5%

ERERNEBRIAFANER L. REGESHENSMHSHENMIE R
W A A EERRIR T R, GE AL E AR At R X R R
WA A, BT, BT HEERRE, LA T WX — TR,
A B E T H 600 MEERERHRE, PR T RGENE AN @, 0T
BETHREERNE ENWRRERM, A PEEER Y.

BEXECAEERN - RER FBRRORAES LTSN =
T, B-HARMALERN T HAZRERIOESEH A — LA
AR HRER BENELE ALK HERERKURZHFHR
5%, FOBSRPEEREHBET HARHNRERA, AFFLR
FEIRFER SAANTRE BEMAAG BRAEELS B ENTIL.
A AT S BRFE BEMA L BEMAD T BT
ERARAKRFLRY, BF— D8O RX THRE s R R B

BRI, AHREEMTRE, B MANEFIREXERIGEHER
f— MR R R GHE KRB BT REERMERART. HK AR
BT R R EE KBS T HFERREENITE, TERE TR
EEPEERAOREME R, FK, EEEH X — SRR R, LLE D
HiEEMROALEMAILCOER, REEARBRERNEERE. &
FRENRE, A BITE RN QL TR, AT, £MNEREEKER
SR XERFCAHRBBRMERS.

FRMEERSOBFENRDNREB IR AEGNR, EHTEBRNA
MR, ABEREVHREE T 2B P RANERSERERARE, PR
ROIARERARZRF LM X, WARY B NE N RRG, R EX
- BRBOBFET - EREGLE FREFARRINGBEIR. 54
BIRZ A HOE ¥ RATE R R EE RERIE .

B #
2004 4F 4 ]



Preface

The law of tort is built on cases. This represents a challenge to the learn-
ing capacity of the student, there is so much information to be digested.
A case book is an aid to that digestion. Cases are presented here in an
explanatory style and an accessible form. The student is warned that he
would be wise to read some of the cases in the original; he will then get a
feel for the fabric of the law of tort. However, life is short and tort is long,
so some assistance is necessary. Most cases here are presented in short
form, but with some, a lengthier, more explanatory style is adopted.

Interspersed in the text are some moot questions. They are designed to
test the student’s understanding of what he has read. To answer a prob-
lem, the student is required, first, to identify the issues involved; secondly,
he must cite the relevant cases; thirdly, he is to apply those cases to the
facts given; finally, he should give a reasoned solution. In short, the stu-
dent has to decide who sues whom and for what.

In this second edition, over 50 new cases have been added. The atten-
tion of the reader is drawn to R v Bournewood, p 69, where a unanimous
House of Lords overturned a unanimous Court of Appeal. The student
may well feel:

‘Quot homines, tot sententiae.’

S0 many men, so many opinions!

L
August 1998
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