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A.L. Smith @1 — A QFEHEFF~OHERIC20T

LR T Ao B R i EEMRSEA ST RIS 0RRE HH L Lo LEHEE e VR U0 S T8
@° 45207 A L. Smith L.J. @42 — 2 QEHEQIBKS” Ui BT wERR" gRdu e 0 et FRESHSREKLES
EWO®ME (A.L. Smith L.J. miRS) KO- 41-05810° Shelfer case Qg2 —2 .y UEoA -~
Lindley L.J. €2 —2 3{ 38K O 8840

(9) THEEEaEkier v’ Lord Cairn’s Act 13 @3fiEnst © SRH-HGnHiE O KB i O b 2 82 " &
v ESMETERS B0 Sl LB 0E U 0 o RO H R B R0 vy $80° ) —Stamp J. in Sef-
ton v. Topham’s Ltd., [1964] 3 All E.R. 876, 894. &i§zil¢ Lord Cairn’s Act @TEEER Yo U025 M d—
[1965] 3 All E.R. 1; [1966] Ch. 1140, C. A.; [1966] 1 All E.R. 1039; [1967] 1 A.C. 50, H.L. - &#" Philip
H. Pettit, M. A., Equity and the Law of Trusts, 1970, p. 383. 1 ~50°

(«) Slack v. Leeds Industrial Co-cperative Society Ltd., [1924] 2 Ch. 475, C.A. 487 by Pollock M.R. (Smith rule
HIERURER 02 42)° Shelfer v. City of London Electric Lighting Comp. (1894) 1 Ch. 287, 322, 323. Philip H.
Pettit, M. A., Equity and the Law of Trusts, 1970, p. 386.

(=) Smith 2 —2 @VOKSEEERY YUY LeBHETE G oA QREUHFED S VGRS VO RHREN L
A UHEBROBERCRCRRET 1 ¥ KU La¢0° HREEE T FMRMUD MlH S -, BHEHELHEE R (Ve
RECEXULCBEEES e VIARUECLSL NOESKHCBMREMYT HRE (ancient light) S¥EU
o R HTY Q" Colls case [1904] A.C. 179 (H.L.) RE 2 Legal right .0 & right of Light &80 X4
L1 o BT D0 1) VR v gﬁgmmib%%miﬁﬂ%%uﬂcﬂéﬁg@%mﬁ%&ﬁﬁ@ﬁh&ﬁ%&b&ﬁﬂﬂt%
H7 UEIL O ¥ (per Lord Macnaghten, p. 187)" MGREmMHEICRIMHOTRMERENUSRVL LT O3
R R R’ MELL L eEHEEOE o eE R right of Light QEMCEE O s Kine
Jolly [1905] 1 Ch. 480 (C.A.). (" House of Lords -»J SRS [1907] A.C. 1 [H.L)) % x” | # [Kekevich J.]
SR ED L IEERHEER G Ve 1 LOWER VA e ECRMUWEED 1§ —+ N K LSOUS BRI 0R" K
203U 47 0 QI HIERER 1) o O b K ITHIG R U B S VB L B i (per Vaughan Williams L.J. at p.
496)° yu0 7 IEED ) B S I IR D ool e 1 U e BN S RGP E D damages in lien of injunc-
tion WRISMOUNSUE-2ROLS U ROSHUEKOIOREVLEL 0 L2 BRWREH0 L2400 ivil-uig
Ewgivsuie S0 (Snell, Principles of Equity, 587, 25th ed, 1960 by Re. Megarry and P.V. Baker, #X¥g - | 1Hm°
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e E o Price v. Hilditch [1930] 1 Ch. 500 4 Fishenden v. Higgs and Hill Ltd., [1935] 153 L. T, 128. (1935)
K.B.D. (C.A) %%w0° HWSEFEL LREKF » bl
() Fishenden v. Higgs and Hill Limted. 153 L. T. 128 at p. 131 (per Crossman J.). B+ iz =" @ Lord Lind-
Hw% (Colls case 90 L.T. Rep. at 697; (1904) A.C. at 210) 3" THHEQE eI 2 OF+ IS EBMA TS
PN EQIRE SO LR R SR ST KIS BRI L L e Ut S IR R — 2 0% ¥ Cotton
h J. %18 1) Ecclesiastical Commissioners v. Kino (42 L. T. Rep. 201 ; 4 Ch. Div. 213) $821E 5 00° mA~yu0 1"
Parker v. First Avenue Hotel Company (24 Ch. Div. 282 ; 49 L. T. Rep. 318). |
@ Lord Davey (Colls case 90 L.T. Rep. at p. 695) 2" Ty QIR LIRS LUEDE. S\ 2 w4l Surveyors € K xs
KI LB 0 Q5% e B+ -2 HREME R — 2 B8 00ifdt = EEUREL° D&D7 @i
Lord Selborne (City of London Brewery Company v. Tennant, 29 L. T. Rep. 755; L. Rep. 9 Ch. App. 212) V[E{H
m3° e -2 | BeERE VO (primd facie evidence) ER BB 2000 1 UL
@ Halsbury’s Law of England, 2nd ed., Vol. II, p. 341 #" TE+1H®SR%S ﬁﬁdﬂT WV QBEQTS S
SRR BEURMEF S LRORMR ST SEEREWR0h K -0 | BI° D& e —2:900  BHECR -2
B2 D7 HEER -2 -080° URERVUOM BL#EEH -7 Qs E%@ﬁﬁfm+ Azl SR
RIS URHUS ST 0E0°
@ James L.J. (Ecclesiastical Commissioners for England v. Kino 42 L. T. Rep. at 202 ; 14 Ch. Div. at 219). .y
[ Jm°
B+ &z 2@ Brett L.J. (Ecclesiastical case 42 L.T. Rep. at 203; 14 Ch. Div. at p. 223) [E+ &= —
ABRES I b D00 R @° fifh ¢ QFEIR " Best L.C.J. 2815 (Back v. Stacey (1826) 2 Carr. &
P. 465) R0 o NEE W IH0 EREA 0 L8 L DI S IR KK 1 40 Jw:._lnﬂm%a%ﬁmnrﬁ_ubbﬁso 7
- 243" Parker v. Smith (Sc. & P. 438) € Tindal C.J. @FK - | fd~se
@ Cotton L.J. (Parker v. First Avenue Hotel Comp. 49 L.T. Rep. 318; 24 Ch. D. at p. 288).
@ Lord Halsbury (Colls case 90 L.T. Rep. at p. 689; (1904) A.C. at p. 185).
(©) Colls case §¥" H+-HEELIKEUSHS | B2—2050 588 0.02° Best C.J. in Back v. Stacey (1826) 2 Carr.
& P. 465, Parker v. Smith (1832) 5 Carr. & P. 438 at p. 439, Lord Hardwicke in Fishmonger’s Company v. East
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India Company, 1752, 1 Dick, 163. M8 S ME RN MR QUL eV B+RE LT DD ELOHASN
P IR G 43 2 e

(=) 28 (localty) wipiEi-0 L FE1E” Horton's Estate Limited v. Beattie Limited (136 L.T. Rep. 218; (1927)
1 Ch. Div. 75 at p. 76) #9=" Colls case U4t BREL~OESM- ST 14 —p i Uie s AFE | #He
0B ) < 2507 00 R - RIS W 80 SHm -V L2460 A4V E 0B EL0° ) ) { RO REHEES
FRATEUSLSE” Russel J. S8 #wki oL I<Kemuya" ORI 98- € WA BRIES" Darlington
¥ (Wolverhampton {2) - Mayfair 208 L0LH5° e (136 L. T. Rep. at p. 219; (1927) 1 Ch. at p. 78)

() A.L. Smith L.J. in Shelfer case (72 L.T. Rep. 34 at p. 40; (1895) 1 Ch. Div. 287 at p. 322). M2 ~~OE IR
Dio-p BUTE Mo © B2 E 0 MRS 208" B K B8RO Lo wDIR{IC ERKWER O
O L ERdr s HU UL QeENENE OO B BRSO S L5 OB IOf S SR LR
£ GSFEEREH AESEMNT FROER BEUELSOY BELUO - 200 VIREL e
HWEHCTETES B LS RIOSH 50° )

(@) & QEEw Lord Hanworth MLR, 1B Ri~0® MSmith = — EWaElngb L8457 w2 IR
ot e 2 0% ) (not perhaps more at large than it was in the Shelfer case when you read the passages
which concomitant to the rules, but your attention upon the rules and the rules only) (Fishenden case (1935)
153 L.T. 128 at p. 138-9)

(S) T.-in what particular part of the room he had his Iunch, Fishenden case (1935) 153 L. T. 140 (C.A.) at p. 140.

(=) Lindley L.J. in Shelfer case (72 L. T. Rep. at p.38; (1895) 1 Ch. at pp. 316, 317). THi-Y 2247 .00 IEHrHTIR T b © Fim
RGO IRELY L EIBREA e 1 — N K OEHEL L PO E LR QIR SRS - a0 1 —
ENK QBT EXESEEL LS SualBused v EsL° HOBERSERERILERI S o s |
HERELLHOUR S — 2N YU uRBHL BIRS Owat” Ul & mOmsfn ¥ —F » KU
e 2 0 EETR U A S L VB O LB LR O CRRGBII BRI R kel
2 EEL 0 o HE U O S LROET U208 RS e B A EHEER R FROEEEC e RO (E”
O 2 LT R A LR-O LR T R K 2 S 3TEER°
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HAUEBP LR BREQ N 1 —F MK HEL0" » OIS Mayfair 2521 M MELZQ Y A QEHICE SRS
RO L L HELOHEHS 0 DD v oi” HoE<EREHRS SO0 B VRIS L L BE R
BOKAKECEBLEWE O RHU S EHBUSHLE BLRCECHROEMAY =" v (iEHITEL O ¥ R
SRR L VR S PHES | BN KL MKEREULE0 L0 KRB SHE Qe <EEEK S BIEd RN
O QRELEe LA T — N K WD SR 1 e VTR © oo 2 TIRIIE O MR (answer) M IB{004807 )
(Fishenden case (1935) 1563 VoL. 128 (C. A.) per Maugham L.]J. at p. 143)

(2) mB™N NN (daylight plan) %" MERGEEMES S wig 0 - BRI K RS RIS THED LR o0 jziE
LRI R e TR RR XD Birs S LBE GRS o FE#ER B R ERWRFER
WElLL T4 (Fishenden case (1935) 153 L.T. at p. 143)

(%) Lord Halsbury (Shelfer case 72 L.T. Rep. at p. 36; (1895) 1 Ch. at p. 308) (of the realtity and gravity of the
nuisance no serious denial has been made).

(*3) Sargant L.J. in Slack v. Leeds Industrial Co-operation Society ((1924) 2 Ch. at p. 494) 3 Z.o" TEH#SERHC
BEef- L 8= SENGENTO - 0 fi iy 1 JRImE S SR IS 90 iy BHIEE R - RUEL e o
HERUOwW CHOERRII Ve 110 0EUEKERT RS0

Vaugham L.J. 27 &&{ 0 LR’ Ona” EHHEEECER - +RUEBLSO o dR1BEL O L DR ERE
YIS 4907 VEEEA @ RWBIE O L° <
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