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6) Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, § 3.6. 251t Fstofl 2|5 Hoizllh2 #E0f
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9) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed, 2009, § 12.01.

10) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, §13.01.

11) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 15.02.

12) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 16.01-02.

13) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 23.01.

14) Uren v. John Fairfax & Sons Pty. Ltd,, 117 CLR 115, 150(per Windeyer J).
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17) Broome v Cassell [1972] AC 1027, 1071(Per Lord Hailsham).
18) Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, § 1.11.
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19) Law Commission, Aggravated, Exemplary and Restitutionary Damages, Law Com No 247, p. 15.

20) Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed, 2008, § 36.2.

21) Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, § 36.22; Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20-43.
22) Kiam v MGN Ltd [2003] QB 281, 298; Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, § 9.4.
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24) Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, §9.7.

25) Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, §9.2.

26) Gleaner Co Ltd v Abrahams [2003] UKPC 55, [2004] 1 AC 628, [55](per Lord Hoffmann); Broome v Cassell [1972] AC 1027, 1071(Per Lord Hailsham);
Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, § 9.1.

27) Gleaner Co Ltd v Abrahams [2003] UKPC 55, [2004] 1 AC 628, [53](per Lord Hoffmann).

28) Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, §9.2.

29) The Gieaner Co Ltd v Abrahams [2004] 1 AC 628, 647; Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11, ed. 2008, § 9.2; Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, §
20-33, AHAR &5Hio| US A= SXIE 2| APHof| U ZEFEICHD SH=t|, 0= R2|Ltzte] PIRIRS| 22Hd 715 ofl 485h= 2 X2lo|Ct,

30) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 23.32.

31) Gatley on Libel and Slander, 1. ed. 2008, § 9.2. LTt CHE HEFZ0 M= Stiet B0~ TisHRe] LTl oS0 HESIC T 24dS AHER =2
5 oM, 0|25 B2 WSO XISE 4= UOLY, HsiKk= FollFiRol Cisto] BHISIALE AEE 7|3I1E 749f 7EXIX| ettt XIM=IRUCHHIl v Church of
Scientology of Toronto [1995] 2 SCR 1130 at [166)).

32) John v MGN Ltd [1997] QB 586, 607(per Thomas Bingham MR); Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 23.07; Price, Duodu and Cain,
Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20-03,

33) Rantzen v Mirror Group Newspapers [1994] QB 670, 696; John v MGN Ltd [1997] QB 586, 611(per Thomas Bingham MR); Duncan and Neill on Defamation,
3rd ed. 2009, § 23.29; Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20—-02. T2t E=20i|A] '2352| F&22|(presumption of damage)2 E812| Xk01
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34) Rantzen v Mirror Group Newspapers [1994] QB 670, 692(per Neill LJ); Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, §9.4.

35) The Gieaner Co Ltd v Abrahams [2004]1 AC 628, 644; Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed, 2010, § 20-30.

36) 1990 B L HEAFH(Courts and Legal Services Act 1990) MIBZ.

37) Rantzen v Mirror Group Newspapers [1994] QB 670, 694.

38) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 23.39.

39) Sutcliffe v Pressdram Ltd [1991] 1 QB 153; Rantzen v Mirror Group Newspapers [1994] QB 670, 696; John v MGN Ltd [1997] QB 586, 608; The Gieaner Co
Ltd v Abrahams [2004] 1 AC 628, 644, 71 RISKITUHIE, 77 1HIE, FEI7UHIE SO| MAIZICIT Bict,

40) John v MGN Lid [1997] QB 586, 611-612; Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, §9.7.

41) John v MGN Lid [1997] QB 586, 612-614. QIAIALDZ Q15 2{RIZ 2| AlSt2 20083 S 71202 th2k 250,000m2=0|CHJudicial Studies Board, Guidelines for
the Assessment of General Damages in Personal Injury Cases, 9th ed. 2008, AtX |0t (Quadriplegia): 206,750I+2E LiX| 257, 750IH25).

42) John v MGN Ltd [1997] QB 586, 613; Gur v Avrupa Newspaper Ltd [2009] EMLR 4, [19](per Dyson LJ). The Gieaner Co Ltd v Abrahams [2004] 1 AC 628,
645-647; Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, § 9.60i| 2/51H QA= nhal= ShtisH | HofglA2 1|2 E4lisH, HoilzliEol 2A0iA= off=] 20|
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43) Jones v Pollard [1997] EMLR 233, 257(per Hirst LJ); Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, § 9.6.
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45) John v MGN Ltd [1997] QB 586, 615-616(per Thomas Bingham MR); Kiam v MGN Ltd [2003] QB 281, 298-300; Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, §
98.

46) Getley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, § 9.4.

47) Praed v Graham [1890] L.R. 24 Q.BD. 53, 55(per Lord Esher MR: 22X| 7 f5HXI2| 42{0]| Chsto] 221t Z2 21740 FHRIZIAC; Cassell v Broome[1972] AC
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48) Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20-11.

49) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 23.09.

50) John v MGN Ltd [1997] QB 586, 607(per Thomas Bingham MR),
51) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 23.10.
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55) John v MGN Ltd [1997] QB 586, 607-608(per Thomas Bingham MR).
56) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 23.13.

57) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 23.15.

58) Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20—12.
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61) Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 18-01.
62) Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20-14.
63) Gleaner Co Ltd v Abrahams [2004] 1 AC 628, 642.

)
64) Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20-14.

65) John v MGN Ltd [1997] QB 586, 608(per Thomas Bingham MRY); Sutcliffe v Pressdram Ltd [1991] 1 QB 153, 184(per Nourse LJ).
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and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20-14.).

67) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 23.18; Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20-26.
68) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 23.19; Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20-23.

69) Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20-08.

70) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 23.25; Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20-18.
71) Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 23.27; Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20-27.
72) Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, § 9.2; Duncan and Neill on Defamation, 3rd ed. 2009, § 23.26; Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, §

20-21.
73) Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, § 28.28.

74) Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, § 9.2; Price, Duodu and Cain, Defamation, 4th ed. 2010, § 20-32.
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75) Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, §9.4.

76) Gatley on Libel and Slander, 11. ed. 2008, § 9.14. 715X £5{uHA0| 7|2MoZ ME7 59| B MFECHE

Slander, 11. ed. 2008, § 9.15).

20| X|8i= Z45H0|CHGatley on Libel and

77) Law Commission, Aggravated, Exemplary and Restitutionary Damages, Law Com No 247, p. 18,

78) Law Commission, Aggravated, Exemplary and Restitutionary Damages, Law Com No 247, p. 11.
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