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I ASKS—continued.
Kitehin, He, 17 Ch.I). 008, applied 47
I.amoureux v. Craig, * D.L.R. 14H, 4* Que. S.(’. 885. restored 4<*
Lii't Chance v. American Hoy, * Martin s Mining Cases ili.C.i 151, ap­

plied..................... *>91
Iwursen v. South Vancouver, 14 D.L.R. *41, affirmed 17
I,ctson v. The “Tuladi," 4 D.L.R. 157, 17 H.C.R. 170, considered *7
License Commrs. Point (irey, R. v„ 14 D.L.R. 7*1, applied 99
Lloyd's v. Lloyd's, *9 R.P.C. 49.1, *H Times L.R. 998. applied 740
Lloyd's Hank v. Cook, |1907| 1 K.H. 791, distinguished *(!*
May v. Platt, (19001 1 Cli. 010, considered 095
McHugh v. Vnion Hank of Canada, [1919] A.C. *99. in D.L.R. 50*,

applied <10
Melvin v. McNamara, 10 D.L.R. 05, varied 18
Mundcl v. Tinkis. 0 O.R. 0*5, tlistinguislied 098
Northern Crown Hank v. (ireat West Lumber Co., II D.L.R. 995, re­

versed .......................................... 599
O’Kelly v. 1 townie, 15 D.L.R. 158, reversed 995
Peek ami Ameliashurgh, Re. 1* P.lt. (Ont.) 004. applied 58*
Percival v. Wright, (190*] * Cli. 4*1, distinguished 7
I'hillifis. It. v., 11 Can. Cr. Cas. 89. followed *79
Pickard v. Smith, 10 C.H. (N.S.) 470, specially considered *14
Porterfields v. Hudgins. 14 D.L.R. 89*. affirmed 859
Pyke, Hr. 11 L.J.Q.B. 141, considered 108
Rainy River Nav. v. Ontario and Minn. Power, 1* D.L.R. (ill, varied 850 
Ray v. Willson, 15 Can. 8.C.R. 101, applied #64
Reedie v. London ami N.W.R. Co., 1 Kx. *4t. *0 L.J.Kx. 05, applied. 400 
Rogers v. Hathurst School District. I N.R. Kq. *00, iliatinguished. 500
Royal (iuardians v. Clarke, 0 D.L.R. I*. QIC *1 K.H. 541. affirmed . 918 
Itugg v. Ha rues, 50 Mass. 591. distinguisheil 508
St. George's Society v. Nichols, 5 Que. S.C. *79, followetl 4**
“Si io." The, L.R. I A. St E. 858, applied #7
Semi-Ready v. Hawthorne, * A.L.R. *01, distinguished 409
Shaver v. Cotton, *9 A.R. (Ont.) 4*0, applied 588
Shrewsbury v. Shaw, 89 L.T. Jour. *74. considered 095
Simonson v. ( '.N.R. Co., 15 D.L.R. *4, affirmed 510
Smith v. Allferta Clay Products Co., 14 D.L.R. *90, affirmed 414
Smith v. Prosser, (1907) * K.H. 795, applied *0*
Stephens v. Hannan and Gray, 14 D.L.R. 999. considered 979
Stewart v. Teskee, *0 Man L.R. 107, followed 749
Storey v Ashton, L.R. 4 Q.ll. 470, applied 150
Straeey v. Blake (1880), 1 M. & W. 108. applied 99
Thompson v. Hickman, [1907| 1 Cli. 550. considered 095
Thomson v. Stikeman. 14 D.L.R. 97, *9 0.L.R. 140, affirmed *05
Timmons v. National Life Assee. Co., 19 Man. L.R. 199, applied *1
Tredegar Coal Co. v. Hawthorn, 18 Times L.R. 710, distinguished 797
Treleaven v. Bray, 45 L.J. Cli. 119, 1 Ch.I). 170, applied 98
Trust and lawn Co. v. Shaw, 10 Gr. 440, applied 97*
Tyrrell v. Painton, [1894] P. 151, followed... 4**
Waddell v. Caldwell, 15 D.L.R. 078, affirmed 411
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