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CASES—

Beckford v. Wade, 17 Ves 87, applied

Bernina, The, Mills v. Armstrong, 13 App. Cas., followed

Cambrian Mining Co, 48 L.T.R. 114, applied and followed

Cardigan v. Armitage, 107 E.R. 356, applied

Clarkson v. MeMaster, 25 Can. 8.C.R. 96, followed

C.PR. v. Fréchette, 22 D.L.R. 356, [1915] A.C. 871, followed

Craig v. Lamoureux, 50 D.L.R. 10, 36 T.L.R. 26, followed

Cunningham v. Hedge, 76 N.Y. St. Rep. 547, 12 N.Y. App. Div. 212,
distinguished . . . . ..

Ellis v. Emmanuel, lFx l) 157, distinguished

Emerson-Brantingl Co. v. SBchofield, 43 D.L.R. 509,
affirmed

French v Row, 77 Hun (N.Y.) 380, distinguished .

Fry and Moore v. Speare, 26 D.L.R. 796, 30 D.L.R. 723, distin-

Fulton v. Andrew, L.R. 7 H.L. 448, distinguished

Guiard v. de Clermont, [1914] 3 K.B. 145, distinguished

Hamilton v. Graham, L.R. 2 Se. & Div. 166, applied

Harris v. Taylor, [1915] 2 K.B. 580, distinguished ... ..

Imperial Merchant Shipping Act, 57-38 Viet., ch 00 sec. 5(13
distinguished . 5

Jones v. Bright, 5 Bing. 5'53 lﬂl) E.R. 1162, distinguished . . . . ..

Macleod v. Edinburgh Tramways Co., 1 Sess. Cases 1912.13, 624
distinguished .

Mercer v. The B.C. Electric R. Co,, Ltd., 8 D.L.R. 144, 17 B.C.R.
465, followed

Metallic Roofing Co. v. Local Union No. 30, 5 O.L.R. 424, dis
tinguished

Miles v. Mellwraith, 8 App. Cas. 120, applied and followed

Mills v. Armstrong, The Bernina, 13 App. Cas. 1, diltinguinhaL 535

Moon v. Stephens, 23 D.L.R. 223, 8 8.L.R. 218, followed. . . ..

Nicholson v. Hooper, 4 Myl. & Cr. 179, applied

Ottawa, City of, and Provincial Board of Health, Re,l)l)l .R. 531,
33 O.L.R. 1, approved

Pere Marquette R. Co. v. Mueller Mf,
O.L.R. 312, distinguished

Poulin v. Grand Trunk Ry. Co., 37 D.L.R. 792, 27 Que. K.B. 141,

Rex v. Horne Tooke, 25 How. 8t. Tr. at 120, followed

Rex v. Martin, 28 D.L.R. 578, 26 Can. Crim. Cas. 42, 9 Alta. L.R.
265, note 5 Can. Cr. Cas. 430, distinguished

Rex v. Pollard, 390 D.L.R. 111, followed. .

Rowbotham v. Wilson, 8 H.L. Cas. Ms,s

8t. Patrick’'s Market, Re, 1 0.W.N. 92, approved and followed .

Savage v. Foster, 9 Mod. 35, applied

Savile v. Savile, 24 E.R. 506, distinguished

Sercombe v. Township of Vaughan, 46 D.L.R. 131, 45 O.L.R. 142,

Sirdar Gurdyal Singh v. Rajah of Faridkote, [1894] A.C. 670, fol-




