
I««y V. FAOI

ao3

^utor of

37

'gnmtnt

'• aj

479

Wision

53^

binties

' 432

212

393

JSts—
. . . . . 283

.... 560

ision

•••• 532

'ioH. a66

••• 513

••• 323

.. 506

•• 485

•• 375

.. 206

da.

.. 203

TABLE or OAgBa.
yjj

Carpenter v. Wood.

'''^t^i^!'*;^.^''''''
*'-^'''' '*' ^"'"'-O'-^ra/ Order XLl/""'

Carroll v. Perth. ^^*

Injunction against municipality-Void by-law. ... .
Chiiholm v. Barnard. ^

Administration suit-Allowance to executors
Christie v. Dowker. ^"^^

Mortgage—Covenant topay—Sale—Ord 'rfnw^.s i

of Frauds
^rd.'rfor defctency on—Statute

Clarke V. McEIroy. ^^
Practice—Married woman's answer

Clouster v. McLean.
"°

Appealfrom Master-Assignment by devisee -Practice .^
Connor, King V. ^T"

Prnctice—Costs—Chambers
Cook, Stephens V,

3®*

Recission ofpatent-Error in the Crown-Notice.

'

Corbett v. Meyers. *'°

Stakeholder-Paying money into court..
Cottle, Smart V.

30

Courtney, Murney v. '®

Practice-Motion in court which should be made in chambers-Costs. 53Craigv. The Gore Mutual F;re Insurance Co
'

Equitable d, -Effect of raising it at law
Craven. Taylor .

*37

Practice—Master's report—Costs
Crawford, Heap v.

^^^

Mortgage—Assignment-Indemnity—Set-o/r
Crosby, J^tham v. ^*

Conveyance obtained by fraudulent misrepresentation-Duty of in-

agt7.!!'!.T.'''''
""""'''"^ '"'^'"'"''^'''"''-P'^rchaseiy an

Cull V. The Grand Trunk Railway Company
.^°*

"""'Zr^^e'^X'^f
" '--»/.«c.«^. bridges over navigable

IT ' ^'•' '*• 37- «'"' 20 Vic. ch. 12. considered-The
AttorneyGeneral. when a necessary Party.

Cunningham, Buchanan v.
J' r v-

fraudulent conveyance-i^ EliMabeth. ch. 5-Cross relief. „~ V.Buchanan. ' 3*3

-^^^^.:i::z,^:r''''''''-''^'''^''''''''"-' >->

459


