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CASES— continued.
Cory Bros. & Co. v. SS. “ Mecca," [1897] A.C. <80. applied <00
Cox. v. Canadian Bank of Commerce, <1 Man. L.R. I, distinguished . <0<
Craig v. Lamoureux, 14 D.L.R. 899, « Que. K.B. <5<, reversed 4ti
Creamer v. Goodcrham, 9 D.L.R. 97<, affirmed .. <9.»
Dagenaia v. C.N.R. Co.. 14 D.L.R. 194, varied 198
Dallontania v. McCormick, 14 D.L.R. 619, considered 400
Davey v. London and South-Western B. Co., I< Q.B.D. 70, applied «1 
Day \ Rutledge, 18 Man. L.R. 809, followed 1;
Deeley v. Lloyds Bank, [191<) A.C. 750, distinguished <00
Delaney v. C.P.R., <1 O.R. 11, applied <95
Demerara v. White, [1907] A.C. 990, distinguished 117
Doctor v. People's Trust, 10 D.L.R. 19<, 18 B.C.R. 98<, distinguished 104 
Dominion Bank v. Markham, 14 D.L.R. 508, reversed 1
Driscoll, Re, Ir.R. 1 Eq. <85, applied 1
Pencil, Re, 7 I) I. It 419, to \\ \ 88»,affirmed 888
Pirst National Bank v. Matson. < A.L.R. <49, distinguished 577
Fletcher v. Bealey, L.R. <8 Ch.I). 088, followed 80<
Foirer v. Nash, 11 Jur. (.VS.) 789, 59 E.R. 854, applied 71
Forster V. Medicine Hat, 9 D.L.R. 555, 5 A.L.R. 90, douhted 991
Foster v. Moss, 17 W.L.R. 174,applied l<l
Fry v. Yates, 1< D.L.R. 418, affirmed 495
Fulton v. Andrew, L.R. 7 ILL. 448, followed 4«
Gauthier v. C.N.R. Co., 14 D.L.R. 490, varied. 199
Geddis v. Bann Reservoir, 9 A.C. 490, applied 117
Grand Trunk R. Co. v. McAlpine, 19 D.L.R. 018, [1919] A.C. 80S, mu- 

sidered «0
Great West. R. Co. v. Rous, L.R. t ILL. 050, applied 74
Guenard v ("oe, 10 D.L.R. 519, reversed 47
Gyngall, R. v., [1898] 8 Q.B t88, applied 59
llalparin v. Bulling, 19 D.L.R. 74<, reversed. 150
Hamill v. Lilley, 50 L.T.N.S. 0<0, followed 49
Hartt v. Wishard, 18 Man. L.R. 970, applied 789
Heaven \. Pender, 11 Q.B.D. 508, applied 114
lledican v. ( ‘row’s Nest Pass Lumber Co., 17 D.L.R. 104, applied 708
Huckster v. De la Tour, < El. & HI. 078, 118 Eng. R. 92<, distinguished. 797 
Boole i <. V It Co., I. It 8 < h 898,applied
Hopkins v. Brown, 10 D.L.R. 75, reversed in part 98
Hostetler, R. w, 7 Can. Cr. Cas. «I, 5 Terr. L.R. 909, followed 904
lluhbert v. Home Bank, <0 D.L.R. 051, applied <0<
Hutchinson v. Fleming, 40 Can. S.C.R. 194, followed 495
Hyatt x. Allen, 8 D.L.R. 79, affirmed ■ 8
Independent Lumber Co. v. David. 19 W.L.R. 987, applied 1<1
Jackson \. Scott, l O.L.R. tss, applied i"1*
Johnson, Ex parte, <0 Ch.I). 998, 50 L.T. <14. followed 489
Johnston v. C.N.R. Co., 19 Man. L.R. 179, diseussnl 510
Keating v. Gruliam, <0 O.R. 901, applied . 588
Keating v. (iraham. <0 O.R. 901. followed 588
Kingston Miller & Co. v. Kingston, [I91<] 1 Cli. 575, <9 R IM <89, 

applied.............. 745


