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Railway Act, Van., sec. 165, considered .............................................. 557
Ram Cooinar v. Chunder Canto, 2 A.V. 180, approved 521
R» I v. Bank of England, 17 C.B. 1(11. applied............................ 27
Ratham v. Caldwell, 1(1 B.C.R. 201. followed .................................. 80(1
Rea man v. Winnipeg, 17 D.L.R. 582, affirmed .................................. 22(1
Reddy v. Rutherford, 43 Que. S.C. 280, affirmed ............................ 081
Regina Trading Co. v. Godwin, 7 W.L.R. 651. applied.................... 182
ReifTenstein v. Dey. 13 D.L.R. 76. 28 O.L.R. 401, distinguished. . 457
Ricard v. Grand’Mere, 23 Que. K.B. 07. varied .................................. 768
Robock v. Vetera. 15 Man. L.R. 124, applied ...................................... 524
Rosher, Re. 20 Ch. I). 801, fidlowed .................................................... 74
Rutledge v. Anderson, 16 D.L.R. 20, varied .................................... 07
St. John & Quebec R. Co. v. C.P.R., 14 Van. Ry. Va». 300. considered 014
Sawvcr-Massey v. Ritchie, 43 Van. S.V.R. 614, followed.................. 204
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Scott v. London and St. Katharine Docks Vo.. 3 TT. & C. 506.

applied ............................................................................   412
Setter v. The Registrar. 18 D.L.R. 780. affirmed ............................ 166
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Smith v. Northern Construction Co., 30 O.L.R. 404. lit D.L.R. 380,

followed ............................................................................................... 332
Snell v. Brickies. 12 D.L.R. 753. reversed .......................................... 200
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S.V.R. 540, affirmed ...................................................................... 610
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Stoddart v. Owen Sound. 8 D.L.R. 032, considered ......................  476
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Strange v. Brennan. 2 Coop. temp. Cott. 1, disapproved ............ 521
Stratton v. Vaclion, 44 Van. S.V.R. 305, applied.......................  381
Stratton v. Vaclion. 44 Van. S.V.R. 305, distinguished....................  741
Swanson v. McArthur, 16 D.L.R. 872, reversed.................................. 434
Sweeting v. Turner, L.R. 7 Q.B. 313, applied....................................  480
Sydney, V. B., etc.. Steamship Vo. v. IL V. of Montreal. 20 D.L.R.

828. affirmed ..................................................................................... 000
Sydney, C. B., etc.. Steamship Co. v. H. V. of Montreal. 11 D.L.R.

814, overruled ................................................................................... 000
Sydney, etc.. Vo. v. Harbour Commissioners, 11 D.L.R. 814, re

versed ................................................................................................. 828
Tarling v. Baxter, 6 B. &• V. 360. applied ........................................  480
Tarry v. Ashton, 1 Q.B.D. 314, considered ........................................ 630
Taylor v. Lanyon, 5 Bing. 224, followed ............................................  010
Thacker Singh v. V.P.R. Co., 15 D.L.R. 487, affirmed...................... 511
Thomas v. Quartermaine. 18 Q.B.D. 685. applied ............................ 761

8


