vi LA REVUE LEGALE

Beauchamp vs Weir and the City of Montreal.

Beaudet vs William Grace Co.

Beaudoin vs Marceau.

Beaudry vs Choiniére.

Beaulien vs Lapierre.

Bédard vs Verret.

Bélanger vs Bélanger.

]’»ul.mmr vs La Cor]mmtmn de \Imlhna"n\

Buaner vs Larocque.

Bélanger vs The ’\Iontmnmm\ (‘()ttorl Mills

Bell 'l(loplmm Co. vs Town of Owen Sound

Belleisle vs The Cor[ml';nion of the Town of Hawkes-
bury. :

Bénard vs Turgeon & Dam I ot .11 ] e L

Bériau vs The Stadacona Water, Light & Power
Co.etal. . . . .387

Bigaouette vs Ta (‘orpomtmn de la Petite- Riviere.

Binmore vs Sove ereign Bank of Canada & Jacobs.

Black vs Imperial Book Co. :

Blouin vs Perreault & Guay et al. bl

Boas vs Le Maire et le conseil de la ville de Saint-
Hyacinthe.

Bogart vs Robertson. sl vt e s

Borbridge vs Dame Eddy ot vir, et al., es-qual .

Bouchard vs La Corporation de la Paroisse de Saint-
Alexandre. . R |

Boudreau vs The Montreal \tm‘t R\ " Co.

Boulet vs Courchéne. o Lo niTE

Boumar vs Charbonneau, Bornnn] o anl '[‘rust

s P
Bowie vs Crawford et al. .md Thn Qt Ml(‘h‘l(‘l Rmd
B a5 B .. . .255

Bradshaw »s Simon.

Brien vs Matte. .

Brock Co. vs The Lmtoh Co In re ’I‘h(’ T A

Bross- w1 vs La Corporation du village d’\hunta]c
Brown vs Dumaine & Beaudin.

Brown vs Taylor. . :

Brown vs Waterous Tn«rmo W()I']\\ (‘n.

Brulé et vir vs Brulé.

Brunet vs Keegan.

Calloway vs Stobart.




