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4. Injury to Land by Flooding—Dam-
ages—Summary Procedure—Costs—
Dam—Owners—Tolls—Users. Neely
v. Peters, 499; 4 O. L. R. 293.

5. Obstruction of Stream — Prescription
—Mandatory Injunction—Damages ;
Saunby v. London Water Commis-
sioners, H67.

See Fasement, 2— Municipal Corpora-
tions, 23—Trespass, 2

WAY.

1. Non-repair—Injury to Terson—Death
Caused by — Municipal Corporation
—Negligence—Proximate Cause —

Contributory Negligence: Gaby v.°
City of Toronto, 440.
2. Non-repair—Injury to Person — Ice

and Snow—Municipal Corporation—
Gross Negligence: Mann v. City of
St. Thomas, 480.

8. Non-repair—Injury to Person—Know-
ledge of Municipal Corporation —
Causa Causans — Findings of Trial

Judge—Appeal — HExcessive 1am-
ages: Luton v. Township of Yar-
mouth, 40.

4. Non-repair—Injury to Person—Know-
ledge of Municipal Corporation —
Negligence—Damages : McGarr v.
Town of Prescott, 53, 439; 4 O. L.
R. 280.

5. Non-repair—Injury to Person—Liabi-
lity of Municipal Corporation —
Nonfeasance — Limitation of Ac-

¢ gggs: Minns v. Village of Omemee,

6. Non-repair—Injury to Person
cipal Corporation — Carriageway —
Footway — Finding of Fact—Inter-
ference on Appeal: Belling v. City
of Hamilton, 124; 3 O. L. R. 318.

7. Non-repair—Injury to Person—Muni-
cipal Corporation—Gas Company —
Relief Over: McIntyre v. Town of
Lindsay, 492; 4 O. L. R. 448.

8. Non-repair—Injury to Person—Muni-
cipal Corporation — Negligence —
Bridge—Traction Engine : Pattison
v. Township of Wainfleet, 407.

9. Non-repair—Injury to Person—=Side-
walk—Snow and Ice — Municipal
Corporation : Madill v, Township of
‘Caledon, 299; 3 O. L. R. 555. ,
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10. Non-repair—Injury to Person—Side-
walk—Snow and Ice — Municipal
Corporation — Gross  Negligence :
Stevens v. City of Chatham, 199.

11. Non-repair—Injury to Person—Ac-

cumulation of Snow — Liability of

Township Corporation: Hogg v.

Township of Brooke, 563.

12. Non-repair — Injury to Property —

Guard at Approach to Bridge—Neg-

ligence — Municipal Corporation —

Street Railway: Summers v. County

of York, 137. ;

13. Private Way—DBuilding—Mandatory

Injunction: Scott v. Barron, 5H8.

14. Private VVay——Easement——Prescrip

tion—Railway Lands—User not In-

compatible with Requirements of

Railway: Grand Trunk R. W. Co.

v. Valliear, 695.

5. Private Way — Basement—Implied
Grant—Intention: Styles v. Towers,
533.

Public Highway between Townships
— Existence and Location O
Boundary ILine—Records of CX‘an
Lands Department———Surveys-'—Fleld
Notes: Township of Lochiel v
Township of East Hawkesburl, 664,

16.

Road Allowance—Obstruction—Rail-
way—Fences Municipal Corpora-
tion—By-law — Injunction — Jurig-
diction : Township of wloucester vy,
Canada Atlantic R. W. Co., 63, 485;
30. L R. 85, 40. L. R. 262

17.

See Arbitration and Award, 4—Assess-
ment and Taxes, G—Constitutional
Law, 1—Criminal Law, 9 — Kage-
ment, 2—Mortgage, 5, 6—Municipal
Corporation, 10, 12, 14, 19, 20
Negligence, 4 — Railways—Timber
and Trees, 1

—_—

WILL.

1. Action to Establish—Loss of Original
—Proof of Copy—REyidence of Heyo-
cation——Parties——AdminiStratOI‘ pen-
dente Lite: Stewart v. Wal.er, 489,

9. Action to Set aside — Application for
Probate—Withdrawal of Caveat —
Burden of Proof — Testamentary
Capacity—Undue Influence : North-
more v. Abbott, 231.

3. Action to Set aside—Costs—Separate
Defence: Slaven V. Slaven, 410,
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