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SPECIAL CASW,

See Street Railways, 1,

SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE,
See Contract, 6-— Parties, 2-— Street

Railways, 1, 3, 4—Vendor and Pur-

chaser, 1,

STATUTE LABOUR.

See Way, 3.

STATUTE

OF FKFRAUDS.

See Contract, 4—Patent for Invention
—Partnership, 2.

STATUTE OF LIL\UTA'I‘[ONS.
See Limitation of Actions,
STATUTES.

Divisior Courts—4 Edw. VII, ch, 12,
sec. 1 (0.)—Application to pending
action: Re Thom v. MecQuitty, 522,

See Assault — Execution, 1 — Extradi-
tion—Municipal Corporations, 1, 10

—Revenne-Schools, 4—Street Rail-
ways, 1.

STAY OF PROCEEDINGS.

1. Action trivial or frivolous—Account—
Audit by Surrogate Judge — Mala
ﬁdes——Insolvency of plaintiff—Secy.-
rity for costs: Smith v. Clarkson,
55;'8 0. L. R. 131,

2. Judgment affirmed by Court of Ap-
peal — Proposed appeal to Supreme
Court of Canada — Necessity. for
leave — Powers of Master in Cham-
bers and Judge—Grounds for exer-
cise.: Tabb vy. Grand Trunk R. V.
Co., 135; 8 0. L. R, 514,

See also 8. C., 116; 8 0. L., R. 281,

See Company, 3—Consolidation of Ac-
tions—Schools, 4.

STREET,
See Way,
STREET RAILWAYS.
1. Contract with municipality — (on-
struction — Operation of railway —

Right of municipality to direct —
Service — New lines — Hxtension of

municipal boundaries—Time tables
and routes—C(lity eugineer~Demi}5
as to cars—=Specifie performance
Private statute — Special ecase -
Hypothetical question — Refusal o
answer—Costs : City of Toronto .
Toronto R W, Co., 330, 446,

[ ]

. Contract with mlmicipality‘Paympm
of percentage of 8T0SS  receipts —
Powers of company and munici-
pality — Passenger f:u'eS—Unea.rned
profits: City of Hamilton v, Hamil-
ton Street R. W, Co., 17" So@m | Fe
R. 455.

[

. Contract with municipalityssa_[e of
workmen’s limited tickets — Speciﬁc
performance -—— Mandatory injune-
tion—Interim order — Convenience -
City of Hamilton v, Hamilton Street
R W, Co:, 207

4. Contract with municipality — Sale of

Wworkmen’s limited tickets —. S
children’s tickets—Specific
ance—-Mandatory injunction — Par.
ties —. Attorney-General : City of
Hamilton v. Hamilton Street R W
Co, 811, 411.

choaol
Perform-
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. Injury. to person — Collision with
vehicle—Negligence — Contributory
negligence—Proximate cau ary -
Cohen v. Hamilton Street R W,

0., 19. :

6.

=

Injury to person  crossing tra e
Negligence~(}ontributory neglick

—Failure to look twice~Nonsuit~
Gosnell v. Toronto R. W. Co SR T e

=1

. Injury to person crossing
Ne,‘:]igongroq(‘nn}*rihutory negli
T,N(éﬁi"g 2:2.(}:\]111);.;01' V. Toronte R.

See Criminal Law, 2

SUCCESSION DUTY.

See Revenue,

SUMMARY APPLICATION.

See Will, 6, 10,

SUMMARY JUDGMENT,

See Judgment, 4, G—Purtition, 2. 2

SUPREME COURT or CANADA_

Court of Can-

See Appeal to Supreme
ada.




