
TABLE 0F CASES
REPORTED AND NOTED IN THIS VOLUME IN "1RECENT ENGLISH DECISIONS"e

AND "IRECENT ENGLISH PRACTICE CASES."

*Agar Ellis. lIn ru, Agar Ellis
v. Lascelles ......... 26, 8o

Ager v. P. & O. Steam Naviga-
tion Co................ 339

Alderson v. Elgey.....320
Anderson v. Smith ......... 187
Armour v. Walker ..... .... 2à8
Ayr Harbour Trustees v..

Oswald.................. 4
Barber,Ex-p arîe...........3ir9
Barnes v. Toye ..... ... à ... 342
Ba 1 y v. Great Western Ry.

...................... 316
Bloxam v. Faire ........... 337
Boxall v. Boxaîll........... 417
Bayes, lIn ru, Boyes v. Carritt 320
Bradford v. Young ......... 34ô
Brantford v. Isleworth Tram-

wyay Co................320f
Brier, lIn ru. Brier v. Evison. 303
Brierly Hill Local Board v.

Pearsaîll............... 397
Burgess v. Bottomley ...... 187
Burstall v. Fearon.......... 26
Butcher v. Pooler .......... 26

Cadogan, lIn ru, Cadogan v.
Palagi ................. i39

Canada Southera Ry. Co. v.
International Bridge CO...- 4

Cardinalli v. Cardinalli .... : 246
Carter v. White........... 201
Colonial Building & Invest-

ment A.ss'n v. Attorney-
General of Quebec ... 183

Columbia Chemical Factory,
Int .................. 183

Corbett v. Plowden ....... 201
Crolper v. Smith ......... 364

Cad .Leçocq ......... 335
1»mesand Wood, In ru . 416
Davison, In re, Ex-Part. Chan-

dler.................. . 300
Denham & CO., In r...-- .... 202
Direct Spanish Telegraph Co.

v. Shepherd ......... ... 334
Fewings, Ex-Éarte, In re Sneyd 185
Foakes v. Beer ........... 398
Foster v. Great Western Ry.

CO....... .............. 26
France v. Clark ........... 303
Fraser v. Ehrensperger.. z65, z98
Ftiggle v. Bland ........... zî8
Gill v. Woodfin.......ô8
Gow v. Forster ........... 340
Grant v. Todd ............. 315
Great Berlin Steamboat Co.,

In r................. -339
Gray v. Stait............. 59
Great Northern Ry. Co. v.

Tahourdin .. à... ........ 337

Green v. Humphrey .....
Griffiths. Griffth. v. Lewis,

Griffith. v. London and St.
Katharine. Docks Co..

Gullischen v. Stewart Bras..
Harvey v. Croydon Union

Rural Sanitary Authority.
Harvey v. Harvey........
Hermann Loog v. Bean ..
Heywood v. Mallalieu..
Hill v. East and West India

Dock Ca ........... ...
Hodge v. Queen ..........

Hgitnsv. Good ..........
Hoflîns. Verney ........

Holyland v. Lewin ........
Homan, L. H., in the goodu of
Horsley v. Cox.....
Howell v. Dawson ........
Hyett v. Mekin.....
Howe v. Smith.....

318

317

335
336

3101

339
304
185

315
182

87
336
304
200
118
310
202

414

Inderwîck, lIs re ........... 88

J ohnstone v. Cox .......... 26
ammenjoy Candoo Ca. v.
Watson................ 3z6

Kearsley v. Philips .......... 6
Keith v. Butcher........... 246
Lacy & Son, lIn ru .........
Leigh v. Dickeson ........
Leonnard and Ellis Trademark,

lIs ru .................
Limpus v. Arnold .... ....
London Land Ca. v. Harris..
London Scottish Permanent

Benefit Society v. Chorly..
Lianover v. Homfray ...
Lyell v. Kennedy ........

185
186

304

335
364

238
277
11810

Macdonald v. Tacquale Gold
Mines Ca .............. 364

Macdonald v. Whitfield .... 4, 21
Macleod v. Jones .......... 79
Manitoba Economic Building

Society, In r.. ......... 27
Marsden, Inlis r...... ..... 355
Massey and Carey, lIs ru - - - 317
McLean v. Clydesdale Bank-

ing Ca .... a0... 0......... 182
Mersey Steel and Iran Works

v. Nyr.......314
Mutual. Life ssociation ,v.

Langley ................ 340
Nadin v. Bassett ......... 187
Nicola v. Pitman.......305
Norris, lIs ru, Allen v. Norris. 418
Northern Counties Fire In-

suraýce CO. v. WhiPP....- 318
Nottage v. Jackson ......... 5
Notting Hill, The .......... 3=

Palmer v. Johnson........34
Pearson v. Pearson........4z3
Peace & Waller, lIn ru .::

Pickering v. Pickering.
Prestney v. Colchiester... z6
Queen v. Labouchere ... 9g
Queen v. Master Manley Smith '9
Queen v. Stephenson ....... 337
Ralphs Trademark, Ralph v.

Taylor. lIn ru ...... ..... 140
Ranelaghs, Lord, Will, Ru.. 32Z
Raw Morris v. Griffith., lIn ru 320
Regina v. Price ........... 117
Roberts v. Openheim.....36
Robertson v. Broadben .. 3
Robinson, fIn ru ........... 4Î6
Rollesv. Miller... i...... z4r, 414
Rosher, lIn ru v. Rosher. ... 33
Rotterdam Alum & Chemical

Ca., lIn ru ............... 138
Sanderson v. Berwick-on-

Tweed ................ 334
Sergeant, lIn ru, Martens V.

Whalley ............ .. 321,
Searle v. Choat ......... .246
Smith v. Darlow .......... 337
Smith v. Kendrick.......... 63
Shaw v. Port Phillip Mining

Ca ................... 301
Sneyd, re, Ex-parts Fewingo.. 1
Sociéte Anonyme v. Tilghan, z37
Speight,lis ru, Ex-partî Brooks 310
Speight v. Gaunt ........... z8z
Stevens v. Biller ........... X38
Symonds v. Hallett ........ 81
Taurine Ca., lIn ru .......... z39
Thompson v. Wright ....... 334
Thomson v. Weans....399
Truman v. London i C. Ry.

Ca .................... 186
Tugwell, lIn ru ............. 417l
United Telegraph Co. v. Lon-

don & Globe, etc.,. Ca.... - 334
United Telephone Co. v.

Dale ................. .246
Upton v. Brown..oo........321
Vyse v. Brown .......... é- 334
Ward v. National Bank of

New Zealand ............ 5
Webb v. Beawan.........6
Westhead, v. Riley ......... 118il
West London Commercial

Bank v. Kisn....342'
Whalley v. Lancashire &York-

shire Ry. Ca ............. 301,
Williams V. Williams.......11
Wilkinson v. Collyer. .a300
Wright v. Sanderuon ....... 342
Young v. Sohuler..........3$9


