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Ottawa Electric Co. vs St-Jacques.
Ouimet s Ouimet et al.
Pacaud vs Henderson.
Pagdé vs Dame Beauchamp.
Palliser vs Duff. TR
Paradis vs Labb8, . . . « ¢« « ¢« ¢« ¢+ + « ¢« « « 281, 841
Parent vs Quebec North Shore Turnpike.
Parizeau vs Thémens. i 4 x 4
Partenope vs IFortin & Lamothe et al, X . . & ®
Pabst Brewing Co. s Ekcrs and The Canadian Brew-
eries Co. s d e
Patterson et al. 18 Crépeau,
Pauzdé rs Jubinville & Donahue,
Pelletier vs Michaud et Sirois et al. o -
Pelletier vs Michaud et Sirois vs Michaud et Rioux.
Perkins és-qual. vs Brais ; ; 5 b i
Perrault vs The Liverpool and London and Globe Ins. Co.,
Perry vs Simard. ol S I
Pettigrew vs Baillargd and The City of Quebec¢ and
McGie. i Ia e 4 s % 2 %
Pharand et al. vs Emond & Huot, opposant,
P'hillips vs Laviolette.
Phillips vs Malone ; 5 & 3 % hmaaaly reke
Pinsonnault et al. ¢s La Corporation du comté de La
prairie et al.
Pion vs The King.
I'oirier v8 Cusson, TEER TR T ERE R
Pontiac Pacific Junction Ry. Co. et al. & The Community
General Hospital Almshouse and Seminary of (‘ha-
rity at Ottawa
Poulin vs St-Germain. 5l E e
Pouliot et al. vs& Michaud et Michaud.
Price vs Delisle et al.
Price vs Fraser. TR E R R
Price tvs Price et al & Leblond, . . . . . . . 207,
P'rice vs Talon &s-qual.
I'rotain 18 Prévost, B T T
P'rovident Chemical Works rs Canada Chemical Co.
Provident Savings Life Assurance Society of New-
York vs Momat. § b ‘
Quebec Central Railway Co. rs Dionne.
Queen vs Ashceroft. TR RN
Quesnel vs Grand Trunk Ry. Co. of Canada.
Quintal rs Bénard et Barolet.,
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