
1

manitoba law reports.
iv

G. v. Patterson . .Harper
Harris v. Meyers .... 
Harrison v. Bailey ....

«« v'. Douglas . . •
Hartley v. Harman . .
Harvey v. C. P. R. • - •

« v. Johnston . . • 
Hatch v. Searles .... 
Haywood v. Bennett . . • 
Hearle v. Greenbank . . 
Heath v. Percival ... 
Heckley v. Banbock . . - 
Henderson v. Wall . ■ • 
Henley v. Soper .... 
Henry v. Burners ...
Herr v. Douglas . . • 
Herrick v. Woolv
Hcsketh v. Fleming...................
Hesketh v. Ward ......
Hewitt v. Morris .......................
Hewitson v. Sherwin . . . •
Heckman v. Machin...................
Higginbotham v. Barton . . - 
Higgins v. Pitt ■
Higgins v. Senior . .
.......v. Gomrae

Galloway v. Corporation of Lon-

Galton v. Emuss........................
Gandy v.Gandy •••••••
Garrard v. Lord Lauderdale . . 659 

e v. Smith . 
v. Sharpe

H44
H508% H

4Gascoync 
Gaughan 
Gibson v. Bolt
Giftord v, Whittaker....................... 223
Gilbertv. Gignon 
Giles v. Grover .
Gillaume v. Adderly . . v . . 54
Gillespie v. Grover.......................100
Gilmour v. Tupple.......................333
Gladman v. Plummer .... 230 
Goff v. 0’Conner ...
Goodeve v. Manners . .
Goodlad 
Goody v.

H668|>
60

IgI 555
Il«258
In,
In,
Ire
In

- 340
. . 661 
■ • 55Bumett . .

Ve 543
Gore v. Goston 
Goss v. Nelson . .
Gossett ». Howard 
Gough v. Davies .
Gould v. Robertson 
Gourlayv. Duke of Somerset . 5™
Cray v. Johnson.......................
Green v. Braddyll . . ■ ■ ■ •

«« v. London General Omni-

523
215
114

662
Jeal

Hill
“ v. Halford . . •
“ v. Reardon . . •
«< v.-Wilson . ■ .

Hindley v. Russell . .
Hirsch v. Coates . . •
Hitchens v. Killkennut .
Hogarth v. Latham . . •
Hodge v. The Queen . .
Hoggv. Graham . . • • •.
Holdridge v. Utica and Black 

River Railroad Co . . . 
gate v. Jennings . .

,.„.land v. Hodgson . ... 289
Hollingsworth v. Shakeshaft . 129
Holmes v. Tremper...................341
Holton v. Macdonald . . • • °35
Hooper v. Lane . ^ • • • • 53
Hopcraft v. Keys .
Hopper v. Burness 
Horton v. Westminster lmprove- 

ment Commissioners . . • • b72 
Hosking v. Nicholls ..... 54
Howard v. Fessenden . . • • 34° 

« -Padley v. Camphansen 191 
Howden v. Haigh . .•,••• 5°5 

Lord Dartmouth . . 58

Jebl147 . 215

'■: 630

Jeff.186

Jelft
Jenl
Jenl
Jenl
Jenr

28

- Green v.

Greenough v. Walker .... 167 
Greenway v. Hindley .... 222
Gregory v. Doidge.......................

«i v. Williams...................
Griffith v. Ricketts.......................
Groom v. Rathbone...................
Groves v. Blake . . . • • - • 
Guelph v. The Canada Co. . . 201 
Gunn v. Adams............................öö°

. Ruthierford . 373 293
. • 505 
. • 413 
. . 621

661 . 44)8 
. . 59 John

John
440 Hol

Hol

•*
H.

Haigh v. Haigh 
Hall v. Armour 

„ v. Bainbridge .
„ v. Ewart . . .
„ v. Wetherell .

Halsey v. Whitney 
Ham v. Ham ...
Harcourt v. Fox.......................275
Harding v. Edge . . - • • • 4b5 
Harding v. Metropolitan Rail- ^

'. • 555
. . "661

. 599 77 Tn445
25

235
I°Uus664

j ■ 295

!
Howe v.
Howe v. Smith . . ,
Houghton v. Houghton . • Ib7
Huling v. Hugg.......................
Humphrey v. Dale................... 44

v. Humphrey . - 5°
v. Jenkinson • - 54°.

321 Keefe
Kelly

Kelm.
Kemb

Kerivi

i way Co. . . - 
Hargreaves v. Scott . .
Harland v. Binks 
Harley v. Moon .
Harman v. Tappenden .... 25
Harper v.fCarr............................5n

57

fc
:hxv'


