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467 WORKMAN—WRIT OF SUMMONS.

“ForthwiU1 pay."] - See The Queen v.
Crowell, 2 Can, C.C. 34, ante 138.

‘‘/H^°^ ,ll0rse ^ —See Kobinnon v. Proein- 
cmI r.xhiluhou Communion, 32 N.S.R 216 
ante 181». ’

468

Iraiiü,."] _ s«. v.
13 Que. 8.C. 268, ante 441.

“ Public officer."] —
Que. 8.C. 262, ante

*wu*r."]-8ee The Queen v. 
Unity, «, Can. Gr. (1ax. 103, ante 127.

V Hirrowman v. Mirfrr, 32
N.S.R. 284, ante 397.

/* re If,
Que. 8.C. 368, ante 266.

“Satisfactory "]-See People'» Loan amt 
\ DepoHt Co. v. Dale, 18 Ont. Pr. 338, ante 147.

"Seaman."]—See It row n v. “ The “ Horn ” 
6 Can. Ex. C.R. 131, ante 432.

"Stealing."]-see The Queen v. Hotting. - 
worth, 2 Can. Cr. Caa. 291, ante 139.

" Substantial wrong."]-8ee The Quee, 
Hampton, 2 Can. Cr. Cas. 390, ante 126.

„ Theft "]—See The Queen v. Hollingsworth,
- Can. Cr. Cas. 291, ante 139.

“Torts personnelle..”]-See Peltier v. Mar- 
tin, 14 Que. 8.C. 223, ante 440.

“ Upon suob attaining."]-See Jones v.
.Nmythe, 32 N.S.R. 66, ante 455.

" ▼**•« aetueUe."]—See CatniU v. Cite of 
Montrent, 14 Que. S.C. 269, ante 38.

“ùyurç. personnelles.”] — See Pettier v. 
Martin, 14 Que. S.C. 223. ante 440.

“ Knowing!* and Wlllully."]-See Aldrich v. 
.\eut hgg Company, 6 B.C.R. 53, ante 380.

" Language of the defence."]-See The Queen 
v. Yancey, 2 Can. Cr. Cas. 320, ante 130.

"Landlord's Preferential Lien.»]-See Du-ier 
\ Henderson, 29 Ont. R. 673, ante 45.

^^tTKYirt v. Euard, 15

Likely to be permanently Injured.»]-See 
w v. Itowman, 31 N.S.R. 403, anteThe

127, 128.

» Nominativement»]-See Erans 
8 Que, Q.H, 144, ante 440.

"Hot just and reaeenable."]-See Eckhart v. 
lAineanhire tnnuranre Co., 29 Ont. R. 695 
ante 207. \

after."]—See He Arthur nml Cor- 
poratwn of dtp of Net non, 6 B.C.R. 323, 
ante 275. ’ ’

“Opinion."]—See l inn v. The Queen, 2 Can. 
Cr. Cas. 540, ante 25.

v. H'ilnon, i v.

“On or

"Owner."]—See Stewart v. Ottawa and Sew 
iork Ry. Co., 30 Ont. H. 599, ante 391. WORKMAN.

—Privilege—Logs cut for contractor—Hotiee— 
Art 1994c O.C.— Arte. 198, 819, 84», 966 C.C.P.
—87 V., e. 47 (P.Q.).]—See Lien, IX.

“ Owner of ship.”]—See The Queen v. Harty, 
- Can. Cr. Cas. 103, ante 127.
r «• Party inUreeted."]-See Craig v. Maloney, 
14 Que. S.C. 255, ante 448.

“ Person in ohirgi of i osr."J — Koe The
Queen v. Toronto Railway Com/tany, 35 C.L.J, 
422, ante 445.

WRIT OF 8UXM0V8.
See Practice and Procedure, LXII.
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