
■

/ \r~
C A.SES CITED.XII VOL. VII. VOL.

j
Namks of Casbs Citkd. 

Baker v. Bulstrode ....
■ “ v. Saltfleet ..... 

Bali v. Ballantyne ..... 
Bank of India v. Rich . . .

“ Minnesota v. Page 
“ Montreal v. Cameron
“ “ v. Poyner
“ “ v. Sweenc
“ South Auytralia v.
“ Toronto v. Lambe .

of

Whkre Revorted 
1 Mod. 104 . . 

31 U. C. R. 301 . 
11 Gr. 199 . . .
4 B. & S. 73 . . 

14 A. R. 347 . . . 
2 Q. B. D. 53(5 . . 

7 M. R. 270 . . 
cy . . . .12 App. Cas. (517 . 
Abrahams L. R. (5 P.

Pagc of Vol Na
60 Brodi

234, 241
(iti

428
• . 138, 145 
. . 421», 427

573

Buclia
Budd,

133
C. 2(55

12 App. Cas. 575 .
Utica ... 4 Paige 390 .

Barnett v. Hooper.................................... 1 F. & F. 412-467
“ v. South London TranVys Co. 18 Q. B. D. 815 .

4 P. R. 2(57 . .
34 U. C. R. 34, .

L. R. 7 Ch. 804
2 M. & W. 105 
L. R. 3 C. P. 82 

[1891J 1 Q. B. 103 
15 S. C.‘R. 570 .

3 O. S. 243 . 50(5, 508, 614, 615,517 
2 Ph. 450 . .

20 U. C. R. (5(50 
2 T. R. 1(58 .
9 Sim. 180 . .
(5 M. R. 472 

22 Q. B. D. 7 
1 S. C. R. 730 
9 M. & W. 473 

U. C. R. 04 .
L. f. Ch. 3(57
M. R.5 . . . 

ti M. & W. 55

88,08
301

Utica v. City 475
426,430 
587,589 
426, 427Barwick v. De Blaquiere . 

Beard v. Steele ..... 
Beattie v. Lord Ebury . .
Beck v. Smith...................
Beckett v. Midland Raihva 
Bell v. Antvv’p,
“ v. Macklin 
“ v. Reaumore .

Bellamy v. Sabine * 
Benjamin v. Elgin 
Bennett v. Alcott .

487
118
360

404, 408y ... . 
Bra/.il L’neI.ond’n & 420 Caledo

89
Rail

Callun106
iö, 13

226
Bent v. Young.....................................
Bibby, Re..............................................
Bickers v. Speight................................
Bickford v. Grand Junction R'y Co
Bilton v. Clapperton...........................
Birdsall v. Asphodel......................
Blakely, Re.........................................
Blair v. Smith....................................
Blaymire v. Haley ...........................
Board of Trustees of the Separate 

Schools of Belleville v. Grainger . 25 Gr. 570 
Boelen v. Milladew 
Bolcknow v. Fisher 
Bolton Case . . .
Bdndy v. Fox . .
Booth v. Ratte . .
Boston & Sandwich Glass Co. v. Boston 4 Met. 181 
Boulton v. Ruttan

427, 431
46

134 Campb

Canada
. . . 90, 95, 97 

. . 58, (10 
234, 239, 231, 242

214 Candlei
Cannan
Carlisle
Carnelli

475, 478
223

311
. 10 C. B. 898 ..................
. 10 Q. B. D. 1(51 ....
. 2 0’M. & H. 105 . . .
. 29 U. C. R. 64 . . . .
. L. R. 15 App. Cas. 188

IS7 “ v. I
425, 420 
. . 583

884 Cartier,
Cartmel405

13 Carven, 
Catlin. 
Caulfieh 
Chadwit 
Chase v

2 O. S. 39(5 . . 
25 U. C. R. 21 .
5 App. Cas. 381 

33 L. J. Q. B. 15 
L R. 2 Eq. 141
3 P. R. 62 . .

463
6

Bourgoin v. Montreal, &c., Rail Co. 
Bourne v. Mayor of Liverpool . .
Boursot v. Savage...............................
Bowers v Flower................................
Boys, Re and Hamilton Railway Co
Bradford v. Chicago..................
Bradshaw ex parte ......................
Brady v. Todd.....................................
Brennan v. 0’Neill 7 ..... .

891
405
384
69 Chaffer • 

ChandleI x U. C. R. 626 .
Ill. 349 ....

,. R. 16 Ch. D 4(57 
C. B. N. S. 592 * 
U. C. R. 8 . .

1 C. P. I). 633 . . . 
1(5 Beav. 815, 322 . .

405
18

88, 97 Chamliei
Chambei687

384, 385
v. Branch....................... . .
v. Bridge....................................

Bridges v. The Directors, &c., of the 
North London R’y Co. ... . ..

Brisebois v., Pondrier...........................
British Provident Life Society, Re . .

608 Chapel I 
Charles \ 
Christopl 
Church v

214

L. R. 7 IL L. 213 
1 M. R. 29 . . . 

12 L. J. Ch. (533 . .

154I
673
608 Citizens I

X

•Jo V

-fe
s


