
TABLE 0F CASES.

Miclette I. Le Maire etc., de la ville de St.
Hyacinthe ......................

Midland lnu. Co. v. Smith ............
Miller & Coleman et vir ...............
Mitchell v. Flanagan .................
Molsons Bank v. Lionais, & Drummond,

T.S.............
Molsons Bank v. Lionais, & Lionais,

opposant............
Monette V. Charrette..................
Monk v. Packard.....................

Montpetit v. Peiadeau ................
Moore v. Reane et ai .................
Morasse v. Baby .....................
Morency V. Fournier .................
Morin v. Berger............
Morri$on el; quai. v. McCuaig ...........
Morrison & The Mayor et aI. of Montreal..
Moser v. Snr ......................
Mulholiand et ai., In re, & Mulholland, Peti
Munîcipaîity of Cleveland & Municipality

of Melbourne & Broïnpton Gore..
Munn et ai. v. Berger et ai ............
MurphY v. Roche ................
Mrray v. AlcShane ...............
Mutual Fire Ins. Co. v. Desrouselles..

Nadon et vir v. Uharrette..............

ahvl &Chattanooga Rai lroad Co. v.
Sprayberry ........... ...........

Nelet al.i. Champoux et ai........
Nelv. The Travellers lus. Co .........

Neveu v. Rabeau, and Neveu, T. S ...
Newell v. Whitcher ............
Nicholson k Metras ...........
Nobels' Explosive Co. v. Joncs, Scott & *Cc'
Noel & Corporation of the County of Rich

Mond............

Northern Assurance Co. & Prevost ...

(O'DOd v. Brunelle .................
sborue et al. v. Paquette ............

Oulinet v. Beucherain ...............IOniluet v. Verville ................. 23

Pagé, Ex parte. . . . .

Paige et ai. & Evaus es quai ...........
Panneton v. Guillet ...................
Paquet, In re, and Canada Guarantee Co.
Pa'rcher v. Marathon County ............
Parsons v. The Citizens lu. Co ........

ci v. The Qneen Ins. Co ..........

Patenaude et ai. v. McCulloch ..........
382 Patman v. Harland...................
288 Perras Y. Goyette, père .................
268 Perkins v. Mlartin....................
110 Picard v. Groslouis et ai ...............

Pigeon v. Roussin....................
183 Potter v. Waruer,....................

Poulet v. Launière..........
86 Poulin v. Falardeau ..................

220 Power v. Ellis.......................
175 Pratt v. Berger ......................
146 Prevo&t v. La Banque d'Hochelaga ...

158 Princess Royal, The ..................
3%36 Provost es quai. & Bourdon ............
191
183 fla4iger, Ex parte, & Beaudry ..........
151 Ray et ai. v. Lockhart et ai ............

25 Raynor v. Preston....................

48 Reese V. Reese ......................
33Reid et ai. v. Smith ...... ............

27Regina v. Abrahams ..................
27 1v. Belleau et ai ..............

218 "9 v. Fenneill...................
175 " v. Hlarper ...................
216 " v. Kayior....................
220 v. mnalouinu...................

V. Mohr ......................
V. Most.....................
v. Roadley ...................
V. Salmon....................
v. Sulis......................

119
286
306
134
280
326
380
111
317
114
341
340
120
77

306
194
241
314
157

41
92

336
304
198

328
306

64
64

375

44Remiliard v. Cowan ..... .............. 111

99Renaud v. Dussanît .................... 63

281 Renuy et al. v.Moat ................... 195

319 Rheaume v. Bouchard .................. 55
Rice v. Libby ......................... 350

125 Robert & The City of Montreal ......... 292

254 Robertson v. La Banque d'Hochelaga..314
Robidoux v. Lepine dit Legris ........... 70

79 Robillard v. Société Canadienne Française

50 de Construction de Montréal ........ 133

53Robinson v. State ...................... 103

239 RobitaiUle v. Droiet .................... 240
Roblin v. Roblin ...................... 208

146 Rolland v. Citizens ms. Co., & Lajoie, piff.
130 par rep .......................... 140
375 Ross v. Corrigan ...................... 248

229 Ross v. Fitch.......................... 48

284 Rose et al. v. Guilbauit ................. 415
385 Ross v. Vanneck ...................... 316
385 Rothy. State of Texas ................ 103


