
•J

\
[vol. XI. CASES REPORTED. vii.

London Alutual Fire, Insurance 
Go. of Canada, The,, v. The 
Corporation of the City of
London ....................

London Mutual Fire Insurance 
Co., The, Goring v ... 

London, The City of, Goldsmith
v ......................................

Londön, The City of, Insurance
~ Co., Smith v ........................
London, The Corporation of 

the City of London, The Lon­
don Mutual Fire. Insurance 
Co. of Canada.., 

Lowry et al., Latta v,..!!.

McDonald, Macdonald v.........
McGibbon v. The Northern 

and North-Westem R. W.
Co...................... ....................
McLaurin, Ingalls v...............
McLellan, Smith ..v. .................. 191
Mcllahon et al., Tucker v.... 718 
McQuaid v. Cooper et al .... 
McRoberts v. Steinoff...........

187
1... 106 
ition 
san- . 592 307

380589 821
elitz <26 213

36938il. v 65
-N.

;
5921 Newcombe v. Anderson et al. 665 
517 Nick le In re, and The Corpor­

ation of the Town of Walker-
ton............................................

Niagara Grape Co., The, Weir v 700 
Northern and North-Westem 

R. W. Co., The, Dyment v. 343 
Northern and North-Westel-n 

R. W. Co., The, McGibbon v. 307

. v.
...467
... 380 M. 433
and

Mossie v. The Toronto Printing

Massey Manufacuring Co." Re
the ..../...............t'............. 444,

Medora and Ward, Thf United 
Townships of,Knight, In re v 138

Melville, In„re............................
Metcalfe, Imperial Bank of

Canada v.................................
Miller v. The Confederation

Life Assurance Co ................
Mills, Baker et al. v ......... ..
Minister of Education In re

The....................
Mitchell, Moore v 
Miiffatt, Dawson v 
Moore v. Mitchell,

v.
... 408 362

i al 65 O.
626

467 0’Meara and The Corporation
of the City of Ottawa, 'Re... 603 

120 Ottawa, The Corporation of the 
253 City of and Orneara Re.... 603

W. v
02, 582
ed
nd 439 P... 138 21

. 4842^ Pårdee v. Glass et al.................. .........
Percy Re, Percy v. Stewart... 374
Pirie v. Wyld..............................
Platt v. The Grand Trunk R.

W. Co.......................................
Public School Trustees fot 

Union School Sectiön Na9 
of the Township of Lobo in 
the County of Middlesex,
The Board of, et al., Wallace
et al. v.......................................

322 Purvis, Young v.........................

275
Munsie v. Lindsay et al.

* Murphy v. The Kingston and 
Pembroke R. W. Co... .302, 582

520
4221

.. 517 

.. 565 

.. 199 
>3, 286 
.. 620

246
Mc. -

Macdonald v. McDonald........
McCarthy, Regina v . .*..........
McConkey et al. v. The Corpor­

ation of the Town of Broek- 
ville

187
657al

i-
648. 408
697


