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credited the whole of I he evideuce of a wit­
ness who is rilled to lie hostile oil tile ground 
that the evidetiw shows a previous state­
ment inconsistent with |iari of the testimony
fives hy the witness on the trial Gates 

oh nr a, 31 221

IV. (El Contradiction and Corroboration 
hi WlfRMi.

11. Contradicting own witness. |
Although the Evidence Act is somewhat ob­
scurely worded, it a|i|H*ars that it is com­
petent for the party producing a witness to

five contradictory evidence. I Per Towns 
end J.l Al in on v. Late, 20/340.

18. Contradicting witness — Depoai 
fma*.]—A deposition tendered in evidence for 
the puriKise of contradictiug a witness held 
improperly received where the attention of 
the witness was not called to the writing be­
fore it was tendered. Illoia v. The Midland 
Ry. Co.. 39 243

WITNESSES AND EVIDENCE ACT.

See Evidence.

WORDS AND TERMS.

" Account current."—('leveland V. Iloak,
31* 39

" Action." Ilill v. //coni. 29 'Jo.
“Action or proceeding." Shediac Hoot d 

Shot Co. v. Buchanan, 35/511.
‘'Advances."—Lav v. The British American 

Ins. Co.. 23 537 ; 21 H.C.C. 325.
"Annual value." F ruser v. A uy, 25/ 102. 
“Another proceeding in the action."— 

/tool V. Houma. 32 41*4
“ Appropriated." " paid." *' working capi­

tal," " reserve fund. —Kennedy v. Aeoiia 
Pulp Co.. 38/891.

“ Appurtenances." -Belton V. Black Hatch 
Minimi Co., 40/385.

“ By the court."—O'dor mon v. Wealhaeer,

"Carrying on luisitiess."—Halifax Hotel 
Co. v. Canadian Fire Engine Co., Lid., 41/97.

"Commence operations.”—The Xorth Syd­
ney Mining, ele.. Co. v. Hrecner, 31/41.

" County."—The King V. MeMullen,
88/12». .

“Debt or liquidated demand. Graham v. 
The \Y arte irk Gold Mining Co., 37/307.

" Deeisiou."—Van* v. Bachman, 28/504.
“ District."—Mehay V. The Municipality 

of Cape Breton. 21/492; 18 H.C.C. 639.
" Draw against freight."—Pitcher V. Bin-

gay. 21/31. „
" Effectually prosecute. McSweency V.

Hrci>ea, 28/422.................................... .
" Exempted ships. ’ l-arquhar V. Me Alpine,

" Family," "survivors."—Ward V. McKay,

" Farm lot."—Ogilvie v. Grant, 41/1.
“ Fishing season," " voyage."—Wentzell v.

Winacht. 41/406. .............. .
"Forged note," “Counterfeit token of

value."—The King v. 7'wtfv, 36/136.
" Government building."—tfmtth V. 7 he 

City of Halifax, 35/373.
" Grade."—McDonald v. The City of Hali­

fax, 28/84.

" Hack horse."—Robinson V. The i‘rorin- 
i iol Exhibition Commission, 32/210.

*' Harmless error.”—Caratena v. Muggah.
37 .Mil

" Heirs at law."—Vesf v. McXutt. 40/41. 
"Household furniture." AUen \. Wallun, 

21,49
" Indictment," “ count."—Hex v. Coolm, 

:to . iio
" Information."—Attorney-General v. /fer- 

i/cii. 29/135.
" In front of " McIntyre \. McKinnon,

81/54.
" Iiaw," " i-ounty."—Dominion I. A S. Co. 

V. Sydney, 87/466.
" Lawful heirs " Zvicker v. Ernat, 39,258. 
" Lien." " Pledge."—Steel t a v. Coteie,

40 4**1
" Likely to lie iiermaneutly injured.'—The 

Quern v. Buie man, 31/403.
" Liquor," “Liquors."—The King V. Bige- 

lov, 4L 499
“ Location."—Courtney v. Prorinciol Exhi­

bition ( 'ommiaaion, 41/71.
" Mine."—Pelton \. Black Hank Mining 

Co., 40 385.
“ Mortgage uote."—Hyan v. Terminal City 

Co., 25 131
" Necessaries." Meycra V. Blackburn,

38 50
" Offeece."—The Oucen v. Dixon, 28/82.
" i Mh.. r ot i he oomMii} Hamilton \ 

The Strwiacke l alley, etc.. By. Co., 30/10.
"One day," "One clear day."—Burroicman 

x. Fader, 3129.
“Order," " Out les," “ Arrange." — Hipley 

V. Loyan. 37 349.
"Or otherwise."—Ptik/ia V. The Toun of 

II ludsur. 30/441.
" Owner."—The Quern v. liarty, 31/272.
" Penalty " includes imprisonment.—The 

Omen v. Garin, 30/102.
“ Person.” " party." “ witness."—Seymour 

V. Doull, 83/364. -
" Person interested." He Estate of Runci- 

man, 3s/89.
“ Police magistrate," "stipendiary rnagts 

irate.—The Omen \. McDonald, et al., 20/94.
“ Port."—Hart v. The Boston Marine Ins. 

Co., 88/4*7.
" Proceeds." “ Income."—Chubbovk v. Mur- 

toy, «*/2ÎI
" Provided."—Hart v. The City of Halifax, 

35/1
“ Railway " Hr F. J. Outnn 32/542 
“ Iteasonahly apparent.' — Robertson V. 

Halifax Coal Co., Ltd., 22/84.
“ llemedy."—Barrou man v. Fader, 32/284. 
" lleputed to be aold."—White V. Beekham, 

26/50. „ „
" Running at large."—Spurr v. V Ac Domin­

ion Atlantic By. Co., 40/417.
“ Shall be deemed."—The Queen V. Free­

man, 22/506. . ......
" Signed, sealed and delivered. —Ztctcker 

v. Ztctcker, 31/333.
“ Stock in trade."—Campbell V. Mumford,

“ Survivors." “child."—/« re Estate of 
Maehinlay. 38/254.

" True bill.”—The Queen V. Totcnshend d 
W hiting, 28/408 . „„

“ Unlawfully did steal. —TAe Amy V.
jeorge, 35/42.

" Vplnnd." " Intervale."—OuiM V. Dodge,
11 "Vouchers." — he Estate of McRae, 
ÎO/214

26/44


