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RIE SERVICE AND TOWNSHIP> 0F FRONT 0F
ESCOTT.

Municipal Corporations-Local Option Bla Voigon

- Municipal Act, sec. 173~ - Polling Pla(1csCowe

during Voting and Counting of Ballots - V'iolaihon of

Secrecy of Ballot-Canvassing in Polling lc-Vtq

not Conducted in Accordance tvith I>rinciples of Act-

Motion to Quash By-aw-Elector De Irnto bc le(ard

by Counsel in Support of By-law.

Motion by Robert H. Service to quash a local option

by-4aw of the township, upon the ground that the voting on

the by-law was not conducted in accordance with the requtire-
ments of the Municipal Act

1J. Haverson, K.C., and W. A. Lewis, Brockville, for the

apphcaiit.
W. B. Carroll, K.C., for the townhiiîp corporation.

W. E. Raney, K.C., for an elctor, asked Vo be h)eardl in

support ofthe by-law.

TETZEL, J. :-At the openingý( of 'lhe aLrgument. M.r.,

Ilaney, representing an eleotor, souight to itervene on h1isý
beh1aif to shew cause agaýinst the mlotioni to qu1ashi tie b)y-
law, andl cited Ré~ Mace -and Conyof Frontlemac, 42 1'. C.

R. 70, ini suplport of tils poiio; ).vyrfeec ta thiat

case it will be seen thlat thie corporationi were not represeuted
there-did not, appeajr ulpon t1ie rnotionii-and osqunl

the Court exposiedth viev thatt ini those ciroumstances,
an elector niit bo ersne ini suotil10 of thebw lw

Hec also cited In re, Local Option By-awv of Townsliip of

voL. it. o.w.B. No. 20-78
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Saltfleet, 16 0. L. R. 293, il 0. W. R. 356, 545, where, as
well as the counsel reprosenting the township, counsel for
an elctr a, pcriitited to take part ini the argument. 1
took the v iew thiit, ini the circunistances of that case, it hav-
ing originiatud in a scrutiny before a County Court Judge,
ai under the provisionis of the Act upon a scrutiny an
elector miiglit bu ruprusenited, an elector miglit also bie repre-
bvinted befofre me on thie motion. 1 do not think that is
aut lioritv fo- ,r the proposýitio>n cont.ended for by Mr. Raney
in this case.

Jiere the municipality are represented by counsel, and
there ISz not sulflicient evidence to satisfy me that there is any
colluioîn botwen the municipal council and the applicant in
reference to t1s by-law. Mr. CIarroll has ably argued ini
support of ît, and 1 tihink, in those circumstances, it is not
eoipetef(nt for an elector to intervene. There must be legis-
lation, it seema to me, giving him the right before 1 could
recogrnse hiis position.

Theni upon the mori'tr of the motion, 1 think the ap-
plicnti las shewn that tho eleetion on which this by-law was
carried by a majority of 4 was not conduoted aecording to
the principles of the Muinicipal Act in regard te voting upon

Suction 173 (if the M[unicipal Act says that "during
the timu appointed for polling, no person shal hoe entitled
or fer i lte t , b e reset ini the polling place, other than
111p oflilers, caddae.crks, or agents authorised, to at-
tenld at. the polîng place, and the voter who is for tthe time

bein actall engg~iin votiflg."
1in thiý case the a«ihidavits shew that ln each of the 3

p>0114)g Iubdivisions, tbere were, during the time of voting
,and fuso at the countingr of the ballots, contrary to the Act,
;a large- number of persons,, besides the offlicals and voter,
prescint ini the polling place. in one of the places, number 3,
one of the witnesses swears; that-tiee were 30 persons in the

yoom, at the time the ballots were eounted, and an average of
12 persons in the polling place during the day, exclusive

o! the voter and the officiais and those there with lawful
authority.

Now, it seems to me, to permit a large number of -per-
sons, beyond those authorised liy tbe statutle, to ho present
du ring the voting, was a gross breach of the Act, and it

geems to me, tiierefore, that it is decidedly conducting the
election. in violation of the principles o! the Act. There is
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no explanation giveil why the crowd of people at ecd place
wau allowed,-no excuse of any kiuLd. There is no0 affidavit
by any officiai to explain why he did allow it or had to
allow it. It Peeos, to have been a very loosely conducted
election, at each cf the places.

Then there îs evidence upon affidavit that certain electors

were instructed as to how they should vote. Serious charges

are also made and not contradicted in reference to two

persons said to have been present in one of the pollîng
subdivisions, where there a number of people present,
that they were openly canvassing in support of the by-law

in the poliîng place. I have not been referred to any sec(tion

of the Act which expressly prohibîts canvassing votera in

the polling place, but it is certainly contrary to the p)rinciple
and intention of thc Act that any sucli thing shotuld take

place. Section 173, which prohibits any on1e except officiais

and agents of the parties and one voter being presenf; at a

time, indicates that there should not bc any îiiluenci(e or
canvassing brought to bear upon voters in the plngplace.
But, chiefly on the ground that the Act liasý been very s;eri-
ously violated, by permitting such largeý crowds of people

during polling lioura in ail the polling places;, without any
excuse being offered there for, I think I nmut hiold thati, in

the language of sec. 204, tihe electini was not " (-nducted in
aceordance with the principles, laid down in the A\ct.-

The provisions of the Act in reg-ard to seerecy' , whiicli was

the purpose of sec. 173, were not observed. The caýse cornes
within the principle of PoIice and, Town of )rlliai 17

0. L. R 317, 12 0. W. R. 68, 433, 6350; and thle by-law
must be declaredl void.

Costs to be paid by the township.

HODGiNS, Loc. J. iN AD>miRALTY. MAY 8TB, 190O9.

1EXCHEQUER COURT 0F CANADA.

LAKE ONTAIJO STBAMBOAT CO. v. FJFORD.

Ship-collsion-Rules of Naiainr'eviainas (f
Vessel in Faull-Preca&tionsý-Sprcia Crcmtace
Dama ges-Loss of profits.

Action against Mrs. Fulford, thé, life tenant of thie steam

yacht "Magedorna," for damages eausud biv the olsinof

the "Magedorna" with the ste amship IlCaspian - in K*1ngý-
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ston harbour during the afternoon of Saturday 27th June,
1908.

Francis King, Kingston, for plaintiffs.
McGregor Young, K.O., and H1. A. Stewart, K.C., for

defenclant.

TiiE LOCAL JUDGE:-The evidence proves that the
s+eamr"asia, wbich had been moored stern inwards
ont the not-atside of Swift's dock, steamed stern outward
onl a semWi-cîrculair course from te dock about 5 o'clock on
the( affernoon of 27th June, and, after steaming a certain

ditneout, comnîenced bier voyage towards Lake Ontario,
taking, a senîi-ciicu]ar course, under helm biard a starboard,
on ii ouse to porf, so as~ to pass elear of the dock; that
abot flic saine time the steameiir "Kingston," wbich had
beeni miooreld aft llie nilier side of the dock, also, steamed stern

ofastikiing a more direct course out, and then started
on bier voag toward-s LaeOntairîo on tlhe port side of tbe
Il Vpii. "ý The yaiclt "'aeon"had been moored
bow iiwir-ds ,it thle saine side of tire dock, but between the

1lCi]g stn a >11- nd the ' s11or1..
After the two iteiimercs Capa"and "Kingston"

haýd luft tHie dock,1 andere baicking out preliminary to
comnencng heirresectve oyages., thie miaster in charge

or the - ('asp)ian" o ice litat the"Maeora was coin-
metn o blick1 ouf fr1'oii the dock,ý and thereupon thte master

of li -h C('asian " gavo whistles fi) warn thbe yacht that he
was ditee iîls cors o por-t, whichi was te proper course

to) eniu, hu to clear the dock; but no nortice was taken of
fhle wrngor aîîy rýeponisive wbistle given by tbe "lMage-

Whien nearing the dock, te " Caspian" was steamaing at
about 10 utiles, ani luur; the maiýster of tite "Caspian," seeing
that fh l"Mgdrn " ivis comning on towards a course in-
ferseeting thiat which te Il Caspiani" was taking, ordered flic
helm first amîidsbIips and thoen liard a port, so as to steady
ber, and prevent flue "Cnýspiuun's" stern swinging on to the
"Magedorna."

Thiat tlue "M.ýagedomua " continued backing and infring-
ing on tlue course of the Il (aspian " is shewn from tbe evi-
dence of ('aptain Milis of tic " Caspian;" and this fact Îç
proved by ('aptaini Johinston of te IlMagedorna," wbo said
that he gave flic yaicht two kicks astern to baek lier fron tlie
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dock so as to turn the yacht, and both lie and seamian Soder-

strom, of the "lMagedorna," woul not deny tliat there may

have been stcrn-way on the IlMagedorna " from these Ilkicks

astern " wlien the bouts came together.

Both the preliminary act of the defendant and the state-

ment of defence allege that the collision was oeeasîoned by

the f ault of the "lCaspian ;" the preliminary act stating that
"Isliortly befote the accident the master of the IlCaspian'

blcw twjo whistles, which to the master of the'Mgdra

indicated that the master of the ' Caspian' was to starboardl

bis helma and keep to port. The master of thie ' Casp)iani'

did not carry out this signal, but acted opposite thereto, and

sent bis hn to port, and kept to the riglit." The 5th para-

grapli of the statement of defence is suib5tantially to the saine

effect. These whistles of the IlCaspian " were 'noV answered

by the IlMagedorna," as they ought to hiave been; for the miec

is that the duty to answer a signal is as imiperative as is ti

duty to give one..
In answer to my questions on this chiarge thef imaster o!

the <"Caspian" gave the following evidence,.

IlQ. You said while you were going f ull speedl ahead,

on the semiî-circular course, you kept your helm liard a sýtar-

board? A. Kept the helm, bard a starboard. Yes.

"lQ. Then when yen saw the collision imminent, you

steadied the "lCaspianr" A. Yes.

"lQ. Ilow did yon do that? A. Piitting thei wieel to

port. The helm. bad Vo go aiuidshiips, and theln 1 told hM te

port.
"IQ. Which dîd you do? A. 1 told himn fosn ay and

thie wheel was a starboard, and lie put thie w1eel to port to

stead lier.
"Q. As fat as y-ou ean estima;te,. whiat was vouir raie of

speed wlien you camie to tlie dok Vo pass it on the semii-cir-

cular course you were taking whien yo»i got abreast of tuie

dock? A. 1 don't suipp)ose shei coul hiavebe goingl over

10 Miles anyway, becauise shew liadn't g'ot 11ndelr hleadway yet.

".Wlien you were going thiis 10ý miiles an, limur, liow far

was the yacht fromn youir course?'., epobbymgi

have been 5o or 60 feet in fromn wherce I wouild hiave went.

Q.If, insteadj o! steady ing the bCsin y puitting

lier hlm to port, you hadt( ke(pt it hiard a starboard a nd on thie

semil-cireular couirse, would you hiave( kept awaY fromn the
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yacht? A. No, sir; lier sterm would have swung in on the
yacht; her sterm was eming in ail the time on the yacht.

IlQ. Now, whcn you saw the collision imminent, waa the
stern of the yacht across or nearing the course yen were
steering? A. Well, she was comîng pretty near the lîne that
1 was steering on.

"Q. Was she rneving? A. Yes, air, ahe waa moving.
"Q. Did lier stern, when she was backing eut, move

towards the course you were steering on? A. Yes."
And this is confirmed by the evidence of the customa

officer, Mr. Corner, the agent, Mr. Horsey, who were on deck,
and the chief engineer Leslie of the IlCaspian," ail of whomn
said that the "lMagedorna " had not stopped up to the time
of the collision, and that she was still going hackwards; two
of theni adding that the IlMagedorna " was meving te, cross
the bow of the IlCaspian." And it is proved that the captain
of the IlMagedorna " waved has hand te the IlCaspian " and
towards the lake.

This evidence, that the IlMagedorna " waa moving, lias
net been contradicted, but is confirmed by the evidence of the
captain of the IlMagedorna " and one cf lier crew, both of
whozn said they would nlot swear that the IlMagedorna " had
no sternway on her when the boats camne together; and the
force cf the blow on the "lCaspian," which made a breacli in
lier aide aft of the paddle wheel of about 3 or 4 feet and back
about 10 or 12 feet, confirma thia.

The atatement of defence further states:* IlThose in
charge cf the 'Caspian' diaregarded the provisions of the
Navigation uies adopted by order in council on 25th April,
1905, and amcnded on 18th MTay, 1906, and particulariy arts.
19-27, 28, and 29J." I3efore considering the6e Ilules, it xnay
be proper to cite here the view exprcaaed by the Supreme
Court of the Uniitedl States on the right cf a backing steamer
as agaiiîst a steainer on lier regular course in mid-river.

In giving judgînent in The Il Servia " (1892), 149 IJ. S.
at p. 156, the Court said: "The 'N',oordland' (the backing
steamer) was, at ne tîine before the collision, on a definite
course, as eonteniplated by the statute ani ues cf Naviga-
tien; and on tîme facts found she cannot elaim she liad the
right of way against the 'Servia.' The statutory and steer-
ing and sailing flules have littie application to a vessel back-
ing eut cf a slip before taking lier course;- but the case is one
of 'speciai circumatanees' under Rlule 24 (Canadian Ilules
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27 and 29), requiring each vessel to watch and bo guided by
the movements of the other." See further, as to Ilspfcial

circumstances," The IlPrince Leopold de Belgique," [1909]
P. 108.

This view of the mile as to "special circumstances" did

not appear to have been entertained by the captain of the

'Magedor-na,"' who contended before me that it was not his

duty to go aliead and get out of the way of the IlCasi,,)an,"

and so ho allowed his yacht to continue lier sterFn-way.ý on

backing towards the course the "lCaspian " was taking, at thie

speed proved, instead of making lier engine move lier ahead

and away from. that course, and so giving the IlCaspian "

the riglit of way which lis wave of the hand to lier see to

have indicated. And as to the duty to exercise reasonable

skili in sucli an emergency see The " Sunlight," [ 1904] P.

100; and as to the duty where there is a Ilchance of escape

from. a collision" and an Ilactual neuessity " for escape, it is

admitted that a captain is justified in taking the beniefit oif

the chance, aithougli it necessitates a departure f rom) the

mules: see The IlBenares," 9 P. D. 16. And in The IlRock-

away," 43 Fed. Iiepr. 688, the Court said in another baicking-

out case: IlThe collision in this case was caused by the fault

of the tug backing directly under the bows of the steamiiboat,
then approaching in plain siglit, without any signaý1 lhavýing

been given to the steamiboat to show an intenion onI thie part

of the tug to cross lier bow. 1 sec no fault on thie plart of the

steamboat. There was no tÎixe, after the îintention of the

tug to cross the bow of the steamboat w-as niifest, for the

steamboat to do more than she did." See also Thie -"Koeniig

Willem," [1907] P. 125.

Before the note to Rule N. and the Rules 274 and 29 were

adopted, Dr. Lushington in The IlJohn Budl, Not e., oif

Cases 387, said: "lAil rules are framed for thle beeit of

ships navigating the seas; and, no doubit, iru tneswill

arise in which it would ho perfect folly to atteinpýt to cairry*

into execution every mule, however wisely rmd It i, lit

the same tinie of the greatest possibe m pota to ahr

as closely as possible te estab)ished( ruk'us, amid nee t llow a

deviation from them, unless thie limtnesww re

alleged to have rendered sucli a devýiintion ecssr are ilnst

distinctly proved and ostjablijshed,; othierwise ve.\I o1ld

always ho in doubt, and doing wrong.
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And in considering any Cespecial circumstances " warrant-
ing a departure from the miles, it must bie remembered that
these rules were not intended to prevent collisions, but to
prevent a situation su fixcd as to invite "the risk "'or Ilthe
probability of the risk " of a collision.

Since IDr. Lushington's judigment amendînents have been
made, and sonre new rules, have\ been added, so as to provide
for special emergencies which suiddenly arise, and which had
not been otherwise provided for. Thus in the note to mule 21,if the risk of collision is su close that it cannot be avoided by
the action of the giving-way vessel alone, the other vesselCeshall take suehl action as will best aid to avert the collision."
ulIe 27 prov-!ies tiaýt "'in obeying and construing these mules,

due rega rd shah be iu ad to ail dangers of navigation and col-
lision,ý aint to any spfeial circ-umstances- which may reuder a
departure- f rom the above rules niecessar-y ini order to avoid
iiniimediate danger." And mule 29 is miore fair-reaching by
providing that "nothing in these rules shall exonerate any

eslor the owner or master or- crew thereof, from the conse-
quencs . .of the ngetof any precaution which

jnay be( required by thle ordhinary practice of seamen, or by
the special circunîstanices of thie case." And this ride is in

lîamov ifh the observations of the Court in TVhe "<Santi-
go dit Cubila," 10 Blaeh. at p. 455: "The intereste, of human
]if(,, andl flie p)rotection of prol)erty, dpmniid that in cireum-

tacsof peril the dictates of the hiliget prudence, and
epe allval just anid pereiptory rides of precaution, shalh be

In this caeT find that wheîi the possibility of a misk of
collision Ivas nu rinent, tlc a.îea was on bier regular
course, stî ing flitc rate of 10 miles an hour; that she
proimptly stie1d lir co(urse to prevent the swing of lier
stern eauiri l o stike the "IMagedurna ;" tbat affer the

"Magdora's eninehiad beeîî given two kicks tu give lier
stern-i wa, soasfi cauise bier- to baek ouf froiu flic dock, if
was not ireversed, su) as fo give lier lîeaul-wa 'v, and ouf of ftue
course ntrc tiîg lat on wliich flie II Caqpîan ", Was stean
ing, ut flio rate îîîentionied ; and fliat slie negleeted, in the
special eîrcuuîostanccs of flie peril thien iriniiînent, tu' observe
the dictates of the higliest prudence, and especially thle just
aid peremptory nules of precaufion wlîich the rules quuted
cnfurce: and fliaf i %vas lier éhutv fu cause lier engine fo inove
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lier ahcad so as to keep hier out of the course thc " aspian"ý
was taking, as would clearly have best averted tlic collision.

The dofence contends that the damages claimed hy the
"Caspian " cannot include the loss of profits that migrht have

been mnade had the " Caspian " been able to continue lier
voyage on the Saturday aftcrnoon of the eollision. lThe

proposcd voyage was frem ingî)ston to Charlotte, and then
ioehester, then Cobourg and Port Hope; and return-i to

Charlotte, and thon to Kingston. The Sunday contliiationi
of the voyage is objected to by the defendant as bngan
excursion, but ithis objection is not sustainedl by thie L.ord's.
Day Act, for it allows "the continuance to their deýstina;t ion
of trains and vessels on transit wlben the Lord's day bgins
and work incidentai thereto."

And as te estimated profits lost by thc eancollatîin of
the proposed voyage then just begun, 1 think, they are al-
lowable under bhe case of The "Argcntino, 13 P. 1). 6U
and 191, and on appeal, 14 App. Cas. 574, as tho prýofits the
"Ca spian" might ordinarily and fairly bo oxpocteil to oarn
on ber~ advertised voyage, and which, but for the( collision,
might have been realised by bhe plaintifrcmay

And in giving judginenb in the IIouse, of Lordls, Lord
ilersebeli said: "I think that damages hihflow dIirectly
and naturally, or in bhe ordi.nary colurse of bhingls, f romn fhe
wrongful act, cannot be regarded as boo renionte. Th'le loss
of bhe use of the vossel, ana of the earnigs which wul
ordinaîly ho derived f rom its use during the t inte it is undIer
repair, and blierefore not availablo for tr-ading puIrp0Se'S, is
certainly damage which directly and naturallv flowS froi a
collision .. , . And if, at the timie or the -olisIion, thie
damaged vessel had obtainod an enigagemeniwit for ani ordlinary
maritime adventure, the boss of the fair and Inr earni-
ings of such a vessel on sucb an advetuo ppar fio mie ta
be the direct and natural consequence- cf thoe collýisin

I thereforo assoss tho damages to whiehi the pýlinitifYs are
entitled against the dofendant at $460.76; costs- (o follow
the event.

The dlaim, of the defendtvnt for damagesý against the
"Caspîan" is dismissed.
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Appeal Bank of Nova Scotia V.
Booth, 294.

il, Appeal to Court of Appeal - Stay of
Execution - Removal - R~ule 827
(2) - Absence of Special Circumn-
stances: Pringle v. Hutson, 617.

See Broker, 2-Company, 4-Contract,
2 - Pleading, 1 - Principal and
Agent, 4.

AFFEAL TO DIVISIONAL COURT.

Leave to Appeal from Order of Judge

in- Decisions - Good esnt
Doubt Correetness of!re-Scrt

n Order
al Oron
Norther



APPJA RANCE-B&NKRIJFTCY AND IN~SOLVENCY.

piyo 0Days' - Jurisdiction of
Cou~rtfof

6 Appeal-Amount Involved

not Exceeding $1,000 - Absence of,
Special Circumstances - Refusai of
Leave: Irving v. Grimsby Park Co.,
516; 18 O. L. R. 114.

4. Leave to Appeal from Judgmaent of
Court of Appeal-Donbt as to Juris-
diction without Leave - Appeal
Launched and on List for Hearing
-Order ex Cautela-Refusal Of-
Remedy by Application under ]Rule
1 of the Suprme Court: Lamont v.
Wenger, 1084.

See Appeal to Court of Appeal, 2.

APPEARANCE.

Seeyrit of 1Summons, 2.

APPRAISEMENT.

See Insurance, 5.

APPROPRIATION 0F PAYMENTS.

See M,\ortgnge, 4.

ARBITRATION A)ND AWARZD.

Sec Contract, 9-Fepnces - Mines and
Mlinerais, :ý_-MuDicipal Corporations.
5-Railway, 7-Sale of Goods, 7-
Street Rtail'.ays,, 4-Trespae 2.

ARCHITECT.

Sep Principal and Agent, 4 -. Public
Schloo.ls.

ASSESSMENT A1ND TAXES.

1. Assessment Act, sec. 10 (1) <e)-~ ~ - Cuestion of

ATTACIIMENT 0r, DEBTS.

See Company, 4.

ATTORNEY-GENERAL.

See Constitutional Law, 2 - Criminal
Law, 9--Pleading, 4.

AUDIT.

See Municipal Corporations, 4.

AUTOMOBILE.

See Motoring.

BAILMENT.

See Principal and Agent, 1.

BALLOTS.

See Municipal Corporations, 9.

BANR'ýRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY.

1. Aýssigniment for Benlefit of Creditors-
Preferential Claimn on Insolvent
Estaie for Rent and Taxes-1R. S.
O. 1897 ch. 170, sec. 34 (1) -Pro-
visions of Lease - Application to
Sub-tenant or Agent of Lessee in
Possession of Prenises under Oral
Agreement-Yearly or Monthly Su>-
tcn ancy-Assignee's Possession after
Assignment - Liability for Taxe; -
Extra-provinicial Corporation - Sta-
tu1s to Maintain Action: Semi-Ready
LUmited v. Tew, 476.

2. Assignment for Beneflt of Creditors -
Right of Creditor of Partnership to
Rank on Estate of Partner with In-
dlividual Creditors-R. S. O. 1897 e.
147, sec. 7: Gordon v. Matthews,
6411.

3. Chattel 'Mortgage Given by Insolvenit
- Fraudfulent Sciieme to Defraud
Creditors-Evidence - Findings of
Fact-Interpleader Issue Found ln
Favour of Exectition Creditors:
'Union Bank of Canada v. Seliecter,
931, 604.



7 IBANKS AND BANKING-CAItRIERS.

6. Sale and Transfer of Business and
Stock of Goods by Insolvent Bus-
band to Wife-Knowledge by Wif e
of Insolvency and Intent to Prefer
Creditors-Reality of Transaction-
Bona Fide Advance of Money -
Payment of Wl! e's Claim as Credi-
tor of Hlusband out of Proceeds of
Sale-Assignment of Husband for
Beniefit of Greditorfs-Assîgnee At-
tacking Transfer of Business and
Payxnent to Wife-lFallure of Attack
on Transfer-Payment of Wife's Un-
secured (Jlaim Forming Part of Con-
sideration for Purchase of Business
-Colourable Payment -Repayment
for Benefit of Creditors - Costa:
Langley v. Beardsley, 349; 18 0. L.
R. 67.

See Costs, 5-Husband and Wif e, 4-
Parties, 1-Practice, 2.

BANKS AND BANKING.

Subscription for Shares in Bank---Condi-
tion as to Opening Brancb in Vil-
lagçe-Fufilment - Failure to 'Main-
tain-Oral Promise of Agent-Agree-
ment as to Payment for Shares -
Bank Act, secs. 3î, 3S - Fowers
of Directors - Times o! Payment:
Farmers Bank v. Blow, 1041.

See Cheque - Ilusband and Wife, 6-
Insurance, 4-Partnership, 1-Pro-
missory NJotes, 1, 3-Timber, 1

BARRATRY.

BAWDY BOUSE.

inal Law, 5.

ETY.

Notes.

Commis-

BOOK DEBTS.

See Wi1l, 4.

BOUNDMUIES.

See Fences-Limitation of Actions, 8--
Trespass, 2-Way, 2.

BRIDGE.

See Railway, 9.

BRITISH NORTHI AMERIOA, ACT.

See Constitutional Law.

BROKER.

1. Purchase of Shares for Customer-
Coutract-Repudiat ion - Tender-
Evidence - Letter Written' "with-
out Prejudice "-Delivery of Shares
- Sufficient Number Kept on Hand
- Principal and Agent - Damages
- Indemnity: Ussber v. Simpson,
285.

2. Purchase of Shaýes for Customer -
Margin-Stop Order-Deficiency -
LialbilitY - Evidence - Filndings o!
Trial Judgeý-Atllrnance b y Dvi-
sional Court - Appeal to Court of
Appeal: Heintz v. Collier, 824.

See Sale of Goods, 7.

BUILDING.

See Infant, 3-Principal and Agent, 4
-Public Schlools -Trespass. 3 -
Vendor and Purchaser, lu-Way, 2.

BUILDING <JONTRACT.

See Contract, 3, 4, Il.

BUSINESS ASSESSMENT.

See Assessment and Taxes, 2.

BY-LAWS.

See Copn-ih-y ,6 7-Li-
ouor License Act, 1, 2-Municipal
Crporations.

CALLS.

See Company.

CANCELLATION OF CONTRACT.

See Vendor and Purchaser.

CARRIERS.



9 CAUTION-

-AlteratiQa Of Oral Contract-
Negligece - Inevitable Accident-
Damges flot IAmited to, Amount

peitied in Notice. Lamont v.
Canadian Transfer Co., 1181.

Ses Contract, 5 - Interpleader, 1 -

Railway, 4, 5, 6-Timaber, 2ý-Wrît
of Summons, 1.

CAUTION.

See Devolution of Estates Act.

CEMETERY.

6 Edw. VII. ch. 33 (0.) -Constructionl
of secs. 1, 7-Trustees -Election

- ight of Possession*- Deed-
Application of Statute to Unsold
Lots-Sinking Fund - Account -

Notice-Refrflce - Costs-MuflI-
cipsi Corporation - Payinent into
Court: Serson v. Wîllson, 180.

CERTIORARI.

See Coroner-Police Magistrate.

CHARGE ON LAND.

Ses Vendor and Purchaser, 5-Will, 3.

CH[ARTERPARTY.

Ses Damages, 1.

CHATTEL MIORTGAGE.

Sec Bankruptey andiInsolveney, 3, 4

-Comnpany, 2.

CHEQUE.

Côaversion of - Fraud - Forgery -

Findings of Trial Judge on Con-
lictlng Evidences-AiPa - Joint
Tort-fsors -Banks: Meyers v.
Crown Banik of Canada, 533.

Ses Company, 10, 12-PartnershiP. 1.

CHOSE IN~ ACTION, ASSIGNMIENT
OF.

See Guaranty.

CHUHCH.

Sec Wii, 5.

GLASS ACTION.

*COMPANY.

COLLISION.

See Ship.

COLLUSION.

See Marriage.

COMM ISSI[ON.

Ses Master and Servant, 1-Principal
and Agent, 2-Writ of Summnons, 2.

COMMITTA L.

Ses Division Courts.

COMMITTEE.

Ses Lunatic.

COMPANY.

1. Employment of Workman -Liability'
for Wages - Absence of Contract
- Hiring by Acting Manager -

Knowledge of Majority of Directors
- Evidence: Milne v. Ontario Mar-
ble Quarries Limited, 113,7.

2. Mortgage of Real and Personal Pro-
perty - Future-acquired Property-
Bookc Debts, whether Included -
Power of Trading Company to Mort-
gage-ower of Mortgage Company
to Accept Mortgage--Winding-up of
Trading Company-Book Debts Col-
ledted by Liquidator - Claim of As-
signee of Mortgage to Moneys C3ol-
lected - Assignmnent of Future
Choses in Action-Vesting of Bene-
ficial Ownership-Absence of No-
tice of Assignment - Effect of Ul-
tra Vires MNortgage-lemcuted Con-
tract at most only Voidlable-Equit-
able Rtelief-Ter(rms - Redemption:
Ro Perth Flax and Cordage Co.,
1140.

3. Prospectus-Penalty for Ising Pros-
pectus Varying from that Filed with
Provincial Seeretary-()ntario Com-
panies Act, secs. 95, ',8, 99, 100-
,Neaning of " Prospectus "-Adver-
tisemnent - Director - Agent -

Conviction - Appe(,al-Stated Case:
He Garvin, Re Cobalt Monarch
Mines Limitsd, 575; He Rex V.
Garvin, 18 O. L. R. 49.

*4. Rival Boards o! Directors-Judgment
for Payment of Money to Comxpany
- Attempted Satisfa.ction - Pay-
ment into Bank to Gredit of Com-~
pany - Attachment of Money as
Debt Due to Company-Issue as tc
Satisfaction of Judgment-A>polnt.
ment of Hecelver-Appeal -Wavei
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Il COMPENSA'I'I0N-CONDJTIIONÂL APPiEARAN CE.

of Right by Adoption of Order Ap-
pealed againast: Boyle v. RoUis-
child, 800.

5. Shares - Powers of Directors - BY-
laws-Directors Allotting Shares to
themselves in Payment for Services
- No Confirmation by Shareholders
- Control of Compan y-Proxies -

lllegal Schemefý-InjunctiOfl: Thorpe
v. Tisdale, 1044.

6. Shares - Subscription - Allotinent
- Directors - Delegation to Pregi-
dent - umber of Directors - By-
laws - Ivalidity of Allotment -

Withdrawal by Subscriber before
Subsequent Valid Allotinent - Ac-
tion for CalIs-Unfoinded Charges
of Mlsrepresentuitions-Cost5, Twin
City Oil Co. Y. Christie, 756.

- Subs(
nent -

1-Necessiyfo

-Contributory
NlMills Limite
17 O. L. 1

ýry-Acc
1or Ben
Lued as
n asS

1-2. Winding-up - Director - Misfeas-
ance - Dominion Winding-up Act,
sec. 123 - Arrangement wlth Snb-
scriber for Shares to Stop Payment
of Chleque given for Shares-Money
Loos to Company - Liability of
Dîrector for: Re Lake Ontario Navi-
gationi Co., Hutchlnson's Case, 1037.

13. Winding-up - Directors - Misfeas-
ance-Allotment of Shares as Fully
Paid up s ecessity for Proof of
Damage to Company- Conitributory
- Value of Shares: Re Manes Tail-
oring Co., Crawford's Case, 829.

14. Winding-up - ManufactUring Coin-
pany - Plant and Chattels -Claim
by Mýortgagee-Or«der upon Liquida-
tors for Delivery: 'Shortreed v.
Raven Lake Portland Cernent Co>.,
720.

t-

15. WVinding-U MoneYs Paid out
Creditor by Comipany after Sern

dl of Notice of Motion for Windi
up Order -Action by Liquidu
to Recover -Dominion Winding
Act - Trust Moneys - Breacb

)f Trust - Managing Lirector -

[y storation - Fraud on Creditc
ýY Trusts and Guarantee CO. v. Mu]
1: 531).

0. 16. Winding-up - Reference to Mw1
- Jurisdiction of Master-Do1n

l1- ion Winding-up A-ct, sec. 110-PO?
- to Inouire into Liabililt of Ho



CON DITIONAL PROMISE-CON TRACT.

GONDITIONAL PROMISE.

See Guaranty.

CONDITIONAL SALE.
Sue Sale of Goods.

CONFESSION.
Sec Criminhl Law, 4, 8.

CONSOLIDATION 0F ACTIONS.
Cross--acti'ons - Stay of one - Le&ave

to Couinterclalm in the other-Termas
- Stay of Execution - Costs - Cas-
wull v. Lyons, Lyons vý. Caswell,
258.

See Parties, 4.

CONSPIRAC'Y.
Seu Criminal Law, 2-Discovery, 4.

CONSTITU7TIONAL LAW.
1. Ontario Act 9 Edw. VII. ch. 19, sec~. S

-Stay of Actions Attacking Valid-
ity of Contracts between Municipal
Corporations and Blydro-Electric
Power Commission - Intra Vires-
British North Amurica Act, sec. 92
- Property and Civil Rights in the
Province - Magna Carta - Action
Brought beforu Statute, Coming on
for Trial - Disposition of-Declara-
tion of Sts.y - Retention, but no
Proceedings to be Taken-No Judg-
ment to bu Entered-No Costs -
Power of Leglelature to Vary Con-
tract of Municipal Corporation:
Smith v. City of London, 1148.

2. Provincial Legis;lature,--Prop)erty and
Civil Rizhtq - Minine Lands -

for Six Years only before Death:
Johinson v. Brown, 1212.

2. Breach,- Supply of Gas-Value -
Damages -Measure of - Liability
of Several Defendants'- "Reserva-
tion" - Plant - "Exception" -
Judgment -Construction of Con-
tract - Evidence as to Damages-
Measurement of Gas--Computation
- Reference - Report - Appeal:
Carroll v. Erie County Natural Oas
and Fuel Co., 795.

3. Building Contract - Condition Pre-
cedent - Performance of Work in
"Good and Workmanlike Manner "

- Faulty Workmanship, - Accept-
suce .- Taking and Retaining Pos-
session - Quantum Valebat -
Waiver: Cole v. Smith, 774.

4. Building Contract-Sub-contract for
Plasterine Building&-" Rendering "
- Contract Price Retention of
Percentage - Premiature Action -
Extras -Set-off - Damages -
Costs: Duborgel v. Whithamn, 934.

5. Carniage of Grain - Rate of Payment
'for Ca rnage - " Bushel " - Diff er-
ent Standards of Measurement -
Place where Contract Made-Place
of Completion - Buis of Lading -
Evidenlee of Usage or Custoin-Ship
- Powers of Master as Agent of
Owners - Action to D.ecover Over-
paymenit Made Voluntarily: Melady
v. Jenltins, 439.



CONTRACT 0F UîIRING-CONVICTION.

8. Interest in Mining Property-~Assign-
ment of Release of Interest by As-
signor - Settlement - Evidence-
Trust: Jewell -V. Jacobs, 297.

9. Mýunicipal Corporation - SuPPIY Of
E lectric Light for Streets - Con-
struction of Contract - 'Discoy-
eries or Advances in the EWetric
Art- .- Reduction lu Price-Arbi-
tration and Awýard-SOPe O! Sub-
mission - Powecrs of ArbitratOr -

Refund of M,%oney Paid - Delay -

Profits - Reference back - Coats:
ne City of lamilton and Hamiltonl
Cataraet Power Co., 121.

10. Peeling, Piiing, and Delivery o!
Bark - Failure of Plaintiff to Do

Work-Dainaes for Breach of Con
tract--Remedy Provided bY Contract
-Rght o! Defendants to Do Work
- Exercise o! Right - No Rigbt to
Djamag*is - Construction Of Coni-
tract - Implication fromn Deletion
o! Clause - Trespass - Damnages
- Principle of Assessmeiit -CroWn
Dues Paid by Defendants-Disallow-
ance: Boyd v. Shaw-Cassils Co., 991.

-11, Pntting Elevator lu Building-Time
for Completion - Delav - Exten-

sion of Time - Novation - Accord
and Satisfaction-Damages for -Non-
performance of Contract-ýleasure
of: Porter v. Parkin Elevator Co.,

Crime -
v, McIFee,

>f MlýJning Sliares
cPerformance-

ire of-DelaY in
asonable Time:
ik, 913.

and De-llvePrY Of
Vidence to Estab-
mite o! Frauds -
ony-Fndilgs o!
v. Warren, 665.

,-- erpeent

Municipal Corporation - Change Of
Sit(e--Engineer - Disputes - Cer-
tificate - Evidence - Delay -

DefectiVe Work-N'otCe, - Waiver
_ Dismissal of ContractOr-D.1fl

ages: Winger v. Village Of Streets-
ville, 635.

See Broker - Carriers - Comipany, 1,
2-Constitutional Law, 1 - Contri-
bution, 2-Damages, 1, 3, 5--Fraud
Und Miisrepresefltation, 1-Husband
and Wife' 1, 4--Jury Nýotice, 2-
Landlord and Tenant-Master. and
Servant, 1, 7 -liortgag--Mulicipal
Corporations, 11, 12-pleatling, 4-
principal and Agent - Pronissory
Notes _. publie Schools-R~ailway,
4, 5, (3 io, 12-Sale of Goods-
Street Ïtai1ways, 4, 5-Timber, 2-

Vendor and Purchaser-Venue, 3-
Writ of summnons, 1, 2.

CONTRACT QIF HIRING.

See Mýaster and Servant.

CONTRIBUTION.

1Co-suretie5 - Equitable Principle -

Proportion of Contribution: Ostranr
der v. Jarvis, 375; 18 0. L. RL 17

2. joint Tort-feasoirs-2
Negligence - Contr
By-law - Electric
nlty: Sutton v. T
126; 17 O. L. R. N~

CONTRIBI

See CompanY.

CONTRIBUTOUY I'

Negligence,4-E
- Ikreet Zla'

t, 1, 3.

PETI-

1, 2.

rliamntary



CORONER-COTNTY COUirTs.

CORLONER.

Powers of-Subpoena to Testify at Iu-
quest Served on Witness out of Cor-
oner's Territorial Jurisdiction -Dis-
obedience - Issue of Warrant to
Arrest - Ministerial Act - Cer-
tiorari-Motion to Quash Warrant
- Prohibition - Witness already
Examined - Re-examination Limi-
ted to New Matters: Re Anderson
and Kinrade, 1082.

COSTS.

1. Motion for Summary Judgment-Re-
fusai by Master, with Oste to De-
fendant in the Cause, unless other-'
wise Ordered b y Trial Judge-Re-
fusai of Triai Judge to Deal with
Question - Application to Master,
after Judgment for Plaintiffs at
Triai, to Allow Plaintiffs Costs of
Motion: Pringle v. Hlutson, 484.

2. Motion to Quash Conviction under
Plrovincial Act and to Discharge
Prisoner - Dismissal of Motion -
Power of Court to Award Costs to
Crown - Costs of Motion to Vary
Minutes of Order Dismissing Ori-
ginal Motion: Rex v. Leach, Rex v.
Fogarty, 86; 17 O. L. R. 667.

3. Scale of Costs-Increased Jurisdiction
of Counity Court-Amount Involved

-Ascertainment " as Being Due"
-County Courts Act, R. S. O.

1897 ch. 55, sec. 23 (2) -4 Edw.
VIL. ch. 10, sec. 10: Amyot v. Sugar-
man, 429, 924.

8. Security for Costs - Plaintiff out of
the Jurisdiction -Proecipe Order-
Setting aside - Property in Juris-
diction -Money Paid into Court
by Defendants for Plaintiff-Refusai
to Accept in Satisfaction of Claim.
-Other Moneys in Hands of De-

fendants: Postlethwaite v. Vermil-
yea, 1146.

9. Security for Costs-Piaintiff out of
Jurisdiction - Property in Juris
diction-Sum of Money Claimed in
Action-Defence on Merits - Prac-
tice: Evans v. Dominion Bank, 1031.

10. Security for Costs--Plaintiffs out of
the Jurisdiction-Payment 'of Money
into Court by Defendants-Admis-
sion of Liability - Con. Ruies 419,
420--Reduction of Amount of Secur-
ity: Miclinelsen v. Miller, 422.

See Account - Bankruptcy and Insol-
vency, 5, 6-Cemetery - Company,
6--Consolidation of Actions - Con-
stitutional Law, 1-Contract, 4, 7,
9--Criminai Law, 9-Damages, 8-
Death - Discovery, 6--Dower -
Executors and Administrators -
Fences - Fraud and Misrepresenta-
ti1on, 2-Fraudulent Conveyance
Insurance, 4 - Interpleader, 1-
Jury Notice, 1 Landiord and Ten-
ant, 2-Master and Servant, 7, 9-
Mechanics' Liens, 2 - Mines and
Mfinerais, 3-Mortgage, 2, 4-Muni-
cipal Corporations, 6, il-Partuer-
ship, 3-Pleading, 3-Practice, 1, 3
- Plromissory Notes, 1 - Publie
Schools-Railway, 7, 8, 9-Release,
1-Solicitor-Trespass, 1, 2-Trial,
3-Vendor and P'urchaser, 2, 7, 8, 9
-Venue, 3-Wiil, 3, 8, 13.

CO-SURETIES.
See Contribution, 1 - Hlusband antd

Wvife, 3.

COUNCILLORS.
See Municipal Corporations, 6.

COUNTERCLAIM.
See Discovery, 5.

COUNTY COURT JUDOJD.
Sec Fences-Municipal Corporations, 4

-Municipal El~ections, 3-Tespass,
2.

COUNTY COURTS.
Jurlsdiction-Âinount In<volved - À.seer-

talament "~as being Due" - New
Trial-Transfer of Action te Hlgh
Court: Brownrldge v. Sharpe,.508.

See Costs, 3-Venue, 3.



COURT

COURT OF APPFG&L-
ai te Court of APPeal-APiPeal
premne Court of Canada.

COURTS.

aty Courts-Division Courtsý--
Ing, 2.

COVENANT.

of Trade--BreaCh-Evideneý
ýrested inuI Busjness-Flnding
it-Reversal of Master's Find-
Damages - Technical Breach-
?any-Control of Directorate-
,cation for Wjnding-up Order:
)ewey and O'Heir Co., Dewey
O'Heir Co. v. Dewey, 32.

lwav.. 10 - Vendor and Pur-

LAW-

t to Procue-Thn
e" Evidence-
.Ion-Crewn Case
,f Questions Sub-
(Joavictien1 Rex v.

OF ÂPPEÂL-CROPS.

-Conviction - Criminal Code, secs-
238, 239 - Omission of Allegation
that Acelised "did not Give a Sat-
1sf actory Afcclaratf imefl "-Code,

sec.7-, (f-Decaraionor Crea-
tion of off en ce-O Mlisio of ",Ha-
bitualIl before " Frequenter "--Code,
secs. 852, 1124, 1130: Rex v. La-
inothe, 154.

6.Murder-Verdict of " Guilty "-APPlI-
cation to Trial Judge, after Death
Sentence, for Reserved Case hargTe
to Jury-Recofl5ideration~ - Absence
of Pre3udice: Rex v. Swyryda, 46S.

7.Reserved Case-Applicti<>' by Pris-
ener to Trial Judge after Verdct-
Criminial Code, secs 1014, 101-Ap-
peal: Rex V. Labrie, 1145.

8. Selling Obscene Books and Pictures-
Conviction by NMaglstrate--Bummariy
Trial - Evidence of Sale Tsakiug
Place in Canada-A*dlmiiof of Ac-
cused-Absence of DenialkEvidence
of Confession - Reception -Police

Officers-TlIreats or Inducements-
Absence of Corroboration - Suffi-

et4 Judge's

t-$everal
ed te have
Ceunlty 0f



CitOSS-EXAMNTION-DEPUT.Y REEVE.

CROSS-EXAMINATION.

Ses Practice, 1.

GR0 WN.

Ses Costs, 2.

CR0WN CASE RESERVED.

Ses Crimînal Law, 1, 6, 7.

CROWN DUES.

See Contract, 10.

<3ROWN LA.NDS.

Ses Vendor and Purchaser, 3.

CROWN PATENT.

Ses Consûtutional Law, 2.

CUSTOM.

Sec Contract, 5--Sale of Goods, 7.

DAMAGES.

Moneys Paid to Put Machine in
,Working Order-Evidence-Findings
of Trial Judge-Appeal. Canadian
Fairbank<s Co. v. London Machine
Tool Co., 133.

See Broker, 1-Carriers-Contract, 2, 4,

covery, 4-Fre -Fraud and Misre-
presentation, 1, 2 - H-ighway, 4-
Landiord and Tenant, 1, 2-Mater
and Servant, 5,90-Mnes and Min-
erais, 3, 6--Muncipai Corporations,
3, lO-Negligence, 3ý-Pharmacist -
Railway 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 12, 15, 17-
Sale of 4Qods, 1, 7-ghip-T-frespass,
:1, 3-Trial, 3- Vendor and Pur-
chaser, 3--Way, 1.

DEATH.

Presuraption-Seven Vears' Absence-De-
claration under sec. 148 (3) of In-.
surance Act--Evdence--Affidavit -
Appeal-Costo: Re Marshall and An-
cdent Order of United Workmen,
306; 18 0. L. IR. 129.

Ses Damages, 2-Fatal Accidents Act
-Master and Servant-Ralway, 11,

DECEIT.

See Fraud and Misrepresentton-jury

DEDICÂTION.

Sec Highiway, 3- Mines and Miner-
aIs, 5.

DEFAMATION

See Libel - Pleading, 6--]
Slander.

DEFATJLT JUDGM'.

See Judgment, 1.

DEPARTMENTAL S

Ses Asesesment and Taxee



DELVISE-DOMINION RAILWAY ACT.

DEVISE.

IVOLUTION 0F ESTATES ACT.

istration of Caution after Expiry of
Tbree Years - Approval of Officiai
Guardian-Veted' Interest of Infant
in Land DevolvingCoOnstruction of
secs. 14, 15, 16ý-Revesting in Per-
sonal Representative-Sale wlth Ap-
proval Of Guardiani: 'Re Bowerman
and Hunter, 891; 18 O. L. R. 122.

DIIREÇJTORS.

e Banks and Banking - Company -

Parties, 3 - Pharmaciot - Sale of
Goods, 6.

DISCOVERY.

Bxamination of Agent of Party-Rule
903-Ex Parte Order-Necessity for
Notice: Smith v. Clergue, 761.

IExamination of Defendant-Action for
Siander and Penalty under Dominion
Statute-Questions Put to Defendant,
-eevançy-Pleading: Clements v.'

iefendants-One De-
irisdiction-Examin-
isslon-Another De-
er of House of Com-
tion durlng Session
)f Member: Lindsay

Officer of Plaintiff
re.ncy of Question-
mages- settement
endants - Amounit
Stinson & Co. Lim-

8. Production of Documents-ActiOfl On
Life Insurance Policles-ApplicatiOn
of Law of Quebec-Agreements beî-
tween Insurance Company and Agent
and Agent and Sub-agent-Material-
lty-Relevancy-Authoritýy of Agents
--Order for Better Affidavit on Pro-
duction : Gray v. Crown Life Insur-
ance CJo., 644.

9. Production of Documents - Examina.-
tion of Parties-Order and Appoint-
ment issued after Trial Begun -

Mechanica' Lien Action-Motion to
Set aside Order and Appolntmet-
Forum -Officiai Referee Seised of
Trial: Wade v. Tellier, 1132.

See Particulars-Tril, 2.

DISMISSAL 0r ACTION.

Sft Fatal Accidents Act - Municipal
Corporations, 2-Pleading, 4-Street
Railways. 1.

DISTRESS.

See Landiord and Tenant, 2.

DISTRIB~UT10N 0F ESTATE8.

See Will.

DIVISION COURTS.

1 Judgment Debtor - Examii
Committai for Fraud-InP,
-Habeas Corpus-Warrantl
rnitment--Findlng of Fral
ciency-Warraflt not Defe
its faceý-Habeas Corpsf

2. Order for COMe ttlO
Debtor-PowerofJdet

of Partles-Undertaking
,-Breach - Letters--In-

- Counterclaim-SeP-
inations o! Same Parties
id Counterclaijn-Motion
)t on Counterclaim in De-
efence: Stow v. Curtis,



»)OWEUl-gPINDYTURKS.

DOWER.

Limitation of Actions-R. S. O. 1897 Ch.
133, sec. 25--Absence of Claixuant
from Province-Sale of Land Free
froxu Dower-Order under Vendors
and Purchasers Act not to Prejudice
Claim for Dower-Costs: Re Poster
and Knapton, 176, 507.

See Husband and Wif e, 4-Insurance, 6
-Lis Pendens.

DRAINAGE.

Seo Municipal Corporations, 2, 3, 4-
R»allway, 17.

DRAINAGE REFEREE.

See Municipal Corporations, 2.

DURESS.

See Husband and Wif e, 3.

EAsEMENT-

Right of Way-Extingui5hmen3t by Tax
Sale-Liability of Basculent to As-
sessxueUt and Taxes-ýValidîty of As-
sesament flot Establlshed - OnuJ--
Statutes - " Privilege "-Judgment
Declaring Rîghit to Enjoymrent of
* Pasement: Essery v. Bell, 395; 18
O. L. R. 76.

See Rajlia, 10 - Vendor and Pur-
chaser, 1, 9-Wsi.

ELECTION.

Ses Insurance, 6ý--Local Master-Prin-
cipal and Agent, 5--Sale of ýGoods, 4
-olicitor, 4.

ELECTIONS.

ENGlNEER

See Contract, 16-MuniCipal Corpora-
tions, 4.

EQUITABLE EXECUTION.

See Receiver.

ESTOPPEL.

Sc Company, 8, 10 - Highway, 1-
Landiord and Tenant 3-Mater and
Servant, 1- Promissory Notes, 2-
Railway, 10.

EVIDENCE.

See Broker, 1, 2-Company, 1--Consti-
tutional Law, 2-Contract, 2, 5, 6,
8, 14, 15, 16-»Covenant-Criminal
Law-Death - Discovery - Fences
-Pire -Fraud and MUisrepresenta-
tion, 2-Highway 3--Insurance, 10,
13--Landord and Tenant, 2-Limi-
tation of Actions, 1, 2, 3--Lquor Li-
cense Act, 3, 6--Local Master--Mas-
ter and Servant, 3--Mines and Min-
erals, 1-Police Magistrate - Prac-
tice, 1-Railway, 14, 17-Trial, 2--
Vendor and Purchaser, 1, 2--Will,
13.,

EXAMINATION 0F JUDGMENT
DEBTOR.

See Division Courts, 1.

EXAMI1NATION 0F PARTIES.

See Discovery.

EXOHEQUER COURT.

See Trial, 4.

EXECUTION.

See Appeal to Court of Appeal, Il-
Consolidation of Actions.

EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRA-
TORS.

Compensation-Qualltuim of Allowance.-
Costs of Administration Settled by
Residuary Legatees-Costs of Pass-
lng Accounts-ltemns not Covered b
Tariff-Strict Taxation: Re Morri-
son, 767.

Ses Contract, 1-Lndlord and Tenant
4-Lmitation of Actions, ,1-Mastei
and Servant, il-Solicitor, 2-Ven
dor and Purchaser, 6.

EXPENDITURES.

Sep Luinatic-M.%ortgage, 3.



r EXl'LOSIViES-Y1kU.

EXPLOSIVES.

jee Municipal Corporations, 12-Negli-
gence, 2, 3-Particulars.

EXPROPRIATION.

ýee Municipal Corporations,5Ral
way, 7, 8.

EXTRA-PROVINCIAL CORPORA-
TION.

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 1.

FALSE IMPRISONMENT.

PRETENCES.

2.

1 CROSSING.

ACCIDENTS ACT.

cd ChiId-Construction of
î1ight of Action not Given
ry ismissal of Action -

73; :18 0. tfor243

2-Master and Servant,

DTJLENT CON VEYANCJE. 28

VIRE INSURANCE.

isee Insurance, 4, 5.

FORECLOSURE.

See Mortgage, 1, 2.

FOREIGN COMMISSION.

See Discovery, 3.

FORF'EITURE.

See Insurance, 9--Municipal Corpora-
tionis, 7.

FORGERY.

Sec Cheque-Principal and Agent, 1.

FORUM.

Sec Discovery-Municipal Corporations,
2-Practice, 2.

FRANCHISE.

See Street RaiIways, 4.

FRATERNAL SOCIETY.

Sec Insurance, 9.

FRAUD AND MISREPRESENTA-



29 FREQLTENTING H0UsE 0F ILL FAME-HUSBANI> AND WIFE.

FREQUENTING HOTJSE 0F ILL
FAME.

See Crimiaal Law, 5.

GAR.

See Contract, 2-Negligence, 2, 8--Par-
ticulars.

GUARANTY.

Conditional Promise to Pay Debt of An-
other -Formation of Partnership-
Condition flot F'ulfiled-Assignment
of Money Claim--Order for Payment
-Same Condition Applicable: Me-
Dirmnott v. Cook, 904.

See Husband and Wife, 3.

HABEAS CORPUS.

See Criminaî Law, 3, 8, 9 - Division
Courts, 1.

HIGH COURT 0F JUSTICE.

See Muanicipal Cjorporations, 2.

6. Obstruction-Injury to Traveller-De-
viation from Travelled Way-Nuis-
ance--Misfeasance - Responsibility
of Township Corporation - Toîl
Road - Removal of Tolls-County
By-law - Valdating Statute-Tol
Roads Act-Electrie Railway Tracks
Laid on Portion of Highway-Track
Raised above Level - Contributory
Negligence -Primary Responisibility
of Municipality for Fault of Electrie
Railway Company - Statutes: Pow
v. Township of West Oxford, 162.

7. Opening Up of Original Road Allow-
ance-Township By-law-Part of AI-
lowance Enclosed by Private Owners
-Substtuted Way-Deflected Road,
Inclading Lande of Private Owners
-Notice to Owners - Sufficiency-
Municipal Act, 3 Edw. Vil. ch. 19,
secs. 641, 642, 648-Compensation to
Private Owners - Omission to Pro-
vide for-Quashing By-law: Re Lis-
ter and 'Township of Clinton, 582;
18 O. L. R. 197.

See Motoring-Railway, 2, 10.

HOTCHPOT.

See Will, 1.

HUSBAND AND WIFE.



31 HYDRO-ELEOTRIC POWER COMMISONINSURANCE.

5. Mortgage Given by Wife to Secure
Debt of H-usbandI-Wlfe Acting on
Importuflity of H-usband and with-
out Independent AdIvie-In-terview
with Solicitor for Hlus'band - Evl-
dence Mortgage Void: Euclid Ave-
nue Trusts Co. v. Ho01s, 1050.-

6. Promissory Note Signed by Wlfe at
Request of Ilusband - Absence of
Fraud - Husband Acting as Agent
for Bank-NLOte, Given to Secure In-
debtedness of Husband to Bank-
Wife Acting witbout Independelit
Advice LiabilitY: La Banque Na-
tionale v. llsher, 896.

See BainkrupteY and Insolvency,6-
Damnages, 2-~Fraudulent ConiveYallCe
-Marriage - Pleading, 5-Principal
and Agent, 4.

HYDRO-ELFJGTRIC POWER COff-
MISSION.

See Cons;titutiolla1 Law, J1unicipal
Corporations, 1-Pleding, 4.

ILLEGAL CONSIDERATION.

Ses Oontract, 12.

ILLEGAL DISTRESS.

Ses Landlord and Tenant, 2.

IMpROVEMENTS.

ses Uîghway, 8--Landlord and Tenant,
3-LIunatiC-Tiimber, 2-Vendor and
Purchaser, 2, 3.

1'rNeTIrT-N:Mf 1REACH OF CONTRAOT.

Majority - Dischlarge - Order for
Payment out-Teirms--Officil Guar-
dian: Re Robertson, 208; ne Rtobert-
on1, 17 O. L. R. 568.

3. Mortgage of Landls - Sancti'On Of
Court - Replacing Buildings, De-
stroyed by Fire--Benefit of Infant-
Safeguards: Re -Moffatt, 1871l.

Ses DevoQlution of Estates Act-Fatal
Accidents Act-1-Husband and Wife,
:1-Insuranee, 14-1Marriage.

INJUNCTION.

sale of Land-Promissory Notes Given
for Purcbase Money - Claim by
plaintiff-Injunction to Restrain De-
fendants fromn Dealing with Notes Or
proceeds of Sale of Notes-paymen~t
into Court - Buls 1096--ScoPe Of:
McDonald v. Curran, 272.

See Company, 5ý-Damages, 3-Fences-
Mines and Mineras, 5--MuniciPal
Corporations, 6, S-RailwaY, 10--Be-
cever-Trespas 3--Way, 2.

INSOLVENCY.

See BankruPtcY and Insolvency.

INSURANCE.

1--Contributon - Negli-

)ENT ADVICE.

Wife, 3, 5, 6.

-YTMENT.



INTIERET.

4. Pire Insurance - Amount of Loos -
Evidence-Finding-Right of Action
of Assured-Loss Payable to Bank- '
Assignuient of Benefit te Bank-Ad-
dition of Bank as Defendants-Costs
-Insufflcency of Proofs of Claim-
Actions Brougbt Prematurely-Suc-
cessful Plaintiffs Ordered to Pay
Costs - Statutory Conditions-Bur-
den of Proof-Waiver: Natinal Sta-
tionery Co. v. Traders Pire Insur-

acCo., National Statiouery Co. v.
British America Assurance Go., 367.

5. Fire Insurance-Goods Destroyed and
Damaged by Pire - Appraisement-
Question as to Property Included in
Policy-Evidence-Coal Oul Kept on
Premises - Defence not Plended:
Kreutzinger v. Standard Mutual Pire
Insurance Co., 753.

6. i4fe Insurance - Benefit Certificate-
Allotment by Insured among Pre-
ferred Glass - Variation by Will-
Power to Provide that Allotment to
Widow be in Lieu of Dower--Elec-
tion-Reapportionxent: Re Lester
343, 772.

7. Life Insurance -Benefit Certificaté--
Desination of Insurance Moneys in
Faveur of "Legal Heirs' - Insur-
ance Act, R. S. O. 1897 eh. 203, sec.
2, sub-sec. 36-7 Edw. VII. ch. 36,
sec. 1-WiII: Re Hlamilton and Can-
adian Order of Poresters, 410; 18 O.
L. R. 121.

Value -Advances to Insured-Debt
Barred by Statute of Limitations-
No Answer te Claim on Security-
Payment of Debt-Evidence--Onus
-Right of Creditor to Insurance
Moneys as against Executrix of In-
sured: Re Commercial Travellers
Mutual Benefit Society and Tune,
932.

11. Life Insurance - Policy Payable to
Assured's ',Surviving Cbildren,
Share and Share alike "-Variation
by Will - Provision for Division
whenl Youngest Child Attains Major-
ity - Substituting Grandchildren in
event ofDeatb of Clilidren-Varia-
tien of Terme of Policy-Substitu-
tion of Absolute for Contingent In-
teret -Provisions of Statute in
Porce in 1895--Riglit of Children to
be Paid as each Attains M.ýajority:
Be Dlcks, 645.

12, Lif e Insurance - Policy Payable to
Legal Representatives or Assigns of
Insured-Designation of Beneficlar-
les by Will-Insurance Act, sec. 160
-Identification of Policy - Suffi-
clency - Revocation of Will by
Second Marriage - Effect of: Re
Watters, 385.

13. Life Insurance - Policy Payable to
Wife of Insured - Assignmnent of
Policy by lnsured to Creditor in
Trust for himself and another-
Consent of Wife by Letter to Asr
signee-Wife Domiciled in Provin~ce
of Quebec-Absolute Nullity of As-
signment - Quebec Law-Re-assign-
ment of Policy by Original Asslgnee
to Bank-Notice of Claim of Cestul
que Trust-Bona Pide Purchaser for
Value-E vidence: Crawford v. Can-
adian Bank of Commerce, 957.

14. Life Insuranece-Windlng-up of Insur-
nus. Comnanv-Distrihution of Dé-



INTEItPLEADER-LÂNDLORD AND TENÂNI'.

INTERPLEADER.

tion by Carriers-Rival Claini-
-Lien for Freight-Dispositioli
cds pending Trial of Issue--Re-

of Order for Sale--RetentiOn,
,ods by Carriers - Security-
:Re Canadian Pacific R. W.

[id Warren, 225.

[tion by Stakeholder - Dispute
Amount Due-Action Pending

nedy by Payment into Court of
Adnitted to be Due--Refusai of
cation: Re Independent Cash
ai Pire Insurance Co., 1383.

bruptcy and Insolvency, 3.

-LIQUORS.

et-Municipal Cor-
ce Magistrate.

PARTIES.

, 2-Negli-

JUDGMENT DEBTOR.

See Division Courts, 1, 2-Mechaies'
ienis, 2.

JURISDICTION.

See Appeal to Supreme Court of Canada,
2, 3, 4[-Compaiy, 16-Coroner -

Costs - County Courts - Criminal
Law, 2 - Fences - lighway, 2 -

Liquor License Act, 7-Master aud
Servant Act-Mlues and Minerais, 3
- Municipal Corporations, 2, 4 -

Parliamentary Elections, 2-Plead-
ing, 2 - Police Magistrate - Sale of
Goods, 7-Street Railways, 4, 5.

JURY.

See Damnages, 2, 4-Master and Servant,
4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10-Mýotorlfg-Neg
gence, 3, 4-Raiy 2 1,1, 3

-Trial.

JUTRY NOTICE.

1. Action for Deceit-Claim for Rescis-
sion of Terni of ContraCt-Abaldofl-
ment b y Plaintiff - Amendme2lt -

Plaintiff's Jury Notice Allowed to
Stand: MeCloy Y. HollidaY, 9~2.



LANE-LIQUOR LICENSE AOT.

Proof-Delay in Commencement of
Action-Refusai of Specific Perform-
ance - Discretion - Damages for
Breach of Agrement-Measure and
QuantumValue_ of Premises--Losa
of ProfIts-Compensation for Los of
Lease--Increase in Rtentai Value:
Jarvas v. Tormey, 432.

2. Distress when no Rent Due-Evidence
- Damages for Illegal Distress -
Nominal Damages-Cýosts: Gorm-
ally v. McFee, 590.

3. Encroachment by Tenant upon Unen-
closed Lands of Landlord AdJoining
Demised Premlises-CompeDsation for
Use and Occupation-Acquisition of
Titie by Possession-Statute of Limi-
tations - Possession Taken before
Lease but in Contemplation of Lease
-Repudiation-Estoppel - Renewal
Lease-Right of Tenant to have Pre-
mises in Dispute Included-Equit-
able Right-Improvements: CitY of
Toronto v. Ward, 312; 18 O. L. R.
214.

LANE.

LIBEL.

Pleading-Statement of Defence-Indict-
ment of another Person for the same
Defamatory Writing -Pleading in
Bar-" ýEmbarrassing" Pleading -
Rule 298 - Striking out: Mills v.
Spectator Printing Co., 68M.

Ses Costa, 4, 7-Release, 1.

LICENSE.

See Liquor Licenee Act - Mines and
Minerals--gunicipal Corporations, 7,
12-Trespase, 1.

LIEN.

See Highway, 3-Interpleader, :1-Me-
chanue' Liens--Raiway, 4-Tmber,
1, 2--Vendor and Purchaser, 2, 5.

LIFE INSURANCE.

See Insurance. 6-14.

LIMITATION OF ACTIONS.

1. Claime for Profeesional Services -
Cross-accounts-Items More than 6
Years Old-Effect of Later Items-
Statute of Fraude-Promise to Pay
f or Services Rendered to Third Fer-
sons-Claim against Executor-Cor-
roboration-Entries in Books-Evi-
dence: Halliwell v. Zwick, 1.

e- 2. Real Prope:
r- quisition

Ad verse 1
Land in
dence -
EBiuivalen



40
LIS PENDENS-LUNÂTIC.

Passing of Local Option By-iaw of
Township of which Village Formned
Part-MýIniCIPal Act, 19083 (sec. 55>-
Il By-iaws li Force "-Prohiibition Of
Local option By'-law not Actually
Operative - Existing By-law: Re
Denison and Wright, 1056.

2. By-law of City Gouncil Reducing Nur-
ber of Licenses-Plowers Of COunczl
-Section 20 of Act-Next Ensuina
Licensel Year-Future Years - COn.-
tinuance of By-law in, Force until
Altered or Repealed-Annexation Of
Town to City-By-law of Townm -
Repeal by Implication-Anlexntion
of Territory to City after Firat
Reading of B3Y-law--By4ftW not Re-
introduced-Procedure of Council -

Objection to By-law-Disc!retiofl as
to Quashing-RePeal of Former BY-
laws: Re Brewer and City oi To-
ronto, Re Robinson and City o! To-
ronto, 954.

& 11o-viction for Keeping Intoxicating
Liquor for S'ale without License
- Info>rmatîon - Ajiegutioli of
Previous C nvJcton - R. S.
O.* 1897 ch. 245, sec, 100 ()Ei
dence - Accused Questioned as to
Previous Conviction before being
Found Guilty on Subsequent Charge
-Question not Referring ExpresslY
to the Conviction Aileged in Informa-
tion : Rex v. Vanzyl, 4S5.

4. Conviction for Offence against sec. 112
-Aendmeiits by 7 Edw. VIIL eh.

46, sec. 5, and 8 Edw. VII. ch. 54,
scI. 6 --- Construction - iAabilitY
of 0Owý-er or Person having Control
of Unlicensed Premises for llegal
Tnif or Selling by Occupant:

7Selling Liquor in Prohibited Hours -
Convictions for Second Offences -
Information Charging First Off ences

-ý Acknowoledgmeflt of Guilt -PaY-

ment of Flines as for First Offences-
Informations Subsequently Amended
s0 as to Char ge Second Offenlces -
Convictios-Pe aties - Imprison-
Ment as for Second Offences-Miflfte
of Adjudication -Affidavits - Re-
covery of Penalties by Distresa -
Term of Imprisonmient - Motion to
Quash Convictious-Object ions flot
Affecting JurisdictiOfl of justice of
the Peace-2 Edw. VII. ch. 12, sec.
14 (O.) : Rex v. Renaud, 1090.

Magistrate.

LIS PENDENS.

Order Vacating Registry of-Vexatiousi
Proceedina - Action for Declaration
of Inchoate Rlght to Dower: King v.
King, 760.

LOCAL IMPROVEMENTS.

See Municipal Corporations, 8.

LOCAL

Report-Appeal - 1
Report - Disr
Court-Second
another Refere,
Evidence airea
Anderson 'v. Ri

See Company, 16J.

[uor to be
remises-
ant," not
-Lease of
inlng as

Rea -
iation or



41 MAGNA CAR'V-MASTER AND SERVANT. 42

MAGNA CARTA. dence-Fault of Servant: Bainard v.
Sëe onsttutonal1,gw 1.Michigan Central R. R. Co., 112.

5. Injury to Servant-Negligence--Find-
MANDAMUS. ingue of Jury-Workmen's Compen-

sation Act - Damages: Bagnall v.
See Divisional Courts, 2 - Mines and Durham Rubber Co., 164.

Minerais, 1- Municipal Corpora-
tions, 1. 6. Injury to Servaut-Negligence of Mas-

ter - .isobedience of Orders-Dau-
MARITIME LAW. gerous Machine--Trial--indinge of

Jury-Questions left Unanswered-
See Sîp. ffect of-Proper Judgment to be
See hip.Entered: D'Aoust v. Bissett, 1115.

MARRIAGE. 7. Injury to Serva-at-Negligence of Mas-

Action for Declaration of invalidity - ter - Unprecedented Occurrence -

one Party under 18--Absence of Duty to G.uard against - Question
parents' Cosn-.S0. 1897 ch. for Jury - Evidence - Findings--
162, ý,ecs. 15, 31 (1)-ufilment of Contract of Service-Obligatory Con-
Requirements - Collusion-Motiop1 tract-Condition of 1-iring-Valid>ty
f or judgment in Default of Appeat- of Contract-Payments Matie to In-
ance-R-efusal - Rules 586, 593 - -jured Servant - Acceptance with

Tril n OalEviene~DsCetion Knowledge-R. S. O. 1897 eh. 160,
TrianonOra Ev. ]?arnon, 586 sec. lý-ýConsideratlon-AtieqUacY-

-Appeai:MnisV Fno,56 Improvidence-Just and Reasonable
711 ; 18 O. L. R. 1- 4 Contract-Relea8e--Bar to Action-

£See Damages, 4-IUusband and Wîfe -Coets- Fisher v. International Hlar..
Insurance, 12. vester Co. of Canada, 381.

« MARIAGECONTRCT. S. Injury to Servant-Negligence of Rail-
MARRAGE ONTRCT.way Company-Explosion-Defeçt ive

Condition of Boiler-Necessity for
See Ilusband a.nd Wife, 4. Inspection-Pallure of Company to

Dischar7ge Duty of Master-Liability
MARRIAGE GIFTS. at Common Law-Evidence: Watitil

See iusandand ife 1.v. E>ere Marquette R. R. Go., 817.

9. injury to Servant and Consequent
MASTER AND SERVANT. Deatix - Negligence - Findings of

Jury-F'ault of Foreman of Works-

1i. Contract of HlirilngConstruction -Workmen's Compenetion Act -De-
Pyinof Commission - Weekly fective System-Common Law Lia-

"Cash td,,L.-Iibilit Of Sel- bility-Railway - Damages-Reiuc.

vant to Account for, where Commis- tion-Apportioninent -Costs: Lap-
sions Less than Weekly Sumn-Mis- page v. Çanadian Pacifie R. W. Co.,
take-Parties uot ad Idem-Li.ability 118.
of Sureties - %Mlsrepresenitat'OD -
Assent of Master's Agent-EtOPPel 10. Injury te Servant anti Consequent
-Relief of Sureties: William"s Death-Railway - F)nigine-driver -
Manufacturing CO. v. Michenier, 46. Collision of Train wlth Yard-engin.

-Disobeiience of Rules-Negleet of
-2 Injury te Servant - Dangerous Ma- Duyb Yardorma-lýbiit un-

chinery-WarU1ngFau1t Of Servant d1er Workmen's Compemuation Act-
Nonsuit: Mammelito v. Page-Hersey Liability at Comxmon Law-Defetive

Co., 109. Sy,;tem-Gross Negligenceý-Fi-ndings
Co~ 1QLof Jury - Selection ef Coxapetent

.3. Injury to Servaat-NegigQce-Daln Persons teý Superintend Work-Sup-
grus W ok - Defective SY6tem- ply of Atiequate Rccsources andi Ma-.

Koldeof Danger - Voluntary terials-Dismiesal of CjaIm at Coin-
ExureDscoverY of Fresh Evi- mon Law: Fralick v. Grand Trank
denceCorroboratL.Ve Evidence Re- R. W. Co., 462
fusal to Order New Trial: Dagg v.

'MeLaughllin, 150. 11. Injury to 'Servant andi Consequent
Dah- Workmen's Compensation

-4 InjurY to Sevn-elgneDn -N>tce Preseribeti by sec. 9-

of JurY - Evi- Give - Admninistrator Sulng untier



MASTIIR AND SERVANT AOT-XfrNES AND) MINERAI,8. 44
kee dents Act-Letters of Ad- MINES AND) MINERALS,ItiOfl - 1Igiorance of Law-Lble Promptitude. Actîonable 1. AbandOniment Of Application~ for CIaimlce-Workmnan Run over by -Effect of Subsequemt ApplicationiUaîilway Yard-Findings of for Sgame Claîm-Valîdity-Dis<»,4Icensee - Statutory Duty- ery-Work on Ground -o aking -'eSystem: Giovm'azzo V. Riecording--Minling Act-Powers ofmn Pacifie R W. CO., 21> Comsioner-PartiesTrusteeshp

-NO Findings on Evidence-Manda.
mus-,Appeiji fromn Decisio-a of Mvia-_aY, 1-Negligence, 3, 4 - 1119 (ommissioner-Referenee back:12-15.Re Wright and Colemnan Develop-
ment (Jo., 900.AN]) SERVANT ÂOLý

2. Applications Recorded - Disputes-ice Magistrate for Paymenit DismitssaI by Minlng Recorder-Ap-rei-Right of Appeal to pa oMnn o nsin~a3ourt JUdge-Jursdiction of of Appellanlis-Discovery of MýinIeraite to Consider Defence of -Staking - False Allldavit-Aban-3,f Consideration for Wages donment Of Claim-Mines Act audin of Negligence of Servant Amendments -_ I Indicate "-Fraudction of Judge on Appria -New Trial: Re M',fNeil and Plotke,ler ame Defence Prohibi. Re McCully arid Plotke,. 6; 17 0. L.'-O'Neill and Duncan Litho_ R. 621.
(Jo., 511, 6418.

3. Award of Mlning COmmi aioaer-~Jur-STER (LOCAL). isdiction-Mines Act, 1906, secs. 119,132-Licensee - Transferee-IDam
[aster. ages - Owner of Surface Rightý-Comnnnný-nm-A n~-



Ml &ISTER 0)F Y1NANCEý-MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS.
MINISTER 0F FINANCE.

See Insurance, 14.,
MlIJSTERt 0F THIE CROWN.

'See Conist'tutio-aaî Law, 2.

MýISFEÀSANCE.
See ConiPanY, 12, 1 3ý-Highway, 5, 6.

M19REPRESENTATION.
See Fraud and %ligrepresentation.

MISTARE.
See Ooxtract, 7-Mas-ter and Servant,

-Vendor and Purchaser, 2-Way,'
MONEY IN COURT.

m it, 1.

MOTION TO QUJASU By-LAW.
See Municipal Corporations, 9.

MOTORING.
Horse Pirightened by Motor-car Lef t Un-atteaded at Side of iwy-q>.

struction-Liability of Own~er of Carfor Injury Caused by Hlorse Boltlng-Negligence - Contributory Negl-
gene-Onus - Motor Vehlicles Act,secs. 10, 14. l8-Findings of Jury.,McîIntyre v. Coote, 1098.

MUNICIPAL CORPORA&TIONS.

1.By-Iaw--Contract wilth Eectric PowerC"OMIpa;ly - SuPPlY of ElectricalEnergy-'Construction of Contract.-
"rvins1Y-1aws Authorizing Cou-tract with Hydro-Electric PowerCommaission -RpsacN<

sity for gubmoitting Bly-law to _ý1ec_tors-Municipal Act, sec.~ 389, sýc.506, snb-sec. 4, ci.* A'(31 ec. 569, sub-sec. - Commencememt of Terni-Uncertainty-Funds for Construction
of Works and Purchlase o>f plant-Previous Application for Mandamus
-Res ,judmcat-perlod for whlcii* ConÏract Birnding-Obligati

0 n for onef year - Appropriations in Futuren 'Years: Smith v. City of Hlamiltonr and Hamiltou Catqiaract Power Lilbt
and Traction GIY., ffl.

2. Drainage-lMunici pal D)rainage Act_
(laim for Paymentfo :stuin

j to 8
and

and
aud



MUNICIPAL IELICTIONS-

ValuatiOn - Amount O! OomP 0flBB'
tion : Re Fitzpatrick DJnd TOwl X>f
New Liskeard, 806.

6. IulullctiQU to 1-estrain' 0oancl from

Pasing Bla4-w--llgalitY Of EJle*

tion OIE CouacillOIrs - poWenr of de

FcoConncil-lmpr0prieýy 
Of Act-

Fact whe, E, ectioXi Attacked - Re-

fusal of Injuneti-0'<>g: Matin

v. Cilty Of St. CatharlUEý, 559.

7. àcese for BDOw1iiflg Âey-BY
4law

p4 >fetr of License-Convicti0n fl!

Servant Of Liopusee for ulegal Sale

of IntoxicaXilIg Liquor on 13OwUiIZ

Ailey Premnis*3DcSat1On~ Of In,-

v1dty of y-aw and Co-,ieqiieftvalidiSupplied to

Cýonsnuers by Niuniipal Corporation
_ervantof Licelisee TaPPilig Maini

,,d A&bstuactiX>g Eectricity-Act;on
for Value-Profof Qunltity Take.1

OuItPrSsilunur conltra Spl
iatoJOWi - Evidefoe: Town o! ud

bury V. Bidgood, 1094.

.Local Iniprovemnent BY-aw -onstruc
tion of Sewer-TwOthirdýý Vote In

City CounCi1d>IpeP&ty 1I2terestof
Aldermn-Ifnterest as RatPjyer

»iqficatnIunt 
g . 8 to Q.Fli

latre _ Delegatioli of ýtatutOry
Rights - rnfr>rceXflont -ÂIo

parie 1enU~U - lasa Action

ý-paintiff Su1ng in Represelltative

CapacitY - Connections witb CitY

Sewer e oItruction of ?ProdftmL

t ionColditionnq - DeclartiolnS -

Coists: TOW nhiÏp of Barton v. City

of ~lanltofl, 1118.

of ý,%,,agzie for Storiflg GunpoW
.~Contat with powder OomPaD1ý
Repea

1 o! Bylaw-Mala da-

Wudiation ut Colntract Acted ni

by teOther ontracting Part

Expenditure of jýoney-Daigr,
Inhbit-at o! Townsh"-Repe

y-laW Quahed: Re HaltonI p

der o. and Towvnship of G1lun
ter,, 661.

See Cemfetety - CýoBstitutional La'e
Contract, 9, 16 -Contrbution,
Ilighway - Liquor Liee3s AdI

Railway, 8--8tret Ra"i~U,4

MîNCIAE]ýTIONS,

pèety , alificatIOn AsýýIeni
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1908 - Election Void because Pro-
per List neot Used-Saving Clause,
sec. 204, flot Arnfflicab1e: Rex ex rel.
Black v. Campbell, 553.

Ses Municipal Corporations, (1.

MURDER.

See Criminal Law, 6.

1 NÂTURAL GAS.

See Negligeuice, 2, 3.

NAVIGATION.

Se. Ship.

NEGLIGENCE.

1. Destruction by Fîire of Wooâ Filed
near Railway Siding-Escape of Pire
f rom Engine-Proof of Negligence-
Accumulation of Combustible Matter
-Defective Condition of Sereen:
Scott v. Pere Marquette R. R. Co.,

2. Explosion of Gae-l:xjury to Persos

Natua Oas - Proper Precautions:
Ilarmer v. Brantford Gaa Co., Hol-
stock v. Brantford Gas CJo., Williams
v. Brantford Gs*s Co., 873,

3. Explosion of Natural Gas--Injury to
Servants of Rallway Comnpany in
Workshop - Liability of Railway
Company-Master and Servant -
Workmen's Compensation Act -
Findinga of Jury - Use of roper
Precautious - Inspection of Ap.
pliances - Llability of Gs Cerm-
pany - Defective System - Dam-
ages: Collins v. Toronto Hamilton
and Buffalo R. W. CJo., Perklns v.
Toro-ato Hamilton and Buffalo R.
W. Co., 165.

4. Injury to Li-aeman Werklng on Tele-
graph Pole-tajury by Live Wire--
ýIaster and Servant - Fiiidiilgs of
Jury-Evidence - Llability - Con-
trlbutory Negligence--Electrie Cern-
p*ny-Telegraph Comfpany -1-idemx-

NEW TRIAL.

Ses County Courts--Damage, 2-Mas-
ter and Servant, 8 --Mines and Min-
erais, 2-Railway, 13, 14, 16-Bs-
lease, 2 --Street Railways, 1.

NEWSPAPER.

Ses Costs, 7.

NON-REPAIR 0F HIGHIWAy.

&se Highway.

NONSUIT.

Sec Master and Servant, 2 -Rallway,
1,2.

NOTICE.

Ses Carriers--Cmetery - Highway, 5,7 -Insurance, 13--Judgnient, 2 -
Vendor and Purchaser. 1, 3, 4.

NOTICE 0F ACCIDENT.

See Master and Servant, 11,

NOTICE 0F ASSIGNMENT.

Se. Company, 2.

NOTICE 0F DI8CONTINIIkNCE.

Ses Parties, 5.

NOVATION.

See Contract, il.

NUISANCE.

Ses Highway, 6.

OBSCENE BOOKS.

Ses Criminai Law, 8, 9.

OBSTRUCTION~ 0P HIGHIWAY.

Ses Highway, 6.

OFFICIAL GtTARDIAN.

Sec 2 Devolution of Estates Act-Infant,

OFFICIAL REFERER.

rs- Ses Dlucovery, 9.

r andi ONTARIO RAILWÂY AND Mul

Se. Street Ralways, 1,



OPTION-PAItTNEUWH1P.

OPTION.

6)-Vendor and Purchas-

OR1DER IN CHAMBERS.

ractice, 3.

ORDER IN COUN'lCIU

eonstitutional Law, 2-Mines and
nerals, 5 - Pleading, 4-Police

AND CHILD.

-Fatal Accidents Act-
Wlfe, 1-Infant, 1-

PARLIAMENT.

ELECTIONS.

on Petition -
Jiffice Hours on
on Controverted

2. Joinder of Defendantse-Cailse of Ac-
tion-Joint Liability-Tort: Tracey
v. Toronto R. W. Co. and Grand
Trunk R. W. Co., 15-

3. Joinder of Plaintiffa - Ruie 185 -
Right te, Relief in Iteýpect of Saine
Series of Transact ions - (Jlaimns bY
Minera against Directors of Mining
Company' for Wagas -Joining 16
Claims -a oue Action -Jndgments

Recovered againat Company by 14
plain tiff s-Positiofl of Plainitiffs who
have Dot Rocovered Judginents : He-
bert V. Evans, 632, 682.

4.Joinder of I Iaitiffs-Ru 185-gb
*,ý 11litif in résnPet of saXe Se:r12s



PAYMENT--PLKÂDJNG.

of Principals: Stitt v. Arts and
(3rafts Limited, 730.

3. Minfing Syndicate--Liability -of Mem-bers for Debt Incurred after App1ica-
tion.5 for Membership, but beforeEffective Acceptance - Costs: Me-
Kim v. Bîxel, 726.

See Bankruptcy and Insolvency, 2-
Company, lI--Guaranty-Judgment,
2-Parties, 1-Pricipal and Agent,
3--Writ of gummons, 1.

See Contract, 5ý-Master a-nd Servant 7
-Mortgage, 4-Promissory Notes, 1

PAYMENT INTO COURT.

der Order of Court - Proceeding
against, wÎthout Leave of Courk-
MotiQin to Strike out Countercaim-
Appeal: Sovereigu Bank v. Parsons,314.

2Statement of Claim-Action Trans-
ferred f rom Division Court-Piailiti ff
flot COnfined to Claims within Jurfis-
diction of Division Court: Gage v.Nash, 461.

3. Statemeni of C!aimn - Extension ofTime for Delivery-Time Limit forBringing Action-Application to Dé-
livery of Statement of Claim-Con.
Rules 2, 38-os, McDonald
v. London Giuara-2tee and Accident
Co., 403.



r5POISON-PRNCIPAL AND AGENT. 56
1adCitOl5U G.v Busi2aess

Particuar---Release, 1-91a-ader - LimiCha ted CO. v

POenue.Se Accout-APPeal tO Court of Ap-
elAppeal to Dlviaional Court -

See haracl0. pe.l- to upreme Court of Can-
See harmada - Consolidation of Actions-

POLIE MAISTRTE.Costs - County Courts - Division

POLICE MDisGISTUATE. a Accidents

jurisdiction - Appointmeflt - Date of Act-Ilusbafld and Wîfe, 2-Infant

Commission-Date of Order In CoUn- -Injunetiol- Interpleader - Judg-

cil-Police Magistrate for Town- ment-Jury Notice LibelkLis Pen-

Municipal Coumcil flot Elected - dens-Local Master-Luaatic--Me

Creation of Town by Proclamation- chanics' Liens, 1_Mortgage, 1, 2-

Offence Conmmitted Outeide of Town ParliamentarY Electijoll - Particu-

-Appointmneiit of Police Magistrate lasPrisPedn - Receiver

for Part of District where Ofence Release, 1 - Slander - Solicitor -

CýOmmltted-POlloe Magistrates Act Trial-Veidor and Purchaser, 7, 8-

-Pweros of Police Magistrate aLs ex Venue--Writ of Summons.

Officlo Justice of the Peace--lquor R EEN .
License Act.-Conviction for Keeplng R ERN .

Liquor for Sale -without License-
F>vxdence Returned on Certiorari- See BankruPtcY aud Insolvency, 4, 5.

No Evidence te Justif-Y Conviction- PRESCRIPTION.
Fallure to Connect Evideice with
Time and Place of Offence; 'Rex v.- Se RallwaY, 1Û.
Reedy, 265, 18 0. L. R. 1.

See Criminal Law, 2-Master and Ser- PRESUMPTION.

vant Act. See BankruptcY and Insolvelcy, 5 -

POLICE OFFICERS. 
Dab

See Ciminl La, S.PRINCIPAL 
AND AGENT.

Bee ~~ ~ 1 (Yimna Lw,8.y for Sale of Money Orders -

PLIGPLACES. <Jontract - Construction - Undeir-

POLLINGtsklng of Age-at to Account for

See Municipal Corporations, 9. Orders and Proceeds - Thef t and
Forgery by Serv'ant of Agent-Par

POSTPONEMENT OF TRIAL. ment of Orders Forged-Liability of
Agent to Accouflt-failment: Do-

Se. Trial, 2. miuion Express Co. v. Krlgbaufl,

POWNR OF SAE 2. Agent's ComisiOl on Advertlslflg

Se Wil, 5.Secured for prinicipa-Contract of
Agency -Construction - Advertis-

PRACICE.ing " Qrigi-aatiflg in his Territory "-

PRADefinln, Clause - Limitation of

1. Crosexamiflatioll of Deponents on Agent's Sphei'O o! Action: GIedhill

Affid avitig Filed in Answer to Motion v. Telegrami Prlntlng dO., 1000.

for Ciosta--DepoflOnts out of the Jur- 3 gemn yJitOnr fMnn

lsdlction-Appiaton~ for Order Re- 3.Areei yJitOnr !Mnn

qufri[nlgthefl te, Corne to Ontario Clalms for Development Work -

for dioes-eXliinftioI' GoUley & Authorlty o! one to Pledge Credit o!

Finley v. dore, 1030. ot, -arnni - Co-ow-aer-
shi-Temintio ofAuthorlty-NO

2. Forumi--Court or Chsmbere-MotioU Notice to Porsona Snpplying Latour

by Assignee for Uenefit o! CX'editorfi and GOO&l - Action againit Joint

for Directions - Rule 938- Court Owners for Price o! Qoods snd

Motion Made ln Chambes-Rf1155l IaorLvdneCatuto of

te. Enlarge 17ito Court, Resondent Agreemlent: Alile v. Braund, 424.

~not Appearlllg: Re Reid. 91. 4. Autborit of Agent - Husband and

( <rder in Ch&snberu--Power o! Master Wife - dontraCt -Preparation by

to Amend a!ter Appeal and Affirma- Architect of Plans for EBuilding-Re-

t 0 n-Makling Ordeir Issued Conform muneraton-Crdt Given 10 Agent

to minutes as settled--Cesti: Cote- -Lanld Owued by Wife-BuildflE



to be Erected for Company-Find-
ings of Trial Judge--Reversal Ii
Part by Divisional Court-Further
Appeal-Amount of Remuneration-
Evidence: Lennox v. Hlyslop, 814.

5. Judgxnent Qbtained against Agenxt-
Electlo'n-CIaim to Rank upon Assets
of Company (Principal) in Wind-
ing-up Proceedlngs: Re Torouato
Oream and Butter CTo., Luxton'.
Claim, 673.

See groker-Contract, 5--Discovery. 8
-Mortgage, 4-Partnership - Yen-
dor and Purchaser, 8--Writ of Sm-

'AL AND SURETY.

tion, 1.-Guaranty-Master

PRIVATE WAY.

TRETY-RÂILWÂY.

4. indorser Âdding his Signature as
Maker - Immaterial Alteration -
Implied Asseat of Original Maker:
Lyttie v. Foell, 738.

5. Liability of Indorrer-Re1ease of Se-
curity-Discharge of Indorser-Evi-
denucei Wacle v. Livingstone, 708.

Eee Husbanad and Wife, 6-Injunction-
Judgment, 2, 3--Solicitor, 3.

PROPERTY AND CIVIL RIGHTS.

See Constitutional Law.

FROPERTY QUALIFICATION.

See Municipal Elections, 1, 2.

PROS~PECTUS.

See Comnpany, 3.

PROVINCIAL LEGISLA.TURE.

See Constitutional Law-Municipal Cor-
porations, il.

PROXIES.

SeE Company, 5, 10.

PUBLIC POLICY.
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way Act, R. S. C. 1906 eh. 37, secs. Land-Railway Act-Date of As-

29,294 (3)u (jorpetent Person " certaining Couipensation-Deposit of
-egligence - ailure of Servants Plan-Daman ost; Cnda

of Rallway Compan»y to Give Warn- Pacifie R. W. Co. v. BErown Milling
ing of AppIroaeh of Tra1ni-Evidenice Co., 301; 18 0. L. R. 85
-Findinps of Jury - Motion for
Nonýu<t: Sexton v. Gra-ad Trunk 9. Faroi Crossing - Overhead Bridge
R. W. o., 566; 18 0. L. R. 202. Maintained for 50 Years-Destruc-

tion by Company wltliout Âuthority
3. Auimals KUJaed on Track-Neglgence fi'cm Boar~d of Railway Commission-

-Railway Act, R. S. C. 1906 ch. 37, ers-Neglect to Provide any Coffltig
sec. 254, sub-sec. 8 - Fences - In- for Short Pericd-Ccastruction of
ageff MeCraeken v. Canadian Pacifie Construction Mf OvereadB~ridge -

~ ~i ,~i LDain- e Crosing-Injuy to ad-o

4. Carriaçe Mf Gods îî,lver toCým ov, er-In cnveni eo--Injury Caus-
payNeglect oif Company to Pa ed by Cwngtructi<in of New Overhea4

Tols fr Crrig omiionRai- Bide - Reaedy -Appliation to
wayAct scs.34, 35-Seizure of Board-Dominion Railway Ast-Ae-

Goods by Railway Coin ny-t<ten- tisa-Costs: Kely v. Grand Trank

-Carriin' ije-z-Seizure not NMain-
tainable after Absolute and IUncon- 10. " FarmCosn "-Private Orrsa
ditioal~ Delvery to Censlgnee - 'Used for ups oBsiesf

" Tll "- emnd-Insolvency oif Bric-yard-- Ag ei-t of Railway
Cosge ompaay - Winding-up Compnp*y to PovIide - Maso

Ordr Atin y i4quidator for Nress t& Pu l l -aemn
Cn ersonTot-Mesue cf D)am- --Prec ato-Estope - ýala

agsSe-f: i* el vKingston und Act, 18 e.191 - Coeat t

ute -~ I leaing an ie-o

5.Carag f ose Lailt fr prain fRalaySveaceo



RAILwAY AND

dence as to Cause o! Collision, -
Neglige-nce-Cntributory Negligence
-Disobedience of Rules of Railway
Company--Oonstructiodf of Written
Rul1es-Quest ions for Jury-Func-
tions o! Trial Judge-Irh0tructionis to
Jury-Mistrial-New Trial: Walker
v. Wabash R. R. Co., 250; 18 0. L.
R. 21.

Injury to a-ad Consequeut Death of
Servant-Collision of Trains-NTegli-
gence-Action against two Railway
Companies-Disinisal as against one

at oncuso-aofPlalutlff's Case -
Verdict agalnst the Other-Trial -
Prejudlc-.T-ury-Judge's Charge -
Evidence as, to Criminal Uhaige
againt Conductor-dmiisibility-
Excessive Damages-New Trial-
Reduction by Consent: (Jray v.
Wnaah R_ R. C0. and Grand TrlLIk

LB.D-RESCISSION OF ORDEU. 62
RE01I VER.

Erquitable Execution - Jtidgment more
than Twenty Years Old-Statute of
Limitations-Effect on Receivership
Order of Expiry of Judgment-Oper-
ation of Order-Injunction: Kinnear
v. Clyne, 776, 4138.

Bee Company, 4-Pleading, 1.

RECOGNISANCE.

See Municipal Elections, 1.

REPERENCE.

See Company, 16-Local Master-Luna-
tic-ale f Gods,1.

RELEASE.

1. Action for Iibel-Sttlement Pendling
Action -Validity - Pleading-
Costs: Scarrow v. Gummer, 608.

2. Judgment Recovered by Plaintiff-Re-



RLoT 7A ISSO OF SLE-RH1gh 64

Sf eanics' Lins . aufuers' m e tm t.her'e

Mor~tgee f Freehol4-Co0ntrue-
Morgag beoreMahiery Âffixed:

R!2TÂINEfl. Ubide & MeCtilloeh o. v. Town of

~Ueitq1 26. Conditional B l-igbht of Vendor to

REVOATON. Resume Possesiuon~ Upon Default-
Cointct-Irion - Eiec

5*e WiUl, 13. Compan~y - Powerm of Provihional

IRIGHT 0F WÂt od akdwihNm fVno

Lea LiaiedPetiev. London and

ROMI. Western Truts Co., 308.

See ighay.7. Cont! ct-Breac of-Action by Puir-
chsersfor aae - Jurisdito

SL RY of QOOD&btrtnCaueinCn

ofc-Wie by Paites-Mki

Se Cnrc,6 fCnrc -Crepnec

Broers Bugt ad oldNoes



UIENTER. 2. Tu1 and' Tow-Daâmage to
Sranding - Negligence of'

£aw, &evitable Accidejnt-Duties
and 1Tow -Evidence - L

SEAL.Damages-Limitation of -Li8EÂL. Imperlial Merchaiits Shipplu
I Purchaser, 4. Dominion Act rest>èctlrg M~of Canadian Waters-Con
Y FOR COSTS. Of Statutes-Effect of Headifixed te Sections-Effect of
'ourt o peal-Appeal Statutes-Itepeal of Previ

t. of Canada--ouste 4- WaIdie Brothers, 236.
See 2.Contract, 5-Damages, 1

DUCTION. 2
SLÂNIYER.

- - -- ~ Pleading-Statexnent of Defen



3.

ofÂAc- 4.

Ns.
-- 1



ACT.

aIs, 4, 5-Way, L;

-tSHIP.

SYNDICA

-Ven-

-TRESPASS,

PailY's River Imuprov
mnate Of Number of
Tolls-Non-compîianc
and 43 of Statui--2
Tols-"l Just Toil "-
-Lien for Driving
ments-Loss by Ail
Pass into Lake-Toi
Claimn for - Evidence
Q.uantum Meruit-Rk
-DelIaY - Lien for
rier's Lien - Loss
Ties-Maritime Lien
ai "ýShip " or " Veý
Pigeon River Lumbej
ing& 190.

See Contract, lO-Pire.
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3. Injnry to BuligDmae-nue 
VALUATION.

dion: Ayerhart v. Weinsteifl, 377. See Street Railways, 4>

See Contract, 10-Limitatiofl of Actions,

8--Mines and Minerais, 6 - Plead- VENDOR AND FIJRGBASER.

ing,7-Wa, 1.1. Contract for Sale of Land-Actiofl for

TRIAL. 
Specifle Performance -Reference as
to Title-Possessory Titie of Vendor

1. Action for Negligence - Findings of to Strip of Land Laid out as Lane

Jury--Questions and .Answers-In- upon Pian-Knowledge of Purchaser

jury Caused by Defendants' Negli- -43oxiveyaflces of Lands Adjoining

gence - Question whether Plaintiff Lane by Reference to Plsui-Ease-

could have Avolded Injury by Exer- ment - Extinguishient - Statute

cising Ressonable G'are - knswer, of Limitations - Intention to Re-

" He migbt have "-Constructionl- nounce Right - Evidence as to No-

Contribitory Negiigelce: Badgeley tice-Effect of Notice: Gurrahi v.

V. Grand Trunk R. W. Co., 6S3. Ray, 652, 1071.

2. Applction for Postponement-llness 2. Contract for Sale of Land-Attempted

of P1aintiff -Inability to Undergo Cancellation by Vendors - New

ExsMination for DiseovSi'y - Ev- Agreemenit wltb Sub-purchaser -

dence - Physicians - Detectives: Evidence to Estabih-Negotiations.
Stow . Curie,591.with Agent of yendors-Asign nient

Stowv. Crne,591.of Rigbts o! Original Parchaser-

3. Findings of Jury - Interpretation- Sub.purchaser Taking P>ossessioni -

Negligence - Contnlbiltory Negli- Improvements anider Mistske o!

gence -. Ijtimate Negigenc Dam- Titisý-R. S. O. 1897 ých. 119, sec. 30

ages -Sceje of Caste: Keown v. -Lien - Compensation - Costs:

Windsor Essex snd Lake Shore Colonial Loan and Investinent Go.

Rspid R. W. Co., 950 v. Loagley, 888.

4. Preliminary Question of Law-AppIi- 3. Contract for Sale o! Land-PSllure o!

cation for Separa-te Heaning before Vendor to Convey--Crown Lands-

Trial-Rule 66, Exchequer Court: Appropriation for Town Site-NO-

Berliner Gramophone Co. v. Coluni- tice ~- Damages -Improvements

baPhonograph Go., 53. Made by Parchsser .Monagha3l v.

biaJr otc-ar ge-alwy Ontario Veterans Land Go., 187.

14-Vnue.4. Contract for Sale o! I*id-~Opton-

TROVER.Gonsideratioli 
- Seal -Etension-

Notice - Gontinuing Offer-Accept-
TROVER. nce-Specific Performance: Thomp-

Se Partneshp 1. son v. Skili, 887.

TRUSTS AND) TRUSTEES. 5. Gontract for Sale o! Land - Titis-

Se emetery-Company, 15--Contract, Charge or Lien-Registered Bond-

8S nsreee 1C 1 - Mines sd Personal Obligation: e Eagafl and

Minerais, 1-Partnership, 1-Public Dwo,64

Schoos--Wlll, 2, 5 6. Gontract for Sale o! Land - Titis-

VLTIMÂTII NEGLIGENGE. Power of Executore to Sell-Lega
Estate and Power of Sals ImPlie lY

See Trial, 3. 
Given by Will-Application undei'
Vendlors and Purchasers Act: Bs

TJNDERTAKING. 
Shermfani and Keenisyside, 487.

See DNs<ovey, 5- T. Contract fo* Sale o! Land-Veidor'
Action for Speciflo Performance-

UNDUJE INFLUENCE. 
Objections to Titis - Bescisslon of
Oontract - Soliitor 9 Letter-Find-

Ses Releas5, 2. 
ing of Trial Judge-_BOfereflce as to
Titis -Appeal - Jadgmeiit as En-

USE AND) OCCUPATION. 
tered not Gonforuling wlth Judgmn't'
asà Pronounced-Aaendinent on Ap-

Ses Landlord and Tenanlt, 3. pal-Gosts: Bird v. Lavagues, 11971.



VENDORS AND PUROJIASERS ACT-WILL.

~ie of Lanid and ]Busi- VOTI
Syndicate-S8ubsequ5flt
ier Persoxi-Rights of See Municipal Corpo
'yndicate - Fraud -
Comipromlise--Âuth

-Rlght to Reptddiats
rnance - Vendors
laendment - Caste
sdell v. Loveil, 748.

NG.

rations, 9.

or. WAGES.

-See Company, -Master and Servanit
A ct-Parties, 3.

WAIVER.
er-
er- Se Company, 4-Contract, 3, 6, 16-
Ids Costs, 5-Insurance, 4-Parliament-
tir- ary Elections, 2--Sale of Goods, 7-

of Solicitor, 5-Timber, 2-Vendor and
mt Purchaser, 9.

ut-
of WÂREHOUSEMEN.
of

S See RaiIway, 6.

WARRA~NT 0F COMMITMENT.

Ild- See Criminal Law, 3, 8, 9 - Division
nts Courts, 1.
hts
me WA.RRANT TO ÂRREST.
lice
La- Ses Coroner.

WARRANTE.

unler



75 WIINIIN-UP-WOlt>S. 7

2. Constructon-Bequest in Trust for 11. Constru~ction - Vested Estates Sub-
Maiteane f LnaicChld- ject to be Divested-Period of Âs<cer-

Trnstee to Retain Unexpended Bal- taintnent of Class-Jnborn Oilidren
ance-Chlld Dying l>cfore Testator- -Persons Interested - Representa-
CIaim of Trustee to Whole Sun Be- tion-Parties: Rie Walton, 87.
queathed - Intestacy - Lapse: Re
Shannon, 378, 1003. 12. Devise - Reeovery of Possession-

Statutes of Limitation-Maintenane
3. Construction - Bequest of " Balaacý, -Entry on Land-Legacles: MeKit-

of the Rents " te Widow after Pay- non V. Spence, 186.
ment of Annnlty te t)aughter-De-ath
of Daughiter in Lifetime of Testator 13. Express Revocation by Subsequent
-Wdow Entitled te Whole of Rents Testalflentary Document - Validity
~-Repairs Charged agairist Rl - of Subsequent Document as Rva-
Paymuent of Debts - Charge on tion-Invalidity of Bequest<s M~ade by
Realty after Exhaustion of lerson. usqetDcmn eedn
alty - Appertienseent of Rhr. elative olevocation - OrlTest!-
Cests: Re Brown Estate, 597. Ceny- ation: liy- otso

4. Cntuion-Bequest of "Goods and 1164.
Chts" - Book Debts Ineludeil:

5. ontrétn- Devise -Chrch S- and Purca ,6

suant te Statute - Adeinption or IDN-P

prtton oftatute-Land Unsold Piia nd Aget -Rala,4
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SUPPLEMENT.

followin&g cases, reported in the Ontario Weekly Reporter, Volume AI., are now

in the Ontario Lau Reports:-

js~tow- Voters' List, Re, 12 O. Higgins v. Canadian Pacifie R. W. Co.,

R 827,17O. L. R 2.' 12 0. W. R. 1030, 18 0. L. R. 12.

Mentary Elections - Votera' (Ragway-Animals Killed on Track.)

A 1,d1A 12 0 W R iÇ2
Ing Kong v. rc a . . .00, 997, 17 0. L. R. 484.
(Destruction of Intoicating Liquoi

age Proprietary Medicines-Costs.)

Jacobson v. Beaver Silver Cobalt I
L. Co., 12 O. W R. 803, 17 0. ]

496.
(Foreign Judgment-Defence-Fr6

12 Johnson v. Dominion of Canada Gu
i31, tee and Accident Insurance C

O. W. R. 980, 17 0. L. R. 462.

. 628, 7

Mortg



83 SPPLEMENT, 84
Qatv. Ee, 120. W. R.735,180. Rex v. Wariow,2 0. W. R 79, 70

L. R.181.L. R. 284.
(Vndr an'ut ae-Cvnn- 05 Liquor LWf4e8ye At-vdeceShrtgtrant o Alenaton.)1gn Notes--C<rnqeiit.

xe . Caicutt Brewiag Co., 12 0. W. Rex v. Warilow, 12 0. W. R. 1026, 17 0.R 1045, 17 0. . R. 363, L. R. 643. -~c~ feo(Liquor Lioenese Act-Sale by Brewer8.) (Liquor Lioen8e Act -Scn fec

L. R.0W.Rb66,7 Re v. Welinan, 12 0. W. R. 822, 17
(qurLicetne AÂ-Ev>idenc-S 0o.g 0. L. R 53k.,d Notes-Congent) (LÂquor Licen8e Ac -- ecw&iJ Qtfenc

0. L R.643.Rexex roi. Bawkes v. Lether>y, 12 O.
(Liqor L-Ge8e At-Evdene Shrt- W. R. 664, 675, 17 0. L. R, 304

handNot8-Cn8et.)(Municipal Elections -Polmto
Warrant.)Rxv. il 1 2 0.W. R.742, 180.L. R.gr n odn n aainLa

(rmnlLaw-Sumrnary Trgl-War- 1295, 18 0. L. R.8Va of Q,,itment.) (adodadTnn-rirto

WR.95, 17 0. L. R. 60.63,1 0 .R.20
ýNiac-RiUetay - Wathmn- (Municipal Cortion8 - contraog -dictmnt.)Hsyro-l. ti Power Commis8ion.)Re v Lae,12 0.W. R.1016, 170. Sithv Reid, 12Q0.W. R.59~, 17 0U R. 643.L.R. 265.

Stuart v. Bank~ 1of otrf 1 . .R
L. ~ . R. 425.0 (Hbn n Wife - Jýaat-ne

Re v Rid 1 0 W R 89 1 0 L Willams vP.nâ,1 .W.R 01


