1903-1904.

THE

COMMONWEALTH LAW
REPORTS

CASES DETERMINED IN THE

HIGH COURT OF AUSTRALIA

Editor—JAMES C. ANDERSON, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law.

REPORTERS :

W. A. BARTON

BENNET LANGTON Barri
arrsters-at-Law.
H. E. MANNING } t-La

C. A. WHITE

VOL. I

1903-1904—3 & 4 EDWARD VIIL.

THE LAW BOOK COMPANY OF AUSTRALASIA LIMITED.

72 CASTLEREAGH STREET, | 47 ADELAIDE STREET,
SYDNEY. BRISBANE.
1905.



Melbourne :
Harston, Partrilge & Co., Printers,
452-454 Chancery Lane,

Reprinted by Hogbin, Poole (Printers) Pty. Ltd.



JUSTICES OF THE HIGH COURT

OF AUSTRALIA

DURING THE CURRENCY OF THIS VOLUME (1903-1904).

THE RicHT HONOURABLE SIR SAMUEL WALKER GRIFFITH,
P.C., G.C.M.G., CHIEF JUSTICE.

TaE RicET HONOURABLE SirR EDMUND BaRrTON, P.C,, G.C.M.G.

THE HoNOURABLE RICHARD EDWARD (O’CONNOR.

ATTORNEYS-GENERAL :
THE HONOURABLE ALFRED DEAKIN, M.P.
SENATOR THE HONOURABLE JAMES GEORGE DRAKE.
THE HoNoURABLE HENRY BourNEs Hiceins, M.P., K.C.

SENATOR THE HoNOURABLE SIR Josian HENRY SymoN, K.C.M.G., K.C.






A TABLE

OF THE

NAMES OF THE CASES REPORTED

IN THIS VOLUME.

A
PAGE

AHERN, Roberts v, 406

Arapiles, Shire of, ». Board of Land and

Works . 679
Attorney-General for New South Wales v.
Metcalfe . . . . . . 421
B
BACKHOUSE v. Moderana . 675
Bartley, Peterswald v. . . 497
Beare, MucDonald ». . . . . 513
Blackwood, Chanter v. 39, 121, 456
Board of Land and Works, Shire of
Arapiles v. 679
Bonarius, Low v. . 578
Bond ». Commonwealth of Austmlm 13
Borthistle, Saunders v. 879
Britz, Donohoe v. 391 662
Butchers’ Shop Employés Umon and others,
Clancy v. 181
(o
CaMmERON v. Fysh 314

Chanter v. Blackwood 39, 121, 456
Christie v. Permewan, Wright & Co. Ltd. 693
Clancy v. Butchers’ Shop Employés Union

and others . . . 181

» PAGE
Clifford, Nolan ». 429
Clissold v. Perry 363

Collector of Customs, D & w. Murmy &

Co. Ltd. ». 25
Colonial Bank of Austmhsm Ltd Mar~
shall », 632
Coramercial Ba.nkmg Co of Sydney,
Miles ». . . 470
Commonwealth of Australm, Bond v. 13
————, Miller v. 668
,» Municipal Council of Sydney v, 208
———— and another, State of Tasmaniav. 329
Cowan (Alexander) & Sons Ltd. v. Lockyer 460
D
DamwLy Telegraph Newspaper Co. Utd.,
McLaughlin v. . . . 143,243
— v. McLaughlin . . . 479
Dulgarno v. Hannah . . . . . 1
Davies, Mackay v. 483
Deakin ». Webb 585
D’Emden v. Pedder . . 91
Delohery v. Permanent Trustee Co of
New South Wales . . 283
Dixon v. Todd . . . . 320

Donohoe v. Britz 391, 662



VI,
P
PAGE
FoseERY, McLaughlin v. . 546
Fysh, Cameron v. . . . . . 314
G
GLEBE, Borough of v. Lukey (Australian
Gaslight Co.) . . . . 158
H
HanNAR, Dalgarno v. . . . . 1
Hirsch v. Phillips ‘ 132
L
Laxp and Works, Board of, Shire of

Arapiles v, . 679
Lockyer, Alexander Cowan & Sona Lbd v. 460
London Bank of Australia Ltd.and others,

New Lambton Land and Coal Co. Ltd. v. 524
Low v. Bonarius 578
Lukey (Australian Gashght Co. ), Borough

of Glebe v. . . . . 158
Lyne v. Webb . . . 585

M
MAacDoNALD v. Beare 513
McEacharn, Maloney v. 77
Mackay v. Davies . 483
McLaughlin, Daily Teleguph Newspa.per
Co. Ltd. v. . 479
v. Daily Telegraph Newspaper
Co. Ltd. . .. 143,243
v. Fosbery . 546
—————v. Vale of Clwydd Coal Mmmg
Co. Ltd. . . 143, 243
Maley, Local Board of Health of Perth v. 702
Maloney v. McEacharn . . .
Marshall v. Colonial Bank of Aiutrsluu
Metcalfe, Attorney-General for New South

Wales v. . . . 421
Miles v. Commercial Ba.nkingCo of Sydney 470
Miller v. The Commonwealth . . . 6es
Moderana, Backhouse v. . . 475

TABLE OF CASES REPORTED.

[1904.

PAGE
Mountney v. Smith . . 146
Murray (D. & W.) & Co. Ltd. ». Collector
of Customs . . . 25
N
NEw Lambton Land and Coal Co. Ltd. v.
London Bank of Australia Ltd. and
others 524
Nolan v». Clifford 429
P
PEDDER, D’Emden v. 91
Permanent Trustee Co. of New Sonth
Wales, Delohery v. . 283
Permewan Wright & Co. Ltd., Chnstle v. 693
Perry, Clissold v. . 363
Perth, Local Board of Health of . Maley 702
Peterswald v. Bartley 497
Phillips, Hirsch v. 132
R
ROBERTS v. Ahern 406
]
SAUNDERS v. Borthistle 379
Smith, Mountney v, . . 146
Sydney, Municipal Council of, v, Common-
wealth . . . . . . 208
T
TASMANIA, State of, v. Commonwealth of
Australia and another 329
Todd, Dixon v. . 320
v
VaLe of Clwydd Coal Mining Co. Ltd.,
McLaughlin v. . . . 143, 243
w
WebB, Deakine. . . . . . b8
———, Lyne v. . . . . 585






ERRATA.

PAaGE LINE. For READ.
12 '7 from top .. .|Walker ». Critchett .|Walker v. Walker.
79 ,,» bottom .3 HL, 1 .. . 3 HLC,, 1.
80 14 ., top . ..1(1901), 1 Q.B., 487 (1901), 1 K.B., 487
81 4 , Dbottom ..[(1901), 1 Q.B., 532 (1901), 1 K.B,, 532.
85 |14 ,, D .. ..](1901), 1 K.B., 587 .. ..](1901), 1 K.B,, 487.
103 {11 ,, bottom ..|Grandall v. Nevada.. ..|Crandall v. Nevada.
117 | 8and 8 from top ..|3 Ont. A.R, 522 .|2 Ontario App. Cas., 522.
149 | 4 from top .. ..|Lavatary ..|Lavatory.
159 7 from top .. ..{20 NSWLR (Bq.), 3 ..|20 N.S.W.L.R. (Eq.), 32.
176 ,» bottom ..|inartificially .. .. ..|inartistically.
177 ll " ..j(1901), A.C., 158 .. ..1(1901), A.C, 153.
212 {14 ., top Sfaso1n), 1 s8R, 337. .1(1801), 1 N.8.W.L.R., 337.
221 |18 ,, .|Fort Leavenwort,h Ranroad
Co. v. Howe . .| Fort Leavenworth Railroad
Co. v. Lowe.
244 (16 ,, ,, .. ..|14QB.D. .. 4 Q.B.D.
251 |12 ,, bottom ..|Bevan v. McDonald .|Beavan v, McDonnell.
285 | 2 ,, 0w e . Beav,, at p. 238 .. 20 Beav., 284.
266 |12 and 13 from botbum 14 Sim., 486 .. . 14 Sim., 475.
312 )17 from bottom ..|21 V.L.R., 729 21 V.L.R, 192.
312 6 ,, e ..|24 S AR, I 24 S.AL.R., 97
346 | 12 and 13 from top 33 LJ., CP, 23 33 L.J., C.P, 121
398 | 17 from top .. ..|Q8.R., 272 Q.S.R., 261.
413 (15 ,, I'NsWLR. (L ), 357 1 N.S.W.L.R., 337
414118 ,, ..[2 Caftwright, 4 2 Cart., 343.
438 9 , ., . ..|Lodge ». Roe, 1 V.L.R., 69 Irodfe) v.esRowe 1 V.L.R
L., .
476 | 14 .. ..jrefuted .. repeated
483 | 6 headnote .. Ul New, WN. 108 ..|¢ NS.W, (W.N.), 163.
500 | Last line ..|12 Wheat, 436 112 Wheat, 419.
503 | First line {12 Wheat, 436 .12 Wheat 419.
503 | 7 from top .JUS.R., 53 U.S.R., 169
510 | ¢ ,, .112. Wheat, 262 12 Wheat, 419
569 5 bottom ..|L.R., 5 Ch., 982 5 Ch. D., 982
569 | 4and 5 from bottom L.R., 10 Ch., 93 ..j10 Ch. D., 93
593 | 15 from bottom . Klaplin v. Hausman ..{Claflin v. Houseman.
595 18 » o top .. ..|119 U.S.R., .[134 U.S.R., 594.
598 bottom .|Glossop . Howard .. Gosset v. Howard.
6842 13 and 14 from botbomwMetropolxtan Bank v. erght

(supra) . .

Metropolitan Railway Co. v.
Wright, 11 App. Cas., 152.




TABLE OF CASES CITED.

AARON’S Reefs Ltd. v. Twiss
Abley v. Dale

Ackman v. Town of Moncton
Acraman v. King

PAGE
(1892) 2 Ir. Rep., 242 665
20 L.J. C.P., 2356 346
24 New answxck R, ‘108 101 223
S.A. Register, §7tl;élune, 1880 287

Adams v. Young 16 N.8. 666
v. Young IONSWR 37 . . 3
Adelaide Corpomtlon v. White 56 I.T., 3 . . 437
Adelphi Bank v. Edwards . Unmport.ed . 657
Alderson v. Palliser (1901) 2 K.B., 833 81
Aldred’s Case . 9 Rep., 57 (&) 301
Allen ». City Bank . Unreported . 2856
Allsopp v. Day . . 7TH. &N, 457 . 682
Almy v. California . . . . %Howard 169 . 96, 503
Andersoen v. Andia)mn od Pu . (1895) 1 Q. B 749 423
Anglo-Austrian Printin a bliahing
S Onion, Inre .8 (1894) 2 Ch., 622 666
Angus v. Dalton 4QBD., 162 . 286
Anthony v. Walshe . . 22 I..R. Ir., 619. 459
Armytage v. Wilkingon . . App. Cas., 365 588
Arnold v. Cheque Bank . 1C.P.D,, 578 . 638
Attorney-General v. Donaldson 10 M. & W, 117 417
v. Lockwood . 9M.&W,378 . 323
——— v. London, Corporation of 12 Beav., i1 . . 443
». Love 17NSWR 16; IQNSWR
. ° * 205 ; (1898) A C., 679 285
v. Margate Pier and Harbout Co. (1900) 1 Ch., 749 . 439
———— v. Munro . . 1 Mae. & G., 213 666
—_— Sbewz:tc Q . 2 Mer. 143 . 204
———— for Que] o The ueen Insur-
tebec 7. The "1 3 app. Cas., 1000 100
—_— f(;r'Quebec v. R[ee . d W 10 App. Ces., 141 100
of La ter v. an .
Nty G . : }(1892) 3Ch., 274 557
Australian Newszaper Co. v. Bennett (1894) A.C,, 272
Australasia, Bank of v. Erwin I1WW & A’B (L.), 70 638
B
BACEERT, In re . (1901) Q. St. R., 288 322
Badcock v. Lawson . 4 Q.B.D., 394 258
Baillie, Ex parte 5 8.C.R. (N.8 W, ), 17 383
Buin v, Whitehaven Rallwsy Co. . 3H.LC,] . 79
Ball ». Mannin . . 1D. & CL., 380 . 250
Bank of Australasia ». Ewin . 1 W.W. & A’B. (L ), 70. 638
Bank of Commerce v. New York City 2 Black., 6 . 98 108
Bank of England v. Vagliano Broa. (1891) A.C, 107 638

VOL. L



VIIL CASES CITED. [1904.

PAGE

Bank of Ireland v. Trustees of Evans’
it v }5 H.LC.,389 . . . 638
Bank of Toronto ». Lambe . . . 12 App. Cas 575 99, 414, 497, 586
Banks, The v. The Mayor . . . 7 Wall, . . 103
-v. Norris . . . . 11 N.S. \V L R., 77 . . 383
Barker v. Palmer . . . 8Q.B.D,9 . . . 675
Barque Quilpué Ltd. v, Brown . . (1904), 2 K.B., 264 . . 647
Barraclough ». Brown . . . (1897) A.C., 615 . .20
Burrett v. Day . 43Ch. D., 435 . . . 571
Barton v. T.ondon & N.W. Rallvsay Co. . 24Q.B.D.,77 . . . 644
v. London & N.W. Railway Co. . 38 Ch. D., 144 . . . 266
v. North Staffordshire Rallway Co 38 Ch. D., 458 . . . 266
Bass v. Gregory . . 25 Q.B.D., 481 . . . 286
Bassett v. Nosworthy IL. W.&1T.LC,p. 1 . . 258
Baud(a;;ns v. Liquidatora of Jersey Bankmg }13 App. Cas., 832 . . 304
Baxendale v. Bennett . . 3Q.B. D 323 . . . 639
Baxter ¢. Earl of Portsmouth . . 5B.&C,170 . . . 260
Beavan v, M’Donnell . . .9 Ex., 3()9 . . . 251
Becke v. Smith . . . . 2M. & W, 195 . . 346, 686
Bedle v. Beard . . . 12Rep.,5 . . 301
Bell v. Rowe . . . . 26 V.L.R. 511, 22 A.L. T., 156 643
Bell Bros. Ltd., In re . . . 65 L.T., 246 . -, 525
Bensell ». Chancellor . . . 5 Wheat., 371 . 250
Bentley ». Rotherham . . . 46 LJ.Ch.,, 284 4 Ch. D 588 . 347
Bernina, The . . . . 13 App. Cas. » 643
Beverley’s Case . . . . 4 Rep., 123b . 269
glggs v hI‘Toon]a:;)ndl  and Di B N 27 V.L. R., 583; 23 A. L. T., 138 516

irmingham, Dudley and District Borou
Cogham, Dacte e 138 Ch. 0., 205 . . . 202
Black v. Christchurch Fmance Co . (1894) A.C., 48 . . . 421
Blackburn Election Petition . . 10°M. & H., 198 . . 45
Blain, Ex parte . . . . 12Ch. D, 533 . . . 120
Blake v. Beech . . . . l Ex. D., 320 . . . 516
Bland ». Moseley . . . 9 Rep., 57 (a) . . 301
Bonang Gold Mining Co.’s Case . . "15N. S W. L.R. (E.), 26" . 531
Bonarius v. Bellemy . . . 16 N.SW. W.N,, 200 . . 581
Bonham, In re . . . . 10Ch. D, 595 . . 414
Boodle v. Davis . . . . 8 Ex, 351 2 L.J., Ex 69 . 4
Boon v. Howard . . LR.9C. P 277. . 336
Borland’s Trustees ». bteel Bros. & Co. . (1901) 1 Ch., 279 . . 530
Borough of Bolton Election . . 20M. & H 138 . . 48
Boucher’s Case . . 3Cro., 81 . . 516
Boulter v. Justices of Kent . . (1897) A.C., 556 . 439
Bowditch v. Balchin . . 19 L.J. Ex. (N.S.), 337 . 437
Bozs%x:) . I:L . Altrincham Urban District }(1903) 1K.B., 547 . . 4392
Bradbury, Ex pwrte . ¢ . 4 Deac., 202 ; 1 Mont.& Chit., 625 255
Bradlaugh, Ex parte . . . 3Q.B. D 509 . 195
——— . Clarke . . ) . 8 App. (,as 354 . . 696
Brady v. Parker . . . . 14 Retty, 783 . . . 152
Brandling ». Barrington . . . 6B.&C., 467 . . . 348
Brangan v. Gorges . . . . 7Ir.R., Eq.,221 . . 250
Brasil v, Fletcher . . . . 15 N.S.W. W.N,, 273 . . 486
Bray v. Fordd Mall A ; (1896) A.C., 44 . . . 472
Brewers’ an altsters’ ssocla.tlon of \, y

Ontario v. Attorney-General of Ontario 1897) A.C., 231. 497, 598
Brewster v. Kidgill . 12 Mod. Rep., 166 . .21
Bridge v. Branch 1C.P.D., 633 . . . 194
Brisbane, Mumcxpal Councll of, v Ma.rtm (1894) A. C 249 . . 153, 472
land Tramway Co. . 9Q.LJ, 67 . . . 162

British Mutual Banking Co. v. Charnwood
Forest Railway Cog . . . }18 Q.B.D., 714 . : . 64
British Sugar Refining Co., In re . . 3Kay & J., 408 . . . 530

Brown v. Bevan . . . 9N.Z.L.R., 487. . . 638



1 C.LR.] CASES CITED.

Brown v. Maryland
Brunhilda, The .
Burchfield ». Moore
Burke, Ex parte .
Burkinshaw v. Nicolls
Burrows ». Klunk .
Bury ». Pope

Bush’s Case .

Butchart v. Dodds .
Byrne v. Armstrong

CapocAN and Hans Place Estate Ltd., Re.

Caledoman Railway Co. v. North British l 6 App. Cas., 114.

Callma.n v. Rallwa.y Commissioners
Cambooya Election Petition, In re
Campbell v. Commercial Bank
———— v. Hooper

v. McDonald

v. Wilson

Canada Central Railway Co. ». Murra.y

Canadian Pacific Railway Co. v. Blain
Cannon v. New Orleans
Capital and Counties Bank v. Gordon

Carpue v. London & Brighton Railway Co.

Carr v. London & N.W. Rallway Co.
Carruthers v. Payne .
Castro v. Murray

Caterers and Restaurant Keepers Associa-

tion, Ex parte .
Central Pacific Railway v. California
Chadwick ». McMullen

Chatterton v. Secretary of State for India (1895) 2 Q B., 189

Chelsea Waterworks Co. v. Bowley
Child ». Hearn . .
Cholmondeley ». Clinton
Christophersen v. Lotinga .
Churchward v. The Queen . .
Citizens’ Insurance Co. v. Parsons .

City and County of San Francisco ». Wes-

tern Union Telegraph Co.

City and South London Railwa)" Co. . 160 L.J. M.C.. 149
A J. M.C,,

London County Council
Claflin v. Houseman
Clark v. Chambers .
Clergne v. Murray .
Clifford ». Nolan
Clifton, The Ship . .
Coalport China Co., In re .
Coates v. Town of Moncton
Cobb v. Great Western Railway Co.
Coghlan v. Cumberland
Collector v. Day
Collins v. Vestry of Pa.dquton
Collman v. Roberts
Colonial Securities v. Ma.ssey .
Colonial Sugar Refining Co. v. Irving
Conybeare v. London School Board
Cook v. Leonard
v. Pennsylvania
Coomber v. Justices of Berks
Cooper v. Hawkins .

IX.
PAGE
12 Wheat., 419 . 102, 500, 599
45 L.T.R., 389 . . 394
3EL &B., 683 . . 638
34 New Brunswick R., 200 101, 223
3 App. Cas., 1004 531
14 Amer. State Rep., 3 638
Cro., Eliz. 118 8.C,, l Leon, 168 301
L.R 6 Ch., 246 . 532
12 N'S.W. SCR 371 154
25 V.L.R., 126; 2lALT.,78. 46
73 L.T., 387 . 643
28, 335
(1901) 1 S.R. (N.S.W. ), 89 552
9QLJ., 341 . 43
2 N.S.W. L.R., 315 431
3Sim. &G.,153;2¢4 L.J., Ch 644 955
22 N.Z. L. R 60 . 516
3 East., 294 . 286
8 App. Cas., 574 7, 394
(1904) A.C., 453 . 619
20 Wall., 577 . 102, 220
(1903) A.C., 240 . 640
5Q.B., 747 . 553
L.R. 10 C.P., 307 (_539
5 Bing., 270 . 565
L.R. 10 Ex., 213 554
(1903) 3 S.R. (N.S.W.), 19 181
162 U.S.R., 91 . 99, 598
19 ALT., 123 . . 458
3556
17 Q.B., 358 159
LR.9 Ex 176 487
4 Bligh., . 368
33 L.J. CP 121 346, 686
L.R.1Q.B., 173 . 18
7 App. Cas., 96 . 105
96 Cal., 140 104
7
93 U.S.R., 130 . 593
3Q.B.D., 32" 643
(1903)-A.C 619
(1903) 3 S. R. (N S.W. ), 504 430
3 Knapp., 375 . 431
(1895) 2 Ch 404 525
25 New Brunswick R., 605 lOl 223
(1893) 1 Q.B., 459 . 643
(1898) 1 Ch., 704 . 244
11 Wall,, 113 101, 590
5Q.B.D, 368 . . 432
(1896) 1 Q.B., 457 192
(1896)1 Q.B., 38. 261
(1903) Q.S.R., 261 398
(1891)1 Q.B., 118 435
6B. & C., 351 . 566
97 U.S.R., 566 . 103
9 App. Cas., 61 . 408
(1904) 2 K.B., 164 407



X.

Cooper v. Stuart

Cork and Bandon leway Co. v. Goode .

Coté v. Watson
Cowan, Ex parte

—~—— v, Duke of B.uccleuch
Cox v. English Scottish and Anetnlmn Bank

Coxhead v. Muller
Crabtree ». Hole .
Crandall ». Nevada
Cramer, Kz parte .
Critten v. Chiemical National Bank
Cropper v. Smith
Cross v. Goode
—— v. Lew

Cumfield v. Umted States .

Cundy ». Lindsay .
Currie, In re

Cusack v. L. & N.W. Rullway Co.

Cushing v. Dupuy

DaiLy Telsgraph Newsptpel' Co.Ltd. ».\ ) ¢ L R., 479

Dartmo:g,h College, Trustees of, v. Wood e 4 Wheat., 519
wa

cLaughlin
Dakins v. Seaman .

Dulgarno v. Hannah
Dalton v. Angus .
Dalton Time Lock Co. v. Dalton

Darwin v. Upton

Dashwood v. Msgni'ac

Davidson, Re

Davis v. Bank of England
—— v, Elmira Savings Bank

—— v. Shepstone

Dawkins v.

CASES CITED.

.

Deane v. Railway Commissioners .
Debs, In re . .

Delawaré Railroad Tax

De la Warr, Earl, v. Miles
D’Emden v. Pedder .
Dent v. Auction Mart Co. .
Devine v. Holloway .
Devonport v. Tozer
Dexter v. Hall

Dimbools, Shire of, v. Yarrick

Dixon ». London Small Arms Co. .

Dobbins ». Commissioners of Erie Counry

Dolan ». Macdermot
Donaldson, In re .
Ponnellan v. O’Neill
Dougal v. Wileon
Douglas, The

— v L. and N.W. Raﬂwn.y
Doust v. Slater
Dowling v. Jones

Downing College Case

Drew v. Moubray
—— ¢. Nunn

Duberle dy

Dutfiel

». Gunning
Ex parte .

.

[1904.

PAG
.j10 NSWLRW(iEq), 172; M

l
22 L.¥ C.P., 198 . .
2 Cartwright, 343 108, 223,
3 B. & Ald., 123. . .

E8g:

s
n_-q!'"’v-p
;o
@®
Sg?

i

108,

7
F
S
=
w
w
©o

B8I5*8
<
2
. g- ;

C
-2
: =g e

Cleeto:
e
k=

o1~
.W“gﬁ
2

Q®

s &

.7'

W;NO
S

5%
£

—
g
L d

g~
b

=]
o~
@]

E

=
Fas!

D

. llLJ Ex ,2714;9M. & W, 788
1C.L. 394 518,

. 2Apnga.s.440 .

. , 704 .

2 Wms. Stund 176 (b)
(1892) W.N.,

20 L.J., Ch., 644 .

2 Bing., 393; 5B.&C., 185
161 U.S.R., 283 .

11 A p. Cas., 187

ince Edn‘lond of Saxe-Weunar .D., 499

14NSW. W.N.,26 . .
158° U.S.R., 664. . 103,

. 18 Wall, 206 . . .

. 17Ch.D., 535 . . .

. 1CLR,91 . . 409,
LR, 2 Eq., 238. . .
14 Moo. P.C.C., 290
(1902) 2 Ch., 182
15 Wall., 9
28VLR 210; 24ALT 39

p- Cas 632
Seters, 101, %0,
L.R 5 Eq., 60; LR 3Ch,, 676
1QLJ., 105 . .
51Ir. Rep (Eq.), 523 .
2 Wms. Saund., 175 (a)
7 P.D., 181
3Kuy&J 178 3Jur. (N.S),ISI
38L.JQB 159 ; IOB&
2 N.SW.L. R.,
3 My. & Cr,, 474
16 .L.R., 484 .
4 QB.D., 681
. 4T.R.,651 . .
. 12N8S.W.WN, 18 .

682
414
189

547
2



1 C.L.R.] CASES CITED. XI.
) U}
PAGE
EastirN Counties B.anlway Co. v. Marrmge 9HLC,32 . 383
Easton v. Iowa . 188 U.S.R., 220. 595
Eberhardt v. Cornish (1903) Q.S.R., 172 516
Edge v. Parker . $B.&C.,697 . 565
Edinburgh Tramways Co. v. Torbam 3 App. Cas., 58 336
Edyvean ». Archer . (1903) A.C., 379 337
Elliott v. Allen 1C.B, 18§ DM & G 552
{5 W.R,, 465; 7 D. y
v. Ince . . . 1 472 " , 482
Ellis ». Selb 7 Sim., 352 424
—-az;‘ cg%.?: British Fire & Marine Insur- } 10 N.S.W. W.N., 105 472
Engelhart v. Farrant & Co . . (1897) 1 Q.B., 240 643
England, Bank of ». Va,glmno Bros. (1891) A.C., 107 . 638
Evans, In re . 42 L.J., Ch., 357 367
v. Hudon 2 Cartwright, 346 101
P
FAGAN v, Chicago . . 84 Illin., 227 . 213
Fairbank v. United States . 181 US.R., 283 . 101
Falkland Islands ». R;g . 1 Moo. P.C.C. (N.8.), 299 397
Farquharson Bros. v. King & Co. (1902) A.C., 325 636
Feather v. The Queen . 6B. &. 8., 257 . . 411
Fenwick ». East London Railway Co “ L5‘1 1. Ch. 602; L. R 20 Eq.: 06
Fielding v. Marley Corpora.tlon (1899) 1 Ch. y 1 439
Fifield v. Close . 15 Mich., 505 2156
Fisher v. The Queen 26 V.L.R., 781 . 20
Fitches v. Burnell 3 V.L.R. (L.), 194 414
Flanagan, Re 2 Jo. & Lat., 343 551
Fleming v. Bank of New Zealand . (1900) A.C., 577 . i 472
Fletcher v. Fletcher . . { 28 L4g0 Q B.134; 1 ]“jl' & E': 552
Foley ». Hill 2H.LC.,28 . 637
Forget v. Ostigny . . (1895) A.C., 318 518
Fortescue v. St. Matthew’s, Bethna.ll Green (1831)2Q. B 170 . . 441
Fort Leavenworth Railroad Co v. Lowe . 114 US.R., 525 . 217, 414
Foster v. Green 7H. &N., 881 . . . 640
- v. Mackinnon L.R., CP 704 253
Fourth South Melb. Bmldmg Socxety, Inre 9V.L (Eq ), 54 682
Freeman v, Cooke . . 2Ex., 6 . . 638
Friezer, In re 27 V.L.R., 335 ; ‘23 A LT., 67 619
G
GADEN v. Newfoundland Savings Bank (1899) A.C., 281. 642
Galloway v. Porter. . 3&4QL.J., 62. . . 43
Garden Gully Quartz M. Co. v. McLister . l App. Cas., '39 . . 437, 557
ga.(xith . %own.rd R . 8 Bing., 451 . . . 154
edge v. Commissioners of H.M. Works
and Public Bmldmgs . . }(1891) 2 Ch., 630 268
German Mining Co.’s Case . . . 4D.M &G, 4 280
Gibbons ». Ogden . . . 9 Wheat., 1 . 102
Gilman v. City of Sheboyga.n 2 Black., 510 220
Gloucester, Mayor of, ». Wood 3 Hare, 149 . 425
Gomm v. Bennett 21 V.L.R., 608 (n); 16 A. L. T., 223 419
Goode v. Onslow . 2NSWLR 278 . 666
Gort;x;nlg:‘)'ca.l Board v. Prison Commis- ) g (1904) 2 K.B. 165 (n.) 407
Gosset ». Howard . . 10Q.B,, 411 . . , 598
Grafton, Borough of, v. A. M.P. Soclety 9 N.8. W.R., 465 . 169



XIL CASES CITED.

Grant v. Pirani . -
Green v. Walkley .

Greenfield Savings Bank v. "Stow. el!
Greenslade v. Dare .

Greenwood, Inre .

Greig v. Umverslty ot Edmburgh
Grenada County v. Brogden

Grey v. Pearson

Grieve v. Johuston .

Griffin v. Coleman .

Griffith v. Taylor

Grover, In re .

Guest v. Reynolds .

Gundling v. Chicago

HADLEY v. Perks .
Huggard v. Pelicier Fréres .
Halifax Union v. Wheelwright
Hall & Co. Ltd., Inre
Hall ». Fuller .
v. Warren
Hamilton v, Iredale
——v. Walker.
Hardy . Fothergill.
Hargreaves v. Taylor
Harman v. Chicago .
Harbison, In re
Harris, In re
Harrison v. Pearce .
Hart v. Minister of Public Works.
Hassard v. Smith
Hayes ». Fuller
Heaven v. Pender .
Henderson ¢. New York
Heydon’s Case
Higgins v. W oodhall
Hilder v. Dexter .
Hill ». East and West Indla Dock Co
Hipgrave v. Case .
Hoddinott v. Newton, Chambers &Co Ltd.
Hodge v. The Queen
Hodgkinson v. Travers
Holden v. Moran
Holmes v. Trumper
Holywell Union v. Ha]kyn District Mines
Drainage Co.
Home and Colonial Stores Ltd. ». Colls
Home Insurance Co v. New York State
Hop Sing, Ex part
Hornsey Urban Dlstnct Council v. Hennel
Horwood v. Simpson . .
Howard v». Bodington
——— v. Digby .
Howarth +. Walker
Howes v. Barber
Hughes ». Lumley .
v. Pump House Hotel Co.
Hunter ». Attorney-General
Husé v. Glover

[1904.

PAGE

18 N.Z.L.R., 209 . . 516
27 V.L.R., 503 . . . 287
25 Amer. Rep., 67 638
20 Beav., 284 . 258
24 L.J.Q.B., 148 552
L.R.1H.L,, Sc., 348 412
112 U.8.R., 261. . . 222
6 HL.C, 61 . . 336, 346
15 A.L.T., 252 . . 408
4H. &N., 265 551
2 C.P.D, 194 552
3 NS.W.W.N, 52 581
18 Am. Rep. 570 (I1L,) 294
177 U S.R., 504
L.R., 1 Q.B., 444 705
(1892) A.C., 61 . 556
L.R., 10 Ex., 183 636
37Ch. D, 712 . 531
5B.&C, 75 637
¢ Ves., 610 261
(1905)3 S.R. (NSVV ), 535 71
(1892) 2 Q.B., 25 . 316
13 App. (Jas., 351 339
3B. &S, 613 706
147 U.S.R., 396. 220
(1902) 1 Ir. Rep., 103 424
(1901) 1 Ch., 931 72

1F.&F.,567; 32LT(OS),‘)98 472
(1902) 2'S.R. (NSW ), 366
6 L.R., Eq., 429. 258
3N.S.W. \VN,‘.’.I 516
11 Q.B.D., 503 . 155
92 US.R., 259 102
2 Rep,, 18 333
6 Times Rep., 1 550
(1902) A.C., 474. 440
App. Cas., 448. 335
28 Ch. D., 356 . 557
(190i) A.C., 49 . 581
9 App. Cas., 117. 227
1B. &C, 257 . 282
1 ALR, 117 . 697
7 Amer. Rep., 661 638
(1895) A.C., 117. 167
(1902) 1 Ch., 302 . . 289
134 U.SVR., 594 . 101, 595
4 N.S.W. W.N,, 59 483
(1902) 2 K.B., 73 407
2 Vern., 186 . 264
2 P.D., 203 . 66
2 Cl. & Fin., 634 270
(1903) 3 S.R. (N.S.W.), ‘935 . 282
21 L.J. Q.B., 254; 18 Q B.,588 458
24 L.J. Q.B., 29 3
902) 902) 2 K.B 3o 485 697
(1899 ) A.C., 425
119 U.S.R., 3 218



1CLR]

Hamilton

Imperial Loan Co. . . Stone
Income Tax Acts, In re

, In re
, In re
—, In re

, In re
Indermaur ». Dames
Inglis v. Robertson .
Ingram ». Drinkwater
v. Lawson .

IMPERIAL Bank of Canada . Bamk of \31 Canada S.C.R., 344 (1903)
A.

Illinois Central v. Decatur

Innes ». Stephenson.
Ireland ». Livingston

Charities

Jacoss v. Brett
Jeanneret v. Hixson
Jenkins ». Morris .-
Johns v. Delaney

’

Johuson v. Credit Lyonmus Co. .
Johnston v. Minister and Trustees of St
Andrew’s Church, Montreal

CASES CITED.

XIII.

PAGE

C.,49 636

(1892) 1 Q B, 244
23 V.L.R. 31’ 588
4ALR((JN).3¢ 589

25 V.L.R., 554; 21 A.L.T., 206 594
28 V.L.R., 338 ; 24 A.L.T., 55. 594
29 V.L.R.. 525; 25 A.L.T., 136 594

LR.1C.P., 274
(1898) A.C., 616 .
32 L.T.N.S., 746
6 Bing. N.C., 212
147 U.S.R., 190 .
1 Moo. & R., 145
L.R., 5 HL,, 395

, Bank of, v. Trustees of Lx ans s} 5 H.LC., 389

2 L.T., ; L.R., 20 Eq.,
7 N.S. \\' VV N 0 .

14 Ch. D., 674

16 V.L.R., 729

3C.P.D, 32

}3Apn Cns., 159

v. St. AndrewsChurch Montreal 3 }gp Cas., 159

Jones v. Mersey Docks Trustees

v. Powles
v. Spencer .
Julius ». Bishop of Oxford .

KEeaTts ». Hugo
Kellett, Ex parte .
Kendall v. Granger .
Kennedy ». De Trafford
Kentucky ». Dennison
Kidd ». Pearson
Kielley ». Carson
Killam, Ex parte
Kimbray ». Draper.
King ». Cundy

Kingston-upon- H\xll Ma.yor of v. Horner . 1

Kirkwood v. Webster
Kisby v. Jenkins
Kuight, Re . .
Knight 2. Egerton .
Knight v. Halliwell

Knight ». Municipal District of Rockdale .
Knowlton ». Supervisors of Rock County .

La Cité de Montreal v. Les Ecclésiastiques
du Seminaire de S. Sulpice de Montréal

Lamb . Evans

—— v. North London Railw a.y Co

Lawless v. Sullivan .

L.C., 443 .
3 M 1. & K., 581
77 L.T. N.S., 536
5 App. Cas., 214

15 Am. Rep., 80 (Mass.)

1 8.C.R. (Nb\V)NS 148
5 Beav., 300 .

(1897) A.C., 180.

24 Howard, 66 .

128 U.S.R.,1 .

4 Moo. P.C.C., 63 .

34 New Brunswick R., 530

L.R.,3Q.B., .
15(N \V)\V 158
00wp 102
9 Ch. D, 239

1. 194

lo? 472
52, 80

294

435

424

415

. 103
409, 501

lOl ?’3
. 3"()

304
662

23 V.L.R., 66; 19 A.L.T., 186 416

ISNSW LR 315

7 Ex., 407

L.R., 9QB 412 .
20NSW L.R. (Eq),32
9 Wisc., 410 .

} 14 App. Cas., 660

(1893) 1 Ch., 218
[.R., 4 Ch., 522
6 App. Cas., 373

383
470
516
159
220

394, 479
643

. 368
592, 705



XIV. CASES CITED. [1904.

PAGE
Lawrance v. Lord Norreys . . . 15 App. Cas., 210 . 550
Lea v. Graham . . 18.C 5 (N.S.W.), 288 . 638
Leather Manufacturers’ Bask . Morgan . N7U08R, 9 . . . 640
Lees v. Evans . 12NS.W.LR,, 7 . . 472
Legal Tender Cases. . . . 12 Wall., 457 522 0 833 590
. 20nta.rmA bu nt.
Leprohon v. Ottawa . : { p% 478 lOl 214, 590
Leslie v. Baillie . . . . 2Y & C C C., 9l . . 258
Levien ». Reg. . . . .13 W.R., 159 . . . 397
Lewis v. Clay . . . . 4T.LR, 149 . N . 252
v. Price . 2 Wms. Saund., 176 . . 286
v. Weston- Super-Ma.re Local Bo&rd 40Ch. D., 55 . . . 705
Licence Tax Cases . 5 Wall., 462 . . . 501
Lickbarrow v. Mason . 6T.R.,131 . . . 638
Liverpool Borough Bank v. Tumer . 30L.J.,Ch., 379 . 51, 81
Lloyd v. Clark . . 3 Hag. Ecc., 481 . . 394
Loan Association v. Topeka. . .70 all 855 . . . 598
Loder, In re . . . 19NS.W.LR. (Eq.), 41 . 365
Lodge v. Rowe . . . . 1V.LR.(L.), 65 436
Loftv Wade . 24 V.LR, 216; "OALT 35. 697
LLondon aénd S.W, Bank v. Wentworth . 5Ex.D., 9 . 640
ondon & D. Railway Co. v. S.E. | v
Railway Co. . y " "{60L.T,753 . . . 665
v. S.E. Railway Co. . . 40Ch. D, 100 . . . 557
London Celluloid Co., I'n 7e . . 39Ch.D.. 190 . . . 531
London County Couucil, Ex parte . . (1901) 1 Ch., 931 . . 372
London, Lord Mayor of, v. Cox . . LR.2H.L, 239 . . 194
Loughna.n v. Haji Joosub Bhulladina . 7 Moo. P.C.C., 372 . . 431
Low v. Bouverie . . (1891)3Ch., 82. . . 644
Lumley ». Osborne (l901) . . 1K.B, 532 . . . 81
M
McBRIDE v. McBride . (1894)21Ir. Rep., 76 . . 665
McCabe 2. Jopling & Palmers Travellln ., < -
Credle Tod & ' € 1(1904) 1 K.B., 222 . . 581
McCulloch v. Maryland . . . 4 Wheat., 316 . . 95, 214, 590
McDermott, In re . . . . 3 Dr. & War., 480 . . 553
McDonald, E:z: parte 1 Buck., 405 . . . 257
McDowall v. Great Western Raxlwny Co (1903) 2 K.B., 331 . . 643
MacDuff v. MacDuff . (1896) 2 Ch., 451 . . 424
McGoon ». Scales . . . . 9 Wall,, 23 . . . 219
Meclnnes, Ex parte . . . . 4NS.W.LR, 142 . . 170
MeclIntosh v. Simpkins . (1901), 1 K.B., 487 . . 80
MCLEI;gl;};S v. Daily Telegraph Newspa.per }l C.LR., 23 . . . 479
————v. Daily Tele vaph News rCo -
vy legraph P‘Pe ‘}ICLR 479 . . 678
MecLeod, Ex parte . . , . 34 New Brunswick R., 530 . 101
McMahon v. Brewer . 18 N.S.W. L.R. (Eq:}, 88 643
Mactl;‘lx}::;&v Grand Trunk Railway Co. of | wheeler’s P.C. Law, 982 . 7
McNab v]Fail{on . S . 15N.S..W. W.N,, 98 . . 516
Maharajah oheshur Sing . Ben al
Go&ernmenb . g . 8 }I Moo. Ind. App., 283 . - 43l
Mammoth, The . . 9P.D, 126 . . . 665
Manitoba, Attorney- Geneml for, v Mani-
toba Licence Holders’ Association . f (1902) A.C., 78 . : - 088
Mann v. Owen . . 9B.&C., 5% . . . 435
Mansfield, Shire of v Crockett . . 23V.L. R 394 . . 682
ﬁarcusseu Ea, Bl:rkbeck Bank Rec . \ 5T.L.R., 149 463 646 . 638
aritime nk of Canada v. eiver-
General of New Brunswick . (1362) A.C., 437 : - 597

Martin v. Headon . . . . LR, 2Eq., 425 » . 289



1CLR]

Marzetti v. Williamns

Mason ». Brentini

Massachusetts v. Holbrook .

Maxwell v. Maxwell .

Melbourne Tramway, &c., Co. . Fltzroy
v. Mayor of Melbonrne . .

Mercer ». Gouch .

Meriwether ». Garrett .

Metropoliton Bank v. Pooley

Metropolitan Railway Co. . Bowler

———— v. Wright .

Middleton, In re

Miller v. balomons .

——— v. The King.

Mittens v, Forman .

Moffat v. Farquhar .

Moffitt, Ex parte

Molton v. Camroux

Monagle v. South Melbourne

Money v. Leach .

Montreal Gas Co, ». Cadieux

Moorcock, The

Moore . Raw son

Morris . Tottenham &e. Railw ay Co.

Morrison v. Marquardt .

Motterham v. Eastern Counties Rallway Co

Mott’s Case.

Moyle’s Case

Mugler v. Kansas .

Munster ». Lamb

Murray v Charleston

Nar1er’s Patent, Re

National Bank ». Commonweulbh

Neagle, In re .

Nelson v. Duncombe

Newton v. Ellis .

New Zealand Loan &c. Agency . Lorpora
tion of Wellington

‘Nicholls ». Anglo-Australian Land Co.

Nicholson ». Colonial Mutual Insurance Co.

Neill v. Morley .

Nilwhadub Doss v. Blshumber Doss

North v. Tamplin

North-Eastern Railway Co. v. Jackson

v. Milson

CASES CITED.

1B. & Ad., 415.
42 LT,726 .
10 Allen (Mass.), 202
L.R., ¢ H.L., 508
(1901) A.C., 153
24 V.L.R., 33

15 L.T., 219

102 U.S.R., 472
10 App. Cas., 210
(1893), A.C., 416
11 App. Cas., 152
19 CE D, 552 .
7 Ex., 475

28VLR 530; 24AL T

58 L.J., QB 40

7 Ch. D
IOQCR(NSW),
2 Ex., 487; 4 Ex., 17
20ALT 146 .

19 H.8, Tr,lOOl 1 BL W 555

(1898) A.C., 718.
14 P.D,, 64
3B. & C 332

. 30
(189")2Ch 47; 61L.J. Ch 215 707

North Sydney, New Municipal Council of ,f 15 N.S.W.R., 55

Northern Counties of England Fire Insur-
ance Co. v. Whipp
Notting Hill, The . . . .
o
O’DonNNELL v. Chambers
v, Hitchin

Chio v. Thomas

Oliver ». Bank of Engla.nd

Ontario, Attorney-General for . Attorney
General for Canada

Orphans’ Board v. Kraegelius

Orr v. Union Bank of Scotland

XV.

PAGE
. 471

. 666

501

426

159

. 169

, 553

. 222

556

165

153 470 642
. 426

. 359

150 l7 672
557
530
438
244
412
518
518

92 Am. Dec 444 294
7 C.B., N.S., 558 336
2 East., P.(?., 1075 487
2 East., P.C., 1076 487
123 U.S.R., 623 . 501
11 Q.B.D, 588 . 553
96 U.S.R., 432 . 595
6 App. Cas., 174 . . 414
9 Wall., 353 99, 219, 413, 591
135 U.S.R, 1 103, 409
9 Beav., 211 . 266
5EL &Bl 115; 24LJQB 337 412
9 N.Z.L.R., 10 . . 288
11 N.S.W. L.R,, 85¢ . 285, 367
13 V.L.R.,58; 8 A.L.T., 173 . 132
9 Ves., 478 . . 255
13 Moo. Ind. App., 85 . 432
8Q.B.D., 253 . 347
22 W.R., 629 666
168

}26 Ck. D., 482 . 638
9 P.D., 1056 643
L.T., 73 697

27 R ni; 2‘3 AL, T 166 697
173 U 276 409
(1902) 1 Ch 610 276
}(1896) AC., 348. 601
9 Moo. P.C.C., 441 . 547
1 Mac. Q., H.L. Cas., 513 635



XVI.

Osborn ». Bank of United States
Otto’s Kopje Diamond Mines Ltd.,

Owen, Ex parte . .

Owensboro’ National Bank v. Owensboro’ .

Owings v. Speed

Paciric Co. v. Soule

Packet Co. v. Keokuk .

Paddock ». N.E. Railway Co.

Paling, In re

Palmer v. Grand Junction Rallway Co.
Palmer’s Case . .
Parker, Kz parte

v. Foot
Parkinson v. Hanbury
Partington ». Attorney-
Pascoe v. Puleson
Patching v. Barnett

(General

Patent Safety Gun Cotton Co. v. Wilson

Patey’s Case .

Patterson v. Kenbucky

Patton v. Brady

Paul, In re .

Pearce v. Lindsay .

Pearse v. Schwder & Co.

Pearson, Inre

-, Inre

Peete v. Morgun

Pender v. Lushington

Penney, Ex parte .

Penwarden v. Ching

Perry ». Eames

Perry’s Estate, In re

Pervear . Commonwealth .

Peterson v. Davis .

Philadelphia v. ’.l‘elegraph Co.

Phillips v. Martin .

Pickard v. Sears

Pimlico &c. Tramway Co. v. Greenwich
Union . .

Plumley ». Mussachusetts .

Pocock v. Attorney-General

Police, Commissioners of, . Cartman

Pollock v. Farmers’ Loan and Trust Co.

Postmaster-General, Ex parte

Pound ¢. Turck .

Powell v. Apollo Candle Co Ltd.

oo

». London and Provincial Bank

Praed v. Graham .

Prahran, Mayor of, ». Carter

Prendergast v. Prenderga.st

Price v. Berrington .

Prigg v. Pennsylvania

Prince ». Gagnon

Prodgers . Phrazier

Providence Bank v. Blllmgs

R. ». Aylesford, Inhabitants of

CASES CITED.

Inre .

[1904.

PAGE
97, 215

9 Wheat., 738
531, 557

(1893) 1 Ch., 618.
20 New Brunswick,

P

R. 487 . 101, 223, 591

173 U.S.R., 664 . 99 2, 598
5 Wheat., 420 . 213
7 Wall., 433 500
95 U.S.R., 80 . 220
18 L.T.N.S., 60. . 152
3 (N.S.W.), VV N, 41 364
SL.J., Ex., 129; 4M &VV,749 553
1 Leuph ‘Zoo . 357
L.R.,2 bh 685 259
19 \Vendell (N.Y.), 289
LR,1HL,1. 644
L.R., 4 H.L., 100 588
54 L.T., 733 . 132
51 LJ., Ch., 74. 426
49 L.J.Q.B., 713 638
2 East., P.C., 1074 487
97 U.S.R., 501 . 413
184 U.S.R., 617 500
(lQO’)‘ZbR (NSW) 196 79
1 D.F. &J., 573 665
(1897) A.C., 520 472
5Ch. D., 982 . 556
17 N.S.W. L.R., 245 676
19 Wall., 581 220
6 Ch. D., 70 . 534
L.R., 8 Ch., 446 525
Moo. & M., 400. 286
(1891) 1 Ch., 658 411
1 Jur. (N.8.), 917 367
5 Wall,, 475 504
17 L.J., C.P., 242 383
40 Fed. Rep., 615 220
15 App. Cas., 193 472
6 Ad. & E., 469 . 655
}L R,9QR.,9. 173
155 U.S.R., 461 . . . 414
3 Ch. D., 342 . . . 424
(1896) 1 Q.B., 655 . . 438
157 U.S.R., 429 101
10 Ch. D, 595 . 414
95 U.S.R., 459 . 410
4 N.S.W. L.R., 161 . 399
10 App. Cas., 282 110, 227
(1893) 1 Ch., 610 . 255
24 Q.B.D., 53 . . 470
15 V.L.R., 228 . . 169
3 HLC, 195 . 426
7 Hare, 394 ; 3 Mac. & G 486 258
16 Peters, 539 102

678
553
598

8 App. Cas, 103. 1, 394, 480,
1 Verm., 9; 2 Ch. Ca., 70 .
4 Peters., 514 . . .

2E. &E., 538 211



1 C.LR.] CASES CITED. XVII
PAGE

R. v. Bamford (1901) 1 N.8.W. L.R., 397 { 212 %
— v. Barnardo 23 Q.B.D,, 305 . 440
— 2. Rowell 4 British Columbia R., 498 591
— v. Bradshaw . 7C. &P., 233 . 436
— v. Buckley’s Swamp Estate Co 18 V.L.R., 66 . 588
—v. Bull . . (1903) A.C., 158 20
— ». Burah . 3 App. Cas., 889 597
—. Bumterheld 17 Cox C.C., 598 436
- bambrxdgeshlre 7Ad. & K, 4‘%0 682
~ v. Chapple Russ. & R., . 487
— v. Charles . 3WW. & A’B (L ), 52 697
- Che(l,sea Waterworks, Goveruor and 5B. & Ad., 170

Jouncil of . .

-~ v. Cheyne (1900) A.C., 622 . 682
- r. Colwell 7 8.C.R. (N.S.W.), 404. 436
— . Cook 3 T.R., 519 . . 407
— v. Coombes 1 Leach C.C., 388 593
— v. Cripland 11 Mod., 387 46
—- z. Dadson 3C.&K,, 148 437
-— v. Kast London Wa.terworks Co 18 Q.B., 705 . 159
-— v. Fisher . (1903) A.C., 158. 20
— . Harris 4T.R., ‘205 435
— v. Jones . 23Q.B.D., 29 . 337
— v. Joze Alves Dias 6 Moo. P. C C., 102 394
— ». Kent, Justices of L.R.,, 8Q.B., 305 700
—r ——— 24 Q.B.D., 181 411
— ». Keyn . 2 Ex. D., 63 593
— Lwerpool Justices 11 Q.B.D., 649 487
— v. Lofthouse L.R. 1 Q.B., 433 50
— 2. London, Mayor of 3B. & A, 270 598
—. Lovnbond . 24 L.T. N.S., 357 696
— v. Loxdale 1 Burr., 445 79
— v. Marsham (1892) 1 K.B., 371 713
— 2. Monck . 2Q.B.D., 544 . 336
— ». Mong . 4 (N.S.W.) W.N., 163 483
— 2. Mookerjee 1 Moo. P.C.C. (N.8.), 272 397
— v, Negus . L.R., 2C.C.R., 34 415
— v. Norwick, Muyor of . 2 Ld. Raym,, 1244 45
— v. Panton, ex parte Schuh 14 V.L.R., 529 10 AL.T., 115 696
-, Parsons 16 Cox, C.C., 498 416
— v, Pinder 24 L.J., Q.B., 148 552
—-v. Pitt 1BL W, 379 . , 46
— ¢. Ryan . 11 N.8.W. LR, 171 . 439
— . Skeen . Bell’s C.C., 97 336
— v, Smith . 14 S.C.R. (N S.W. )s 419 436
— v. Stephens L.R., 1 Q.B., 702 . 438
—- 7. Steward 2R. & Ad., 12 46
— v. Templeton . 3 V.L.R. (L )s 305 697
. Tylrel:'er:::g Pt;)heLgntematlona.l Com ; (1891) 2 Q.B., 588 435
— v. Weir . 1B. &C., 288 515
— v, West dedlesex Waterworks Co. 1E. & E, 716 161
— v. White . . 20 N.S.W. L.R., 12 439
— v. Whitehouse . 2 8.C.R. (N.S.W.,), 118 439
— v. Whitemarsh 14 Q.B., 803 ; 15 Q.B., 600 188
— v. Whitney 1 Mood. C.C., 3. . 487
— v. Wimbledon 8Q.B.D., 459 . 449
— v. Wycombe Railway Co 36 L.J., Q.B., 121 707
Rafael v. Verelst . . 2BL W., 987 . 474
Railroad Co. v. Loftus . . . 105 U.8.R., 258. 217
——— v. Peniston . . 18 Wall,, 5 98 210 598
Railways, Commissioner of v. Brown 13 App. Cas., 133 471
Raleigh v. Goschen . (1898) 1 Ch., 73 557



XVHIL CASES CITED. [1904.
PAGE

Randwick, Borough of v. Australian Cities
Investment Corporation . f 12 N.8. W.R., 299 ’ 168
, . . (1893) A.C., 322 437
Ratcliffe ». Evans . (1892) 2 Q.B., 524 . 472
Ray v. Sweeney . 29 Am. Rep.; 388 (Keut) 294
Read v. Brookman . 3T.R., 151 . 304
—— v. Brown 22 Q. B. D., 128 . 593
Real Estate Bank v. Union Bank . Umeported 287
Reid v. Reid 731 Ch D 402 ' 55 L. J Ch '\ 236

£

Republic of Costa Rica v. Erlanger 3 Ch 1) 62 . 4
Richardson v. Dubois . LR,5 Q B. 51. 256
Richmond Municipality v. (xrey 29 V.L. R., 335; 25 AL T., 88 408
Riguey v. Dangar 2 (N.S.W. ), 8.C. R.,9 666
Ring v. Pugsley 18 I\ew Bruns. R., 303 . . 288
River Wear Commlsuloners v, Adamson p. Cas., 743 239, 336
Rivington v. Garden . (1901) 1 Ch., 541 . 132
Robarts v. Tucker . 16Q.B., 560 20 L.J. Q B., 270 635
Robb ». Connor Ir. Rep 9 Eq , 373 665
Roberts v. Orchard . 2H. & C 769 ; 33 L. J Ex., 65 566
Robeson ». Pittenger 32 Am. Dec 412 . 289
Robey v. Oriental Bank 2 N.S.W., S.C.R. (N. S. ), 56 471
Robins & Co. v. Gray (1895) 2 Q B., 501 . 641
Robinson v. Cha.rtered Bank 35 Beav., 79; L.R., 1 Eq., 32 . 530
v. Hoskins S.M. Herald, 21st March 1883 287
%ohl:\ v. gteward o K 14 C.B., 595 471

othes, Countess of v. 1rcald andD surt
Water Works (,ommxssmgers y 7 App. Cae., 694. 336
Royall v. Virginia . 116 U.S.R., 573. 409
Russell v. The Queen 7 App. Cas., 829 598

S
SaLMoN v. Duncombe 11 App. Cas., 627 176
Salomon v. Salomon (1897) A.C., 22 . 336
Salter v. Clarke 21 (N.S.W.) W.N,, 71 367
Sargood v. The Queen 4 V.L.R. (L.), 389 462
—_ v. Veale 17 V.L.R., 660 . 695
Saunders, Ex parte. 11Q.B.D., 191 . . 706
Scholfield v. Earl of Londesborough (1896) A.C., 514. 257, 635
Scott v. London & St. Katherine DocksCo. 3 H. & C., 596 . . 2
v, Scott 33 L.J., P&,M . 7
Scown v. Haworth . 25 V.L. R 88; 21 A L. '1’ ., 36 . 639
Seaman ». Burley (1896) 2 Q. B -)44 . . 440
Seaton v. Burnand . (1900) A.C., 135. 473
Selby v. Jackson 6 Beav., 192 261
Shatwell v. Hall 12L.J. Ex T4; 10M. & V., 523 552
Sheehan v. Gallagher . (1902) Q.8. R 319 . 516
Sheehy v. Edwards, Dunlop & Co. . 13 (N.S.W.) w. N., 166 287
Sheffield Corporation ». Barclay (1903) 2 K.B., 593 255
ShelfCer v. City of London Flectric nght.mg ; (1895) 1 Ch., 287 . 290
Ship Clifton, The 3 Knapp., 375 394, 431
Shortridge ». Young . 12M.EW.,5 . . 383
Simpson v. South Staffordshire Waterworks | 34 L. J Ch 380 4 368, 707

Co. } D.J. S, 379 ’

Sloman . Bank of hngla.nd 14 Sim. 475 i 265
Smith v. Buller L.R., 14 Eq., 478 666
—, Etﬁngham . 10 Beav.,.378 . 666
—— . Great Western Rallway Co. 3 App. Cas 165 336
—— v. Morrison Ig S.W. W. N., 65 580
——— ¢. Richmond (1899) A.C., 448 168
Snyder ». Bettman . 190 U.S.R., 249. 595
Société Générale v. Metropohtan Ba.nk 27 L.T. (N.S.), 849 638



1 C.L.R.]

Solomon v. Bitton .

Solomons, In re .

Southwell ». Bowditch

8t. Louis ». St. Louis .

~———, City of, 2. Western Union Tel. Co.

St. Sepnlchre s, Ex parte

Stait v. Colenso .

Staple of England, Mayor &e.
Governor of Bank of England .

Starkey v. Bank of England

State Tonnage Tax Cases .

Steamship Company v. Port Wardens

Stead v. Thornton . .

Stead’s Mortgaged Estates, Inre .

Steeds v. Steeds .

Stein v. Hauck .

Stephens ». Badcock

Stevenson, Ex parte

Stephenson v. The Queen

Stewart’s Case

of,

V.

Stockton and Da.rlmgt.on Rallway Co. ». )

Brown .
Stone »v. Marsh
Stradling ». Morgan
Stroud ». Wandsworth District Board
Sun Fire Office v. Hart
Sussex Peerage Case
Swan, Ex parte

Swan v. North British Austrnlasmn Co.

Sydney, Municipal Council of v. Australian
Gaslight Co. .

—— v. The Commonwealth

Sylvester’s Case

TARBLE’S Case .
Tarbuck v. Bispham
Tawney ». Lynn and Ely leway Co.
Taxation, Commissioners of v. Trustees of
St. Mark’s Glebe
Taylor v. Goodwin .
v. Nicholls .
Teggin v. Langford .
Tennant ». Smith
Tennessee v. Davis .
Théberge v. Laudry

Thomas, In re

e, In re
— v. Saunders
Thompson v. Harvey

v. Leach . .
—— v. Union Pacific Ra.llroa.d Co.
Thomson v. Leech .

v. Pacific Railroad Co
Thorogood’s Case

Thwaites v. Brahe .

Timmins & Sons Ltd., In re
Toronto, Bank of v. Lambe
Transportation Co. v. Parkersburg

CASES CITED.

XIX.
PAGE
8Q.B.D.,, 176 . 471
(1904) 1 K.B., 106 619
1C.P.D, 100 . 440
1 Moo. P.C.C\, 144 395
148 U.S.R., 92 . 220
33 L.J., Ch., 375 347
23 A.L.T., 245 . 697
}QIQBD 160 . 638
(1903) A.C., 114 255
12 Wall,, 204 . 220
6 Wall., 31 . 102
3B. & Ad. 354 . 248
2Ch. D, 713 . 367
22 Q.B.D., 537 . 643
26 Amer. Rep 10 (Ind. ) 294
3 B. & Ad., 354 . 248
(1892) 1 Q B., 394 . 383
2 W.W. & a’B. (L.), 143 397
L.R.., 1 Ch., 574 . 530
o 9 H.L.C., 246 707
Ry. & M., 364 643
1 Plowd., 204 . . 336
(1894) 1 Q.B., 64; 2Q.B., 1 705
14 App. Cas., 98 7
11 ClL & Fin., 85 326, 3‘33 686 709
7C.B., N.S,, 400 259
2H. &C., 175 32 LJ. Ex,

273 . . 259, 638
(1903), 3 S.R. (N.S.W.), 66 159
1C.L.R.,208 . 408, 591
(1903) A.R., 385 . 185
13 Wall., 397 593
2M. &W.,2 . 248
16 L.J., Ch., 282 368

}(1902) A.C., 416. 504
4 Q.B.D., 228 581
1C.P.D., 242 192
10 M. & W., 556 383
(1892) A.C., 150 601
100 U S.R., 257 . 103

. Cas 102 498

N 8‘7 Fed Rep 304; 173 U.s. R

276. . 409
87 Fed. Rep., 453 416
5B. & Ad., 462. 552
4H. & N., ‘254 . 60 79
3Salk., 300 3 Mod 296 Carth.

430 . . 249, 482
9 Wall,, 579 . 595
3 Salk., WO 3 Mod., 296:; (/art,h

4'35 249, 482
9 Wall., 579 . . 98, 218
2 Rep., 9 (b)y . . 263
21 V.L.R., 192 . 287
(1902) 1 Ch 238 531

P. Cas 576 99, 414 491, 586
107 6 S.R., 69i 218



p9.9

Treganowan v. Shire of Minhamite

Turnbull ». Cocking
Turner v. Thompson
v. Walsh

UN10N Bank ». Munster

Union Credit Bank . Mer'sey Docks an(i

Harbour Board
United States v. Cornell
——-—— v. Hoar
- —— v, Kagama
————— v, Perkins
————— ». Railroad Co.

VALENTINI v. Canali

Van Allen v. Assessors
Van Brocklin ». Tennessee .
Vansittart v. Taylor

Vernon ». Vestry of St. James

Vickers v. Hertz
Vickery v. Marr

Von Meyer v. Borou.gh of East St. Leonards

W AKEFIELD ¢. Brown
Walcott ». Lyons .
Waldock v. Winfield

Waite, In re

Walker, Ex parte

2. Solomon .

¢. Walker
Walker’s Case .
Wallace & Co., Ex parte
Walling v. Mlchlgdn

Waratah Municipality v. Waratah Co.

Warburton v. Loveland
Ward v. Duncombe.
Warne v. Beresford

Waterloo, Municipality of v. Hinchcliffe .

Webster v. Friedeberg

Wells ». Chelmsford Local Board of Hea.lth

v. Nickles
Welton v. Missouri .
Westbury Election Petition

Western Union Tel. Co. v. Massa::huaetté

Weston v. City of Charleston
Wheaton v. Maple & Co.
Wheeldon ». Burrowes
Whicker ». Hume
Whitechurch, Ex parte
White, In re .

—— v. France

———v. McLean

White’s Case

Whitechurch Ltd. . Cavax;agh
Whitehead & Bros. Ltd., In re

CASES CITED.

-

A.L.T, 5 .
24 Amer. Rep 497 ((:reorg )
6 App. Cas., 636

39 Ch. D., 51

{(1899) 2Q.B., 205

2 Mason., 50

2 Mason, 311 .
118 US.R., 375.
163 U.S.R., 625.
17 Wall., 322

24 Q.B.D., 166 .
3 Wall, 573 .
117 U.S.R., 151.
24'L.J.Q.B., 198

49LJ Ch,, 130 50 L.J. Ch., 81

2 H.L. (Sc.), 113 .
4 S.C.R. (N.S.W.) Eq., 66
3 W.N. (N.S.W.), 297, 309

L.R.9C.P., 410
29 Ch. D., 548
(1901) 2 K.B., 596

" |81 Fed. Rep., 359; 88 Fed.

Rep., 102 .
(1903) A.R., 207
11 N.S.W. L.R., 88
(1903) A.C., 170.
L.R., 6 Eq., 30 .
13 N.S.W.L.R.,
116 U.S.R., 446
(1874) 2 S. C R., N.S., 167
2 Dow. & Cl., 480
(1893), A.C., 369
2M. & W, 848.
58.C.R. (NS\V) ’73
17 Q.B.D., 736 .
15 Ch. D., 108 .
104 U.S.R., 444
91 U.S.R., 275. .
10'M. & H., 59
125 U.S.R., 530
2 Peters., 449 .
(1893) 3 Ch., 48 .
12 Ch. D., 31
7H.L.C., 124 .
50 L..J., M.C,, 41
(1893) 2 Ch., 41 .
2C.P.D, 308 .
24 S.A.L.R., 97
L.R.,2 Eq., 84 .
1902) A.C., 117
(1900), 1 Ch., 804

[1904.

PAGE
29 V.L.R., 690 ; 25 A.L.T., 208 683
21

294
289

440
636

418
593
595
103



1 CLR]

\Whitley Partners Ltd., In re
Whitmore ». Wilks.,
Wigtown Election Petition
Wilkes ¢. Wood .
Wilkins, Ex parte
Wilkinson v. Farrie

v. Lindgren .
Willis z. Earl Beauchamp .
—— v. Earl Howe . .
Wingfield v. Jenkinson
Winder, Ex parte

Windsor, Town of, . Commercial Bank

CASES CITED. XXI.
PAGE

32 Ch. D, 337 . . 254, 700
3 C. &P, 364 . . . 643
20'M. & H., 215 . .43
19 St. Tri., 1153 . 518
34 New Bruusmck R., 530 . 101
1H. &C., 633 . . . 152
LR, 5 Ch., 570 . . 425
11 P.D., 59 . . . 556
(1893) < Ch., 545 . . 367
1 T.LR., 102 . . 152

46 L.J., Ch. 572 ;6 Ch. D 696 368
| 14 Novia Scotla. L.R. (3 R.
1 & G.), 420 ; 3 Cart. 396 214, 601

a;mterbottom In re . 18Q.B.D., 446 . . . 696
isconsin Central R‘ulroa.d Co. v. Price .

County ‘ *} 133 US.R., 496. . . 215
W.M, Inre (1903) 3 S.R. (N.S.W.), 552 . 551

\Vollaston’s (‘ase .
Woodhall, Ex parte
Woodruff v. Parham
Woodward v. Sarsons

28 V.L.R., 357 ; 24ALT 63 98, 586
20 Q.B.D., 832 .

8 Wall,, 123 . . 102 504
L.R., 10C.P , 733 43, 82, 1‘29, 135

d .
W orfg::::s{m;:leo“(,ounty Council «. Wor. | (1897) 1 Q.B., 480 . . 412
Workman v. Belfast Harbor Lommlssnoners (1899) 2 Ir. Rep., 619 . . 665
Worthington v. Jeffries . 32L.T.,606; L.R., 10C.P., 379 194
Wright v. Commissioner for Rallways . 12 8.C.R. (N.S.W)),5 . . 483
Wright ». Hale . . . . 6H. & N.,227; 30 L.J. Ex., 40 4
Y
YArD v. Ford 2 Wmns. Saund., 172 . . 286
Yates v. Boen 2 Stra., 1104 . . . 250

Young v. Grote

v. Turner

ZOoUCH v. Parsons

’ {4 Bing. N.C., 253; 12 Moore | 257
. C.P., 484; 29 R.R., 552 | 632
14 A.L.T., 89 . . . 533

3 Burr., 1805 . . 249



