
TABLE OF CASES

v. Azam
177, 265,

Advocate-General of Bengal v. Ranee
Surnomoye Dossee, 25 I •

Alter Caufman v. Government of
Bombay, 88.

Ameer Khan, In the matter 0/, 54,
59, 207, 248, 262.

Attorney-General for the Colony of
Hong Kong v. Kwok-a-Sing, 346.

Audur Chundra Shaw, Re, 245.

Bedreechund v. Elphinstone, 172.
Bell v. Municipality of Madras, 1,77,

221.
Bichitramund, Re, 265.
Bradley v. Arthur, 268, 270.

Collector of Masulipatam v. Cavaly
Vencata Narrainapah, 160.

Collector of Sea Customs v. Panniar
Chithambaram, 245.

Collector of Thana v. Bhaskar Maha­
dev Rheth, 220.

Cook v. Sprigg, 174.

Damodhar Gordhan v. Deoram
Kanji (the Bhaunagar case), 39,
177, 207.

Doss v. The Secretary of State for
India in Council, 17I, 174.

Dunn v. The Queen, 158.
-- v. McDonald, ib.

East India Company v. Sandys, 25.
-- v. Syed Ally, 172.
Empress v. Keshub Mahajun, 265.
-"-- v. S. Moorga Chetty, 352, 386.
-- v. Surmook Singh, 386.

Forester and others v. Secretary of
State for India in Council, 173.

Freeman v. Fairlie, 25 I.

Frith v. Regina, 171.

Ganpat Pataya v. Collector of
Canara, 175, 177.

Gibson v. East India Company, 169,
172.

Grant v. The Secretary of State for
India in Council, 157, 174.

Gregory v. Vudakasi Kanjani, 386.

Harris v. Davies, 204.
Hayes, Re, 386, 394.
Hemchand Devchand

Sakarlal Chhotamlal,
396.

Hill v. Bigge, 175.

Indian Chief, The, 251,355.

Jagat.. Mohini Dasi v. Dwarkanath
Beisakh, 250.

J ehangir v. Secretary of State for
India, 158, 171,248.

Kinlock v. Secretary of State in
Council, 170, 174.

Lachmi Narayan v. Raja Pratab
Singh, 36, 145, 177, 207·

Laconia, The 355, 371.

Madhub Chunder Poranamah v.
Rajcoomar Doss, 251.

Mandalay v. The East India Com­
pany, 172.

Marais, D. F., Ex pte., 172.

Mayor of Lyons v. East India Com­
pany, 51,251,324.

Muhammed Yusuf-Ud-Din v. The
Queen-Empress, 394.

Musgrove v. Chun Teeong Toy, 88,
204·

Musgrove v. Pulido, 175.

Nabob of the Carnatic v. East India
Company, 172.

Nga Hoong v. Reg., 242.
Nireaha Tamaki v. Baker, 175.
Nobin Chunder Bannerjee v. Romesh

Chunder Ghose, 250.
Nobin Chunder Dey v. The Secretary

of State for India, 171.

Papayanni v. The Russian Steam
Navigation Company, 355.



XXXll TABLE OF CASES
-------,------------------

Peninsular and Oriental Company v.
Secretary of State for India in
Council, I7r.

Powell v. Apollo _Candle Company,
204·

Premshankar Raghunathji v. Go-
vernment of Bombay, 220.

Prioleau v. United States, 172.

Queen, The, v. Abdul Latib, 386.
-- v. Burah, 203, 386.
-- v. T4e Commissioners of the

Treasury, 175.
Queen-Empress, The, v.Barton, 242,

245·
-- v. Daya Bhima, 386.
-- u. Edwards, ib.
-- v. Ganpatras Ram Chandra, ib.
-- v. Kirpal Singh, ib.
-- v. Mangal Takchand, ib.
-- v. Natwarai, ib.

Raja of Coorg v. East India Com­
pany, 172, 173·

Raja Salig Ram v. Secretary of State
for India in Council, 173.

Raleigh v. Goschen, 171.
Ram Coomar Coondoo v. Chunder

Canta Mookerjee, 25r.
Ranee Sonet Kowal' v. Mirza Humut

Bahadoor, 160.
Rao Balwant Singh v. Rani Ki-

sheri, 239.
Reiner v. Marquis of Salisbury, 17r.
R. v. Anderson, 345.
-- v. Bernard, 35 I.

-- v. Carr, 345.
-- v. Debruiel, 352..
-- v. Edmondstone, 265.
-- v. Jameson, 342, 344.

• R. 1'. Kastya Rama, 265.
-- v. Keyn, 244.
-- v. Lords Commissioners of the

Treasury, 17r.
v. Lukhya Govind, 386.
v. Meares, 207.
v. Pirtal, 386.
v. Reay, 106, 223.

-- v. Thomas, 170.

Salaman v. Secretary of State for
India in Council, 175.

Sarkies v. Prosonno Mayi Dasi, 250.
Secretary of State for India v. Bom­

bay Landing and Shipping Com­
pany, 170, 177, 25 r.

-- v. Matthurabhai, 177.
Secretary of State in Council of

India v. Kamachee Boye Sahaba,
172 •

Shenton v. Smith, 157.
Shivabhajan v. Secretary of State

for India, 16o, 171.
Siddha v. Biligiri, 386.
Sirdar Bhagwan Singh v. Secretary

of State for India in Council, 173.
Sprigg v. Siggan, 204.

Taluka of Kotda Sangani v. 'I'he
State of Gondal, In, 265, 396.

Voss v. Secretary of State for India,
158.

Walker v. Baird, 174, 262.
Wallace, Re, 249.
West Rand Central Gold Mining

Company Limited v. The King,

174·
Willis v. Gipps, 159.




