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BONANZA CREEK IIDLWrIAurC CONCESSIO.N v. TmfE KîNG.

MIining regzilati os-Hydr-a rlic leaee,--Breaek of conditioms-
Construction of deedi-lorfeittre-&gêt of les.wes-P roce-
diire on inqiry--Jnidici«I duties of arbiter.

Under a condition for defeasance in a Icase of a minitng loen-
tion, made by the Crown in virtue of the hyd.raulic rnining regu-
lations of 3rd Decernber . 1898, a provision that the Minister of
the Interior is to he the "sole and final judge" of the fact of
fiefault by the lesset does not entitie the Crown to caneel the
lease and re-enter until the faet of queh default has been d.eter-
rnined by the mninister in the exerejic of the fu.netions vested in
him after an illquiry made in a judicial mariner and an oppor..
tunity has been atfLrded to ai! parties interested of knowing and
being heard in respect ta the matters alleged against them in such
invLstigation. Lapointe v. L'Association de bieiifaisance (1906)
A.C. 535, and Edivards v. Aberayon Mutual Ship isuranice
Socety, 1 Q.B.D. 563, referred ta.

The lease provided a forfeiture for brcach of conidition8
''other than that rcferred to'' in the fourth clause.

Held, that, of several conditions in tho clause in question, the
exception applied only ta that praviding for forfoiture on failure
by the lesse3- ta n-ake specified annual expenditures on the leased
premises. of default in which the minister ivas ta be the sole and
final judge, and in respect af which his decision prodeterininied
the rights of the lessee.

Quoere, per IDINGTOIN, J., whe'ther there was flot sufficient
evidence ini the case ta shew that there had been no sucb breacli
of the conditions as could work a forfeituire of the lease?
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