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SUPREME-~ COURT.

'oMartin, J.] WHREEDOIN V. CUÂNSTox. [May 7.

f iMining law-Placer claiim-Location 'under obsolete Act-Re-lo-
cation under existent Aci of dîscotiery or et-ror-Formal
abandonment, whether nccessary i>n sucL circurntances-
Representation - Work done on adjoitittg clainî-Placer
M1ining Act, R.S.B.C. 1897, c. 136-R.C. f5tat. 1901, o. 38.

'Where a placer claim has been erroneously Iocated pursuant
to the provisions of an obsolete statute, it is permissible to relo-
cate it in accordance with the existent statute, and no formai
abandonment is necessary.

Adopting the principie laid down in WVoodbwtm v. Hudnut
(1884) 1 B.C. (Pt. 2) 39, the work done by a miner making a
eut through, an adjoining claim with the consent o.f the owners
for the better working of his own claim muet be held to be a re-

* 'presentation of his own dlainm.
Where one post was mnade to do joint duty on the common

houndary line of two elaims, the names of the two claims being
written on the side of the post faeing the respective claims.

hd that the objeet of the statute requiring due marking
ha enaccompiished.

r,-S. S. Taylor, K.C., fo litf.A M., eolis, for defen-

dant.

Iliving, J.] [May 17.
COTTON V. CITY 0F VANqCOUVER.

~ ~,3Muniicipal law-St reeta, pro perty of corporation in --"Vest,"
tneaning of.

i.? Sec. 218 of the Vancouver Incorporation Act, 1900, provides
in part that every publie street . . . in the eity shall be
vested in the eity (subjeet to any righit iii the soil whioh the in.
dividuals who laid ont such road, street, bridge or highway may
have reserved). In an action for an injunetion to restrain the
corporation f rom digging and blasting for the conottruetion of a
drain on a street within the corporate limite, plaintiffs submitted


