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Hded, in adverse proceedinga the party locatingover a dlaim alleged to
have 1een abandonied mi zproduce clear evidence of abandonment, and
it is flot enough for this purpose to rely upon the non-production of certifi.
cates of work.

.5emrb/e, a locator cannot after abanidonment by a prior locator rest on
a location made before such abandorent, but must re-locate.

1W. jWhileside, for plaintiffs. _/ A. Macdonald, for defendants.

Drake, J.] REit;NA v. Nicoi.. [Julie 2c.

I'enue- Cliange of-- Grounids for- Crirninal 11,4J- -li/à al bias.
Motion for change of venue from the Counilty of Victoria. hedefen-

dan't was charged with criminal lihel in respect of an article in the Province
newspaper published in Victoria on i ith I)ecember, 1897, and reflectinig
on the conduct of Messrs. Turner and Pooley, then members of the Pro-
vincial Execuitive. The motion wvas miade under sectioil 651 of the
Crim'inal Code, 1892. 'l'le cause had been tried at Victoria ini
Yebruary, s8qq, and iii April, i900, and in each of the trials the jury failed
to agree. The affidavit of %V. H. Latigley, solicitor for the defenclant,
used in support of the motion set out thaý the prosecutors were, at the
time of the alleged libel, and stili are, interested in politics, and that in iu
belief it would lie impossible to ohtaiîî a fair and impartial tiiai in the City
or County of Victoria.

ld, in criminal libel, in order to obtain a change of venue, it is not
suflicient to allege that the prosecution is initerested in politics in, the place
where the libel is alleged to have tbeen commnitted and that, theî'efore, thc
defetndant cannot obtain a fair trial. Trhe fact that two abortive trials have
takeln place is not per se a reason for change of venue.

.tangey, for the motion C4ssùIdy, contra.

1nortboTwXIest cerrttortes.

SUPREME COUR7

Rouleau, J.1 THc QuEE.N V. WVH1FFIN. [May 14,
Sa&simary coniviction under Liquar Lice,îse ar»dîPanre, A. IV 2T -7w

agn<'s /sared ii o etn»ratian-Ss. /02 a i.6 -Bl', fn-es t;iid
toretier-Minute of adjudication -Bfand labo tir- Cosis.
This was an application to quash a conviction against onie Alfred F..

WVhiffin who was convicted on the Sth July, 1899q, of having unlawfi lly sold
intoxicatîng liquor without a license, and of having kept intoxicating liquor
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