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caution-and the Courts boud by Engliali anthorities cai
always agree with the conclusions there stated). I amn of opii
the judgment 'below is riglit for the reasons given by Mir. Jim
Lateliford.

The plainiff then has no interest in the interpretation of
witl, and her appeal and the objecstionable part of lier ac
should be disrnissed both with costs.

Tehe applic 'ation of certain, of the defendants, to b. rr
plaintiffs ihould not at this stage be granted-no doubt
Court haws power to makze sueli an order, but the eircuist&
of this case are flot sucli as to call for the exereise of sueli pc
-or can any provision be mnade for the payment of the c
of the ideendants, other than James El. Kennedy, support
as they did, the clam of .the plaintiff.

PALcoNBRiDSE, C....:Iagree.

BRITTON, J..--I concur.

IRISHI V. Sm&Tii-Divisios.ÂL COURT-JUNE 8.

Mlinîng Act of Ontario, sec. 81-A greement of Parties
Appeal by W. J. Smith frorn the judginent of the. Mining C
miuîioner, of the. 29th April, 1911. Tii. case was heard b.
BOYD, C., LÂTC11FORD and MIDDLETON, MJ., and the judgr
of the Court was delivered by Mî»mLETON, J., who said that
case did net comne within sec. 81 of the Mines Act. "'That sec
contera a new right upon a joint owner of a mining claixu,
eau, only b. applied wlxere the. case falls within its provisions.
provides that 'the holders of an unpatented mniing claii
each 'contribute proportionately bo his interest, or as they
otherwiae agree between themselves, te tii. work required t,
do"' thereon.' The. work'requir.d te b. donc' is the werk st
lated for l'y sec. 78 as a condition of the. holding ot the el
anmd doe. net eover any woirk beyond tbia, which the. partie
eitiier of tiiem may think desirable. In thia case the. paw
<otherwl.e agreed,' as tii.y arranged that aubacriptiena sb
be -obtained for stock in a eoinpany te b. ihkorporate(d if
cwnatalicea should iustifv it. and that thp 1ma1iv Pn nbtam


