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Section 71 niay also ix, referred to. finks the cer-
tificate of record when delivercd, iu tAie abseniu Of frauid,
final and conclusive evidence:(, of thîe perforinaianec of ail l'e-
quiirclinefts of flie Act except working conîdition,, up tu
"that tinie," and mnakes the ce(rtificate, in thie absetice of

fraud, not liable lu forfeiture exeept for breacit or iiof-eomn-
phiatîce withi the provisions of the Act iii respect to work,
required by the Act to bie thereafter perforîned on the inin-
ing claim.

If I alti riglit in this view as to the position of the appli-
catit for tlic record of the staking out of ait tliniltg elaii, one

would not expeel Iliat t 1e fiiîi of an application by, it
mnight be, one who had nu riglit whatever tu a certifieate
uf record, whuse affidavit, iîuîglt 1w a tissue of faisehouds,
should have the effeet of defcating an liunest elaittiant who
was the real diseuverer and liad coînplicd wîth the provi-
sions oftheli Act, but liad nul sueeeded in gelling in his
application until after the frauduflenit applicant liad reaciîed
tIe mining recorder's ofliee an)d ffld his application.

Il miay bc said lIat lIvre is no litit, fixed atter tIe dis-
cuvery of valuabie rninerai for tIe staking out of the claini
by lthe discuverer, and that in the case suggceslcd, afler lthe
dlaim of the fraudoient appliyant bas beemi disposed ut by
ttbe mining recorder, the discoverer îmay stake uut his
elaîni and file his application; but what is Ihere, to prevexil
sunie une cisc, after a disposition uf te application lias been
nmade, going tu the locality and doing just whal lias been
donc by his predevessor, if oniy hoe sueeceds in geting tu the
localily before the truc discuverer reaches il, and by a re-
petition ut these melhuds lte opportunity ut the truc dis-
coverer lu acquire any right lu the dlaim bcing indeflnilely
postponed ?

It appears lu me that il is' a mucli mure reasunable con-
struction lu give tg thc Act, lu interpret il as entitling any
one who desires to do su, and complies with the provisions
uf sec. 156, lu lodge his application with the mining re-
corder. W/bat harm would auelb a cuurse occasion to, any
une? The mining recorder would have ail the claimants
before him and would hoe in a, position to settie aIl disputes
and lu grant lu flic persun found lu hle entitlcd the certi-
ficate ut record, instead ut deaiing witl h acldaima separ-
ately, which, if there werc mnany clamrants, wuuld cause long


