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TASCHEREAU, J.

(dissenting) :—I am of opinion that the judg- I'”"‘I‘"’:"”:'
ASO] REAL
J., dissenting,

ment of the Full Court of British Columbia should be affirmed. The
appellant’s action was rightly dismissed upon the ground that the
map or plan required in an adverse action as a condition precedent
by sec. 37 of the Mineral Act of British Columbia, as amended in
1898 and 1899, was not filed by the appellant.

The contention that any surveyor can, upon his oath of office, make
a map to be used in a court of justice of any lot of land that he has

lever seen seems to me untenable. Why would he be required to

make a plan at all, if, as Mr. Justice IRVING calls it, a picture by one
of the parties would have heen sufficient to all intents and purposes,

* I'resent—TASCHEREAU, SEDGEWICK, GIROUARD, DAviEs and Mirrs, JJ
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