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HIGII COURT OF JUSTICE.

V1i~.CoîJrT. JuLy 29TuI, 1910.

RE WIIGIT AND COLEMAN DT,EEOPMENT CO.
M nd ii eai-li of I)i8Oeovery nol Recorded in Pue

Tim-Rf uaiof M1initey Recorder Io Reev-]amalready

ginal Discovry-Benefil of Pisrover'*y mode by Epoe>
Supisof Employer Used in WoE-sitnefo ni-

pioyee8 af ter !Iours.

Aýppeal bv the Colemnan Developînent Coaîplanjy froiin the dgnt of t1w MÎing Commissioner, datIedl the 141h July, v 190.,del in pruneof an order of the Court of' Ape],atedl tligApi,1909, 13 O. W. :R. 900, rvriga pe jous judgnentthe Mining Cornmissioner and lte ordler utf a D)ivisionaýl Court,0.W. P. 2,18, and remittiug the mnalter for trial 1) th v Mlc,)in-
Coiniissioner, who was direûtedl fo add( Ille repntsilarp.

q p)artyý. and ' ho determine ail claims, quiestions4, aiiid d][isptes:he iiiiiniig dlaima in question andi lte rights, title, and interest
mein of the parties, or any of themii."

Trhe appeal was heard by MEREDITIL, ('.J.C.P., TETFjzE:i and
WtIRLAND, Ji.
W. M. Douglas, K.C., for thie appeliants.
J. Shilton, for thô respon dents,

Thie judgnmen(ýit of the Court was dlelivered hyMmru,('J
?ticaly% thle 01nl'y question ho be diehernimmied is, mlhether' or. nl
appiellants are, enititled( t lu v 11benefit u1,1 i diseoxervý 1111der
,h the respondents clain.
!Ime Mîing' Comin Ili -oner lia., found,ý anmi we see no rvason foroing fromi lus -oncluision, thant tlie onily' real diqeovery' wasmnade by the respwndent Wrighlt on thue 101h Jiîlv, 1906.;


