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124 Canada Lawv Joitrial.

Prvi~nce of 1I4Ova %Cotin.

SUPREME COURT.

Full Court.] INRE GREENER. [july 18, 1900.

Mïining lease-Appe.ai front Commiissioner- sustaitied willi eosis- CW1/t'st
betwe'en applieat-for saine area-. 4 me),tdntofdecïn..p~,
tion lor lease wr/odreïu icense-Acts (1892), c. le S- 103.
An application for a mining lease made by appellants, Nov. 10, 1893,

was refused by the Commissioner of Mines on the ground that at the date
of the application the area applîed for %vas covered by a lîcense to, search
issued by the department to W. It appeared that on jul>' 16, i890,
appellants applied for a license to search, %which %vould corne into force
MNay 13, 1892, and expire Nov. 13, 1893, WVhen the application 'vas
originally made it covered other areas, but, subsequently, on the application
of appellants, assented to by the Deputy Conirnissioner of Mines, and
indorsed on the application, it %vas arnended so as to cover the area in
dispute. The application subsequently miade b>' W. contained ilo
description except one incorporated by reference to the application made
by appellants.

!Ie/d, i. If the application made by appellants vas defective, that
made by W. was equally so, and the parties relying tipon it, in attacking the
applicationr made by appellants, had no locus standi,

2. Assurning the license applied for by W. to be invalid, it was
competent for appellants, undcr the provisions of the Acts of 1892, c. s, S.
103, to apply for a lease without a previous license to search,

3. TLhe judgment appealed from must be reversed with costs, and
the application miade by appellants, being a valid one, mlust be granted.

H. Mellislt, for appellant. C. HL G/tan, for respondents. D. lfttcA7ei,
for the Attorney-General.

Full Court.] SHAPP Y. IPOWER. [July 18, 1900.
Propntissopy note - PreÇeNtation - W'aiver - Contraet - Juriçidicîon of

Cozuty Court-Anendnenî o! p/aditigs.
Plaintiffs inserted defendant's advertisements in two of their publications

for the surns of $10 ar 1 $r5 respectively. Separate agreemnents were nmade
in respect to each publication, but the agreements were made at the saine
time, and defendant, at the saine tinie that the agreemnents were made and
signed, gave plaintiffs his promissory note for the suni of $25, payable four
months after date at defendant's office.


