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as he was allowed an opportunity to cross-examine and meet the
evidence.

Nots.—This case was noted ante, Vol. 383, p. 791, As s change
is made in the head note published in the B.C. Reports, we give
it again in the revised form.

F J1 Court.] ‘BREMNER v. NICHOL, : [Nov. 11, 1904,
County Court Aet, s. 94—8peedy judgment—Afidavit lead-
ng %o, :

Appeal from an order of Forix, Co.J., granting speedy judg-
ment.

The materials used in support of a motion for speedy judg-
ment in a County Court action in which the plaintiff sued on an
account stated were an affidavit of the plaintiff verifying hs
cause of nction and an affidavit of plaintiff’s solicitor verifying

defendant’s signature to the account and stating that he believed

the plaintiff had s good cause of action and that the defendant
bad no defence,

Held, that the materials were sufficient to support a judgment
for plaintiff, ,

Quere, whether an affidavit of plaintiff, verifying his cause
of action and an affidavit of his solicitor stating that defendant
had no defence, would be sufficient under s. 94 of the County
Courts Act to support a speedy judgment.

Appeal dismissed.

W. A, Macdonald, K.C., for appellant. Sir Charles Hibbert
Tuppcr, X.C., contra. '

Full Court,] DocrsTeaper v. CLARK, [Nov. 22, 1904,
Mining law—Location—Approzimate gompass bearing—~No. 1
post on vccupied ground.

Held, that the location of a mineral claim is not invalid
merely because the No. 1 post is placed on the ground of an exist-
ing valid claim if the facts bring the locator within the benefit of
s-8. (¢) of & 16 of the Mineral Act as amended in 1898,

The direction of the location line was stated in the affidavit
of location as being south-easterly, when, as a fact, it was south
52° B0” west,

_ Held, that the disereguncy was of a character caleulated to
mislead. Appeal from judgment of Irving, J., dismissed, Mar-
TIN, JJ., dissenting,

Davis, K.C..and W, A, Macdonald, K.C, for appellant. 8. 8,
Taylor, K.C., for regpondent,
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