
who had eomplied wfth the m quirmuut -of the Dontnmon inni
gration Act, but, who heing unaibe te staund the test, set oUit
in the British Columbla Immigr'ation Act, 1M0, were arrented
by the provincial authorities and sectmneed for A infraction,

H~dquoting set ekn M5 -BrtiaYNrb mr Ata
Wétion 80 of the D>ominion Immigration Act and referring te
uthez' metioût of the latter Act and the cee et -OMM., Tru-ak
Ryi Co. V. ÂÔtyG*rZof Canàda (1907) A.C. 68 and
To~ronto v. (7mmdia.n Pacifie Ry. CJo. (1908) A.C. 54, that the
Britiah CJolumbia Immigration Act, 1908, it tnltra vires of the
leglaature inaamuch 'as it is repugnant to the Dominion Immi-
gration Act.

Wo~ods, for applicants. Taylor, K.C., for Provincial Oov.
mmnient.

HIemvY Suun'xooutz.-Oue 0$ the agents in a iMidlnnd Re.
vision Couiýt objected to a person whose name was on the register,
on the ground that he was dead. The revision attorney deelined
té aeSpr the asuiance, however, and der.-auded concolusive
testimony on the point.

The. agent on the other aide arase and gave corroborative
evidence as to the decense of the tnan in question.

&cBut, air, 'how do yau know the man 'a deRd ¶" demanded
the barriator.

" Well, " wam the reply, "I1 don't know. It'à very diM. cuit
to pràve."1

"As I suspeeted," returned the barriater. "You don't know
whether ho 's dead or nlot."

Whereupon the witness continued: "I was saying, air, that
I don 't know whether he ia dead or not; but 1 do know this
they buried hiin about a month ago on sw9picion. "-Harper',s


