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He4d, that plaintiff was flot a woodmian within the meaning
of the statute, but was a contractor.

Ladiier, for theapplication. MoQt4arrié, contra.
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Application b~y Japatnese-urisdiction-Cros-exaninationt.

In accordance with s. 17 of the Dominion Naturaliyation
Act ceitain Japanese flled notices of intention to apply for
naturalization. Objections to their naturalization were flled:
(1) That the applicants were subjects of the Emperor of
Japan end flot free to change their allegiance; (2) That they

* did not intend to residt- permanently in Canada, (3) That they
did net understand the oaths taken by them and were not bound
by themn; (4) They did flot inteiid to become bona Mie B3ritish
subjects.

Counsel for applicants contended that objections wore im.
proper and not withi.1 the Act, and cited hI re C. C. Wecbster,
7 O.L.J. 39, as an authority that the court eould flot go behind
the certificate of justice or notary and inquire whether the evi-
dence on which it was granted was sufficient.

Held, that by the amnldnients of 1903 to the Naturalization
Act, the scope of the judge's duty. as circuinscribed iii the de-
ci.91f 1»onI re C. C. Webster, is changed and that the judge hs
Power to take any necessary ineasures to satisfy hiînself man to
the truth of the facts stated and of the fitness of the applieant
for British citizenship. Cross-examination of applicants ordered.

Haney and Schultz, for applicants. Lucas. contra.

A Concise Treatise oit the Law> of Wills. By I. S. TUiEoBLD,
KOC. Seventh edition. 'With notes of Canadian gtatutes
and cases by E. D. ARmouR, K.C., of Osgo< de Hall, B3ar-
rister-at-law. London- Stevens & Sous, Ltd., Chiineery
Lane. Toronto: Canada Law Book Company, Ltd, 1908.

We have referred te this valuable work in our editorial
columns.
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