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We have not
Anything of the
less of th

considered it necessary to say
l reagsonableness or unreasonablel;
© by-law in confining the sale of fres
;‘l:‘e;ll: to the market and to the tgwo specified places
tor © other wards, because there is coutradic-
ezee“de.nce on the subject which cannot well
A :‘oonclled, and because the municipal cpuncll,
county St popular representative body in the
Jjudge i's 18 uodoubtedly the best and the safest
the commto .wl"}t will meet the public wants of
& local g, gn"y in that respect. It is especially
be besy : 8 popular question, and cun_geneml]y
have ¢ settled where these special influences
w 1€ most weight.
thinls i‘;‘* UOthing _in t}xis case which leads us to
coungi] it any 1ojustice has been done by the
thiny to Mr. §nell or to anyone elﬁe: nor uny
¢ in:dwh"’h 8atisfies us why the counvil has de-
tio to entertain and give effect to the applica-
U of Mr. Sunell, which was so largely signed
th 80 respectably supported, and about which
Joere hag certainly been some degree of public
ritation felt,
lhet 18 imposrible to interfere on the ground of
1t g FTeSeDt arrangement being unreasonubie.
of lOes not seem to be so. It is simply a matter
oca“c‘“ reform and agitation to be redressed by
Means.
wil] g result is, that the rule as to the by-law
ang s° d‘SCh&rgfd S0 far as relates to the first
een econd sections, the second section having
the 3:(';}’9"1?11 before the rule was meved for;
it, relqy otion, excepting the latter portion of
sectj :_l“g to hucksters and runaers; the 4th
it re| and the 5th section, excepting that part
ang ;he tirg the application of the penaities ;—
discbarn the rule as to the regulations will be
Section ¢d, excepting as to that part of the first
of m, Ich requires the payment of any sum
holdey 3 0 obtain a certificate authorizing the
dwip ¢ to sell fresh meat in Coleman or in
Paid by ﬁ:'“ds..m Belleville, with costs to be
and g - ° APPlicant as to such parts of the rule
that ()P 1¢ation as he has failed to sustain.  And
Quaghj, "¢ Will be absolute setting uside or
thirg L& the said by-law as to that part of the
AL LT °tlon which relates to hucksters and
“hich re) aud as to that part of the fifth section
ang 5 te Btes to the application of the peualties;
Tequip, 0 that part of the said regulations which
pb‘“inin ® Payment of any sum of money for
it g lg A certificate to authorize the holder of
Wargg : resh meat in Coleman or in Baldwin
“"icim Bellenlle.. with costs to be paid by the
ang 4 Pal eorporation as to such part of the rule
Pplication as the applicant has maintained.
Rule aecordingly.
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his w, [Barrie, Dee. 19, 1670 )
of nmrﬁ?,’"‘- 8pplication to prevent certificates
Genery) .\'e,a- oiog issued by the Court of
incoe, 15 gy 25 °F the Pence for the County of
srles C, Webster, Joha W. Fisher
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and B. F. Kendall, under the provisions of the
Dominion Act 81 Vie. cap. 66.

The grounds of oppo~ition were—

L. That the time of residence is not stated in
the affidavit of residence.

2. That the certificates of the justices of the
pence, read on the first day of the Court, do not
show thay the requisite onths of allegiance have
been taken by the applicants.

8. That initial letters only are used in the
beadings of the affidavits, and not the full names
of the applicants.

ARpagr, D. J.—As to the first ground, the
Coblestant insists that affidavits of residence
having been filed with the Clerk of the Deace,
they must be considered as open to objection by
a0Y person contesting the granting of the certi-
ficates,

The nct requires (by section 8) that every nlien
NOW regiding in any part of this Dominion, and
who, after a continued residence therein for a
Period of three years or upwards, has taken the
onthy of residence and allegiance, and precured
the same to be filed of record as thereinafter
preseribed, so as to entitle him to a certificate of
uaturalization as thereinafter provided, shall
theugefortl epjoy the rights of a natural-born
subject,

Now, it wiil be noticed that no provision is
made for fling of record the affiduvits of resi-
dence and allegiance; the only thing required
to be filed of record is the certificate of residence.
Section 5 provides that this certificate shall he
présented to the court ou the first day of some
general gittings thereof, and shall be read in
opeh court; and that if the facts mientioned
therein are not controverted, nor any other valid
objection made to the naturalization, such certi-
ficate shall be fitel of record on the last dny of
8001 general sittiugs. Here it will be seen that
the mere lodging of the certificate is not to be
considered ns n filing thereof, such filing taking
place only upon the order of the court on the
last day of itg sitting.

Again, the ouly certificate spoken of is one of
residence slone (except, indeed, that mentioned
in 8ection 6, to which allusion will be made pre-
sently) . and this appears from scetion 4, sub-
section 8, which provides that a justice of the
Peace, on being satisfied by evidence produced
tbat the alien has been a resident of Cavada for
8 Continuous period of three years or upwards,
and 18 a person of good character, shall grant to
bim a certificate setting forth that such alien has
taken and gubycribed the said oath, &c.

Section 5 of the act prescribes the mode of
procedure, and enacts that such certificate (that
i8, i onr opiniou, the certificate of residence
00ly) shall be presented to the court in_open
court on the first day of some general sitting
thereof, and thereupon such court shall cause
the same to be openly read in court

From this we take it that the only thing before
the court, and the only thing they are bound to
take notice of, is this certificate of resilence.
Behind this we cannot go, nor have we anﬂ'mrity
to enquire whether the evidence upon which it
was granted was sufficient. We mast presuwe
that the justico who granted it saw that the aet -
was complied with. The mere production of an
sffidavit, appeariog to have been m'ade by the
spplioant, is not necessarily conolusive that no



