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British subjeet in eue part of Ilis Majesty's dominions, and st the
same time, b. arn alien li other parts of Hia dominions. This le
soniewhat contrary to the view expressed in Gar&in v. Gibson, 109
L.T. 444 where it wus held that a Bitfsh wubject àe a subjeot of
tb.e Empire and not of any particular looality of the Empire, In
this cas a natutral born German subiect Ieft Germany ini 1878 antd
went t>o reside ini Australia where, in 1908, be took the oiuth of
allegance to Ris MajcSty and was grs.nted a certificate of naturali-
sation under the Australian Naturalization Act, 1903, whereby
he became entitled to a& political and other rights, powers and
privilegoe to which a naturel born British subject le entitled in the
Commonwealth. Nie subsequently became a resident in London,
and was charged and convicted for that, being an alien, he haci
faiied to furnish a registration officer the particular required by
the Aliens Restriction Act and his conviction was upheld by a
Di visonal Court, Rex v. Frarn,8 (1918), 1 N.B. 617. The present
action was brought for the purpose of obtaining a declaration
that ho was no alien ini E.ngland, but a liege subject of the Ring
in ail parts of Hia dominions. Astbury, J., who tried the action,
demissed it and the Court of Appeal (Lord Sterndale, M.R., and
'Warrington and Younger, L.JJ.) afflrrned bis decision that the
Australian naturalisation was ineffectual to give the plaintiff the
statue of a British subjeot ini the United Ktingdont It may bce
remarked that by virtue of the~ Iniperal Statute, 4-, Geo. V., c. 17,
overea dominions of the Crown which choose to adopt that Act,
may now, by naturaliw~tion, confer the rights of a British subct
throughout the Empire. Canada has adoptecl the Act. See 4-5
Geo. V., c. 44, o. 8.

WMii.-CoNB'MxwC'r!ON--OPTION "TO OCCIUPY ANI) ENJOY THE 'USE
0P'" 1 xot-sE AND ranxiTunE--TENANcY FOR LIFE-RIOHT TO
EXERCISE POWERS OP TENANT FOR LIE8TLDLAND ACT,
1882 (45-46 Vxc'. c. 38) a. 58(l) (vi.), (R.S.O. c. 74, s. 33(1)(g)).

Rie Gibbons, Gibbons v. Gibbons (1920) 1 Ch. 372. This wus an
appeal from the judgmofnt of Eve, J. (1919) 2 Ch. 99 (noted ante
vol. 55,p~. 349). The rase turne upon tlbe construction of a will
whereby the testator, after pro viding for the upkçeep o! hie house,
grouzids aud furniture as a residence for hie family until the young-
est of hie children should corne of age, gave to his eldest as aoon as
that event happened the option of occupying using and enjoying
the use of the' "ouse and furniture without payment of rent during
his life, such .ption to be exercised by a written n'otie to the
trustees within three months froni the time when the riglit to
exercise it arose. Subject to this similar options were given ti


