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cases, uand while the opiniont expressed au ta the' effect on the ofenice
u, wliere there àa no prise, are of Importance heeause of thé high judicial stand-

In if the two Judges namied, they do not appear ta lie authoritative as pré-
cedents by reasota of the fact that this question dld dlot corne up squarely
for décision and both cases went off on other grounds.

~ In thé "Act respeoting prise fighting,"1 RS.<J. 188M, eh. 153, the inter-
~ pretation clause declared that, unies the context otherwise requiréd, the

expression l'priae fight" nigans an encounter or fight with liste or hande
betweén two pérsous who have met for îuch purpose by -previous arrange-
ment mnade by or for thern. The Act provided the puniahinent for chaileng-
lng to figlit a prise fight, and such otTence was declared ta bé a iniede-
xneanour and punishable on summary conviction. Engaghing as a principal
ln a "prise fight," or aiding ot abetting a "prise fight," werc
lilcwise misdemeanours and wveré punishablé on summary '
viction. Spécial duties to prevent "1prize flghts" were imposert
upon shériffs and police officers ln like mander a such duties are now
stated in secs. 627 and 628 .4 the Criinal Code, 1906. Judges of thé
Superior and County Courts were given aIl the powers of just<cos of the
peaee as regarda offence8 under the Prize Fighiting Act, and such povers

j.ýýj jxthey st'Il have by virtué of ec, 606 of thé -Criiininal Code, l90, whieh ré-
places in part sec. 10 of the original statute, 44 Vict. ch. 30. Section 9
of that Act which vies the predecesor of thé présent sec. 108 of thé
CJrimninel Code, 1906, was as ioilows:

119. If, after hearing évidence of thé circumestances connectéd with the
origin of thé fight or intéuded fight, thé persan before whoni a coinplaint
lé made under this Act is satinfled that such fight or intended fight was
bond JIde the conséquence or resuit of a qugrrel or dispute between thé
princpipals engaged or intended to engage therein, and that thé garde was
"nt an enicounter or flght foi, ci prize or on the result of which thé hianding
over or transfer of maney or property dépends. suoh person mnay, in his dis-
crétion discharge thp neecused or impose upon him a penalty not exceeding
ftfty dollars."

While section 108 was not directly invoked ini thé principal case abové
reported it la af importance for thé interprétation ai thé terni "prize fighit"
lu thé precéding secs. 104 to 107 inclusive, having regard ta thé statutory
définition of "prise fight" as containéd in sub-sec. 31 o! sec. 2 of thé
Crîminal Code, 1908. Sub-sec. 31 appéars in thé saine ternis as thé défini-
tion lu thé original Act, whén réad with thé limitation which ia imposéd
by. ec. 2 as regards aIl oi thé statutary définitions, nanxély, that thé inter-
pretatian shaîl b.e as statéd 'lunless thé eontext otherwise réquirés,"

This se. 9 had a marginal note as follows: "If thé fight %vas not a

prise fight but an actual quarrel."
With référence ta thé meanlng of statutory Interpretation clauses

generally, thé following extract from Béal'é ýCardinal Rules of Légal In-
terpretation, 2nd éd., 299, la ai intérest: "An interprétation clause should
hé used for the purpose of interpréting iwords which are ambiguous or

_e equivoical, and not so as to disturb thé nitaning of such as are plain. An


