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to oerupy the relation of hushand to twe or more women at the
<ame time. o long a= he ix not a Mormon and =0 long as he is
earcful not to contravene the bigamy sections. In other words,
he may be a polygamist in practice. but mu«t not be al=o a Mormon
in name.

But the language of the polygamy =ection is wide and it is
w-rth noting that the view of Chief Justice Armour was not
fullowed by a Quebee Judge in a more recent case.'®  An author-
itative pronouncement on the subjeet by an appellate Court is
1o be desired.

Procuring a feigned narnage i punishable by seven vears’
mmprisonment.® while a penalty of two years' imprisonment is
unposied on anyvene who solemnizes a marniage without lawful
authority or procures such a marriage to be performed.*' Solem-
nization of a marriage contrary to law renders the offender liable
10 a penalty of one vear's mmprisonment.

A hushand iz eriminally hable for the death of his wife if her
death oceurs through his failure to supply her with necessaries,*
and by an amendment oi 1813 a husband who negleet~ to provide
surh neceszaries when hiz wife and children are destitute i= lable
1o 4 fine of five hundred dollars or to imprisonment for one vear.

1. SovreEs oF THE PrROVINCIAL Laws,

trenerally speaking. the =ources of the law now enforced by
the various Provineian Courts are as follows:—

i1y British Columbia.---Britizh Columbia is subject to the law
of England as of the 19th of November, 1838, in so far as such
faw is not rendered inapplicable by local circumstances, and in =0
far as not repeals ' or varied by federal or provincial legislation.
This is by virtue of a proclamation of that date subsequently
confirmed by Provincial statute.®

19. The King v. Harris (1906) 11 Canadiar: Criminal Cases, p. 254,

20. Sec. 309.

21. See. 311,

22. Nee. 312,

23. Sec. 242, sub-sec. 2.

24. Sir Jamrs Douglas’ Proclamation of November 19th, 18538, con-

firmed by the English Law Ordinance (1867), now Revised Statutes of
British Celumbia (1911) ch. 75.




