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Brierly chargcd that, being a niarried man and a British
subject resident in Canada, lie tnok to wifc aniothier woinan
at Port Hi.iroli, Michigani, having loft Canlada with intelit to
commit the offence. Brierly was cojivicted, sub1ject to a case
rescrvcd for the opinion of the H-igli Court as te whlethcr
the Dominion Parliamient hiad powxer te eiiact the sectioils
iii question. The case wvas arguiedl before the Chiancerv Divi-
sional Court, anld Chancellor I3oyd andl MX[r justice Feirguison
deljvered claborate judzgilclts, reviewing thie statiite alnd
thic case law~, and uiphecl the conlstituttionality of the Ac.
Il, i1894 thlec Illsti(On MUas raised onc -more Ii this Prov-
ilCe inl the 1>/OMua CelSi, 25 0. R. 056, in which the
facts were practically identical with those in the Brierly

cae.The poiiit wvas argued lwtorc the ÇQuensBnch
D ivisionil Court, and at the coliclilsioin Of the arutîmcnt
Chii'.'f justice Artiueur civrdthe jLudieînt of the

Couirt (cempo-sd of litnself and( Mr.Jstc Falconbridge)
~1 ushngthe conviction oni the short tgrotind that, " the

Scond1( mlarriage is thec officlcc, and 'Ihe Doiniioni 1Paîliaillont
lias neo powver te legisiate about sui ani offence in a foreign

c<niThi.'ns case stood as the ilterpretationi of the ltaw

ip, Iliil he r celt j dgm clnt of the Supremle Court o u the

wvhether the 1ariilmcnt of Canlada haci authoritv te pass sec.r tionl5 275 anid -176 of the Code. Thle Court -was dividcd iii
opiniionl, the Chief justice in a characturisticallv aible, vigorous
and claborate argumeunt, holdinig wvitli the QtieenD's I3elch
Divisional Court that the secý'itons wcerc uiltra v-ires. The

KMI other meunhers of the court ting part, inmly, justices

U.Gwvvnne, Sedgewick, King and GîorragrcQd witli the
Chancery Division ai Court that the sections wvere intra vires

of Dominion juriscliction. It should be edded that the caseI was presented te the Court ex pa.rte on behaif of the L)epart.
ment of justice.

It was conceded by Sir Henry Strong, as by Chief justice

Armour, that the Imperial Parliament may enact regulations

governing the conduct of British subjects in foreign court-
tries, and it was aise conceded that such power may be dele.


