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whieh Act is operative in Canada, as inall other British Dominions,
the King in council is ernpowered to make regulations for securing
the public safety. In assumed pursuance of the Act an order
in council was passed eïnpowering the Secretary of State to, order
the internment of any -ýerson "of hostile origin or associationi"
where. on the recomr.iendation of a cozupetent naval or military
authority, it appears to him expedient for securing the publie
safety, or defence of the realin: Reg. 14 B. Under this regulation
the Secretary of State ordered the interument of one Arthur Zadig,
a naturaIi,,ed British subject of German birth and parentage.
Zadig thereupon applied t" awit of habeas corpus, and on the
hearing of the application >-fore a Iivisional Court (Lord Read-
ing, C. J., and Lawrence, Rowlatt and Atkin, JJ.), the motion was
refused, and on appeal to the Court of Appeal, (Eady, Pickford and
Bankes, L.JJ.), the decision was afllrmed. From this decision
ait appeal was hiad to the Huse of Lords (Lord Finlay, L. C.,

* and Lords Dunedin, Atkinson. Shaw, and Wrenbury), and the
* decision has been affirmed, Lord Shaw dissenting. Th-1 conten-

t ion. of the appellant wvas that the regulation was ultra vires anti
not authorized by the statute, ani an invasion of the liberty o>f
the subject, bit this argui.crnt d.id not, prevail, except wîth Lord

* Shaw, who delivered what migbt alrnost be called a politicpi
hârangue on what he conreives to be a gross attack uIpon the free-
dom of the people, and a revival of the methods of the Star
('haniber.
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A dam v. li ord U917) A.C. '#- This was an appeal to thf
House of Lords (Imrt Finlay, L. C'., and Lords Loreburn, Dunedin,
Atkiiison, and Sa),froin the judgnient of the Court of Appeai
(Bucklcy, Pickford, and Biankes, L.JJ.) The action ivas for
libel iii the folloming circumst.ces: The plaintiff, who ivas
formerly an officer in a c,tvalry regiment, and was subsequently
electedl a inember of Parliarnent, in a speech in the Housc qf
Conimons charged that the General coznnianding the brigade,
of which the plaintiff's reginu'nt had formed 1wrt, had sent con-
fidential reports to Headquarters on offcers under his comxnand,
containing ivilful and deliberate xnîsstatements. The Cie-reral iii
qucstion referred the miatter to the Army Council, of which the
dcfcnidant was sçcretary, and he, by its direction, wrote a letter
to tlhe General vindicatitig him agai;kst the charge, and containing
defainatory staterments about the plaintiff, &nd also sent a copy


