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To shlow a churcli court 'to annul marriages ie to allow it to
repealthese enactmentoj one of which empowers the civil eouyr
se to do where tLe marriage ha. not been moleniniz.d by a Ilcom.
petent offleer," and the otber whiich prohibits those who liaV.
openly lived together and have a eertifloate of marriage, from
demanding its nullity -that is -in any court or from, any authoi.
ity. In faet if the contention could be inaintained that tbg
eccleeiastical courts could before 1866 annul a marriage, thon it
eau hardly be doubted that the rtivil code then' adopted hm
radically altered the situation by substituting ita distinet pro
visions regarding the soleminîation of niarriage for the preten.
siens set Up under the treaty of cession, and thus, by their own
law, 'thone pretensions necessarily fall to the ground.

The "Ne Temere" decree 'las extended this assnnied eecleti.
astical juri8dicti4)n to miixed niarriages. This is an extension of
the Roman Cathofli claim to jurisdiction as evidenced by Arah.
bishop Bruehesi 's pastoral, mnd for the flrst time -affect,- denomin.
ations other thu the Cbureh of Romie. It is aIao à step iu ad.
vance as te Roman Catholies cîtizens. For example, while by the
doctrine of the Chureb of Romie marriage is indissoluble by any
civil power, the innocent person under a divorce by Parliament
ini Canada may marry again; but, if eruch a one were a Roman
Catholic and wanted to xnarry, and could net get a Roman Cath.
oh(. priest to marry him, the statute law of Canada would be of
no effeet unle8s a marriage by a Protestant mînister were valid.

The real question. and it is of great interest, is flot ivhether
any churcli ean annul a inarriage, but wliether a particular one
can. No other churcb claims for its ecclesiastical courts snob
power. The Chureli of Romie lias no greater power thsn aniy
other denomination, and its claim muzt rest wholly upon the con.
tbation that at the conquest and cession the riglit to the fme
exercise of the religion of French Canada resulted in the id.
cation by G'reat B.ritaini of the sovereignty of lier courts in me
gard to wliat i8 the foundation ef the security of the State. À
propoWtion which is on its face a manifeat impossibility, and onle
whioh is not even open te argument.
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