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Section 7 commences with a recital that inconveniences have
arisen b% marriages within degrees prohibited by "Goîo* law,7 "that
is to say: the son to marry the mother, etc," setting forth the
several degrees mentioned in the i 8th chapter of Leviticus. including
the disputed one of the deceased wife's sister. It then proceeds to
proiba marriages within those degrecs. When Mary came to the
throne many of the statutes which had been passed in her father's
reign wiiich were thought to interfère with the papa] jur;sdliction
in England wvere repealcd, and also those statutes which had been
passed --ripugning or nvalidlating the marriage of Henry with
Catharine of Arraga-i and thc legitimacy of Mary. Among the

iÏýstatutes anid parts of statutes thus repealed b>' i & 2 P. & M. c. 8,
Was- that pl rt of the Act made in the 28th year of the said

king 'i.e., Henry Sth' that concerneth a prohibition to marry
within the degrees expresscd in the said Act." These words are

kimportant to be noted, because they seem to limit the repeal to
1- the prohibition to rnarry," and do flot apparently touch or deal

with the definition in the previaus part Of s. 7 of the degrees within
which marriage is prohibited by God's law. It has, neverthelcss,

4. been said that the repeal extendcd to the whole of the section.
It ivili appear farther on, that the opinion that t/he prohibition only
was repeaied, is supported by very high judicial authority. A later
statute of HenrY"s reign, viz., 32 lien]. 8, c. 38, made pre-
contract of either party a bar to marriage, and wvert on to provide

J ~that -no -eservatii-n or prohibition, God's lau' except, shall trouble
or irnpeach an), marniage without the Levitical degrees."

This Act, 32 Hen. S, c. 38, bas had a chequered career. It
wvas repeaIed in thc reign of Edward 6th, so far as it made pre-
contract a bar to marniage : 2 & 3 Ed. 6, c. 23 ; and was
subscquently %vholly repealed by, i P. & M. C. 8, s. 4. It was,
however, afterwards, b>' i Eliz., c. 1, s. 3, revivcd as it stood in the
reigni of Edvard 6th. In other words, 32 Hen. 8, c. 38, as
amecded by 2 & 3 Ed. 6, C. 23, again became law, and as it has
iiev-cr siilcc been rcpealcd, or further amended, it wvas the law of
En gland iii 1792, and is law ini England to-day, and, consequently,
under our Provincial Act (32 Gea. 3, c. Q) is law in Ontario, as was
held bv Esýtcn, \'.C., ini HoeigiPzs v.. McNei, 9 Gr., sec P. 309.

1i 1iLIîZ., C. 1, S. 2, aniothcr statute of H-enry 8th, viZ., 28 Hen.
8, c. 16i, wii had becui aiso repcalcd ini Mary's reîgn, was also
re-vi-cd this Act made %vahid certain Inarriages, "which marriages


