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HIGH COURT DIVISION.

CHYORD, .MAT 18THI, 1920.

OWEN v. CRAVEN.

-ri<ge-Adion for Declaration ofNult-vdn-Mrag
Act, R-S.O. 1914 ch. 148, secs. 36 (1), 37 (4)-Noice to Mtlorer-
G eiwral-Amemlinq Acts, 6 Geo. V. ch. 329 and 9 Geo. 1'. ch. 35.

V~tion on behaif of an infant, by her father as'next friend, for
cjaration that a valid marriage was flot effected wheni, -without
consent reqired by the Marriage Act, R.S.O. 1914 ch. 148,
wiendments thereto, she went through the form of niarriage
jthe. defendant, before a clergyman at'Hamilton, whiere

L parties reieon the 6th August, 1918, a few monthis after
.ttained the age of 16 years.

IPie action -%as tried wîthout a jury at Hamiilton.
ýV. H. Furlong, for the plaintiff.
E'he defendant wvas not represented.

".&i'CHFORD, J., iii a written judgment, said that the defendant
oerved with the writ of summons, but did not appeair or

mid. The. Attorney-General did flot intervene. I fart it
uiot appear i evidence that he was served with the notice
le tria, as required by sec. 37 (4) of the~ Marriage Act.
Iii. oealy evidence given was that of the plaintiff heref. 8h.
joqd that the inarriage was not consununated. Her evidence
h. point was so improbable that, ini the absence of anyv cor-
gration, the. learned Judge was constrained to diacredit it, and
old theý proof to'b. lacking that the parties had flot lived
tfras man anidwife. The proviso to sec. 36 (1) was not in
resect complied with.


