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As no0 one appeared for the defendant on this miotion,
1 amn not aware whether the defendant has any intentioa
of resisting the plaintiff's dlaim whien the action actually
cornes to trial, Staternents were ruade by the counsel for
phuaintiff which indicate that no defence wil be offered.

The Attorney-General has been served with notice ibt
trial pursuant to the Statute 110W forrning part of the on-
tario Marriage Act, R. S. 0. 1914, ch. 148.

In the' case of LaTwless v. Chamberlain, 18 O. IE. 29C6,
rny Lord the Chancellor stated that the Courts of this Pr,).
vince have jurisdiction to declare a marriage nuil and void
ab initio where it is shewn to be void de jure by reason of
thie absence of sorne essential preliminary. In thait case, it
was held that there was no0 defeet in the marriage, and the
action was disrnissed; and it has since been intirnated in. a

seisof reported decîiolls that this staternent was a die-
tilin only, and the contrary opinion bas been more than
once expressed.

Thle A\ttornciy-General takes the view that Our Courts
have no jurisdliction to entertain an action broug-lit for the
purpoSeý of elanga rnarriage void whîch lias been duly
ý10kcrlnize(d; unl]eSsý theG c'ase eau be brought under sec. 36 o
the Marriagre Adi-, and thîs motion is brought for the pur-

pose( of hiaviugr that questioindeterrnined.
The Attorney-General rests his right to, intervenie upu».

the provisions found in sec. 37 of the Marriage Act. Tih.
plaintiff 11w contends that this statute does not give the
riglit of intervention clairned by the Attorney-General, save
in vases falling under sec. 36. That section provides thi il
where a forrn of rnarriage has been gone through between per-

sýons either of whoim is under the age of eighteen years, with-
Out the consent of the parent or guardian, the Suprexue
Cort shial have jurisdliction in an action hroughit by' the
party who was urider the stipulated age, to, declare and ad-
judge thiat a valid marriage was not affccted or entered int0.
p)rovided that flhc parties had not after the ceremnony lived
togetlieýr as man ammad wîfe.

This section had its origin in an Act passed in 1907. Two
ypars later, in 1909, the Act was arnended by ading i
sub-section to the original of sec. 36 the provisions, 110w

found in sec. 37, in a slightly amended forin. In their orig-

inal forrn the operation of these added suh-sections wVas 110


