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of assistant pressman it lias nlot yet caused any reductiot
wages, and but littie, if any, loss of time after the three mon

Under ail the cîreumitances of the case, 1 assess the dami
at $600; being satisfied that that Îs reasonable compensai
under ail the circumstances of the case.

There will he judgment for the plaintiff and $600 damia
with costs on the High.Court scale, and without any set-of
costs. The action was commencedl in the County Court,
was brought up to this Court b.v the defendants; and soi
against thein, should be treated as if properly a Iligh C(
case.

LENNox, J. MAnen 2 7T*I, 1

PROWD v. SPENGE.

MIarriazfl-InvaJ.dity-DeclaratoryJdmetJdito
Supreme Court of Ontario.

Action for 'a declaration of the invalidity of a contrac
marriage made in 1908 between Wilson Prowd, the plaintiff.,
Margaret Spence, the defendant.

The action was tried before LENNOX, J., without a juri
Owen Sound.

W. H. Wright, for the plaintiff.
The defendant did not appear and was flot represented.

luffNCX, J. :-The plaintiff asks the Court to declare
what purported to b. a marriage, celebrated between hini
the defendant on the 19th November, 1908, was flot ini la
mamrage-was "nuli and void." The plaintift algo sl
"'the Wad alleged niarriage be set asiîde."

1 have power, ln a proper case, to pronounce a dectara
iudgment and to make hinding declarations of right, wb.
consequential relief la or could be claimed or nlot: Ontario J
cature Act, sec. 57, sub-sec. 5. But this power shoiild b. c
cised cautiously and spnringly: Austin v. Collins, 54 L.T.R.
Toronto R.W. GCo. v. Cîty of Toronto, 13 O.L.R., 532; Bunne
Gordon, 20 O.R. 281.

The further question, as to whether the statut. in~ e
createsq a new juriadiction, that la, whether the power' to de(
extends to a clasm of cases " in which, whether before or e
thev Judicature Act, no relief could 'be given by the Court,-


