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Hiuabernd ea VirMaragiuIt(Alo for Declaration of
Righit of At(toirney-(Ienej(r« to Intervene.

Mwuuor(,J.. hc, thiat under R. S. 0. (1914) c. 148, s. 37
ib ttohpUeea hag the right to intervene in ail actions svek-
Iig ir rtln of willity of marriage,

Motion by thie Attorney-General for an order dismi-sing
the action or stayîng ail further proceedings on the groundii
that the Court bas no jurisdiction to entertain the action.

F4ward Bayly, K.C., and Armour, for the Attorney-Gen-
eral.

ceo. FI. Watson, K.C., for plaintiff.

No one appeared for defendant, Aull, although notifled.

jIoN. MRt. i STCEMIIDD.ErOx -IIaint iff, an inifant
wow j>ast 19 vvars oýf age, suce by lier father, Gleorge P. Rleid,

allgiig tat Inrrige creîoy which was perforintol >i
2hJu1y, 191:3, isý void, because it was proc-ured by decuit and

fraud and through-l wrongful influences and is-statemnents ;of
defedant who find proctured înasterY of the luid and wilI of
plaitif gothat 41he was incapable of exereising judgment and
digreton;the ceremnony, it is said, heing performed wlile the

plaintif? was under the influence of intoxicating drink which
the dlefendant procured the plaintiff to take, by whieh she
becamne and was incapable of reasonable thouglit and action.
It is also alleged that the affidavit made for the purpose )f
ob)tainiingr the marriage license was untrue and that the i-
cenise waa, wro-,ngfully and iIlegafll îssued, and the eerernony
was therefore illegally performed. It is asked that the Court

illre the arriage to, be nuli anti void, andi that the unitr-
itage liense 1w also declareci illegal, fraudulent andi voiti.

Tedefendant basý filed a statement of defence to this elaimi,
in whichi he( deniues ail imnpropriety on is part and dlaims
that the mnarriag'£,e was duly solemanizeti with the full andi free
Consenit of the plaintiff.


