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statute 25 Hen. 8, C. 22, s. 3, was unquestionabiy voidable during
the lifetime of bath, and might bave been annulled by criminal
proceedings or civil suit." It ivili be seen that he refers to 25 Hen.

8,C. 22, s. 3, although 23 Hen. 8, C. 7, s. 7, which repealed that Act,
is the one referred to in the revived statute Of 28 Hen. 8, c. 16. He
also refers to the canon law a sisting the interpretation. And

degrees, which ;s usually included in the Book of Common Frayer,
is nc, part of the Sealed Book, and ther.2iore strictly no oart af the
Prayer Book. The table was drawn up bs' Archbishop Parker, by
w iose narne it is known, and was published by the authority af*1' Queen Elizabeth, it is entitled " A Table of Kindred and Affinity,
wherein whosoever are related are iorbiddan ir, Szripture and our
laws to marry together."

By the 99th canon of i6a3 ai the Church ai England it is pro-
v-ided that " no person.3 shahl marry within the degrees prohibited

by the laws ai God, and exprcssed in a tabie set forth by authority
A.D. 1563 ; and ali miarriages so made and contracted shail be
adjudged iiicestuous and unlawful and consequently shall be

t dissolved as void lrom the beginning; and the parties sa married
tshall be bv course, of law separatcd ; and the aioresaid table shalh

be in every church publicly set up and afixed at the charge ai thej parish." But -n an elabarate judgment Lord Harwicke declared
j the opinion ai the judges ta be that this canon, not havinji- been

confirmed by Pailiament did not Froprio vigare bidthe Iaity:

reliance can wvelI be placed on that canir , or the table ai prohibitcd

I degrees therein referred ta, as being ai any caercive force or
i operation iii this province.

This, then, wvas the state of the statute law and authorities when
thc Qiteen v. Chadwick, 2 COX Cr. Cases 381, was decided in 1847.
In this case a man had grone through the lorm af marriage with a

deceased wvile's sister. He had subsequently kift lier and married
another woman. I-l was indicted for bigamy, and the question
thereiore arase whetlicr the marriage ta the deccased wile's sister
wvas or wvas flot within "the prahibited degrees," reierred ta in 5 &
6 W. 4, c 54, and 32 lien. 8, c. 38. Sir Fitzray Kelly, who argued
the case for the Crown, cantended that 28 Hen. 8, C. 7, S. 7, had

been wholly repealed, and that under 32 lien. 8, c. 38, resart must
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