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ity shall be absolutely null and voîd to ail intenta and purposea,
whatsover: (».e Tmp. Stat. 5-6 W. 4, o. M4, a. 2)."IAs te provincial legislature he aya,:-

*'One of the grievances which haî been revealed by the re-
cent diacussion is the fact that certain ministera of religion auth- _j orized by atatute to solemnire matrimony make une of the pub.
lie authority thus conferred. on thern to propagate tIheir own
peculiar religious views on persona comiug to them for thei molemnization of their inarriage. This ia a ce-ar abuse of a statu-
tory power, The riglit to, aclemnize inatrimony is given for pub-

* lie purt»m, viz., to smure the due soleni7ation of marriages;
that in ita purpone, nnd no other. Parliament in .eonferring this
power had no intention that it should be used by those t'o whotm
it la given as a means for prometing any particular fc'rm of re-
ligions belief--or sa a means for deprivinig any person of, or
compeihing him to forfeit or agree tn give up, any riglit which,
the iaw gives him.

By the law of Ont ario, and presumiably alec by the law of
Quehee, and nil the other provinces, a father lias a riglit to con-
trol the religinus education of hie ehidren, and to bring thrni
ap in hie owxi faith; but somne iiinisters of religion, having the
right'to solemnize miatrimony, utiliz7e their office for thc purpone
of excajting promises, having for their object the giving up -if
thie riglit by persona coming t.o thein to be married. It xnay ae
answercd, no one need give Rny fiueli promise unless lie ploases,
but if the minister teaches. as moine do, that the muarriage willf be nuli and void unleu lhe solcinizes it, and he refuses te sol-
enize it unleffl the promise le given, it is clear that a pro-
selytising exigine in p1ai ed ini the handm of persona authorired
by statute to solemnize matrîmony v iiîch the Icgisehture neyer
intended te give the:n. That appears to lie a real grievance
whieh ouglit to be remedied, and would appear te be a mat-
ter within Provincial control-and the following cnactuient je
suggeeted:

4 1. No person authorized te solemnire matrimony >ý;alI exact
or require directly or indirectly frein either of the persons de-
siring to, have their marriage solemnized before him, any pro-
mise or agreement wha.tever toucing the religious education or

ï faith of the children which may be the issue of such marriage,


