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that the, factd proved did not juistify the diee souight; hience
what .vas said wvith reference to the juridicton of the ( ourt has

soîetiesbeeni regarded as dietumli onlly. f)ther <a ( g
Mazy v. Maey, '22 ( JA.. 559) have. it svens to me, deterined that

unrCort have îîot the jiielthi suggested; and 1 have,
thrfrthoughit it righit that 1 should inve.stigate the matter

ineedetyrather thlan dueal wvith the' caýSe Solely fi r'uIlince
iupon the c-ascs i mir owîî Couirts cilitc.

Il ix to 1wv borne ii» mind that ther-e is a fundanembtl distinc
tion betweuin the gr-altig of at divorc and the relief hure souight.
This dlistincftionl is very vlearly bugtout iii au artiele in 26

liervardi-I Law ReView, le 252, I)ivorýce auesth(' pr-evieus
exStence of the nmarria statu. Ils re4Sift is to put an1 end 10

that statues withot afting itd existence ini the pa.st. The aile-
gajion here ie thatl there neyer was i trulth a inarriagu, alid whlat
ia mughit is eta judiciail deelaration te that effeet. It is not hi this
acion sought lu any way to affect the astau of the plaintif.,

8he milyý seeks to have lier sau clrd
Vie iv ii ntrtinhed in bawless v. Chmeliand prcessed

hy Mr% Wataun,. ix thait ouri Couirt has lm juidctd o grant
1sncb a et re The dlistinct-ioni wam i-rognised by the, Chan-

4Cellor lu the iase (If Tr- V. B-, 1,5 O.L.R. '224....
The julrisdietion of the iiigh Court la founld by reufervince te

11wJudratreAct as vontaîned iri I1.S.O. 1897 e-h, 51. By se.
Ill te 1 ourt is i the, firast place giveni slncb powVers aii aultlIeri..

tius ais by thu lawý of VEng1aidl aincllidult 10 a sueroi ourf
vivil alid eriminal juirisdiction, anld is givenl Specifioally the

r-ighitn and priilees xerisvd by the Suiperior. Court's of ('omi-
11o01 Law at Westminster on the ;)th I)cmc,1859).

By mec. 26, dhe Court is algo givenl the' likie julrisdivtion mid
powerus as by the lawNS of Englanil were on the 4t1 'Marceh, 183 7,
poewdxvi by tde Couirt ef Chanery in respect of certlaincu-

eratedl matters, inciludiig. inter diff, al] cases of trauld anld acci-
lient, amd il miatterslati to . . . d]owert, infants, idiots,

lunatice, and thvir esae.None cf the, othr nuerte

mialterm have ny beartlitig up1on the mlatter now uîidcr niea
t ion.

Hy sec. 2, the 1Court im given juriitioni as a (Court of

liquipy te admnister juistice where there is no adqaeicedy
alI law ; and by sc. 34 juirisdiction is conferrced in actions for

iîmlony.
Ili Enghind the qulestion is free freon deubft or difflcuilty, as

by the staituteý rclating to divorcve and miatimionial causes, 21 &


