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only and nlot binding on Quebec Courts. Hlowever, in Re Mar-
rnage Laiv of Canada, 7 D.L.R. 629, 11912] A.C. 880, the Privy
Council held that the power of the Provinces to legisiate in re-
gard to solonmisation rovcred the right to say certrmn minis-
ters Pnly should be competent to perform. the ceremony oe? mar-
niage for certain persons, and that non-compliance would non-
der the marriage nuli and void. The matter has recently been
hefore the' Privy Couneil again. (Trembla y Marriage, case, 58
1).I.R. 29, [1921] 1 A.fX 702, 27 Rce'. Leg. 209), and it haqïbeen
lield that the marriage of two Roman Catholice or of a Roman
Catholie and a Protestant by a properly authioriÊed person oth-
tr than a Roman Cathiolie pricet iti iiot a ground for a deelaration
of nu1llit:r.

3. Capaeity. The English (<ommnor Law which says that a
nian under 14 and a woman. iinder 12 cannot marry except to
prevent illegitimaey is in force in Canada, exccpt in Ontario,
where the age limit le 14 for both. (R.S.O., 1914, ch. 148, sec.
16), and iii Manitoba, where the agc limit je 16 for both, (1906,
(Man.) ch. 41, sec. 16). Ail Provinces have passed legisiation
to discourage mnarriage by very young people, but in most cases
thie legislai ion does not go sO far as to affect legality once the
eontract has beenl entercd into. In Quebec and Ontario the
statutes go further. In the formner, a marriage where the part-
ies are iundcer 21 years of age eontraeted without the consent of
the parents eau bc attackcd only by those 'vhose consent wne
required, and thonl oilly within 6 miouiths of the ceremony. In
Ontario, by R.S.O., 1914, eh. 148, sec. 36, when a fori of mat'-
niage lias been gone through betwecn pensons either of whom
is under 18 without, the consent of the father if living or of the
niother or other guardian if 11e is dtad, the Supreme Court has
jurisdiction iii an action brought by cither party who at the
tiiie of the marriage wag under the age <if 18 y'ears to annul the
ntarriagc, provided that such persons have not after the eere-
mony eoliabited togother as inaii and mife and that the action
is brought before the applicant je 19. These provisions came
before the Courts in 1916 in Pcpp'îatt v. Peppiatt (1916), 30 D.
L.Ri. 1, 36 O.II.R. 427. It wvas the case of a manriage without
coiisent on the part of lier parents of a girl under 18, and came
on foi, trili brfore Meredith C.J., C.P., 34 D.L.R. 121, Nvho hcid
thtat thO, sectionl Of the Ontalio Mari-iage Act 1.5.0. 1914, ch.
148, requiring consent was iatra vires, and who, sont the case
on to the Appellate Division, it being the frest of such cases to


