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one or both of the parties ai- mentally defective, provided only

that the deficiency falis short of what the Courts would recognize

v-oid ipso facto. 4

PART MI.

1. THEF MARRIAGE CEREMONY.

(1) The three main classes of ?narriaqe cerernonies.-(a) The

ptjire1 civil cereiony, characteristiC of France and Germany, -
and[ permitted in Great Britain, the United States, and Western

Canada. (b) The purely religious, characteristie of Russia and

oîhcr counitries under the sway of the Greek Church. (c) The

mnixed civil and religious ceremony, characteristic of (Great

Britain, Canada, and mrary other parts of the Brit.ish Empire.

13v the canon law, the intervention of a priest wvas flot -:ssenitial

to the validîty of a rnarriage.- 9 It has been hcld, however,

thoiigh flot without muchi dissent, that the Englishi coinon law

requires the presence of a priest.60 Whether or flot, on accour.t

of our different local conditions, thîs requiremrent of the commun

Jaw jit applicable to Canada, ivas for some time a subject of debate.

It was finally held that, in the absence of legislative provision,

tis- ride is to be folh(,wed, except where the country is so barbarous

thial a proper ccremony is imnpossible."

In Ontario marriages irrcgularly celebratcd arc vaiid at the

enid of three years fromn the date of the ceremiony, or on thc (lcath

of vitlwr party within that period, if they have cohabited as man

.ind wife. 'Thîs is subject to the proviso that there ivas 110 legal

dlisquIalification to mnarry, and that neither party ivas lawfully

iiiarrietl within the three years to anyone eisc.621 Manitoba and*
ut ber Provinces have similar provisions,.i

IPrinice Edward Island, Britisli Columnbia, the North-West

5(). Renton v. Philirnore, supra, at p. 177,

60. The Queen v. Millis (1844) 10 C. & F.. p. 5341.

61. ('onnolly v. Wlýoolivich (1867) il Lowcr Canada Jurist, p. 197.

62. 1.S.0. (1914) eh. 148, sec,. 15.

vl'


