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found no difficulty in declaring that the rnarriage ,was nuil and
void ab iniiio: whoreupon an application appears to havp been
macle to a civil tribunal and the Judge thereof appears to have
considered that he wua bound by the Judgment of the bishop as,

* tc the involidity of the inarriage, and thereupon gave judgment
annulfing the inarriage civiily, and hi& judginent was afflrzed
by the Quebec Court of Review; and it was froin this latter
decision that resort was had to the Judicial Conunittee of the
Privy Council who have allowed the appeal and set sice the
judgrnent appealed from.

We have 'not at present before us the judgment of tlier Lord-
ships and are therefore unable to state the~ precis rossons on which
their Lordships have based their decisions. But whether their
Lorclships have prooeeded on the ground that Art.. 127, of the Code
above referred to, does flot in faot give lepi sanction to the various
kinds of prohibitions to which it refers, we venture to think it le
fairly open to that objection, anid if it doeg, thon that it 19 ultra
vires as being an attempt on the part of a Provincial Legisiature
to overrde the express proi sions of a statute of the Irnperial
Parlia',ient, whL.eby the queai~on of prohibited dogrees within
the British Dominions is regulated. The statute we refer to is
32 Hen. 8, c. 38, which virtually repealed ail prohibitions except
thome within the Levitical degrees, and declared that those only
were to be recognized ini afl Courts flot only in England but in
ail other lands and dominions of the Crown.

In this connection it xnay be znentioned that when in 1901 a
Cominittee of Judges was appointed to revue and consolidate
the Ixnperial statutes which by Provincial legielation had been
made part of the law of the Province of <)ntario, this Act of Henry
8th caine neceuarily under the consideration of the Coinmittoe,
and it had to consider whether or not it was a part of the law of the.
Province, and the Cornmi c~e evidontly camne to the côncluLtion
that it wae, for they reonunended the prohibitions reforred to,
i that Act to be indor"e thereafter on the printed forma of

affidavit roquired to be ziade by au applicant for a nmrriffe
licence in Ontario, anid that reomnmondation was adopted by the
Legisature: amc nç%%w R.0. eh, 148, ffe. 2ji, Forum 5. Their
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