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Rayden; On Divorce, 6 ed, Historical Introduction, clv..

divorce a vinculo matrimonii (i. e. a divorce dissolving marriage absolutely)

divorce a mensa et thoro (i. e. a divorce from board and bed)

Rayden, op cit.
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Matrimonial Causes Act, 1937.

Matrimonial Causes (War Marriages) Act, 1944,

Matrimonial Causes Act, 1950.

Matrimonial Causes Act, 1950, s. 2, (1),
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12 11

13

®11i £ B Q B L (Dissolution of Marriage)

- RERHERE

S A KEENE QRESVRVE ST EEREC | HOREFERHOBMBUBENENRY 5500° 540
£ | REEH oL Emd G M N4~ R’ ﬁﬂ%mmméﬁﬁm%%%oﬁ%ﬁﬁ?écaﬁfééo
PIRREY UORENES Y Y VEEOERIHEFeNY WHOmSON A NEEO Y 500 N EH
0 (| RHOEBEHEHRIIKS D) ° .

P&ST MONEFECEXRELERELLOPE LY Bt BRREE SHIENLE O 0100ila” XD
B NERE RS0 M HRORF L™ NEECHENEN LS00 KoBBIERMe
AR Y e (e)?

NONEFECRERELAIROREN O SYOEREBPEP ROV FEHECEVYONEFEYR O LiE Y45

~ % om KB W PRY



® K it IR
PENBRADUIRDOLAPEHLS (EHRIKS D) °

= JOEEY REFWHEEN S0 CBIYHL2Q VA0SR LAACKHENESICREBLHALSS

« Matrimonial Causes (War Marriages) Act, 1944. ; Matrimonial Causes Act, 1950, s. 2 (4)

© EARGSHISHNSELEWE (exceptional hardship or exceptional deprivity) W80 QLM UZRMEUL LS
R° UKRMNEBEOFRE MHS R UE & K vk Lo it L1847 Q%Kohfﬁ.\ 1S W Q JEERE QRN 1
Wb -0 O R4 | ¥V OHEENS Y 550 (Bowman v. Bowman (1949) P. 353)° IXEN KOs L1840Q
F&—Fisher v. Fisher (1948) P.263
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Ousey v. Ousey and Atkinson (1874) L. R. 3P. & D. 223; Waters v. Waters and Gentle (1875) 33 L.
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Clarkson v. Clarksn (1930) 143 L. T. 775, per Lord Merrivale.
Long v. Long (1890) 15 P. D, 218.
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HROB 0 (Yarrow v. Yarrow (1892) P. 92; Hyman v. Hyman {1904) P.403)
Redpath v. Redpath €1950) 1 All E. R. 600 (C. A.) -
Baker v. Baker (1880) 5 P. D. 142, 6 P. D. 12; Johnson v. Johnson {1901) P.193
Preston-Jones v. Preston-Jones {1951) A. C. 391 (non-access) ; Gower v. Gower {1950) 1 All E. R. 804
C. A.

Preston-Jones v. Preston-Jones, supra, per Lord Simonds

Allen v. Allen {1894) P. 248 ; Woolf v. Woolf {1931} P. 134 ; Poulden v. Poulden {1938) P. 63, 66.
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O 2IER R AR
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Pollard v. Pollard (1904), Times, March 26,

Woolf v. Woolf, supra.

Aylward v. Ayward (1928) 44 T. L. R. 456;Faroham v. Farnham (1925) 133 L. T. 320 ; England v.
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Preston-Jones v. Preston-Jones (1952) A. C. 391, NS RTRIQ K4 (Boston v. Boston (1928)138 L. T.)
Collins v. Collins (1916) 33 T. L. R. 123
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Frowd v. Frowd (1904) p.117, 179.

Matrimonial Home M %’ [ KO HU e MEKt e (Miligan v. Miligan (1941) p.78) Tolstoy, op.
cit. at p.41

Jackson v. Jackson (1924) p. 19,23 Charter v. Charter (1901) 65 J. p.246 Jones v. Jomes (1952) 2 T. L.
R. 225, C. A. M eOQR{%’ Constructive Desertion (RRRZRMEEK) ~NEHE0° VO MBIV Q R v
A B8.4.08° (Buchler v. Buchler (1947) p.25 per Greene M. R. at 29,30.)

Williams v. Williams (1939) p. 365,369; Pardy v. Pardy (1939) p.288,302; Spence v. Spence (1939) 1 All
E. R.52
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Tolstoy. op.cit. at pp.39~40

De Laubenque v. De Laubenque (1899) p.42; Lee Shires v. Lee Shires (1910) 54 S. J. 874, &7 i@Q
B MEKBEMOREZERCIKE ~LHe°

“without cause” EOEYQU RN QLY OHENL 1@ N’ “without reasonable excuse’”, ‘‘without just
cause”’, “‘without good cause” ‘‘without excuse”, HQIMBENE LK’ “without cause” ~4&£Q0 Q%
%" NSOQ “reasonable, just, good”, HFORMAMREH KAV 0° W KRN O S W EATREER Q% A
R ERH L5 K 0WV480°

Beevor v. Beevor (1945) 2 All E. R. 200; Synge v. Synge (1900) p.180; Davis v. Davis (1918) p.18
Hartnell v. Hartnell (1951) W. N. 555.

Dawson v. Dawson (1929) 45 T. L. R. 397.

Williams v. Willams (1939) supra at p.374.

Thomson v. Thompson (1858) 1s. & T. 65.

Keeley v. Keeley (1952) 2 T. L. R. 756,C. A.

Townsend v. Townsend (1873) 3 p. & D. 129.

Drew v. Drew, (1888) 13 P. D. 97.

Drew v. Drew, supra; Thompson v. Thompson, supra.

Wynn v. Wynne (1898) p.18; Williams v. Williams (1938) 4 All E. R. 445.

Alston v. Alston (1946) p.203.

Thompson v. Thompson (1858) 1 S. & T. 231; Piper v. Piper (1902) p.198 ; Williams v. Williams (1939)
p.365, 369.

Williams v. Williams, supra; Sifton v. Sifton (1939) p.221.
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~ Tolstoy, op. cit. at p.56. Russell v. Russell' (1895) p.315,322; (1897) A. C. 395; Horton v. Horton (1940)
p.187.

© Westall v. Westall (1949) 65 T. L. R. 337 C. A; Kalslefsky v. Kalslefsky (1951) p.38, C. A; see also
Simpson v. Simpson, (1951) p.320
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® Statham v. Statham (1929) p.131.; Foster v. Foster (1921) p.438.; Meacher v. Meacher (1946, p.216.

* Westmeath v. Westmeath (1827) 2 Hag. Ecc. Supp. 73; Tomkins v. Tomkins (1858)1 S. & T. 168 ;
Jamieson v. Jamieson (1952) A. C. 525, per Lord Tucker at p.550.

» Hodgkins v. Hodgkins (1950) p.183, C. A.; Kaftan v. Kaftan (1948) 1 All E. R. 435.; IO mHFLZCR
EREEK V00

© Browning v. Browning (1911) p.161.

= Foster v. Foster (1921) p.438.

B # £ & unsound mind, insanity
EfMEeg” Ve | RR/KLQERE D 0RE” BENEH Vo0 upinne Eo7 s QmiE i # Y
IR 5 VHEMI O D 1P S0 1 A NEKEE e (00
BURrERveo” my 2RI 00 S0 E QK H ¥ g1 M 480 (+0)°

= Matrimonial Causes Act, 1950, s. 1 (1) (d)
© Swettenham v. Swettenham (1938) p.218. 1M MR 5 VKT (incurable) N%’  irrecoverable (E®Od%01Q

N A) K Ae©

H R - #REXDER sodomy, bestiality, and rape
NROQHEEMEL BIAHKD OOREUE O VLOQERY EFY ¢ VEHHORB VL0
REY WORROFXKOAP L RELIBEEVLOL45°
=~ Matrimonial Causes Act, 1950, s, 1 (1),



¢ Archbold’s Criminal Pleading,” Evidence end Practice 32nd ed., pp. 1051 1082, {{§E°
£ B e #lyd presumption of death()
RIARPA L0 HELSHERREM ROy ¢ RO EEIETI LN RFERENRA Y Biryg
RHA LUK QT KN R0 (=)°
F AP RIR LSO N QN L I I1Q 0 U £ O VENHICHY” mHRKBOMEL L VOmiKR"
KRS ORI RHUOREE VL1 Q 180 (=)
~ NSHEBILESHRT VORUEROFEK e e RUNSOVEBEIETOJVERY" B840 VA4
60
« Matrimonial Causes Act, 1950, s. 16(1).
® Matrimonial Causes Act., 1950, s. (2).

wilp 28 R W

BEENY FOKBERVELS” BEREYSOYHEY ORI BT NRMeEHMP 610 207 Filntiy
Hyy KRFERELERLSEHMZOP 50° vQEN O SV | RHOGEEHE BT | Be MBiEiy R s
PR REEY SR OHE R LB RO KIIR YRR (connivance) WAL (condonation) %444 O &4
Mg N E4n (collusion) R4 4O HANEMST mEIINERS V402 NIXHEE (countercharge) NEKIAn 0
MNANEAe | VRES W 500
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WOV SRS VB 2 LBIRY O SV IRREHER LT KRR ERRRS BV EREIEHY
RRUQAOENENIRGEN LY HEELENFEFOUUNERFRQ POV DRNEREFI-IKE (absolute
bar) V55" BIINRICRBREL O SV ORMKLREY L KR L FE L - O WEENFE 00 VR Y v
3@° W 2R S TR (discretionary bar) .50 Q ¥461@°

PREFI-RE GREIK! )

© BEERESEBORLS VR

2 RFEEEQ L SR’

o E4IRQREEE (connivance) Q40 O LIR4E®

o KJIQ e (condonation) 'R0 O HIRn®

o e ¥ E4dr (collusion) &40 O HIRn®

KN RS- MR

 BEHOMPEXEERELOKMImEC

@ QKR Q EhiR°

o RENQERNRM MK L Hik

o BEERELEE FEEKSEEP0eREY BREQHKMOEEe X v E KRR VORIENK & M Vg

B L3Rl a9se°

+  Matrimonial.Causes Act, 1950, s. 4 (2)
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EHBEMERNOHY L IVARNE QRAENESASL KB’
— i MEETQEMY KLY | KHPEQEEHEHL S oKEN QLR LINRH O VIKE
RFBEYRSVY SHERQWIL &8.L040" EHLEDQIORHNI LR O Lulgiid e s’ KERERHOF
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decree of restitution of conjugal rights.

Matrimonial Causes Act, 1950, s. 14, (1. & s. 4 #&°
Matrimonial Causes Act, 1950, s. 14, (2).

Matrimonial Causes Act, 1950, s. 14. (3). =1 O ML

Oram v. Oram(1923) 129 L.T 159; Miller v. Miller (1928) 72 S. J. 205; Matthew v. Matthew {1912} 3 K.
B. 91, 101~102.
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©  Portmouth v. Portmouth (1328} 1 Hag. Ecc. 355, M S ZIRSE S WLROVQKIMEH (undue influence) ©
Wy sre° )
Bartlett v. Rice (1894) 72 L. T. 122 U a%” #HCRLC LIV 40 BENERN A0R ENEToMMN O 5
Y %° Cooper v. Crane (1891) P. 396 X%’" Hussein v. Hussein (1938) P. 159,
® Sullivan v. Sullivan (1818)2 Hag. Con. 238, 246.
¥ R. v. Millis (1844) 10 Cl. & Fin. 534, 785-786.
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A, v. B. (1868) IP. & D. 559 ; Re Wombwell (1922) 2Ch. 298.
* Lewis v. Hayward (1866) 35 L. J. P. 105 ; Re Eaves (1940) Ch. 109, 119.
* Brown v. Brown (1828) 1 Hag. Ecc. 523. B{1'QWEKEH VL0 Qs ERIKRW 24 5°
© Matrimonial Causes Act, 1950 s. 8 () (a). M’ | RIPECBEH LN AREWLY 510° ENKKORE
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