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) refused to engage in sexual relatlonsT
unless the “husband submltted to.a
< religious ceremony. The court found
the . reason for- her - refusal “as
unJustrﬁed and granted drvorce to
. the husband f :

1 Spedking’ of sex, if lack of 1t could
be a ground, so’ with the other way
around. The only ‘problem’is  that.
adultery - is often. commrtted in - as
{ - manner and direct proof

'SUChx srtuatum’“ crrcumstantlal'
ev1dence may-play a- promlnent role.*
Clrcumstantlal‘evxdence is required:
to™ show “opportunity, - inclination
,and intent of .the parties in. question.’
" "There are ‘numerous’ ‘fact ' ‘patterns’
ithat “have:. been’.considered. . as
, adequatet establizsh adultery: Take
home and. mamtenance to'his wife, A thiese common scenes- for- instance:-
“ she then refuses 10 accompany him, "’ " Man -and woman were “inlight
_+except for good. cause, she’ has ina’ clothmg in the woman’s  apartment. -
- legal sense: dbandoned ‘hinr.”” i Thed they walked towards the redr of
There are other forms of abandon—‘ “ the “apartment. ‘The next day they
‘ment;as & ground for divorce. The - ‘were again. there in'the same mode of
most -obvious: is_ of cou . iattife; Or a man tegistered in a hotel
: sépas iction . abandonment of a_spouse. |with 2 woman and were given
evelobe between the wife-and the < other for at’ least one year.! ladjoining Tooms, ‘separated by com-
“and the wife made the * _intent to return. A less- common ‘municating’doors. The hotel bill was
, ; t . more intriguing kind is the unjusti: - :made out to the man and his *‘wife.”’
not both ¥ I he court said that‘ th fied- refusal ‘to  engage in. sexual . ‘These were' considered ‘as adultery:
wrfe was }ustlfted in‘moving’ ‘gutiand: relations with- ‘the other spouse. < ?
the husband.was guilty of abandon—:_u_ - In an interesting case  the “wife

qvenereal dlsease or that ‘He mfected?‘
his; wife witl a venereal disease:




