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The subjects of iinpoterioy, f raud, and refugal f rom the first
to have Rexuai intnrcourse, have beeri deait with ini the chapter
on annulment of marriage. The firat cases gratited. on the latter
ground wore in 1919, and its adoption indicates the tendency of
Parliainent to grant relief on grounds generally recognised ini
England as sufilient to warrant a declaration of nullity. In
Engiand, if the refusai resuits from incompetence, a decree of
nullity niay be had. If it is simply wilful and without reasonable
enuws and there has heen no intercourse, the Court has regarded
the reusal as rebuttable evidence of ineonîpetenee, and if there
liais been intereourse as evidenee of de,,ertion. In the casEs which
have corne before Parlianent, the refusai had exîsted f'romn the
first, andl had been wilful. The Engli4h Divore~ Court has held
that mere Nvilful refusai to have intercourse i% flot in itself
stîffleient gi-otuxîd for divorce-Napîer v. [air 1915] P. 18t,
84 1.J. (P.) 177, overrulixig Dickiioi v. Dirkiinsoi, [19131
1'. 191ý, 82 L. (P.) 121. The Court nierely draws the inforence
of ineapaeity froin tlue persister.', refusai t.i consunimate-3M. V.
M1. (1906), 22 Time.s L4.R. 719-anti of course the inference may
be rebtittedl, and more refusai of itgelf is riot a groiind for

Ati investigation of the grounds for divoree throughout ie
Blritish IEnflhre 'shows the ±'ollowing as existing in addition to
tiiese à1ready rýeeognired by the Parliarnent of Canada:

(Repor't of ilie iloyal Commission on Divorce and Matrimtonial
Causes -1912- England.)

1. Desertion. wilful-8cotlatid, 4 years-; Sotth Africani Pruv-
iiies asow aus 18 inotiths---Nttil ; Atustrflia, :1 to 5I yezirs ; Ne\v

Zeiad 5 ears.
2. Iniprisonnient, either frequently eu' for long period-Solith

Afrieâ. Ausgtralia.
3. liabituiai druinkonness,. ufiually eoupiod. with negct tir duty

or ornîeIty- Australia. New zealeud.

6..Cruelty-Australia.

1Bureait of the Cousu$ 1867-1916 (South Carolina dffl flot ieti


