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#xnd the defendant was eondeinned iii £7,200 daiuages. The In-

di6n Divorce Aet, 1869, authorizes the Indian courts, where (a)
the petitioner professes the Christiail religion and resides in
india a.t the tirne of presenting the petition, and (b) where the
marrifige shali have been soleinnized iii India-botit of which
conditions were fultilled in the prefient case-to net and give
relief on prineiples and miles a> iparly as ay ha couforînable
to the princiyFles on which the Divorce court in Exxgland gives
relief. By s. il the petitiaixer is requircd to inake 1>1e allcged
adulterer a co-respondent hy 9. 34 the husbiind mtty claim damn-
ages fronît tho co-respondent - and by s. 5i0 the petition iii to be
served on any party to ha tiffecteid thereby, either within or with-
ont British Iiidia, in itich. mîanner iS tlc he g or s C Iret

r' aule 2:15 of Ord1er V. of the lligh C'ourt rutes provides for the

serv;ce by post of a suinînons on a defendmnt resident ont of
1british. Ixîdia. For the plaixitiIf it was coutended tlîat the Exig-
hislî court had ,Jurisdiction .o entertain the dlaim anxd give judg-

mient for the piaintioe. For the defendant it wvas eontended that

the court liad no jurisdiction ; that the courts in Etigland willigive effect to the decee only if iicate were doînîcilcd in tlie
place where if was made; and that t he deeree in this casme was
separable into two parts, one a decree for the dissolution of the
inarriage aînd tlic other for the payaient of a. suin of Idollcy, and

that ini so far as it %%,t li judgînent r'oi tlic paymîe1t of a M~uni of

money it wvas mnlercly in the position of the judgnîcrît of kt forcign

court iii persoîxan, which iii the cireuinstanees of this case Could
îlot ha enforeed in the courts of this eountry. TI e follow'ing,
atmongst other Ca-les, mcre rcferred toa E»îami \n. Sn~jon, 98

LÀ.TRH 304. t19081 1 K.B. 302, Rayînont v. .JLaynti 103 L.T.

z Pep. 430, 1 1910] Il, 271. Serutton, J., gave judguîent foi' the
plaintiff, and lield, that as thc. English courts xii î'ecogiic a d
enforce the iiidginents~ as toi statuk; of the idialî Courts la
inatters within tileir jurisLition-ntarriage and the dissolution

î o? inarriage being niatters of etatus-so theY will also recognize

and enforce the ancillary orders as ta damnages .auclih as they
î ~theiselves mnake ini similar enses: >hillips V. Bath o, 135 L.T.

Jour. 186.


