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“Were	we	ever	married?”		

A	guide	to	marriage-spotting	

Introduction	

1. When	is	a	marriage	ceremony	not	a	marriage	ceremony	but	simply	play-acting?		

2. It	is	a	question	which	has	vexed	many	High	Court	and	Appellate	judges	over	the	

years.	The	issue	generally	surfaces	when:	

a. An	application	is	made	for	a	matrimonial	order,	proof	of	marriage	is	

required	to	accompany	the	court	forms	(PD	7A	para	3.1)	and	the	

respondent	defends	the	proceedings	on	the	basis	of	there	being	no	valid	

marriage.	

b. An	application	is	made	for	financial	relief	after	an	overseas	divorce	and	

the	respondent	disputes	a	valid	marriage	ever	took	place.	

3. But	it	can	equally	come	into	play	under	an	application	under	the	Inheritance	

(Provision	for	Family	and	Dependants)	Act	1975	or,	simply,	because	a	couple	

suspect	their	wedding	did	not	comply	with	the	regulations	of	the	Marriage	Acts.	

A	quick	trawl	of	the	various	authorities	on	the	topic	of	marriage	will	uncover	the	

following	types	of	(non)marriage:	

a. Valid	marriage	

b. Presumed	marriage	

c. Void	marriage1	

d. Non-marriage	

4. The	outcome	is	critical	to	the	applicant	seeking	financial	relief.	A	finding	of	a	

valid	or	presumed	marriage	will	entitle	the	applicant	to	pursue	divorce	and	the	

attendant	financial	relief.	A	void	marriage	enables	the	applicant	to	seek	a	decree	

of	nullity,	which	also	opens	the	door	to	a	claim	for	financial	relief.	However,	if	a	

court	finds	that	there	has	been	no	marriage,	the	only	avenues	which	may	be	

available	to	the	applicant	are	the	Trust	of	Land	and	Appointment	of	Trustees	Act	

1996	and/or	Schedule	1	of	the	Children	Act	1989.	

	

																																																													
1	There	is	also	the	voidable	marriage,	which	is	not	apposite	for	this	talk	
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MARRIAGE	–	BROAD	PROPOSITIONS	

Ceremony	in	England	and	Wales	

5. If	a	ceremony,	which	takes	place	in	England,	is	to	create	a	marriage	under	

English	law,	it	must	comply	with	the	formal	requirements	of	English	law.	The	

requirements	are	mainly	contained	in	the	Marriage	Act	1949	and	cover	such	

matters	as:	

a. The	requirement	for	it	to	take	place	at	a	registered	building;	

b. The	necessity	for	some	form	of	advance	notice;	

c. The	registration	process;	

d. The	persons	by	whom	marriage	ceremonies	may	be	conducted.	

6. If	a	couple	whose	families	originated	abroad	take	part	in	this	country	in	a	

ceremony	which,	by	the	traditions	of	their	own	community,	would	or	might	give	

rise	to	a	lawful	marriage,	but	the	ceremony	does	not	comply	with	the	Marriage	

Acts,	they	will	not	be	married	in	the	eyes	of	English	law.	

Ceremony	overseas	

7. The	basic	proposition	of	private	international	law	is	that	whether	a	ceremony	is	

effective	to	create	the	status	of	marriage	between	the	participants	depends,	so	

far	as	formal	requirements	are	concerned,	on	the	law	of	the	state	in	which	the	

ceremony	takes	place.	Thus	English	law	recognises	the	validity	of	a	marriage	

conducted	in	an	overseas	jurisdiction	if	the	ceremony	complies	with	the	

requirements	of	that	jurisdiction,	even	if	it	would	not	have	complied	with	the	

nearest	equivalent	requirements	which	apply	under	the	law	of	England.	

Failure	to	fulfil	the	formal	requirements	

8. Many	sections	of	the	Marriage	Act	1949	state	that	something	which	would	

otherwise	have	been	a	marriage	shall	be	void.	For	example,	s	2	provides:	‘A	

marriage	solemnised	between	persons	either	of	whom	is	under	the	age	of	sixteen	

shall	be	void'.	Section	49	provides:	‘If	any	persons	knowingly	and	wilfully	

intermarry	under	the	provisions	of	this	Part	of	this	Act	…	[and	any	of	a	list	of	

formal	requirements	specified	in	seven	subparas	(a)–(g)	is	not	complied	with]	…	
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the	marriage	shall	be	void'.	The	section	is	expressed	in	terms	of	the	purported	

intermarriage	creating	a	marriage	which	is	void,	rather	than	not	beginning	to	be	

a	marriage	in	the	first	place.	

9. However,	 it	 is	 possible	 for	 the	 court	 to	 grant	 a	 declaration	 of	marriage	 under	

s55(1)(a)	 of	 the	 Family	 Law	 Act	 1986	where	 not	 all	 the	 formalities	 had	 been	

followed.	 In	 the	 case	of	MA	v	 JA	 and	 the	Attorney	General	 [2012]	EWHC	2219	

(Fam),	the	parties	had	had	a	marriage	ceremony	in	a	Middlesbrough	mosque	in	

2002,	which	failed	to	comply	with	some	of	the	necessary	formalities.	Both	parties	

believed	they	had	been	married	but	when	they	attempted	to	obtain	a	marriage	

certificate	in	2009	from	the	Registrar	they	were	informed	that	the	marriage	had	

never	been	registered.	They	sought	a	declaration	that	the	marriage	was	valid.	The	

Attorney-General	 intervened	 and	 opposed	 the	 declaration,	 submitting	 that	 the	

marriage	was	void.	Moylan	J	held	that	the	ceremony	of	marriage	was	within	the	

scope	of	the	1949	Act.	It	was	a	ceremony	of	marriage	conducted	in	a	registered	

building	in	the	presence	of	an	authorised	person.	It	was	of	the	kind	permitted	by	

English	law	and	in	a	form	capable	of	producing	a	valid	marriage.	The	ceremony,	

therefore,	created	a	potentially	valid	marriage.	A	marriage	would	only	be	held	to	

be	void	if	that	was	expressly	provided	by	s	49	of	the	1949	Act.	Because	the	parties	

did	not	knowingly	and	wilfully	marry	in	breach	of	the	requirements	of	the	Act	as	

specified	in	s	49	(essentially	notice	and	certificate)	the	marriage	was	not	void.	The	

ceremony	created	a	marriage	which	was	entitled	to	be	recognised	as	valid	under	

English	law.	

10. Further,	section	11	of	the	Matrimonial	Causes	Act	1973	provides	that:	

A	marriage	celebrated	after	31	July	1971	shall	be	void	on	the	following	

grounds	only,	that	is	to	say	–		

(a)that	it	is	not	a	valid	marriage	under	the	provisions	of	the	Marriage	Acts	

1949	to	1986	(that	is	to	say	where	-	……	

(iii)	the	parties	have	intermarried	in	disregard	of	certain	

requirements	as	to	the	formation	of	marriage.	

11. Therefore,	a	ceremony	conducted	in	England	and	Wales	which	fails	to	meet	all	

the	statutory	requirements	may	lead	to	a	void	marriage.	However,	as	the	cases	

listed	below	under	non-marriage	demonstrate,	where	there	has	been	a	complete	
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disregard	of	all	the	requirements	it	is	unlikely	that	a	court	will	find	that	there	any	

kind	of	marriage	has	taken	place.	

12. Where	the	ceremony	has	taken	place	outside	England	and	Wales,	section	14	of	

the	MCA	1973	applies,	which	states	as	follows:	

(1)	Subject	to	subsection	(3),	where,	apart	from	this	Act,	any	matter	

affecting	the	validity	of	a	marriage	would	fall	to	be	determined	(in	

accordance	with	the	rules	of	private	international	law)	by	reference	to	the	

law	of	a	country	outside	England	and	Wales	nothing	in	section	11,	12	or	

13(1)	shall	–		

a. preclude	the	determination	of	that	matter	as	aforesaid;	or	

b. require	the	application	to	the	marriage	of	the	grounds	or	bar	there	

mentioned	except	so	far	as	applicable	in	accordance	with	those	rules.	

(2)	In	the	case	of	a	marriage	which……has	taken	place	outside	England	

and	Wales	and	purports	to	be	a	marriage	under	common	law,	section	11	

above	is	without	prejudice	to	any	ground	on	which	the	marriage	may	be	

void	under	those	Acts	or,	as	the	case	may	be,	by	virtue	of	the	rules	

governing	the	celebration	of	marriages	outside	England	and	Wales	under	

common	law.	

13. Therefore,	if	you	marry	abroad	where	the	Marriages	Acts	1949	-	1986	cannot	

and	do	not	apply,	the	court	has	to	look	at	older	concepts	of	private	international	

law	and	the	validity	of	the	marriage	is	to	be	looked	at	by	reference	to	the	local	

law	of	the	wedding	ceremony,	the	lex	loci	celebrationis,	as	it	is	described	in	Latin.	

14. However,	while	foreign	law	is	determinative	of	the	validity	of	the	marriage,	it	has	

been	held	that	foreign	law	has	no	bearing	on	the	consequences	elsewhere	of	a	

marriage	being	found	valid	or	invalid	by	virtue	of	its	application.	For	example,	in	

Burns	v	Burns	[2007]	EWHC	2492	(Fam)	(a	case	where	the	ceremony	took	place	

in	a	hot	air	balloon	in	Quebec	prior	to	carrying	out	the	necessary	formalities),	

Coleridge	J	held	that	‘the	foreign	law	is	the	litmus	paper	by	which	validity	is	tested.	

Thereafter,	our	own	law	determines	the	remedy,	in	this	case	a	decree	of	nullity.’	

Moylan	J	did	suggest	in	the	very	recent	case	of	Asaad	v	Kurter	that	if	the	

applicable	foreign	law	determines	the	effect	of	the	defect	in	the	ceremony	by	

reference	to	concepts	which	clearly	or	sufficient	equate	to	the	same	concepts	in	
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English	law	then	the	English	law	is	likely	to	apply	those	concepts.	However,	his	

comments	are	obiter	as	the	law	in	Syria	does	not	have	the	same	marriage	

concepts.	

15. Examples	of	where	the	failure	to	follow	the	formalities	led	to	a	void	marriage:	

Burns	v	Burns	[2007]	EWHC	2492	(Fam)	

The	parties	had	a	marriage	ceremony	in	a	hot	air	balloon	in	Quebec.	Due	to	the	

weather,	the	balloon	flight	was	brought	forward	and	all	the	necessary	paperwork	

was	(incorrectly)	undertaken	after,	rather	than	before,	the	ceremony.	After	the	

ceremony	abroad,	the	parties	had	a	lavish	wedding	party	in	the	New	Forest.	The	

court	held	that	the	shortcomings	in	the	preliminary	process,	while	enough	to	

render	the	marriage	invalid,	had	been	the	merest	technicalities,	concerning	

timing	rather	than	capacity	and	therefore	the	‘wife’	was	entitled	to	a	decree	of	

nullity.	

Asaad	v	Kurter	[2013]	EWHC	3852	(Fam)	

The	parties	had	a	marriage	ceremony	in	Syria	in	the	Syriac	Orthodox	Church.	

Although	the	petitioner	was	able	to	produce	a	"marriage	certificate"	document,	

the	marriage	was	not	registered	with	the	Syrian	authorities,	nor	was	permission	

obtained	-	as	was	required	-	as	the	respondent	was	not	a	Syrian	national.	

Following	the	ceremony,	they	travelled	to	Turkey,	from	where	the	petitioner	

applied	for	(and	was	granted)	a	spousal	visa	to	join	the	respondent	in	the	UK.	

They	separated	after	a	two	year	period,	during	which	they	had	lived	and	worked	

together.	It	was	a	ceremony	which	was	capable	of	conferring	the	status	of	

husband	and	wife,	had	the	parties	subsequently	complied	with	the	necessary	

formalities.		It	was	not	"so	deficient"	that	it	could	be	described	in	English	law	

terms	as	a	"non-marriage".	

Moylan	J	found	that	it	was	a	marriage	which	was	not	valid	as	a	result	of	a	failure	

to	comply	with	the	required	formalities	and	as	such	was	to	be	properly	described	

in	English	law	terms	as	a	void	marriage.	Accordingly,	the	Petitioner	was	entitled	

to	a	decree	of	nullity.	
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Non-marriage	

16. If	a	ceremony	fails	to	create	a	valid	or	void	marriage,	then	it	follows	that	it	has	

failed	to	confer	any	change	of	status	on	the	participants.	The	concept	of	a	non-

marriage	or	non-existent	marriage	which	is	separate	from	void	marriage	has	

been	confirmed	by	the	courts	in	A-M	v	A-M	(Divorce:	Jurisdiction:	Validity	of	

marriage),	Gandhi	v	Patel,	and	Burns	v	Burns.	

17. In	the	case	of	Hudson	v	Leigh	[2009]	EWHC	1306	(Fam),	Bodey	J	offered	this	

guidance	as	to	the	categorisation	of	non-marriages:	

‘Questionable	ceremonies	should	I	think	be	addressed	on	a	case	by	case	basis,	

taking	account	of	the	various	factors	and	features	mentioned	above	including	

particularly,	but	not	exhaustively:	

(a) whether	the	ceremony	or	event	set	out	or	purported	to	be	a	

lawful	marriage;	

(b) whether	it	bore	all	or	enough	of	the	hallmarks	of	marriage;	

(c) whether	the	three	key	participants	(most	especially	the	

officiating	official)	believed,	intended	and	understood	the	

ceremony	as	giving	rise	to	the	status	of	lawful	marriage	[I	was	

referring	to	lawful	under	English	law];	and	

(d) the	reasonable	perceptions,	understandings	and	beliefs	of	those	

in	attendance.		

b. In	most	if	not	all	reasonably	foreseeable	situations,	a	review	of	these	and	similar	

considerations	should	enable	a	decision	to	be	satisfactorily	reached.'	

18. Examples	of	cases	where	non-marriage	found:	

Gandhi	v	Patel	[2002]	1	FLR	603	

An	application	under	the	Inheritance	(Provision	for	Family	and	Dependants)	

Act	1975	by	the	‘wife’.	The	wedding	ceremony	in	question	took	place	in	an	

Indian	restaurant	in	London.	It	was	a	Hindhu	wedding	ceremony	but	it	did	

not	comply	with	any	of	the	necessary	statutory	requirements.		The	‘wife’	was	

not	able	to	demonstrate	that	she	was	either	married	to	deceased	or	‘a	person	

who	in	good	faith	entered	into	a	void	marriage	with	the	deceased'	as	(1)	

ceremony	did	not	give	rise	to	a	‘void	marriage'	at	all,	but	no	sort	of	marriage	

and	(2)	even	if	it	had	‘wife’	had	not	entered	into	void	marriage	in	good	faith.	
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Hudson	v	Leigh	[2009]	EWHC	1306	(Fam)	

The	parties	had	a	religious	ceremony	in	South	Africa	in	January	2004.	Pursuant	

to	their	prenup.,	parties	agreed	that	SA	ceremony	was	not	legally	binding,	and	

they	 did	 not	 comply	 with	 the	 formalities	 required	 under	 SA	 law	 e.g.	 the	

minister	 omitted	 the	 phrases	 ‘no	 lawful	 impediment',	 ‘your	 lawful	

wife/husband'	 and	 ‘have	 been	 lawfully	 married',	 and	 the	 register	 was	 not	

signed	 or	 sent	 off	 to	 the	 relevant	 official.	 The	 parties	 planned	 to	 have	 the	

binding	civil	marriage	ceremony	in	Chiswick	House,	London	in	March	2004	but	

separated	prior	to	the	ceremony.	Bodey	J	held	that	the	SA	ceremony	was	a	non-

marriage.	

El	Gamal	v	Al	Maktoum	[2011]	EWHC	B27	(Fam)	

The	 wedding	 ceremony	 was	 held	 in	 secret	 conducted	 by	 an	 Imam	 at	 the	

‘husband’s’	flat	in	front	of	two	of	his	staff.	The	‘wife’	sought	a	decree	of	nullity;	

the	 ‘husband’	 denied	 that	 the	 secret	 ceremony	 had	 taken	 place.	 The	 court	

found	that	the	ceremony	had	taken	place	but	that	there	had	been	a	wholesale	

failure	to	comply	with	the	formal	requirements	of	English	law	and	there	was	

nothing	 that	 could	 be	 susceptible	 to	 a	 decree	 of	 nullity	 under	 s	 11	 of	 the	

Matrimonial	Causes	Act	1973.	What	had	been	created	was	a	non-marriage	in	

line	with	Hudson	v	Leigh	[2009]	EWHC	1305	(Fam).	

Al-Saedy	v		Musawi	(Presumption	of	marriage)	[2010]	EWCA	3293	(Fam)	

For	summary	see	below	under	‘presumption	of	marriage’.	

Dukali	v	Lamrani	(Attorney	General	Intervening)	[2012]	EWHC	1748	(Fam)	

The	 issue	 in	 this	 case	was	whether	 a	 ‘non-marriage'	 under	English	 law	can	

nevertheless	amount	to	a	‘marriage'	for	the	purpose	of	financial	relief	under	

Part	III	of	the	MFPA.	The	ceremony	had	taken	place	in	the	Moroccan	consulate	

in	 London	 but	 no	 formalities	 under	 English	 law	 had	 been	 followed.	 The	

‘husband’	divorced	the	‘wife’	in	Morocco	where	limited	relief	granted	to	‘wife.’	

The	 ‘husband’s’	 case,	 supported	by	Attorney-General,	was	 that	no	marriage	

had	taken	place	and	the	divorce	should	not	be	recognised.	The	court	held	that	

as	the	ceremony	had	not	complied	with	any	of	the	formalities,	 it	was	a	non-
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marriage	 and	 the	 ‘wife’	was	not	 entitled	 to	 apply	 for	 relief.	 .	 The	Moroccan	

Consulate	did	attempt	to	rely	on	the	Vienna	Convention	for	their	opinion	and	

belief	that	the	marriage	is	‘valid	under	English	law',	however	for	the	purpose	

of	marriage	or	divorce,	the	premises	of	a	consulate	are	part	of	the	territory	of	

the	receiving	State	and	not	of	the	sending	State.	This	was	firmly	established	by	

the	case	of	Radwan	v	Radwan	(No	2)	[1973]	Fam	35,	[1972]	3	WLR	939	and	

has	also	been	followed	in	the	Solovyev	v	Solovyeva	[2014]	EWFC	1546,	where	

the	President	refused	to	recognise	Divorce	Certificate	 from	the	Consulate	of	

the	Russian	Federation	in	London.	

Sharbatly	v	Shagroon	[2012]	EWCA	Civ	1507	

Another	application	for	financial	relief	under	Part	III	of	the	MFPA	1984.	The	

ceremony	in	question	had	taken	place	in	a	London	hotel	and	had	purported	to	

be	an	Islamic	wedding.	No	attempt	was	made	to	comply	with	the	Marriage	Acts	

1949–1986	nor	was	any	attempt	made	to	supplement	the	hotel	ceremony	with	

a	civil	ceremony	that	complied	with	English	law	and	the	‘husband’	was	already	

married.		He	pronounced	a	talaq	in	Saudi	Arabia.	The	Court	of	Appeal	upheld	

the	decision	of	Dukali	v	Lamrani	(Attorney	General	Intervening)	and	held	that	

no	marriage	had	taken	place	and	the	‘wife’	was	not	entitled	to	relief	under	the	

Act.	

Galloway	v	Goldstein	[2012]	EWHC	60	(Fam)	

An	application	by	the	husband	for	a	declaration	that	the	English	marriage	

(which	had	taken	place	after	the	American	marriage)	which	had	been	

registered	at	the	General	Register	Office	did	not	subsist	past	the	American	

divorce,	which	only	mentioned	the	American	marriage.	The	court	gave	a	

declaration	under	s55(1)	that	the	English	marriage	did	not	subsist	and	

further	that	the	English	marriage	ceremony	had	no	legal	effect.	Applying	

Hudson	v	Leigh	[2009]	EWHC	1305	(Fam),	the	court	had	to	conclude	that	the	

ceremony	was	of	no	legal	effect	and	was	a	non-marriage	by	virtue	of	the	fact	

that	the	parties	must	have	known	that	the	English	ceremony	did	not	confer	

on	them	the	status	of	marriage	because	they	were	already	married.	A	second	



9	
	

marriage	had	not	been	created	and	it	was	not	of	a	nature	and	character	to	

attract	a	decree	of	nullity.	

Presumption	of	marriage	

19. To	start,	an	extract	from	Rayden	&	Jackson	on	Divorce	and	Family	Matters	18th	

Edition:	

a. “Where	a	man	and	woman	have	cohabited	for	such	a	length	of	time,	and	in	

such	circumstances,	as	to	have	acquired	the	reputation	of	being	man	and	

wife,	a	lawful	marriage	between	them	will	be	presumed,	though	there	

may	be	no	positive	evidence	of	any	marriage	having	taken	place,	

particularly	where	the	relevant	facts	have	occurred	outside	the	

jurisdiction;	and	this	presumption	can	be	rebutted	only	by	strong	and	

weighty	evidence	to	the	contrary1.	

b. Where	there	is	evidence	of	a	ceremony	of	marriage	having	been	gone	

through,	followed	by	the	cohabitation	of	the	parties,	everything	necessary	

for	the	validity	of	the	marriage	will	be	presumed,	in	the	absence	of	

decisive	evidence	to	the	contrary1,	even	though	it	may	be	necessary	to	

presume	the	granting	of	a	special	licence2,	or	the	death	of	a	former	

spouse3.”	

20. The	presumption	has	also	been	summarised	in	the	judgment	of	Evans	LJ	in	Chief	

Adjudication	Officer	v	Bath	[2000]	1	FLR	8	(a	case	about	the	entitlement	to	a	

widow’s	pension	when	the	marriage	ceremony	had	taken	place	in	a	Sikh	Temple	

in	1956	and	formalities	had	not	been	complied	with)	where,	having	considered	

various	authorities,	he	said:	

‘[21]…	in	my	judgment,	these	authorities	show	that	the	common	law	

presumed	from	the	fact	of	extended	cohabitation	as	man	and	wife	that	the	

parties	had	each	agreed	to	cohabit	on	that	basis,	and	the	presumption	was	

extended	to	include	an	inference	that	the	statutory	requirements	first	

introduced	by	Lord	Hardwicke's	Marriage	Act	1753	had	been	duly	

complied	with;	but	in	each	case	the	presumption	was	capable	of	being	

rebutted	by	clear	and	convincing	evidence.'	
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21. A	recent	case	where	the	court	held	that	there	was	a	valid	marriage	based	on	the	

presumption	of	marriage	is	A-M	v	A-M	(Divorce:	Jurisdiction:	Validity	of	marriage)	

[2001]	2	FLR	6.	The	court	held	that	neither	of	the	two	ceremonies	which	took	place	

(one	 in	 a	 London	 flat;	 the	 other	 a	 revocation	 of	 divorce	 ceremony	 in	 Sharjah)	

created	a	valid	marriage.	However	there	was	an	existing	marriage	the	wife	could	

found	her	divorce	petition	upon.	The	wife	was	entitled	 to	 rely	on	 the	 rule	 that	

cohabitation	and	reputation	of	being	man	and	wife	together	amounted	to	strong	

evidence	that	a	lawful	marriage	had	taken	place,	which	only	strong	and	weighty	

proof	that	such	a	marriage	had	not	taken	place	would	rebut.	A	valid	polygamous	

marriage,	recognised	by	English	law,	could	have	been	contracted	by	the	parties	in	

an	Islamic	country	without	any	public	ceremony,	and	even,	providing	the	wife	had	

signed	a	power	of	attorney	at	some	stage,	in	the	absence	of	the	wife.	The	wife	did	

sign	documents	at	the	husband's	request	from	time	to	time,	without	applying	her	

mind	to	the	nature	of	the	documents,	and	the	husband	might	have	arranged	such	

a	marriage	at	any	time	between	the	second	ceremony	and	the	wife's	acquisition	of	

an	 English	 domicile,	 without	 the	 wife's	 knowledge.	 There	 was	 no	 clear	 and	

weighty	 evidence	 that	 this	 did	 not	 happen	 and	 the	 presumption	 of	 marriage	

applied.	

22. Another	recent	case	where	the	presumption	of	marriage	was	in	issue:	

	

Al-Saedy	v		Musawi	(Presumption	of	marriage)	[2010]	EWCA	3293	(Fam)	

The	‘wife’	asserted	that	they	had	had	a	wedding	in	Damascus,	which	was	denied	

by	 the	 ‘husband’.	 He	 asserted	 that	 they	 had	 a	 private	 Islamic	 (but	 not	 legally	

binding)	wedding	ceremony	in	a	London	flat.	The	‘wife’	argued	that	if	the	court	

held	 that	 the	 Syrian	 ceremony	 never	 took	 place,	 she	 would	 rely	 on	 the	

presumption	of	marriage	on	the	basis	of	the	London	ceremony,	long	cohabitation	

and	reputation.			The	court	held	that	no	ceremony	had	taken	place	in	Damascus	

and	that	the	presumption	of	marriage	could	not	be	relied	upon.	There	was	positive	

evidence	that	the	statutory	requirements	of	marriage	had	not	been	complied	with	

and	both	parties	had	been	aware	of	the	failure	to	comply	with	English	law.		

Eleanor	Harris,	1	Hare	Court	

1	July	2014	


