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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY & KEY HIGHLIGHTS

In this foundational 3-Judge Constitution Bench decision, the Supreme Court of India
established the canonical jurisprudence governing the matrimonial offence of desertion under
Indian law. Delivering the unanimous opinion, Justice B.P. Sinha formulated the classic two-
pronged test: for the deserting spouse, there must be the co-existence of physical separation
(factum deserdendi) and the intention to permanently terminate cohabitation (animus
deserendi); for the deserted spouse, there must be absence of consent and absence of conduct
giving reasonable cause for departure. The Court held that desertion is a withdrawal not from
aphysica place, but from amarital state of things. The burden of proof rests throughout on
the petitioner. Crucially, the Court ruled that an honest, bona fide offer by the departing
spouse to return terminates the desertion, and if unreasonably rejected by the other spouse,
converts the refusing party into the deserting spouse.

* Twin Elements of Desertion:Desertion mandates the simultaneous co-existence of two factors
on the part of the deserting spouse: the physical factum of separation and the conscious,
continuing animus deserendi (intention to bring marital cohabitation permanently to an
end).

* Conditions for Deserted Spouse: The petitioner spouse must affirmatively establish both
absence of consent to the separation and the absence of any conduct providing reasonable
cause to the other spouse to leave.

*  State of Things vs Physical Space:Desertion is not awithdrawal from a specific
architectural abode or house, but atotal repudiation of the obligations of marriage and
withdrawal from a state of things.

*  Continuous Burden of Proof:The legal burden of proving desertion beyond reasonable doubt
remains firmly on the petitioner throughout the entire statutory period up to the filing
of the petition.

* Doctrine of Repentance & Offer to Resume:A genuine, bonafide offer by the departing
spouse to resume cohabitation purges the desertion; an unjustified refusal by the other
spouse converts that refusing spouse into the deserting party.

2. FACTUAL MATRIX & IMPUGNED PROCEEDINGS

The appellant (husband) and respondent (wife) were married according to Hindu rites at Bombay
on February 10, 1942, and had a son born to them in September 1945. The parties belonged to an
affluent, respectable mercantile family residing in Bombay.

In January 1947, the husband travelled to England on extensive business. During his absence
abroad, the wife continued to reside at the matrimonial home with the husband's parents and
extended family.

While the husband was in England, members of his family intercepted an alleged love | etter
written to the wife by one Mahendra, an acquaintance of the family, hinting at an improper
affection. The wife maintained that the letter was entirely unprompted and one-sided, and
protested her complete innocence.

On May 24, 1947, the wife |eft the matrimonial residence in Bombay with her infant child to
attend her brother's wedding at Jalgaon, her paternal home, with the express consent of her
mother-in-law.

The husband returned to Bombay from England in November 1947. Having been briefed about the
intercepted letter, he harboured deep suspicions, refused to communicate with the wife, and
sent his father to Jalgaon to fetch only the child.

The wife repeatedly expressed her desire to return to Bombay, offer full explanations, and
resume cohabitation, but the husband slammed the door, insisted on separation, and rebuffed
all reconciliation overtures initiated by family elders.
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In July 1951, the husband filed a suit for divorce on the Original Side of the Bombay High
Court under Section 3(1)(d) of the Bombay Hindu Divorce Act, 1947, claiming that the wife had
deserted him without reasonable cause for a continuous period of over four years.

The trial Judge dismissed the suit, holding that the wife had no animus deserendi when leaving
for Jalgaon and was actively prevented by the husband from returning. On appeal, a Division
Bench of the High Court reversed and granted divorce. The wife appealed to the Supreme Court
by special leave.

3. RATIO DECIDENDI (VERBATIM COURTROOM HOLDING)

1. The Cardinal Twin Requirements of Desertion:For the offence of desertion, so far asthe
deserting spouse is concerned, two essential conditions must co-exist, namely: (1) the factum
of separation (factum deserdendi), and (2) the intention to bring cohabitation permanently to
an end (animus deserendi). Similarly, two elements are essential so far as the deserted spouse
is concerned: (1) the absence of consent, and (2) absence of conduct giving reasonable cause
to the spouse leaving the matrimonial home to form the necessary intention aforesaid.

2. Desertion is Withdrawal from a State of Things.Desertion is not a single act completein
itself; it is acontinuous course of conduct to be determined under the circumstances of each
particular case. Desertion is not the withdrawal from a place, but from a state of things.

What the law seeks to enforce is the recognition of marital consortium. The quality of
permanence is one of the essential elements which differentiates desertion from mere temporary
separation.

3. Supervening Animus Deserendi and Continuous Burden of Proof:Desertion begins when the
separation and the animus deserendi coincide in point of time; but it is not necessary that

they should also begin at the same time. If a spouse |eaves with consent or for atemporary
purpose (such as attending a family wedding), the separation does not constitute desertion at
itsinception. Desertion can commence only from the date when the animus deserendi supervenes.
The legal burden of proving desertion throughout the whole statutory period remains fastened
upon the petitioner-spouse.

4. The Doctrine of Repentance and Bona Fide Reconciliation:|f a spouse abandons the
matrimonial home, but subsequently repents and makes a sincere, honest, and bona fide offer to
return and resume marital relations before the statutory period expires, the desertion is

brought to an end. If the other spouse refuses to accept that bona fide offer without just

cause, he or she becomes the deserting spouse from the date of such unjustified refusal.

5. Application to the Present Case:On the evidence, the wife left Bombay for Jalgaon on May

24, 1947 with the consent of the husband's family for her brother's marriage. When the husband
returned from England in November 1947, he adopted an attitude of complete estrangement based
on an intercepted letter without giving the wife afair hearing. The wife repeatedly expressed

her desire to return to the matrimonial home, but the husband slammed the door against her.
Consequently, the animus deserendi was never established against the wife for the statutory
period of four years. The decree of divorce granted by the High Court must be set aside.

4. OBITER DICTA & JUDICIAL OBSERVATIONS

Sacramental Foundation and Scrutiny of Matrimonial Charges. The Supreme Court observed that
under Indian societal traditions and personal laws, marriage is an enduring institution of
profound sanctity. Matrimonial dissolution cannot be granted upon unsubstantiated suspicions,
casual gossip, or intercepted third-party correspondence where no adulterous or illicit

conduct is established against the wife.

Comparative Common Law Analysis. The Bench extensively examined leading English decisions,
includingPulford v. Pulford,Pratt v. Pratt, andCohen v. Cohen, noting that the fundamental
principles of desertion formulated in English matrimonial law apply with full force to Indian
matrimonial legislation, adapted to the social context of joint families and Indian domestic
arrangements.

Constructive Desertion Principles: The Court observed that desertion is not always committed by
the party who leaves the physical premises. Where one spouse, by their intolerable cruelty,
rejection, or refusal to cohabit, drives the other spouse out of the house, the spouse guilty

of such expulsive conduct isin law the deserting party (constructive desertion).

5. POINTS OF LAW FRAMED & ANSWERED

Legal Issue Framed Supreme Court's Holding
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What are the mandatory elements required to
establish 'desertion’ in Indian matrimonial law?

Can a separation that wasinitially permissive or
temporary ripen into statutory desertion?

What isthe legal effect of an offer to return
made by the deserting spouse before the statutory
period expires?

Who bears the burden of proof in divorce
proceedings founded upon desertion?

The simultaneous concurrence of two elements on
the part of the departing spouse: (1) factum of
separation, and (2) animus deserendi (intention

to permanently terminate cohabitation); and two
elements on the part of the remaining spouse: (1)
absence of consent, and (2) absence of conduct
giving reasonable cause for departure.

Yes, but only from the precise subsequent date
when the intention to permanently abandon marital
ties (animus deserendi) supervenes, and that
intention must continue uninterrupted for the

full statutory period.

A bonafide and genuine offer to return purges
the desertion and ends the cause of action; if

the other spouse refuses that offer without just
cause, the refusing spouse becomes the deserting
party.

The petitioner bears the legal burden throughout
to prove continuously that the respondent

deserted without consent and without reasonable
cause for the entire statutory duration.

6. STATUTORY FRAMEWORK & MODERN LEGISLATIVE ALIGNMENT

Precedent Reference / Former Modern Act (BNSS/BNS/BSA/
Statute CPA)

Bombay Hindu Divorce Act, 1947
Sec 3(1)(d)

Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 Sec
13(2)(i-b)

Indian Evidence Act, 1872 Sec
101, 102

Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam, 2023
(BSA) Sec 104, 105

Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 Sec 9 Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha

Sanhita, 2023 Sec 144

7. SUBSEQUENT JUDICIAL TREATMENT & LINEAGE

Doctrinal & Procedural Analysis

The statutory period of desertion
was four years under the Bombay

Act; under Section 13(1)(i-b) HMA

it was standardized to not less
than two years. The substantive
twin-test of Bipin Chander
remains the universal legal
standard.

The continuous burden of
establishing the factum of
separation and animus deserendi
without consent rests upon the
petitioner asserting desertion.

Demonstrates the interplay
between restitution of conjugal
rights and desertion. Under
Section 13(1A)(ii) HMA, failure
to resume cohabitation for one
year following arestitution
decree creates an independent
ground for divorce.

* Lachman Utamchand Kirpalani v. Meena (1964) 4 SCR 331:Reaffirmed Bipin Chander; ruled that

constructive desertion applies where one spouse's offensive conduct compels the other to
leave.

*  Samar Ghosh v. Jaya Ghosh (2007) 4 SCC 511:Applied Bipin Chander doctrine to analyze the

interplay between prolonged separation, mental cruelty, and animus deserendi.

* Debananda Tamuli v. Kakumoni Kataky (2022) 5 SCC 459:Applied Bipin Chander's twin tests to

grant divorce where the wife left the matrimonial home without reasonable cause and
refused all effortsto cohabit for over five years.

*  Sanjeev Kumar v. Rajni (2024 SCC OnLine SC 892):Supreme Court reaffirmed Bipin Chander,

holding that where the husband drove the wife out by demanding dowry, he cannot take
advantage of his own wrong under Section 23(1)(a) HMA to plead desertion.

8. PRACTICAL LITIGATION PLAYBOOK & STRATEGIC CHECKLIST
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*  Plead Exact Separation Date:Pinpoint the specific date of departure and establish that
physical separation has continued without break for at least two full years prior to
petition.

* Demonstrate Animus Deserendi:Document unequivocal manifestations of permanent abandonment
(e.g. blocking communication, taking all jewelry, refusal of mediation, separate residency
declarations).

* Establish Non-Consent:|ssue registered legal notices calling upon the respondent to resume
cohabitation, proving absence of mutual separation agreement.

*  Rebut Reasonable Cause:Preemptively counter any allegations of domestic harassment,
cruelty, or dowry demands with contemporaneous documentary evidence.

* Prove Absence of Repentance: Show that no bona fide offer of reconciliation or return was
ever tendered by the respondent during the two-year statutory window.

* Demolish Animus Deserendi:Prove that the initial departure was permissive, temporary, or
necessitated by medical treatment, employment, or family obligations.

* Invoke Constructive Desertion: Establish through contemporary complaints or communications
that petitioner's cruelty, abuse, or expulsion compelled departure.

* Document Bona Fide Offers to Return:Maintain meticulous records of WhatsA pp messages,
emails, letters, and community panchayat meetings demonstrating genuine willingness to
resume cohabitation.

* Show Petitioner Slammed the Door:Highlight petitioner's categorical refusal to alow re-
entry, converting petitioner into the deserting spouse under Bipin Chander.

*Invoke Section 23(1)(a) Statutory Bar:Argue that the petitioner cannot take advantage of
their own wrong in driving the respondent away or scuttling reconciliation.
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