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Physical Right and Marital Status: Victims of Domestic Violence in Divorce Proceedings
DENG Li
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Abstract: Physical violence between spouses is the most typical domestic violence. In this case the victim requires not only termination
of the marriage but also the personal safety that involves the joint application of Marriage Law and Domestic Violence Law in divorce pro—
ceedings. The special issues in such lawsuits include how to prove the violence whether to approve the divorce and damages because of
the violence etc. To deal with them the judicial practice should insist on the standpoint against domestic violence be very specific about
the forms of evidence as well as the standard of proof and the parties with the burden of proof depart from precedents that preferring to
make a divorce sentence until the parties sue for the second time and explore more diverse and impartial legal mechanism for damages.

In such a way the needs and requirements of victims would be met better and the function and effect of the legal system against domestic

violence would be more significant.
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