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ol= W& HlolE ] A EAE oM = W9 AE B 7
ok 82 32 B9e] fEAS fete] HMog Hakd 223 e EAl} SlofA
APt vk a3k WA X v Sioh el Ali2dx Al Fx). asld &
& At FYEE Sl 22 do] AR 4 Slrk ‘AF AP (processus)he
& SAME & SiRel, wd] A% dxle Rl we eAdE AR Yot
T(procedere) FEH2 WE PR TAEH A, HEFHORE ARl U™ %
A (sententia)& T F2E. wWebA 13 &F Hate] 2t @IS ek of B9
7hedl shfut ofz] et ok w3 #AE wavt 2 < Sl o] &% WAE
T4 Uzl sl SHAE 22 olfrelM Favt € < Sl

Y wae B2e FEE ‘HAE F g FE(nullitas sanabilis)(2LEH A
16197, A16222)8} ‘BAY 5 gl Ba(nullitas insanabilis)GL3[H A16202)2 T
wahuA, Addto] Wele B2o] Favt He ot 4eEs 91t 18 a9
teo] FaSl WAL nEgy] ool A & Sle a4 P O A TiRiE
TR

wale o] HAE g gle FES spHEEV) Sle Ae 7hed tgoldo
A PE T A AT BRIy Al620x ATS)E E2 TR
apeke] dAlelN st gt o2k HAex, ¢4l &9l FE AU aF A
£ YT ) FrHolor & 7 7HA 71E dHF A% el BARKES] Hofdo]
b 0298 Avin, £ RE A9 &% FAE E9) mat sk else
= & FE % dAe 7 oM golde]
AAfalarat it} viAEto 2= tiite] o 7
e AP YFE B2 Add] ofste] WA A3 A Bede
AP (pars)oHA FAlO ‘HE Rl (defensor) AHA0R EQ1 TR A AF HAje|

Aof o7k grhs Aol frdstol, 531 Yojrat Baistel o) ¥ FAlo) nf 93
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Aol Al S o5, (Mitis Tudex Dominus lesus: oJ3} MIDIZ ®71)S F3f 714 =o]
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8UNH LaE AZE &% dak e wet Ae]EchMIDL #1671-1691%). 7N
o) wpAE; il Alle913= “Ad Hale] WAEE Ve AE, AR
ol elA] opfale g, APPH F29 HE WAL Ale] WY ZEEo] A8
. TE AR 2lol gt A% AR Fojof AR &% ARdE] st
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of= 51 fo] Aok Pk (A3 T
£ PE A9 2 AR 2 AR sk TIEe) A5 Aehy Sy

A1400-15002) B RIAL Ate] Wy TS Al1501-16552)0]

SHh= W, o] &d Allo] AlEES] Al sl Fele] FAE AF ARloHAE
A FAREE Aol AR dFe] ThEE HAR sk WAL &% ART(causa
contentiosa)®] Holl &3ch= 24& vERdTE 22u o714 ‘THE (contendere) S 3]
DAL Aol Yolo] E= ARIFLANE 7R A4 (lis, controversia)ou} ‘EA -2 o}
2 (conflictus) 2 o3l |HIRED EShalet WERAPY Hole] H EEAE WE A
APof tigte] AREE At A7]9] BN T dhke: A7 ISR Ao o)
of & Zo[t}2) E3Met WHEWA'= AR el tiste] wieAlZA Heje} o7t

SEZIPE vleha, BEHIR UE AR frEd ERlo] ARHITN = WY

1) 29 PE A 2% ARoE 37U SgTelel A2 thE Al 9ol 3 Aolo] Ul
el B S QIEHlE Sol, ATRle Eolol Faekn Feka AT Fast ohe
I vl A9, me £ Glo] A%t delstel 7e AT 1 Aele] gk 4
s, sgTele 3T 1 A Fefe ASolrh, deit Frolst 3PP ge Yge
Axao] T Alg Aolo] 447 vldo] WARA BhE 4% AlrkelE Sol, FA A BF &
Qle] FEE F FFLERTUl s APolrh Dignitas conmbii A102E FE). B
TR 2 F ARl tigk Zsfell ztelrt glo] thEe AL EEekA] Holok gl el disiA
+, Orietta Rachele Grazioli, La querela nullitatis: origini, attualita e prospettive di comparazione,
(Citta del Vaticano: Lateran University Press, 2016), 80-81 3=
WY A14002 A 3] AFhe] T (obiectum) AIQIEOY W] P AU
Tk A EE MEA AME Adske (AIE) 283 WF PE] diste] s FAsAG
Adshs A(ARE)olkaL B3k HAls WAL ARRelA, FAE FAL AlRelA AHejEs gideld.
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2 7t Aste] EAfske 1 ehs AR ARde 7RI

T TR A1 A% daj] HEHolol & A £ 7Rl sl All4522=
wBlol 2F RS YT w) Frelor & F A 9, & APt AE
oS # e o WA BAREeE ARETe), WMEFE W¥shke ¥2H
ol fHoeA, B RIAL Aol Ak 1 7hewl A Al Al1S0129] “olsf FARAR}
L wsHe] g wigt F7E AVl opshs 3 Al ofd A
ARIE A ¢ gokeks 1S Bl SuEoR gk Alds2z A A
o A 22 mietelA] “ARALRE- ZRQIoIE BAERE ARl Qlopis, Al AR
o] HrEMNt S = qdokreial ARk wEb ARERE Ao ek AaF AR
e Aol ARtERE WAldRo] opzl, S8 AlE, o] A, ol A%
S o] axFo] e DAl E FARRe] 7L dAlEeior Aol 2k71e] 2
me Zas 2 gr)

2 9, A4z ANFe] I3 52 AR AFe] T A o
£ & etk 2Tl AgAEe, A, Auzlgs
AR A7t Qlolehe ARkl A% HAE A oR (ex officio) TR S
St 53] All452% Ate] Fehe Aol AR APlE B¢ Adde] A
o8 ol sk aF AR FFHREM A 2% ARIET 18]9] Folu YEEY]
T #A = 2 Hke &F ARIETE ARG o Yok, All452z ARF A%
AR FRE R §lo] ¢ H“&T_—% et Eejgh das vjsly| ffste] dasit
I AR weid, A9 AlEolt e APle] JAAES] Hike HES w9l
kAL TPEReRM, AR Ao Bet A ARIME, FAF &% ARINE,
wBle] Fojolut JEE9| Tl BARE 7|EF &F ARIEANE, FHielaL =03 #AE
< 3] ffste] dasirtal opARE AAFt A Qlvke Ze AR

o Yok, £91 F& &% AR Aljd ) u Held w3 o] Feke
£ 20050 e F5 TEele] £, (Dignitas connubii: o8} DCZ 3#7]) A1z Al
28k, 9ok 22 AN At [] BEE 4 gl mgk HEsjolop g

2
t}.(supplere potest et debet)Ztal TFATOEM, $9] & 2% HaloMel ZAFIE

3) “Nemo iudex sine actore”(J7<l¢] glod o AAdd 4 glrheks HE 2ol Sk
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34:

gatoll] SP7bE Thedt Bgto] ohjeh wheA) ojdsior & ofwt B S ke
Ae B3] dithd) o= B2 Algke] “EOl BE 4% Alrle] Ao A=W, A
AAE olg WP 5 Jn w YARe] A7RMTo] ohfeh HHoEE Wsjolo}
bk S 59 e Buspl Sepdc

2E 23| Agie] 34 25| AV g 27 ] ofg Bel WA Al
= el Qb Aile] ARk Aol BuiE male] Folt JESe] Tl
o dud F9l FE 2% RS ek ARels BT AnFelt
el wieh Z3kE olr A%d et lrks vlele 9] oAt gict.

1.2 BGARAIE 9] Ho]d
FE o } H s AT} 48] 2818 ol 250

o]
oF 3k, ¢ vep} 2AF7} J_)O\ Azle] g AYvto] ofg), ZAe] Ao}
‘ol A7) e} o] gt A FEE AL FFEolor ks A 3

ol Asple] ofufel ¥4l A AL 5 ek AR A9 Aelo] gl A
ol 48] 2 Bao] Rolglo M, A A BAAR] MSAS HEY 24
S gl #le) 53] A7) AAE Wold Helt e 4 9] wole,

23 ko2 24 Wk 1989 1 %g, 268 T4 dAEET HY woREeA &
F3lE Fa5) ws| Az 53] B9 FE A b ARl HojHe] AUs 84S
daielct. 88t uko@ 24 w3o| 1983y WAL HAPE stk AL g
s, A9 Wl g shieta A8 u) wie] FePh 2 F&Ee At

o

@ % ol
o] F8jol WA RE TPl AR w3 ool reke HelE dibdel u

2 w3 A3 WA eiEoR Fela wWold deP(as A2lx Aighet <&

4) DC A|71z A% #Aste], Claudio Papale, I processi. Commento ai canoni 1400-1670 del
Codice di Diritto Canonico, (Citta del Vaticano: Urbaniana University Press, 2017), 95, n. 31
B E ow] 2 gt TRl Frefeka gl7lel “sfof dhbEle HHL BHAs o® oAz
ohaL ek

5) loannes Paulus PP. II, Allocutio ad Romanae Rotae auditores, officiales et advocatos coram
admissos, 26 ianuarii 1989, in Acta apostolicae sedis, 81(1989), 922-927.
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Aol ofste] Aol gt A e AgHe Wil wel Apbte A
2Py A2z AREYE ke e xR §, wdle] BE AR 855 ofEolof
Y spts 715 BAY IRE e A58 Algel Follo] At &
ol Pt 23] HAlEojok gt el fFlofeko)

olopd wske ‘FHet A (iudicium aequm)olet BE = I AT ojwdt A
AAE thadt o] ikt “ako] gle FHE Aol A4 = glsuch o
e, 27k 2719 s W, o] AlEs AR (ex officio) AEHE T
I A% =55 YA ofs W TAIARI 7137t 2 GAReA FolER] G F

AR2 078 5 9l AV A 9
i blag, Sl RIS B9, ok P s Al defe 2
@ 755k geistel Y] A4 WEL AT Bk ol wPe MY B P
ol B 16 el Sl AR e sk = )
Sl 21 7] filel et weig B Soh SIF e AV‘T%,
"4 ol 3l A A

)
[t
1o
1N
l'l

CeS, SHE o £ SEE U 20 PR A 4 A
de 2 PSS oA

o ek 2ol 9 e Sl £ AR £ Al 92 ST
olekar Zpzgick, b “EQ) T Aol 2% ARl S8 s Az 2

S Gsiof Pk

o HU—L

6) Ibid.,, 922, n. 2.
7) Ibid., 923, n. 3.
8) Ibid., 923-924, n. 5.
9) Ibid., 925, n. 8.
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21 9 $uje] 45 Sl FAASe] A al

A2t wpERE Fojst AAAsAl A¥Estarlo) A waide] ek =1 £l
Az = N APgatAle] BAle] Ao Qhifel] Alwelx), JejiEAN Felst
Alof A F9R Sl Aol dejieMe Ak AeRE [ F
A= [+] ot Zgsled, o] 3k Bo] @ Aot sl o240tk [+] IBER =
WA ol g Aol Aubgoli= F Bk (mhe 19,6)2aL 7HEAIAAL, wEk=
olzfel 712l wel 7Rk indissolubilitas)o] E910] BAH EXA) 7he-

o] Shleke g Pusbl Zl2Awd, ERldd B S0 A tede &
% Qleke A= Eelglel Bzl gk

9l F8 AA &% AP (processus ad matrimonii nullitatem declarandam)zh= ™
Bl & =ehiSol, of Wb} FHA0E AReRe vk Eold] 7, B £
T frHET FDE A FHeR (udiciali modo) Al2idlal Belste] o5 Hg
Sl w210 sk ol ook WMIEE 164 3] $31E <lge) Yo, ¢
N R A S
3] Si shbe] =TS wel Eol RE 4% dae BHe [] 024 Flg
(vertas)oll AR tlol QigrLlch 1D “Eele F 74 Aol 2 At Ahelsh A
A AL S Wl A s el S b &
ol Ajsiolp] B0l A4S Wz sPlol eAEe] 1 fRES 2w Heid 4
SIekiL 7VgE 452 gl B9l RE A8 2 ] OhF obiectum), 714
ASe] WP} e BAo] mslh A9 Ajsleh e ol Qe Al E2)

lo[r

10) Zz: AR vlElRE 3o]8], AR A, 483

11) -z w3y A1055%.

12) Benedictus PP. XVI, Allocutio ad Tribunal Rotae Romanae, 28 ianuarii 2006, in AAS, 98(2006),
136.

Ibid.,, 137. o714 fd3 e Eelo] 244 B4 BrlelaAe fashl A Elox 24y
g f, = EAlsks £2 fllel tistelAt 2 5 vke Aotk FaskAl A=l OHXOH ks
AAE ot AR o= &2 frolial EHOPOEWL Eﬂ?ﬂh*éé o Qla, edlE O FE
A2 B9 Q= whalog Molg Zo g TE GAEo] AAle] ARG Ao wel AES) “
5 olmg EolFolol @ Aelth A2 UsE AhEA & Aolth (28 832)

13

—~

Tt
ro
—d
fol
2
re
B
ofy
2,
2,
ol
2
i
®

3
fru
Lo
D
[us)
i,
o,
[
o
i)
4
52
rr
—d



o] frfael #st 21Ag Ashe Aol (&8 F8) MY 848 etk
23] Z)(la Chiesa stessa)ol2kal &3] e 4= QFUTE ) Hp of2fgh offrllA],
W3lE £ TR A AF ARel Aigk WAE HolwA, ofF ‘At A2 (modo
iudiciali) THE ) Frstolop & A} qPH7EA] AdAsHA el AL QleklS)
2 3, 29 Al e 2 A E00s AReR ofE]] wieAlEe] <Al
W (status)Z e WS Aol ek &9 fre] Rl wel aEo] el Al
(status comugahs)° 7] o d ‘A2 AR (status liber)SIA7} BA 7] wiolch
webr B9l FE AU A% AR ‘ad PAREY AR A A% ARelekal up
H I FE QLS Zlolthlo) tigo] w3 elx ARe wes] 54 oo} Azt 4
HE wsHA Z7(condicio iuridica seu canonica)i+e 7FE7 )R Y=t} WS ©
W AsolX e At 7 At sd o R e Fofikd FilFolHA FEAIA A
g’ (vocatio)Z} ‘AP (missio) 2. WA JAE o= AAfel] wizelct 1e|a 7i”l
o Am¥ ApER WSk o] e o TFHoEE I Al ‘gEe] T (salus
animae) 7= AZxo] Stk weha] &9l FE M AF ARIY FARE AFFo = Fhofs)
= 2SR AR Aol AA ZAd| wet MA=E a7 dig APt
11 AR ZAE ek ol efd delw Stk

Slol 2 awag, ¥ 2E A 2% A @sle] oo BE BAAse
o, 2 | 2] 98 gl A Aol wae 9 foo) 2
ol 99 S 14 ks skl ol AEs] 705 e

14) Ibid.

15) 2014 10¥ 5-190l 713" AAFad el Ys])e] A3xF AAFS oA &9 F& AN 2% ARAS
S 3 A9 o @4 A Tk Aeksihe] sisert voEelAA Salk
A 148%, WhI 35%)(III Assemblea generale straordinaria, Relafio synodi, 18 ottobre 2014,
http://www.vatican.va/roman_curia/synod/documents/rc_synod _doc 20141018_relatio-synodi-familia_it.
html (8%: 2019.9.19.). ©2 &7, 2015 8¢ 15¥0)] &¢xH o] WA MIDIE 53, 13|
T A Q) R A9 A Aol AR At ofd AR AAE ek AeslE vtk
Aol A A=

16) AAZ w3 B2l Ra A A% AS AFS] AR B3 2% ARD(causae de statu
personarum)© |2kl F-ECHMIDI Al16913% A|3d).
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€ 2} xje] Aol o A4S sk BBl 2 Aelsh ol ola, B B
Se 4E el T Felsh Dashl FAHE FA) A 79 BAsks A
2 & A2 1T Felsh o} Q] vhzelchI)

weh 54 olo] fRae] B FAVE AR )R Go@ AVlsel 1 Aw A

A RIS it dE AR B % A Hefete] At Ale] 4L

WA 2] AREE ERIsIE vk AlE, & AlAR A O FAF] &9k
7E v AkEe] &% HAfel] Fofsto, AMY AP ISRl daL Sle TP Widd &
o AAE Ee 4= Qlofof gt £91 A A &% HAbe] HF HHo] AuH
Z120(veritas obiectiva)S THEER= tlol] o, 1S A wisAlEe 1 AdE A
Ao] G S (par) BAHSL Sl ASOR} T 4 slovz, TSl Jlo glol A
% A2 PRI Wed Aolchiy B2 W9ASe] Rad 1Ale] 3 Biolet
2 Aol AFE 82 vigem Wie Aol W (veritas sua)i®) 2 A A

A (veritas subiectiva)o]7]ol, FEAo]al EoFAGP (partialis) = Hupzjel WAojekar &
g e 9IS Aot} I viE st ‘i EHe] ‘pars’'s A% AR ofH|sh
thso| M2 digetiA 2k Ap)e] 48 defal AuiHe 748 vhlsh= o] A
HAole, IA FHEHT YS5E viE vlEoR ‘AldAltertia pars, AT HAE

e oAbl 52l 7 wiAe] 9 Aue ARl 38 2

17) #=: Desiderio Vazani, La cooperazione del difensore del vincolo alla ricerca della verita per il
bene della Chiesa, (Roma: Lateran University Press, 2003), 124-125.

18) w8 agk ve g 241 F|ATelo] Fe WBME AARBHA] ol 3hHEA Aol E58HA gFow
She wells thast 2ol sheka Aughtt “wuE IRl $RE olfE AAEHA A Astel
=7 o duth a7 e obd w3 oA 2HE oW Al e8RS S ot
< ARle] &Rl ASS filE Faga AT = A oA b wEduth ofb A
WA AFS A 3 B AR e ESS v AU &2 PR aF AR
o #3 dagt BE JRE FHTAA A, &% dajellM a7h FEe] AHetes A
S A =33 o7t lFuth ol wiF £913 2 SIS AREelA Algte] AzpHow A
Y= AL Jslels 4 ujEo]7|% gtk ”(loannes Paulus PP. 11, Allocutio, 923, n. 5.)

19) %% loannes Paulus PP. II, Allocutio ad Tribunalis Sacrae Romanae Rotae Decanum, Praelatos
Auditores, Officiales et Advocatos, novo Litibus iudicandis ineunte anno: de veritate iustitiae
matre, 4 februarii 1980, n. 3, in A4S, 72(1980), 174.
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Felal 1] Sl gloie oF E 4 BrbEst aaela wejoR & Aok
2 gylog wilg diae A Bade] Fofsle, Eelo] ¥EE sl

B2 0 2 (rationabiliter) Q15T F 9l BE AL AASlL Awstelol sh sy
A1432%). of, DC Al562 A3l &
e Eoshs vl Bfo| e AT HES usolebd o= R AEClEA
Ate] o= AFelME AZIF %7} gk £ Fa AN A% Axloll AAF B
o] N9k 2L, 7 /Mgt “xd ERIS Ak MSHA HApt tst '
B 5 Q7] wiolth20) 53] A v A} Aol HofelA| et B %
H oAl BF FEadATol AlHog Ado] Fefste] B919] FEE TSl A}
924 g Hpars)¥t AR Aol AAF Badke] A5 oy} tsy s
9AE). Ao T4 (super partesys HHE 5 glowH, AL Hoe| ‘Az
d’(pars adversa)o| F83}7] who|ct.

HAEA R, AR s "t Heuy] feirie WA kvt desta
Tefek olfoll FA PAREC] A Al H5HoR A & gl Hep) BA
sofof g2 o Yok, WFHA HAp} Wies] A<

ik
[
&
rr
N
Ry
{o
R
>
|
.
)y
i
T
rlot
ro,
(o3

N

2 Aol ol L o} A 2 el mgo) e Yl
whke AVIomA WEA PPl AR 4 QU sk d WENA Py

[
o] Atde] AR ks A 2 (veritas processualis) e a2 213} TS

3. WOl ARZ okl #Ae] BAE & gl F&
3.1 AA

3R A16202(DC AR70z)= HHo| BAE 5 ghe Fa sPHEA} o 2
7K elg SN2 O she afolle] ol AR T SHAA A%E 79 (us

20) Benedictus PP. XVI, Allocutio, 137.
21) DC 95z A& “FAe o fA wstar Wolde o HdaiA Busr] fstelrs, &4 wle
Age] £ P 2 Axe] Tofhs Zlo] we- At
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defensionis alterutri parti denegatum fuit)E "HHA73). Woldo] AR 715+
2 7 e AR dE ARl o Aol & HEe] k)

3, ofe] i Wold W] Tlo) v, Wollel Re A Y
Wk SO, ol W] Tle Aikdel Ae) Wk 2l AT
] AR Al Seke Aol Bs] FEAoke oFEdl ke nA
ox=r}.24)

A, Wolde] 7% Wl Asjohs Eolok gtk A5 Wolds B3t
) sl 5] W PSS WIS Sl Tele AR THES SN 49, Yol
e ﬂlZH% S ARk, BE A 9E All620x A757} weks Wl
S Axsl Aoz 7FERE gk o] Yol All620% Al7Ed oHE Holae o
Hhalolm 42{Q1 o]} wofdo] opd, A A il Tlked tiRe] WolloR
ofsiatefof gt} F WAL 2] wiSHlE dARE e Woldo] ofd, Mol
W (ad normam iurie) e 4 k= Woltlo] Al Bicke ol

AR, F3H o2 waielst dels A16202 ATl ad Wolds ‘4 Al (ius
ad informationem)?} ‘& A (ius ad auditionem)zh= F 7HA] 842 THE3ICL &
Hele Aol AEE WHE AR &2 720 B, ASHL £HE S, Aol
W (A AAys o Asks 7RiRIoh whdd, T dele HE AR, S, W
2zl el diste] gl whitsla, 19 HAE SAE AEShl w5 AN st
£ 7heRIk25) e ol & M A|16202 ATsrt ek WA FEE Alte] £

2442l #A} ohd Ake] “AA](substantia)’} =S Wolgt HECH= Holc}.

A, gofde] ARe Adel] wolds AR = e FAER] 7S FdHL

2) Y AR damiwao ks £ Aol 2 bl l8 AgAL o] 2
8 % ol ¥asl SAEAE S Hke B 9l Ak wol s Aless stk @
© BAE AMgEA 2

23) #%: GianPaolo Montini, “La nullitd insanabile per denegato diritto di difesa (can. 1620, 7°) e il
difensore del vincolo”, Periodica, 102(2013), 318-320.

24) #%: loannes Paulus PP. II, Allocutio, 26 ianuarii 1989, n. 5, 923. “#lo]dt FAZS] 7FsAo] &
HEEOY, &% daje] §848 flete] AR Wort e EE AL obdyth I uiel] RIAL
AgtelM= wojd PAE TV 5+ YFUTE”

25) Decretum coram Stankiewicz(1996), nn. 6-7, in Rotae Romanae Tribunal, Decreta, vol. XIV, 68<
Papale, I processi, 371, n. 37014 A9l
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Tu

ARE w7} ofd, “AA|2’(de facto) AFE whollgt whAYelLY
A, B2 FE A A% ARdeN AL Bsdat 3%l A9t $F AR

AR, 2] RSl Sgolobd Wolash deisiepl Aol e 9918

N

o

=)

s

=
A e g, Ao e el Wele dlsled 23 S ginkh AN 2E
e 3372 Wolshs A7} o] nhzolrh26

o, W WEPHE B9l TE A A% AN A HEBe A P

A (pars privata)oh 719] F5e A9le] Eok Wste A magle] wmale] 34 Qs
GraygieRe Slrlol) Tefa Al RAbRlsh Pslele Bk 12 34 G (pars
publicajeban £3] ek e “oltle] G BARE F o AnE F97e)
A sy 34 AP AR B Jlelle Aw aalel gk

32 wold ARE FE  Jde B¢
321 =9 &
=

Q) el 2] A7), Aol ik 21k, WATele) Ak Ale] Al
lo} shgst 2o sk eI of WAl Mol AR 15 4 g A9
7 2.

=15 1
‘(g- i

&
i)

A AR, Auio] Aol ‘2 gl ®olelal ‘el dtkete] Zhet AAS
2] Aol may A|15052% ARF A43; DC A21% A3} A43). 23< Zafah=

N

e 2= B4 g8 AYawdy A1618% DC #262%), o] AZe BEal=
2glo] A1 7B, & skl A WS- &SI (expeditissime) g E|ojoF B12

26) tiAY T dHle A Bodo] TS Wolske At oidele Aol diste] ddd

AFS ZAAgI). Supremum Signaturae Apostolicae Tribunal, Lettera(17 ottobre 1981), prot. n.

13722/81 VT, Lettera(17 settembre 1986), prot. n. 18176/86 VT; Decretum coram Stankiewicz(27

maggio 1994), nn. 8-9, in Decreta, vol. XII, 119-1202 Montini, “La nullitd insanabile”, 3200i4]

AR1E-.

A1620% A7Eol AMEE “FH GAAE F FHNA(alterutri parti)2Rs T wjiol, ‘pars’EH=

T A7 (actor) T (pars conventa) 9]9] THE olE 53] A HaBoAMEA Ehate]
288 ¢ gike 4] thslke], Montini, “La nullitd insanabile”, 320-326& 3t 2AE Eof
whakgict,

28) w3 WIAEL2 2 AAE A77F 2A A= AS, o8 ‘fumus boni iuris(fr2ld HAIE)7E L
thogka i)

27

~
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S(ENY AIS0SE AUT; DC AIAZ A1), 258 Sske Ade 34 89l3)
A ohJgeHany Al69Z ASE: DC AR0E AT ASD). web 238 25
ol%7h ek ehevls 2 et AR Rk, Ty ARIZAN BE a)s
il AR QAR ke AR AR A4S Heleke Lol @ 5 k) A
fhe 77} ol T G ER 4% S FlME ol AR Ushd
% ghgol 29 AR S| St WPy A1S05% ARF AME; DC ASIZ
ALS} AUE)OIE 2 24T 5 1ol 43 ke Agho] M 5 Q= A3
o] el (extrema ratio) 0.2 oo} k) ols) Bestol, W sl WPl 2%
o 7] Qe Whkn 292 Festels B4, 53] Lahy A5z A
fele] F5eol B 25 ARle] FAV e A9 7419 B 2ol B3
£5 a7she o] gid, of= DC AlI6E 3P ofste] BAHoE FAE 4
Slolan A72le) ARk BT ol WIS Adap] Bl B T 4 3
Th32)

A, STRNE 285 G Aol Ealy AISE A% DC A2
% A%, 28 A0 PR IHD 5 W A, 3979 &
Aeloh 9 A FASHE vh- B Bglolck. Wb ST0) WA A
oo 2498 492 Al AIS0E A DC A6z A3, THT
o]tk 28ho] ofol AekETtE, of= Tol] Wolrhe AYeR= o] Bk Aol
PR BAVE ool SRk, T A A AW Rk s Aol ohelws)
¥ AIS11Z; DC A1), DC A7 B AR BAlska Qigol, Ate] of
SP37Rle A ste] AR Zo] oheh olfel @y Al60x AUT) T
“ofle] A PYE 3 FHP] ARHIRE olfelT @S A6 ATE)
SECAE ERT

=)

-

29) =% Manuel Jestis Arroba Conde, Prova e difesa nel processo di nullita del matrimonio
canonico. Temi controversi, (Lugano: EUPRESS FTL, 2008), 174.

30) %= Grazioli, La querela nullitatis, 65.

31) DC A6z A3F. “HT-5 AV|shz vlel] 3 BaNE 23 27F ¢ g

32) #z: Arroba Conde, Prova e difesa, 174-175.

33) Ibid,, 175. &z DC A127z A= gA7elel gk &3k Aldo] A3 AL R delA =
SAHEE Exolok ghrhal g



Al HAR, S o7 sletlE, HRTRIE Afkle Al A RS
1= AQolcsy A1508% A2gk; DC Al127% A3dh). DC A127x A3 A
°] S o2 IHTRIA A deie ¢F dokar g melw, ToAE
= AP (obiectum causae)?} ‘AT olfF(ratio petendi)E A L7} ok ¢k
- WA 28 Aol s NSl stk A i, B s e X
gk o7t b wieke &% oVt AT e aATRIAA ok ditke o€
e 1 BHo] gTRlo] At A%HE olfE U At Fofslar A7l
Joll FFetl 845k stele dlell Advke 2t & ¢ ok

v WAIE, A4e] B3 (terminus controversiae) = ‘A7) A2 (formula dubii)36)
= g AR Aol BRsto] AmE W Eeke Ado] JARl ot A
7wl oS Zefehe Alde] el AeoleuEly Ais13x A3d; DC Al35
43)). A WA BT A e ASSE wdElolof SR ol ke
ABE s BRI BEth(A629% Al5S; DC AR80Z AF AlSS). Adde A
o 53X &AM A RS Aot sl Fofdituay Alls13z
A1-235; DC A3s5z AR, RS AIEFE 7ot Hiol ‘o ‘E”E’(nomen

&O

oy S % !

=

iﬁ

PN
N

FEE QA3 AMIdS 141%1 ﬂﬁPOI %iv}. 2kl ZHJMOI a3 711 fﬂv} %Wz}
22t A7 T SRlE] flgk 24 AVdE AN Aok = A AR
o] F45 vhE Aejs Ao vopEls Yo & Hlod|, Wold ARZE HE
T k& B ofel, AR B glo] ofFolzl Ake] Hof o] BAE £ gl A
g e Qs Al1620% A4S DC AR70% A4s)37)
npAeto g gk W ezl Ade] H3vh shH GARke] AT glof, S g AL
o] 7L duleks The PREY S EA Rar WAERE Aoty
A1514%; DC A1362). DC Al13635= ney A151457} AMSHE ‘TRe GAREE o]

34) 2% Grazioli, La querela nullitatis, 68.

35) 2= Ibid., 63-69.

36) 9 BE ad ARNE Ande] AN B9l REe] WEoh} WEE(caput sou capita
nullitatis nuptiarum)o|2}al LECHMIDI A|1677% A58, A|1680% #4d; DC A135% A3g, Al
265% Al63, AH|268%).

37) = Arroba Conde, Prova e difesa, 177, Grazioli, La querela nullitatis, 69-71.
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Woltla) 2% welslo] ik BARSE Aol A9 W Al ARe FAoE 3
A% AR Yolol 2NE AN Zol] vhzelth iz =Y WA B =
) WAR0] ohdeh A4 WA E i vieD) 1 B S A ek

r&
o
Q,L
£l mﬁ
rjp

Ao AMS 2 ks ol MIE Pk ok ¥4 Aot
e T} A e RS SR AR Al

3.2.2 S A &

9 Whe PEY Jg, 3UEY T, w4, FUES] sk 22 S}
Azde] FEL, e $718 el dEE & %ﬁf{ %7~ 23 ? U=
Ao, BAREe] o Hejet U Az] & goid
oEE3) <ol ] SATOIREA &% AR ARSIk %%obﬂ EOW }%?‘a
Aol A = ek (@EY Al1527= Alg DC #1572 Al Fx)ehe A of
A0 ol ARE 15 5 Qe B9 E}’%ﬂr 2t

S, Ao 2E Zksh 3 $718 Pgel FIE sk AlVlE e Zstet
= Aol Wil Z-olri sy X111527Z£ A, DC As8z ANF). Askd 5715
sl Eehe g ke AP SEolof sk avt Q1] oIt (as]
W A1629% A55; DC #2802 A A53). web A ARIS Alelshe bl fé
3P Holal 7P SRR 1 AAske gshs Aol iRiintd, FApEe] o]
ol &4 = gk PSR AR Fo whke S 718 Al
ORA 1 g wkE U WA @ ¢ 9lan ade] Sl Ade 249 1
P BARRE] AR $718 M= vinl ixdtoss Add 5 3] vhzolrk4l

l-N

38) Z%: Arroba Conde, Prova e difesa, 177-178. ‘222 (ex officio) A|H|H-E& WHs= A, A
A5e] Woldo] FHA FrF FIE 7ol itk o] EAeL W], Joaquin Llobell,
“Ancora sulla modifica {ex officio) del decreto di concordanza del dubbio”, Ius ecclesiae,
17(2005), £3] 755-758 Z=.

39) Z7ﬂ°ﬂ et PE)’(us ad probationes)= HWol@e] o] 712 B&@ 74ed] shtolch oo tiateiAl

, Ilaria Zvanazzi, “Lo ius ad probationes come espressione del diritto di difesa nel processo
matlimoniale canonico”, lus Ecclesiae, 11(1999) 71-122 F=z.

40) ©l Yok, DC A1572= ARFL ¢ ﬂﬂ Hl“‘ﬂloﬂ 17§E]Xl ool itk vk Tk o7} 3§l
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A, AEET AREES 3P o] a7k ehEtls, AR A3 ol ofFojAlE
PR, A5, TAJNEY] or] AL Hed) dAtEe] HeEs ik
7Aook @aH A|1559%; MIDI 416772 A1d A5 DC A159% A1g #15)42)
ot o]5& XA} HEdd} HHOIES oM wixlshs Azete] ARe a4 Yz
£ (decisorio) o] opd <A} AAE Uj2li=(ordinatorio) *%&-o]7]oll, Hod AR
o= o] §irhar Fekct. et Ejsh FgukogE HMEe] A Hedt Bl
EoA| skl Sle AR (us)E4) ARk Fst ot 2 4 gl Aol wet
AE PREEY] Bolis Ade Aashe Yol d = Qltk4d)

AR, 715 A & AJdo] WA S A9-oleh sy #1598z DC #1229
Z AB3Y). 715 BAE I8k 592 PARES 259 HIIEC] il AL T
o] e QAR off HlEOR Bl & Tt SeAE Wk WE dAE
At =55 FHRHAl sh= ol Qlrk w3y Al1598% Allgke P9 Fae] WA x
7 o}&’(sub poena nullitatis) 715 TAE FH3ES 11745} DC #2313 w=w,
712 BAe] FE7} AkE A9 dde BAE £ Qe vt Ha, vkl foldo)
AP AR BAe BAE 5 Qle Yav) wh

(98]

23 HE GAet 24 A

2 Wie ZAREe] A7t AlEg S719 diks Bl ERls A BARRe] S
B2 Woje} Ashs 2Pdete] MZ Farke A wEo] o]Fojxle wAlof).
o ttie T E2E Pl £ vk 28a 2% Wil Akl 1S #4
E3} SHAEZHE (ex actis et probatis) Eofdl &2l4 FAAE nigos FAS Ul
T Wiolck. AR FAstelol & ARel didh f2ld FAgs dErh AT 8 @

rE

A
73

o

41) %% Grazioli, La querela nullitatis, 72.

42) &2l 78 HA 2% AHE B AR Alelshe A$-ole MIDI #1677 A% A1=(DC A
159z A AS)7L FrElofof i, Fal gkl o] FojAE kRt 9l A% HapaXe 7
AAEE Aol 23Eo] Q8|3 4= QItMIDI A|1685-1686%; MIDI9} 7] wd ‘&l &
AR A% Abde] HAF AP A18E AT FHx).

43) w3 A1559%= “Y3|3 & IrP’(assistere possunt)2kil Lakal glovt, MIDI #1677z 13k}
DC A|159% A1gre “@e7F Yok’ (us est)2fal Haict

44) #z: Arroba Conde, Prova e difesa, 180; Zuanazzi, “Lo ius ad probationes”, 105.
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Hie] Zggolls AT 71 AES WG of S eAlel Wolde] ZRt

A, Bolel AshE AT & Y AFe 7RP(congruum temporis spatium)©]
AR 7R o8 73 folci il All60125 DC A240% A|d). 7Re] A4
A ot M &% ALY A, &% 715 BAY B34, oA 24 9l TRE B
SH A9 7RIS Baxe] fFeke] BAlelA wrtEofol AR, Wolel AstE
Agete] AEsl7dl R g2 7RES Aalethd, e Bolds Feliehs dol
g 5 ek ofo} thEol, g o7t ol HHAE AE 7185 3 JAA
A 7Kk, i ARl sk Ao of Aol shrR(x ] #1603
Z ARk DC A4z AR}, WEFE 243] HEslaL 7F PAre] Holde Bt
3] S Zﬂﬁ?ﬂ 7137} % «5 AR FolpES i BARtlE AR
Ao} stk H-e §dsljof 3ic}45)

A, w2 FHt Wit wiet o FolAR] &2 Agolrh thAl well, waEl
WES e A 5 Y 24 W 2 AP 71gte] FAEA] T
A16142; DC AR53x A58, ARSTZ), A o7t FEA] e As-olth a3y Al
16112 APg; DC A50Z AT, A254%)40) §-4d, WaEe] A2 tigh a4 ¥
9 71k BB o2 2 ddete], 53] A AV} FEES 9% 71?‘&% ey
2EATRE WA AF 7IRtoleke AdIHuEl Al1630%, A|1633%, A
Z A3, Agaz A, A286x), MIDIZ 53 Hge &9l F& A i\% gt

3L oro ™

S wet oAl 91 FAE AGOR ARE fdo] gk TR el FAA] e5or
HAEc= AMIDIL A|16792)< ﬂﬁﬁhﬂru 3 A TRk AR S sl

PAie] e (us appellandi)S FA Hsheh olo] TRk 2 4 ek The

45) %z Grazioli, La querela nullitatis, 76.

46) Z=: Arroba Conde, Prova e difesa, 183-184; Grazioli, La querela nullitatis, 77.

47) Toannes Paulus PP II, Allocutio, 26 ianuarii 1989, 925, n. 7. “@o]@g tlet] BAstelE 244
A, BEAS TAY PHES ARSI AT oF7F Hele Ry agal 7)ok 5
e, A 34 PEE PECA gels o Ala] HEe AAls dte] ofn] A da
@ 5 gtk A EAlstelo Brke AeLh o vebh ge By, 2 AVE 918 713

o272 34 I TA wiie 527] Atk A3 11116341 AR 74 2 At
wol FES 8 7R olul 9ol MACENE A 5 glow, of Fke /1%
Pgek ek TR frdstolol Gtk
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o=, B olRE W it Bslel, PITE BaRe) HAE WEY % ALY
olE B9l Aol ol F4S A et ARe) ERBGL WES olug
3 2 Bazel Ty openh

OF APde] ASPEAE & F Jorz vkl FE o
W, ol ©x] e BAE 4 gl Fan Yodle Yool o3l Al1622%
7ol wEbrle o] ARE ek #Ae] BAE 4 ¢l

4. ARBT} Y} D5 T A
4.1 A=H

Holae] 7t Qlste] o] BAE & gl FAUh =it 22 AHkE ke
Bl Hoj= ell] ofo] AR F (denegatum) k5 SIS, of= T
ARFE 7hed] Hole el Wolds 7R FAVE dSleE AAE 9M 2 A
Ad, Wolde] 7RE Qlste] fdo] BAE & gle Favt He A% o 2 Ad
< AR iefar e ¢ ek APl dF weEe “Ae] Aol weh =
e Tk wiE S/ES AR ek o = o 2AF e st

= oA (auditor) AEE QAL QlomR(wEY A1428% DC AJ50%),50) wold

{0

Ol

48) Ibid., 924, n. 7. “WAL FHEaol T oS Woldd Fuxo] Lalriete mEkA] Dolok
ok AR ARE Vhed o RNE HEFOZE(in iure) ‘AMIFOZE (in facto) HEQ] olf
g ¢ Azs dEEpdad, ogA vt dad Wded skeal WY 42 AsE Al A

g Hold & AFUE? I wiiel WA wHe] skl e oliE VA F ¢
A AABtES a7 223 ol 9] o] HPHE e #ES o 44 wEA sele
ol whEute] ofuel, I o] A(H)ol FAEE e AF I Aok AEY welds BY
sFele off wEe7le

49) Manuel Jesus Arroba Conde, “La nullita insanabile della sentenza per un vizio attinente al
procedimento (can. 1620 n 7), in La “querela nullitatis” nel processo canonico, Arcisodalizio
della Curia Romana Consiglio di Direzione (a cura di), Studi Giuridici LXIX, (Citta del Vaticano:
Libreria Editrice Vaticana, 2005), 145. “*o]de] el At 43| Aol Sle sHEZ)ol
o A ol Ayt afska g oule] ARE AR £ e wel, vA L,
s 7T TAAL B9l DA e oA £ SlE wdt a2gk Hsfdl & 59
< Fofetal 7] miEolnh Wolde] Al EdlE VAT TAX FHolnE, 2% daPd ol
2 HAsol T 72 WHERRE Aea AlA 2 Ade BE & glofof gk

50) MIDIE F3l AMl2o] =¥ Fal ghefla] o]FofA= ekt &2l A% HAP(MIDI A11683-1687x)

>
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of A% F5 WA WelA 2 A ofsterte] ozt ol 2k Qg
Yale ool st LAIE 4 glrtal ‘?j_‘%‘ ? it

“HE2 o] Itk (lura novit Curia)2h= HE Ao] k%o, &9l f--ael
& 2F ARl AZIES W, 2 AR APJOJI 01‘5 HE (nomen iuris) = o
“(caput nullitatis)& 28 A= Apdto] 2 ¢aL glrt. et Aay
TAERL ARt 88 AApte] ope}, AdA o gt HF Hug lﬁﬂlc g
of dad fud TGS WP aF APt ofFAl JIgHo} deAle & ok
Aot B2 1| ARe® AF diEol Hedld e B39l Awrt QgHw
71Nl A1481-1490%), BAHAEE HIQEe] mis e = k& Aot
T ol fsle] AR MUY HEQlSole} shrfehe, 252 AR u
2 YA AL ofFew FgstaL HWOVM AL gt 7t
Ak ks 3 QU 2Eeke Dt & A, AETe] mE PAE s

=)

¢

i
o,
1

rlo

Zgstan Aol tigh 34 Welke %)WWL & & gt o224 Addto] 3
& A (uper partes 2] 244 2100] el 498 BES el Aol A 3
g3t 2% (due process)©] THEES 2% HAAE APT JFE T gtk

[e)

E3] AAde ‘AYS vgle D(in decernendo)oluto] ofuz} “HzE Adsh=
&(in procedendo)dlM ARrlo] ApFEARlE AME 9] olot glot g daf, A
2 o] As] el AR 7L WS WelAd A vk ddd
AL opel, AARE siMelaL ofF FAIHRI ARl el whet H&sk= AP
gk ARE frdstolol gitt. weby I “AREES 71w & Fele dEos v
AT B A ol E AR oere dskal Fhow “Alks ek A Hlw
Sl thxshs U Felelehr| Holo Fitsh

EE Y APHe oF Al el g ARtN AlelA Btk AlFEE
Fofgiet. 3T elA Hlls adbgell 235 Rehs Aol fHolARE T off
X P (propter graves causas) °1= VE = J(nS #1508 A2k DC A127% A3

Me HES Ugle A a7 FuolARL o FAE Fshe A ‘oA A1 (instructor)
02 EEj= AothMIDI Z111685 1687z). webr] 7hReE &% Aabelr] BARRIE] Wold s
oA AR SJstei® AT 4 Yot

51) #=: Benedictus PP. XVI, Allocutw 28 ianuarii 2006, 137-138.



gk W ARl AEe] e fEsH WAE gl Alo] dFeARE Figt of
F7F oW (ex gravi causa) /\]Hl@% WA 7 9lo D:](M—Qt” A1514z; DC A136%),
2% A Aol S5 FHskA| Wolok sh= Zlo] xlo|Ak, ‘Figh olfi7t glo
H(ob gravem causam) 250 Y Holw= T 7H& 28T 4 Sty A|1529
Z; DC A160x). "iRHAR, d52o 7= ude]d] QA=A ook spAt,
tigt o7t Jow (grav1 de causa) GAAFES] WSQEAA 1 SAE TARIE =
2o wdge] A2 AT 4 JUDC A1S72 AR, YHHor 15| A%

rir

T —
Aol 1E9] o]5o] PAREA FarEofof OWUP ‘“Ffgh 2 glole"(sine gravi
difficultate) 5128 & Qlthd ZHojw SS9 Fa Ao Sx3t = glom(way A
15547, DC A199%), £t} AA} B3 o} W}x}~4 H30ES RHE, F905, 7+

ARIE] Akl |d3E AeP(us)t AW, AREER ARES] A8 wRzel (propter
rerum et personarum adiuncta) ]3] FlePxlojof shhal of7|H, 59| 43 glo] F
ZH A3k 7k AR AgE 4 (I A1559%; MIDL A1677% A%
A5 DC A9z AN AlF), AR F780] 74 Tl olF FF3lof 3t
A, uh- FTHE S vfety] Sfstef(ad gravissima pericula evitanda) o1 715 &
A& oFFAE Kol 2] dolof gl A, 1 #AE THAA ¢ & U
THaE Al1598% Al DC 42302, A234%)5)

olxel Y7 e 45 WARITE Fist oy g Fdigk ot #AIA
2l 7 3ol EAR=AE Bk do] &% 3t zlge AP F e A
oAl $lEt=le] Slk whebA A aEidh ol EAlkEAE AR o, PRkE
o] ‘o fglel wd HeE shekA| GuFE = 2B ool AREE Yo] W
A3k s Folatolol & Aolot. 19} tiEe], 8¢t nle = 24|9] vt duE
dotojol & ook, “wig AFd dlejo} st FAT Ho| SUzUch wHA dlelE
dub e THEe] WRItHH, o= 1 PHE FofuElE dowA 19} FAld F
ek Ao oFE sk do] Hoke AYUTh weby g el BAIE s
S418] AAk Futs3)

ofr

52) DC A234z% oW 7|2 BAME GARE BelFA dolol JTpa o7l AS, “GAAES]
H3Ee HEs A7 WA okES @ T d7 A8 AR S glokreka e
53) loannes Paulus PP. II, Allocutio, 26 ianuarii 1989, 924, n. 6.
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W waHelsks 20189 19 249 JPE gke F5Y) &l FA A% Al
A A Bee] o3} ddste] Al7E 3 7V1 é—lvj:oﬂ webas, A Bsae] 71y

S Q78I TSR] MIDI A|1676% A|1-28, #1685 2|1 #1687 Aee “dt
oS HEskels Qwto] ofet Al date] AFH(RA) AAw BeshEe 9
mRE” ARE sl Eaktsd)

S 2 v, 291 fie] 7ok 2E WE ARE Adsks £ R A A%

o e e B = i e ) El 4 ) g R o RS s o
SR o] AgHolor gt ulbd Al BV ARE) £910]
s gela 87sh A3 AlVIska 1 Aol Hgd el dd E2lo] fEsich
g geldor Felar o -89k =53 kst S AHuE #1432
; DC A6z AP = g GPAEP7E Slofok gtk wele I 3 A BS
¥ (defensor vinculi)ollA] $JEFSITE,

Tt A Bl o) “EAfskAl B AAE ofwdt 45 AMekE ARt
I g, 27 Sle Al ofmgh Aogele vhae o vkl Azsire <t
ok 29 o= “gRle] froflell el HalE AlEshe vl qink ohet 2 Al
FrEolof gHhrs0) webA Aot A BARKES} RPIAR AL Hed o
THAORE AW S Gkl ke 98 HF FHOR ks AolksD

RN (2

>

54) Pontificium Consilium de Legum Textibus, Responsio, 24 January 2018, prot. N. 15721/2017, http:
/lwww.delegumtextibus.va/content/dany/testilegislativi/risposte-particolari/Procedure%s20per%201a%20Di
chiarazione%?20della%20Nullit%C3%A0%20matrimoniale/The%20Defender%200f%20the%20Bond%20
in%20cc.%201676%20%C2%A71-%C2%A72-1685%20and%201687%20%C2%A71%20MIDLpdf (3
2 2019.9.19.)

“All these provisions are motivated by the desire to protect the contentious nature of the judicial
procedure, as well as the right of defense.” W3|HHo|3|= Fnl2 “FA 2] ARIIA o] ZEE
o] RREZFoR FLrEX ok S, WY A16202 AT HEE BAE & gl FE Pt
SAE Hoke 4o & Hosle] Ag vre| dojrhrztal Telt) o]2A o] EAIE Fike de W
st dele] TEE AES veR AMAE S St Aol & dolgke Ao WAEL:
56) loannes Paulus PP. II, Allocutio ad Sacrae Romanae Rotae Tribunalis Praelatos Auditores,
Officiales et Advocatos coram admissos, 28 ianuarii 1982, in AAS, 74(1982), 453.

DC Als6z Al5%: “Ie &91e] Fad f2jd &% P9 22 & 5 ok 22 ojd Ay
ol AREoIA ERle] EE thitete] FejHor At AR Zo] HE glohd, WMo Aol
A7) Apte 2 ok
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o) wIPHe AR FARe] IRl = Fejeh A U AelE A Hed
oAl Qlgstar QIrkss) “TI= ofn] Ad k] ARFE AR A Habt zlgs
© sl Ryl wfg} dofslolop E(DC A6z AR5 T2jal Aol 7
ARE ol de] tkeE ERE ‘?3 o] A% wh=s Jurict AL Bewe] T

= Eolof 3b, ARlde] ofd ARkS BT £ 7] Sldte] BARe ATt aTEE
me ol A Bede] HTe e GES Wtk Al1434%; DC A9,
oMY A PARET v AR AL Hede < Aol 2d A s WEYSR
oMby QJr}.60)

2 g, &9 A A &% Hab] A Beake] iyl o qiAEo] Sl
3L 3, AL Bk ARoA| AR e} Aple] Fafsol o o] whd] Hat
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Abstract

Irremediable Nullity of the Sentence Due to the Denial of the Right of Defense
in Process for the Declaration of the Nullity of Marriage

Ahn, Se Hwan

The Code of Canon Law now in force explicitly sanctions in canon 1620, 7°
irremediable nullity of a sentence due to the denial of the right of defense. The
violation of the right of defense may also arise in causes for the declaration of the
nullity of marriage( "Dignitas Connubii; art. 270, 7°).

In particular, these causes are deeply involved in the public good of the Church and
the private good of the faithful. Verifying whether a marriage is valid or invalid,
namely whether exists the conjugal bond or not is closely linked to the teachings of
the Church who proclaims the indissolubility of the valid marriage, and clarifying the
status of spouses is closely linked to there own vocation, mission and salvation.

Therefore, the Church seeks to ensure the dialectic of the proceedings and the
dialectic of the rationality, which are necessary to establish objective truths about the
existence of conjugal bond and the status of the faithful. One cannot conceive of a
just judgment without the contention (contradittorio), that is without the concrete
possibility granted to each party in the case to be heard and to be able to know and
contradict the requests, proofs, and deductions adopted by the opposing party or ex
offcio. Specially, in causes of the nullity of marriage the presence of the defender of
the bond is always required, who is bound by the obligation to propose any kind of
proofs, responses and exceptions that, without prejudice to the truth of the matter,
contribute to the protection of the bond. Therefore, the right of defense must be



guaranteed also to him.

The Church entrusts to the judge (super partes) not only the duty of making a
judgment but also the duty of directing the proceedings, ensuring a reasonable
opportunity for each of the interested parties to state “his or her own truth” and
contradict “truth of the opposing party,” in order to ascertain “objective truth”. When a
judge uses the discretion given to him by law, he must be careful not to violate the
person's right to defend himself.

Key Words: Causes for the Declaration of the Nullity of Marriage, Denial of the

Right of Defense, Irremediable Nullity of the Judgment, Party, Defender of
the Bond
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