ﬁﬂi%k#ﬂ%ﬂ% 57
£295 Rk 6 F
X EFEICB T 2 HE R EE
— —The Same-sex MarriagexZEME L T— —

An Aproach to the Right of Privacy of Family Law

/NS T ERY, o=

Jiro Kojima, Atsuko Tanaka

We have focusd on the legal problems of same-sex marriage as introduced the ploblems in the
U.S.A. The contents as follows —— I Introduction. I Theories ‘and law-cases in the U.S.

A.. I Conclusion.
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