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Reperred Case. 1867,
: July 17.

JupaL kom Raxcerop Muowit....... R Plaintif.
HirA MU, Defendand.

Hindu Widow— Maintenance...Small Cause Court.

Held that a suit for maintenance by a Hindu widow is eoguisali. by
2 Co irt of Sinall Causes in the Mofussil.

ASE referred for the decision of the High Court, under
See. 22 of Act XL of 18.5, by GCopdlrdv Hari Desh-
mukh, Judge of the Sinall Cause Court at Ahisaid

1absd;
“In Case No. 8:0 of 1867 in this cowt, the plaintif las
suad her brother-in-law, the defendant, for

530, on ac-
count of maintenance for a year, st Rs. % per :wonth, which
she says the defendant is obiiged to give her, according fo
Hindu law, after the death of her husband.

“The defendant states that this claim, being essentially
one of the right {o insintenance, ought not to hé tried in
thiz court.

“My opinion is, that such suits as these are not cognisable
by this court: because they mnecessarily involve intricate
inquiries into law and the custom of the caste to which the
parties may belong; and because, thougl it is a claim for
money, it does not come within the scope of Sec. 8 of Act
XI of 1845, which raentions ounly claims for money due on
a bond or other coutract.”

Per Cruwiay (Curca, C.o J., and NrwrtoN, J.)—A suit for
maintenance lies in w Court of Spmall Causes in the Mofussil, |

as determined ty this Coart, on the 12th of 3March 1867, in
S, A Nu 61 of 1857 Raumehoondrea Dikshit v. Savitribad.



