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CONCEPT OF MAINTENANCE: A LEGAL ANALYSIS ON TRipaR 308
TITE COMPARISON'
ISON

NTRODUCTION

I
legal systems all over the world tying the nu

ally all
jn vitu i ish
it enon“di";g' cﬂg ﬁtg%ag;nisr:usﬁglly charges and bestows on each
dcorrespo _ nce, all men are, on marriage enﬁﬁgg s;e e
) 0 respectful treatme
nt

ives and they are to be held in high esteem
. / em by them. T
hastise their female partners and to reasonabl¥ coﬁtrc;l t:;¥ fequ;‘"y Qave the rights to
‘ reedom.

ti
ptial knot between a man and a woman is

anv =+
by their W
moderately C
owever, for a man to comfortably enjoy the above rights in reali ‘
rsady to pay his owgl'n ?ues as well. This he does by ?aking Craeraem(;),f, Eg r::uslt' on the other hand, be
waters, bills of medica tr{%atment and her general up-keep. All these res om%t?'s' feeding, shietor
he onerous duty of maintenance; a burden on the shoulders of all ph: sl;b“mes iealie mdg
herefore, IS & must duty for all men towards their wives. It even goes on to eni iyl
of off springs of marriage that is, children and grandchildren, where Circumstangerl;pve;:f:n?lntenancg;

article is, to, among other things, discuss the concept of maintenance as it is at

The aim of this
common Law, Customary Law and under the Islamic Law. Efforts will identi
poblems and necessary suggestions will be proffered. ill be made to identify some

Il MAINTENANCE AT COMMON LAW

Agency of Necessity

At common law, @ husband is under a duty to mai
living together of the couple - cohabitation® and the management of the household, which the wife

handles and overseas in the matrimony. The discussion here shall be narrowed down to a deserted
wife or a wife who is drive | home. In either of these cases, if the wife is not

n out of the matrimonia
provided with maintenance and does n self, she then at

ot have adequate means to cater for her
common law becomes her husband's agent for the purposes of obtaining necessaries” for herself
and her children in conformi

ty to her status and the position of her husband. Necessaries in these
circumstances will accommodate things such as food drink, clothing, and shelter, medical attgntion
and other basic needs, but will exclude luxury’. The implication of this is that goods supplied as
necessaries to the unmaintained wife shall be paid for by the non-maintaining husband upon being
sued by the tradesman/supplier for payment.

ntain his wife. This duty emanates from the fact of

iversity of llorin Phone No.

"Ridwan Ibrahim Olagunju, Lecturer, Department of Islamic Law, Faculty of Law, Un

08038262823, E-

mail; Ibrahimor ilori ng. ) for the sake
1.7 Thisis platitgieu alli'\?:r? ::rLc'il;%equires any evidential groofl to bs ?;22/':93?19:5 ;;Ilzt‘h:. sBan;e997 rz;a]tizir: A

of emphasis, may wish to see the dictum of crutton, L.J-, IN Place his wife an ment was whittled

t would appear that in common law, the man's right to chastise klzn (1691), 1 ab. 6
down if not made extinct by the Court of Appeal decision in R ;6 .é‘)ic1 27 '
: Elromley. P.M,, Family Law, 3° Edn. (Londo™ B_unerworth.t:1 9 e
5 Necessafies here refer to the samething a$ deflnefi'undeErn UP' 2 uson Niger
wogugu, E.1., Family Law in Nigeria, Revised Edition, (Enugy -

ods Act of 1893.

Sale of GO
52, 2001) 240.

ia Limited, ,
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- e above would not expand to covg,
In ordinary Spheres, the word “necessaries” as daflnodl L0 1r: Hiowewsri JHE loxs i °ﬂoy k)m
o a wife who is living apart from her husband unmainte . My 0

lly spent for that Or|
hion, o enable her purchase necessanesagnln the case of necessary goods actually Sup "e, by

husband would be liable for the loan just . o
her.” Itis pertinent to point out that the condition precedent f:)r tlhr?ezgzls)ﬁ;mé :”:E;?grtt}? atlsg lht:
supply of necessaries is the presence with the wife of that actua 0 l'equestb

her for the supply. This, therefore, brings us straight to the excepllogS tonggggézlﬁrule on SUpply oy,
Necessaries. For instance, a wife having with her enough 'money 'OThL;y. becall iy ﬁn her h

not embedded with the go-ahead to pledge her husband's credit. This Is because the Compgjj,
necessity is extinct. Such is also the case where she earmns sulfficient income for adeqyy, SeIE
Sustenance.® Moreover, a man, who is adequately supplied with the particular necessary requagy
by his wife shall be exculpated from the obligation of paying for the supply. To enliven the husbang,
liability in respect of all cases of wife's right for supply of necessaries, his unmaintaineqd Wife g
declare to the tradesman/supplier that she is contracting as an agent of her husband, anq Not ag,
principal® on her own.

Iy

Of all the instance, where an unmaintaining husband will not be held liable to pay for
necessaries supplied to his wife, only one exception appears to be lacking in good reasoning ang
sound justification. This is where it is said that being in sufficient means'™ for self-sustenance by
wife will disentitle her of the go-ahead to pledge her unmaintaining husband’s credit for the
necessaries supplied to her on her request. It is the stand of this writer that there is no plausible
justification for inclusion of the foregoing among the list of the exceptions to the general rulg of
liability of unmaintaining husbands for the necessaries supplied to their wives. This is becauss,
since the husband's duty to maintain his wife is an obligatory duty hanging on his neck — whether or

With the foreg.oing, husbands will contipue to be liable, where they do not maintain, for necessaries
bought by their wives on pledge of their credit. This liability will, however, only stop where the wifs

commits adultery' or is guilty of desertion.' |t is without doubt t f the
husband’s obligation of maintenance to his wife is th rat one of he: basee.o

wife."® The moment the wife allows another man to h

® Jenner v. Morris (1861) 3, Dc GF & J45, 45ER, 795,
” Weingarten v. Angel (1947) All ER 425,
® Bibienield v. Berens (1952) 2qb 770 (ca.
* Callot v. Nash (1923) 39, TLR 292, 294,
::’ Bibienfield v. Berens - Supra :
Govier v. Hancock (1796) 6, Term Rep. 603, 101 ER 7
" Jones v. Newton & Lianmidioss Guargfans (1820) 3, Kg?é\é\;lLSON Vs. GLOSSOP (1888) 20, QBD 354.
" See Place v. Searle, (1932) 2, KB 497 Supra, "
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Ntained o '
' 0N atcoun
gularly, it woul nottboe;

e adultery is
y 18 committ
husband in determiniig

mmon law is the question of how long wil ;
cleﬂ'::r; %%mmmed by her. However, where suc% a \L/}Peecv;m:itrsemain unmai
aduo placo for the husband to regularly stop her maintenance. B Et‘dultery re
oule one 18 not too suré of thfa criterion or criteria which ShOL'Ildu bt A
fhn:k;n ih of perlod for which his hold on the wife's maintenance sr?g:ﬁg |:1:t
 from the foregoing, oth?r things which will terminate the wiv

&%?r unmalma!ni"% t;u'ls'batr;]deshcrebdlt 3re death of thq hqsband and?eggezngc?iws;?ssw to pledge
marriaQO .V d ab initio, " :{sban may escape liability on the ground that the wor?]r nullity. If the
ocen o, but he may beé iable to & third party.f{?m whom the woman, in the exz” has never
] ppafem aqthority, purchases necessaries on crgdlt . It should be noted here that tr:C'SQ oy

coming liable to @ third party the foregoing circumstance should be underste Tt
occasione b rea§on of ho|d|ng himself out as the wife's husband, and as a result the(t)oij © b
would be ]ustified if he still sues such a husband for payment of the nec:essa\ries'supp|rizeide'smin
creumstance- In 12
owever, the mgrriage is voidable, the ppsition will probably be different. In that case, it may
parties weré husband and wife until the annulment of the marriage. Due to this,

where, h
hile still a wife, pledge the husband's credit.

be argued that the
the woman could, w

MAINTENANCE BY AGREEMENT

voluntarily agree between themse
uch circumstances, the couple is ill taken to be cohabiting in

a technical sense. The couple may, while they so live apart, conclude a maintenance agreement
which obliges the husband to maintain his wife. Such agreement may be oral or wriiten. While

spouses are free to enter into these types of agreement providing for mainten1a5nce, it would be
contrary to public polic - iction of the Court ™. If, normally, the

y if they attempt thereb : : . :
husband performs his duty of mainten the wife cannot pledge his credit. But if he fails

ance faithfully,
lo do so, she will be free to dO s0'®. Where the maintenance P the agreement is
inadequate, the wife may apply to court for reasonable maintenance.

IV. MAINTENANCE UNDER CUSTOMARY LAW :
it i us to delve into

Having discussed the concept of maintenance at common law, oum

fustomary law and make comparison: while on the customary law we mayl sv?/J%ei g taken

he concept looks like under Islamic law. This is because © the Islamic 12
17

aspect of customary law.

Il
lves to live apart without

At times, parties to a marriage may
anyone of them being in desertion. In s

N ————

"
15NgSEUGU E., Supra, pg. 241.
¥ Fowkes v, Fowkes (1938) Ch. 774 (Obiter)-
Vol. 2, the Laws Of Northern

H
h Court Law (Cap- 49),

i
Islam .
Nisenafﬁ !;g;" became part of customary faw bY vi
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holter and medical care is the wife'g fighy
rrlage. This duty, which is on the husbaryj .
ne of Northern Nigeria™, a

Provision of necessarles such as food, clothing, 8
maintenance by hor husband In a customary law ma
customary law marriage, Is oven statutory In somo pa
Sometime In 1965 a bill was Introduced by a femalo member of the the'nwEaSlem Nigerian
Legislature. This bill, which was taggod “The marrled womon (malintenance) bill,™™ was degigng I
make statutory provisions for tho maintenance of wives of customary law marriages in the Eag,
Under the bill, (which unfortunately never becamo law), a Customary Court was to be authorizg fo
make an order for porlodic payment of maintenance to a wife If the husband had deserted e g,
had been guilty of persistent cruelty or willful neglect to provide her with reasonable maintenancg o
had ever compelled her to submit herself to prostitution. One would therefore become surprigeq g4

enjoy statutory flavour. It is, therefore, not

to why such a bill could not get passed Into law and
surprising that members of the varlous Eastern States Houses of Assembly in lhq present day, dig
not only trace the dead bill in the Eastern archives and study it with a view to re-introducing it in 5

better way so as to make it very detailed and comprehensive. After all, there is nothing bad in
putting old drink in new bottle.

Under customary law, the husband's duty of maintenance Is usually limited to the period of
cohabitation. It should be understood that periods when the husband and the wives of a customary-
law marriage live apart, as a result of the spouses’ Jobs being at different localities or areas are stil
considered to be period of cohabitation between them. But if they live apart because the wife is in
desertion, there is no general recognized duty of man to provide maintenance for the so-called wife.
This, it will be recalled, is in conformity with the common law approach in the same circumstances.”
In customary law, this duty by men to maintain their wives will become terminated and/or
determined on the event of the marriage being dissolved between the maintainer and the

maintained.

If, however, the customary law husband dies, then the widows' maintenance will depend on her
status in the family after her husband’s death. Where, for instance, she later marries a relative of
son of the deceased husband, the duty to maintain her will devolve on the new husband. But where
she remains in the family without remarrying, as a result of either old age group or that she has
grown-up children, the obligation to maintain her will then become partly that of her children and
partly that of the extended family. But if she leaves the dead husband's family completely, her right
to maintenance by that family is lost. This is because the foundation for her to be maintained, (i€:
staying in the deceased husband's family), is no longer there. From the foregoing analysis, it ¥

ratifying to notice some areas of discrepancies between the concept of maintenance under the

common and customary laws.

m)

18 £or instance, under §.8(2) (c) of the Native Authority (Declaration of Borgu Natiy. o Law and Custo
A g61, a wife has a right to maintenance by the husband, includlr?g the pfo‘:?:;g:,ag, food, clothing an
at a standard commensurate with his means. .
ent to Eastern Nigeria Gazette No. 73, Vol. 114 November, 196 o uced by M
N Su&ﬁfgu. member from Enugu. 5, Part C. The Bill was introd d
J.N. ife a deserts her husband, she has by her action impaired the right of the husband to cohabitatiig an

w
ay not be maintained. See the case of Jones v. Newtton, supra for the similar position in Common L7

/

A
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“‘ \J’S. ]\»‘sl‘n,[\ A
. ° !"’ﬂ (II, 4 I ‘l~ n ’Ua’«’(’(ln‘nl O’ n]b”c l I
aw Vol, JNO 2

.o it is alien to common law for a

Q,’?:»'nsod husband. The implication g}fﬁ;[gg?éngﬁ,s h?r i 2
ey ' on law " a l'9| i

oased husband's family the moment the husbar;d cjisegha_; ':: widow wil alive or son of her

his dec¢ t iod t
ho can get married to either a son o
rre
lative of her deceased husban(c)i Hnder customary faw

where 8

ore she is not disposed to remarrying from
gtill be maintained by her c!ecea_sed husband'g extenggé ?;ﬁ%asf ddhusband's family, the widow
where she stays aqd remains wnh'in the family. Her children ifyalrzagr customary law. This will bec 22
own part of the maintenance in this circumstance. Under co'mmon la Y grown up, will equally do their
of a deceased husband to assume the obligation of maintenance Tr‘::ls :héi)re is no duty on the family
10 be married to his h_usbgnd alone, not to his family members. As § because a wife is believed
brings about total termination of the whole marital affairs. No moré no?e;isu"' the husband's death
(

ENFORCEMENT OF MAINTENANCE

Even wh

V.

There does not appear to be any judicial machinery in place fo

duty to maintain his wife in customary law mar:i);ge.p Whefref t&%ri?é?;ceg:gg ?; t?; il
husband to discharge the obligation, the wife may only result to extra-mar'ital legal pro::::eOf |t=he |
instance, she may eXxpress her grievance to the direct parents or the extended famil c?f hor
husband. In turn, the husband, or where he still refuses, his family, may be forced to prgvide ff;T
such a wife. Where this is done by the husband family, it is considered as part of their communal

responsibility.
which resort to extra legal processes may take place in this respect is where the
y of their daughter's husband over the |

Another way by
parents of family of the destitute wife meet with the famil
it is expected that redress will be obtained. But if nothing

latter's dereliction of duty. With this,
happens, the wife may, in the circumstance, be recalled by her family. Alternatively, she herself may
abandon the husband and remarry elsewhere. Where any of these occurs, the family of such a

for maltreatment of their wives and unruly behaviour to
i intain his wife '
ffective as to result in parents

rs from the family of the
d bill 2" The bill |

them. This is a social sancti

under customary law. This

refusing in future to give their daughters in marriage to other membe

unconcerned husband. This situation was sought to be remedied by the proposec

conferred jurisdiction on Customary Cou ided that non-compliance with an _order for

maintenance made by a Customary ourt might be enforced in the samé manner as a judgment
n sounds, it should be remembered that it is not more

debt. As beautiful as the foregoing provisio

than mere statement of wish and intention as the bill was never passed into law. Perhaps the only
e as a marital duty of husbands, can be enforced by wuv?s :: ;r;

\ orl

part of Nigeria where maintenanc al _
some parts of the Northern Ni oria where same has been codified and made to enjoy some
g ter maintained in this article that there is neé for the 1

statutory flavour??. The present wri
stakeholders in off ountry to borrow leaf from the Northern
ers in other parts of the ¢ ry " a matter backed by legal and not on

making wives' enjoyment of their right of maintenanc . | 0!
Sanction, By so gio)gng,nmen wouldg be placed in @ legal position to discharge their responsibility

PR ==
»» 1Nis is the Married Women (Maintenance) Bill, supra, S. 5 lhqreof.
& ?gg:or instance, S. 8 (2) (c) of the Native Authority (Declaration of Borgu,

ven at times be as €

om) order {

e Marriage Law and Cust
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ooy of Mahdanane A Logal Ana) R (0 Nrigwrtte Comparison
‘ AR

effectively. This is necessary because some men would ignote the implication of the socia) sangy
wouldn't care or bother about thg "03"'
Bl

They wou.ld intentionally refuse to maintain and they
unpopularity their family is likely to suffer by their act This is because no Man except thg |\0mtlns‘
) ) 89

will marry a wife and refuse to maintain her without just cause. A man who Is hoartless Inckg py

consciousness. Lack of mind consciousness, therefore, will not allow such aman to soo it ag sl [}d
or condemnation on him or on his family if, in future, they are disallowed from marrying (;"?n
daughters from the same family. Ficking wives from other families ot other communitios may ov:r:

be seen as a convenient solution to this social stigma. Itis thereforo, ro-submitted that maintenane,
tive effect than placing reliancg g

enforcement by means of logal sanction would yield better posi

gle;;e social sanction which may or may not deter husbands who are used to dereliction of marity
uties.

wife should be treated as her common law counter-par

band's credit with a tradesman with regards 1o

hat this suggestion will hardly work successtully,

the common law and customary law. Their

_According to E.I Nwogugu, = customary-law
in !ermspf having the right to pledge her hus
necessaries. The present writer is of the opinion 1

This is because a wall of difference exists between
modes of operation differ, as are their backgrounds and peculiarities. It may be argued, for instanc,

that, at common law, the right accorded a wife to pledge her husband's credit is predicated on the
d and wife are seen and consldered as ong

nature of common law marriage as one where husban

simple and indissoluble person. This is not so in customary law marriage.
n is the monogamous hature of common law
d a woman to the exclusion of all others during

mary law marriage. It is, therefore,
for the workability of

Another area of argument in the same connectio

marriage. It is always a marriage between a man an
4 This, also, is not so in a custo

the subsistence of the marriage. ~
the combination of the above differences and others alike that will not pave way

the credit pledge suggestion of the professor and prolific writer.

V. MAINTENANCE AND ITS DERELICTION UNDER ISLAMIC LAW
duty of husbands to take care of their

The Glorious Quran in som lis
enance. I Islamic jurisprudence, it is obviously stated that the

wives and provide them with maint
sband enjoys over and from his wife respectively are hinged on

assertive control and benefits a husbarn
the fact that he too carries out his marital duties. The foregoing exposition has been couchedAln a
sa

terse jurisprudential expression by the Muslim jurists of the early classical period of Islam.
scholar of Islamic law putit: “Benefit follows responsibility"*®
uire no further

ontent of this expression is self-revealing and as such, may req :
ught of Muslim

elucidation. What perhaps may be done now is to explore the various schools of tho 0
jurists to see what the implication of lack of maintenance is like in each of the schoals. But bef?.:
then, it is pertinent to state that there is no uniform quantum of maintenance expected of Musill

husbands.

any verses dwells on the onerous

Without doubt, the c

Law in Nigeria™ Revised Edition , 2001 p, 283, last Paragraph.

ook is “Family
f Obele Inyya v. Obele (1973) 1 NNM.R. 155, -

23 ritje of the B
Title brated case O
ter 4, Verse 34.

24 gpe the Cele

ran Chap

& gor '258’";362? o Outline of Islamic Law of Tort (1980).
ee A

I
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y " A 314
rule in this context, W.hICh has. Its_root from the ultimate book of Allah
fhe 99 Gintenance in line with his capacity.*” If he is affiuent, he is expected tlcluarr]r{als oofe 1
Pro‘"d% o his wife and vice-versa. gnanimously
sper

iki School of Islamic law, a husband is expected to maintain his wi
n theof fvea“h of the wife. A husband who refuses to maintain his wife will bslaf?orriggrglfsasno/{lih?
statert 2 10 do so. If he disregards the Court order to so do, his wife will be entitled to dissolution i;
fiage- This is so where thg_husband lives in thc_a same locality with the wife. Where, however the
ma le lives in different localities, the husband will be granted a reasonable time to comply, after
he marriage may be dissolved for non-compliance®. The husband's duty to take care of his

it " . A
mf under Maliki School is functional whether or not the parities are cohabiting. The fact of marriage
sreates the duty.

according tO Hana}fi Schg)o!, lack of maintengnce on the part of the husband cannot serve as a
round for dissolution. This is because, according to this school, there was never an instance during
the life time of Prophet Muhammad (PBUH) when marriage was dissolved on account of lack of
maintenance. The Hanafi School qlso holds that where a husband is wealthy but refuses to provide
maintenance, marriage vyould still not be dissolved. Instead, the Court should give an order
imprisoning the husband till he agrees to do the needful. The Court may alternatively sell few of his
properties and apply the proceeds towards the settlement of his wife’s maintenance.

apart from the Hanafi School, whose opinion has been explained, other schools Shafihi and
Hambali, all pinch their tents with the view held in the Maliki School earlier analyzed. It is their view
that a deprived wife has to choose from two options. She either stays behind and endures
deprivation, or seeks dissolution of the marriage on the basis of deprivation. This opinion of theirs is
rooted in a verse of the holy-Quran. %0 In the verse, couple is enjoined to either stay together in
harmony or separate equitably. However, it should be noted that where there is separation of
marriage because of lack of maintenance, such separation is a revocable one.

In the famous Islamic law case of Abba Musa v. Jungudum®', the respondent petitioned to a Court
for dissolution of her marriage on ground of lack of maintenance, stating in her evidence that, her
husband kept her without foods nor clothes for complete six months. After an inquiry, the Court held
that the husband should give her 5 shillings and 10 measures of corn weekly. The appellant refused
to abide by the Court order stating that he was only ready to give 2 shillings and 5 measures of corn
every week as his practice with his other three wives. The Court decided to dissolve the marriage
as, according to the judge, what the husband was ready to give by way of maintenance was
inadequate. The husband went on appeal to Shariah Court of Appeal arguing as followings:

() That he did not understand why his marriage was dissolved on the ground of lack of
maintenance when there was food in his house sufficient to feed his wives for six years;

2’7\\‘
Quran ch
2 apter 2, Verses 233 and 236.
2 derson, J.N.D., Islamic Law in Africa, Colonial Research Publication, No. 16, (London: HMSO, 1954)
% ‘u?-Zl 1,370-371.
"o g;‘)'chapter 2, Verse 229,

-
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the respondent (his wife) becauge gh lef

i so againsl
(ii) That he was actually the first to file a case agains aintenance only goes to her who g e

his house without permission and the right ol m
recalcitrant or disobedient; and il ,

(iif) That he acted in accordance to the custom because he used to give two shillings ang five
measures of corm to each of his wives every woek.

did not Inquire into the financial position of th

The C d the ic t
ourt found from the record that the trial Cour o The Court, therefore, held that befor .

husband but simply declared the marriage dissolv : "
marriage is dissolved on ground of lack of maintenance, the financial condition at the house must bg

properly investigated. The Court further said that when a wife leaves her matririnogial'g'o me, itis not
the duty of the husband to feed her during the period. Apparently, the Court, in deciding the cass,
went in line with the Maliki School.

VIl. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This article took an excursion of the concept of maintenance at Common Law, Customary Law and
under the Shariah. Generally, one thing is made clear; the duty of all men to maintain their wives is
one which stems from the fact of marriage. This is so at common law and under the customary and
Islamic laws. Another common feature to the three laws considered is the grave outcome of
desertion when resorted to by a married woman. This will disentitle her of her right to maintenance,
However, in the event of death of a husband, the consequence differs between the customary and
the common law. At common law, death of a husband terminates his surviving wife’s right to
maintenance, under customary law, such a woman’s fate would be determined by her status after
her husband's death. Where she marries another relative of the deceased husband, her
maintenance becomes a burden on the new husband. Where she merely stays within the extended
family members of her late husband, she would be taken care of. This is to be done in collaboration
with he own children if they are already grown up. Where, however, the widow abandons the
extended family completely and goes elsewhere to be staying on her own without remarrying any of
her deceased husband's family, she will not again expect any form of maintenance from the family.
In this circumstance, her foundation to be so maintained is pulled down. She cannot, therefore, put
something on nothing and expect it to stay.

Under common law, there is no problem of enforcing wives' right to maintenance. It should,
however, be noted that the situation is different under customary law. Here, except in some northern
states where the maintenance has been codified and made to enjoy statutory backing, there is
hardly any hope of solace for an unmaintained wife than to rely on extra legal process for
enforcement. This, without mincing words, may not always do the expected magic, as heartless men
abound who may not bother about the societal condemnation they or their family may be exposed0 |
if they become notoriously known for wife’s maltreatment. It is against the backdrop of this that this |
writer urges other states in the country to borrow leaf from the codification practice in the north.

On recommendations per se, much has been said already in the body of the paper. The writers
approach, as it may ha\./e.beer) Ireallzed, is to pulse and recommend or suggest a working solution
immediately a problem is identified. Reagiers are thus hum'bfy expected to refer to those portions of
the write-up whgre the prob[ems_and tr_lelr'suggested so!utlons have featured. They are thrilling apd
refreshing. For instance, while discussing 6D the exception to the authority of an unmaintained wife
to pledge her credit, it was observed that one of the mentioned exceptions appears to be lacking in
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In the whole, maintenance is Vi
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where there is
blessing in the procreating but m ,
. _ aintenance fre , :
ond in shambles. The negaiive effect of such isegrgargigfgfuontshhip il
on the offs

the larger society. Therefore, let everybody wake up to his
marital duty.

legal, it is divine as well.



