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* % //case, the possession of part of the house holds by respondent was given to
%’:} the petitioner as licensee, may be at the time when her marriage with the son
of the respondent was subsisting. The fact, however, remains that as of now

marriage between two does no subsist and both are strangers to each other.
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In view of this, the daughter-in-law cannot claim right of residence as
agamst father-in-law, although she can proceed against her husbans. This
court therefore does not find any error or infirmity in the impugned orders.”
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