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ABSTRACT: 

This research paper undertakes a comprehensive examination of the legal framework, historical evolution, and practical challenges associated with alimony in 

India. Alimony, also known as spousal support or maintenance, is a legal obligation imposed upon one spouse to provide financial assistance to the other 

following separation or divorce. While rooted in the principle of equity and gender justice, the alimony regime in India reflects a complex interplay of statutory 

provisions, personal laws, judicial interpretation, and socio-cultural norms. This study aims to analyze how alimony has evolved in India across different religious 

communities under various personal laws including Hindu, Muslim, Christian, and Parsi laws, as well as under secular laws like the Bhartiya nagrik suraklsha 

Sanhita 2023, and the Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005. 

The paper evaluates critical judicial pronouncements, including landmark cases such as Mohd. Ahmed Khan v. Shah Bano Begum and Danial Latifi v. Union of 

India, and their impact on maintenance rights for women. Furthermore, it examines the gendered implications of current alimony laws and debates surrounding 

gender neutrality, interim and permanent maintenance, and enforcement issues. In doing so, the paper reflects upon ongoing calls for uniformity and reform 

through the Uniform Civil Code (UCC) and explores comparative insights from other jurisdictions. Ultimately, the research highlights the urgent need to balance 

financial equity, gender justice, and procedural clarity to make alimony laws more inclusive and effective in contemporary India. 
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Research Methodology 

The methodology adopted for this paper is primarily doctrinal and analytical. This research is based on a qualitative analysis of statutes, judicial 

decisions, and legal literature. Primary sources include constitutional provisions, codified personal laws (such as the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955; 

Muslim Personal Law (Shariat) Application Act, 1937; Indian Divorce Act, 1869), and secular legislation like Section 144 of the BNSS and the 

Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005. 

Secondary sources such as academic journals, legal commentaries, case digests, government committee reports, and international comparative studies 

were consulted to provide a broader understanding and critical perspectives. The judgments of the Supreme Court of India and various High Courts 

were reviewed to understand the judicial trends and interpretative frameworks concerning alimony. 

Additionally, this study incorporates a comparative lens by briefly analyzing maintenance frameworks from jurisdictions such as the UK, USA, and 

Canada to suggest potential reforms in India. Data related to alimony cases, gendered financial impact post-divorce, and compliance trends have been 

gathered from credible legal databases and socio-legal studies. The methodology is aimed at producing a holistic and contextually grounded analysis of 

the present maintenance regime and its need for reform in India. 

Introduction 

Alimony, derived from the Latin term alimonia, meaning nourishment or sustenance, refers to the financial support that one spouse is legally obliged to 

provide to the other upon separation or divorce. In the Indian context, alimony plays a pivotal role in ensuring social and economic justice in 

matrimonial disputes. It serves as a protective mechanism, particularly for economically dependent spouses—most often women—who may be left 

vulnerable after the dissolution of marriage. However, alimony in India is not governed by a uniform legal regime; rather, it is shaped by a mosaic of 

personal laws applicable to different religious communities, along with secular statutes and constitutional guarantees.  

The concept of alimony in India is deeply rooted in patriarchal social structures, where women’s financial dependency on men has historically been 

normalized. Though constitutional provisions such as Article 15 and judicial activism have made significant strides in gender equality, the legal 

framework for alimony continues to be riddled with inconsistencies, ambiguities, and procedural challenges. While Section 144 of the BNSS offers a 

secular remedy for destitute wives irrespective of religion, personal laws vary significantly in terms of scope, eligibility, and quantum of maintenance. 
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For instance, under Hindu law, both interim and permanent alimony can be granted, whereas under Muslim personal law, post -divorce maintenance is 

restricted unless supplemented by statutory interpretation, as seen in Shah Bano and Danial Latifi cases. 

The role of the judiciary has been both progressive and controversial in interpreting alimony provisions, often intervening to harmonize personal law 

with constitutional values. At the same time, there is growing discourse around gender-neutral maintenance rights, especially in the context of 

increasing female economic participation and evolving family structures. This paper, therefore, seeks to dissect the legal, social, and constitutional 

contours of alimony, identify gaps in the existing system, and explore the implications of proposed reforms such as the Uniform Civil Code. Through a 

multidisciplinary and critical lens, the study aims to contribute to the ongoing debate on how maintenance laws can be made more just, efficient, and 

inclusive in India’s pluralistic legal landscape. 

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 

Alimony has its roots in ancient customs and religious texts, particularly within Hindu and Islamic traditions. In Hindu society, texts like Manusmriti 

emphasized a husband’s duty to support his wife, even post-separation. However, the modern understanding of alimony took shape during the colonial 

period when the British codified several family laws. The colonial influence brought common law principles of spousal maintenance to India’s plural 

legal system, which were later modified by post-independence legislation. 

Post-independence India retained religious personal laws under its secular constitution, leading to a fragmented legal landscape. The Hindu Marriage 

Act, 1955, was among the first to include statutory provisions for maintenance. In contrast, Muslim personal law remained uncodified until legislative 

interventions like the Muslim Women (Protection of Rights on Divorce) Act, 1986 were enacted following judicial controversies such as the Shah Bano 

case. 

The multiplicity of legal sources—statutory, personal, and constitutional—has created both opportunities and inconsistencies in the application of 

alimony laws in India. 

STATUTORY FRAMEWORK 

India’s alimony framework spans multiple laws: 

The Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 provides for both interim and permanent maintenance through Sections 24 and 25, respectively. Section 144 of the 

BNSS, 1973 offers a secular remedy available to all women, irrespective of religion. The Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 

expanded the scope of relief by providing for maintenance and monetary compensation to women subjected to domestic abuse. Muslim personal law 

governs maintenance through customs and the Shariat, often limiting it to the iddat period unless judicially interpreted otherwise. For Christians, the 

Indian Divorce Act, 1869 regulates alimony, while Parsis are governed under the Parsi Marriage and Divorce Act, 1936. 

KEY JUDICIAL PRONOUNCEMENTS 

Indian courts have played a transformative role in interpreting alimony provisions. In Mohd. Ahmed Khan v. Shah Bano Begum (1985), the Supreme 

Court upheld a Muslim woman’s right to maintenance under Section 144 of the BNSS, igniting national debate and legislative response. In Danial 

Latifi v. Union of India (2001), the Court clarified that a “reasonable and fair provision” under the Muslim Women Act extended beyond the iddat 

period, thus preserving the constitutional guarantee of equality. 

Other important judgments include Vimla v. Veeraswamy (1991), where the Supreme Court elaborated on the criteria for granting permanent alimony 

under Hindu law, and Badshah v. Urmila Badshah Godse (2014), in which the Court prioritized social justice over technicalities, granting maintenance 

to a woman misled into a void marriage. 

 

GENDER ANALYSIS OF ALIMONY 

Alimony, while being a legal tool for financial support following the dissolution of marriage, has a complex and often controversial gendered impact. 

Historically, in India, the concept of alimony has been predominantly viewed through a patriarchal lens, where women, as the economically dependent 

spouses, were the primary beneficiaries of such maintenance. The foundational principles of alimony were built upon the assumption that women 

lacked economic independence, which further reinforced gender roles within the family structure. This dynamic, rooted in traditional gender norms, not 

only shaped the legal framework but also influenced its application. 

The gendered implications of alimony laws become apparent when examining the socio-cultural context in which they operate. In India, women, 

particularly in traditional households, often face limited opportunities for economic independence. This financial dependency, coupled with the 

expectation of caregiving roles within the family, leaves many women vulnerable in the event of marital breakdowns. While men are often expected to 

be the primary breadwinners, women are typically positioned as homemakers, responsible for nurturing and managing the household. These social 

expectations make alimony a crucial mechanism for ensuring women’s financial security after a divorce or separation.  

However, in recent years, there has been increasing recognition of the changing dynamics in Indian society. Women’s participation in the workforce 

has grown significantly, and the modern-day Indian woman is no longer just financially dependent. The rise in dual-income households, increasing 

female literacy rates, and the movement towards women’s empowerment have led to calls for a more gender-neutral approach to alimony. The growing 

number of women in professional sectors suggests that, in many cases, the assumption of financial dependency may no longer be  accurate, yet the law 

has been slow to catch up with this social change.   
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At the same time, the gendered nature of alimony laws raises concerns about the fairness of maintenance obligations imposed on men. In a number of 

cases, the notion of "permanent alimony" in personal laws, particularly in Hindu and Muslim contexts, has led to lengthy and sometimes indefinite 

financial obligations for men. In some cases, this has been seen as excessively punitive, especially when the man is not at fault or when the wife is 

financially independent or able to support herself. This imbalance has sparked debates on whether the law should adapt to the evolving socio-economic 

realities of both men and women. 

Thus, while the legal framework surrounding alimony is fundamentally grounded in gender justice, its application remains contentious. The law must 

balance the need to protect the economically weaker spouse while acknowledging the financial capabilities of the other spouse. Gender neutrality in 

alimony laws has become an important point of discussion, 

COMPARATIVE PERSPECTIVES 

In the quest for a more equitable alimony framework, looking at international examples provides valuable insights into potential reforms. Countries like 

the United Kingdom, the United States, and Canada have developed alimony laws that offer various models of spousal support, many of which place a 

greater emphasis on fairness, gender neutrality, and financial independence. 

In the UK, for instance, the Family Law Act, 1996 provides a framework where maintenance awards are not only based on gender but also on the 

financial needs and resources of both parties, the standard of living during the marriage, and the length of the marriage. The UK law also introduces the 

concept of "clean break orders," allowing couples to settle their financial affairs once and for all, rather than subjecting one party to perpetual 

maintenance. This model seeks to ensure that neither spouse is left financially disadvantaged while promoting the idea of per sonal financial 

independence post-divorce. 

Similarly, in the United States, spousal support laws vary from state to state, but many states have moved toward a more gender-neutral stance in 

determining maintenance. Courts typically consider factors such as the recipient spouse’s need for support, the paying spouse’s ability to pay, and the 

recipient’s capacity to support themselves. In some jurisdictions, spousal support may be awarded temporarily or permanently, depending on the 

circumstances, and can be modified if there is a significant change in the financial situation of either  spouse. This flexibility allows the courts to adapt 

the award to the specific circumstances of the marriage, ensuring a more tailored approach. 

Canada’s approach to alimony is governed by the Divorce Act, which mandates that maintenance orders be based on the needs of the spouse seeking 

support and the ability of the other spouse to pay. The Act also emphasizes fairness and equity, encouraging spouses to reach an agreement on financial 

matters without going to court. In some provinces, spousal support is determined based on a set of guidelines that take into account factors such as the 

length of the marriage, the role of each spouse during the marriage, and the economic needs of both parties.  

While each of these countries operates within its own unique legal and cultural context, their alimony laws share common principles of fairness, equity, 

and adaptability. For India, these international models provide a useful reference point for developing a more cohesive, gender-neutral, and adaptable 

system of alimony. As India contemplates reform, there is much to learn from these jurisdictions in creating a system that recognizes both the financial 

realities and social dynamics of modern marriages. 

IMPLEMENTATION ISSUES 

Despite the evolving judicial interpretations and legislative intent, the implementation of alimony laws in India faces significant hurdles. The disparities 

between personal laws and secular statutes create inconsistencies in how maintenance is awarded and enforced across different religious communities. 

While Section 125 of the CrPC provides a uniform mechanism for securing maintenance for wives, the application of alimony under personal laws—

such as the Hindu Marriage Act or Muslim Women (Protection of Rights on Divorce) Act—varies widely, creating a fragmented and inconsistent 

landscape. This inconsistency often leads to confusion, delays, and injustice, particularly for women who may struggle to navigate the labyrinth of legal 

provisions. 

One of the primary challenges in the implementation of alimony is the slow judicial process. Divorce cases, especially those involving maintenance 

claims, can stretch on for years, leaving spouses, particularly women, in a state of financial uncertainty. This delay exacerbates the vulnerability of 

women who are dependent on alimony for their livelihood. The lengthy timelines for adjudicating such matters often leave women in precarious 

financial situations, leading to calls for quicker resolution mechanisms and better enforcement of maintenance orders.  

Another significant issue is the difficulty in enforcing alimony awards. While a court may grant alimony, the actual receipt of maintenance often 

becomes a drawn-out process. The enforcement mechanisms available to spouses seeking alimony, especially in rural areas, remain underdeveloped, 

leading to situations where even after a ruling, the spouse entitled to maintenance faces hurdles in collecting the due amounts. There is a need for better 

institutional mechanisms to ensure that maintenance orders are implemented promptly and effectively, and for creating a system where enforcement 

does not rely solely on the goodwill of the paying spouse. 

CRITICISMS & CHALLENGES 

The alimony system in India is often criticized for perpetuating gender biases, leading to the financial exploitation of men, and creating an unequal 

balance of power within marriages. Critics argue that the current system tends to favor women, assuming that they are always the financially weaker 

party. This assumption does not reflect the reality of many modern marriages, where both spouses may be financially independent or where men may 

be economically disadvantaged. 

Additionally, the issue of "permanent alimony" has been a point of contention. In certain cases, courts have awarded indefinite maintenance, even in 

instances where the spouse receiving alimony is financially capable of supporting themselves. Critics contend that such provisions create a dependency 
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culture and discourage financial independence for women. There is a growing call for alimony to be more structured and time-bound, ensuring that 

maintenance is provided only for a reasonable duration and is not used as a lifelong entitlement. 

PROPOSED REFORMS 

To address the challenges outlined above, a comprehensive overhaul of alimony laws in India is necessary. One of the most significant reforms 

proposed is the introduction of a Uniform Civil Code (UCC), which would replace the current system of personal laws with a common legal framework 

for all citizens, irrespective of religion. The UCC would harmonize alimony provisions, ensuring that maintenance laws are uniform, just, and equitable 

for all citizens. 

Another proposed reform is the adoption of gender-neutral maintenance laws, which take into account the financial situation of both spouses rather than 

assuming one party's financial dependency. This would also include provisions for men seeking alimony, particularly in cases of financial dependence 

or homemaking responsibilities. The law should recognize that in some cases, the husband may be the dependent spouse, and his right to maintenance 

should be equally protected. 

There is also a need to establish more robust enforcement mechanisms to ensure that alimony awards are implemented without delay. This could 

involve setting up specialized family courts with dedicated enforcement officers, along with the introduction of time-bound alimony settlements that 

ensure a clear and fair resolution within a fixed period. Additionally, the law should encourage alternative dispute resolution mechanisms like 

mediation to resolve maintenance claims more efficiently, reducing the burden on the judicial system. 

 

These reforms, if implemented, could make alimony laws more inclusive, just, and responsive to the changing needs of modern families, while ensuring 

that both genders receive equal treatment and protection under the law. 

CONCLUSION 

The legal and social contours of alimony in India remain complex and evolving. Despite a constitutional mandate for equality and justice, the alimony 

framework continues to reflect deeply entrenched patriarchal norms and fragmented personal law systems. While the judiciary has played a vital role in 

expanding the scope and reach of alimony through landmark rulings, it has also exposed the inconsistencies and inadequacies within the statutory 

regime. 

This paper has examined how different religious and secular laws approach maintenance, and how these frameworks often lead to varied outcomes for 

similarly placed individuals. A lack of uniform standards, combined with delays in implementation and difficulties in enforcement, further weakens the 

efficacy of alimony as a tool for socio-economic justice. 

With changing gender roles, increased female participation in the workforce, and the emergence of non-traditional relationships, there is an urgent need 

to reform and modernize the alimony laws in India. The call for a Uniform Civil Code has once again gained prominence, especially to ensure that all 

citizens, irrespective of religion or personal belief systems, are governed by a just, equitable, and secular legal framework. 

A future-ready alimony law must be gender-neutral, inclusive of live-in relationships, guided by standardized principles, and enforceable through 

robust institutional mechanisms. As society continues to progress and redefine family structures, the legal system must keep pace by ensuring that 

maintenance laws are not just punitive or compensatory but genuinely rehabilitative. Only then can alimony serve its true purpose—as a mechanism of 

support, fairness, and dignity for those affected by the breakdown of marital relationships. 
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