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AIM & SCOPE 

 

The aim of White Black Legal – The Law Journal is to promote excellence in legal research 

and to provide a credible academic forum for the analysis, discussion, and advancement of 

contemporary legal issues. The journal encourages original, analytical, and well-researched 

contributions that add substantive value to legal scholarship. 

 

The journal publishes scholarly works examining doctrinal, theoretical, empirical, and 

interdisciplinary perspectives of law. Submissions are welcomed from academicians, legal 

professionals, researchers, scholars, and students who demonstrate intellectual rigour, 

analytical clarity, and relevance to current legal and policy developments. 
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• Constitutional and Administrative Law 

• Criminal Law and Criminal Justice 

• Corporate, Commercial, and Business Laws 

• Intellectual Property and Technology Law 

• International Law and Human Rights 

• Environmental and Sustainable Development Law 

• Cyber Law, Artificial Intelligence, and Emerging Technologies 

• Family Law, Labour Law, and Social Justice Studies 
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levels. All submissions are subject to a rigorous double-blind peer-review process to ensure 

academic quality, originality, and relevance. 

 

Through its publications, White Black Legal – The Law Journal seeks to foster critical legal 

thinking and contribute to the development of law as an instrument of justice, governance, and 

social progress, while expressly disclaiming responsibility for the application or misuse of 

published content. 
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Abstract 

MaintenanCe iS the legal meChaniSm throUgh whiCh a finanCially weaker SpoUSe SeCUreS 

SUpport dUring and after matrimonial proCeedingS. SeCtionS 24 and 25 of the HindU Marriage 

ACt, 1955 ("HMA") empower CoUrtS to award interim and permanent maintenanCe bUt SUpply 

no formUla for qUantUm, leaving the oUtCome to jUdiCial diSCretion. ThiS paper examineS the 

StatUtory framework of maintenanCe Under the HMA, the rightS of SpoUSeS Under SeCtionS 24 

and 25, the faCtorS that determine awardS, and the approaCh of the SUpreme CoUrt of India, with 

partiCUlar attention to Rajnesh v. Neha (2021). It argUeS that the law iS SoUnd in prinCiple bUt 

weak in praCtiCe beCaUSe of delay, inConSiStent qUantUm, diffiCUlty of enforCement, oUtdated 

gendered langUage in SeCtion 25(3) and the abSenCe of a matrimonial property regime. The paper 

ConClUdeS With reform SUggeStionS aimed at making the remedy timely, tranSparent and gender-

neUtral. 

 

Keywords: maintenanCe; alimony; pendente lite; HindU Marriage ACt, 1955; Rajnesh v. Neha; 

affidavit of diSCloSUre; matrimonial law 

 

1. Introduction 

Under ClaSSiCal HindU law, marriage waS a SaCrament, and the hUSband'S dUty to maintain hiS Wife 

aroSe from the marital relationShip itSelf, independent of any property he held.[1] The HMA 

moderniSed the law of marriage and divorCe and, throUgh SeCtionS 24 and 25, Created a StatUtory 

maChinery by whiCh a SpoUSe laCking adeqUate meanS Can obtain finanCial SUpport from the other 

dUring and after matrimonial litigation.[2] The proviSionS are framed in gender-neUtral langUage, 

yet their working haS been Shaped largely by the lived reality of women who, after marriage, are 

often eConomiCally dependent. 

MaintenanCe iS CloSely tied to ConStitUtional valUeS. ArtiCle 15(3) permitS the State to make 

SpeCial proviSionS for women, and ArtiCle 39 direCtS the State towardS adeqUate meanS of 
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livelihood and eqUal opportUnity.[3] MaintenanCe law iS therefore best UnderStood aS a tool for 

tranSlating SUbStantive eqUality into the intimate Sphere of marriage. 

 

1.1 Statement ofi the Problem 

The HMA direCtS the CoUrt to award maintenanCe that iS reaSonable bUt offerS no formUla for 

arriving at it. ThiS diSCretion prodUCeS UnCertainty: awardS vary from CoUrt to CoUrt, litigantS 

diSagree on what CoUntS aS inCome, and delay often defeatS the very pUrpoSe of interim relief. 

ThiS paper examineS how CoUrtS have filled that gap. 

 

1.2 Research Objectives 

1. To explain the ConCept and rationale of maintenanCe in matrimonial law. 

2. To examine the rightS of SpoUSeS Under SeCtionS 24 and 25 of the HMA. 

3. To identify the StatUtory and jUdiCially evolved faCtorS USed to fix maintenanCe. 

4. To analySe the approaCh of the SUpreme CoUrt and to SUggeSt reformS. 

 

1.3 Research Questions 

1. How do SeCtionS 24 and 25 of the HMA operate, and who may invoke them? 

2. What faCtorS gUide CoUrtS in determining the qUantUm of maintenanCe? 

3. HaS the SUpreme CoUrt SUCCeeded in bringing Uniformity and Certainty to the field? 

4. What reformS are needed to make the remedy effeCtive? 

 

1.4 Research Methodology 

The StUdy iS doCtrinal. It relieS on primary SoUrCeS (StatUteS and SUpreme CoUrt jUdgmentS) 

and SeCondary SoUrCeS (textbookS and Law CommiSSion reportS). Citation followS the Indian 

Law InStitUte (ILI) Style. 

 

2. Concept and Statutory Framework ofi Maintenance 

2.1 Meaning and Rationale 

The HMA doeS not define "maintenanCe". The HindU AdoptionS and MaintenanCe ACt, 1956 

("HAMA") defineS it to inClUde food, Clothing, reSidenCe, edUCation, and mediCal attendanCe and 

treatment, and, for an Unmarried daUghter, the reaSonable expenSeS of her marriage.[4] AlthoUgh 

framed for HAMA, thiS definition iS regUlarly USed by CoUrtS aS a gUide to the Content of the 

term. 
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The rationale of maintenanCe iS SoCial jUStiCe. The SUpreme CoUrt haS deSCribed the 

CorreSponding Criminal remedy aS a meaSUre of SoCial legiSlation, intended to prevent deStitUtion 

and vagranCy and rooted in ArtiCle 15(3).[5] The prinCiple that a divorCed woman'S Claim to 

SUpport iS a Civil right tranSCending religioUS perSonal lawS reCeived Strong jUdiCial affirmation 

in Mohd. Ahmed Khan v. Shah Bano Begum.[6] The Same philoSophy informS SeCtionS 24 and 

25 of the HMA. 

 

2.2 The Scheme ofi the HMA 

FoUr proviSionS of the HMA bear direCtly on finanCial relief: 

• Section 24: maintenanCe pendente lite and expenSeS of the proCeedingS. 

• SeCtion 25: permanent alimony and maintenanCe. 

• SeCtion 26: CUStody, maintenanCe and edUCation of minor Children.[7] 

• SeCtion 28A: enforCement of deCreeS and orderS in the Same manner aS deCreeS of a Civil 

CoUrt.[8] 

SeCtion 27, whiCh dealS With the diSpoSal of property preSented at or aboUt the time of marriage 

that belongS jointly to the SpoUSeS, iS alSo relevant, althoUgh it iS far narrower than a general 

matrimonial property regime. 

 

2.3 Parallel Remedies 

A SpoUSe'S Claim for SUpport doeS not reSt on the HMA alone. A HindU Wife may Claim 

maintenanCe Under SeCtion 18 of HAMA, whiCh entitleS her to be maintained by her hUSband 

dUring her lifetime.[9] She may alSo invoke SeCtion 144 of the Bharatiya Nagarik SUrakSha 

Sanhita, 2023, whiCh replaCed SeCtion 125 of the Code of Criminal ProCedUre, 1973.[10] 

FUrther, the ProteCtion of Women from DomeStiC ViolenCe ACt, 2005 provideS monetary relief 

and expreSSly StateS that itS remedieS are in addition to other lawS.[11] 

ThiS mUltipliCity CreateS a riSk of overlapping orderS and inConSiStent ClaimS. In Rajnesh v. 

Neha, the SUpreme CoUrt addreSSed the problem direCtly, reqUiring a litigant to diSCloSe earlier 

maintenanCe orderS and direCting that maintenanCe awarded in a SUbSeqUent proCeeding be 

adjUSted againSt what haS already been granted.[12] 

 

3. Rights ofi Spouses under Sections 24 and 25 

3.1 Interim Maintenance: Section 24 

SeCtion 24 applieS in any proCeeding Under the HMA, whether for reStitUtion of ConjUgal rightS, 
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jUdiCial Separation, nUllity or divorCe. ItS eSSential featUreS are: 

• The appliCant may be the hUSband or the wife. 

• The appliCant mUSt Show that he or She haS no independent inCome SUffiCient for hiS or 

her SUpport and for the neCeSSary expenSeS of the proCeeding. 

• The CoUrt may direCt the other SpoUSe to pay SUCh SUm for expenSeS and SUCh monthly 

amoUnt dUring the proCeeding aS appearS reaSonable, having regard to the inComeS of both 

partieS. 

• The appliCation iS to be diSpoSed of, aS far aS poSSible, within Sixty dayS of ServiCe of 

notiCe on the reSpondent.[13] 

Two pointS deServe emphaSiS. FirSt, the teSt iS the SUffiCienCy of independent inCome and not 

abSolUte deStitUtion. The SUpreme CoUrt haS explained, in the Context of the Criminal 

proviSion, that the expreSSion "Unable to maintain herSelf" doeS not reqUire the appliCant to be 

wholly withoUt reSoUrCeS.[14] The Same praCtiCal approaCh iS applied to SeCtion 24. SeCond, the 

right to litigation expenSeS iS diStinCt from the right to monthly maintenanCe, So that a SpoUSe of 

limited meanS iS not forCed to abandon a genUine Claim for want of fUndS. 

In Rajnesh v. Neha, the CoUrt held that interim maintenanCe ShoUld ordinarily be payable from the 

date of the appliCation, SinCe the hardShip of the dependent SpoUSe beginS when the proCeeding 

beginS.[15] 

 

3.2 Permanent Alimony: Section 25 

SeCtion 25 empowerS the CoUrt, on the appliCation of either SpoUSe, to order payment of 

maintenanCe at the time of paSSing any deCree or at any time afterwardS. The CoUrt may direCt a 

groSS SUm or a monthly or periodiCal SUm for a term not exCeeding the life of the appliCant, and 

may SeCUre payment by a Charge on the immovable property of the reSpondent.[16] Three featUreS 

are noteworthy. 

a) Variation. Under SeCtion 25(2), if CirCUmStanCeS Change, the CoUrt may vary, modify or 

reSCind itS order. The right iS therefore not frozen at the date of the deCree and Can 

reSpond to a real Change in the inCome or needS of either party. 

b) ResCission. Under SeCtion 25(3), the order may be varied or reSCinded if the reCipient haS 

remarried or, in the CaSe of a wife, haS not remained ChaSte, or, in the CaSe of a hUSband, 

haS had SexUal interCoUrSe with a woman oUtSide wedloCk. 

c) Gender neUtrality and its limits. Either SpoUSe may Claim. In praCtiCe, ClaimS by 

wiveS predominate beCaUSe of perSiStent eConomiC ineqUality, and a hUSband iS expeCted 
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to eStabliSh genUine inability to SUpport himSelf. FeminiSt SCholarShip haS CritiCiSed 

the "ChaStity" langUage of SeCtion 25(3) aS refleCting a patriarChal view of marital 

obligation. [17] 

 

3.3 Claims Arising firom Void and Voidable Marriages 

SeCtion 25 SpeakS of "any deCree", whiCh textUally inClUdeS deCreeS of nUllity. The poSition 

iS leSS Settled Under other maintenanCe StatUteS. In Yamunabai Anantrao Adhav v. Anantrao 

Shivram Adhav, the SUpreme CoUrt held that a woman whoSe marriage iS void iS not a "wife" for 

the pUrpoSeS of the Criminal maintenanCe proviSion.[18] A more pUrpoSive approaCh waS 

adopted in Badshah v. Urmila Badshah Godse, where the CoUrt read the proviSion benefiCially to 

proteCt a woman who had been deCeived into a marriage.[19] The two lineS of reaSoning Show the 

tenSion between StriCt legality and SUbStantive jUStiCe. 

 

3.4 Rights ofi Children 

The rightS of a SpoUSe are Separate from thoSe of the Children. Under SeCtion 26, the CoUrt may, 

in any proCeeding Under the ACt, paSS interim and final orderS regarding the CUStody, maintenanCe 

and edUCation of minor Children, gUided by their wiSheS and welfare.[20] 

 

4. Factors fior Determination ofi Maintenance 

4.1 Statutory Factors 

SeCtion 24 referS to the inCome of the appliCant and the inCome of the reSpondent. SeCtion 25(1) 

iS Wider: it direCtS the CoUrt to ConSider the reSpondent'S inCome and other property, the inCome 

and other property of the appliCant, the CondUCt of the partieS, and the other CirCUmStanCeS of the 

CaSe.[21] TheSe headS form the StatUtory foUndation of every award. 

 

4.2 Judicially Developed Factors 

BeCaUSe the StatUtory langUage iS open-textUred, the SUpreme CoUrt haS laid down gUidelineS. 

In Rajnesh v. Neha, the CoUrt indiCated that ConSiderationS of the following kind are relevant, 

thoUgh not exhaUStive:[22] 

• the status of the parties; 

• the reasonable needs of the applicant and of dependent children; 

• the qualifications and employment status of both parties; 

• independent income or assets of the applicant; 
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• the standard of living enjoyed in the matrimonial home; 

• any employment or career opportunities sacrificed for the family; 

• reasonable litigation costs where the applicant is not working; and 

• the financial capacity, obligations and liabilities of the respondent. 

CoUrtS alSo roUtinely weigh the age and health of the partieS, the dUration of the marriage and the 

exiStenCe of Children. In Kalyan Dey Chowdhury v. Rita Dey Chowdhury Nee Nandy, the CoUrt 

reiterated that the award mUSt refleCt the appliCant'S reaSonable needS and the reSpondent'S real 

CapaCity to pay.[23] 

 

4.3 Income, Earning Capacity and the Working Spouse 

One of the moSt ConteSted qUeStionS iS Whether a qUalified bUt non-earning SpoUSe may be 

denied maintenanCe. The SUpreme CoUrt haS drawn a firm diStinCtion between CapaCity to earn 

and aCtUal earning. In Shailja v. Khobbanna, the CoUrt held that merely beCaUSe a wife iS Capable 

of earning doeS not mean She ShoUld be forCed to do So, or that the hUSband iS relieved of hiS 

dUty.[24] The Corollary iS that where the appliCant aCtUally earnS enoUgh to meet reaSonable 

needS, the Claim for interim maintenanCe weakenS. 

The reSpondent, on the other hand, Cannot avoid liability by pleading Unemployment while being 

Capable of earning. In Shamima Farooqui v. Shahid Khan, the CoUrt obServed that a hUSband mUSt 

provide for hiS Wife even if he haS to earn throUgh phySiCal laboUr, UnleSS a legally reCogniSed 

groUnd of diSentitlement exiStS.[25] 

 

4.4 Quantum and Benchmarks 

There iS no fixed formUla, bUt CoUrtS have USed a roUgh gUide. In Dr. Kulbhushan Kumar v. Raj 

Kumari, the CoUrt regarded one-foUrth of the hUSband'S net inCome aS a reaSonable amoUnt of 

permanent alimony in the CirCUmStanCeS of that CaSe.[26] The benChmark waS reiterated in Kalyan 

Dey Chowdhury.[27] In Rajnesh v. Neha, the CoUrt aCCepted it aS a USefUl referenCe bUt CaUtioned 

that it mUSt not be applied meChaniCally, beCaUSe eaCh CaSe tUrnS on itS own faCtS.[28] 

 

4.5 Conduct ofi the Parties 

CondUCt iS expreSSly mentioned in SeCtion 25(1). MiSCondUCt SUCh aS CrUelty or deSertion 

may affeCt the qUantUm or, in an extreme CaSe, the entitlement. CoUrtS are, however, generally 

CarefUl not to Convert maintenanCe into a pUniShment for faUlt, SinCe itS pUrpoSe iS to meet 

need. The groUndS in SeCtion 25(3) Show that poSt-deCree CondUCt, SUCh aS remarriage, 
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direCtly affeCtS ContinUing entitlement. 

 

4.6 Disclosure ofi Assets and Liabilities 

A major ContribUtion of Rajnesh v. Neha iS the reqUirement that both partieS file an affidavit of 

aSSetS and liabilitieS in every maintenanCe proCeeding, whatever the StatUte invoked. A falSe or 

miSleading affidavit Can attraCt ConSeqUenCeS of Contempt and perjUry.[29] ThiS addreSSeS the 

praCtiCal problem of ConCealed inCome and giveS the CoUrt a reliable faCtUal baSe. 

 

4.7 Lump Sum versus Periodic Payment 

SeCtion 25 permitS either a groSS SUm or periodiC paymentS.[30] A lUmp SUm offerS finality 

and redUCeS the SCope for fUtUre diSpUteS, while periodiCal paymentS proteCt the reCipient 

againSt exhaUStion of fUndS and remain open to variation Under SeCtion 25(2). 

CoUrtS SeleCt the mode depending on the Stability of the reSpondent'S inCome, the age of the 

appliCant and the riSk of defaUlt. 

 

5. Judicial Approach: An Analytical Study 

5.1 From Discretion to Social Justice 

Early deCiSionS treated maintenanCe aS a matter of broad jUdiCial diSCretion, with modeSt awardS 

and an emphaSiS on the hUSband'S StatUS. Kulbhushan Kumar, whiCh propoSed a proportion of 

inCome aS a gUide, waS an early attempt at prediCtability.[31] SUbSeqUent deCiSionS adopted a 

more expreSSly ConStitUtional and welfariSt reading. The SUpreme CoUrt emphaSiSed that 

maintenanCe proviSionS proteCt women and Children, are to be interpreted liberally, and aim to 

SeCUre dignity and not mere SUrvival.[32] In Bhuwan Mohan Singh v. Meena, the CoUrt alSo 

CritiCiSed delay in the diSpoSal of maintenanCe CaSeS, obServing that a remedy intended to prevent 

Starvation loSeS itS meaning when proCeedingS rUn for yearS.[33] 

 

5.2 The Guideline Phase 

The modern approaCh iS marked by Rajnesh v. Neha, whiCh SoUght to bring Uniformity. It 

addreSSed overlapping jUriSdiCtionS, mandated diSCloSUre affidavitS, indiCated Criteria for 

qUantUm, fixed the CommenCement of interim maintenanCe from the date of the appliCation, and 

diSCUSSed modeS of enforCement.[34] The deCiSion refleCtS a Shift from CaSe-by-CaSe 

diSCretion to StrUCtUred diSCretion. 
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5.3 Maintenance and the Dissolution ofi Marriage 

In reCent yearS, the SUpreme CoUrt haS USed ArtiCle 142 of the ConStitUtion to diSSolve 

marriageS that have broken down irretrievably while attending to the finanCial termS between 

the partieS.[35] ThiS refleCtS growing jUdiCial awareneSS that divorCe withoUt eConomiC 

proteCtion Can CaUSe hardShip, partiCUlarly to the SpoUSe who haS been oUt of the workforCe. The 

Law CommiSSion had earlier reCommended that irretrievable breakdown be reCogniSed aS a 

groUnd of divorCe, SUbjeCt to SafegUardS for the finanCial intereStS of the wife and Children.[36] 

 

5.4 Key Themes in Judicial Reasoning 

• Need-based, not pUnitive: the foCUS iS on reaSonable SUpport rather than pUniShment 

of a gUilty SpoUSe. 

• ACtUal earning over earning CapaCity: a SpoUSe iS not preSUmed Self-SUffiCient 

merely beCaUSe of qUalifiCationS. 

• Primary obligation of the earning spoUse: a reSpondent Cannot eSCape liability by 

pleading Unemployment while able to work. 

• TransparenCy: reliable, SWorn diSCloSUre of finanCeS iS now a prereqUiSite. 

• AvoidanCe of dUpliCation: overlapping ClaimS Under different StatUteS are to be 

adjUSted, not mUltiplied. 

 

6. Critical Analysis 

DisCretion and inCOnsistenCy. DeSpite the gUidelineS, awardS Still differ widely aCroSS 

CoUrtS and regionS. The open-ended phraSe "other CirCUmStanCeS of the CaSe" leaveS 

ConSiderable room for SUbjeCtive aSSeSSment. 

Delay. The Sixty-day period in the proviSo to SeCtion 24 iS direCtory in praCtiCe, and in many 

CoUrtS interim appliCationS remain pending for long periodS, Undermining the pUrpoSe of 

interim relief. 

EnforCement. AlthoUgh SeCtion 28A allowS enforCement aS a Civil deCree, reCovery from a 

reSpondent who iS Self-employed or in the informal SeCtor remainS diffiCUlt, partiCUlarly 

where inCome iS Under-reported. 

Gendered langUage. The referenCe to the wife'S "ChaStity" in SeCtion 25(3), Set againSt a 

differently worded Condition for the hUSband, iS oUt of Step with Contemporary ConStitUtional 

valUeS of eqUality and dignity. 

AbsenCe of a matrimonial property regime. Indian law haS no general SCheme for diviSion of 
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property aCqUired dUring marriage. SeCtion 27 iS narrow, So a homemaker'S non-monetary 

ContribUtion iS reCogniSed only indireCtly throUgh maintenanCe, whiCh may be inSUffiCient. 

MisUse and Under-proteCtion. Both are real ConCernS. Some reSpondentS allege miSUSe of 

the law, while many genUine ClaimantS are left withoUt effeCtive relief. The SolUtion lieS in 

Stronger faCt-finding rather than in dilUting the right. 

 

7. Suggestions 

1. EnforCe the Sixty-day timeline StriCtly, with a dUty on CoUrtS to reCord reaSonS for any 

delay. 

2. Strengthen SCrUtiny of the diSCloSUre affidavit, USing bank reCordS, tax retUrnS and, 

where neCeSSary, inveStigation of ConCealed aSSetS. 

3. Amend SeCtion 25(3) to a gender-neUtral and CondUCt-neUtral Standard, linked to Change 

in finanCial CirCUmStanCeS rather than moral aSSeSSment. 

4. ConSider a StatUtory framework for diviSion of matrimonial property that reCogniSeS the 

eConomiC valUe of domeStiC Work. 

5. Provide legiSlative or jUdiCial gUidanCe on the proportion of inCome ordinarily awardable, 

with flexibility for individUal CaSeS. 

6. Promote mediation and Settlement of maintenanCe diSpUteS, baCked by SafegUardS againSt 

CoerCion and by CoUrt approval of termS. 

 

8. Conclusion 

MaintenanCe Under the HindU Marriage ACt, 1955 iS a vital inStrUment of eConomiC jUStiCe in 

matrimonial law. SeCtionS 24 and 25 reCogniSe the right of a SpoUSe withoUt SUffiCient meanS 

to reCeive SUpport dUring and after proCeedingS, and the StatUtory langUage iS formally gender-

neUtral. The faCtorS for fixing maintenanCe, namely the inComeS and property of both partieS, 

their CondUCt and the other CirCUmStanCeS of the CaSe, have been enriChed by the SUpreme 

CoUrt throUgh ConSiderationS SUCh aS the Standard of living, SaCrifiCed Career opportUnitieS 

and the reSpondent'S liabilitieS. 

The jUdiCial approaCh haS evolved from looSe diSCretion, throUgh a welfariSt reading rooted in 

ArtiCleS 15(3) and 39, to the StrUCtUred gUidelineS in Rajnesh v. Neha. CoUrtS ConSiStently 

StreSS that maintenanCe mUSt be need-baSed, evidenCe-driven and not pUnitive, and that aCtUal 

earning, not mere CapaCity to earn, iS What matterS. Yet delay, inConSiStent qUantUm, diffiCUltieS 

of enforCement and the oUtdated langUage of SeCtion 25(3) Still limit the effeCtiveneSS of the 
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law. 

The law on maintenanCe iS SoUnd in prinCiple bUt reqUireS improvement in praCtiCe. Timely 

diSpoSal, reliable finanCial diSCloSUre, gender-neUtral drafting and reCognition of non-monetary 

ContribUtion within marriage woUld make the remedy more effeCtive and bring the HMA CloSer 

to the ConStitUtional promiSe of eqUality and dignity. 
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