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Analysing the Concerns of Religious
Minorities and the Uniform Civil Code

Cultural Diversity and National Integration

DEEPMAL PARMAR', PRASHANT KUMAR? AND DR. SUDHIR KUMAR JAIN®

ABSTRACT
The controversy surrounding India's Uniform Civil Code (UCC) reflects the intricate

relationship between constitutional principles, cultural diversity, and religious minority
rights. The concerns of religious minorities about the UCC's implementation are critically
examined in this research article, with a focus on the implications for national integration
and cultural diversity. Although Article 44 of the Indian Constitution envisions the UCC as
a way to advance equality and uniformity in the law, its actual implementation causes
serious concerns among minority groups who worry about the loss of their unique religious
identities and customs.

In order to comprehend the conflict between individual and collective rights, the research
takes a doctrinal and analytical approach, looking at constitutional clauses, court rulings,
and academic viewpoints. It emphasizes how deeply ingrained personal rules are in the
cultural and religious fabric of societies, making them more than just legal frameworks. The
ideals of equality, secularism, and freedom of religion protected by Articles 14, 25, and 29
of the Constitution must therefore be carefully balanced in any attempt at uniformity.

The study also investigates if the UCC can promote national integration or whether it runs
the risk of making minority groups feel alienated. It makes the case that embracing diversity
is crucial to maintaining India's pluralistic culture and that integration should not be
confused with uniformity. To assess different models of legal pluralism, comparative
viewpoints from nations with different legal systems are also considered.

The study concludes that any significant change to personal laws must be comprehensive,
incremental, and consensual. The emphasis should be on guaranteeing gender fairness,
social change, and constitutional morality while maintaining cultural autonomy rather than
enforcing conformity. The objectives of unity and diversity within the Indian legal system
can be reconciled with the aid of this well-rounded strategy.

Keywords: Uniform Civil Code, Personal Laws, Religious Minorities, Cultural Diversity,

National Integration.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Periodically, the Uniform Civil Code (UCC) is brought back into the public eye, usually
following a ruling by a court or a change in policy. Rather than the issue's irrelevance, this
recurrent pattern illustrates how unsettled it is.* Article 44, which places the UCC under the
Directive Principles of State Policy, indicates a constitutional goal rather than a legally binding
directive.” However, the fact that it is still used in legal discourse indicates that it has normative

significance in addition to being non-justiciable.

The social setting is what makes things more difficult. In India, group identification and religion
are closely linked to personal laws.® As a result, the UCC debate is not merely about legal
reform—it is about how far the State can intervene in culturally embedded practices without
unsettling the pluralism it seeks to preserve. This essay is predicated on the idea that both

method and principle influence the legitimacy of legal reform in plural societies.
Historical Background

India's long-running discussion about a Uniform Civil Code (UCC) is intricately linked to the
country's intricate social structure. In the past, there was no centralized judicial system for civil
cases like inheritance, marriage, and divorce. Rather, various religious communities followed
unique personal and customary laws derived from their respective religions and cultural
traditions. Because of this decentralized method, laws differed greatly depending on a person's

communal identity.

This variety of personal laws was mostly preserved during British control. The colonial
authority refrained from meddling in religious affairs while establishing consistency in areas
like criminal law. Consequently, personal rules remained distinct for many communities,
particularly Muslims and Hindus. Although this strategy was justified as respecting religious

freedom, it also led to the maintenance of a fragmented legal system.’

The introduction of a Uniform Code was a contentious issue throughout the Constitution's
drafting. Some members, especially those from minority groups, cautioned that such a step
could imperil their unique religious and cultural identities, while others supported the code as a
vehicle to foster equality and unite a varied society.® In the end, this conflict prevented the UCC

from becoming an instant, enforceable right and instead led to its inclusion in the Directive

4 INDIA CONST. art. 44.

S 1d.

¢ Granville Austin, The Indian Constitution 636 (1966).

7 M.P. Jain, Indian Constitutional Law 1665-1667 (7th ed. 2014).
8 Constituent Assembly Debates, Vol. VII (Nov. 23, 1948).
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Principles.

The Uniform Civil Code was placed in Article 44 of the Constitution by its drafters as a
Directive Principle of State Policy in order to reconcile these conflicting interests.’ By doing
this, they made the UCC a long-term goal for the government instead of a directive for its
immediate implementation. After gaining independence, the state chose to implement gradual
changes rather than complete legal unification. In the middle of the 20th century, this resulted
in the codification of Hindu personal law through a number of statutes, leaving other
community-specific rules mostly unaltered. The need to re-examine this legal fragmentation has

been brought to light over decades by judicial action.

Through significant decisions, the judiciary has repeatedly indicated the need for a single legal
system. For instance, when the Supreme Court considered the maintenance rights of divorced
Muslim women in the Shah Bano case, the UCC gained prominence.'? In Sarla Mudgal v. Union
of India, the Court expressed a similar opinion, cautioning that a lack of uniformity permits the
exploitation of personal laws.!! The Shayara Bano ruling, which overturned immediate triple
talag, was the most recent example of how the legal system needs to change in order to guarantee
gender justice in all communities.'? Despite the fact that no comprehensive code has yet been
put into effect, these judicial observations have maintained the conversation surrounding the

UCC.

In general, the UCC's past shows a continuous effort to strike a balance between unity and
diversity. Respecting the cultural and religious characteristics of many communities is crucial,
even while there is a noticeable push for equality and uniformity. Religious minorities' concerns
in the UCC discussion are still shaped by this equilibrium. This historical trend demonstrates
that opposition to a uniform civil code is rooted in issues of identity and autonomy, especially

among religious minorities, and is not just legal.
II. CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

The constitutional idea that the State should endeavour to create a Uniform Civil Code that
applies to all Indian citizens is reflected in Article 44. Article 44 of the Indian Constitution

states:

“The State shall endeavor to secure for the citizens a uniform civil code throughout the territory

9 INDIA CONST. art. 44.
10 (1985) 2 SCC 556.

11 (1995) 3 SCC 635.
2(2017) 9 SCC 1.

© 2026. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [ISSN 2581-5369]


https://www.ijlmh.com/
https://www.ijlmh.com/

4015 International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [Vol. 9 Iss 2. 4012]
of India.”"?

The clause indicates a long-term goal of law reform and acts as a guiding concept rather than
establishing a legally obligatory requirement. It implies that a shared framework of civil laws
that apply consistently, regardless of religious affiliation, may gradually emerge as society

develops.

This concept covers a wide range of topics that have a direct impact on daily civil life, including
marriage, divorce, adoption, inheritance, and succession. The Indian Constitution's founders
recognized the value of legal uniformity and the necessity of acting prudently in a varied
community by incorporating Article 44 into the Directive Principles. As a result, the clause
strikes a compromise between the goal of equality and the realities of religious and cultural
diversity. Practically speaking, social approval and progressive legislative evolution would be

necessary for the adoption of such a structure.

Article 37 must be taken into consideration while interpreting Article 44, which is a component
of the DPSP. This clause clearly states that courts cannot enforce the Directive Principles.
Nonetheless, they are seen as essential to the nation's government, providing the State with

guiding standards for drafting laws and public policies.

Indian constitutional law highlights that Directive Principles and Fundamental Rights are two
sides of the same coin rather than competing. This was first brought to light in Kesavananda
Bharati, where the Court connected their balance to the unchangeable fundamental framework
of the Constitution. Subsequently, the Minerva Mills ruling reiterated that any legislative
attempt to favour one over the other at the expense of harmony would be unlawful since it

undermines the foundation of the country's legal system.!'*

Therefore, even if Directive Principles like Article 44 are not immediately enforceable, they
nevertheless have a major influence on the State's pursuit of constitutional goals like legal
consistency and social reform.
III. SIGNIFICANCE OF UCC IN RELATION TO RELIGIOUS FREEDOM (ARTICLES 25
AND 26)

Articles 25 and 26 of the Constitution ensure the freedom to practice and spread one's beliefs,

but these liberties are weighed against fundamental social necessities including public morals

BIndian Constitution, Article 44.
14 Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala, (1973) 4 SCC 225; Minerva Mills v. Union of India, (1980) 3 SCC
625.
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and health. Other constitutional protections are not superseded by these religious rights. Article
15, for example, provides a foundation for an inclusive legal environment by guaranteeing that
personal identity whether defined by religion, race, or sex cannot be used as a justification for

unfair treatment.

Additionally, Article 29 protects minorities' rights to culture and education, guaranteeing that
their identity is maintained within the larger framework of the constitution. When taken as a
whole, these clauses show how the Constitution aims to achieve a careful balance between

safeguarding religious and cultural diversity and advancing legal uniformity.
IV. UNDERSTANDING PERSONAL LAWS AND RELIGIOUS IDENTITY

In India, personal laws endure due to their social embeddedness as well as historical continuity.
For example, Muslim Personal Law still incorporates Islamic doctrine in matters like
inheritance and marriage.!> Colonial-era Christian personal laws have been reformed, yet they
still have basic flaws.!® Additional intricacy is introduced by the status of Sikhs, Parsis, and
indigenous communities. Scheduled Tribes rely on customs that are frequently unwritten and
regionally specific, whereas Parsis adhere to a codified system.!” Any attempt at consistency is

hampered by this layered pluralism since it is difficult to standardize.
V. CONCERNS OF RELIGIOUS MINORITIES

Minority concerns are frequently expressed in legal terms, but they also stem from issues of
trust. Some Muslims are concerned that a UCC may represent majoritarian standards.'® Many
people point to the Shah Bano case's aftermath as a turning point that intensified this worry.!”
Similar concerns about externally driven reform have been voiced by Christian organizations,
who emphasize the need of consultation.?® For Parsis, the issue is more immediate given their
small population and distinct identity.?! Scheduled Tribes provide a whole different problem

since uniform legal structures are difficult to reconcile with their customary systems.??
VI. LANDMARK CASES: THE JUDICIARY’S ROLE

The course of the UCC discussion has been significantly influenced by court rulings.

!5 Muslim Personal Law (Shariat) Application Act, 1937.

16 Indian Divorce Act, 1869.

17 B. K. Roy Burman, Tribal Customary Law (1994).

18 Tahir Mahmood, supra note 4.

!9 Mohd. Ahmed Khan v. Shah Bano Begum, (1985) 2 S.C.C. 556
20 Flavia Agnes, supra note 5.

21 Parsi Marriage and Divorce Act, 1936.

22 INDIA CONST. art. 29.
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The Indian Supreme Court determined that the maintenance provisions under Section 125 of
the Criminal Procedure Code (1973) serve as a secular remedy in the seminal case of Mohd.
Ahmed Khan v. Shah Bano Begum. In order to prevent poverty and destitution, the Court

decided that these protections are applicable to all citizens, regardless of their religious beliefs.

Therefore, even after the iddat period has ended, a divorced Muslim woman who is unable to
support herself is still eligible for financial support from her former spouse. Additionally, the
judiciary called for a Uniform Civil Code after pointing out that inconsistent personal laws can
lead to unfair treatment. This finding caused a great deal of national controversy and subsequent

legislative changes.?’

A renewed need for a uniform legal framework resulted from the Sarla Mudgal v. Union of
India ruling, which revealed the shortcomings in individual legal systems.?* The judiciary
decided that a spouse cannot legally circumvent the ban on bigamy by converting to a different
faith; in particular, a second marriage is null and void if the first marriage has not been officially
dissolved. This decision highlighted the serious legal confusion caused by the conflict between

several personal laws, which makes a uniform civil code practically necessary.

The judiciary used a constructive construction to guarantee that laws reflected constitutional
principles through the historic ruling in Danial Latifi v. Union of India. The Court affirmed the
constitutionality of the Muslim Women (Protection of Rights on Divorce) Act, 1986, but made
it clear that the statute must be interpreted in light of gender equality and individual dignity.?®

As a result, the entitlement to maintenance was guaranteed to be more than just a formality.

In Shayara Bano v. Union of India, the Supreme Court contested the unbridled ability of
personal laws to circumvent basic rights by ruling that instant triple talaq was unconstitutional . ?®
The justices concluded that the practice did not pass the Article 14 standard of non-arbitrariness.
The Court's decision was crucial for gender equality even in the absence of a Uniform Civil
Code, reaffirming the need for personal legislation to adhere to constitutional principles. Instead

of a complete overhaul, these stories show a pattern of incremental reform.
VII. UCC AS A THREAT TO CULTURAL DIVERSITY

A unified code, according to critics, could result in cultural homogenization. In reality, even a

law with a neutral draft may reflect prevailing standards.?” Furthermore, personal laws regulate

23 Mohd. Ahmed Khan v. Shah Bano Begum, (1985) 2 S.C.C. 556.
24 Sarla Mudgal v. Union of India , (1995) 3 SCC 635.
25 Danial Latifi v. Union of India, (2001) 7 S.C.C. 740
26 Shayara Bano v. Union of India, (2017) 9 S.C.C. 1.
7 Upendra Baxi, The Future of Human Rights (2002).
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private matters, which makes standardization very delicate. From a constitutional standpoint,
issues are frequently connected to Articles 25 and 26, which safeguard religious liberty.?®
However, the reasoning is not unqualified. Making the distinction between cultural erasure and

essential transformation is difficult.

At this point, it becomes imperative to challenge a frequently overlooked presumption: that
social cohesion is inevitably produced by legal uniformity. However, experience seems to
indicate otherwise. Uniform laws may lessen formal discrepancies in highly plural
communities, but they do not always address underlying inequalities in practice or belief. In
reality, when these regulations are seen as being imposed from the outside, they may lead to a
kind of passive resistance formal compliance but lack of spirit. The long-term viability of any

proposed Uniform Civil Code is significantly impacted by this small divergence.
VIII. UCC AS A PROMOTER OF NATIONAL INTEGRATION

UCC supporters place a strong focus on equality, especially gender justice. Reform is necessary
because some personal law practices have led to unfair results.?” Although Article 44 does not
require immediate execution, it does express a long-term constitutional purpose.®® There is a
practical aspect as well. Legal ambiguity can result from conflicts between personal laws,
especially in situations involving different religions. However, integration might not be ensured
by uniformity alone. Legal reform runs the risk of remaining symbolic if it is not accepted by

society.

The connection between legal change and legitimacy is another issue that is frequently
overlooked. Laws in constitutional democracies come from both official power and popular
approval. Even if a Uniform Civil Code is flawed in content, it may eventually earn legitimacy
if it is seen as procedurally fair. On the other hand, a substantively sound code that is
implemented without sufficient participation runs the danger of being suspicious, especially by
communities of colour. This implies that the UCC's effectiveness might eventually depend more

on the inclusivity of the process used to frame it than on the uniformity it attains.
IX. STATE-LEVEL UCC: UTTARAKHAND AND GUJARAT

Uttarakhand UCC

One of the earliest significant initiatives at implementation is Uttarakhand's UCC, despite

28 INDIA CONST. arts. 25-26.
2 Law Commission Report, supra note 7.
30 INDIA CONST. art. 44.
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criticism about consultation.?! In Indian constitutional discourse, the concept of a Uniform Civil
Code (UCC) has been discussed for a long time and is still up for dispute. Religion-specific
frameworks have historically governed personal concerns including marriage, divorce, and
succession. In light of this, Uttarakhand's action seems to mark a discernible, if not completely
drastic, change. Enacted on February 7, 2024, the Uniform Civil Code of Uttarakhand Act, 2024

establishes a unified legal framework to govern family dynamics in the state.>?

Pushkar Singh Dhami proposed it, and the Legislative Assembly unanimously approved it. For
legislation addressing delicate social concerns, this degree of agreement is a little uncommon.
That alone makes the enactment notable. Conceptually, uniformity seems to be the goal of the
law as a means of achieving equality. But in my opinion, this premise merits greater
investigation and possibly a more cautious approach. Due to India's highly diverse social
structure, substantive equality is not always the result of legal consistency. The results of the
interplay between the law and actual social practices are frequently more complicated than the

basic goal of the legislation might indicate.

Article 44 of the Indian Constitution, which urges the State to work toward a common civil
framework, serves as the constitutional basis for the UCC.* Despite this direction, there has
historically been little execution, mostly because of worries about political sensitivity and
cultural autonomy. The problem became well-known in Uttarakhand during the state elections
in 2022. In order to assess the viability of such a bill, the government then established an expert
group led by former Supreme Court judge Ranjana Prakash Desai. The committee conducted
in-depth consultations before submitting its report, which served as the foundation for the

legislation, in early 2024.3

In practical terms, it seems that this consultative process increases the law's legitimacy.
Determining the degree to which these gatherings truly represented the diversity of viewpoints

in society is difficult, though.

The Code introduces several changes related to several facets of personal law. It mandates
registration and establishes a universal minimum marriage age of 18 for women and 21 for

males.*> Community-specific differences are replaced by common reasons for divorce, such as

31 Uttarakhand UCC, 2024.

32 Uniform Civil Code of Uttarakhand Act, 2024, No. 1 of 2024, Acts of the Legislative Assembly of
Uttarakhand (India).

31d.

3#1d.

35 INDIA CONST. art. 44.
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cruelty, desertion, and mental illness.*®

The law also provides financial security in the event of a divorce by covering maintenance and
alimony. In terms of succession, it places a strong emphasis on equal inheritance rights,
particularly amongst sons and daughters.” At least in terms of legal entitlement, this represents

a change toward more gender parity.

The Code's acceptance of cohabitation is one of its more contentious features. The bill aims to
place such interactions within a formal legal framework by requiring registration and offering
specific protections.®® This raises questions about privacy and state oversight even while it

might somewhat lessen ambiguity.

A further indication of a shift towards standardization is the outlawing of polygamy and the
strengthening of the restriction on child marriage. At the same time, a significant restriction is

introduced by the Act's exclusion of Scheduled Tribes.

This exclusion, in my opinion, seems to draw attention to a more profound conflict. Selective
application undermines the conceptual basis of the legislation if uniformity is the intended
outcome. It implies that homogeneity is more qualified than absolute in this situation. There has
been a mixed reaction to the Code. Advocates, especially those in the Bharatiya Janata Party,
have characterized it as a progressive reform that aims to simplify the legal system and promote
equality. Critics counter that the law would disrupt cultural and religious customs. Privacy
concerns have also been voiced, particularly with regard to the registration of cohabitation.
Asaduddin Owaisi and other political figures have adopted a more critical position, speculating
that the Code might be in contradiction with Articles 25 and 29 of the Constitution.> These
criticisms are part of a larger worry that cultural diversity may sometimes be sacrificed for legal

conformity.

These criticisms, in my opinion, cannot be disregarded. In a diverse society, legal reform must
strike a balance between equality and sensitivity, which is not always simple to do. A significant
yet cautious move toward India's personal law reform is the Uttarakhand Uniform Civil Code.
It addresses gender inequity and legal fragmentation while attempting to provide a more
coherent legal system. However, there are certain limitations to the law. Unresolved issues
include privacy, autonomy, and inclusion. The Code's effectiveness, in my opinion, will depend

more on how it is used and interpreted over time than on its formal structure.

36 Government of Uttarakhand, Report of the Expert Committee on Uniform Civil Code (2024).

37 Uniform Civil Code of Uttarakhand Act, 2024.

B 1d.

39 INDIA CONST. arts. 25 & 29; M.P. Jain, Indian Constitutional Law (8th ed., LexisNexis 2018).
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In the end, it is better to view the UCC in Uttarakhand as a component of a developing process
rather than a definitive solution. It is unlikely that legal uniformity will appear immediately,
especially in personal concerns. It evolves gradually, influenced by social acceptance as well as

legal institutions.
Gujarat UCC

Gujarat's suggested action raises the possibility that state-led change will gather momentum.*°
The Gujarat Uniform Civil Code is an attempt to replace religion-specific regulations with a
uniform statutory framework in order to increase consistency in personal law problems. Its
reach is quite wide, encompassing not only people who live in Gujarat but also state citizens
who reside outside of its borders. In addition, the legislation preserves the traditional legal

systems and cultural practices of Scheduled Tribes, who are excluded by Article 366(25).*!
Marriage Registration

The mandatory registration of all marriages within sixty days is one of the code's main
requirements. This requirement is consistent across faith communities, demonstrating the state's
desire to standardize marriage-related procedures. The marriage itself is still legally valid, but
failure to register could result in a fine of up to X10,000. When the institution of marriage is
abused, there is more significant worry. Multiple marriages, fraudulent consent, and forced

marriages are all considered crimes that carry a maximum seven-year prison sentence.*?
Divorce Framework

The code requires judicial oversight in every divorce case in an effort to standardize the
procedure. A marriage can only be dissolved with official registration and court approval. This
system does not recognize informal or privately planned divorces, which can result in up to
three years in jail. The fact that the law expressly safeguards a woman's ability to remarry
following a divorce without any further legal or procedural constraints is a significant aspect of
this situation and indicates an attempt to eliminate societal barriers that have historically existed

in some communities.*
Bigamy Prohibition

Bigamy is expressly forbidden by the proposed framework. While the first spouse is still alive,

a person is not allowed to get married again. Therefore, regardless of personal or religious

40 Gujarat UCC , 2026.

41 Vajiram & Ravi, Gujarat Uniform Civil Code (UCC) Bill — Key Provisions, Current Affairs Analysis,
available at: https://vajiramandravi.com/current-affairs/gujarat-uniform-civil-code-ucc-bill/

214d.

$1d.
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conventions, the law upholds monogamy as a consistent legal basis.**
Inheritance Rights

The code 1 establishes equal inheritance rights for sons and daughters in succession-related
situations. This standard law, which is intended to alleviate long-standing gender discrepancies
in property ownership, is applicable to all communities. In essence, it improves women's legal

standing in the distribution of family wealth and brings inheritance law closer to equality.*’
Regulation of Live-in Relationships

The legislative framework has turned a private decision into a regulated administrative process
by compelling couples to register their live-in status with the state. The state's strict enforcement
of this rule is demonstrated by the penalties for non-registration, which range from fines to jail
time. Significant concerns regarding the boundaries of individual autonomy are also raised by
the clause permitting parental notification for people under 21. Notwithstanding these
limitations, the law affirms the socio-legal reality of non-marital relationships by providing
fundamental welfare protections including the right to maintenance and the legal
acknowledgment of children. Important problems concerning federalism and the proper scope

of such reforms are brought up by these developments.
X. INTERNATIONAL COMPARISONS

There isn't just one model, as demonstrated by comparative experiences. France embraces
rigorous secularism and keeps religion out of civil law.*® India's situation is more complicated
because of its social and cultural variety, whereas France offers a clear and centralized approach
to uniform civil law. The French model, in my opinion, works well to ensure uniformity, but
without careful modification, it might not be immediately appropriate for India. Therefore, a
progressive and balanced approach that considers both the necessity of equality and the
significance of maintaining religious freedom would be necessary for any move towards a

Uniform Civil Code in India. When it came to modernization, Turkey took a similar course.*’

A similar strategy might not be immediately appropriate for India, even if Turkey's model
demonstrates how robust legal change can bring consistency and gender equality. This
demonstrates the need for law change to take India's social realities into account. In conclusion,

Turkey is an example of a Muslim-majority nation that has successfully transitioned to a

4 1d.
$1d.
46 French Constitution, 1958.
47 Turkish Civil Code, 1926.

© 2026. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [ISSN 2581-5369]


https://www.ijlmh.com/
https://www.ijlmh.com/

4023 International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [Vol. 9 Iss 2. 4012]

consistent civil system, while India still faces difficulties because of its diversity. A gradualist
approach is exemplified by Tunisia. While India continues to struggle with the difficult issue of
striking a balance between equality and diversity, Tunisia offers a workable example of
transformation within reasonable bounds. It is evident from this comparison that individuals

and society are just as important to legal change as laws.

Indonesia accommodates legal pluralism.*® Indonesia and India provide two distinct approaches
of dealing with comparable problems. While the other operates inside an existing plural system,
one keeps investigating the concept of legal homogeneity. The analogy implies that finding a
balance between upholding equality and honouring difference is the true challenge. These

illustrations imply that context is crucial in determining results.
XI. TOWARDS A BALANCED FRAMEWORK

It is difficult to resolve the conflict between equality and cultural sovereignty. The constitutional
balance that has long defined India's judicial system is at risk of being undermined by any
attempt to give one priority over the other. Instead of standardization right now, gradual and
consultative reform would be a more practical strategy. By making little adjustments to current
systems rather than completely changing personal laws, reform may be able to gain traction
without encountering opposition. This is especially important in a situation where the law serves
as both an identity identifier and a collection of regulations. Both academic and judicial circles
have debated policies like optional civil codes, gender-sensitive revisions, and selective
codification. its flexibility which enables people to progress toward uniformity without making

it mandatory is more valuable than its technical design.

In the end, the goal should be a kind of justice that is perceived as acceptable by various
communities rather than uniformity as an ideal. Legitimacy frequently rests as much on

acceptance as on legal clarity in a pluralistic nation like India.
XII. CONCLUSION

In the end, the UCC dispute reveals a deeper constitutional conflict that cannot be settled by
making a straightforward decision between variety and conformity. The constitutional structure
cannot afford to risk silent resistance rather than integration if a uniform code is enforced
without genuine consultation. However, maintaining personal laws without reform runs the risk
of sustaining injustices that the Constitution itself aims to eradicate. The fact that both

perspectives seem internally consistent when viewed separately further exacerbates the

48 M. B. Hooker, Indonesian Law (2008).

© 2026. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [ISSN 2581-5369]


https://www.ijlmh.com/
https://www.ijlmh.com/

4024 International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [Vol. 9 Iss 2. 4012]

problem. Both the protection of cultural and religious autonomy and the call for equality have
constitutional foundations. Reconciling these commitments without diminishing one to the

other is the challenge.

Therefore, it could be more accurate to see the UCC as an ongoing constitutional discussion
rather than as a single legislative objective. In this way, progress may depend more on how
reform is pursued gradually, consultatively, and with consideration for lived realities than on
the quick adoption of a unified law. It's unclear if this strategy meets the expectations of both
parties. However, it might be the only way to guarantee that legal reform is embraced rather

than just enacted when it does happen.

skokeoskskook

© 2026. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [ISSN 2581-5369]


https://www.ijlmh.com/
https://www.ijlmh.com/

4025 International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [Vol. 9 Iss 2. 4012]
XIII. REFERENCES

Case Laws

e Mohd. Ahmed Khan v. Shah Bano Begum, (1985) 2 SCC 556

e Sarla Mudgal v. Union of India, (1995) 3 SCC 635

e Danial Latifi v. Union of India, (2001) 7 SCC 740

e Shayara Bano v. Union of India, (2017) 9 SCC 1

e Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala, (1973) 4 SCC 225

e Minerva Mills Ltd. v. Union of India, (1980) 3 SCC 625
Constitution of India

e Constitution of India, 1950, Articles 15, 25, 26, 29, 37, 44
Books

e Granville Austin, The Indian Constitution: Cornerstone of a Nation (Oxford University

Press, 1966)
e Tahir Mahmood, Personal Laws in India (Universal Law Publishing, 2012)
e Flavia Agnes, Family Law and Constitutional Claims (Oxford University Press, 2011)
Articles / Journals

e Flavia Agnes, “Personal Laws and Gender Justice in India,” Economic and Political

Weekly
e Tahir Mahmood, “Uniform Civil Code Debate in India,” Journal of Indian Law Institute

e Vajiram & Ravi, Gujarat Uniform Civil Code (UCC) Bill — Key Provisions, Current
Affairs Analysis, available at: https://vajiramandravi.com/current-affairs/gujarat-

uniform-civil-code-ucc-bill/
Reports

e Law Commission of India, Consultation Paper on Reform of Family Law (2018)

kokeosk kok

© 2026. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [ISSN 2581-5369]


https://www.ijlmh.com/
https://www.ijlmh.com/

