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Comparative Analysis on Live- in 

Relationship in Socio-Legal Context 
 

MS. ASHWINI D’SOUZA
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  ABSTRACT 
‘Conjuctio Mariti Et Faminae Est De Jure Natura’ which means, the union of a man and 

a woman is of the law of nature. No man is an island, in order to thrive into life’s journey 

we need to rely upon the other. It may be for a companionship, for comfort, to associate 

and which includes in a whole the bundle of emotions. ‘Living’ as we desire is one of the 

inherited freedoms. But living according to the norms and obligations of society makes us 

worthy citizens. To respect and abide by the order of nature and to understand the beauty 

of human living we must become vigilant and active to the day today’s consequences. It is 

our Indian culture which emphasizes that in case an adult man and woman wishes to live 

and consummate together they have to be tied in the institution of marriage. It is because 

in all the religions ‘marriage’ has been considered as a sacred sacrament. 

The world map is not the same today as that of the past. With the swift moving of lifestyle 

we have been evidencing an ample of changes in all the areas of life. The yardsticks of 

morality are at the forefront while discussing the societal perspective. To touch upon the 

very sensitive aspects called marriage, sex, relationship one may require adequate 

knowledge and need to well aware of the present scenario. Our opinion regarding the live- 

in relationship may vary depending upon the circumstances that we encounter. How far 

can an individual utilize his/her liberty? What Indian law says about it? Whether Indian 

culture and practice support this happening or are silent about it? Likewise quarries keep 

on creeping into our mind and this article makes an attempt to overview regarding the live 

-in relationship concept.  

Keywords: Relationship-legal- Marriage-Social-living-Judiciary. 

 

I. INTRODUCTION  
The old proverb still reminds us that, Marriages are made in heaven. But it is the responsibility 

of the two unknown men and the woman to make it happen here on earth. “Marriage” is the 

identity that is a legal and social institution that is inseparable. Thus the concept of marriage 

and live-in relationship is very complex, it is like the spider web of social norms and legal 

 
1 Author is a student at SDM Law College, Mangaluru, India. 
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regulation. As per Webster dictionary “A living arrangement in which unmarried couples live 

together in a long-term relationship is similar to marriage. The present generation wishes rapid 

change and accordingly creates new forms of living structures. A successful marriage can’t be 

measured by the number of years that the couples have lived rather how happily both the souls 

have been living matters the most. Grooming live-in relationships may appear easy and 

trending at the same time such lifestyle may go against the morality and social factors.  

In western countries, there is a wide and broader acceptance of a couple in a relationship. In 

most of the western Apex Courts, it was ruled that if a man and a woman has lived in a live- in 

relationship for a long term and even has children, same marital laws as a husband and a wife 

will be applicable on them. However, it is not similar in India. It could be noted that in India 

the Apex Court dealing with the certain live-in relationship cases has stated that ‘A woman and 

a man living together is a choice and lies under the right to life’. Hence, it is not a criminal 

offence and can be considered legal. What fascinates one is that a very handful embrace this 

kind of live-in relationship but the impact may influence and it may spread constantly in the 

coming years.2 

II. MEANING OF LIVE-IN RELATIONSHIP 
It is stunning to note that in the current run of time human beings are gradually becoming 

conscious of their rights inclusive of the rights of relationship. However it is considered that a 

relationship of a man with a woman in legal parlance is legitimate if it is based on an effective 

marriage bond and considered illegitimate if not as per marriage laws. 

The term ‘cohabitation’ also has the same meaning as to live- in a relationship. It is nothing 

but the way of life, where two people without undergoing the union of matrimonial sacrament 

involved in a romantic and sexual relationship as partners may be for a long term or 

permanently decide to live under the same roof. Cohabitation may take place between both the 

unmarried people or it may be of that one being married already and the other still unmarried. 

They may not perform the obligation as husband and wife and there do not exist any right and 

duties towards each other. To the naked eyes of the society they may appear to be as the married 

couples but in reality they do not contribute to any of the marital obligations. This inconsistency 

gives a chance for debate.  

III. EVOLUTION OF LIVE-IN RELATIONSHIP CONCEPT 
The term live-in relationship might sound new but the concept is pretty ancient. The biblical 

 
2 https://www.indiafilings.com/ last visited on 22.09.2021  
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story mentioned the existence of the first man called Adam and the first woman named Eve 

who are the first non-married couple. There were no ceremonies regarding the marriage nor 

any obligation arose between the two. The absence of the relationship status made no 

difference. They survived amidst nature independently. Until a bite on the apple of desire 

changed everything forever3 Even in Vedic period according to Manu, there existed premarital 

relationships but these were of rare occurrence. Even the Hindu scriptures illustrate and 

concede the existence of premarital relationships as well. It seems that marriage was only a 

general norm. In the Vedas we find mention of eight types of marriages which contribute a 

unique sense of rituals and understanding according to the needs of the time. The practice of 

keeping concubines was also closely linked with the term of live-in relationship which indicates 

two people decide to live together on a long term or permanent basis in an emotionally or on 

sexually intimate relationship without marrying each other. Although the ancient history shows 

the relevancy of live-in relationship traces yet the later religion practices stressed much upon 

the practice of marriage. Almost all religions highlight upon the beauty of living together only 

after the solemnization of marriage is what makes both to call themselves as a husband and 

wife. Without which living together is considered as illegal and which has no recognition in 

Indian society.   

IV. DIFFERENCES BETWEEN LIVE- IN RELATIONSHIP AND MARRIAGE 
• A sacred union between two competent persons, with formal commitment which is 

recognized by the law is called “Marriage.” 

A kind of cohabitation or an arrangement where an adult man and woman decide to stay 

under the same roof is known as “live-in relationship”. 

• By marriage the couples are recognized legally and accepted by the society as husband and 

wife. 

In a live- in relationship a man and the woman are not recognized as husband and wife and 

society considers such living as against morality.  

• Marital responsibilities and other obligations arise out of marriage which are shared by both 

the husband and wife. No such commitments or responsibilities since there is no legal 

marriage ceremony exist between both. 

•  Married couples, If they intend to end their marital relationship they are bound to follow 

certain legal procedures. 

 
3 https://www.legalservice india.com/last visited on 16.08.2021 
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• In a live-in relationship if they wish to walk out from such a relationship they can do so at 

any time without any formalities. 

• Children born in a marriage are regarded as offspring of husband and wife and accepted by 

the families and the society. 

• Children born out of a live- in relationship undergo several problems and suffer 

psychologically as they are not well accepted by their families and by society. 

• In a marriage, when one of the spouses dies, the other spouse has the legal right for the 

inheritance of a portion of a deceased spouse’s property or share. 

• In a live- in relationship, when one of the partners dies, the other partner will have no claim 

in the property or share unless his/her name is mentioned in the former’s will. 

V. LIVE- IN RELATIONSHIP IN DIFFERENT COUNTRIES 
Live- in relationships do not have the same acceptance in all the countries. Different countries 

have different stand on live- in relationships. They are governed by the laws of their land. It 

can be notable that Bangladesh cohabitation after divorce is frequently punished by the Salishi 

system of informal courts, especially in rural areas. In Indonesia, an Islamic penal code 

proposed in 2005 would have made cohabitation punishable by up to two years in prison. Also 

Cohabitation is illegal according to Sharia Law in countries where it has been practiced. But in 

many other developed countries live-in relationships are very commonly practiced, accepted 

and are not considered to be illegal. 

(A) Scotland 

Family Law (Scotland) Act, 2006 for the first time identified and in the process by default 

legalized, live-in relationships of over 150,000 cohabiting couples in the country. The court 

shall have regard: 

● The length of the period during which they lived together 

● The nature of the relationship during that period and 

● The nature and extent of any financial arrangements. 

In case of breakdown of relationship, a cohabitant has the right to apply in court of law for 

financial support. 

(B) Canada 

In Canada, the practice of live-in relationship is recognized as Common Law relationship. It 

means that, couples who are living together in a relationship which is equivalent to a marriage 

https://www.ijlmh.com/
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over a duration of time required by the law, then it is known as common-law relationship. In 

the Canadian region of Quebec, in 2006 about 40% of women aged 25 to 30 years old were 

living in a live-in relationship. The marriage-like relationship can be between same or opposite 

gender. 

(C) France 

The French legal system has distinguished between partners who have lived together officially 

and unofficially. Unmarried couples who are living together have quadrupled to 2 million in 

the last 2 decades. About a third of marriages end up in divorce which alarmingly increases the 

divorce rates in France. Estimation says that 40% to 50% of the couples who are married have 

already lived together pre-marriage for two years. Many couples lost their interest in marrying 

and just live together simply. The only major downside of this is that live-in relationship 

partners are not recognized under the French inheritance laws which means they cannot get 

any state pension when their partner dies. 

(D) Australia 

Section 4AA of Family law Act,1957 (Australia) defines the meaning of de facto relationship 

it says that person is in de fact relationship with another person, if; 

● The persons are not legally married to each other; and 

● The person are not related by family and; 

● Having regard to all the circumstances of their relationship, they have a relationship as 

a couple living together on a genuine domestic basis. 

(E) United Kingdom 

The UK feels that live- in partners owe each other more than that to be worthy of the term. Live 

– in relationships are largely covered by the Civil Partnership Act 2004. Though a man and 

woman living together in a stable sexual relationship are often referred to as “common law 

spouses' ', the expression is not wholly correct in law in England and Wales. As per a 2010 

note from the Home Affairs Section to the House of Commons, unmarried couples have no 

guaranteed rights to ownership of each other’s property on breakdown of relationship. If a 

cohabiting couple separates, the courts have no power to override the strict legal ownership of 

property and divide it as they may do on divorce. 

(F) United States 

The American legal history was then witness to several consensual sex legislations, which 

paved the way for living together contracts and their cousins, the “ prenuptial agreements”. The 

https://www.ijlmh.com/
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country later institutionalized cohabitation by giving cohabiters essentially the same rights and 

obligations as married couples, a situation similar to Sweden and Denmark. Those living 

together are not recognized as legal parents.4 

VI. LEGAL RECOGNITION AND INDIAN SCENARIO 
Strictly speaking Indian law has not given legal status to live-in relationships. The reason is 

obvious: each religion is governed by their personal laws or by civil law like the special 

marriage Act ,1954. At the same time, live- in relationships are not considered as illegal or 

crime in India. The supreme court of India, for the first time in the case of  S. Khushboo .v. 

Kanniammal (2010)5  gave legal recognition to live- in relationships by bringing it under the 

ambit of ‘ Domestic Relationships’, protected under the Protection of women from Domestic 

Violence Act, 2005. The court further held that this can be brought into the purview of article 

21 of the Indian Constitution where right to life is enshrined. The court was of the opinion that 

the act of two adults living together, in any case, can't be considered illegal or unlawful. This 

has become a controversy with respect to the types of live-in relationships. 

In the case of Lata Singh .v. State of U.P,6 it was held that a live- in relationship between two 

consenting adults of opposite sex, though perceived as immoral, does not amount to any 

offence under the law. However, in order to provide a remedy in Civil law for protection of 

women , from being victims of such relationships, and to prevent the occurrence of Domestic 

violence in the society for the first time in India, the Domestic Violence Act, 2005 has been 

enacted to cover the couple having relationship in the nature of marriage. 

Section  2(f) of the Domestic Violence Act, defines “Domestic relationship” to mean, inter alia, 

a relationship between two persons who live or have lived together at such point of time in a 

shared household, through a relationship in the nature of marriage.7 The expression “ 

relationship in the nature of marriage” is also described as de facto relationship, marriage- like 

relationship, cohabitation, couple relationship, meretricious relationship( now known as 

committed intimate relationship) etc. In the case of Indra Sarma .v. VKV Sarma, 2013,8 the 

Honourable Supreme court clarified that a woman who begins to live with a man who is already 

married to someone else, without knowing that he is married , will still be considered to be in 

a “ Domestic relationship” under the protection of women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 

 
4 https://www.advocatekhoj.com/last visited on 18.08.2021 
5 Crl. Appeal No.913 of 2010 
6 Crl. Case No. 208 of 2004  
7 Section 2(f) of the Domestic Violence Act,2005 
8 Crl. Appeal No.4895 0f 2012 
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thus the man’s failure to maintain her will amount to “Domestic violence” within the meaning 

of the Act and she will be eligible to claim reliefs  such as maintenance and compensation. 

It should be noted that the Supreme Court has recognised only the domestic cohabitation 

between two unmarried individuals and not the domestic cohabitation between a married and 

unmarried individuals or two married individuals as live-in relationship.  

VII. POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE IMPACT OF LIVE-IN RELATIONSHIP 
Live- in relationship contains both pros and cons along with it. Ultimately it is the choice of 

the individual who wishes for such a relationship. Society has nothing to do with the liberty 

and decision of the individual. However, certain factors which may sound positive and still 

many other factors may appear negative while evaluating this concept. They are as such: 

(A) Positive Factors 

●  Reduces Marital Burden: It is one of the advantages of the present generation opting for 

live-in relationships. If the couple are married automatically there arises a number of 

obligations to both of them. They have to abide by such norms and duties for the smooth 

functioning of their family life. In order to escape from such responsibilities this kind of 

decision has come to effect. 

● Creates Deeper Understanding: Another reason could be traced that the individual 

voluntarily will to know each other in a better way. It may not offer an overnight result. As 

the days pass they may realise each other's strengths and limitations and which may give 

them an impression to move ahead towards marriage or to stop the relationship there itself. 

● Lessons the Financial Expenditure :It may be noted that when the two share the 

household and spend equally it may help both of them to balance the financial viability. 

This may help them to save their earnings and make the best use of their financial status. 

● Builds Trust And Confidence: While living in a live-in relationship, the both the 

individual become more trustworthy cause they start to share their thoughts and inner 

feelings to each other. Which gives them personally more confidence and courage and 

strengthens their bonding and trust towards each other. 

● Offers Liberty And Freedom: In live- in relationship we can notice that there is a  wide 

range of access to freedom which both can have it. Both are at liberty to do things as they 

think fit. They need not have to seek the opinion of the third person. Since there is absence 

of marital obligations they are much relieved from certain duties. 

https://www.ijlmh.com/
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● Absence Of Legal Protection: Both the individuals in a live-in relationship may feel 

comfortable because they are freed from the legal obligations. If they are not happy and 

find it difficult to move in together with mutual understanding without the legal 

proceedings they can walk out of it.  

(B) Negative Factor 

● Societal Stigma: It is very much relevant that a country like india where tradition, 

religious, cultural heritage has greater fame the society may not accept this kind of 

relationship wholeheartedly. Both unmarried men and women may find it difficult to live 

under the same roof. They may be condemned for their behaviours and looked down by the 

people around. 

● Lack of Commitment: It is obvious that in a live-in relationship since there is no legal 

recognition the both man and woman may not commit to each other. They may find it hard 

to adjust and cope up to today's arising circumstances. A kind of seriousness regarding the 

relationship is always doubtful in live- in relationship. 

● Decline In The Concept Of Marriage: With the emerging lifestyle the younger generation 

may find it easy and fancy to live-in relationship. They may be obliged to lead their life 

without trapping under the obligation of marriage. If such a pattern persists the concept of 

marriage may drastically decline and a lot of inconsistency may occur. 

● Lack Of Legal Protection: When man and woman voluntarily opt to live together without 

professing marriage, the chances of misfortunes and troubles are more. The aggrieved party 

may avail the remedies at lower level. Which may injure the person and allow them to 

suffer physically, emotionally, financially and mentally. 

● Test of Morality: What usually happens is that if the live-in relationship doesn’t become 

successful the concept of morality exists. Which definitely creates negative notions and  the 

society may not accept and treat the individual like before. This may damage the family 

status and may leave a black mole upon them. 

● Lots Of Risk And Challenges Involve: While both the man and woman decide to enter 

into a live-in relationship a greater element of risk and challenges are involved. They both 

have to handle the situation without the aid of the other. The responsibility lies on them in 

case they encounter hardships. 

VIII. IS LIVE-IN RELATIONSHIP IS PROTECTED UNDER INDIAN LEGISLATION? 
Living together without marriage is considered a taboo and found in very rare circumstances 

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


 
1105 International Journal of Law Management & Humanities [Vol. 4 Iss 6; 1097] 
  

© 2021. International Journal of Law Management & Humanities   [ISSN 2581-5369] 

in India. Globalization during the last few decades has hastened the changes, affecting almost 

all aspects of our social life, including marriage formalities, family structure, conjugal 

relationship, and so on. It is obvious that there is no specific legislation, social rules, customs 

or special provisions relating to the matter of live-in relationship. The India law does not give 

any rights or obligations to the parties of live-in relationship. It is only through the decisions 

or judgements or guidelines that are delivered by the courts while dealing with such cases have 

highlighted the current legal position regarding the live-in relationship. The Allahabad High 

court recognized the concept of live-in relationship in the case of Payal Sharma .v. Nari 

Niketan9, it said that wherein “ in our opinion, a man and a woman, even without getting 

married, can live together if they wish to. This may be regarded as immoral by society, but it 

is not illegal. There is a difference between law and morality”. 

IX. QUESTION AS TO THE LEGITIMACY OF CHILDREN BORN OUT OF LIVE-IN 

RELATIONSHIP 
10Although live-in relationships are considered immoral by society, before the eyes of law it is 

not illegal. Because the concept of living together is a right to life and protected under the 

fundamental right guaranteed by the Indian constitution. If live- in relationships continue for a 

long period of time and the couple present themselves to the society as husband and wife, they 

get recognized as being legally married. In the case of Badri Prasad .v. Deputy  Director 

Consolidation11, where a strong presumption arises in favour of wedlock where the partners 

have lived together for a long spell as husband and wife. Although the presumption is 

rebuttable, a heavy burden lies on him who seeks to deprive the relationship of legal origin. 

Law leans in favour of legitimacy and frowns upon bastardy. If men and women who live as 

husband and wife in society are compelled to to prove, half a century later, by eyewitness 

evidence that they were validly married, few will succeed12 

In the case of SPS Balasubramania .v. Suruttayan,13 The Supreme court held the legitimacy of 

children born out of  live- in relationships. It stated that “ if a man and woman are living under 

the same roof and cohabiting for some years, there will be a presumption under section 114 of 

the Evidence Act that they live as husband and wife and the children born to them will not be 

illegitimate.” Further the court interpreted the status and legislation to an extent that it shows 

 
9 Appeal No. 16876 of 2001 before the High Court Of Allahabad 
10 https://journals.sagepub.com/ last visited on 21.09.2021  
11AIR 2001 SC 332  
12 https://amp/s/www.scconline.com / last visited on 25.09.2021 
13 AIR 1978 SC 1557 
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conformity from Article 39(f) of the constitution of India which sets out the obligation of the 

state to give the children adequate opportunity so that they develop in proper manner and 

further safeguard their interest.  Further the Supreme court in Tulsa .v. Durghatiya14 held that 

a child born out of live- in relationship will no longer be considered as an illegitimate child. 

The important precondition for the same should be that the parents must have lived under one 

roof and cohabited for a significantly long time for the society to recognize them as husband 

and wife and it should not be a “ walk-in and walk-out” relationship. 

In another case Bharatha Matha .v. R. Vijaya Ranganathan,15 The Supreme Court held that a 

child born out of a live-in relationship may be allowed to  inherit the property of the parents (if 

any) and therefore  be given legitimacy in the eyes of law. This is to appreciate that the Indian 

Judiciary in the absence of specific legislation has been protecting the rights of children by 

giving law a broader interpretation so that no child is “bastardised” for having no fault of his/ 

her own. 

X. CRITICAL ANALYSIS OF LIVE-IN RELATIONSHIP 
Indian culture and practices focused much on sociocultural values. Without being legally 

married, living together was intolerable. similarly, the idea of premarital sex and live-in 

relationship was highly immoral and it was condemned. But due to the expanding knowledge 

regarding freedom, privacy, profession, status, globalization, education, western cultural 

influences have trodden the way for drastic change and such existing values and beliefs are 

gradually fading away.16 Whatever may be the argument regarding the live-in relationship and 

however one can say that it confers equal benefit to both the man and the woman, it is realised 

that a woman is often in a disadvantageous position in live-in relationship. In the month of 

September,2019 a bench of Rajasthan State Human Rights Commission even termed such 

relationships against the dignity of women and made a recommendation to enact a law against 

it. Such relationships lead to multiple social as well as logistic problems in day today living. 

The partners may face legal hurdles while opening a joint bank account, visas, insurance, 

visitation to the hospitals etc. The other drawback is that the children born out of such wedlock 

are prone to mental trauma and may face ample problems in the society. The question regarding 

the smooth inheritance to their parent’s property may arise. Although they have the rights of 

inheritance in their parent’s properties, they do not have coparcenary share in the Hindu 

Undivided Family property.  

 
14 AIR 1994 SC 133 
15 AIR 2008 SC 1193 
16 https://www.legalbites.in  Last visited on 27.09.2021 
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There is no proper explanation in case someone asks whether a live- in relationship is good or 

bad. It will undoubtedly depend on the individual and his/her personality on looking from a 

different perspective.  

With the emerging concept of live-in relationship, the Indian legislation has not even come to 

the proper implementation of statutes relating to the same aspect. Apart from guidelines that 

have been passed from time to time by the Indian Judiciary there are no proper laws or rules 

and regulations dealing with this concept. Which makes the existing concept unclear and 

ineffective to deal with.   

XI. JUDICIAL DECISIONS ON VARIOUS CASE LAWS 
• The Delhi High Court in the case of Alok Kumar.v. State and Another17, held that “ Live 

– in relationship” is a walk-in and walk-out relationship. There are no strings attached to 

this relationship, neither does this relationship create any legal bond between the parties. 

It is a constant of living together which is renewed every day by the parties and can be 

terminated by either of the parties without the consent of the other party and one party can 

walk out at will at any time. Thus people who chose to have a ‘Live- in relationship’ can’t 

complain of infidelity or immorality as live-in relationships are also known to have been 

between a married man and unmarried woman or between a married woman and an 

unmarried man.  

• The Punjab and Haryana High Court in Gulzar Kumari.v. State of Punjab and Ujjawal v. 

State of Haryana,18 refused to grant protection to couples cohabiting in a live- in 

relationship, stating that such relationships are morally and socially unacceptable, capable 

of destroying the social fabric of Indian society. It is days after these judgments, in separate 

cases, the Punjab and Haryana High Court expressed that the right to choose whether to 

marry or adopt a non formal approach of live- in relationships is inherent in the right to 

life and personal liberty. 

• In Kusum .v. State of U.P,19 a married woman had eloped with another man, continued to 

cohabit with him for five years. However the Allahabad High Court disallowed the woman 

to seek protection under the garb of a live-in relationship since her marriage was not 

legally dissolved. Therefore her new relationship could not be said to fall within the 

 
17 AIR 2010 SC 2645 
18 AIR 2011 SC 479 
19AIR 2015 SC 301 
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expression relationship ‘in the nature of marriage’.  Consequently, it was not covered 

under the ambit of section2 (f) of the Act. 

• In Sunita Jha .v. State of Jharkhand,20 While dealing with a case on cruelty, the Supreme 

Court expounded that the term ‘relative’ under section 498A of IPC 1860, could not be 

given an extensive interpretation to include within its ambit a woman. The court thus 

expressed their reservations towards adulterous live-in relationships. 

• In the case of Soniya and Another .v. State of Haryana and others,21 It was observed that 

“ the concept of live- in relationship may not be acceptable to all, but it can’t be said that 

such a relationship is illegal or that living together without the sanctity of marriage 

constitutes  an offence”. The Court further observed that, “it would be travesty of justice 

in case protection is denied to persons who have opted to reside together without the 

sanctity of marriage, and such persons have to face dire consequences at the hands of 

persons from whom protection is sought. In case such a course is adopted and protection 

denied, the Courts would also be failing in their duty to provide its citizens a right to their 

life and liberty as enshrined under Article 21 of the Indian Constitution and to uphold the 

Rule of Law.” 

• In D.Velusamy .v. D.Patchaiammal,22 The supreme court opined that ‘relationship in the 

nature of marriage is akin to  a common law Marriage. Common Law marriage requires 

that although not being formally married: 

● The couple must hold themselves out to society as being akin to spouses; 

● They must be of legal age to marry; 

● Or otherwise qualified to enter into a legal marriage, including being unmarried; 

● Or, voluntarily cohabited and held themselves out to the world as being akin to spouses for 

a significant period of time. 

Hence the Court concluded that a live- in relationship outside the scope of common law 

marriage will not amount to a ‘relationship in the nature of marriage’. 

In the case of Dhannulal .v. Ganeshram,23 The Supreme Court  has ruled that an unmarried 

couple living together  under the same roof are now going to be presumed married, and the 

woman would be eligible to inherit any legal property after the death of her partner. The bench 

 
20 AIR 2010 SC 469 
21AIR 2018 SC 482 
22AIR 2010 SC 190 
23 AIR 2010 SC 190 
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reportedly said, “it is well settled that the law presumes in favour of marriage and against 

concubinage when a man and woman have cohabited continuously for a long time. However, 

the presumption can be rebutted by leading unimpeachable evidence. A heavy burden lies on a 

party who seeks to deprive the relationship of legal origin.” 

XII. CONCLUSION 
Marriages which occur out of a long live- in a relationship or when two people decide to 

commit themselves entirely lasts because ultimately it’s the quest between two people making 

a choice: to keep it, to fight for it, and to work for it.” People may have different types of 

opinions regarding the Live-in relationship. The law does not prescribe how we should live; it 

is ethics and social norms which explain the essence of living in a welfare model. The question 

of morality and social standards have nothing to do when it comes to the point of one’s 

fundamental right. Although the live-in appeals more to the younger lot, an awareness has to 

be created regarding such existing concepts so that the young minds will be enlightened. This 

would prevent the number of legal hassles that would arise out of such a live- in relationship. 

It is notable that in view of the contradictory findings of various Courts on the matter 

concerned, yet the final say on the matter must be clarified by the legislature and judiciary as 

the days pass by. 

***** 
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