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he Mizoram Legislative

I Assembly’s unanimous
passage of the Mizo Mar-

riageand Inheritance of Property
(Amendment) Act in February
2026 marksarevision of custom-
ary family law in the state. The
amendment bans polygamy
and bigamy, requires divorcees
to produce a divorce certificate
before remarriage, and allows
women to claim up to half of
propertyacquiredjointly during
marriage in the event of sepa-
ration. These measures aim to
modernise Mizo customary law
by strengthening women’s eco-
nomic rights and reinforcing
monogamous marriage norms,
Yet the legislation also intro-
duces a controversial clause on
inter-community marriage that
has triggered debate over gen-
der equality and identity rights.
Under the amended law, Mizo

men lose their recognised Mizo
identity and are no longer eli-

gible for the protections of the -

Act, including their children’s
entitiement to Scheduled Tribe
(ST) status. This departs from
the earlier 2014 Act, which ap-
plied to all Mizos regardless of
whomtheymarried. Ineffect, the
amendment applies only when
both spouses are Mizo or when
the husband is Mizo, excluding
Mizo women whomarry outside
the community.

Some provisions are widely
viewed as progressive, particu-
larlythe prohibition of polygamy,
which codifies what had long
been a social norm in Mizoram,

where Christian values discour:
agedbigamousmarriages. More

significantly, the Act introduces
property rights for women by
allowing a divorced spouse, usu-
allythewife, toclaim upto 50%of
jointly acquired matrimonial as-
sets, Thisaddressescriticism that
customary laws treated women
asoutsidersand providesgreater
economic security after divorce.
By recognising contributions of
both partners, the amendment
moves towards gender parity in
marital property rights.
However, these reforms have
been overshadowed by the iden-
tity clause on inter-community
marriages. ChiefMinister Laldu-
homa explained that traditional
Mizo custom viewed a woman
marrying outside the tribe as
“entering” her husband’s family
and losing her place in the Mizo
community. Under the new law,
if a Mizo woman marries a non-
Mizo man, she forfeits her Mizo
identity, and her children be-
comeineligible for ST status and

reservation benefits. In contrast,

Mizo men who marry non-Mizo
women retain their tribal iden-
tity and pass it to their spouses
and children. Mizoram’s largest
women's organisation, the Mizo
Hmeichhe Insuihkhawm Pawl
(MHIP), demanded withdrawal
oftheamendment, calling it “un-
safe”and “inadequate” for wom-
en. Activistsand membersofthe
Mizo diaspora argue that the
law legitimises a discriminatory
double standard by penalising
women who marry outside the
community. Supporters argue
the amendment reflects long-
standing customary practices
and the right of tribal communi-
tiesto define membership. Inthe
Assemblydebate, legislator Bar-
ylVanneihsangistated the meas-
ure would help prevent cultural
assimilation and preserve Mizo
identity. Accordingtocustomary
understanding, lineagetradition-

. ally follows the maleline.
women. who' marry non-Mizo

Nevertheless, the provision
raises constitutional concerns,
as Indian constitutional princi-
ples, particularly equality before
the law, sit uneasily with gen-
der-based distinctionsinidentity
rights. The Supreme Court has
repeatedlyheld that caste or trib-
al statusis primarily determined
bybirthand cannotautomatical-
lybelostthrough marriage. Ithas
alsoaffirmed thatawomandoes
not lose her SC or ST status by
marrying outside her commu-
nity and that children may claim
suchstatusthrough themother’s
lineageifraised withinthat social
environment: Even the govern-
ment circulars cited in support
of the amendment, including a
1977 Home Ministry note and a
2019 directive from the Ministry

. of Social Justice; do not endorse

a blanket prohibition. They em-

‘phasise case-by-case evaluation

andallowthe possibility that chil-
drenraisedwithin theirmother’s
tribal community may qualifyfor
tribal certification. .
The amendment reflects .a
broader tension between tribal
autonomy and constitutional
equality. While Article 371G
grants Mizoram authority over
customary laws, such autonomy
doesnatexistoutside democrat-
icand constitutional values, The
state’s legal review committee,
including representatives from
women's organisations, did not
unanimously support the iden-
tity clause, and the chief minis-
ter acknowledged the need for
further review. For now, the law
remains in force, though its im-
plications remain uncertain.
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