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INTRODUCTION TO THE ARTICLE
This seminar speaks about the prevailing and past circumstances in India as to how the constitutional provisions relating to religion, religious institutions and its activities are interpreted, practised, used  in India and the changes in the society with regard to the principle of Secularism as a solution and end to all social based and other problems of our nation.

INDIA IS A SECULAR STATE:


India is a pluralistic society and a country of religions and it is inhabited by people of many religions. Thus the framers of the Constitution desired to introduce the concept of Secularism which means state neutrality in matters of religion. Religion has been a very volatile subject in India both before and after independence and hence the Constitution seeks to ensure State neutrality in this area. The concept of secularism is implicit in the Preamble of the Constitution which declares to all its citizens to secure “liberty to thought, belief, faith and worship”. The 42nd Amendment Act, 1976 has inserted the word ‘Secular’ in the preamble and it never means an irreligious or atheistic State but it only means that in matters of religion it is neutral. 

Dr.Radhakrishnan in Secularism in India (Ed.V.K.Sinha) 127 (1968):


Speaking about the concept of Secularism it is elaborated that the State does not identify itself with any particular religion and India being a secular state, there is no state or preferred religion as such and all religious groups enjoy the same constitutional protection without any favour or discrimination.

St. Xavier’s College Vs. State of Gujarat, AIR 1974 SC 1389:


The Supreme Court elaborating the secular character of the Indian Constitution said that there is no mysticism and the secularism is neither anti God nor pro God, it treats alike the devout, the antagonistic and the atheist. It eliminates God from the matters of the State and ensures that no one shall be discriminated against on the ground of religion and it emphasis the ancient doctrine in India that the State shall protect all religion but interferes with none.

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS IN INDIA:


The Constitutional Provisions enshrined in Preamble and in Articles 25 to 28 of the Constitution speaks about the religious freedom, confers certain rights relating to freedom of religion not only to citizens but also to religious groups and protects religious practices from state interference and it is also states certain restriction and regulations attached to it and these provisions clearly enunciates the principle that the State can have no religion of its own and it should treat all religions equally and extend similar treatment to the Church, the Mosque and the Temple and there can be no compulsion in law for any form of worship.

ARTICLE. 25 guarantees to every person, not only to citizens of India, the “freedom of conscience and the right freely to profess, practise and propagate religion” and this is however subject to public order, health, morality and other provisions relating to Fundamental Rights 

ARTICLE. 26 gives special protection to religious denominations and it says that these denominations have the following right subject to public morality and health

a) to establish and maintain institutions for religious and charitable purposes;

b) to manage its own affairs in matters of religion;

c) to own and acquire movable and immovable property; and 

d) to administer such property in accordance with law.

ARTICLE. 27 lays down that no person “shall be compelled to pay any taxes, the proceeds of which are specifically appropriated in payment of expenses for the promotion or maintenance of any particular religion or religious denomination”.

ARTICLE. 28 lays restriction that no religious education is to be provided in any educational institution which is wholly maintained out of the state funds. Under Art.28(2), this restriction would not apply to an educational institution which though administered by the State, has been established under an ‘endowment’ or ‘trust’ requiring that religious instruction should be imparted in such an institution.

PREAMBLE By 42nd Amendment of the Constitution, the concept of Secularism was made explicit by introducing the word ‘Secular’ in the preamble to the constitution and, thus, what was hitherto implicit was made explicit.
MEANING OF RELIGION:


The term ‘religion’ is not defined in the Constitution and indeed it is a term which is hardly susceptible to any rigid definition. The Supreme Court in this case in Commr. HRE, Madras Vs. Sri Lakshmindra, AIR 1954 SC 282 has defined the religion as a matter of faith with individuals or communities and it is not necessarily theistic and its basis lies in a system of beliefs or doctrines which are regarded by those who profess that religion as conducive to their spiritual well being. Religion is thus essentially a matter of personal faith and belief and a doctrine of belief and it is not necessarily theistic in nature.

FREEDOM OF RELIGION:

Article.25 of the Constitution defines the term religion as two fold freedom –

a) Freedom of conscience;

b) Freedom to profess, practise and propagate religion.

The freedom of conscience means to entertain such religious beliefs as are allowed to him by his judgment and to mould his own relations with God in whatever manner he likes. To profess means to exhibit his beliefs and ideas and to declare it freely and openly one’s faith and belief and in such overt or outward acts and practices as are sanctioned or enjoined by his religion. To practise religion is to perform the prescribed religious duties, rites and rituals and to exhibit his religious beliefs and ideas by such acts as prescribed by religious order. To propagate means to spread and publicize and disseminate his religious beliefs, ideas and views for the benefit and edification of others but the word propagation only indicates persuasion and exposition without any element of coercion.

S.P.Mittal Vs. Union of India, AIR 1983 SC 1:


The Supreme Court has observed that certain practices though regarded as

 religious have sprung from merely superstitious beliefs and may in that sense, be 

only extraneous and unessential accretions to religion itself. Such practices also are not protected and can be abrogated. Therefore, the norm that only such practices as are essential and integral part of a religion need to be protected and hence falls upon the courts to decide, on the basis of evidence adduced before them concerning the conscience of the community and the tenets of the religion. concerned, whether a practice for which protection is claimed is religious in character and if so whether it is an essential and integral part of the said religion, or is merely ‘secular’ or ‘superstitious’ in nature with reference to doctrine of particular religion and particular religious practice in the community.

REASONABLE RESTRICTIONS:


The Freedom of Religion is not an absolute one; every general rule has an exception likewise the said freedom is subject to reasonable restrictions such as:

“Public Order, Morality, Health and Fundamental Rights of Others”

It is enshrined by the Hon’ble Courts in various case laws stated as follows:

COMMUNAL VIOLENCE:

Ramesh Vs. Union of India, AIR 1988 1 SCC 668:


The Petitioner practicing advocate of High Court filed a public interest litigation under Art.32 to issue a writ of prohibition restraining the respondents, the Director General of Doordarshan, New Delhi from telecasting or screening the serial titled ‘Tamas’ written by Sri Bhisam Sahni, which depicts how during the partition of India communal violence was generated by fundamentalists in both the communities and he argued that the Art.25 is disturbed by this serial. The Court held that there is no violation of Art.25 instead it gives lesson to the people of India that such things should not be repeated again in future and the communal atmosphere is kept clean and unpolluted by the courts and the petitioner is right in his act of drawing the attention of the courts in this case.

ARCHAKA – A SECULAR POST:

E.R.J.Swami Vs. State of Tamil Nadu, AIR 1972 SC 1586:


The Supreme Court in this case has held that the law abolishing the hereditary principle of appointing the archakas, and laying down that only such persons should be appointed archakas is valid and not violative of Art.25 and 26 and it further declared that the post of archakas was a secular activity which could be regulated by law and it is not a religious, practice but the denomination, sect or group of the archakas who are the employees of the temple appointed must be the same as that of the temple in question as prescribed by the agams, the ceremonial law governing the temples and it is further upheld by the Supreme Court in famous case in A.S.Narayan Vs. State of Andhra Pradesh, AIR 1996 SC 1765.

PUBLIC ORDER:

Gulam Abbas Vs. State of Uttar Pradesh, AIR 1984 1 SCC 81:


There has been a long standing dispute between shias and sunnis regarding the performance of religious rites by members of shia sect on certain plots and properties situated in the Mohalla and there had been violent clashes between the two religious communities leading to several petitions before the Supreme Court and the Court appointed a committee to find a solution to this problem and the Committee recommended that the shifting of two graves of sunnis so as to separate the place of worship of shias and sunnis was feasible. The sunnis challenged the implementation on the ground it violates fundamental rights under Arts.25 and 26 of the constitution. The Court however rejected their contentions and held that the exercise of fundamental right under Arts.25 and 26 is not absolute but subject to the maintenance of public order and the shifting of graves was in the larger interest of the society and in the interest of maintenance of public order and thus the consent of parties would be immaterial in this case.

PUBLIC MORALITY:

Acharya Jagdishwaranand Avadhuta Vs. Commissioner of Police, Calcutta, AIR 1984 4 SCC 522: Anand Marg Case:


The Supreme Court held that the Tandava Dance in procession or at public place by Ananda Margis carrying lethal weapons like daggers, trishuls and human skulls which poses danger to public order and which is against morality was not an essential religious rites of the followers of Ananda Marga and they don’t have right to perform it in public place and hence the order under Section.144 of Cr.P.C. prohibiting such procession in the interest of ‘public morality’ was not violative of the rights of the petitioner under Arts.25 and 26 of the Constitution.

PUBLIC HEALTH:

Rev Stainislaus Vs. State of Madhya Pradesh, AIR 1977 SC 908:


The Supreme Court in upholding the validity of two Acts namely the MadhyaPradesh Dharma Swatantrya Adhiniyam 1968 and the Orissa Freedom of Religion Act 1967 which were passed by State Legislatures to prohibit forcible conversion of any person to one’s own religion and it clearly stated that these Acts were not violative of Art.25(1) of the Constitution as the right to propagate one’s religion does not meant the right to convert person to one’s own religion and it was not a fundamental right under Art.25(1) of the Constitution and it further held that the impugned Act fell under the State Legislature competence to enact such law under Entry I of List II as they were do avoid disturbances in public and an attempt to raise communal passions in the health of public on the ground that some one has been forcibly converted to another religion will affect public apprehension

Mohd. Hanif Quareshi Vs. State of Bihar, AIR 1958 SC 731:


The Petitioner claimed that the sacrifice of cows on the occasion of Bakrid was an essential part of his religion and therefore the State law forbidding the slaughter of cows was violative of his right to practice religion. The Supreme Court by having reference with Islamic religious rites and customs and going through Holy Quron held that the sacrifice and slaughter of cows on the Bakrid day was not an essential part of Mohammedan religion and the Courts held the  prohibition by the State is reasonable restriction as enunciated in Art.25 (2) (a).

LAND ACQUISITION BY GOVERNMENT:

Ismail Farqui Vs. Union of India, AIR 1994 6 SCC 360:


The Supreme Court by a majority has held that the State can in exercise of its sovereign power acquire places of worship like mosques, churches, temples etc. which is independent of Art.300-A of the Constitution, if it is necessary for maintenance of law and order. Such acquisition per se does not violate Art.25 and 26 and a practise of religious nature is protected under these Articles and the offering of religious practice at every location where such prayers can be offered would not be an essential religious practice under Art.25 and 26 and the right to worship does not include the right to worship at any and every place, so long as it can be practiced effectively as an integral part of that right itself.

Re. Babar Masjid Demolition Case, 1992:


The matter of demolition of disputed structure of Babari Masjid Mosque at Ayodhya, law and order in the country was disturbed and in order to defuse the crises, the President of India referred the matter to the Hon’ble Supreme Court under Article.143 of its Advisory Jurisdiction to get opinion but the Court refused to render opinion or advise in this and it held valid the Act passed to acquire the whole property surrounding the mosque by the Union Government and it is not violative of right to worship as stated under Art.25 and 26 as the right to any place and every place of worship is not guaranteed by the constitution of India.

NOISE POLLUTION:

Church of God (Full Gospel) in India Vs. K.K.R.M.C. Welfare Association, AIR 2000 SC 2773:

The Supreme Court has held that in exercise of Art.25 and 26, no person can be allowed to create noise pollution or disturb the peace of others. In this case there is a Penetecostal Christian prayer hall along with musical instrument in the Church of God (Full Gospel) located at K.K.R. Nagar, Madhavaram, Chennai and during prayers, they were recited by using loudspeakers, drums and other sound producing instrument causing noise pollution and nuisance to the normal life of the residents of the said colony and the K.K.R. Colony Welfare Association made a complaint to the Tamil Nadu Pollution Control Board stating therein the said noise pollution. The Madras High Court directed the Police Authorities to take action to stop noise pollution and when the Church Authorities moved the Supreme Court as it violated Art.25 and 26 of Constitution but the Court held it clear that religious freedom is subject to “public order, morality and health” and “no rights in an organized state can be absolute” and hence the direction of the Madras High Court under Noise Pollution (Regulation and Control) Rules, 2000 is valid and constitutional and held the Church Authorities to follow guidelines laid down by the Madras High Court regarding the control of Noise Pollution.

RIGHT OF OTHERS:

Bijoe Emmanual Vs. State of Kerala, AIR 1987 SC 748:


Articles. 19(1)(a) and 25(1) enjoins a duty on Indian citizens to show respect to national anthem. The two students of the school shows no disrespect to the national anthem and stands up respectfully when the national anthem is sung but does not join in the singing is valid or not is questioned before the Supreme Court and the Court  after referring a number of foreign judgments to testify the belief of Jehovah’s Witnesses concluded that it is because of their conscientiously belief they do not join the singing of National Anthem and it is protected under Art.25(1) of the Constitution and it doesn’t amounts to disrespect.

REGULATION OF SECULAR ACTIVITY:


Under Art.25 (2) (a), the State is empowered to regulate secular activities and it has right to acquisition of a religious place associated with religious practices and the State is not entitled to regulate such religious practices which are associated with it. A temple, church or a mosque etc., essentially immovable properties and subject to protection under Arts.25 and 26 and every immovable property is liable to be acquired unless the place has a particular significance.

Sri Jagannath Temple Puri Management Committee Vs. Chintamani, AIR 1997 SC 3839, 3853, 8 SCC 422:


The Supreme Court upholding the validity of law which is passed for taking over the management of a temple held that it is not violative of Art.25 and 26 as the management of the temple is a secular act and all the activities connected with a temple are not religious activities and hence the take over is valid under law. It further held that though the state cannot interfere with the freedom of a person to profess, practise and propagate his religion, the state can however control the secular matters connected with the religion.

S.P.Mittal Vs. Union of India, AIR 1981 SC 1:


Take over of the management of the Auroville township for a limited period is not a matter of religion as Auroville is not a place of worship and it is a township dedicated to promote international understanding and world peace and it amounts to secular activity of the State and it is not a religious activity

MANAGEMENT OF RELIGIOUS AFFAIRS:

Article.26 of the Constitution confines to religious denominations or any 

section thereof and it gives special protection to religious denominations and guarantees collective freedom to them. The term ‘religious denomination’ in Art.26 means a religious sect having a common faith and Organisation and designated by a distinctive name. Therefore the religious denomination take colour from the word religion and it must have common faith of the community based on religion and that community members must have common religious tenets peculiar to themselves. Religious Denominations are mixed question of law and fact:
Ex. 
The followers of Madhavacharya


The Swetambar sect of Jains


The followers of Zorastrian religion


The followers of Vallabha etc.,

SOCIAL REFORM AND THROWING OPEN OF TEMPLES:


Article. 26(2) (b) contains two ideas they are

1)
Measures of social reform are permissible and it is not void on the ground of interfering with freedom of religion. Example: Legislative interference with law of marriage like Hindu Marriages Act, introducing principle of Monogamy is a law providing for benefit and welfare and reform for the society and it does not constitute an infringement of Hindu religion

2)
The State can throw open Hindu religious institutions of a public character to all sections of Hindus and by this idea, the Constitution helps the State to take steps to remove the scourge of untouchability from amongst the Hindus and to protect the rights to enter into the temple and perform worship of the God .

RIGHTS OF RELIGIOUS DENOMINATIONS:


Article. 26 guarantees following rights to the religious denominations or any section thereof under the Constitution of India:

A)
TO ESTABLISH AND MAINTAIN:


Under Article.26 (a), every religious denomination has the right to establish and maintain institutions for religious and charitable purposes. The words “establish and maintain” has to be read together as only those institutions which a religious denomination establishes alone can be claimed by it for maintaining. 

Bramachari Sidheshwar Sai Vs. State of West Bengal, AIR 1995 SC 2089:


The Supreme Court has ruled out that Ramakrishna Religion propounded 

by Shri Ramakrishna is not different from that of Hindu religion but it has held that Ramakrishna Math is within the Hindu religion and thus it is a religious denomination and entitled to claim all the fundamental rights under Article.26

B)
TO MANAGE ITS OWN AFFAIRS:


The right of the religious minority under Article. 26(b) is not only subject to “Public order, morality and health”, but also to Art. 25(2) (b) which provides for social welfare and reform etc. and it is further stated that when ever there arises a conflict between these two constitutional provision Art.25(2)(b) and 26(b), then in the interest of harmonizing the both must be read one subject to the other.

Sri Venkataramana Vs. State of Mysore, AIR 1958 SC 255:


The Madras Temple Entry Authorisation Act removed the disability of Harijan from entering into Hindu public temple and the Trustees of a temple contented that it was their private temple and so it was outside the purview of the Act. The Supreme Court rejected the contention and held that the rights of a religious denomination to manage its own affairs in matters of religion under Art.26(b) were subject to and controlled by a law protected under Art.25(2)(b).

C)
RIGHT TO OWN AND ACQUIRE PROPERTIES:

Article.26(c) guarantees to a religious denomination, the right to own and 

acquire movable and immovable property and this right is not an absolute and unqualified right as the Art.26(c) cannot take away the right of the state to acquire

compulsorily such property for its secular activities.

S.B.Narayancharya Public Trust Vs. State of Gujarat, AIR 2001 Guj 208:


The Gujarat Legislature enacted an Act to abolish inams held by religious or charitable institutions and no compensation was payable and this Act was placed in IX Schedule to the Constitution and for this the Gujarat High Court declared the Act to be constitutionally valid and it ruled that the right under Art.26(c) is not a part of the basic features or structure of the Constitution and it 

fell within the scope of Article.31A(1)(a) Art.31B and Art.31C of the Constitution.

D)
TO ADMINISTER PROPERTY IN ACCORDANCE WITH LAW:


Article.26(d) guarantees religious denomination a right to manage its property and administer their properties inaccordance with any valid law and any law which takes away the right to administration and vests it in any other body or a body of secular authority would amount to violation of this right.

Ratilal Panachand Gandhi Vs. State of Bombay, AIR 1954 SC 388:

The Supreme Court held that the State can regulate cannot divest the administration of property attached to a religious institution, the condition that the right of administration must always vest in the concerned religious denomination itself which shall administer the property is guaranteed under Article.26 (d).

RELIGIOUS ENDOWMENTS:


There has been a spate of legislations to regulate and control the management of religious endowments and this legislation has given rise to many problems and a legal provision requiring compulsory registration of public religious or charitable trusts is valid as it ensures proper supervision and control over the trust property and it relates to the administration of trust property as contemplated by Art.26(d) which states as follows:

1. 
Imposing a duty on trustee to keep regular accounts of the trust property in the form prescribed by the Trust and get them audited annually.

2. 
Requiring the trustee to maintain and prepare registers for religious institutions in the form prescribed and to have them verified every year.

3.
Prescribing the securities of the surplus trust money and to invest them.

4.
Movable trust property is inalienable by its very nature and its alienation except by way of lease for specified period without the sanction of Charity Commissioner can be validly prohibited by law by the State.

5.
A law can validly authorize the Charity Commissioner to enter on and inspect public trust property in a proper manner but subject to his giving a reasonable notice to the trustee and this observing the religious practices of trusts.

MAHANT:
 
A “Mahant” is a trustee as well as the spiritual head and he also has a personal interest in the trust property and he has spiritual duties as well as he has personal interest in the trust property and Commissioner cannot pass an order interfering with the rights of the mahant as he is the spiritual head of the institution. The Commissioner acts in a quasi judicial manner with regard to trust properties whereas the Mahant acts as manger or mathadhipathi to maintain regular accounts of the Math and to propagate and practise his religious faith.

NO TAXATION TO PROMOTE RELIGION:

Article. 27 lays down that no person can be compelled to pay taxation when

 the proceeds were spent for expenses relating to promotion or maintenance of religious denomination or for any particular religion and the constitutional provisions emphasis that no tax or fee can be levied by the State when the income of the religious institution is used for the promotion, maintenance and expenses of such institutions then tax exemption is available to them.

State of Maharashtra Vs. Salvation Army, AIR 1975 SC 846:


The Supreme Court held in this case that to meet the expenses of government supervision over the administration of religious endowments, the State cannot levy tax as there is no such entry in List II and List II of Ninth Schedule. Only parliament can levy such tax and the States can only levy a fee and Art.27 will hit the fee levied by the State because the object of such a contribution is not to foster or preserve religion but to control secular administration of religious institutions and it further held that making such repair and other maintenance could not be said that the State is promoting that religion.

RELIGION AND EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS:



Article.28 says that, no religious education is to be provided in any educational institution which is wholly maintained out of the state funds under Art.28(2) and this restriction does not apply to those educational institution though administered by State has been established by an endowment or trust of religious character made with a sole intention for imparting such religious instructions.

THREE TYPES OF EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS:


Article.28 distinguishes between three types of educational institutions:

a) Institutions of a completely public nature, there is absolute prohibition on religious education.

b) Institutions where the State acts as a trustee, religious instruction is permitted under constitution.

c) Institutions of State aided denominational institutions, religious teaching on a voluntary basis is permitted under Art.28(3) thus supplements Art.30(1).

D.A.V.College, Jullundur Vs. State of Punjab, AIR 1971 SC 1737:


The Supreme Court held that the provision for an academic study of and research in the life and teachings or the philosophy and culture of any great saints of India and their impact on world civilization could not be considered as providing religious instruction and it stated that religious instructions means that imparting for inculcating the tenets, the rituals, the observances, ceremonies and modes of worship of particular sect or religious denomination.

Aruna Roy Vs. Union of Inida, AIR 2002 SC 3176:


The Hon’ble Supreme Court has ruled out recently that Art.28 does not ban a study of religions but the whole emphasis of Art.28 is against imparting religious instruction and the study of religious philosophy cannot be held to be an attempt against secular philosophy of the Constitution of India.

PREAMBLE:


The Preamble declares that “We, the people of India having solemnly resolved to constitute India into a Sovereign Secular Democratic Republic and to secure to all its citizens “Liberty of thought, expression, belief, faith and worship” and one may worship God according to the dictates of his own conscience. The word Secularism which is inserted by the 42nd Amendment Act, 1976 is also subject to ‘democratic socialism’ and therefore it cannot be used to practice economic exploitation and the right to own, acquire and administration of property by religious institutions is subject to the regulatory power of the State. 

S.R.Bommai Vs. Union of India, AIR 1994 SC 1918 : 3 SCC 1:


A nine judge bench of the Supreme Court in the landmark constitutional case referred the concept of Secularism in the Indian context as it is considered as one of the basic feature of the Indian Constitution which cannot be amended under Article.368 of the Constitution and its operations are visible in the operations of fundamental rights and directive principles since 1950 and after 1976 Amendment it is made explicit in Constitution and it further stated that the two essential parts of Secularism is one Religious tolerance and other is Equal treatment of all religious groups respecting all faiths and religions.
SOCIAL CHANGE IN RESPECT OF RELIGION:


There existed huge amount of difference of opinion, discrepancies and vulnerabilities between the people of India long years back and many laws enacted by the Parliament regulating Article.25 to 28 paved the way for the people to eradicate and to eliminate such differences between them and all such problems were very much crystallized and in many parts of our country, the difference of opinion with regard to religion got vanished and the present scenario of Indian culture reflects that a broad minded approach between the people of India is seen because most of people are educated, socially and economically improved and they know the value of human beings rather than the value of religions 

Some of social changes prevalent in our society relating to religious activities are as follows:

1.
Untouchability eradicated almost totally

2.
Female Infanticide and Practise of Sati, the evils met out by women in the hands of religion are abolished by law and by drastic change in society

3.
Widow Remarriages Act encouraging widow remarriages was prevalent in many part of the society which is once considered to be against Hindu Customs.

4.
Inter Religious Marriages performed under Special Marriages Act enacted by the Parliament is prevalent and encouraged by many reformers and an amount is sponsored by the Government for making such a initiation in the minds of stiff religious motives people in India.
5.
The religious problems between the minority group and the majority group of the people in India is prevalent and the constitutional provisions ensuring the rights and freedoms of the minority group establishes that there is a social change.

6.
The whole nation’s peace and harmony is emphasized by the Centre and State rather than the rights of the religious sect and the people also understand that what is important and what is unimportant for their happy living life and to keep their surrounding clean and unpolluted from the clutches of religion atrocities.
ROLE OF LAW IN SOCIAL CHANGE:


The law enacted by the Parliament and respective State Assemblies had made a drastic changes in the present society and it had brought a complete solution to the problems arising on the basis of religion among the people at large. Some of the enactments through which the social change in the society is achieved by the State and Centre are Untouchability Offences Act, 1955, Human Rights Act, Indian Penal Code and Divorce Act, Muslim Women (Protection of Rights and Divorce) Act, Protection of Civil Rights Act and Madras Temple Entry Authorisation Act etc., and the Social Reformers, NGOs and Voluntary Associations also played a vital role in achieving this present social change.

As per the great jurist sayings “there is nothing permanent except one thing that is changes”. Hence the society changes whenever the law makers and framers of and act make and create a new concept and thereby a new idea is evolved by them and enacted as a law which has a binding force along with it among the people. This law enacted by the appropriate authorities will reach the nook and corners of the nation and the people will be let to know about such law, its objects, pros and cons of the enacted legislation and its usage and when it is applied widely in practise, a social change or a social reform or a revolution is created in the society and a socially, economically, educationally and politically developed society with a matured thinking of secular activities is built upon only with the complete usage of Legislations in an effective manner along with correct implementation and enforcement by appropriate forums and courts etc., without prejudice or misuse of such law beyond the object for which it is enacted.

Hence the Social Change in respect of religious faith and activities will be prevalent in the society only when appropriate laws are enacted by the parliament and implemented in an effective way with the sole object to bring such change.

CONSTITUTION GUIDES FOR RIGHT PATH:


The Constitution of India emphasized the secular character of our country in Article.25 to 28 and Preamble and in Directive Principles of State Policy clearly shows that it is the primary duty of the Parliament and State to protect the freedom of religion from unnecessary violations by the State but reasonable restrictions are applicable and even Corporate Sector also guaranteed the freedom of religion as enshrined in the Constitutional provisions. The Constitution which is considered as the basic book alone guides the law makers and framers to go on the right path to achieve a religion free state and to get the full fruits of secularism in a better and correct manner and to utilize it in achieving economic democracy and social reform and change in the society.
CONCLUSION:

The statement in the above paragraphs in the above seminar clearly shows the problems, crisis and even communal violence which took place on 1947 (the Partition of India) and recently Demolition of Babar Masjid Dispute and now the Dispute of Sethu Samuthiram Project proposed in Tamil Nadu as the Hindu God, Ramar palam is disturbed and long lasting problem of Kashmir Disputes all has the basic root on the religious belief, faith and activities and the only solution which can unite all the people of India and make them to feel oneness and bring an end to all these solutions is nothing but the SECULARISM Policies and its principles which should be emphasized and implemented in an effective manner by the enforcement authorities as per law and constitutional provisions.

I like to bring to your notice that nowadays many human lives of people are put in danger and even many people used to die for their religious faith which is very horrible and superstitious belief but unfortunately it is prevalent among many sects of people. Thus the Secularism policy when implemented by the State and Centre in fullest and in effective manner will alone bring a gradual change in the society and thereby a solution to all these problems will be achieved.
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