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Distarent lands of social institutions, raneing from the family to the markst
can bring people together, cresie strong collecizve dentitiss and strengthen
soctal cohesign. a= you lesent in chaprers 3and 4. But on the other-heand,
Hs chapt=rs 4 and 3 showsd, the very samé institutions canalso be sourcss
of inequality and exZluzion. In this chapter, you will lsarn about some of the
tenzions and difficultiss aszeciat=d with cultural diversity. What precisely doss
‘cunltural diversity’ mean, and why i it szen as & challenge?

The term ‘diversity’ emphasises differences rather than inequalities. When
we =5y that India iza nation of great culture! diversaty, we mean that thers ars
many different types of social groups and communitiss living here, Thsta ars
communities d=finad by cultural marksrs such 5s lanpuaps, religion sect_racs
or caste: When thass diverss communitis= ars slsg part of a larger entity iks a
natinn ‘then difficulties may be created by competition or conflict betwean them.

Thig is why cultura! divarsity can present tough challenges. The
difficultiesarise from the fact thar culmral identries are very powerful— they
CEN arolss inisnce pECSSigns @nd are offen Ebhle o moblise srfs mumbers
{:f peopls, Somstimes cultural differsnces are accompanied by sconomic

and social maqualities, and thig farther complicates things, Measures o
address the inegualities or m_-,usm.-as suffersd by one m-mrmmm can provoke
oppesttton from other communinss, The situaten 1= made worzs when:scercs
rezoeses = hiee nverwarers jobs-or govergment finds — heave so be shared.

6.1 Tre IMPORTANGE OF € =

Every human being needs & senge of stable identity to sperate in this world.
Question= like — Who am [? How am | different from otherz? How do others
undersrand and comprehend me? What goalsand aspirations shonld Phavs?-
constantly crop up inourdife right from childhoed. W= ar= sbls toanswer many
of these questions becauss of the way in which w= are socialised, or taught
how o ve in m:L.Iv b-r aur u:l]mfﬂ.lﬁ.t& familize and our communidy in varous
sences, (Recall the discussion of socialination in vour Class XT textbooks.) The
=octalization precess nvolves. & contnuous diglogus, nespiiiton: and sven
struggle agamst sigmuficant others {these directly myoived in our lrves) ke our
parents, family, lnn group and our community, Our community provides us
the lanpusge (our mother tongus| and the cultural vahies through which ws
comprehend the world. It alss anchors cur 2=lf-identity.

Community idennty is baszed on birth and elonging’ rather than on some
form of acquired gualifications or ‘accomphshment’, §t t5 what we ‘are’ rather
than what we have ‘becomrs. We don'’t bave to doanything o be born inw &
community— in {act, no ons kas any cloiceabout which family or community or
is. they ar= determinsd by the birth and do ot invelve any chodrs on the partaf
the indmvidusls concamed. It :s an odd fact of soczal life that people feel a desp
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zenes of security and satisfacton in belonpgine to'communites in which their
membership is sitirely actidental. We often #dentify 3o strongly with communities:
wnhﬁr—e:iananmn.gm ‘dessive’ - pasesd no ‘exam demonstrated no slill or
mpﬂ&nm . This is vers unlike belonging to, saF, a pmfés,mn ar tam, Doctors
or architscts have to pass sxame and Ltem_rmstmtn their competence. Even o
aports, & certain Jevel of skill and perdormance ars a necessary pre-condition
for memberahip 1t a3 team, But our membsrship 1n our families or religlous= or
regional communities is-without preconditions, and et tts total In facr, most
sscrptve tdentitiss ar= vary hard toshaks off: sven f we chooze to disown them.
gthérs may continue @ idsatify us by thoss very marksars of belonzins.

Perhaps it iz because of this accidentsl unconditions] sand 75t almost
mescapable balonging thst we can often b2 =o smotionally atiached to cur
community identity. Expanding snd overlapping circies =.'FI‘ cOmmunity hes
[famsly, kinship, caste, ethnicity, lnnzuage, region or relizion| give meaning to
cur world saad sive us & sense of denuty, of who we are. That = why pecple
often react-emotionally or even nciently whenever there 15 a percenred theear
to thetr communns® desityty,

# escond fenturs clastriptive idéntities and commumnity fesling 19'that thev
r= univarsal Evervons has & motheriand 2 mothsr tongus, = family, sf=ith..,
This may not nacsssanly be stnotly trus of svery indvidual, but i 15 true 0
s general senss. And we are all equally commirtted and loyal 1o our rexpsctive
idensties, Once agamn it 1= pessible to come’acroge people who may nat be
paricularly committed fo one or the other aspsc: of ther denuty. But the
possihility of this commmutment 5 porennaliv avatable to most people. Becauss
of thiz, conflicts that involve our communities [whether'of naticn. langnags,
relipion, caste or region) are very hard o dsalwithe Each side 1n the conflict
think= of the other side az s hated snemy, and thersis'a tendencyto sxageerate
ths virtuss Hﬁne‘smndeasmﬂns the vices of the other sids. Thus, when
two naummmm war, patricts mn eﬁ;hnmmn Eeﬁthemhﬂr:u the ensmy
sgeressor: esch side believes thar God snd rruth are on their zide. In the heat
of the moment, it 13 very hard for people an either s:de to sse that they are
constructing marching but reyersed mirror images of sach ather.

Communimes, Nanions AND NATION-STATES

At the simplect level, & nation i 2 sort of large-scale community — it 15 a
ComMmuUMLY ﬂf"‘am.lﬂunﬂ_‘l.f.!. Members of 5 nation share the desire to be partof
the sams political collectivity, This desire for politica! umty usually expresses.
itesifas the aspiration to formys Siafe In st= most general sense, the term state
refers 1o an sbetract entity coasisung of a ==t of political-legal institunons:
claiming control over s'parbicular geoprapcal territory and the prople hving
in it. In Max Webers well-kenown dafinition, & stat=is & “body that successfully
claims & monopoly at'iﬂgitiniﬁtﬁ force ina particular territory” {(Webser 1070:78],

A nation is g peculisr zort of community that is easy to describe bus hard to
defing. We know and can dsscribe many specific natons foundsd on the basis
of common cultaral histerice] and political insututions ke & shared religion,
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1E.i]g1_lﬂ.g_f—. ethnicity, histary or regldnsl
cultnire, But it iz hoed 1o coms up with
any defining features, anv characteristics

. '_‘—"L'-"“ Semmea  ih27 = nation must PUSSESE. TOT S¥ELY

= possible cotenon there sare exceptionz god
counter-examples; For example. thereare
many natons that do net siers a Single
common lensusse ralision etlinicity and
20 on. On theother hand, thers ars many
lspeninesss relimions or ethoicites thatars
shared aoros= nanons. But thi= does 0ot
lead to-ths formsiian of | single wailisd
nation of, g2ay, all Englisk speabers or 67
all Buddhesie,

How, then, can we distinzuish a nation from other kinde of communities, such
ag an stho group |bassd oo commopn desgent in asdshon to other commonakines
of langsuage or culture|, & rekpous community, er & regtonally-defined community?
Conesptuslly, there'ssemy &0 be no hard dishmchon—any ofthe other ypez of
commueiity cin one day form & nation. Conserscly, no pefticilar kind ef community
can be guarant=d Lo form & naton,

The critgrion that comes cifssst o distingmenng & astion 1= the state. Unhis the
pther kinde of commumnities mentioned before, netiene are communites that have
a ztate of their own. That s whythe twoars joined with 2 hvphen to form the term
nationsstate. Gensrallyspealing. in recent himigsthers has beena eng-io~cae bond
between nation wnd 64 (ons nat'ﬁﬂ GRE State: ons staie, aré nationl, Bur this ig
a new devalopmerit, It as oot trus # the paet that & singls state conld represent
anly ane natign, or that svery, oation most Bsve 13 own siate. For example,
when 1t was in exictence, the Soviet Union explicitly recognized that the peoples
it governad were of different astions’ and mere'then onse-huadersd such inraraal
nationalities were recogniged, Similarly, peopleconstituting & nation may actusiic
e citizens or residents of differsnt stat=z. For ex=mple, thisse s5i= more Jamaicans
living outside Jameics than i Jamaics — that is, the populstion of non-rendent’
Jamaicang exceeds that of resident’ Jamaicans. & difierent example is provided
by ‘dual cinzenship’ laws. Thesa laws sllow cistimene of a parttcilar staistoalsa—
simultanssusly — be citizens of another stare. Thus, wocite one mstance, fewish
AdisricEne mey DE cititens of Ierad] aswell as'the USA: they can even ssivsin ths
‘armed forces af ons country without loging their sitizenship in the other colntay.

In short, teday it 1= hard to define 'a nation in any way othar than o s5y that it
commumty that has succeeded 10 Soguinng 5 state of its own. Intereshngly,

1=

the opposite hes alza become taeressmasly rue. Just aeweuld-be or s=spinng
parroaalities are now mors -and more Hleelr to work towards forming s 3tate;
sxistifis states arg sizo fndihe it mord and more neceszary to cladm thar thes
represeat & nation. One of the charsceensic festures of the modern era irecall ths
discussion of modernity from Chaptér 4 of vour Clase Xl t=xibook, J'EEL.T‘:_? LT
Socsty) e the estshlishmant of democracy and astionslism as dominant spuroes
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of pelitical legitmacy. Thi=s m=ans that taday. 'the nahon’ isthe most sceepted
or propsr justiication for 3 state, while-‘the peoplz™ars the ultimsse sourcs of
Fa_ﬁguj_uﬁn}' of the nation. In othar words, states ‘nead’ the nation a= much or even
cﬁnre; than nations nesd ztates, -

Sut sz we have seen tn the precedwns paragraphes, thers i3 0o hietorically fixed
oriogically necessary relationship berwseen & nation-state and the varied forms of
community that 1t could be bassd on. Thie nieans that thers = no pre-detsrmined
anzwer to the gusstion: How zhould the tstai=’ part of the nation-state treat the
dﬁﬂﬁﬂtlﬂ.ﬂd&uf:utﬂmuﬂﬂv.hﬂ!maz_unuh:'nﬂﬂﬂn DALY "nstsshm'rﬂm
EBox 6.1 {which i2 based on the United Natione Development Program {UNLF] repeort

Threatened by community identities, states try to eliminate -
cultural diversity

Histarlcally, stetes have tied Lo sstablish and enhance thelr pofitical legitima cy through natlon-
bullding strategies. They sought tosecue __ theloyally and obadisnca of their citrens through
policies of asimiation nrhrngrauun Aﬂalmrig thgse objectives was not ed’q especially |h 3
confext of clifliol divemsity wHe= cifizens in oddifiol fo fheridenfificalionswith fheir country,
might abnieelaa#mg sznze ofidentity with their :ﬁm{n“w"-ﬁmlﬁ: rgll‘giclls.ih'igusﬂc andzo on
Mozt states feared that tha recognition of such difference would laad;tnﬂciat fragmentation
and praventtha creation of a harmeniouzsociety. fnshort, suchidentity polifics was considerad
& threat tostate unity. In additicn, accommodating thess diffarencasiz politically challenging,
=0 many states hava resortad to ﬂﬂhﬂfﬂ;pﬂtﬂmg ihess. M@:dﬁnmﬂﬁ«m ignioring them:on
the poftical domain.

Policies of asimilation - cften involving oulright sup pression of the identities of sthinic.
refigious ot linguistic groups— Ity to'erode the cultural dﬁfﬂlﬁﬂtﬁ betwesn gmupi Palicies

of integration seek to assert.a snale national {dentity by attempling o siminate ethno-
national and cultural differences from the public and poiitical arena. while allewing them

in the private domain ﬂuiﬁ sat of policies assuma 2 sngular national Identity

Assimilationist and integrationist siatagies iy to estabiish sngularnatienal identities through
v&ﬂnm intsrventions ke

» Centralising all power to forums where the dominant group constitutes a majority, and
efiminafing the avienamy oftocal ar minarity. groups:

»  Imposing o urilfis] isgol dnd jUdicial 2ystem Dased on fis deminant grolp’ s frudifions
gnd abu&ﬁ'ﬂng altemalive systems used by othar groups:

»  Adepiingthedaminant group's korguoge os the anly official naticnal’ langwogs ond
makingits use mandatonyin all public institutions:

»  Prornohon obina dominart grous 'slenguaga and culture through nohonal institutiors
ncluding state-contoled medie and sducational institutions.

>  Adooiionof sials ymibck calebraiing e dominoni grous s history. herae: andl euffure,
refiected i such fhings s ctigice of naficnal haliddys of narming of sireets sic:

» I=gureof londs forests and fsnenes from minonty groups and indgencuys pecpie ond
declonng them ‘nofional rescurces’ . 104

B oo sciniesd from LNDP Fhiiin Bossliginis Rasrt 20086 CR.3-Faania 31 ———;
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of 2004 on Cultureand Democracy), mestststes have generally been suspicious

cicultural usculturs] diveraity an.ihaﬁ- trizd 10 reduceor sliminateit. Howsver,

thers sre meny successiul sxamplss — Fsurir_nu India — which show that it is

perfectly pessible to have a strong nation-state withouit having to hemogenise’

ddferent tyvpes of community wdentiesanto one standsrd ype.

Box 6.1 speaks of ‘assimuianonist’ and integratiomst policies. Solizt=s

that promote sesimilation are simed st persusding, sncouraging or forcing sii

citizefis t0 sdopt &' uniform ==t of cultural valuss and norms. These vahues =nd

Aorms apaususlly entirely or f.ﬂ!gEh? those of the dominant social group. Other,
non-domment or subordinated groups in sociely are sxpectad or required to give

up their own cultural valuesand adopt the prescnbed ones. Palicies promonng

antegration are different in style but ootn overall objscnve: they nsizt thar the

p-uhhcculm:a be r=Etricted toa common riational pattern while all 'notz-naticnsl’
cultur=z-are to berelegated © the private sphers: In this cace toc, thers is the

'd&ﬂgﬁ:nfth&inmjﬂama'mpsctﬂmrﬁuemammd&s'nmm

You can probably see what the groblem is by now. These is no necessary
relatonahip between any specdic form of commumiy and the modern form
of the smate. Any of the many bases of commumity deatny (bike langunge:
religion, sthnioity and &0 on| may or may not lead o gation formation — thers
nation-formation, siready sxisting states ze= all forms of community id=ntitr e
dangerous rivals. That is why states gensrally tend ©o favour s single, homogenous

natonal identity, 1n the hape of bemng-able fo control and manage 1. Howsver;
‘suppressing cultueal diversity can be very costly in terms of the slienation af

the m.trm:'i.tf or subtrdinatdd compindtiss whote culiursd i= wEated a3 'non

natinnal’. Mirgover, the varract of supprezsion can provoks tha apposite sffent

nfmmnsﬁmgcmnnmﬂﬂgﬂmnty So sncouraging or at lesst aflowing, culiurs]
diversity 15 good policy fram‘both the practical and the principled point of view.

Cutiurat Diversity anp INDIA AS A NATION-STATE

The Indian naton-state 1z socially and cultueally one of the most diverze
countriesiof the world., It hasspepulation of abeut 1.21 hilhon-people -according
to Censue of India 2011, currenty tha second largsst — and ‘soon to becoms
the largset - nstional popuiation in the world, Thess billon-plus people spesk
abgut 1,632 different lansuse=e and dislscts. "I.Em.ﬁﬂ} as twenty two of these

lansuages have been officially recopnised and placed under the §% Schedule

of the Constitution, thus gnarantesingtheir legal status. In terms of raligion

abeut 80% of the pepulation ave Hindus, whe in tim are regionally specific,

plursl in baliefs and practicés, and divided by casies and lanzuages. Aboust
14.2% of the population sr= Muslims, which makes India the world’s s=cond
\arg==t Mushm country after Indonesia and Pekistan The sther major relizious
communities are Chrictians (2.3%), Sikhs (1.7%), Buddhists (0.7%%) and Jains
(0.4%}. Because of India's huse population, theze small percentages can zl=o

add up to largs absolute nmumbers.
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In terms of the nstion-state’s relahonshig with community wdenbities,
the Indian case fits neither th= assimilstingist nor the integranonist moedsal
described in Box 6.1, From its very béginning the independent Indisn stats has
raled out an assimilationist modsl. Howevsr, the demand for such = model has
been expressed by some sections of the dommnsant Hindu community, Although
natogal integration 1=:8 conztant themes 1o siate pohicy, Indig ha= not been
antsgprationist’ in the way that Box 5.1 descnbes, The Constitution daclarss-the
sigteto hea serular stete, but religion Istisusss and other such fettorsare not
banished from the public spherk. In fact thess communitiss have baaa explicithy

National unity with cultural diversity —Bullding a
democratic “state-nation”
An allemative to the nalion-state, then Ethe “stale natlon” whers varlous “nations™ — bethey
ethnic. religious. linguistic o indigenous identitie=— can co-evit paacefuly and cooperatively
in = singte state- polity
Casestudies and analysss demonsirate that enduring demacracias can h&aﬁahﬁhaﬂ in
poiities that ara multicultural Byplicit sforts are requited fo and the cultural exelusion of diverss
groups... and ta buld multiple and complementary |dentities. Such responsve policies provide
inceniives fo biid o fasiing of unity In diverity — o "W feeling. Cifizsiss oonBind fhs nafitufional
and polilicaispace loidenlify with Both thelr countiy and thair aﬂm}culiuﬂliﬁnﬂhﬂﬁ. to bulld {hel
trust in common institutions and to participate in end support #emm:fqh-: politics All ofthese are
key factomin consslidating and despening democracies and bulding enduring "state-nations”
Indla’s constifution incerporates this notion. Mhaughmﬂ&h.euﬂumhr diverse. comparative
surveys of long-standing democracies ingluding India show that it has bean very cohesive.
despita its diversity. Bul modernindiasfaging a grave chalienga to jis constitulional commitment
ta multiple-and complemsntary id=niities with thetiss of groups that sesk to imppess a singular
Hindu identity on the country. Thess threats undsrming the sense of inclusion and vislats the
righi= of minonties in indla’today. Recent comimunal violencs raises serious concastis for the
prospecis fot social Hatmony and ﬂnaaiﬁrﬁuq undarming the counlry 3 earler schisvements
And these achievementshave baan ‘sonsiderable tistorically, India s constitutional design
racognised and responded to distinct group laims and enabled tha poilly ta hold together
detpitz enormousfeglonal hggﬁlﬂ: and cullueal divesity. As evident from India s peiformance
- enmdcoton of danfification, frust and support, its oifizans ore daeply commifted fo tha country
- and tedamocracy, damife fhe couriry'sdhvarse and highly sirafified society. This peromancs
[ pﬂﬂlﬂrﬂﬂﬂf impressive when compared with that of ather long=standing—and wealihiar—
democracies
The challenge isinrainvigorating India’scommitment to practice: of pluralsm. institutional
accomm A, and caonfict ressiltion hvolgh' demeerchic meons. Crtica! for buliding o
multicultural deéfmotfacy ls s recognitioh ofthe shortcomings of historical nation-bullding 2vercias
ur'f:ifd‘ﬂ're banafits of rulfioks and complamenitary idanfifies, Also imporiant ors effors o buld
mg:ifmmalgamtnm*ymmdmﬁﬁmhmmmw Nationd| cahesion
does not raquire the impasition of  sngle idenfity and the denunciation of diversity, Successiul
strategies 1o bulld “state-nations” can and do accommodata diversity constnictivaly
by crafting responsiva poficies of cultural recognition. They are effectiva saiutions for m
&rminﬁ thﬁ Iungaf tarms nhjgcﬁves of pnlﬁcatatalﬂhg and mcial harmany. e
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recopiiis=d by the seate, By internatonal standacds: very steons constitiitions!
pratection (= offered to minority religions. In ganeral, Indie’s problamshave besn
mora in the sphers of implementation snd practice rarker than Iswsor orinciples;
But on the whale, Indis cin be considered = good cxampis of 8 Stsi=-nstion’
thongh it is not entirely fres from the problame common 1o Asfon-Statss.

6.2 RecionaLism IN THE INDiAN Contera -

Regionalism in Indis is rooted inlndia’s divérsits of lenguages, cultures, tibes,
and rekpions. it i1s alse cacourassd by the g=ographical concentration of these
dentigy markerz in partiralsr regions and frelisd by 5 e=tize of reginnsl
deprivation, Indian fedaraliem has besn & mesns of accemmodating these
regional sennments (Bhartacharyya 2005).

After Independence, imually the Indian stsie contimusd with the Britsh-
Indian srranssment dviding Ivdisint larss provinces; also called 'prosidensies’.
{Madres, Bombay, and Calcutis were the thres major presidencies: incidentally,
all three citide sfter which the presidencies were named have changed their
ngmes recently), These were large mult-gthnic and mnintmenal gromncial states
constituning the maior political-admimstratve uwmits of & sems-federal srare called
thie Umion of India, Sconafter thie agopton of the Constitution | sl thezewaits
of the colonisl Efa tiad to'be fEZorganiscd inte sthaoo-ltheiiists Siates within ths

Indian unicn'in responss to strong populsr seitations. {Sge Box 6.3,
Linguistic States Helped Strengthen Indian Unity Box 6.3
The Report of the StatesReorganization Commission (8RC ) which wasimplemanted ’
on Novamber 1. 1968, has halped transform ths political and instibufien al lifs of

the nation.

The background to the SRC is azfallows. In the 1920z theIndian National Congraszwas

reconstitutad onfingusitic ines Its:provincial units How followed thalogic ofisnguage -
one for Marathl sgeakass anolher fot Diiyaspeaken slc Atthesame ime, Gandhi

m and atherleades promiead thai folliwer that when frzedom came tli= n2w nation
Would be basad on a new set of p:uﬂﬂtﬂi— based on'tha principls of ranguagf
NN sawever when Indiic was fnclly freed in 1947, it wos oiso dividad. Now. when fhe
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ﬁ;upnnenta of ﬁr:guhﬁc states acked for thiz promisa to ba redesmad, the Congress
steted Partition was the consequencs ofintenze altachment to ane =faith, how many
more partitionis would that other intense loyelly, lenguage Isad to? 8o tan the thinking
ofthe top Congress bossesincluding Nehiw, Patel end Rajail '

On tha othierside. the rank and fle Ceongres=man were all for the redrawing of the
map ofindiz on thallines uﬁanguage Vigoraus movemenis afoze among Marathi and
Kannada speakers. who were then spiead acroa several different polifical regimes
- tha erdtwhile Sombay and Madrss presidencies, and former princely states such a¢
Myzore and Hyderabad, Howaver, the most milfant protesis anwad“hm the verlarge
community uf’fe!ugu speaker n October 1953, PatfiSiramuly. 2 former Gandhian, died
seven wesks sfter beginning a fast unto death; Patti Stramulu's martyrdom provoked
violent protests and led to the craation of the state of Andhra Pradash |t ako led to
the formation of the SRC. which in 1856 put the formal, final seal of approval an the
prineiple-af linguistic states

Inths early 1950s. many including Prime Minister Jawaharlat Nehru fearsd that states
based onlanguage might hasten a furthersubdivison of india Infact. samething iiks the
revarze has happened. Far from undsrmining Indian unity, inguistic states have helped
strenathen L it has proved 1o ba padacty tﬂnﬂsmnlm Eaﬁanﬂmﬂga anﬂmﬁan EEﬂng
and Indian, Tami and Indian, Gujaratl end Indian

Te beslirs: thase dates based onianguage samatimes quarslwitheach othies While
these disputss 312 not pratly, thay couldin fgc‘l have been farwors= In the same year,
1855, that tha SRC mandated the :aﬂreiwrg of the map of India on linguistic lines. the
Bariament of Ceyton (as S Lanka sra: then known) ptoclsimed Sinhala the country's
zole afficial language despite p:glagsifnm lhaTamik—ar thenarth Bne laﬂfwing Sinhala
MPksued 2 prophatic waming to the Ehauvinists *Ope language, two nationt”, hesaid,
adding: “Two languagss. on= nation’

he civll war that has ragad in 5 Lanka gnce 1983 ke parthy bassd an the denial by
the majority fingustic group of the rights. of the minarity, Anothsr of Indla ‘=neighbours.
Pakistan, was dividad in 1971 because the Punjabi and Urdu speakers of its westam wing
would notrespect the senfimants of the Bengalzin the sast

it the formation of inguishic states that has afowed India to escaps Bn avan worse
faia lf the aspirstions of the Indian language communities had been lgnored. what we
might have had here was— "Onelanguzge foutesn arfiftesn nations”

Adspted ,Eﬂmunnrhﬁhe %Rﬁﬁlﬂmﬁm achisndrs Oubain the imssofindia, I Sercmb=r 2006

—
-

Lanpusss coupiad iwith regions] and tnbal identity - and not relizion — has
therefore providad the most powssful instrument for the formation of sthoo-
national (dentity o Inda. However: this does oot mesn that al] bhesusie
commamries have sor srarebood. For tnstaace, m the creapon.of thras sesr
states 1n 2000, namé&ly Chitatisgarh, Utiaranchal and Jharkhand, laggusgs
did not play s prominent role. Rather, s combination of sthnisify based on
tribsl identity, lanpusgs. rezional dﬁp"r'mu:ﬂ and scelogy p.rﬂﬁuFd the basis
for intence regionalism repulting in statehogd. Currently there are 28 Stater
{federal units| and 8 Unien terntories |centrally administered| snthin the Indian
nstion-state;
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Note: In thed chaptsr, theword “State” hisa capital Swhent iz ueed to deiipis
the federal umts within the Indisn aston-zt=te; thelower cass'stare” 12 ussd
for the broader conceptiml category.

Conuplss from diferen! recenE 1 5503 o Y936 Clecinures from 12 Ef somsr (Rifpro! Tricusa
Eombay Algoric fTydcrak Gey Calouita: Frem Malgvikn Eeriskar, Vimiahang fndon

Wemen 87515847, Coford Unimearsty Press, New Belln

E=zapecting remonal sentiments-is-not just & matter of creating Sistes: thas
k= tovhe backsd 1ip with an inshtations] stricture that £amnres- thepr-manility
a8 relatively autonomous units within & lerger federal structars, In' India this
iz done by Constitutions] provisions dsfining the pow=rs of the States and
the Cantre. There are liste of ‘subjects’ or arean of governance which are the
exchisive responeibility of either State or Centre, along with & Concurrent List’
of-aress-wheve both sresllowed ro operars. The Siare lemalanareg darerming
the compnution of thevpper Houes of Parbament the Rajvs Sabha, [osddition
theire-are periodic commitdzes and commissions that decidE on CeatreBtats
relations, An exampls iz tha Finance Commusnion which 1= 22t up svery fiwe
vears to decide on sharing of =y revenues between Cantre and States. Upto
2037, =ach Fys Year Pirn alsy mvdlved detgiled Siate Plans preparsd by the
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Stete Planning Commiesicne ol sach =tats. The Goods
eénd Ssrvicdn Tax (G3T| Council includés State members.

6.3 RELGION-RELATED [SSUES AND
IDENTITIES

Perirapu the most contentoig of Sll aspiects of culnars!
diwversity sre izsues relating 1o feligious communities
and religion-bassd identities. These 1gsuss may bs
broadly divided into two related groups - the s=culsrism-
communsalism set and the munonty-majorty s=st,
Chisstions of seculsammand commumshism sre shout the
stste’s relationchip to rehflon Aad to political groupmgs
thist involee religion a= thair primssy ideatsy, Cusstione
about minontisk and majorities involve dacisions on how
the =tats iz to frest different religous, sthnic or other
communitiss that are wisgual in terms of numbeare and /
or power including sons!, sconomic and politscal powes),

MinoriTy RiGHTs anp Najion Buioine

Find oul ebout the ofigins of
your own State. When was it
Tormed? Wirat wess the maln
criteda used to defing 117 -
Wasitianguags, sthnicinibal
Identity, regional deprvation,
scalogical difference ar
aﬂ'mr uﬂaﬂmﬁ'ﬂw dost thie

¢¥;m-
Tiy to ﬁa&dﬁr alimﬁ;ﬁl@!ﬁ
india in tarm= oft
for their formation -
Are you awate of any curant
zocial movements that are:
d:amam_ﬁhg,-the ‘grestion of
Smlgg-qq 1¢ findl'out the
ising used by these
movements

| }rﬂ’ﬁl Check the Vidatbha

movem ents. and others in

[a Iodian nationslizsm, the dominant teead Twas marksd I. your lﬂglﬁp_}

by an irelusive and demoeratic Finidn, Inelusive becsusd

it recognized diversity and plurality. Democratic becani=e 1t scughi to do sway
with discrimination and sxcliision and bring forth & just and equitable sotety.
The term ‘pegple ha= not been seen in excluswve terms, as refermne o &any
spectic group defined by religion. ethmoity. race or casts. Ideas of humanism
influesiced Indisn aationslists and the uply sspecta of exclusive nationalizm
were sxtensively commentsd upon By lesding fgurss liks-Mahstma Gandhi

and Rabindranath Tagore,

Rabindranath Tagore on the evils of exclusive nationalism
- whaze tha spit of the Wastern nationalizm pravaik the whole people i kaing
taiight fram hayhaod 1o fostar hatred and ambitions by af kinds of means— by

the manufacture of hali-nuths and untruths in history by parsistant misraprezentafion of
otherraces and the culture of unfaveurabls sentiments towards tham. . Never think fos &
rncment thoethe hurt you infiic? upon ofher racss will netinfect you, o thot ne ensmities
you saw atound your homes will be 5 wal of protection te you for all ime fo come? To:
Imibue the minds of 2 whole peopla with an abnormal varity ofils own superioiity, Lo tesch
it 1o take pride in Itz moral calowsness and l-begoiten wealth. to perpetuate hu miliztion

of defeatzd nations by sxhibiting trophieswon from waz, and using these schooks in ardar
1o breed in chidren’s mindz contempt for othars, i imitating the West whers she

haza fﬁtﬂ'hg ore .
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To he effective, the wdsas of 1nrhizire
nationalism hsed te ke built inte the
Constitution, For, as already diecusesd

[z ssction .1}, thers iz 4 ¥ery strong
tendency for the domiagat ocrpap to gssme
that ther culture, lansuage or religion is:
synonymousiwith the natlon state. Howser,
fors strong and demetranc nation, specisl
sonstitutions] provisiane are required o

ensure the nghis of sll grougs and thess
of minerty groupsz 1o parbcular, A brief

A Kashmin gir

dismismion on this definition of micantss wiil
anable ud to apprciats the imporignes of safeguarding ornority
rights for a strong, usiitéd 5ad demosrstic naton,

The notien cf minnrity groupe e widely need s sacinlogy snid

ig.more thag a merely

L

numeriss) distinction — it ususliy mvolves

zomie sense of relattve disadvantage. Thus: prvileged munorities
zuch a8 sciremely weslthy peoplears not usasily relerred] 1o.585
mincrities! if they a9, ths term i3 qualifisd in some waF, asin
the phraes prvilesed mintniy) Whan minarty i& ussd Eithad
guslification, it generally implies a relatyvely emall but alsg
dizzdvanssged groip. The sociologicel sense of minonty sleo
tmpiies that the members ofthe mmority forne s collscumin—thar
te, they have & strong ESense of group zolidanty, & feshing of
sogctherness and bB=longing. This ie linked to disadvantase
becaus= the sppenencs of being subject=d o prejpudics and
diserimination usually heightens feelings of intra-group lovaloy
-and intereatz (Gedden= 2001:248). Thus, sroups that may be
mmnaritis: i Acaranstical sense, auch as peoplecwhooazes loft-
handed or people born on 25 February, dare not minoritiss in
the soriolfpical sene= becauere thav do aot form = collectivity.

= 4 Lef Afarmnre Focd from dolerert ports of Indsr; Sigte to Thild dressed i Easfenm Clothe=s

Bstromn: Dalle drsssad in costumes of diferest fudion States
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Howsever, it is possible to have anomalous instancss whersa minority group
iz dizadvant=ged in one sense but not in snether, Thus, for szample, religicus
minoritiss liks the Parsis or Sikhs may bé relatively well-off sconomically. But
they may stll be dizadvaniaged in & cultural sense because of theiwr small
oumbers reletve to the overwhelming majenty of Hisdus. Relimousorcultural
minorities need special-protection beecaize of the demographie dominance of

the majority
Relative size and distribution of religious minorities Box 6.5
Asiswell known, Hindus constitute an overwhalming majerity in india- they numbar

abiout 764 milions and eccount for 85 of the toial population according fo the

2011 Cerzuz. The Hinde population is four fimes larger than the gombined population of all
other minotity teligions, and -about six fimes farger than tha largest minority group, the-Muslims
Howsver thiscan m::a misleading becauss Hindus are ot a homoganous graup and aredivided
by cadte - asindeed are al the other majorreligions albail to different extent. !
The:Musims-ore by far the langest religiows minenty inindie= they numbsrad. 72 milions and wers
14.2% ot the population in 2911, They arescotierad gl aver thesouniny. consiuiea majenty in
Jammiz and Kashmir.ang hove sesable pociksls In West Baﬁg:ul uﬁﬂr?rm Keraln, Andnea
Pradezh Kamataka and Rajssthan. 9

Ehristiors conshitule oround 2.3% of the popuistion (=7 gmilion) mﬁg&mﬂaeduﬂ over, with
gzaable peckets in the nofth eastem and douthem siates The ree Christian-majority states
e ol fn the Herth Bost — Nagalond @8%). mwm =ghalaya {74%). Sz=able
properfions of Chnshars or2 oo ﬁ;mdmgan lo5%) and Kerolo' | 18.4%).

The Sikns constifute 1.7% of the pooUlefion {21 milion) ang alttioegh they ae found scaoftered
oercszihe country, fhay dre mﬂh Fur&abt\d'ﬁm fnay o Ine mojonty (58,
There are also sevaral othier smail mﬁgwu; g?qupa -Hduddhiztz {8 million, 0.7%). Jains
[4.5 rrijllon, 0.4, ond ‘Other Fsligions and Peruasions' (under 8 millon, r.-?ﬂ} e highast
propadion of Buddiats i RundinSikim | 275 ond Arupochal Pradesh (12%). whie & among fie
larger staiss Mohorashira fasfhe hpghaﬁﬁ:leaf&.ﬂdm&ﬂ?h ng mghm Nese
of Jaine ore found in Mahoroshire. | 1,2%), Dethi ond Guarot nearly | per cent sach,

R
In the long vears of struggle against British colomialism. Indisn natinpalists
undersrood the imperative need 10 fecopnice and respect Indin's diversity. Indeed
unity in divers:ty became ashort hand tocaptares the plural and diverse nature
af Iridisn sgmiety. Theduzaiong an minorily and calturs] nghte marke meny:of
thé dsliberations of the Infdian National Congress and find finsl EXprEssion in
th= Indian Constitution (Zawd: 1984).

Ths mskers of the Indien Constitution wers awars that s strong and unitsd.
nation could be Built oaly when all sections of peopls had the freedom to practice
their religion, and to develop thetr culture &nd lanzuage. Dr, B.R, Ambedkar,
the chisfarchitect of the Constitution. mads this poinat clearin the Constituent
Aszombly 83 shown in Bex:6.7, 1ug

in ths lant ﬂ!.rfﬂ decsdez v liave witnassed hwmmn&mgmﬂan of the
rights of differant groupz of peoplain s country can havs grave implications for
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Box 6.8

Te dehords who have dearalﬂr.-aa 2 kind of fanaticism against minerty profachion

| would iz te say twe fhings. One i that minonties are an axplosive force which,

it azupls, ¢an blow up the whala fadnc of the stale The history of Ewmope bearz ample and

cppafing tesiimeny to fhis foct. Tne othar & hat the minonfies n Incis have ogread o ploos

thar exiencs in the hands of the majonty. in The htery of negehofien: for praventing the

parfifion of relond, R=dmond saic te Carson “ Ask fer any sofeguard you ikefor the Frotestant

miricnty sut et us have alinitedirsiand.” Carsan's reply was “Domn your safeguards we don't

wani to ba ruled by you.” No minafity in India haz taken thizstand.

puh:ffdxmmd,tﬂhu!n majoeiy lesder; Sir Edward Carsen, Srotestent minonty leated
_,aﬂmm.ﬁzmﬁ‘y Datmtes 1950 510-3H, St in Namana 200253

Bhimrao Ramiji

Ambedkar{1891-1956) |

Bhinmrao Ramj Ambedkar
Buddhist revivalist. jurist,
scholar and political
leader. 5 the chiaf
architect of the Indian
Canstifution. Bern in
a poor untouchable
community, he spenl
tus life Eghiirig ogoingt
untouchahility and the
caste systam

el Fariiomeng

New! Perllament

natonal nnety. Ons= of kev mmren thar led o the formetion
of Bangladesh was the unwilingriess of the Palostan state
to fetoeniss the cultiural and linguistic rights of the peopls of
Hansiadesh. Ope of the many contsativus issuss that formad the
backdrop of the £thnic conflict in Sri Lanks was ths imposition af
Stnhaless s= a natonal lansuage. Likewiss any forcibls impomition
oi a langaege or religion on any group of people in Indin-weakens
nEtions] unity which 1= bessd Upon'a recoprition of differences:
Indian natisnsiiem recognizes this, and the Indian Canstitution
affirmes thiz (Box 5.8).

finslls itis use=fl t6 note that minoriti=s exist sverywhers, not
Justin India, In mest naton-siates, thers tend to be a domiaanat
socie! group whether cultural, ethme, raciel orrelisious. Howhers
wn the world iz thers 5 nEBon-ststE-consishng exchmmively of &
single homogenous cultural group. Even whers thizs was simost
true (&s in couniriss hke [cdland, Sw=den or South Korea|, modarn
capitalizm, colonishem and large scale mizration have brought in
a plurality of groups. Even the smsllest stase will have minorities,
whether in relipous, ethons, linsuistie or racial terme,
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The Indian Constitution on minerities and cultural diversity
Article 23
(1) Any =ection of the' cizans residing in tha testitory of India or any pait thera of having 3
distinctlanguzas, script of culture of ite own shall have the fight 10 conserve the same.
(2} No citicenshaltbe denied admissioninte any ediicationglinstitution maintained by the State or
received out of Stale funds on greunds only of religion, mce, casle, fangrage o1 any of them.
Article 30:
(1) ANl minorifies, whather based on refigien or language shall have the right to establish and
~adminiter aducational institutions of thair chaicse
(2) The Stale shall not in grenting aid to educational institutions, discriminate against any
educationalinstitution on the ground thatitis under the management of & minority. whether
Ebasad on refigion orlanguage.

- L_.-

CommunAaLsMm, SECULARISM AND THE NATION-STATE

CoMMUNALIEM

im everyday lansuags. the word ‘communalism’ refers to agsressive chauvinism
based on rehigioms wdenvy. Chavrmieny realf iz ae-attsmide thar =25 one's:
own group s= the ooly legitmste or worthy group, with otber groups being
gEEn— by defimition - as inferior, lllsgihmate scd opposed. Thus, to'zimphify
further, communahsm 1580 sggressive poliucal ideology linksd 'to religion., This
is & peculiarly Indian, or perhaps South Asian, meanins that is different from
thezsnes of the ordinary English word, In the Enslishlancuass, “communsi”
means somsthing relsted 103 comaiunity or collectiviny as different from an
mdividual, The Engiich m=aning i nﬁutrﬁl.'ﬂ'htrei'g' the South A=ian meaning
is strongly charged, The chargs may be ssen a5 positive — if ane is sympathstic
to communaaliem — or negatiee, 1 one 12 opposesd o it

111

Images of different religions ploons
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It is importiint to smphasice that communsliem is about politics, not-about
réligion. Although communalists are intenssiv involved with rSlkioon, thers is
Iﬂf&:lnﬂﬂEEESEan relstionzhip betwesn perzonal faith and communabicm. A
cﬁﬂ]mu.ﬂa]ﬂstmm or meay not be & devout person, and devout bebsvers mey or may

not be communaliste, However, all communslises do believe m a politica! identity

based on relizion. The kev factor ts the atntuds towards thoss who believs tn

other innds of identities; including other reliplionsbazad dentines. Communalizts

cultivase an agzressive political identity, and ars prepared to condemn or Attack
sverrons who does not share their identity,

Onz of the charscteristic features of communaliem is itz clsim that
religious. idenhty overnidss everything else, Whether one 13 poor or nch,
whatever ooe s ocoupation. caste or polinical belisfz, it s religion alame that
counts, All Hindus are the same &3 sre all Muslims, Sikh= and so on. This

hag the sifect of constructing iargs and diverse groups as mngular snd
hamogenous.

Communalism is an especially important issue in Indis becauss it has been
arecusrent source of tenaion gnd wolencs. Indis has-had g history of communal

iots from pre-lndependence hmes, often as & result of the dividesand-rule

policy adopt=d by the colenial rulsrs) But coionisliem did not invent intse-
communify conflicta —therkis aleo-along history of pre-colonisl conflicts —and
it certsinly cannot be blamed for post-Independence riots and Killings. Indeed.

ifwe wish w lock for instances of relisicus, culhirs!, regionsal or ethnic confiice

they can be fousnd inalmest svery phases of our history. But we should not
forger thatwealso have a long tradinon of relijous pluralism  ranging from
peacshul co-Existence to actusl inter-Mixing or syncretisin. THis syncrstc

‘heritsges i= slsarly svident in the devotional songs and postry of ths Bhalei and

Sufi movemsni= {Box 5.9, In thart. history provides us with both good and
bad examples: what we wish to learm from it is up to us,

Kabir Das - A Lasting Symbol of Syncretic Traditions Box 6.8
The poems:af Kabir, synihessing Hindu-and Musim devotion are .
charished :iarmhﬂﬂi of pluralism:

Moko Kehan Dhundhe re Bands Whera do you search far me?

Mein To Tere Paas Meln |:am with you.

NaJessath Men Ne Moorat Mein Netin pigimage: norinicons
 Na Brant Niwss Mein Nelther in salitude

Na Mandir Mam, Nz Magid Main Not in temples, norin mosques
', Na Kebe/Kailas Mein Neéithet in'Hazba norin Kaizgh

Mein To Tere Pass Mein Bande lam with you o man

Mein To Tere Paas Men.. L:am with you
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SscuLamsm

Secularism iz amangths most complexterms in sacial
and political theory. In the wastern context the mam
sense of these terms has wo do-with the separamon
of ehirch sod stats. Ths sfparaticn of religious aod
political suthority mirked 5 meajor turning peint in
ths social history of the west. This separstion was
related to the procsss of “zecnlsricstion”, or the
progressive retreat of rebgion from publc Wfe, asitwas
converted from a mandatory obligation 1o a voluncary
personal practice, Ssculasri=aiion in turn was related
to the arnval of modemity and the rise of stience

Talk to your parenls and the:
sldarsi yuwfanﬂyﬁﬂﬂ collect
from them poems sngs shoit
stofleswhich highlghtisssiessuch
asteligious pluralsm, syncretism
of communal harmony ‘When
you have collected all thie
matetial and pmmeﬂ them
in clazs you may lmahﬁanﬂv
surprizad to dzam how bri

and ratianslity as abesnatives to relizious ways of

understanding the world, pluralsm are. and

thay are shared aor

The Indian mseaninps of seculsr aod ssculanam
inchade the veegtern sense but alzo tnvoive others. The WM refigions .,.._| ]
mest commen uss of sscular in sveryday languags is '
ﬂ'ﬂ:_.ﬁppnmenfmmmml S0, ﬂﬂﬂﬁrpﬂﬂﬂ&ﬁ&ﬁm‘!ﬂﬂdﬂﬂm:

fEvour any Fﬂ:rﬁ::-.ﬂﬁrrnhgmﬂwerﬂhera Eaculﬁr&mmﬂﬂsmtsﬁﬁﬂﬂppamﬁ_

of religious chanvims=m and 1t need not nscessanty imoly hosuliy 1o religion as

such, In terms of the state-rehmon relaonsinp, this sense of zequlansm mples

squst regpect fof =1l religicns rather than separation or distaneing, For sxample-ths
z=eular Indian stst= detdares puhli:(:hnlkl,li_vs to misrk thefestivals of all seligions,
Some complication: hiave besn crsat=d by the ®nsion between the Indisn

strte’s aﬂmltan_:mu E‘.ﬂ.ﬂlﬂll'l‘_mzﬂi 1o seculansm along with thf. protection of
mingrities. The protection of minonties requires that they Ye given specal

consideration in & context whese the gormal worlking of the pelitical svstem places.

them st 5 ditadwantage vis-a-vis the majority community. But providing such
orotaction immadiasly invites thé-atousation of favouritism or ‘appeassment’
of mmnerines, Opponsnts argue that seculsriem of thie sort is only an escuse o
favour ths minoritize in retrn for their votes armhﬁrkmﬁ; of suppert Supoor=rs
argue that without such special protsctinn, secularism can tum ihto an excuse
for imposing the majonty commuity s vahues and norms on the miroripes.

6.4 STATE Aoin. CiviL SociETY [ )]

Tou may have mt,;ceﬁi that much of this chapter has been concerned with
the state. Ths-state is indsed a very crucial mstiturion when it comes o
the management of rulttrs] diversity i s waton. Although 1t claims o
reprecent the natich the state can alzo becorms somswhat indegendent

of the nation and its people. To the =xtent that the gfate strncwurs — the

l=gislature, bureaucracy, judiciary, armed forces, polics and other arme of
the state - becomes insulated from the people, it 3155 has ths potential of

bazad our raditions -a_t

widely
differant

inguistic ﬂﬂllﬁﬁﬁL regions and.

113




indan Sogely

turning authortansan. Af autheniaran sidte 1= the opponits ofa demgerate
ztare. Itie s ofatein which the people bave nowoice and thess in powsr are
nst accauntable to anvone. Authoritanan siatss often limit or abolish civil
Liberties liks freedom of gpeech, freedom of the press. freedom of pelitical
gctivity, nsht to protecuen from wrongiul use of authosity, =ight tc the
due processes of the law. and so on. Apert from authoritarianism, there
1g:8lso the podsibility that stats institutions boécoms unabls or uawilliag to
reEpond to the needs of the peapls because of corruption insfficisney, or
lack of respurces. In short, thers ars many ressons why & state may not be
all that it should be. Non-state actors and nstitutions become important
i thi= conitext, for they can keep & watch an-the staie, protestagamet its
impusiices or supplemesat 168 sloris:

Civil sovisty i= the aams givsn o the 'brogd &rens which Les bErond
the private domain of the family, but cutside the domaun of both =tats and
markst. Civil societr is the non-state and non-marke: part of fhe publiz
domain in which indmiduals set togsther voluntarily 1o create institutions
and orgamsatons. 1t = the sphers ofactive citizenship; hers, mdividuals tpke
up socwal tesues: try to influencsthe State or msks demande on i, pursus
their calléctive Hiteresis or 'scEk suppoit for & varisty of caa=es. It consisis

Forcing the State to Respond to the People;
The Right to Information Act

The Right to Infarmation Aci 2005 [(Act tic.
22/2005) & o low snocted by the Padfament
of India giving \ndian: acces 1o Enwammanl
records Und&t*hai*mm#ﬁ any genson
may requestinformation from & " public authorty”
{3 body of Govemnment’ oninztrumeantality of
State) which & axpected fo raply expediiousty
or within thitty days:The Act alse requires evary
public authority io com putarie thei records for
wide disseminegtion and te prasctively publish
certain categories of information o that the:
citizens nesd minimum refaurse to' tequsst (of Informalion formally.

Ti'nilﬂ'.lﬂ.ﬂs pcﬂsedu',r thu:ﬂ‘ﬂﬁﬁtn" 15 Juneﬂmscr,c! -:umem.n‘a*ﬁm 13 Ociober 2905,
23 ond vorieus

ﬁihﬂr special law&. \ﬂ;rch the new Rl Act now uvaﬂdes,
The Act specifies thot cfizers have o nghtto:

> | r=guest any information (o dafined)

¥ 1ake coples of documents

> inspect documents. works and recards

> ioke ceriied mipies of matenps of work
RN e st ks oo
—_— ot in any other elactronic mode:
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of voluntary sssofmtions, organisstions or institutions:
farmed B sronups of stieens, [Eincludss pelitical pasiies,
media institutions, trads uniens, non-governmantal
organisstions (NGOs), ralizicus orgsnieatinns. and other
kinds of collective entities. The main criteria for inclusien
i1 ciwl ‘socisty afe that the orgamsation should not be
state-controlled; snd 1t should net be s pursly commercial
profit-malting entity.

Todsy the activities of civil socisty organications have

Find out about the civil

sociely organisationis or
'NGOs that are Eﬂ{!‘é i
rduma@w urhaod What
sarts of Isues da thay take
p? What sort of people
otk in them??tl-lu and

an even wider range, including advocacy and Iobbying
activity with national and international agencies as well
Ag SCHVE PAUCIPANON In VEMOUS MOoveMenls. The 1ssuss
fakess up ars diverse, ranging from nbsl strusgles for
tsnd rights, develution in urban governance, chmpaigns
agminet rape and viclince sgainst women. rehabilitation
of those displaced by demse and other dsvelopmental
projects, fishermen's strussles asamsr mechanised fishing,
rshabilitanon of hawlksers snd pavemsnt dwelless, campaigns sgainst sham
demolitiona &nd for housing rights, primary sducation roform, distrivlition of
tand to dalits, and 55 on. Civil libertizs organisations have besn particulssly
mmportant in kesping & watch on the state and forcing it to obey the aw. The
media, 100, has taken an increasingly achive role, specially st emergent nisual
and electronic segments;

organisations ¢

argans

Amonpg the most :pnificant recent imtiatves 15 the campaign for the Righr
to Informarion. Bepinning with an sgitation in rurdl Rejasthan for the relsass
of information on governmsnt funds spent on wllage development, this =ffor:
srew into & nation-wide campaign. Despite the resistance of the bursaucracy,
the goverament was forced to respond to the campaien and pass a new law
formslly aclenowledgmng the citizens" nisht to information (Box 6.9, Examples
of this sort illustrste the crumasl importance of el socisty in-efminng that

the stats is accountsbls to the aation and itz peogple.

1 Whatis meant by cultural diversty? Why & India conzldesad to be a veny
divsrse counlry?

]

What s gcommuonity idantity and how &it formad?

3. Why is it difficultto define ihe notionT How are nation and state related in
modem socialy?

4 Why ate stalas often susplcious of cullural divarsity?

5 Wheatkreglonafiam? What factom kit ususlly basad on7

‘ta what au:en!

3) govemment

L0

b} r.cmnmmia[
nrgarﬁaagfﬂ-

a_te thasa .

#am.
- "

isuonseno




Indan Society

é. Inyouropinion, hasihafinauistic fragrganisation of siotes heiped or harmed
India? '

e
o

Wnat s @ 'minanty ? Why do minorties nesd protsclion from the state?

What & communglism?

o e

. WHat are the different ssrises in which 'seculdrisiin’ has beéen undemtood
In' India?

18, What ¢ tha ralevance of civil society organinafions foday?
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