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IDEA OF UNIFORM CIVIL CODE AND GOAL OF
VIKSIT BHARAT @ 2047: POLITICS AND POLICY

Sanjay Kumar

Part IV of the Indian Constitution outlines the Directive Principles of State Policy, including Article
44, which advocates for a Uniform Civil Code (UCC) across India. The UCC seeks to establish a
single legal framework for all citizens, regardless of religion, in areas like marriage, divorce, and
inheritance. While some view it as a step towards equality and justice, others see it as a threat to
religious freedom. The UCC remains a contentious political issue, with debates highlighting its
potential to end religion-based discrimination and promote a secular, unified legal system in modern
India. Keywords: UCC, Constitution, Religious Freedom, Equality, Secularism, Discrimination, ,
Demography, Personal Laws, Integration, Justice, efc.

The Constitution of India guarantee religious
freedom to Indian citizens through articles 25-28
and allow religious groups to maintain their own af-
fairs.! The 42" amendment in 1975 also added the
term ‘Secular’ in the preamble to make it clear. The
Constitution does not make explicit provision for a
Uniform Civil Code, but it gives indications in this
direction. Article 44, Part IV of the Constitution says,
“the State shall endeavour to secure for the citizens a
uniform civil code throughout the territory of India”.2
This means that the Constitution encourages efforts
towards enacting a Uniform Civil Code, but does not

impose it as a legal obligation.

Though India is a secular country, currently, she
has different personal laws for different religions, such
as in matters of marriage, divorce, and succession.
So far, most aspects related to marriage and divorce
of persons belonging to different religions are gov-
erned by their respective personal laws, such as the
Hindu Marriage Act (1955), Muslim Personal Law
(Shariat) Application Act (1937), Christian Marriage
Act (1872), Parsi Marriage and Divorce Act (1937),
etc. The aim of the Uniform Civil Code is to bring all
these different legal systems under a common legal
framework, so that all citizens get equal rights and
legal protection.

Arguments in favour of Uniform Civil Code for'

India

The supporters of UCC give following argument
in its favour-

1. Equality and Justice: The aim of UCC is to pro-
vide equal legal rights and protection to all citi-

zens, irrespective of the religion or community
they belong to. This will ensure that all citizens

get equal justice and rights.

2. Elimination of religious discrimination: Current-

ly, there are different personal laws for different
religions (such as marriage, divorce, inheritance
etc.). Also, Sikhs and Buddhists objected to the
wording of Article 25 which terms them as Hin-
dus with personal laws being applied to them.
With the implementation of UCC, these discrim-
inations will end and there will be a single legal
framework for all.

3. Modernity and uniformity: Adoption of a single

legal framework in India will ensure modernity

" and uniformijty of laws, making the administra-
tive process simple and effective.

4. Reduction in corruption and legal disputes: Hav-

ing a uniform legal framework will reduce varia-
tions in the interpretation and implementation of
laws, which can reduce legal disputes and cor-
ruption.

5. Gender Equality: Having a uniform civil code
will end the gender discrimination with our
womenfolk in matters of marriage, divorce,
maintenance, guardianship of children, succes-
sion and transfer of property which is now differ-
ent for different religion and mostly patriarchal.

Origin & History:

Personal laws were first created during the Brit-
ish Raj mainly for Hindu and Muslim citizens. The
1835 report of the British government in colonial

Dr. Sanjay Kumar, Assistant Professor & Head, Department of Political Science, Yogoda Satsanga Mahavidyalaya, Ranchi

(Jharkhand)



o tification of Indian law,
i arm Cod HCAuY

N a unifont .
India called for jence and contract.

R £ 1L LW (‘“i‘ ~ A \B 4()
including cnt Lox 1 oci repott of October 18 :
AT © lindus ane
anal laws of ¢
. personal I v The DBrite
that the | otifieation.t The
m‘!h,_ excluded firom uuh[;g.\ll“““d the Indi-
Yime he : rantc ;
Mu_d;m‘n\ Proclamation of 1839 b;‘_ A i alTuirs,
h (_um] g If gm-cnuncm in their dome religios
aple el s ference In T :
an peopie omplete non-interference 1 e
promising ¢ Jaws covered inheritance, § ;
¢ personal 1aws Ce 8T blic
¢ " eremonics.’ The pu
sarriage and rehgious e e
Q0N MArFaEs «

i -Indian law
 poverned by British and Anglo-Indian 1
e of 1an relations, law of contract anc

l 'O“T\'\‘L ﬂ“‘

SURRT

maticrs.

' ers of cnme, 1 »
::;:::\mwn of which applied cqually to every citt
sen regandloss of religion.* .

Later, ignoring their pmmisc,.lhc Br‘ihsh n;;l‘dc
many laws related 10 legal reforms In r(.:llahon to 1ln-
dm‘u,.hm in view of the strong oppo'smon frgm the
\Muslims, only the law based on Sharia was given le-
cal recognition for them and no cffort was made t.o re-
form it, This practice started by the British continues
more or less in independent India as well.

During the colonial rule of Portugal, a uniform
family law was implemented in Goa which was
known as Goa Civil Code and thus till date it is the
only state in India with a uniform civil code.”

Constituent Assembly debate on Uniform Civil
Code: -

India gained independence on 15th August 1947,
and the Constituent Assembly was alrcady formed.
With independence, the country was divided based on
religion, creating Pakistan for Muslims. The creation
of Fakistan should have neutralized opposition to a
L’mf‘orm Civil Code (UCC) from the Muslim com-
munity, bu‘t many Muslims stayed in India, and some
€ven remained in the Constituent Assembly. The Neh-
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Around one and a half years afie, these

mendations, on November dth, 1948, BR. A Ceopy,,
prcscntcd the draft of the Constitution, which 'ln‘» ar
wdl the Uniform Civil Code (UCCY under the [)ir;.‘w
principles of State Policy in Section 35. Thig cie
sion stated that the state would endeavoyr ¢, wl;;f;w.
a uniform civil code for all ¢itizens, Plish

On November 23rd, 1948, a heated debate 4
place in the Constituent Assembly regarding /\f!n;'[t
44, which was then known as Article 35, Ty, M“-\l: ¢
members of the Assembly vehemently Opposed rg
proposal for a Uniform Civil Code (UCC), o gr%'
of five Muslim members led the opposition, begin.
ning with Mohammad Ismail Sahib, who inmﬂltddthg
debate by asserting that personal law was 3 fynd,
mental right. He argued that the UCC would infiy ,
upon the freedom of religion, as outlined in the g
Constitution.” Mehboob Ali Beg Sahib Bahadyr and
B. Pokar Sahib Bahadur expressed their support oy
Ismail's views. Pokar Sahib described the UCC a5 a5
"oppressive provision" that could not be tolerated up.
der any circumstances. Hussain Imam and Nazing-
din Ahmed also joined the protest against the UCC,
further solidifying the Muslim members' unanimous
opposition to the proposal.'

In response, Kanhaiyalal Maniklal Munshi coun-
tered the Muslim members' arguments." He pointed
out that there was significant discontent among the
Khoja and Kachchi Memon communities in India,
who were subjected to Shariat laws despite their
desire for change. Munshi challenged the notion of
minority rights, questioning why Muslim minorities
were being forced to follow Sharia law. He also high-
lighted that Muslim personal law discriminated oo
the basis of gender, which was incompatible with the
constitutional principles of equality. Munshi drew 2
parallel with European countrics, where similar 1w
applied to minoritics, but emphasized that the e
Was to separate religion and sect from personal l.\\\i{
He argued that matters such as marriage, divores, 3%
inheritance should be governed by sccular laws rathe
than religious ones.™ Munshi further stated thit e
I;lmdu community had already embraced constite
tonal principles, and thus the majority k‘\‘l\\ll\l\mf}
Was willing to evolve with tine. z\]ludi Rrishnl\»‘“\:‘.
wjority (;l}i 10 adapt to tl!c changing ties.

ndu) community,™
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objections, dismantling the claim that Shatvat byw was
immutable and uniformly apphed acros Inida He
reminded the Assembly that until 1930, Muchims
the North-West Frontier Provinee were et euhyec? to
Shariat law, instead following Hindu laws for matiers
like inhentance. Additionally, priot 1o the introdhrction
of Shanat law in 1937, Hindu inhenitance lans were
followed in the United Provinees, Central Provinces,
and Rombay, In Malabar, Muslims adhered to Hindu
matriarchal laws. Ambodkat, therefore, rejected the
amendmente proposed by the Mushm members ™

After 2 vole was conducted under the leader-
«hip of Sandar Vallabhbha Patel. the motion was de-
feated v a narmow majority of 5:4. As a result, the
Suh-Committee on Fundamental Righis decided not
o nclude the Uniform Civil Code as a fundamental
right " Dr. Ambedkar concluded by stating that while
e Uniform Civil Code was desirable, it should re-
main voluntary until the nation was socially ready to
acoept 1L
Half Hearted Effort towards Uniform Civil Code

A series of bills were passed by the Parliament
1o codify Hindu laws in the form of Hindu Marrage
Act 1955, Hindu Succession Act, 1956, Hindu Mi-
narity and Guardianship Act, 1956 and Hindu Adop-
sion and Maintenance Act, 1956, collectively known
2< the Hindu Code Bills and covering various rehi-
sious sects of Hindus like Jains, Buddhists, Sikhs, and
athers. This serics of reforms carried out by the then
Jzwzharlal Nehru government brought Hindus, Sikhs,
Jzins and Buddhists under one legal ambit, but left out
some communitics including Muslims, Christians and
Parsis. The Nehru government's intention behind the
changes in Hindu personal laws was 10 codify these
tzws,

Where Hindu personal laws were concerned, the
so-called reforms were carried out at a rapid pace, but
the Nehru government backtracked on the Uniform
Civil Code. The Nehru government surrendered to
the pressure exerted by Muslim leaders on this issue
since the time of the Constituent Assembly. In the
sheence of 2 Uniform Civil Code, the constitutional
velues related o justice, equality and fraternity started
venishing. This was 2 huge mistake of the Nehru gov-
ernment, If the constitutional-democratic values have
1 be kept intect in India, then this mistake has to be
corrected.

Challenges in the Path of the Uniform Civil Code

One of the biggest obstacles to implementing the
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Uniform Civil Code (LCC) in Irdia is the opposition
from the Muslim community White many Mushms
in India advocate for a wecular dlate far the country,
they simultancously intist on retaining personal laws
baced on the Quran and Sharia lor themselves The
controversy ie primarily centred around the Muslim
Personal Law, which it detived from Sharia and per-
mits practices such a2 unilateral divorce and polyg-
amy.

Despite the traumatic partition of the country
along religious lines. India opted for a secular, demo-
cratic. and constitutional framework This decision
was made possible because the majority of Hindus
and the followers of religions indigenous to India sup-
ported it. India chose not to follow Pakistan's path, as
Hindus did not believe in a religious state. In this con-
text, the political leadership at the time should have
ensured that those who remained in India. particularly
the Muslim community, embraced these liberal dem-
ocratic values. For those who valued their religious
traditions more than the broader Indian identity, the
option to move to the newly formed Islamic nation of
Pakistan was available.

However, over time, the Muslim community in
India has often been scen as hindering many reform
programs, openly supporting infiltrators from ncigh-
bouring countrics like Pakistan and Bangladesh, and
opposing closer tics with Western countrics and Is-
racl. In arcas with large Muslim populations, there
are reports of Hindus being restricted from celebrat-
ing their religious festivals, reflecting deeper socictal
divisions. These challenges arc partly the result of the
lack of a Uniform Civil Code, which has allowed for
a fragmented approach to personal laws and religious
practices.

Moreover, the increasing Muslim population
has put pressure on the country’s resources, with
some voices in the community now demanding that
resources be allocated proportionally to their popu-
lation. This has further complicated the situation.
In fact, one of India’s former Prime Mimsters even
stated that “minorities, especially Muslims, must have
the first claim on the resources of the country.”™ This
hesitancy in implementing the Uniform Civil Code
has left India in a precarious position. As a result, the
UCC has not come to fruition, and today, this issue N
perceived as one that has relegated the majonty Hindu
community to a second-class status in their own coun-
try,

Viewpolnt of varlous political pavties of lndia on
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The detate over the Umform Cril Code (UCT)
it Indhs divades politeal partics. The Bharstiya Janata
Party (BIF) and ae tdeological parent, the Rashtriya
Swayamaevak Sangh (RSS). strongly advocate for the
O, heheving it will promote equality, unity, and
intepration by ensuring equal legal nghts for all cit-
renn, free from religious and caste discrimination.”
Shiv Sene also supports the UCC

On the other hand, other parves ke Congress,
Communist parties- CP1 & CPI(M), Samajwads Party,
Janata Dal (U7), Rashtriya Janata Dal, Bahujan Sama)
Party, Natwnalist Congress Party, Trinamool Con-
gress, Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam, etc. do not want
to mmplement UCC or, more precisely, oppose Uni-
form Civil Code in their desire to win Muslim votes.!
Parties like Anna Dravida Munnctra Kazhagam (Al-
ADMK), Aam Aadmi Party (AAP), ctc. may support
Uniform Civil Code with conditions.

Shiromant Akali Dal opposes Uniform Civil
Code saying that civil laws in the country are influ-
enced by faith, belief, caste and customs and are dif-
ferent for different religions. The parnty states, “the
protection of the social fabric must be kept in the in-
terest of the concept of unity along with diversity™.'

Muslim organizations like the All-India Mus-
lim Personal Law Board (AIMPLB) and All India
Majlis-c-ltichad-ul-Muslimeen (AIMIM) also oppose
the UCC, arguing it threatens religious freedom and

idenuty, potentially creating inequality and harming
social harmony ™

Views of various Dalit and Adivasi communities on
Uniform Civil Code

In the Constitution of India, Dalit communities
are classified as Scheduled Castes and Adivasis as
Scheduled Tribes. They have some apprehension with
the UCC.

Objections by a section of Scly
fullowsy;

edule Castes are as

Protection of religious and cultural identity:
Sowme sections of the Daliy society are concerneqd
that the implementation of (e Unitorm Civi
Code may ducaten they teligious and culigrg)
identity. Although there iy religious diversity iy
the Dali community, some be

| leve that this code
may aftect their specific traditions and beliefs.

Reality of eguality: The Dalit COMMBUBNY iy con-
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to solve the problems of deep sonia) anet ‘w':
mequality prevailing in the <ociery
that along with the Uniform Civil ¢
steps should also be taken on castes
discrnimination.
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3. Social impact: Some sections of the Dak

may be concerned that there may he
sensitivity and social understanding
effectively implement

T sonier,
3 fack 4
TeqQuired g
the Uniform Cril Code
This may lead to ignoring the problems

. b and
rights of the Dalit community,

Some tribal communities of India and n par.
ticular of North-East states also keep EXpressing they
concern about Uniform Civil Code claiming
will go against the "idea of India® and will
cial privileges of tnbal communities.
include the following concerns:

that o
end spe-
" These mamnly

1. Threat to cultural identity: Tribal communities
value their distinct cultural and traditional prac-
tices. They fear changes in their traditional Cuse
toms and laws when the UCC is implemented,

2. Impact of traditional justice system: Traditional
justice systems prevail in tribal areas. which un-
derstand their local affairs. These systems may
be affected when the UCC is implemented.

3.

Issue of unequal rights: The tribal communitics
feel that the implementation of UCC may net be
favorable to them as they have specific socsl
and legal needs that cannot be accommodated
a uniform legal framework

The above issues can be addressed by gives
care 1o the concerns and needs of the Dalit and Adve
si communities while implementing the UCC Thee
local traditional practices and laws should be respavt
ed. Separate provisions can be made for tnba! aress
that protect their traditional justice systems and &
them adapt to the UCC. Retore the implementaind
ot UCC, oxtensive consultation and dialogue shouhd
be cartied out w it the seheduled castes and mbe!
COIIMUKIGES S0 that their concerns and sugeesios
M Propedy incomarated Safeguarding the cultural

“d traditional identity of these communitics must ¥
assure,

Adverse effects of Laek of Uniform Civil Code

3 ) , an
Lo Lack of equality: The lack of social equalitd ;::“
be clearly seen due to difterent laws for Qi
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Delay in justice: Due to various religious and
personal laws, many times the cases become
complicated. The complexity of the law causes
delay in the judicial process, In the absence of a
uniform civil code, the courts often take actions
that hurt the majority community of the country.
Once a judge advised a young couple, who were
cousins, that they could convert to Christianity

religious groups. On one hand, the government 5.
intervenes in the name of reform in the matter
of Hinduism, while on the other hand it tums a
blind cye to vanous types of discnminatory re-
ligtous pohicies and practices prevalent in the
Muslims and other communmitics. While Hindus
can marry only once, Mushms are allowed to

)

(¥3)

marry four times.” While the Hindu socicty be-
heves in population control in accordance with
the government policy, the Muslim believe chil-

and get married.”” In any other country, such a
judge would have been beaten up.

dren i gift frv‘am Allah.** As a result Muslims 6. Political impact: Due to laws based on religion,
population has jumped from 9.8% in 1948 to discrimination in political gains and election
14.5% in 2011. Due to such discriminatory laws, strategies is increasing. In India, if Bhartiya Ja-
s ha\"c.stanc.d con§ideﬁng themselves sec- nata Party is considered an exception, then the
ond class citizens in their own country and frus- rest of the political parties are engaged in try-
Hanch hasiStanet uilding uplinitheirminds. ing to divide the majority Hindus on the lincs of
Dispute and tension: The Muslim community castes on one hand (fragmented society), while
places its religion above the nation. Their elites on the other hand, Muslims are presented as one
champion the social reforms of other commu- intact community. Despite the presence of vari-
nities but opposc any reform within Muslims. ous castes and sects among the Muslims of India,
Muslims and Christians often mock Hindu tradi- they are considered one and during elections, the
tions and values and if someone retaliates, the Muslim community also wants decisions accord-
minorities make hue and cry and particularly ing to its own wishes on matters related to its
Muslims get violent. community, as opposed to its progress and the
Disadvantage and discrimination with majority: issues of the mainstreat.n ofth.e nation, anfi vote's
The government controls all major Temples and en masse for those parties which appease its reli-
shrines of Hindus under its control and endow- glon. |
ments of Hindu devotees are used for various 7. Lack of social harmony: Due to the absence of

schemes for all communities,?® whereas the reli-
gious places of Muslims, Christians, Sikhs, Jains
and Parsis are free and they use their income to
propagate their religion. Article 29 & 30 of the
Constitution gives minorities the right to estab-
lish and administer their own educational insti-
tutions. It also states that the state cannot dis-
criminate against minority-managed educational
institutions when providing financial aid. The
Hindus do not have this right. It seems as if even
today the Hindu community is paying Jaziya tax.

Rights of women- In Muslim society, women
do not have equal rights as men, till recently
their husband could end their marriage with-
out any reason just by saying the word ‘Talaq’
three times. They do not get equal rights in other
matters also, which affects their empowerment.
Women's rights groups have rightly said the is-
sue of a uniform civil code is only based on the
rights and security of women, irrespective of its
politicisation,?

.

a uniform civil code in India, social harmony is
affected, due to which the distances between dif-
ferent communities are increasing. These prob-
lems can be solved through a uniform civil code,
so that equal rights and security can be ensured
for all citizens.

Efforts of various governments on Uniform Civil
Code

Since the independence of India till 2024 AD,

the government has made several efforts towards Uni-
form Civil Code, but no complete and unified law has
been implemented on it. The major steps are as fol-
lows:

1.

Constituent Assembly debate (1947-48): Dr.

.. Bhimrao Ambedkar and other leaders presented

the idea of Uniform Civil Code in the Constitu-
ent Assembly, but it was not made a part of the
Constitution, Instead, arrangements were made
to keep religious and personal laws separate.

Judicial suggestions and decisions: The Supreme
Court has pointed to the need for a Uniform Civil



Code on various occasions, such as in thle Ssl‘;zl(;
Bano case in 1985, where the court emp mi -
the need for a single support to protect the r é:ivil
of Muslim women.** However, Umfurr'n
Code was not implemented cven after this.

3. Attempts at legal reforms: Various state an;l;i:oelrzs
tral governments have tried -to refqrm v ">
pen:gnal laws, such as marnage, dworci, "
inheritance laws. For example., the cen@ 2%(; .
ernment passed a law to ban triple Talaq in :

4. Law Commission Reports: Various law cottll;l-
missions have been asked to suggest way for he
Uniform Civil Code, such as the Law Commus-
sion report in 2018 and 2023.

5. Political announcements: Various political par-
ties and leaders have made statements towards
a Uniform Civil Code, but these announcements
have failed to materialise so far.

Suggestions by Law Commissions:

21st Law Commission of India which was
chaired by Ex- Supreme Court Justice Balbir Sing_h
Chauhan, opined that implementing the UCC is “nei-
ther necessary nor desirable at this stage” in a 185-
page consultation paper, adding that secularism can-
not contradict the plurality prevalent in the country.
Instead, they suggested reforms within the various
personal laws pertaining to different communities.>!

On 11th June 2023, the 22nd Law Commission
of India, chaired by Justice Rituraj Awasthi issued a
consultation paper on UCC, secking public feedback
on the issue. Various sections of the population, in-
cluding religious organisations, legal experts, policy
makers and civil society groups have been asked to

submit their views on the feasibility, implications and
possible structure of the UCC 22

Attempt by Uttarakhand Government;

. The st'at_e of Uttarakhand Presented a draft of
Uniform Civil Code i 2022. Despite criticism, Utt-
arakhind Assembly passed the bill on 7th February
2024.% Its main features are ag follows:

L.
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Supreme Court's View on Uniform Civil Coqe.

The Supreme Court has repeated]
this issue and stressed the need for a
Code. The judges who heard many s
'When more than 80 percent of the
country have already been brought up,
of codified personal laws, there is ng Justification
keep the rest out of it and postpone the decisiop t,
bring a Uniform Civil Code for al] citizens.'

Y toucheq Upon
Uniform Civil
uch cageg said,
citizens of gy,
der the purviey,

The apex court's comment is equally appropri-
ate that Hindus as well as Sikhs, Buddhists and Jains
‘compromised with their sentiments for national unity
and integration', but some other communities do not
have such intentions. That too when the Constitution
directs a 'Uniform Civil Code' for the whole of Indie.
Therefore, Prime Minister Modi is completely appro-
priate to say that the time has come for us to move
forward in the direction of a 'secular code'

. 'C
The Supreme Court has passed many hlzt(;ifl_
decisions and comments which have contributed 8

§
nificantly to the discussion on UCC. Some of the
are as follows:

1. Mohammed Ahmad Khan vs Shah Ban® :er‘;“m
(1985) — In this case, the Supreme .Cou evel
that Muslim women are entitled to all{“‘”", f
beyond the ‘iddat’ period under Secm:;
the Code of Criminal Procedure. It Sta,e cont®’
Uniform Civil Code would help re™ 0\log'lfts-"'5
dictions based un certain religious ideo

4
- Hi (
2. Jordan Diengdeh case (1985): dlilagle for €
consistencies in divorce laws al
for legal uniformity.
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3. Sarla Mudgal vs Union of India (1995) — In this
case, the Supreme Court ruled that a Hindu hus-
band cannot marry a second time after convert-
ing to Islam without ending his first marriage.
The Hon'ble Court emphasized the need for a
Uniform Civil Code to ensure gender justice and
cquality.

4, Pannalal Bansi Lal Pitti case (1996): Acknowl-
edged the pluralism of India and argued for the
gradual implementation of UCC.

n

Lily Thomas case: The Supreme Court empha-
sised the importance of UCC in the context of

succession.
6. John Vallamattam case (2003): Reiterating the

need for UCC, discriminatory provisions in
Christian personal law were struck down.

7. Shabnam Hashmi case (2014): Linked the Juve-
nile Justice Act with the UCC, emphasising the

need for secular laws.

8. Shayara Bano v Union of India (2017)- In this
case, the Supreme Court declared triple talaq un-
constitutional, saying it violated the fundamental
rights of Muslim women. The judgment under-
lined the need to enact a Uniform Civil Code to
remove gender discrimination and ensure uni-
form laws governing marriage and divorce.

9. Joseph Shine vs Union of India (2018)- In this
case, the Supreme Court struck down Sec-
tion 497 of the IPC, relating to adultery, on the
ground that it violates Articles 14, 15 and 21 of
the Constitution. The court emphasised the need
for gender-neutral laws and suggested enacting
a Uniform Civil Code to remove anomalies in
personal laws.

10. Indian Young Lawyers Association vs State of
Kerala (2018)- In this case, the Supreme Court
addressed the ban on the entry of menstruating
women into the Sabarimala temple in Kerala.
The judgment underlined the need for a Uniform
Civil Code to reconcile conflicting rights and en-
sure gender equality across religions.

To make the Uniform Civil Code (UCC) in India
acceptable to all communities, the following sugges-
tions can be considered:

. Dialogue with Communities: Engage in exten-

sive discussions with religious, social, and legal
groups to understand their concerns and find in-

clusive solutions.

2. Cultural Sensitivity: Legal provisions should

respect the cultural and religious characteristics
of communities, allowing them to preserve their
traditions and identity.

3.  Recognition of Traditions: Special - provisions
should be made for individual beliefs, particu-
larly in matters like marriage, divorce, and inher-
itance.

4. Equality Guarantee: Ensure the UCC provides
equal rights and opportunities for all citizens,
preventing discrimination or inequality.

5. Alternative Solutions: Offer special provisions
for unique cases to address the diverse needs of

different communities.

6. Education and Awareness: Raise awareness

about the benefits and provisions of the UCC to
help people understand its significance.

7.  Transparency and Fairness: The process of im-
plementing the UCC should be transparent and
fair, potentially overseen by an independent
commission.

The Congress party too, advocates for a balanced
approach, emphasizing the need to consider the con-
cerns of all groups while ensuring the UCC promotes
equality and justice. Religious sentiments should not
obstruct constitutional values, with the Constitution
always taking precedence. This sentiment aligns with
Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s speech on the 78th
Independence Day, where he called for a secular civil
code to eliminate discrimination and promote equal-
ity. Modi stressed that laws fostering division based
on religion have no place in modern society, and the
Supreme Court has frequently discussed the UCC’s

relevance.”’

Conclusion:

India, the fifth-largest economy, aims to become
developed by 2047, which requires controlling its
growing population and addressing religious imbal-
ance. Strict laws on monogamy and population con-
trol are essential to preserving India's identity and
secularism, preventing the erosion of Hindu culture
like in Afghanistan, Pakistan, Bangladesh, and in own
Kashmir. Some members of minority communities
are seen as undermining national unity and testing
the patience of peace-loving Hindus. Despite efforts
to foster harmony for over 100 years, divisions per-
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