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THE DARK STEP OF WRITING HATE INTO LAW 
The new marriage laws put state power and the law behind majoritarian communal biases, 

boosting regressive mores 

 

 Chaudhary Charan Singh, the former Prime Minister, made a proposal to Prime Minister Jawaharlal 

Nehru in 1954. As a Minister in the Uttar Pradesh government, he wanted Nehru to pass a law so that jobs as 

gazetted officers could only be for those who wanted to or had married outside their caste  Nehru turned the 

proposal down because this struck at the exercise of the free will of individual citizens in India.  

 

Setting a precedent 

 It is an indicator of the distance travelled since; that Charan Singh’s State (Uttar Pradesh) has an 

ordinance which criminalises interfaith marriages. The U.P. government’s focus is firmly on ‘protecting’ Hindu 

women from marrying Muslim men. It does this under the pretext of regulating religious conversions. The law 

in U.P. has already set a precedent for other States ruled by the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) such as Madhya 

Pradesh. In another BJP ruled State neighbouring U.P., namely Uttarakhand, a routine press release from the 

Social Welfare department highlighted a scheme incentivising interfaith and inter caste marriages. This 

threatened the communal world view being rapidly ushered in through a series of so called ‘Freedom of 

Religion’ laws in BJP ruled States. The press release was seen so out of step by the State government, that an 

inquiry was ordered by the Chief Minister. In 1872, the colonial state drew up a law after it received petitions 

from Keshub Chandra Sen of the Brahmo Samaj demanding that people of different backgrounds be allowed to 

marry according to their ‘rites of conscience’.  
 The Special Marriage Act, in 1954, took this further in independent India by taking away the colonial 

law’s requirement to renounce religion. However, it still allowed intrusion by the state, unlike under personal 

laws, by demanding notices to be put up in advance. This was done to ensure there were no living spouses or 

minors being married, but this clause was misused by communal social groups to stop such unions In BJP ruled 

States, there are many other recent ‘laws’ — on slaughter of cattle, marriage, andreligious conversions — 

which taken together, target Muslims, both by denying them shared social spaces and their rights as equal 

citizens of the republic. It also destroys the longstanding fraternity in everyday lives that has long defined 

India. The ordinance by U.P., the Uttar Pradesh Prohibition of Unlawful Conversion of Religion Ordinance, 

2020, and the Madhya Pradesh Freedom of Religion Bill, 2020 are particularly vicious on at least four counts.  

 

Fundamentally wrong 

 Under the Constitution, it is the individual citizen who has and exercises rights and obligations. But 

these new laws treat religious communities, instead of individual citizens, as basic entities. By taking away the 

agency that the Indian Constitution allows each individual to exercise, this fundamentally distorts the 

framework of our republic. For those who argue that the Constitution does address communities when 

speaking of minority rights and untouchability, it is to only acknowledge and overcome social discrimination 

because that impedes the ability of those citizens to exercise their rights as individuals. By seeing the world as 

split between ‘Hindus’ and ‘Muslims’, a khapian universe, a fundamental modern characteristic of the 

guarantee of autonomy to all Indians as individuals is broken. 

 

Violate privacy, choice rights 

 Second, these laws blatantly violate the Right to Privacy, which the Supreme Court of India in a much 

lauded judgment in 2017, decreed to be fundamental. The level of state interference in a civil union, which is a 

solemnisation of a relationship between two individuals, breaches the basic structure of the Constitution. 

Third, the provisions impede the exercise of an individual’s right to choose her faith without seeking state 

sanction. Under these new laws, everyone — from the police, local administration and communal groups and 

families — are given ample time to interfere and deny the individual, without any locus to do so. In matters of 
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change of profession, nationalities, electoral choices and even political parties, no such interference is brought 

into play. The ruling by the Supreme Court (1977), which upheld earlier restrictions to convert by the States of 

Madhya Pradesh and Odisha , said it did so to penalise penalise “conversion by force, fraud or by allurement. 

The other element is that every person has a right to profess his own religion and to act according to it. Any 

interference with that right of the other person by resorting to conversion by force or allurement cannot, in 

our opinion, be said to contravene Article 25(1) of the Constitution of India, as the article guarantees religious 

freedom subject to public health ”.  

 By making “propagation” contentious, the 1977 ruling pushed back freedoms in Article 25, so the mass 

conversion of Dr. B.R. Ambedkar to Buddhism could invite a jail sentence! Instead of rescinding the 1977 

ruling, these laws further criminalise an individual’s choice of faith. Fourth, the basis of the new law is deeply 

patriarchal. The nightmare that India traversed in the 1920s, with competitive communalism fanning charges 

of Hindu betis in North India being taken away like cattle, are being relived now. The pernicious myth of ‘love 

jihad’ where adult women are seen as property, is not just a pamphlet or WhatsApp message. It is now the 

law. We saw a brief preview in 2017 of the dark consequences of the ‘Prohibition of Unlawful Conversion of 

Religion Ordinance, 2020’ when the law confronted Hadiya, a 25yearold health professional from Kerala, for 

her marital choice a year after converting to Islam. This law targets Muslim men, but is also a living hell for 

Hindu women.  

 

Cost of inaction 

 It is with good reason that India is said to have effected a social transformation, thanks to the values 

spelt out and written into the law of the Republic. The Constitution offered high principles to aspire for, which 

Indians may never fully live up to. But that may have been the intention, to set high standards standards and 

ensure we were always jumping just a little bit, to be better. 

 All laws should meet that brief. However, these new laws do the opposite; they put state power and 

the law itself behind majoritarian communal biases which empower regressive social mores governing 

marriage and fellowship. Interreligious marriages may be less than 2.5% of all marriages, but the promise they 

hold goes beyond numbers. They reaffirm the fundamental constitutional premise of all citizens being equal, 

besides promoting the ideals of freedom and fraternity. 

 

It is diabolical  

 To fan rumours of ‘love jihad’ even as the government confirmed in Parliament that there was no 

evidence of it, is diabolical. But more than that, it is downright dangerous as it seeds mistrust, and changes 

fundamental and basic ground rules that all plural democracies must live by. It is for the court to suo motu 

strike these laws down if it wants to preserve the basic structure of the constitutional edifice. In September 

1935 when Hitler enacted the Nuremberg Race Laws, it was fear of the Mischling or the GermanJewish 

children of ‘mixed’ descent that haunted the Nazi mind obsessed with purity. At 50% Jew and 50% Aryan, they 

were a threat to Nazi ideas. Closely linked to preventing such marital and sexual unions was the Nazi belief in 

dodgy eugenics. The tragedy was that these laws were not protested enough when they were enacted. They 

ended up guiding Nazi racial policy for the remaining decade of the Reich. We must never forget the price a 

society and a country pays for writing hate into law. 

 

Meanings of Difficult Words: 

 majoritarian (adjective) – relating to a philosophy 

that states that a majority (sometimes categorized 

by religion, language, social class, or some other 

identifying factor) of the population is entitled to a 

certain degree of primacy (priority) in society, and 

has the right to make decisions that affect the 

society. 

 bias (noun) – prejudice, partiality; unfairness, one-

sidedness. 

 regressive (adjective) – retrograde, retrogressive, 

unprogressive/negative. 

 mores (plural noun) – customs, conventions, way 

of life, traditions. 
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 Gazetted Officer (noun) – A senior government 

official whose appointment is published in the 

Gazette of India or any State Government Gazette. 

 turn down (phrasal verb) – reject, refuse, decline, 

say no to. 

 strike at (phrasal verb) – to cause damage to 

someone/something; to have a serious effect on 

somebody/something; affect, afflict. 

 exercise (noun) – use, utilization. 

 free will (noun) – independence, self-

determination, self-sufficiency, autonomy. 

 precedent (noun) – model, exemplar, example, 

pattern; previous example/instance, prior 

instance. 

 ordinance (noun) – (local) order, decree, 

directive/regulation. 

 criminalise (verb) – make something (an activity) 

illegal. 

 inter-faith marriage (noun) – sometimes called a 

“mixed marriage”, is a marriage between spouses 

having/professing/affirming faith in different 

religions. (spouse means a husband or wife). 

 pretext (noun) – false excuse, ostensible reason, 

alleged reason. 

 regulate (verb) – control, oversee, administer 

something (by using rules and regulations). 

 neighbouring (adjective) – adjacent. 

 highlight (verb) – underline, underscore, 

emphasize, call attention to. 

 incentivise (verb) – encourage, motivate, 

galvanize. 

 world view (noun) – viewpoint, attitude, 

notion/belief. 

 usher in (verb) – start, begin, initiate. 

 so-called (adjective) – commonly named. 

 Anti-conversion laws or Freedom of Religion Acts 

(noun) – state-level statutes that have been 

enacted to regulate religious conversions. 

 out of step (phrase) – at variance, in 

disagreement, out of line, at loggerheads, in 

opposition. 

 draw up (phrasal verb) – formulate, create, work 

out. 

 background (noun) – social circumstances, family 

circumstances. 

 rite (noun) – (religious/social) ceremony, ritual, 

observance, celebration. 

 conscience (noun) – sense of right and wrong, 

moral sense, inner voice. 

 Special Marriage Act (1954) (noun) – a legislation 

to govern marriages that could not be 

solemnised/performed according to religious 

customs/traditions – which essentially meant 

inter-faith or inter-caste marriages. 

 take something further (phrase) – to develop 

something (an action, opinion, argument or etc.) 

to a higher level or more serious degree. 

 take away (phrasal verb) – remove, take out, 

deprive, divest, strip. 

 renounce (verb) – give up, relinquish, abandon, 

surrender (a possession). 

 intrusion (noun) – encroachment, trespass, 

violation. 

 put up (phrasal verb) – display, propose. 

 in advance (phrase) – earlier, previously, before. 

 spouse (noun) – a husband or wife. 

 clause (noun) – term, condition, provision, 

requirement. 

 slaughter (noun) – the killing of animals for food. 

 Republic (noun) – a form of government in which 

a state (country) is ruled by elected 

representatives of the people (citizen body). 

 long-standing (adjective) – long-established, deep-

rooted, fixed, persistent, continuing (for a long 

time). 

 fraternity (noun) – brotherhood, solidarity, union, 

mutual support, friendship. 

 The Uttar Pradesh Prohibition of Unlawful 

Conversion of Religion Ordinance, 2020 (noun) – 

It, commonly called the anti-love jihad ordinance, 

provides prohibition of unlawful conversion of one 

religion to another by “misrepresentation, force, 

undue influence, coercion, allurement, or by any 

fraudulent means or by marriage.” 
 vicious (adjective) – spiteful, menacing, heinous, 

hostile, hate-filled. 

 count (noun) – a point (for discussion or 

consideration). 

 exercise (verb) – use, employ, make use of, utilize. 

 obligation (noun) – duty, responsibility, 

commitment. 

 entity (noun) – organization, establishment. 

 agency (noun) – a thing (e.g. power, action or 

etc.). 

 framework (noun) – structure, system 

organization. 

 address (verb) – tackle, deal with, attend to, try to 

sort out. 
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 speak of (phrasal verb) – mention, talk about, 

discuss, refer to, remark on, comment on. 

 untouchability (noun) – the practice of ostracising 

(excluding) a minority group by segregating them 

from the mainstream by social custom or legal 

mandate. 

 discrimination (noun) – prejudice, intolerance, 

inequity, unfairness (against an individual or group 

of individuals by society and its institutions 

(basically in the procedures, policies or objectives) 

as a whole. 

 impede (verb) – hinder, obstruct, slow down. 

 khap (noun) – a community organization usually 

comprising elders, which set rules in the areas 

under its influence. 

 characteristic (noun) – attribute, feature, quality, 

aspect. 

 autonomy (noun) – independence, freedom; self-

rule, self-determination. 

 blatantly (adverb) – flagrantly, glaringly, openly. 

 Right to Privacy (noun) – the right to privacy is a 

fundamental right and is an integral part of the 

right to life and liberty. It refers to a legal 

framework that provides individuals a legal right 

to protect their or their data’s privacy. 

 much-lauded (adjective) – highly praised, highly 

admired. 

 decree (verb) – order, lay down, rule, pronounce. 

 interference (noun) – intervention, meddling, 

unwarranted involvement. 

 solemnization (noun) – a formal ceremony, 

especially that of marriage. 

 breach (verb) – break, violate. 

 faith (noun) – religion; religious belief, ideology, 

dogma. 

 seek (verb) – ask for, request, apply for. 

 sanction (noun) – support, backing, approval, 

acceptance. 

 ample (adjective) – enough, sufficient, adequate, 

plenty of.  

 locus (noun) – location, place, position. 

 bring into play (phrase) – use, employ, exercise, 

utilize. 

 uphold (verb) – confirm, endorse/approve, 

vindicate/validate. 

 allurement (noun) – temptation; attraction, 

persuasion, enticement. 

 profess (verb) – state one’s faith in, avow; 

announce, proclaim, assert. 

 penalise (verb) – punish, discipline. 

 resort to (verb) – use, utilize, turn to, have 

recourse to. 

 contravene (verb) – break, breach, fail to comply 

with, violate. 

 subject to (adjective) – conditional on, dependent 

on, controlled by, constrained by. 

 propagation (noun) – spreading and promoting an 

idea/theory. 

 contentious (adjective) – controversial, 

disputable, debatable, disputed. 

 push back (phrasal verb) – force back, repel, fight 

off. 

 rescind (verb) – cancel, reverse, repeal, overrule. 

 deeply (adverb) – seriously, intensely, strongly, 

awfully, terribly. 

 patriarchal (adjective) – relating to cultures or 

societies that are controlled by men. 

 nightmare (noun) – very unpleasant or frightening 

experience; ordeal, horror, torment. 

 traverse (verb) – go across, cut across, pass over. 

 communalism (noun) – adherence/obedience to 

one’s own ethnic group (against the 

principle/practice of living together in a wider 

society). 

 fan (verb) – intensify, increase, exacerbate, 

stimulate. 

 relive (verb) – live through (an unpleasant 

experience).  

 love jihad (noun) – also called Romeo Jihad; 

“Love jihad” is a term used by right-wing activists 

to refer to the alleged campaign of Muslims 

forcing Hindu girls to convert in the guise of love. 

(guise means outward appearance or false show). 

 pernicious (adjective) – harmful, damaging, 

destructive. 

 pamphlet (noun) – notice, booklet, circular. 

 consequence (noun) – outcome, result, 

ramification, repercussion. 

 confront (verb) – distress, cause trouble to, 

beset, harass, worry, oppress, bother. 

 marital (adjective) – matrimonial; relating to 

marriage/wedding. 

 cost (noun) – undesirable consequences, adverse 

effects, disadvantage, suffering. 

 inaction (noun) – inactivity, negligence, disregard, 

apathy, laziness. 

 transformation (noun) – change, modification, 

amendment. 
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 living hell (noun) – a very unpleasant thing. 

 thanks to (phrase) – as a result of, owing to, due 

to, because of. 

 spell out (phrasal verb) – explain, make clear, 

elucidate/clarify. 

 live up to (phrasal verb) – satisfy, fulfil, achieve, 

meet. 

 empower (verb) – authorize, allow, entitle. 

 fellowship (noun) – companionship, sociability, 

mutual support/respect. 

 hold (verb) – have. 

 go beyond (phrasal verb) – to go past something, 

exceed, surpass. 

 premise (noun) – belief, thought; proposition, 

assumption, supposition. 

 besides (preposition/linking adverb) – in addition 

to, as well, apart from. 

 ideal (noun) – principle, standard, belief, 

conviction. 

 diabolical (adjective) – wicked, shocking, 

dreadful/terrible. 

 downright (adverb) – completely, totally, 

undeniably. 

 seed (verb) – cause (something) to begin. 

 mistrust (noun) – suspicion, distrust, doubt, 

misgivings. 

 plural (adjective) – relating to a system in which 

people co-exist in harmony irrespective of various 

differences. 

 live by (phrasal verb) – behave (as stated by 

beliefs or principles). 

 suo motu (phrase) – Latin term means “on its 

own motion”. It is used where a government 

agency acts on its own knowledge. 

 strike down (phrasal verb) – abolish, annul, 

nullify (a law or regulation). 

 preserve (verb) – protect, safeguard, maintain. 

 edifice (noun) – a (complex) system/structure. 

 

 

 Nuremberg laws (noun) – Two distinct laws 

passed in Nazi Germany in September 1935 are 

known collectively as the Nuremberg Laws: the 

Reich Citizenship Law and the Law for the 

Protection of German Blood and German Honor. 

These laws embodied many of the racial theories 

strengthening Nazi ideology. They would provide 

the legal framework for the systematic 

mistreatment of Jews in Germany. 

 Mischling (noun) – “mixed-blood”, “hybrid”; a 

pejorative (insulting) legal term used in Nazi 

Germany to denote persons of both Aryan and 

Jewish ancestry as codified in the Nuremburg 

racial laws of 1935 (a person who bore both 

Aryan and Jewish blood). 

 descent (noun) – ancestry, parentage, lineage; 

inheritance. 

 obsess (verb) – be fixated, be preoccupied, be 

possessed, be haunted, be consumed. 

 (racial) purity (noun) – systematic attempt to 

eliminate other races from the population by 

sterilisation (sterilisation means the surgical 

procedure which permanently prevents a 

person’s capability of reproduction). 

 haunt (verb) – disturb, trouble, burden, beset. 

 dodgy (adjective) – dubious/suspicious, 

risky/high-risk, unsafe/unsecure. 

 eugenics (noun) – the science that deals in 

improving the genetic quality (of the human 

species). 

 end up (phrasal verb) – come/appear, find 

oneself (to a particular course of action in the 

end). 

 decade (noun) – a period of ten years. 

 Reich (noun) – German, literally meaning ‘realm 

or empire’; the Third Reich, often used to 

describe the Nazi regime in Germany from from 

1933 to 1945. 

 pay the price/cost (phrase) – experience the 

bad/unpleasant result of something; sacrifice, 

loss. 
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