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Abstract: The prominent role of India’s judicial system in religious crises has been further
highlighted by the Supreme Court of Indiaruling on the Ayodhya dispute between Hindus and
Muslims. The judgment of the Supreme Court of India formally observes and promotes the spirit of
secularism multi-cultural values principles of religious equality and the concept of justice
stipulated by the Constitution of India and reflects the flexible application of rigid rules. The
involvement of Indian courts in the Ayodhya dispute has helped to ease the conflicts settle the
disputes quell the violence and strengthen unity and integrity of India. But the judgment is still
being challenged by Indian Muslims because it favors Hindu interests. The Ayodhya case
meanwhile also highlights the limitations of the Indian judicial system in the governance of religious
crisis. Problems such as top political infiltration restrictions from religious culture imbalance of
interests Judicial inefficiency lagging and delayed interference are still the shortcomings of the
judicial governance which also determines that the substantive role of the judiciary in the

governance of religious crisis involvingthe Citizenship ( Amendment) Act 2019 may be very
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limited. Above all the Indian judicial system will still play an important role in governance of the
religious crisis in India and even play a leading role in the protection of the interests of religious
minorities.

Key words: India; Ayodhya; religious conflict; judicial governance

2019 11 9 M Siddiq ( D) ( Thr Lrs vs Mahant Suresh Das & Ors)
1045 (1)
( Ayodhya) “ ”
2019« ( ) ) Citizenship ( Amendment) Act 2019)
. (2)

() “ ”
1856—1857
.1949—1950  1992—1993 .
1856
1856—1857 75 3,

(1 )Supreme Court ofIndia. M Siddiq ( D) Thr Lrs vs Mahant Suresh Das & Ors. C. A. No. 010866-010867/2010. (2019 - 11 -09) 2020
-01 -16 . https: //main. sci. gov. in/supremecourt/2010/36350/36350_2010_1_1502_18205_Judgement_09-Nov-2019. pdf.
(2 )News 18. ‘Even if 500 Temples Are Built. ..  Jamiat Chief After SC Junks Pleas Seeking Review of Ayodhya Verdict(2019 —12 - 13)
2020 — 01 — 08 . hittps: //www. newsl8. com/news/india/even-f-500-+emples-are-builtjamiat-chief-after-scqunks-pleas—seeking—review-of—
ayodhya—verdict2422561. html.
(3 JMihri Swarup Sharma. Ayodhya Verdict A Moment Of Profound Political Change EB/OL . (2010 - 11 -09) 2020 -01 - 18 .

https: //www. ndtv. com/opinion/ayodhya-verdict-a-moment-of-profound—-political-change2129710.

107



. (

) . 1947 .
19499 12 22
o 1949 12 29
( Faizabad) 1898 ( )( Code of Criminal
Procedure 1898) 145
1950 1 o
( Puja) (4)
( Darshan) (5) o
1949 N
N o 1984 4
“ ”( Ram JanmabhoomiMovement)
(6) “ ”
( ) o
. “ ”» (7] R
1992
2000
(
) N (8), 1993
( )( Acquisition of Certain Area at Ayodhya Act 1993)

68 ( ) o

()
( Ramchabutra) (9’ 12
( Lord Ram) 16
0 ( )
16
2011 (10) |
1950 1989
1950 . . ( Gopal Singh Visharad)

(4 )Puja
(5 )Darshan o
(6) . — J. 1993 (4):53.
(7) . — D . : 2006. 120.
(8) M . : 1998. 105.
(9) Ram Janmabhumi ~ Ram Janmasthan “ 7
(10) 5 2 Suit

1\ Suit 3+ Suit 4.Suit 5
108



1959 ( Nirmohi Akhara) 1) shebaiti12)

19499 12
( Sunni Waqf Board ) 1961
1949
13y ( next friend) 14/ 1989
( )
1989 7 10 ( Allahabad High
Court) o
()
2010 9 30 4304 o
( )( Constitution
of India) N
( );
) 2011 5 9
2019 11 9 0
o 2.77
5 o NN
( )
()

( Hindu idol)

11)Nirmohi Akhar
12
13
14

(11)
(12) shebaiti
(13)
(14)

109



( )
( )
o shebaiti
shebaiti shebaiti shebaiti
shebaiti N
N shebaiti
: shebaiti
(1s)
o « ) 142
¢ Yy 142
o 4 Yy 142
()
(16) |
o 1885
73, 1986
. 1989 8
(15) shebaiti
shebaiti o
(16) . 7. 2013 (6):71.
17)
1885
110

(C)1994-2022 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

http://www.cnki.net



. 1992 12 1894

{ )( Land Acquisition Act) 2.77 . 1992 7
18) . 1993 {
» 3 . 4
{ » 0 143 “
. »
o { ( ) )( Places of Worship ( Special Provisions)
Act 1991)
() .
(19)
()
11525
12 ; 1525 1856
16
;1856 1947 . ; 1947
(18) LE 7 ] 1996 (3):62.
(19)Mahendra P. Singh  Surya Deva. : J. . 2009 (5):

111

(C)1994-2022 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved. http://www.cnki.net



o ( » 372 296

. 1856 ( Oudh)
. 1858
( adverse possession)
( Doctrine of the lost grant) o
1991  « ( ) ) o
( ( ) )
1947 8 15
( »
()
“ . 20)
() ~

(20)Prasanna Mohanty. Ayodhya Verdict: SC Judgement Raises More Questions Than It Answers. https: //www. businesstoday. in/current/
economy-politics / ayodhya—verdict-sc-supreme-courtjudgementraises-more—questions-than-answers-babri-masjidram—4anmabhoomi-title-dispute /

story/390508. html.
112

(C)1994-2022 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved. http://www.cnki.net



1935 ( )( Government of India

Act 1935)
Q) 22)
@), 2014 ( BJP)
(24)
o Ratna Kapur
(25) 5
116
~ ( )
26) -
(27)

(21)See Ramesh Thakur Ayodhya and the Politics of Indias Secularism: A Double-Standards Discourse. Asia Survey 1993 33(7) pp. 646
- 647.

(22) ] 2002 (5):29.

(23) . “ 7 I 1993 (2):48.

(24) . I 2014 (2):7.

(25)See Ratna Kapur The “Ayodhya” Case: Hindu Majoritarianism and the Right to Religious Liberty J . Maryland Journal of International

Law 2014 29(1) p.307.
(26)Mihir Swarup Sharma. Ayodhya: Politics law and tactics. https: //www. orfonline. org/expert-speak/ayodhya-politicsdaw-tactics—

57567/.
(27)Nazneen Mohsina. Ayodhya Verdict: Is the Political Climate in India Impeding the Rights of Religious Minorities. https: //

southasianvoices. org/ayodhya-verdict-is-the-political-climate-in-india-impeding-the—rights-ofreligious-minorities /.

113



€ ( ) )
( ( ) ) “ ”

) >> 13 ”»

28) 4 ( ) >>

“ ”

( TUML) ( y 32 (

( ) ) 200
€ ( ) ) ( ) 14 21

€ (

© 7 ( ( ) )

“ " € ( ) )

€ ( ) )

( ( ) ) .

(28)

(29)Supreme Court of India. Citizenship Amendment Act. Indian Union Muslim League v Union of India WP ( C) 1470/2019. https: //
www. scobserver. in/cases/indian-union-muslimdeague—citizenship-amendment-act-case-background /.

(30)Ivan and Akshat Bajpai. Why Supreme Court of India Wont Strike Down Modi Govts Citizenship Amendment Act. https: //theprint. in/

opinion /why-supreme-court-of-india-wont-strike-down-modi-govts-citizenship-amendment-act /342781 /.

114

(C)1994-2022 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved. http://www.cnki.net



