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France where a Muslim girl wanted to
wear a headscarf in a government
school. People reacted against this
claiming that France was a secular so-
ciety with separation of church and
state and that one could not have reli-
gious symbols in state schools. When
the Muslim girl pointed out that a lot of
her school-mates wore crosses, she
was told that they were merely decora-
tive. Now, this made sense within a
post-Christian society that has been
Christian for almost 2000 years, but it
showed the extent to which French sec-
ularism was coloured by a certain his-
toric past and identity, and one can un-
derstand why this secularism was hard
for the Muslim girl to accept.

et us take the case of Indian secu-.
larism. It seems that the greatest
challenge to Indian secularism is
from Sangh Parivar (The Sangh Family
consisting of RSS; Vishwa Hindu
Parishad, Bajrang Dal) and Bharatiya
Janata Party whose ideological and or-
ganisational base is Sangh Parivar. BIP
talks about secularism of its own kind.
Secularism which is supposed to define
what unites the Indians, irrespective of
religious and ethnic divisions, is itself
differently coloured and interpreted de-
pending on any Indian identity:
In Pakistan, the word “secularism”

is an anathema, and it is wrongly trans-

lated as la-deeniyat (atheism)
whereas, in fact, it means simply the
separation of religion and state and it
really means that religion must not be
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exploited to further political ends.
Islam, which should have been a uni-
fying force, has been politicised, lead-
ing to different interpretations, creat-
ing fissions and disruptions often
ending in violence and terrorism.
According to Charles Taylor, “We
have to go the other way to resolve the
question of consensus which is to con-
stantly re-negotiate the common

‘ground between different identities.

“The aim is not to establish some neu-
tral principles but to reach overlapping
consensus by continuously talkmg
one's differences.

According to Charles Taylor, every
science only proceeds within what
Thomas Kuhn calls a paradigm. By
this, he really means a global under-
standing with certain basic categories;
and, when these change, the paradigm
shifts. It is true that in regard to con-

‘ceptual framework, both the natural

and social sciences re!y on interpreta-
tion. But this does not obviate the

difference that within this interpreta-

tive scheme, the social science are try-
ing to pass judgement on the motiva-
tions and understandings of what they
study; which is not the case when we
study stones, stars and particles (1e
natural sc1ences)

The most important thing for a
philosopher is to understand one's
time. This is not because philosophy
has some kind of insight or wisdom.
Philosophy .is nothing more than a
kind of thinking that digs down to the
deepest assumptions and tries to ques-
tion them. It is an attempt to carry on
the work of other disciplines such as
history, sociology; political science and
0 on, at a certain level of self-ques-
tioning! the questioning of categories
and the way people think. Philosophy
comes to our aid to answer the ques-
tion: what makes a healthy democ-
racy? The answer is: a set of rights and
a sense of inclusiveness, meaning

‘thereby developing a consensus em-

bracing all members of society.



