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ABSTRACT

In this paper it is intended to express, articulated analyze the Impact of religion on women’s tsgand its

implications on society.

Women are always considered as the harbinger ofjieel and its practices. However, it has alwaysrbee
barrier to women'’s rights and has imposed illogioarms and barriers concerning her life thus dejmgvher of her basic
right to live with dignity. All religions, be it #laism, Jainism, Christianity, Islam, Confucian véear Hinduism all have
demeaned women beyond the religious purview ané pawided a lower status due to her reproductiyele This
natural phenomenon has been viewed as somethingturah and impure despite the fact that it playvital role in
reproduction and has kept out of all religious aities. Patriarchy has garnered such beliefs and Inaade women
ignorant about their rights thereby making themmigsive and unquestioning. This has made women arehkonfused,
thus preventing them to question the said normthidfis the condition of the upper caste educatedhen, then one can
imagine the status of Dalit women and downtroddentiesn. They are doubly exploited — one due to gbeial
stratification and other due to the position thegichin their own community. Apart from these duethe religious
identities and its practices, customs and thinkimgmen'’s role in social activities have also beensidered negligible as
also responsible for her oppressive condition. Hritcle, which is a part of the doctoral thesisshaeen able to capture
some key factors concerning religion and womerghtd. Women'’s organizations of different politipakties (Congress,
BJP, CIP (M) ) and civil society groups with variiel@ologies were taken up for study and the resuitdyzed using SPSS
software. Chi Square test, Anova tests were corduitt verify the results and accordingly the taplgsarts and pie-

diagrams are interpreted.
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INTRODUCTION
Objective of the Study

» To find out the influence of religion on women’ghits

* To study the influence of religion and customs tadr impact on society
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METHODOLOGY

The study was conducted on women'’s organizatiorik different ideological perspective to identify &ther

religion and women’s oppression are linked to eztbler or not.

Interviews were conducted for both women’s orgaiize of political parties and civil society groups

To the question on women'’s oppression, one majaofdhat was identified was ‘Religion and Customsd the

respondents were asked to mark their opinion orLtkert scale measuring 1-5, After measuring thisyas also marked

to understand whether these beliefs had changedt@nd if no, what is its impact on the society.

“Religion and Customs” are responsible for womenigpression

Table 1
F %

S.D| 8 | 7.0 |Whether the Belief has Impact on Society F %
D 33 | 28.7 Changed or Not  [Women are the torch bearers of religion and custamas 31 | 270
N 2 1.7 due to this the family can live in peace :

: F % — "

A 51 | 44.3 Modern women foIIovy r.el|g|o_n, trac_imons. gnd cus®and 29 | 191
SA | 17 | 148 Yes | 26 | 22.6 |at the same time participate in social activities :
NR| 4 35 No | 78 67.8 Superstitio,us reIigiou; beliefs and customs arpaesible 59 | 513

NR | 3 9.6 |for women’s oppression :
Totall 115! 100 Total | 115| 100 |No Response 3 2.6
Total 115 | 100.0

TEST OF HYPOTHESIS

Ho: The level of agreement to the belief th&eligion and Customs” are responsible for womerppressioiy

the respondents is independent (no relationshiphetypes of ideologlf there isno relationship between the belief that

“Religion and Customs are responsible for womepisression and the types of ideology

the respondentis not independer{telationship) on the types of ideolatgythere any relationship between the respondents
belief that Religion and Customs are responsibieviimen’s oppression and the different types oblidgy

Hi: The level of agreement to the belief th&eligion and Custontisare responsible for women’s oppressign

Table 2: Cross Tabulation of Affiliation to Political Party and Level of Agreement to Religion and Cusms are
Responsible for Women'’s Oppression

Religious and customs
Strongly Strongly

Dizagree Disagree MHeutral Agrea Adree Total
Right Ideology a 14 1 2 il 17
0% 82 4% 5.9% 11.8% 0% 100.0%
Left Ideology 3 4 1 B 12 26
11.5% 15.4% 3.8% 231% 46.2% 100.0%
Liberal 0 12 i] 15 3 a0
0% 40.0% 0% A0.0% 10.0% 100.0%
Feminizm 5 3 4 28 2 42
11.9% 71% 9.5% GG.7% 4.8% 100.0%
Total g 33 ] 51 17 114
7.0% 28.7% 5.2% 44.3% 14.8% 100.0%
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Pearson Chi-Square Value = 70.291, Asymptotic Bagarice (p-value) = 0.000* [Significance at 5 %d§v

From the above chi-square test result, it is oleskthat chi-square value obtained is 70.291 wihalue of
0.000. As the p-value is less than the significamee reject the null hypothesis and accept theratere hypothesis. In
other words, we can conclude statistically thatehie a relationship or an association betweenyihe of ideology and the
perception of acceptancettte above mentioned belidhis is evident from the percentage of respondagtseing to the

above statement has increased from 11.8 % (Riglaladists) to 23.1 % with respect to I&feologistsand then increase

to 66.7 percent with respect to feministRteligion and Customs are responsible for womenjgegsion

Table 3: Whether the Belief ‘Religion and Customs” are Responsible for Women’ppgessiomas Changed

Perception from Liberal and Feminists’ Ideology Basd Organization

Type of ideology| Yes | No | Total
Liberal 6 2 o
(20.1) | (80.0) | (100.0)
Feminism 19 o3 oo
(45.2) | (54.8) | (100.0)
R~ 2 | 15 | 17
Right ideology (11.7) | (88.3)| (100.0)
2 24 26
Left Ideology (7.7) | (92.3) | (100.0)

Note: Percentages are in passi$

Now, the proportion of Liberals saying “No” is 8060 Feminist is 54.8%Rightistsis 88.3% L eftistsis 92.3%.

100 - 8.3 92.3
80
80 -
E 54.8
E‘D a .
~
z 45,
=
2 40 -
E 20
£ 20 4 11. 77
s | |
;E 'D | | | |
Right Left Liberal Feminism
LlYes B No
Figure 1

Now, the hypothesis is

Hq: Proportion of liberals saying “No” does not sigeéftly differ from the proportion of feminists séjo” to

the belief thabelief has not changed.
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H1: Proportion ofliberals saying “No” is significantly less than the proport of feminists say “No” to the belief

thatbelief has not changed.

H,: Proportion ofliberals saying “No” is significantly greater than the poofion of feminists say “No” to the

belief thatbelief has not changed.
Two Sample test of Proportion:

Table 4: Two Sample Test of Proportion Result- Libeals Vs Feminists toReligion and Customs Belief

Two—sample test of proportions x: Humber of obs = 30
¥: Humber of obs = 42
Varizkle Hean Std. Err. = Ex|z| [95% Conf. Interwvall
x .8 0730257 .6EEB645 .94313585
¥ 548 .0T7T&Ta53 .39748359 6985161
diff L2582 1058757 0442914 LA557086
under Ho: 11378595 2.21 o.oz27
diff = propix) — proplyl z = 2.214¢
Ho: diff = 0
Ha: diff < 0 Ha: 4diff != 0 Ha: 4diff > 0
Bri(Z = z) = 0.3866 Er{|Z|] < |=z|) = 0.0Z&8 Bri{Zi » z) = 0.0134
Interpretation

From the above two sample test of proportion rgdtdble ), it emerges the p-value (0.0134) for[deircled in
blue colour] is less than the significance leveDd¥5; we accept the hypothesig tHat the proportion dfberals saying
“No” is significantly greater than the proportiohfeminists say “No” to the belief thaelief has not changeth essence,
it has emerged that a higher percentagé.ibérals are concluding th®eligion and Custorhsis not yet changed as

compared to the respondents friaminists’ ideology.
(b) Between Right and Left ideological organization
Now, the hypothesis is

Ho: Proportion ofRight ideologistssaying “No” does not significantly differ from thproportion of Left
ideologistssay “No” to the belief thabelief has not changedi.e, the difference in the proportion 8ight and Left

ideologist group saying “no” is zero)
Alternative

Hy: Proportion ofRight ideologistssaying “No” is significantly less than the proport of Left ideologistssay
“No” to the belief thatbelief has not changedi.e, the difference in the proportion Bight and Left ideologist group

saying “no” is less than zero)
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H,: Proportion ofRight ideologistssaying “No” is significantly greater than the poofion of Left ideologistssay
“No” to the belief thatbelief has not changedi.e, the difference in the proportion Bight and Left ideologist group

saying “no” is greater than zero)

Table 5: Two Sample Test of Proportion Result —Righand Left Ideologists Group toReligion and Customs Belief

Two—sample test of proportions x: Humker of ochs = 17
¥: HNumber of oba = 26
Varizble Mean Std. Err. =z Bxlz| [95% Conf. Intervall
.883 0775555 .T3020%3 1.035751
¥ L9823 .0522823 .B205274 1.025473
diff -.04 .0838645 -.2239718 .143571%8
under Ho: .0805061 -0.44 0.65%
diff = proplx) - proply) z = -—0.4420
Ho: diff = 0

Ha: diff < 0 Ha: diff != 10 Ha: diff » 0

PriZ < =) = 0.3233 Bri{l|Z| = |l=l) = 0.6585 PriZ » =) = 0.6707
Interpretation

From the above two sample test of proportion resiilltemerges that the p-values of no difference
(p-value = 0.6585), difference < 0 (p-value = 0.3pa&nd difference > 0 (p-value = 0.6707). As theahies of all the three
categories are greater than the significance lef/€.05; we accept the null hypothesigtHat the proportion oRight
ideologistssaying “No” is significantly equal to the propai of Left Ideologist say “No” to the belief thabelief has not
changedIn essence, it means that the Right Ideologistseagrat Customs and Beliefs are not responsiblevéonen’s

oppression while the left agree thReligion and Customs’ are ‘responsible for womeyppression.

The above categorically and emphatically signifies role played by religion and the views expresses of
different organizations and civil society groupfieTorganizations that follow liberal, democratid deft ideologies have
admitted that religion plays a very vital role mfluencing the position of women in society whike torganizations that
follow traditional view are opposed to this andibet that religion is a part of social structurastbrrically speaking,
religion was one of the social institutions thaitee the people but unfortunately gradually allgieins and religious texts
were written from patriarchal view and women’s piogoes missing. All these have preached that wostenld be
subordinate to men and are required to follow theiad norms. Today, women continue to be in thecties of religion.
Be it worship or her identity, she still needs &t gocial consent. She is banned from entering temaples, her dress
matters, her sanctity becomes more important tlesrahd the rituals have kept her in dark away ftbimking liberally.

All these issues haunt us even to this day. Howevieat needs to be done is to empower women.
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Women's Empowerment & Religion

At a time when women empowerment has become the wam, it is pertinent to analyze women'’s positibat
has to be viewed, understood and acted as it engakto recognize both men and women as equahgyarin social
development. In this quest for search we find thamen are always in history considered as “inférmth in physical as
well as intellectual capabilities. They are nurtute abide by religion and its practices even thotigey deny their
fundamental rights as enshrined in the constitutRatriarchy, capitalism and consumerism have auiewy failed to
recognize that women are no inferior or lessehairtintellect or capabilities and still believattit is women who are the
fore bearers of religious beliefs in the societiieTo’s and don’ts imposed on them in the nameubtfire, customs and
traditions even to this day are surely not onlyridetntal to her development but the very concepempowerment.
Women too need a scientific outlook here while peary such traditions because during the menstcyale they are
prohibited from household work and are made to irest designated place. In the remote villages phétice is much
more rigid. With no proper hygiene and other féieidi this will have a bearing on women’s healthey lare kept away
from the normal functioning outside the peripherytbese days and are required to stay aloof frastitial day to day
works. Despite the scientific developments suchiosus continue to dominate our society. There ach guwactices in all

religions and they surely have become detrimentttié progress of women.
CONCLUSIONS

Thus, Religion, Patriarchy and Capitalism have etkfall social structures and women have been dighjeo
follow harsh norms. Hence women themselves havgdak the chains and fight for their rights. As Rdbanath Tagore
has rightly pointed outFor wewomenare not only the deities of the household firet the flame of the soul itself.”

Women need to stand up for themselves, for thgitsi
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