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Greetings Delegates! 

The Executive Board of the All India Political Parties Meet (AIPPM) welcomes you to the

Pathways e-MUN Conference 2020. 

Congratulations on choosing a historic committee with such a pivotal agenda which has

impacted us in all forms of life. The specialty of this committee is its relativity even today.  

This guide is just a start to your research pandora and not your complete research. Use

this as a guiding tool when you begin looking up the various repercussions of the

situation at hand.  

(Delegates must remember it is a historic committee, so they must consider all events

and developments post the freeze date as non-existent and null and void.) 

As the Executive Board of this committee, we request you to not indulge into any blame

games and instead, focus on providing viable solutions to the several functioning

organizations. As diplomats, you have been trusted with this task of coming up with

constructive policies in this simulation of the AIPPM. Keep in mind that you are here to

plan and implement policies and programs to help the public as well as taking care of

future needs.

This committee is yours and the decisions it takes will be yours as well. The world looks

up to you to come up with new and effective solutions! Remember to have fun and at

the same time, keep your diplomacy in mind.

Looking forward to a great debate! 

Regards,

Executive Board,

H-AIPPM

Pathways E-MUN 2020
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Message from the Executive Board



On February 27, 2002, Sabarmati Express arrived at Godhra station in Gujarat. A coach

of the train--Coach S6--was set ablaze and 59 passengers travelling in that coach were

charred to death. The victims included 27 women and 10 children. Injuries were suffered

by another 48 passengers in the train.

The Sabarmati Express had begun its journey from Muzaffarpur and was on its way to

Ahmedabad. At least 2,000 kar sevaks (cadres), who had gone to attend the Purnahuti

Maha Yagna at the instance of Vishwa Hindu Parishad, had boarded the train from

Ayodhya. The yagna was part of Ram Temple building programme.

The train burning incident had within hours triggered violent riots across the state. The

riots broke out on the evening of February 2 and continued for 2-3 months across the

state. The Centre in 2005 informed Rajya Sabha that the riots claimed the lives of 254

Hindus and 790 Muslims. A total 223 people were reported missing. Tens of thousands

were rendered homeless as well. The details were later published at the

recommendation of the National Human Rights Commission.

The ongoing violence in Gujarat was triggered by the torching of two train cars carrying

Hindu activists on February 27, 2002. The attack followed an altercation between Hindu

activists and Muslim vendors at the train station in Godhra that morning, around 8:00

a.m. A Muslim mob soon gathered and surrounded the train compartment which was

then set on fire. There are significantly divergent accounts about the events leading to

the dispute that resulted in the Godhra killings. It has been widely reported that a scuffle

began between Muslim vendors and Hindu activists shortly after the train arrived at the

station.

The activists, who had been chanting Hindu nationalist slogans, were said to have

refused to pay a vendor until he said "Jai Shri Ram" or "Praise Lord Ram." As the train

then tried to pull out of the station, the emergency brake was pulled, a Muslim mob

gathered outside the train, which was then set on fire. Fifty-eight passengers were killed,

including fifteen children and twenty-five women.

The Godhra railway station is situated in an overwhelmingly Muslim section of the city.

For three weeks preceding the killings, trains carrying Vishwa Hindu Parishad activists

had been stopping daily in Godhra. The activists were coming to and from Ayodhya,

where the VHP sought to begin construction of a Hindu temple on the disputed site of

the mosque destroyed by Hindu activists there. VHP leaders had set March 15, 2002 as a

deadline to bring thousands of stone pillars to the site in order to begin construction of

the temple.
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The frequency with which communal holocausts have been taking place in India shows

that there is something fundamentally wrong with our political system as well as our

secular governance. The carnage in Gujarat did not occur suddenly and simply in

reaction to what happened in Godhra.

There are political parties that have thrived only through ’divide and conquer’ politics,

opposing everything that went in favor of minorities. Over the years it has created a

mindset among the Hindus, who question not only the loyalty of minorities towards India

but also consider them fundamentalist and fanatical, and the Hindus as liberal and

secular, meanwhile instilling distrust in Muslims that they are not equal to Hindus and

both these sentiments have in the past created havoc and continue to do so. 

 Unfortunately, the winners of this conflict have not been the Hindus or the Muslims, it

has been political power and the people running political parties.

This engineering of the division between Hindus and Muslims that the British used to their

advantage has been aggravated by the competitive politics between the two political

parties that stand strong in the grounds of Indian politics. The real division was brought

about on the question of share in power and not by religious beliefs.  

In our case, it is not that religion played no role, it was not fundamental, rather it was

instrumental. While politics should be about governance and welfare, it has become a

vile power-play in our country. The question is whether it is the people’s problem-

oriented politics or power-oriented politics. Since the answer is the latter, undoubtedly it

is divisive. It is this nature of politics that has made communism so strong today.

The seeds of religious polarization were sowed by the British, nurtured by the partition

and now we still continue to water those plants. The partition has left scars that we don’t

allow to heal and the Godhra tragedy is just more salt on that wound. The 1980s and

1990s have seen so many mob lynches and communal riots that it has somehow

normalized a violent culture between Hindus and Muslims.

Post the Godhra Train Tragedy, instead of bringing harmony between the two

communities, the hatred only aggravated. Now political parties only had more motive to

get even by supporting one community or other. There will be a further divide where the

kids who have witnessed this tragedy will grow up to hate the opposing community and

build an even more complex situation for the next generation, so even the youth is at

stake.

Consequences: How this event will polarize
India: 
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Repercussions the youth will face:

Post the Godhra Train Tragedy, instead of bringing harmony between the two

communities, the hatred only aggravated. Now political parties only had more motive to

get even by supporting one community or other. There will be a further divide where the

kids who have witnessed this tragedy will grow up to hate the opposing community and

build an even more complex situation for the next generation, so even the youth is at

stake. 

When it comes to talking about consequences, it wasn’t just a sentimental divide, it has

economic repercussions as well. This event will lead to an infrastructural divide. Muslims

will have their own areas that only they shall occupy and Hindus will have theirs. A

problem of separatist housing is in the making. Muslims will end up buying things from

only Muslim sellers and the same with Hindus. These are the events that have followed a

communal riot in the past and that is how they can be predicted to continue after this

one as well.

Similarly, intermingling of kids coming from Hindu and Muslim backgrounds will be

discouraged by parents or in some cases, the schools will also be separate. This will not

only increase the cracks between the two, but also allow no scope for reparations.

The polarization of people will benefit political parties in the long run but when India will

be competing with international standards, there is a scope of a diplomatic ban or

informal boycott from countries that discourage communal divides and unsecular

practices.
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After more than 50 years of experience with state behaviour during Hindu-Muslim riots,

we should revise our view of what the state does in such moments, why it does so, and

how to make the state behave better.

Here are four proposals:

First, on the major fault-lines of a polity, as Hindu-Muslim relations are in India, the state

tends to act in a politically strategic, not a legally correct, manner. This is true in much of

the world. Consider the Sri Lankan state on Sinhalese-Tamil relations, the Malaysian

state on Malay-Chinese relations, and the US on race relations, though the US is

beginning to come out of its racial bind. States should not act in this manner, but they

do, combining legality, morality, and political calculations in an unpredictable way. The

state in Gujarat acted in a primarily strategic, not a legally correct, manner.

Secondly, this more realistic understanding of how states function neither means that

citizens should cease to criticize and pressure the state when it fails to protect lives in

riots, nor that they should stop trying every constitutional means of punishing the state.

But, while making every attempt to put pressure on the state, they should not bet on it to

rectify its behaviour any time soon. If, as a result of such criticism and pressure, the state

corrects itself on major fault lines, it should be viewed as a happy low-odds outcome of

citizen activism.

Thirdly, working on, and building, integrated civic networks is a better bet. Towns where

Hindus and Muslims continue to be integrated—in businesses, political parties, unions,

professional associations of lawyers, teachers, doctors and students, and clubs—are also

towns where riots remain either absent or rare. An integrated organizational and civic

life makes the state behave much better than intellectual and political exhortations that

it do so. This remains one of the more important findings of my study.

Finally, it follows that citizen action has to take two forms: (a) while continuing to

pressure the state for its dereliction of constitutional duty, it should (b) focus on building

integrated civic structures. The first has been the primary strategy for citizen action, in

India and elsewhere, thus far. Such action is necessary, but not sufficient. Citizen

initiatives should follow a two-track strategy, combining (a) and (b). The state, otherwise,

will continue to get away with its utter misconduct and gross disrespect for human lives

during ethnic riots.
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The Post-Godhra events & the February 28th VHP Bandh

The government’s decision to swiftly transfer the bodies of the Godhra victims to

Ahmedabad and elsewhere and to allow public funerals was incendiary. The ghastly

condition of the charred bodies and remains was bound to cause public grief, revulsion

and anger. In a communally polarised State like Gujarat, the outbreak of communal

mobilisation and violence as a result of this should have been easily anticipated. Large

crowds were allowed to collect to receive the bodies at Ahmedabad railway station and

then to take them in a public procession. Even on the journey from Godhra to

Ahmedabad which passed through Vadodara, there were press reports of at least two

stabbings at the Vadodara railway station itself.

This act was compounded by the government’s decision to allow the February 28th

Bandh. At a time when communal passions were aroused by the Godhra incidents and

the funerals of the victims, a bandh was certainly going to provoke violence. Not only did

the government not dissuade the VHP from calling the bandh, it instead went ahead and

joined it. The political leadership’s advice to the officers not to do anything during the

bandh that would hurt “Hindu sentiments” was a transparent attempt to ensure that the

bandh supporters were subjected to minimum administrative and police restraint.

Since it was clear that an immediate post-Godhra bandh could only lead to communal

violence, the Chief Minister should have forced the VHP to withdraw the bandh, failing

which he should have suppressed it by deploying the entire might of the State and

requisitioning extra forces from outside. He clearly failed to do so, and instead did the

very opposite. By doing this the VHP and Gujarat government, in effect, prepared the

grounds for the riots.

Role of the Sangh Parivar

The primary responsibility for the communal conflagration rests with the Sangh Parivar. It

provided the ideological, political and administrative leadership and backbone for the

tragic events in Gujarat. In Godhra, but for the provocation by the VHP kar sevaks, the

tragic events that triggered off the State-wide holocaust would not have occurred,

though that does not justify the mob’s murderous response.

The Sangh Parivar sought to capitalise publicly in regard to the funerals of the Godhra

dead in ways that further inflamed communal passions. The VHP and other Hindutva

groups circulated inflammatory pamphlets thereby helping to create the communal

polarisation necessary for the ensuing mobilisation and mayhem. These pamphlets and

other propaganda methods were unlawful and actionable.
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 The tragic attack at Godhra on February 27th which was a communal riot and the

bulk of the violence that followed was avoidable.

 For the first time since 1969, the communal violence in Gujarat has assumed a

comprehensive State-wide dimension. But unlike 1969, several new areas hitherto

unaffected by communal tension (both in cities and in the state as a whole),

including large swathes of the rural areas, have been affected by communal tension

marked by attacks by the largely tribal people, often from neighbouring villages, on

the Muslim minority.

 The casualties have been very high. While the official estimate of deaths is below

800, unofficial estimates start at 2,000 and go even higher.

The most important role of the Sangh Parivar has been in suborning the administration to

carry out its ideological and political agenda. The control of the Gujarat government

was crucial for the Hindutva forces. Without it they could not have planned, instigated,

mobilised, and implemented the communal pogrom, and then protected its activists who

participated in these activities from legal and societal retribution. It is noteworthy that

at no stage of the early communal violence did Chief Minister Modi make sustained

public appeals to Hindu groups to eschew violence and live in amity with their Muslim

neighbours. 

The role of the BJP leadership in the ruling NDA coalition in the Union government has

been crucial. Despite unprecedented violence, loss of life and property and colossal

damage to the State’s economy, the BJP central leadership has gone out of its way to

defend the Modi government. Though Home Minister Advani’s Gandhinagar constituency

includes some of the worst affected areas, he paid a brief visit some days after the

violence erupted.

The Prime Minister’s own visit was more than a month after the violence started, and that

to just for a day. In a tragedy of such dimensions more visible concern is normally

displayed and expected. It is noteworthy, that in States marked by much less violence

and disturbance, like in Manipur last year after the extension of the Naga cease-fire to

the Manipur hill districts, the Centre imposed President’s Rule under Article 356. This

sustained and unrelenting support has encouraged and enabled the Modi government to

persist with its communal and partisan policies. Additionally, both these governments

have failed to fulfil Constitutional requirements.

Some points to conclude with:

1.

2.

3.
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Questions a Resolution Must Answer

How can communal riots be deflected in the future given the major Hindu-Muslim

divide prevailing in the country? 

How can the fundamental human rights be preserved post such a tragic massacre? 

What measures must be taken to ensure proactive actions from the state government

in the light of incidents like Godhra Train Tragedy while the implementation of law

and order shall sustain?

How to promote coexistence of both religions in the same space while maintaining

their sanctity?
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