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ABSTRACT 

The anticlimax and antagonistic relations between India and Pakistan have worsened 

with the rise of Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) and its Hindutva ideology from 2014-

2019. With the objective to convert India into Hindu Rashtra, BJP has initiated 

discriminatory policies at home and against Pakistan. This research evaluates Modi‘s 

strategy towards attainment of this objective through ‗no-dialogue and direct 

interference policy‘ thus risking the regional security. It differs from the earlier 

research on the subject as it analyzes changing hard Hindutva influenced BJP policies 

during 2014-2019 which led Modi government to take unilateral decisions on bilateral 

issues including Kashmir through contrived political arrangements. The research 

derives its basis from interviews and content analysis of different politicians from 

India and Pakistan which are supported by different reports, books and articles. The 

qualitative research methods and methodology is intuitively the appropriate tool to 

debunk this complex phenomenon for descriptive and explanatory result orientation. 

The study concludes that due to ‗no engagement and talks‘ the relations between the 

nuclear states have severed since 2014 which would prove detrimental to the regional 

peace and economic integration. The study is significant since it evaluates the impact 

of rising Hindutva over the Indian society, its Muslim population and India-Pakistan 

relations. Towards the end, certain recommendations are proffered aiming at 

mitigating the effects of Hindutva on the bilateral relations through economic 

integration, diplomatic association and unentrupted comprehensive dialogue for 

resolving bilateral issues.   
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

Things work out best for those who make the best of how things work out. 

John Wooden 

1.1 Introduction 

With the dawn of 21
st
 century, a new global phenomenon has occurred. The 

emerging leadership in different parts of the world has combined both right wing 

nationalism and neo-liberalism policies (Davidson, October 2016). The US President, 

Donald Trump and PM Narendra Modi have based their policies on similar grounds 

which radiate discrimination and biased attitude towards Muslim. Mr. Modi became 

the PM of India in the elections of 2014 in which Bhartya Janta Party (BJP) won 

absolute majority (Basu, 2014). He raised the slogan to ‗reform, perform and 

transform‘ India through economic diplomacy, assured development while leading 

India to its right place in the global decision making process (Missaglia, 2018). BJP 

tried to win the support of the Muslims during the election campaign however, after 

the elections, the BJP government introduced some policies which are against the 

social, cultural and religious norms of the Muslims. Similarly, BJP under influence of 

Hindutva ideology adopted anti – Pakistan policies and disengaged from the dialogue 

and economic cooperation making terror sponsoring by Pakistan as a plea.  

The introduction of such policies is attributed to the ‗Hindutva‘ - an ideology 

which believes in the superiority of Hindu culture and religion. This philosophy is 

aimed at giving a unique and superior identity to the Hindus who were always ruled 

by the foreign powers i.e. Muslims and Christians.  Hindutva ideology considers that 

Islam and Christianity are ‗others‘ and threat to the Hinduism which is divine religion 
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while its followers are superior to others (Jinger, 2016). According to Hindutva, a 

Hindu is the one who considers Hindustan as the holy land and the Hindu culture 

superior to others. This definition excludes the Muslims and Christianity from being 

part of India (Battaglia, 2017). The Hindutva ideology has caused the emergence of 

right wing extremist organizations which include RSS, BJP, VHP, Bajang Dal and 

Shev Sena. These extremist organizations believe in forced conversion of the Muslims 

and Christianity into Hindus and driving Muslims out of India to convert India into a 

Hindu Rashtra. The emergence of RSS in 1925 became the military wing of Hindutva 

whereas BJP emerged as the political wing of the RSS with the objective to achieve 

Hindutva mandate (Vijayan, 2009). With the rise in the extremism under the ideology 

of Hindutva, the Muslims and Christians are facing security issues. Their religious 

and cultural activities of the minorities are being targeted by the extremists in India. 

This phenomenon has deteriorated the image of India as a secular state. 

The extremist face of India under the Hindutva ideology has affected its 

domestic as well as foreign policies. Though India has maintained good relations with 

all the Muslim states, regional and international powers however, with Pakistan, India 

always remained tense (Naveeda Yousaf, June 2017). Its foreign policy is always 

Pakistan centric and never opted to engage in dialogue with Pakistan despite 

Pakistan‘s consistent efforts to continue comprehensive dialogue. India has been 

propagating Pakistan as the center of terrorism however never let surface the 

extremist nature of its society. Despite Pakistan‘s initiatives for the peace and 

prosperity in the region, India always believed in maintaining aggressive posture 

against Pakistan. Pakistan was held responsible for each attack undertaken by the 

people of IOK as resentment against the occupying Indian forces for their state 

sponsored human rights violations and atrocities in the region. In order to increase its 
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Hindutva vote domestically and strengthen diversified Hindu community through anti 

- Pakistan agenda, India claimed to have crossed over to Pakistan in 2016 for self 

proclaimed surgical strikes without supported evidence. With the self created myth of 

a dominant power, Modi carried out embarrassing air strikes inside Pakistan in 

February 2019 in which India lost two aircrafts with the arrest of Indian fighter pilot 

by Pakistan who was later released by Pakistan in an effort to keep the room for 

dialogue open. Modi followed the policy of isolating Pakistan globally and supported 

terror attacks to destabilize Pakistan. 

The aggressive posture was propagated to its favour for the elections of May 

2019 by Mr. Modi claiming that Indian air strikes inside Pakistan killed 350 terrorists 

(Ramzy, 2019). This led to the victory of BJP and the re-election of Mr. Narendra 

Modi as PM in the 2019 Parliamentary elections which he won with even bigger 

majority as compared to 2014. After winning the elections, Modi Government 

vigorously initiated its oppressive policies and suspended article 370 which dictates 

the special status of the Indian Occupied Kashmir (India revokes occupied Kashmir's 

special autonomy through rushed presidential decree, 2019). The suspension of article 

would allow India to impose demographic changes in the occupied land as it would 

allow Hindus to purchase land and establish themselves in the state. Moreover, India 

would be in a position to implement Hindutva policies and play with the water 

coming to Pakistan. 

Under Hindutva ideology, the BJP Government during 2014 – 2019, has 

suspended the dialogue process with Pakistan and adopted an aggressive posture 

against Pakistan at regional and international level. Pakistan is projected as a terror 

sponsored state and all the attacks inside India or Indian occupied Kashmir are 

attributed to Pakistan without any evidence. The Indian policies are Pakistan centric 
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and are aimed to isolate Pakistan and economically destabilize it. Its efforts to black 

list Pakistan through Financial Action Task Force (FATF) is a case in point. 

Similarly, Indian soft power is only directed to portray Pakistan as a threat to the 

regional stability and Indian domestic politics (Syed Moazam Ali Hashmi, 2018). 

Through Citizen Amendment Act, National Registry, triple Talaq and other anti – 

Muslims discriminatory policies, Modi government has strained the Muslim public 

with a view to earn Hindu Nationalism and their support which would continue in the 

presence of BJP government.  

Considering Modi led BJP policies influenced by RSS‘s Hindutva ideology, it 

is clear that the future of India - Pakistan relations is not encouraging and would 

remain tense (Saif-ur-Rehman, 2020). The Indian policies of expansionism and 

aggressiveness against Pakistan would lead to different skirmishes and conflicts 

militarily and diplomatically. In the absence of BJP‘s tilt towards a comprehensive 

dialogue on the core issues between India and Pakistan, the peace would be a difficult 

objective and the security of the South Asia would remain at stake. 

1.2 Literature Review 

1.2.1 Hindutva and Indian Nationalism 

Walsh (2011) in his book ―Brief History of India‖ states that Hindu 

nationalism started in India for making Hindu identity in the presence of superior 

religions and cultures such as the Muslims and Christians. Hindu reformist 

movements paved the way for the anti-Muslims campaign which terminated with the 

rise of Hindutva ideology by Savarkar in 1923. Hindutva was aimed at driving 

Muslims out of sub-continent or relegate them to 2
nd

 grade citizen status in India after 

submission to Hindu culture. Hindu unity was achieved initially through cow 

protection and Ghar wapsi movements however, Hindutva followers under Sangh 



 
 

5 

Parivar found greatest opportunity of giving a Hindutva cause to the Hindu nation 

through demolition of Babri Masjid and 2002 Gujrat anti-Muslims riots. According to 

Savarkar, it is important for a state to have a language, a history and a religion, to 

become a nation. Every country should have a community and India has Hindu 

community (Ananthamurathy, 2016). 

Afzal (2014) in his book‖ Bharatiya Janata party and the Indian Muslims‖ 

explains that the competition to acquire modern education during the British rule 

further widened the gap between Hindus and Muslims. Hindu nationalists urged for 

initiating movements to find their ‗lost‘ identity by separating Hindu community from 

the Muslims. Through the reformist movements, Hindu nationalists portrayed 

Muslims as ‗other‘ posing great threat to the Hindus‘ lost glorious culture. Hindu 

nationalist leaders endeavored to find Hindu unity through introduction of certain 

elements inspired from Islam such as one book and concept of Masjid. The Hindutva 

ideology further strengthened Hindu nationalism and their anti-Muslim drive. After 

independence, Hindutva forces substantiated their strength through anti-Muslims and 

anti-Pakistan measures and campaigns. BJP rose to the political peak during the 

elections of 2014 based on Gujrat anti-Muslim atrocities and the Ayodiya Masjid 

controversy. Today, due to BJP‘s anti – Muslim policies, the Muslims are living 

miserable life in India and the relations between India and Pakistan are also strained 

having no chance of talks for restoration of peace.  

Mohapatra (2016) expresses the origin of Hindutva ideology and the 

characteristics derived from different societies. Hindutva is basically meant to 

establish superiority of the Hindus while relegating the Muslims and Christians to 

lower status and isolation. They believe in the superiority of the Hindu Aryans and 

restoration of lost glory which can be achieved through removal of threats existing in 



 
 

6 

the form of other religions. Later, Hindutva supported the evolution of a military wing 

which emerged in the form of RSS. RSS believe in the forced conversion of other 

communities into Hindu religion and banning of cow slaughtering. Hindutva 

movement emerged on the political scene of Indian politics in 1990s. Later the 

political wing in the form of Bhartia Janta Party also appeared and under the 

Premiership of Narendar Modi, the Hindutva movement found more space to preach 

its ideology and enforce it over the minorities in the domestic stage of Indian politics. 

Sharma (2015) wrote in book ―Hindutva; Exploring the idea of Hindu Nationalism‖ 

that Hindutva ideology touched the long awaited and suppressed sentiments and 

anxieties of the Hindu population. As a critical analysis of the Muslim‘s religion, he 

concluded that mosque and community living keep the Muslims united against any 

challenge which the Hindus lack. Unlike Hindus, Muslims get command directly from 

Allah. He admired Islam for Quran in one hand and sword in the other hand. Inspired 

from Islam and its teachings, Hindutva emerged as a philosophy to satisfy the 

enslaved sentiments of Hindus faced with variety of social and cultural challenges. 

Savarkar based his concepts on revenge against the Muslims who were projected as 

the oppressors and responsible for the present status of Hindu dharma. He holds 

Muslims responsible for the flawed living of the Hindu society as it was peaceful 

before the invasion of Muslims.  

Ram (1996) in his article ―Hindutva offensive: social roots and characteristics‖ 

states that Hindutva has changed the social and political fabric of the Indian society. 

Hindutva does not absorb any Muslim on Indian soil and urge for the making of 

Hindu rashtra which is possible only by throwing Muslims out of the country. 

Muslims are considered constant threat to the Hindu identity and their growing 

population would impede Hindus‘ progress in the world and turn majority of Hindus 
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into minority. With the rise of BJP in Indian politics, it has become the flag bearer of 

Hindutva through vigorously following anti- Muslims and anti- Pakistan policies. 

Such policies have exposed the Indian narrow minded state and its extremism, 

tarnishing its secular image in the world and risking peace of the region (Mushtaq, 

2019). 

Singh (2009) in his book ―Jinnah: India – partition- independence‖ clearly 

gives the Hindutva influenced extreme position of BJP claiming that Muslims and 

Hindus were divided due to the Muslims‘ injustice attitude towards Hindus. The 

Muslims considered themselves superior to Hindus and suppressed the Hindu 

diversified society due to which Hindus lost their glory and culture. To safeguard the 

Hindu interests, Hedgewar founded Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh (RSS) in 1925 

with a military outlook to attract Hindu youth to contest the Muslims and regain their 

lost position in the world. 

Qureshi (2018) expresses in his book ‗Nationalism and political violence in 

India‘ that India being home to many races and ethnicity is vulnerable to communal 

riots and violence in the country. Moreover, the Hindu Nationalism under the 

Hindutva ideology has also been associated with the violence. On the other hand, it is 

also argued that the Indian political parties carry out the violence to achieve their 

political interests. 

Vishnav (2019) argues in his article that India became a secular state after 

independence and the country‘s constitution gave equal rights to the minorities of the 

state. This democracy with secular face was a welcome step for the other religions in 

the country. However, the outlook kept changing with the increased strength of the 

Hindutva movement where the Hindus became the first priority for the government. 

The atrocities faced by the Muslims of Gujrat set the future course of the Hindu 



 
 

8 

Nationalism. The cultural ills such as the ban on slaughtering of cows and the 

destruction of Babri Masjid were criticized at the international level. The Hindutva 

movement has been affecting the domestic politics and the foreign and economic 

policies of the Indian Government. 

Irfan (2018) states in the article ―Origin of Hindutva and its reflection in 

Modi‘s Doctrine‖ that Hindutva as a philosophy was introduced to unite the Hindus 

who were divided due to different myths and superstitions. The Hindutva ideology 

urges that Hindus are superior to Muslims and Christians hence BJP being the leading 

Hindutva force, drives to implement the ideology. Modi being the fascist RSS 

member always became the proponent of anti-Muslims and anti-Pakistan stance and 

his domestic and foreign policies are reflective of his anti-Pakistan drive. Modi led 

BJP also found it easy to gain popular vote of majority Hindus through projecting 

Pakistan as an enemy and a threat to India. 

Chakravarti (2009) argues that under the Hindutva ideology, the Hindu 

extremists‘ organizations including RSS remained determined to rewrite the history in 

favour of Hinduism. For this purpose, they changed the text books in the Indian 

school curriculum after the election of Bhartia Janta Party (BJP) in 1998. The basic 

aim of these changes was to establish Hinduism as superior race, Hindu as the real 

inhabitants of India and Muslims as oppressors and threat to the Hindu identity.  

Snehi (2003) states in ‗Hindutva as ideology of cultural nationalism‘ that 

according to Savarkar, Hindu is one who considers Hindustan from the ocean to the 

Sindhu river as his fatherland and holy land and who identifies himself with the 

culture of this land. This definition does not include Muslims and Christians. This 

ideology has ignited hatred and widened gap between the Muslims and Hindus. The 

practical manifestation was seen with the atrocities of Muslims under the BJP rule in 
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Gujrat. Hindutva ideology was originated with a view to stop the spreading of Islam 

and project that Islam would wipe off Hinduism from the land as was done in the past. 

Siddiqui (2017) argues in the article, ‗Hindutva, Neoliberalism and 

reinventing of India‘ that with the decisive victory in the elections of 2014, BJP 

emerged as the main political party of India with the support of the Hindu extremist 

organizations. These organizations work under the flag of Hindutva which means 

Hinduness and its superiority. The study argues that due to neo-liberalism economic 

policies, the GDP increased since 1991 however, unemployment also rose during the 

era. 

1.2.2 Hindutva Forces 

Huzur (2011) explores the origin of Hindu Taliban and its religious 

exploitation in his book ―Blood Demons‖ which clearly reflects the RSS mentality 

and its Hindutva ideology to increase the Muslims‘ sufferings. In order to maintain 

their supremacy in the region, the Brahmin introduced Hindu terror and inflamed 

Hindutva and Hindu nationalism. The religious exploitation of low caste Hindus 

became instrumental in terrorizing Muslims. The appointment of Hindu nationalists 

and Hindutva inspired RSS members on key posts in media, intelligence agencies, 

judiciary, LEAs and other departments helped Hndutva to enhance its ingress in the 

Hindu society which further increased state sponsored anti – Muslim riots.  

Murshid (2015) emphasis that the RSS was founded as a volunteer 

organization in the British India in 1925 however after the creation of India, the RSS 

became a radical extremist organization. Due to its activities and criticism all over, 

the organization was banned twice in India. The election of BJP government and 

Narendra Modi as PM of India, the RSS would find leverage in displaying its 

activities more openly. Due to RSS association with the Hindutva, the Muslims find it 
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difficult to create space for their religious as well as social activities. Moreover, 

Indian foreign policies have been affected especially towards Pakistan. 

Sharda (2015) in her book ―Secrets of RSS: Demystifying the Sangh‖ states 

that RSS was established to protect the culture of Hindus against the Muslims 

interference and also evolve a separate Hindutva identity for the Hindu nation. RSS 

has evolved a military outlook with a view to combat Muslims and create an 

environment where the political and cultural power is acquired by Hindutva ideology. 

Dr Hedgewar wanted Hindus to have superior role as compared to the Muslims due to 

their majority population. He negated appeasement policy as it would bring Muslims 

on equal grounds to the majority Hindus (Kelkar, 2011). He remained critical of the 

creation of Muslim League on the same basis.  

Islam (2017) explains that RSS was directed to convert India into a Hindu 

state therefore RSS did not take part in freedom struggle against the British as the 

British in any case were to leave India hence they targeted the Muslims and wanted to 

expel them from India which they thought is home to Hindus only. However, after 

independence, RSS wanted the government to include the names of K. B. Hedgewar 

and M. S. Golwalkar for Bharat Ratna, the highest civilian award for their efforts as 

freedom fighters. In March 2003, a senior ideologue of the RSS, D. B. Thengadi, 

refused to accept the Padma Bhushan, conferred on him by the Government of India, 

unless the names of Hedgewar and Golwalkar were also added in the ―honourable‖ 

list of great freedom fighters. In a letter to the President of India, he wrote that it 

would ―be inappropriate on my part to accept the award, so long as revered Dr 

Hedgewar and revered Shri Guruji (Golwalkar) are not offered the Bharat Ratna‖. 

With the rise of Narendra Modi into power, RSS again brought the issue in limelight 
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however could not succeed due to a nation-wide debate over Savarkar‘s questionable 

role in the freedom struggle. 

Kang (2015) explains the communal agenda of the RSS which is the mother 

organization of the Sangh Parivar and BJP. With the rise of Modi into power, the RSS 

found the opportunity to move towards its main agenda of constructing a Hindu 

rashtra which was set by its forefathers. According to myth based ideology of 

Hindutva, construction of Hindu rashtra will lead to unity of Hindus and reproduction 

of Hindu divine state. Such unity and divine nature can be obtained through unifying 

the lost regions and driving Muslims out of the Hindu rashtra. RSS is fascist in nature 

and is training its members as a military outfit. The Golwalkar vision of Hindu rashtra 

reflects the creation of a ‗theocratic state‘ under the guidelines of the Sanatan Dharm. 

Such vision was based on the states such as Israel, Pakistan and KSA which are 

governed by the Islamic guidelines. RSS based its politics on communal violence and 

riots against the Muslims based on cow slaughtering, conversion of Hindus to Islam, 

Hindi – Urdu controversy, temple-Masjid issue. They arranged playing music in front 

of the Masajids at the time of prayers (Kang, 2015). After independence, RSS 

supported violence and atrocities against the Muslims and targeted Pakistan for 

supporting the Muslims of India to create another state leading to anti – Pakistan war 

hype (Mander, 2019).  

1.2.3 Rising Hindutva in India 

Ram (1996) highlights in the ‗Hindutva Offensive‘ that Hindutva have gained 

strength during 1990s with the emergence of Shev Sena. The social fabric of Indian 

society has been drastically changed due to the emergence of extremism based on 

Hindutva ideology. These extremists take Hinduism as superior to other religions and 

the Hindus as the only original inhabitants of the Indian state and society. They 
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believe that Hinduism is threatened by the minorities such as the Muslims and the 

Christians as it happened in past. 

Siddique (2016) explores that, with the rise in power of BJP in India, the 

extremism has surfaced largely. The right wing RSS, BJP, VHP, Bajang Dal and Shev 

Sena have been getting strength since 1990s. These organizations are based on the 

Hindutva ideology which attribute the Hindu nation towards the Hindus whereas 

Muslims and the Christians are considered the outsiders. These minorities are forced 

to convert to Hinduism. The support of Indian leaders and ministers to these 

organizations further aggravated the Hindutva policies after the rise of BJP into power 

in May 2014. Social issues such as the slaughter of cows have become the basis of 

continues tension between the Hindu extremism and the Muslims which is a constant 

fear of insecurity for the Muslims. The writer highlights that the socio-economic 

constraints have led to the rise of extremism in Indian society. 

Siddiqui in his article ―A critical study of ‗Hindu Nationalism‘ in India‖ 

argues that with the rise of BJP to the political peak, the Bajrang Dal, RSS and Shev 

Sena have gained power in the society to hurt and humiliate Muslims. The Indian 

society has further been divided over the issues of identity and survival. Today, 

Hindutva ideology is the leading source of tension and oppression of the Muslims in 

India which cannot be challenged. 

Nussbaum (2015) state in their compiled book ―Pluralism and Democracy in 

India‖ that  Indian society is diversified which could be kept together through secular 

nature of constitution and democracy. However, with the rise of Hindutva ideology 

the Indian secular image and democracy are under threat. Hindutva ideology spread in 

the society through violence against Muslims which divided two nations after Babri 
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Masjid demolition of 1992 and Gujrat massacre of 2002. Hindutva ideology believes 

in converting India into a Hindu rashtra. 

Rehman (2018) in a book edited by him, ―Rise of Saffron Power: Reflection of 

Indian Politics‖ concludes that BJP projected Modi as savior of Hindu India during 

the election campaign of 2014. Modi introduced Moditva and raised the slogan of 

‗sabka vikas sabka sath‘ (development for all, support for all) while temporally 

masked the Hindutva ideology to get the vote of all the tiers of the society including 

Muslims. Modi projected himself as a peace maker, visited Pakistan however, basing 

on a terror attack in 2016 cancelled the dialogue already agreed by him and started 

projecting Pakistan as a spoiler of the dialogue process to tarnish its image. His policy 

was to coerce Pakistan where India could engage it from a position of dominance. 

Mian argues in their article ―state of Indian Minorities: Impact on domestic 

politics  and the country‘s standing abroad‖ that the 2002 Gujrat massacre tarnished 

the secular image of India and exposed the real spirit of Hindutva followers. BJP has 

emerged as an anti-secular political party and during its rule; Muslims faced greater 

socio-economic challenges in India. Today the Muslims and other minorities are 

challenged by socio-economic deprivation, lack of political representation, issues of 

personal laws, violence from the extremist Hindus. 

Hali in his book ―Rising Hindutva and its impact on the Region‖ explains that 

Hindutva ideology was based on no morality which was required to make Hindu 

rashtra. To give strength to the Hindutva ideology among the Hindu masses, Savarkar 

based it with certain myths such as golden era of Hindu civilization, Hindus as 

original inhabitants of India, Muslims as a threat and Hindu culture and religion as 

superior to other religions. Modi as Hindutva proponent has been involved in 

rewriting Hindu history with a view to correct the polluted history. According to 
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research, Pakistan is the greatest hurdle in the Indian objective of becoming regional 

hegemon therefore Modi directed its energies to isolate Pakistan through allegations 

of terror funding, training and sponsoring. 

Singh in his book ―The End of India‖ argues that Indian society is being 

divided due to rising Hindu fundamentalism in the form of Hindutva and further 

strengthened due to the rise of its political wing – BJP. The Gujrat massacre gave 

identity to Hindutva and its forces however it has divided Hindus and Muslims. The 

emergence of RSS and BJP has given rise to violence against the Muslims which 

means internal instability in India.  

Hali (2015) argues in his book ―Defence and Diplomacy‖ that the Hindutva 

forces have increased their network and influence in the Hindu society. Through 

violence, the RSS and Sangh Parivar have terrorized Hindu as well as Muslim public 

to abide by their instructions and to implement Hindutva philosophy. Hindu 

fundamentalists have made nexus with Israel with a view to hurt Pakistan which is 

considered a threat to the existence of India and its development to its ‗lost status‘. 

Muslims as ‗threat‘ are also terrorized to drop their religion and culture and submit to 

Hindutva ideology. The establishment of Research and Analysis Wing (RAW) in 

1968 was aimed to inflict terror inside Pakistan and destabilize it. Many operations 

planned by RAW inside Pakistan have been described in the book. 

Singh (2013) in their compiled book ―Routledge Handbook of Indian Politics‖ 

describe that Hindutva ideology based on violence and anti-Muslims riots united 

Hindus due to which BJP garnered anti-Muslims and anti-Pakistan vote during the 

elections. RSS and BJP under the auspices of Sangh Parivar created a well defined 

divide between Hindu and Muslim nations. The BJP main supporters came from the 

middle educated class which was significant in the formulation of anti-Pakistan 
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stance. The middle educated class wanted strong stance against Pakistan. It supports 

military action against Pakistan for its alleged ‗terror activities‘ inside India. During 

Kargil conflict, BJP gathered nationalist movement against Pakistan. BJP leaders 

demanded military action against Pakistan after the terror attacks on the Jammu and 

Kashmir legislative assembly in October 1999 and Indian parliament in December 

2001. 

Mian (2015) argues that the Indian image as secular state in the international 

community is opposite on the ground inside India as there are social and religious 

conflicts of the Hindu with the minorities. The basis of these conflicts are the, 

existence of personnel laws derived from the religion, affiliations of the political 

leaders and parties with the fundamentalist organizations and rallying significant 

strength of Hindus to follow Hindutva ideology.  

Irfan (2018) argue that ‗Hindustan‘ is the only country which is named for its 

religion. The Hindu majority country in the world is India. Thus Hindutva is the basic 

ideology of the Hindu extremists. The Hindutva ideology has the support of many 

political parties including BJP. The Hindutva concept has influence over the Indian 

foreign policy and Indian relations with its neighbouring countries.  

Missaglia (2018) expresses in ‗India; the Modi Factor‘, that in 2014, BJP won 

absolute majority in the Indian elections thus created the ‗Modi Era‘. Narendra Modi 

promised ‗Reform, Perform and transform‘ India through economic growth and 

eventually leading to international standing. Since 2014, Modi government introduced 

India as the biggest economic market to the global investments and increased the 

growth rate to 7.4% threatening to become a competitor to China. However, India 

under Modi is leading to become an extremist state under Hindutva ideology. His pro-

Hindutva policies have caused hatred among the Muslims and the Hindus.  
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1.2.4 Anti – Muslims drive 

Jaffrelot state in their book ―Muslims in Indian Cities‖ explain that the 

Muslims have been marginalized in India and they are living a miserable life in India. 

The Muslims lack education opportunities and also find it difficult to avail jobs in the 

government departments. BJP due to Hindutva ideology did not accommodate 

Muslims in the political process to avenge Hindus past interfered and polluted by the 

Muslims. 

Klostermaier in his book ―Hinduism: A short history‖ explains the history of 

Hindu dharma. According to him, Hindu word came from Sindhu having relevance 

with Indus River and Hindu Dharam has its traces with Vedas. Hindu nation is the 

original nation of undivided Bharat inherited from the Hindu forefathers who were 

subjected to criticism and division by the Muslims during their rule of the sub-

continent. Due to Muslims policies and discrimination against Hindus, Hindu people 

lost their identity and they distanced themselves from their dharam. Every nation has 

an identity which creates urge of development among its people therefore, Hindus 

would have to be united to find its lost identity and thus find its lost glory in the 

world. Moreover, the identity is only possible for a nation if they have a separate state 

for themselves such as Jews have a state to progress for their identity and defend itself 

against other‘s atrocities. Similarly, for Hindu nation it is significant to convert India 

into Hindu rashtra to execute Hindu centric policies which are possible through 

changes in its secular constitution (Vigyananand, 2014).  

Mushtaq (2019) states that with the rise in Hindu extremism, the minorities‘ 

especially the Muslims are facing the security as well as social issues in India. The 

Hindutva policies have violated the very essence of the Secular nature of the Indian 



 
 

17 

claim. The minorities are not secure in the country and the Hindu nationalism is 

targeting the social, economic, political and cultural interests of these minorities. 

1.2.5 Anti-Pakistan drive 

Dixit in his book ―India-Pakistan in War and Peace (2002)‖ describe that the 

creation of Pakistan did not provide identity to all the Muslims of the sub continent 

since more than 50% Muslims stayed back in India. Less a fraction of the Muslims, 

the majority Muslims were not supportive of the division of India and the creation of 

Pakistan. The same spirit resulted into the emergence of Bangladesh in 1971. The 

separate homeland for the the Muslims was a an artificial political division which 

resulted into the enmity among the two nations and the newly emerged states. 

Pakistan could not provide Islamic identity to the Muslims of the sub continent 

intended to unite the Muslims fragmented society.  To achieve this aspiration, 

Pakistan drived towards integration with the gulf and other Muslim countries thus left 

the roots of its past. Due to origin of the faultlines in Pakistani society in the form of 

extremism, terrorism and sectarianism, Pakistan is more inclined to adversarial 

relationship with India aimed at achieving unity and addresses the differences. The 

arguments presented by Pakistani establishment to carry the relationship were that 

India did not accept the partition; India deprived Pakistan of its legitimate areas and 

Indian Hindu majority desire to dominate Muslims and Pakistan.  

Sikri in his book ―Challenge and Strategy (2009)‖ explains the reframing of 

the Indian foreign policy due to changing environment of the region. It considers 

Pakistan as a major challenge due to its military control, specific anti – India mindset, 

weak civil government, nuclear capability and close relations with China. It suggests 

the Indian foreign policy makers to be patient for suitable time when Pakistan 

undergoes major changes due to Jihadi groups, terror attacks and return of civil rule 
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hence such environment led to the reunification of Germany. According to the writer, 

Pakistan would fight against the common threat of terrorism and it requires time to 

fight the menace. However, Indian governments tried to continue pressurizing 

Pakistan through escalation, terror plotting and regional and global powers to bring it 

in line with Indian policy and subdue it to the Indian intended regional dominance 

which failed miserably. Moreover India established its strategic relations with 

regional and global powers which would further improve its economic and military 

standing with the withdrawal of the foreign military powers in the region since US 

would invest in India to bring it parallel to China. The book clearly reflects that 

through SAARC and bilateral efforts, India and Pakistan can pursue the development 

of both the states through restoration of peace in the region. India should use all 

prongs to pressurize Pakistan to quit terror plots in India and come in line to the 

Indian dictates. India is also interested not to keep Afghanistan under Pakistan‘s 

influence.  

Kasuri in his book ―Neither a hawk nor a dove‖ argues that India did not 

accept the creation of Pakistan and has always been struggling to subdue it. During 

the Congress rule, Pakistan was ditched at so many times through accession of 

princely states including Kashmir and through stoppage of water. Article 370 was not 

accepted by the Hindu nationalists who were determined to convert India into a 

‗Hindu Rashtra‖. However, during Congress rule, Pakistan and India agreed on 

concluding mutual grounds to manage dialogue to address differences despite wars 

and conflicts whereas, during BJP‘s rule the chances of resumption of dialogue were 

completely blocked. BJP further tried to exploit the Indo-US strategic relations and 

Indian strategic orientation against Pakistan with the objective to isolate it. BJP 
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alleged Pakistan for sponsoring terror attacks inside Indian occupied Kashmir without 

presenting any evidence. 

Majeed (2013) expresses the geographical significance of Pakistan which is 

located at the crossroads of the three ancient civilizations. In such environment, 

Pakistan can become an economic hub by serving as a bridge between Central Asia 

and South Asia, the Middle East and Central Asia and the Middle East and South 

Asia. Pakistan can provide transit facility to the neighbouring states. These states can 

be incorporated in the CPEC project of China and Pakistan. However, Pakistan – 

India could not improve their relations for exploitation of such opportunities. India 

did not accept Pakistan as a separate state and always tried to tarnish its image. 

Bajpai in an article ―Narendra Modi‘s Pakistan and China Policy; Assertive 

bilateral diplomacy, active coalition diplomacy‖ states that Indian foreign policy 

became more hard to Pakistan after the emergence of BJP government in Indian 

politics. It used its strategic relations with the US, neighbouring states and Middle 

East to isolate Pakistan while engaging global forums and institutions to deprive 

Pakistan from accessing the world economic market. Pakistan was engaged through a 

mix of military intervention and diplomatic isolation options to coerce it to drop 

fighting Kashmir issue with India. India has been threatening Pakistan with the 

stoppage of water from the rivers and more surgical strikes short of full scale war thus 

endangering the peace of the region.  

Kumar in an article ―India‘s Foreign Policy under Modi Government‖ argues 

that with the rise of Modi to power in 2014, India has adopted hard policy towards 

Pakistan. It has linked Kashmir struggle and terror acts inside India as Pakistan 

sponsored terrorism and urged international community to pressurize Pakistan for 

refraining from such sponsorship. Despite Pakistan‘s denial, India under Modi has 
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carried out policy of distancing Pakistan through denial of dialogue on core issues and 

avoiding bilateral trade. Taking advantage of the war on terror and its effects on 

Pakistan, India has sponsored terrorism in Pakistan to destabilize it. 

Paliwal (2017) in his book ―My enemy‘s enemy – India in Afghanistan from 

the Soviet Invasion to the US withdrawal‖ focuses on Indian interests in Afghanistan. 

He argues that through huge investment in Afghanistan, India tried to undermine 

Pakistan‘s influence in its neighbouring country and project itself as a regional power 

having capability to influence peace in the region. It also pursued active Afghan 

policy to isolate Pakistan, and divert its attention from Kashmir through opening 

another front. With increased tension with Afghanistan, Pakistan would not be able to 

access Central Asian republics for its energy needs and economic growth and regional 

integration.  

Kanungo compiled a book ―The Algebra of Warfare – Welfare; along view of 

India‘s 2014 Elections‖ which argues that after 9/11, Modi linked Islam with terror 

thus led to divide Hindu and Muslims through Islamophobia. The 2014 election 

campaign was based on combination of welfare and warfare in which Hindus were 

called as ‗us-friends‘ and ‗them-enemies‘. Posters were printed showing Musharraf 

and Modi as enemies‘ thereby using anti – Pakistan stance and presented Modi as 

savior of India in the wake of terrorism originating from Pakistan. The speeches made 

around terror threat were aimed at arising anger among the Hindu masses towards 

Pakistan and the ‗others‘. Modi presented himself as the potential target of the Islamic 

militants sponsored by Pakistan with a view to earn Hindu popular vote.  

Farooqi (2018), maintain that Indian BJP Government under PM Modi is 

employing all political tools to propagate India as the biggest democracy and a secular 

state where all the minorities enjoy equal social and religious rights. On the contrary, 



 
 

21 

they are supporting the Hindu Nationalism by ignoring the atrocities carried out by 

the right wing extremist parties. The soft image is used to propagate Indian so called 

positive image while Pakistan is portrayed as the negative power disturbing the peace 

of the region. The Indian government is pro-realist theory in its pursuits.  

Hall in his book ―Modi and the Re-Invention of Indian Foreign Policy (2019)‖ 

expressed the Modi led Indian foreign policy which clearly expresses that Modi 

moved from non-aligned to multi-alignment policy with more focus on economic 

diplomacy. He moved closer to global forums and attracted US for its influence to 

counter China and become regional and leading global power to have major influence 

in the global decision making. Modi opened its markets to the economic powers and 

established cordial relations with major powers. With regards to Pakistan Modi 

introduced engagement disengagement policy which further moved to isolation of 

Pakistan with strong allegations of terror sponsoring. The initiation of surgical stikes 

in 2016 and air strikes in Balakot in 2019 became a crucial response to Pakistan for 

alleged terror sponsoring which could not be proved by India. 

1.2.6 Pakistan – India relations 

Godbole in their article ―Bold Initiatives Stymied by Systemic Weakness 

(2015)‖ explain the Indian foreign policy elements during Modi era. After taking 

over, Modi gave new strength and focus to the old objectives. His visits to the foreign 

countries and attraction of foreign investment were aimed at taking India to the world 

leading role. He considered CPEC and China-Pakistan alliance as a threat to the 

Indian ambitions and regional influence. 

Ijaz (2017) emphasizes that India - Pakistan relations remained tense since the 

election of BJP and Narendra Modi as Prime Minister of India. Despite, all efforts of 

Pakistan to address the issues between the two countries through dialogues, Indian 
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BJP government has derailed the process and always put across the war rhetoric to 

coerce Pakistan and sabotage the regional peace.  

Haque in an article ―The future of Pakistan-India conflict (2020)‖ explains that 

after the nuclear tests of both the rivals, India converted to hybrid warfare against 

Pakistan by exploiting its socio-religious fabric of the society. Today, india is 

supporting separatists and militant groups such as TTP and BLA, BLF and PTM. 

These groups are involved in sabotage activities in Pakistan. The arrest and 

confession of Indian spy agent Kulbhushan Yadev in 2016 has proved Indian 

involvement in such activities.  

Pande argues in the book ―From Chanakya to Modi; the Evolution of India‘s 

Foreign Policy‖ that Modi generated a different foreign policy and tried to acquire 

maximum power at the national and international level with a view to become a 

regional and global leader and isolate Pakistan being a hurdle in its development and 

growth as a power. India moved towards more global powers for establishment of 

close ties in order to isolate Pakistan and benefit economic growth. India does not 

want the interference of any global power in South Asia which is considered as the 

backyard of India and India being regional power considers itself as the custodian of 

the region. Hussain (2016) in their article ―Evaluating Modi‘s Foreign Policy: 

Continuity or Change‖ state that after the emergence of Modi and BJP in power, India 

strived to acquire leading role through accelerating in economic growth and become 

powerful through military might. 

Shah (2017) argues in their research that Indian foreign policy is Pakistan 

centric and India wants to tarnish the image of Pakistan worldwide and isolate it by 

propagating it as terror sponsoring state. India has maintained good relations with the 

world & Regional powers, Muslim countries and neighbouring Iran and Afghanistan 
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with the aim to create disturbance inside Pakistan. India in pursuance of ‗Akand 

Bharat‘ has never accepted the existence of Pakistan since independence. 

Cheema writes in the article ―Pakistan – India conflict with special reference 

to Kashmir‖ that Kashmir is geographically significant for both India and Pakistan 

whereas, Kashmir has been mishandled by India due to constant denial of dialogue on 

the issue. Kashmir being the largest Muslim majority state in India, is significant for 

the secular face of India however, India has adopted realism concept in the state. After 

9/11 and especially after the rise of BJP to power, Kashmir freedom struggle is being 

linked with the global terror phenomenon which gave birth to the violence and 

uprising in the Kashmiri masses against the BJP (Khan D. M., Kashmir Dispute and 

the Prospects of India - Pakistan Peace Process, 2008). According to the writer, the 

Kashmir issue if not resolved through dialogue may lead to future wars between India 

and Pakistan. 

Menon (2016) in his book, ―Choices – Inside the Making of India‘s Foreign 

Policy‖ states that India involved Pakistan in the terror sponsorship after the Mumbai 

terror attacks of 2008. Despite Pakistan‘s denial and US confirmation of no evidence, 

India kept alleging Pakistan reflecting its hard biased policy towards Pakistan. The 

writer claims that Pakistan has been using asymmetric warfare against India to keep it 

engaged in conflicts with a view to destabilize it. Moreover, Indian foreign policy is 

no more obsessed with Pakistan factor and Indian strategist now think of ‗beyond 

Pakistan‘ in order to become a world power and leave the status of ‗regional or south 

Asian power.‘ However, Indian pre-occupation with Pakistan has kept its stature very 

low and at the regional level. Chinese nuclear and economic support to Pakistan has 

also kept India engaged with Pakistan.  
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Cheema (2017) in their article ―Modi‘s Kashmir Policy: The Probable 

Consequence for the Security of South Asia‖ explain that India under BJP has 

adopted hard Kashmir policy through no dialogue with Pakistan and denial of 

involving Kashmiri leaders in any settlement process in the dispute. Modi and BJP 

always desired abrogation of article 370 of the Indian constitution which confers 

special status to Kashmir by having its own constitution and legislation. Modi desired 

conversion of Muslims majority in the region into minority for establishing Hindu 

nationalists‘ vote bank. Such measures in Kashmir and Muslims have further tensed 

Indian relations with Pakistan. 

Gokhale (2017) in a book ―Securing India; the Modi Way, Surgical Strikes 

and More‖ argues that Modi‘s wisdom towards national security and foreign policies 

led to improvement of India‘s strategic and national security position and standing at 

regional and global level. His approval to conduct ‗surgical strikes‘ inside Pakistan 

after the terror attack of September 2016 have garnered Hindus support for his 

leadership and Hindutva ideology. To further deprive Pakistan from its US support 

and enhance its global standing, Modi established close relations with the US during 

the Obama tenure however, the same continued after the election of Trump as 

president in 2016. Modi was successful in isolating Pakistan through the ‗US new 

afghan policy‘ which gave greater role to India in the reconstruction of Afghanistan 

and deprived Pakistan. 

Cheema (2017) assert that the only way to resolve the long outstanding issues 

including Kashmir and terrorism between India and Pakistan is dialogue. However, 

India is resisting undertaking dialogue with Pakistan due to its Hindutva ideology and 

aggressive nature of foreign policy. The India further feel encouraged with the 

strategic support of the US. However, the recent past has seen changes in the policies 
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of Pakistan towards Indian aggressive posture which could become detrimental to the 

regional peace. 

1.3 Significance of the Study 

The research is significant since it critically evaluates the evolution of Hindu 

nationalism in India, its conversion into Hindutva and the emergence of Hindutva 

forces for fulfillment of ideological objectives including the rise of BJP. It covers the 

trajectory of Hindutva to the centre of politics through anti-Muslims and anti-Pakistan 

policies. The research underlines that through Islamophobia strategy, BJP has been 

successful in gaining present political dominance from 2014-2019. It establishes that 

such successful strategy would augment BJP‘s conviction to introduce more 

antagonistic policies against Pakistan and Indian Muslims and the closure of windows 

for any future dialogue thus risking the security of the region. It helps review the 

relations between India and Pakistan from 2014-2019 during BJP government.  

The empirical and the theoretical values of the research is of immense 

significance as it would help understand the offensive attitude of the Hindu 

nationalists towards Muslims of India and neighbouring Pakistan. With discriminatory 

policies, BJP government has severed domestic environment leading to endangering 

the secular nature of Indian society leaving minorities at stake. The research 

establishes that with the rising Hindutva, the Sangh Parivar would further be 

encouraged to execute discriminatory policies risking the Muslims as minority in 

India. Moreover, since both India and Pakistan are the main actors and nuclear powers 

in the region with matching delivery system, therefore there relations will severely 

impact the regional stability. The findings and recommendations of this study will 

certainly be a valuable source for understanding regional security challenges and 

implementing policies to tackle them successfully in the future. 
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It would present a consolidated overview of the India – Pakistan relations from 

2014-2019 under the influence of Hindutva. This research would help the government 

to take measures at national, regional and international level to counter Hindutva 

influenced BJP policies which are imperative for the regional peace. The research 

would also provide basis to the scholars and researchers to expand the scope of the 

study and evaluate the impact of Hindutva politics on the attitude of Congress and 

lead minorities of India to drive for separate homeland. This study would contribute 

and enhance the existing literature on the subject which would be helpful to the 

students of the international relations. 

1.4 Objectives of the Study 

 To investigate the Hindutva ideology and its effects on the Indian 

society. 

 To analyze the effects of Hindutva on Bhartya Janta Party‘s (BJP) 

domestic and foreign policies and secularism. 

 To analyze the India- Pakistan relations under Indian and BJP‘s 

extremism from 2014-2019. 

 To weigh the challenges and opportunities available to Pakistan in the 

fast changing Indian policies. 

1.5 Research Questions 

 Why the Hindutva ideology has become the central ideology of Indian 

society and how it has helped the rise of extremism in the Indian 

society? 

 How the Hindutva ideology has affected the domestic as well as the 

foreign policies of India? 
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 How the Indian extremism from 2014-2019 has impacted Pakistan-

India relations? 

 What are the challenges and opportunities to Pakistan under the 

Pakistan centric policies of India?  

1.6 Research Hypothesis 

The rise of hindutva ideology in Indian society has directly affected the Modi 

led BJP policies towards Pakistan resulting into tense relations between the two 

countries during 2014-2019.  

1.7  Methodology and Research Design  

Pakistan – India relations remained tense since independence however, with 

the arrival of Narendra Modi on the political scene of India with Hindutva mandate in 

2014, the relations further deteriorated and reached to war like situations through 

surgical strikes. The adoption of realist approach by PM Modi to handle the core 

issues including Kashmir and terrorism relegated dialogue and trade deals. Modi led 

BJP earned another tenure in May 2019 with even bigger majority vote and seats 

which reflect the rise of Hindutva in Indian society leading to further severing of 

relations between the two nuclear neighbours. This led me to the study of rising 

Hindutva and its impact on Pakistan – India relations during Modi era from 2014 - 

2019. 

The research is based on pragmatic paradigm which does not see the world as 

an absolute unity and considers the truth as what works at the time. Qualitative 

method of research approach has been used which provides more comprehensive and 

complete picture and understanding of the research question and is based on 

reasoning. However, wherever necessary, significant empirical evidence has been 
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incorporated to justify the arguments. The study is based on deductive approach and is 

an exploratory and descriptive research in order to analyze the issue. It is based on 

unstructured approach, which helps us explore the nature of the problem and describe 

the variation in Pakistan – India relations under Modi government.  

Historical research methodology has been applied which involves the process 

of examining the events of the past related to the influence of Hindutva over the 

Indian policies and its impact on Pakistan-India relations within a period of six years. 

Based on the past events of his first term and constantly studying his personality, 

Modi‘s future intentions under Hindutva have been predicted. Hence two units of 

analysis would be studied in this thesis i.e. rise of Hindutva and its impact on Indian 

society and Pakistan – India relations, therefore the variations are analyzed thoroughly 

since the beginning of Modi‘s first term of government. For this research, liberalism 

and Regional Security Complex Theory (RSCT) have also been considered which 

could not be applied over the environment of 2014 – 2019. For this research, 

historical process tracing has also beeen employed to analyze the historical events 

through interviews, archives and other sources to understand the causal link in 

consonance of the structural realism between the independent and dependent 

variables.  Neo-Realism and the prism of offensive realism has been selected to form 

the basis of the research which is based on Indian intent to increase its military might, 

expansionism and also interfere into the sovereignty of the neighbouring states 

particularly Pakistan. The founder of the theory, Mearshiemer argues that a state 

prefers establishment of hegemony through consistent power pursuance in order to 

improve its survivability. Based on this theory, I present my argument that India 

always aspired to increase its influence however with the rise of Modi led BJP since 

2014, India refused to engage Pakistan in dialogue, deny economic cooperation and 
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increase its power through membership of regional and global institutions, exploit its 

relations with regional and major global powers and initiate economic diplomacy. On 

the other hand, Pakistan was targeted through terror, violation of UN conventions in 

case of Kashmir, surgical and strikes with objectives to deter it and also malign its 

image thus reducing its share of power while managing a status of regional hegemon 

with greater influence on the global and regional decision making and peace process.  

1.8 Research Tools 

1.8.1 Literature 

Since creation, both neighbouring states are engaged in deep rooted conflict of 

antagonism and non-settlement of bilateral issues which has been covered through 

different research evaluation hence analysis of the already available wide spread 

literature on the subject became easy for gathering qualitative data. Being historical 

research, primary and secondary sources of literature have been incorporated to 

examine Pakistan – India relations to support the causal link between different 

variables. The primary source of literature review are interviews with the serving and 

retired academicians and formal and informal discussions with serving military 

officials, academicians and diplomats which provided better understanding of 

Pakistan –India relations under Hindutva particularly during Modi‘s rule. Semi – 

structured interviews and open ended discussions facilitated maximum information 

and relevant data collection leading to in depth analysis and findings. Due to difficulty 

in accessing the official documents and arranging interviews of the Indian leaders and 

military and non-military officials, reliance was made on the interviews and speeches 

of Indian officials which have already been aired by media and different channels. 

Secondary sources including variety of books on theoretical and empirical aspects of 

the topic, various research articles published in national and international journals, 
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reports by various governmental, inter-governmental and non-governmental 

organizations have been studied for necessary information. Different governmental 

official documents have also proved helpful in this regard. Content analysis of the 

speeches from the Indian leaders and academician remained the basic knowledge 

source for the literature review. The internet based data, archival and document based 

data and the non-textual qualitative data via visualization such as maps, monuments, 

art and social artifacts have been incorporated.  

1.9 Definitions of Terms 

 Hindutva – an ideology seeking to establish the hegemony of Hindus 

and their way of life. Hindutva is the predominant form of Hindu 

nationalism in India. The term was popularized by Vinayak Damodar 

Savarkar in 1923. It is championed by the Hindu nationalist volunteer 

organization Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh, Vishva Hindu Parishad, 

Hindu Sena and Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP).  

 Minority – A minority group is usually defined as a group of people 

with common interests or characteristics which distinguish them from 

the more numerous majority of the population of which they form a 

part or with whom they live in close proximity within a common 

political jurisdiction. 

 Extremism – Extremism means, literally, "the quality or state of being 

extreme" or "the advocacy of extreme measures or views". The term is 

primarily used in a political or religious sense, to refer to an ideology 

that is considered to be far outside the mainstream attitudes of society. 

It can also be used in an economic context. 
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 Secularism – Secularism, as defined in the Merriam-Webster 

dictionary, is the "indifference to, or rejection or exclusion of, religion 

and religious considerations". In political terms, secularism is the 

principle of the separation of government institutions and persons 

mandated to represent the state from religious institution and religious 

dignitaries. 

 Society – A society is a group of individuals involved in persistent 

social interaction, or a large social group sharing the same 

geographical or social territory, typically subject to the same political 

authority and dominant cultural expectations. 

 Policy - A policy is a deliberate system of principles to guide decisions 

and achieve rational outcomes. A policy is a statement of intent, and is 

implemented as a procedure or protocol. Policies are generally adopted 

by a governance body within an organization. 

1.10 Limitations and Delimitations of the Study 

The study is limited only to ‗Rise of Hindutva in India: Effects on Pakistan – 

India Relations‘ during the period from 2014 – 2019 which remained under Modi‘s 

rule. Moreover, due to Modi‘s consistent and frequent anti-Muslims and anti-Pakistan 

policies, the overall environment became volatile with similar response from 

Pakistani government and Muslim public of the region. Therefore, the events taking 

place till conclusion of this study i.e. year 2020 have been incorporated with effects 

on the future relations of Pakistan and India.  

Since Hindutva and Pakistan – India relations are two units of analysis 

therefore it required stance of both Pakistani as well as Indian officials. However, 

reliance was made on books, journals and reports through media whereas for first 
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hand information, different interviews aired through different media channels, of the 

leaders and officials of both the countries were accessed to find answers to the basic 

questions of the study. Moreover, due to limitation on conduct of survey in the Indian 

society led me to find answers from different media interviews, reports of different 

organizations and foreign writers regarding measuring the trajectory of Hindutva in 

Indian Hindu society, its effects on minorities especially Muslims and also the effects 

of Hindutva on Indian society and Pakistan-India relations. Similarly, it would be 

difficult to access the Indian policy makers associated with the Hindutva ideology 

which may lead to reliance on documents, already available, interviews and websites 

including TV channels. 

1.11 Organization of the Study 

Chapter 1 (Introduction) 

This research study gives an introductory chapter initially that gives an easy 

and rudimentary understanding of the subject. This chapter gives the fundamental 

explanation of various issues, phenomenon and clarity of concepts and ideology 

which has been covered in the succeeding paras of the study. It summarizes the 

reasons of rising Hindu nationalism and the impact of Hindutva on Pakistan – India 

relations. It also gives an introduction of the basic research questions, literature 

review, and rationale of study, research methodology and organization of the research.  

Chapter 2 (Theoretical Framework) 

It gives the theoretical foundation for the study. Considering the Indian 

aggressiveness in its attitude and policies with the ambition to become a regional as 

well as international power, offensive realism (Neo-Realism) would form the basis of 

the study. The Neo-Realism has explained the phenomenon of Hindutva and the 

emergence of extremism against the Muslims and Pakistan. It would further explain 
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how the ideology has affected the domestic politics and the foreign policies of India 

particularly towards Pakistan. The theory contemplates how BJP used the slogan of 

‗Reform, Perform and transform‘ using Moditva philosophy during its election 

campaign and won the parliamentary elections for the second consecutive time. It has 

further explained what implications would come out from the growing extremism in 

India which would threaten the security and have severe impacts for the Pakistan – 

India relations. 

Chapter  3 (Hindutva – A Drive for Hindu Nation) 

This chapter encompasses the rising phenomenon of Hindutva and its 

associated extremism in the Indian society. It discusses the concept of Hindutva and 

their execution through the right wing organizations. The ideology has interfered into 

the social, economic and religious fabric of the minorities with the objective to 

convert India into a Hindu rashtra while relegating Muslims to 2
nd

 grade citizens with 

no claims over the rights without submitting to Hindu culture. It discovers the 

emergence of RSS and Sangh Parivar which has set its objectives to discriminate the 

Muslims domestically and follow expansionism through political efforts.  

Chapter 4 (The Emergence of Hindutva Politics) 

The chapter argues that to achieve the basic objective of Hindut rashtra, RSS 

laid the foundation of its political wing – BJP. BJP backed by RSS strived to become 

a popular political voice through discrimination and violence against the Muslims. 

The demolition of Babri Masjid in 1992 became the turning point for the rise of BJP 

which led to the making of its first coalition government under Vajpayee. The rise of 

Modi and his orchestrated Gujrat massacre and development policies while adopting 

tough stance against Pakistan made him a popular leader. Through Moditva, BJP 

managed to win 2014 elections and became the ruling party. The chapter argues that 
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due to discriminatory policies of Modi, the Muslims and Hindu nations have 

distanced from each other whereas due to Hindutva politics, the Muslims are facing 

great social and economic challenges in India. 

Chapter 5 (Pakistan - India relations under Hindutva from 2014 - 2019) 

The chapter states that under the Hindutva ideology, the Indian government 

has become more aggressive against Pakistan. BJP Government has denied 

undertaking any dialogue on the core issues and extending economic cooperation with 

Pakistan. Considering itself as a hegemon, India tries to interfere in the neighbouring 

countries for dictating its terms. Similarly, the suspension of special status of Kashmir 

under article 370 has further aggravated the situation endangering the regional peace. 

The surgical strikes inside Pakistan reflect Indian hegemonic designs in the region 

which would always carry the risk of escalation to nuclear war. 

Chapter 6 (Findings) 

This chapter would incorporate the analysis based on the previous chapters 

and the past incidents. Based on this analysis, certain findings have been concluded 

which would provide basis for the future course of action. 

Chapter 7 (Recommendations) 

The chapter provides an insight of the challenges and opportunities available 

to Pakistan under the circumstances and the rising phenomenon of Hindutva. It 

provides a way forward to the foreign policy of Pakistan to manage Indian designs 

and counter Hindutva influenced policies.  

Conclusions 

The chapter concludes the dissertation. 
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CHAPTER 2 

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 

2.1 Theoretical Foundation of the Research 

Pakistan – India relations are based on difference of ideology and conflict 

oriented since their independence. The issue of Kashmir and other territorial conflicts 

has led to wars in 1948, 1965 and 1971 which has increased the trust deficit between 

the two states. The governments in both the countries could not resolve bilateral 

issues due to frequent conflicts, rising nationalism and resulting people disconnect for 

political gains. The increasing power potential and directing terror against each 

through use of terror organizations for destabilizing each other have created an 

environment of security for both India and Pakistan. The congress government being 

secular in nature retained democratic norms domestically and absorbed pressure from 

different Hindutva quarters which kept Congress in power and kept BJP away from 

the centre of politics. With the rise of BJP, Hindu nationalism gained impetus through 

anti-Muslim policies based on Ayodiya Masjid issue. The anti- Muslim policies 

earned BJP the vote of majority leading to its first coalition government in 1998 

which encouraged BJP to enhance its political circle through severe anti-Muslims and 

anti-Pakistan policies. With the rise of Narendra Modi in the environment shaped 

under global war on terror, the Hindutva ideology focused more on combating 

terrorism for which Pakistan was alleged. Modi adopted anti-Pakistan policies aimed 

at weakening Pakistan and turning India into a Hindu rashtra. In his tenure from 2014 

– 2019, Modi remained critical of Pakistani role in the region, suspended trade and 

dialogue and revoked Kashmir‘s special status with focus to change its demography, 

whereas internally suppressed Indian Muslims to drive them out of India. He initiated 
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economic diplomacy and its diplomatic relations with regional and global powers and 

main stream institutions to isolate Pakistan and economically hurt Pakistan through 

deprivation from global economy and regional integration. Terror attacks inside 

Indian Territory were linked to Pakistan to mitigate Pakistan‘s sacrifices in the war on 

terror and its front role in the global menace. Moreover, BJP carried out direct 

interference in Pakistan thrugh 5
th

 generation warfare to politically and economically 

destabilize Pakistan and force it to relegate Kashmir issue facilitating terrorism to 

come up as the main agenda between India and Pakistan. Considering itself as the 

regional hegemon and a military and economic power, India carried out air strikes 

inside Pakistan to coerce it for alleged terror attacks disowned by Pakistan in 2019. 

In the theoretical parameters, Pakistan – India relations have been covered 

under different theoretical frameworks due to changing geo-political environment. 

With the changing environment, different theoretical perspective have been used to 

explain the Pakistan – India relations. Liberalism is argued to be best suited to 

explain India-Pakistan relations in the post-Cold war environment since both have 

cultivated liberal values, resulting in complex interdependence and peace in their 

mutual relationship. The role played by different regimes such as Indus Water Treaty, 

regional trade regimes and CBMs are considered the liberal trends. Whereas realists 

define the post – independence period and post - 1998 relations under the parameters 

of realism due to three major wars, interference, no trade and arms race. With the rise 

of Modi during the elections of 2014, India – Pakistan are trapped in an unending 

security dilemma, border disputes, alleged mutual interventions, arms race and no 

dialogue and trade relations. It argues that India-Pakistan relationship doesn‘t lend 

itself to the democratic peace thesis, trade-brings-peace theory, multilateralism and 

international regimes (Mehsud, 2017).  
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2.2 Comparison of Different Theories for the Study  

For this thesis, different theoretical perspectives were studied i.e. Liberalism, 

constructivism and Regional security complex theory:- 

2.2.1 Liberalism 

Pakistan – India relations during 2014 – 2019, cannot be explained under the 

liberalist prism since these relations remained subjected to terror attacks, allegations, 

rhetoric, surgical strikes, defiance of international regimes and Hindutva effected 

policies. Being democratic governments in both the countries, India alleged Pakistan 

for its involvement in terror attacks on Indian soil. Pakistan is alleged to be involved 

in attacks inside India through Jaish-e-Muhammad and Lashkar-e-Tayabba. Modi led 

BJP government exploited the environment shaped under global war on terror and 

provoked terror attacks and organizations through funding of Baloch liberation army 

and TTP inside Pakistan to destabilize it. India remained involved in carrying out 

terror attacks inside Pakistan to destabilize it which was confessed by Indian spy 

agent Kuboshan Yadev, a serving officer who was arrested for carrying out terror 

attacks inside Pakistan. Indian claims of surgical strikes inside Pakistan to avenge the 

terror attacks also opposed the mainstream liberalism theory. In defiance to liberalist 

fight that multilateralism can mold states‘ attitude towards peace and cooperation, 

Indian policies remained dominated by Hindutva ideology (Mehsud, 2017). BJP 

government refused to engage Pakistan in dialogue for resolution of core issues such 

as Kashmir and also ignored the role of international and global regimes in resolving 

issues and economic engagement. Modi in defiance of the UN role in Kashmir 

resolution revoked article 370 of the Indian constitution suspending special status of 

Kashmir and ignored the world criticism due to US – India alliance. Modi tried to use 

global and international regimes as instruments of foreign policy against Pakistan. 
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The SAARC forum was encouraged to isolate Pakistan which could not bridge the 

gap between the two states. Moreover, regional and global trade regimes failed to 

establish free trade between the two states rather India revoked the status of most 

favoured nation (MFN) granted to Pakistan making terror as a plea. Despite 

comprehensive confidence building measures (CBMs) between India and Pakistan, 

their role in bringing actual confidence between the two governments remained 

missing. Both India and Pakistan remained committed in enhancing their influence at 

regional and global level through diplomatic contacts with major and regional powers 

and pursue international regimes for economic and political gains against each other 

which are against liberalism values. 

2.2.2 Regional Security Complex Theory (RSCT) 

This theory founded by Barry Buzan and Ole Waevar fits well into the South 

Asian context and explains the Pakistan – India relations during 2014 – 2019. It 

claims that the neighboring states at regional level pose greater security threats to 

each other in this anarchic international system. It has constructivist roots as it 

explains the structure and behavior of its units i.e. states in a region, having strong 

impact on each other in the military, political, societal, and environmental sectors. 

India Pakistan relations are based on historical and ideological grounds which have 

been formed into a conflict formation. With the rise of Hindutva influenced BJP under 

Modi, Indian foreign policy has become Pakistan oriented and always pursue security 

related aspects against Pakistan. Modi also pursue the alliance with regional states and 

global powers to become a regional power however it could not gain significant 

power within the region. However, the theory does not cover the existing environment 

shaped under Hindutva influenced Modi foreign policy against Pakistan. The Indian 

policies of power maximization through nuclear deals, technological advancement, 
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economic liberalism and alliance has defied the security policies of India since 

Pakistan does not pose security threats to India rather it wants to survive against the 

challenges posed under Hindutva policies.  

2.2.3 Structural Realism 

Realists believe in the power politics under anarchic structure of the world 

thus they pursue power militarily and economically to ensure their survival through 

establishment of hegemony while shifting the balance of power in their favour. 

Structural realism ignores the cultural difference and type of regimes and only alleges 

international structure for insecure environment. Whether a state is democratic or 

autocratic, for structural realists, the states are alike and are treated with the power 

they possess. For them, power is the capability of the state in terms of military, 

economic, population, technology, raw potential of the state in comparison to other 

states and nuclear potential. Therefore, according to structural realism, the states try to 

increase their power potential through increasing population and their share of global 

wealth. However, the structural realism is divided on the issue of quantifying the 

power. Kenneth Waltz (1979), the founding father of Structural Realism, pursued 

‗Defensive Realism‘ for accessing ‗appropriate amount of power‘ by states since 

maximizing of their share of world power and the pursuance of hegemony, will take 

them to self destruction mode due to alliance formation by other weak states through 

balancing (Steinsson, 2014). According to him, the cost benefit of the conquest is not 

possible due to the rise of nationalism hence threaten their own survival. John 

Mearsheimer (2001) opposed Waltz idea through ‗offensive Realism‘ and maintained 

that states should pursue power maximization and hegemony to continuously ensure 

their survival. Having overwhelming power is the best way of survival therefore; 

states should look for opportunities to increase their power. He rejects the balance of 
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power theory and argues that states avoid making alliance against the potential 

hegemon state because of the problems of incurring cost and the vulnerability of own 

security in challenging the strong state. The ceaseless security competition among 

states for power potential is based on the international system as follow:- 

(1) The international system is anarchic 

(2) The great powers have a level of offensive tendencies and abilities 

(3) Governments can never be sure of the intentions of other governments 

(4) Governments are trying to survive 

(5) Distrust is one of the main indicators of the relations between 

governments  

The structural realism of Jhon Mearsheimer best suits for expressing the India 

– Pakistan relations from 2014 – 2019. India in compliance with the realism view of 

anarchic structure of the global politics remains committed to enhance its power 

potential to become regional hegemon and dominate the region. Indian pursuit of 

regional hegemony has forced Pakistan to pursue maximizing its power through self 

help thus led to constant security competition with the potential of war (Steinsson, 

2014) due to Modi war hysteria and aggressive posture reflected in frequent conflicts 

and surgical strikes against Pakistan. For Modi, identity is possible through strong 

military capabilities (Hussain, 2016). According to one approach, India being a hyper 

– realist state is seeking complete destruction of Pakistan being an unpredictable state 

causing damage to Indian stability.  

Similarly, Modi government revoked article 370 and suspended special status 

of Kashmir aimed at changing the demography of Kashmir which reflects its mind to 

place itself as a regional hegemon neglecting the UN resolutions. This has been done 

with prolonged curfew and arresting many Muslim leaders forcing them to submit to 
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the realist policies of BJP. According to realists, the states go to war to prove their 

power over its rivals and enhance its security. Modi carried out surgical strikes in 

Pakistan without showing any evidence of its involvement in terror attacks and the 

objectives were to influence the majority Hindu public in India declaring himself to 

be the savior of Hindu India and also prove its dominance over Pakistan. Moreover it 

wanted to establish that it can interfere in the neighboring states whenever it wants 

being a regional hegemon. It also proves the realist view that states have offensive 

tendencies and abilities to inflict harm on its neighbor. The surgical strikes and 

escalation of 2019 also proves that both the states can engage each other in 

conventional war at limited scale however full scale war is unlikely due to nuclear 

threshold and resultant deterrence. The role of nuclear weapons has also changed the 

policy behavior of India (Hussain, Evaluating Modi's Foreign Policy: Continuity or 

Change, 2016). In order to establish itself as a hegemon state, India is pursuing self-

reliance and no dependence policy under Hindutva. They urge the nation to use 

domestically manufactured items as they have been doing in the glorious past (Basrur, 

2017). India has initiated the policy of economic diplomacy to earn the foreign 

investment and improved relations with regional and global powers and institutions 

with the objectives to enhance its role regionally and globally and to project itself as a 

responsible economic and military power and form itself more than ‗south Asian 

power‘ (Pant, 2008).  

Based on pre – independence hatred and anti – Pakistan Hindutva ideology, 

Modi led BJP government always aim at destabilizing Pakistan. Pakistan has never 

been certain about Modi led Indian government and its intentions due to its policies to 

alter the balance of power in his favour. Thus India being a ‗Revisionist state‘ has 

always been using rhetoric and military movements against Pakistan since its rise in 
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2014. Modi is also pursuing up-gradation and expansion of its military forces for the 

purpose to dictate its neighboring states which is in line with the realist view that a 

state with more power is more secure. For offensive realists, expansion and conquest 

often make states more secure and would block other states from acquiring additional 

power. The state must expand its power in order to become a world power which 

provides utmost security to the state. the Hindutva ideology also urge for ‗Akhand 

Bharat‘ means the incorporation of Pakistan and Bangladesh at priority to fulfill its 

dreams and later Bhutan, Nepal and Sri Lanka would also be incorporated (Basrur, 

2017).  

In order to survive its Government, BJP is following expansionist policy 

which entails aggressive foreign, economic, political, and military policies to alter the 

balance of power and to gain more power at the expense of other states such as 

Pakistan. For this purpose, Modi is aiming at pursuing permanent membership of 

UNSC and NSG which would enhance its global standing and the same can be used 

against Pakistan (Hussain, 2016). Since states are rational actors and are capable of 

making strategies to maximize prospects of survival therefore, in order to avoid any 

mistake against Indian misadventures and aggressive designs, Pakistan should 

increase its power potential thus increase its chances of survival (Steinsson, 2014). 

Such phenomenon further gets significance for Pakistan in the presence of distrust on 

Modi‘s doctrine against Pakistan. Hence Pakistan not only rely on self help and 

increase power but also make alliance with China to combat Indian challenges in the 

UN and other diplomatic forums. Moreover, Pakistan joined the CPEC project with 

China to enhance its economic potential and regional integration thereby increasing 

its chances of survival in the region. 
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2.3 Selection of Structural Realism  

South Asia has been a complicated region for mainstream theories to explain 

with accuracy. For Realism, the India- Pakistan rivalry on security, regional 

domination, border clashes and ethno-religious hatred among the public in South 

Asian countries are elements that attract realists to uphold their claims. Neo-Realism 

is significant in the context of Pakistan-India relations due to nuclear deterrence, 

bipolarity, alliance, inclination towards US and China for diplomatic and power 

acquisition. India after the rise of Modi led BJP into power changed its behavior 

towards Pakistan and adopted aggressiveness and maximization of power which were 

tested during its surgical strikes and air strikes aimed at projecting Pakistan as a weak 

and terror sponsored state which would be unable to hold nuclear weapons and secure 

its sovereignty against India. Moreover it adopted anti-Pakistan policies to weaken 

Pakistan unable to secure the prospects of CPEC and deprive it from the benefits of 

the global economic market. In accordance with offensive realism, both India and 

Pakistan calculate their benefits on the basis of power and its maximization instead of 

enhanced cooperation. India has violated the international conventions with regards to 

Kashmir issue and human rights in Kashmir. During Modi era, since 2014, the region 

has faced instability due to Modi‘s realist view of Pakistan and other neighbours.  

According to realism, in the international relationship of India and Pakistan 

state to state military security threat has remained constant and so are the means of 

influence. Track II and III diplomacies are employed but to no avail. ―Aman ki Asha‖ 

has failed and the ―Samjhauta Express‖ derailed. A change in the means of influence 

has occurred but at doctrinal level. Pakistan‘s alleged reliance on non-state actors, 

low-level less costly conflict, in Kashmir and elsewhere and Indian alleged response 

with the same coin in Baluchistan and elsewhere along the switching over to the 

―Cold Start‖ doctrine is not a change in the instrument of policy. The new doctrines 

still involve coercion and use of force but at different levels (Mehsud, 2017). 
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CHAPTER 3 

HINDUTVA – A DRIVE FOR HINDU RASHTRA 

The difference between patriotism and nationalism is that the patriot is proud of his 

country for what it does, and the nationalist is proud of his country no matter what it 

does; the first attitude creates a feeling of responsibility but the second a feeling of 

blind arrogance that leads to war. 

Sydney J. Harris 

3.1 Genesis of Hindu Nationalism 

The geographical region of ‗India‘ – referred as ‗Sindhu‘ in the Vedic texts in 

relation to River Sindhu, was discovered during 5
th

 B.C.E by the Persian invaders, 

who transformed it into ‗Hind‘, pronounced as ‗al-Hind‘ by the Arabs (Olson, 2007). 

The superstitious religion followed by the inhabitants was called as ‗Hinduism‘ 

initially by the English and European scholars during 18
th

 century.  Hinduism as a 

social order remained diversified in nature, having myths and superstitions specific to 

each area, often contradictory to each other facilitating the reign of the Brahmin caste 

(Tamimi, 2009). Hindu society was divided into caste system where the lower caste 

Hindu was deprived of the right to rise and improve his life and was subjected to 

challenges imposed by the upper castes especially Brahmin. The lower caste Hindus 

remained committed to survival under Brahmin whose influence could never be 

challenged therefore Hindu as a nation never found its identity unless the Muslims 

came to India during 8
th

 century. The lower caste Hindus were inspired from the just 

and equality based system of the Muslims and started embracing Islam posing serious 

challenges to the Brahmin caste and their reign. David N. Lorenzen describes that the 
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Hinduism was invented as a consequence of encounter between Islam and Hindus 

(Sharma, 2015). Later, during 18
th

 century, the Hindus further faced identity crisis 

against the British rule. After getting inspired from Christianity and Islam, 

‗Hinduism‘ emerged as a religion and initiated efforts to ‗identify‘ its ‗true‘ culture, 

which the Brahmin linked to the myth of ‗Aryan civilization‘ being glorious. Today, 

Hinduism comprises of diverse forms of believes, faiths and practices inspired from 

other religions including Islam and Christianity (Mahapatra, 2018).  

In order to prevent lower caste Hindus to become Muslims, the Brahmin 

leaders initiated measures to give Hindus a separate ‗identity‘ which could preserve 

Hindu culture, majority presence in India and also the Brahmin reign. This could be 

possible through Hindu nationalism based on violence and hatred against the Muslims 

hence anti-Muslim sentiments were provoked among the Hindus (Huzur, 2011). 

Hindus were given a permanent enemy in the form of Muslims who were projected as 

rulers of the past who polluted the divine Hindu society and greater civilization. 

Hindus were asked to remain pro-active against possible Muslim interference in their 

culture otherwise they will lose their identity as they lost during the attacks of 

Mehmood Ghaznavi when Hindus became complacent. Different stories were linked 

to Muslims cruel attitude towards Hindus to inculcate fear in their minds 

(Ananthamurathy, Hindutva or Hindu Swaraj, 2016). However, Brahmin could not 

succeed in initiating violence against the Muslims since Hindus also acknowledged 

the introduction of peace, inter-faith harmony, justice and mutual respect by the 

Muslims during their rule (Muhammad Riaz Mahmood, Fall 2019).  

Hindu nationalists found an opportunity to distance themselves from the 

Muslims after the British arrival in 1857 through the Muslims‘ defeat. The Muslims 

did not accept the British as new masters of India and refused to absorb their modern 
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education and civilization thus remained deprived of their share in the politico-

economic development and government jobs. Whereas Hindus Brahmin urged the 

Hindu community to participate in the modernization process considering it as a 

‗return to the past‘ – another myth of ‗greater Hindu civilization‘ in ancient times. 

Thus Hindus became major stakeholder in the government jobs and industry which 

was considered significant step by Hindu nationalists towards taking over the rule of 

India being divine right and dominating Muslims after the departure of the British. 

Sensing anti-Muslim designs of Hindu nationalists, the Muslims got convinced that 

‗survival‘ of the Muslims is only possible through modern education and sharing 

governance otherwise they would be left to the mercy of Hindu nationalists. In order 

to widen the already created ‗divide‘ between the Muslims and Hindus, Hindu 

nationalists based on their majority population and major share in the government 

jobs, provoked Hindu elite-middle class to demand Hindi in Devanagari script instead 

of Urdu in Persian script. Moreover, Hindus opposed the separate electorate system of 

1909 and separate share for the Muslims in government jobs rather urged merit based 

appointments which antagonized the Muslims (Afzal, 2014). In order to inculcate 

competitive spirit and accelerate Hindus‘ pace of progress, Muslims were projected as 

‗enemies‘ with difference of culture and religion and also responsible for Hindus‘ 

deprivations. They were convinced that Hindu unity based on majority would lead 

them to win the elections and subdue the Muslims to avenge the past. Hence the 

foundation of two nation‘s theory was laid by the Hindu nationalists.  

Hindu nationalists were determined to maintain their culture from any 

interference by the Muslims as well as the British. They were wary of the British 

legislation against the mythical construct of Hinduism and opposed the ‗consent bill 

1891‘ on age limit for the marriage and banned ‗sati‘, all formed part of the Hindu 
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society and culture. Preservation of identity for the Hindu community became the 

foremost task of the Hindu leaders for which a united front was required by uniting 

the diversified and divided Hindu society. Since they knew that at some time, the 

British would leave India therefore; Muslims became the prime target of the Hindu 

nationalists. Although a minority against Hindus, Muslims were feared of a defeat at 

the hands of Hindus and taking over the rule of India after the departure of the British. 

3.2 Hindu Reformist and Revivalists Movements – A Road to Identity 

To unite the Hindus and preserve their culture, Hindu nationalists initiated 

Hindu reformist and revivalist movements during 19
th

 century to emphasis on their 

culture. Brahmo Samaj (1828) was founded by Raja Mohan Roy and Arya Samaj 

(1875) by Dayanand Saraswati, for the survival of Hindu culture against the cultural 

threats of Islam and Christianity. These movements were based on religious grounds 

presenting Muslims and Christians as enemies responsible for the Hindu‘s decline. 

With a view to project Hinduism as a superior and influential religion, Hindu 

nationalist leaders presented a comprehensive package of myths although inspired by 

Islam and Christianity. For better motives towards Hindu unity, the Masjid and one 

‗Holy Book‘ concept was introduced through declaring ‗Bhagavad Gita‘ as superior 

book among others and temples were announced a holy places for joint worship. To 

identify holy places, for socio-cultural common grounds, some places were declared 

sacred. Heroic stories were constructed to present aggressive and victorious history of 

Hindus. Religious icons were created in the form of ‗cult of Kali (for Shakti), gau 

mata (for fertility and progress), River Ganges for unity whereas Bharat was declared 

as ‗Bharatmata‘ (Afzal, 2014). They stemmed their inheritance to the ‗Aryan 

Civilization‘ claimed to be the original inhabitants with glorious past and greater 

civilization. Arya Samaj urged Muslims to reconvert to Hinduism being a divine and 
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superior religion to ‗other religions‘ as to them, their forefathers converted to Islam 

due to forceful attitude of Muslims. They presented Punjab (36 % of Hindu 

community and where Hindu community was intellectually leading) as the arrival 

place of Aryans. In 1911, Hindu nationalist leaders replaced, ‗Arya Samaj‘ with 

‗Hindu Samaj‘, thus reserving it only for Hindus and declaring Hindus as a separate 

nation (Afzal, 2014). The movement was later joined by the slogan ‗Swaraj is our 

birth right‘ raised by Bal Gangadhar Tilak (1856 – 1920) thus refused to 

accommodate Muslims in post-British India. These Hindu reformists‘ movements 

were given the mandate to protect cows from slaughtering at the hands of Muslims by 

forming cow protection societies during 1880s and 1890s especially on the events of 

Eid-ul-Azha which was a sensitive issue for the Muslims thus could be easily 

exploited by the Hindu nationalists towards creation of riots. Simultaneously, the 

reconversion to Hinduism was yet another agenda followed by the revivalist 

movements (Walsh, 2011). 

Aryans means ‗noble‘ or ‗civilized and being the original descendants of the 

Aryans, who formed a superior race; Hindus have the right to rule in India. To them, 

the ancient Sanskrit and Hindu culture took birth in the Harappa civilization although 

it is not confirmed by the European archeologists. Vedas are the ancient religious 

texts of Hinduism which includes ‘Rig-Veda, the atharva Veda and others’ 

composed by Aryans during 1500 BCE. In contradiction to the Vedas, the Hindu 

nationalists introduced different beliefs such as preventing cow slaughtering. There 

are no cow gods in Aryans Rig-Veda and they were considered symbol of wealth and 

not religion significance. Cow slaughtering was stopped not due to religion but due to 

requirement for different food items from such animals. Caste system exists from the 



 
 

49 

Aryans time to categorize the people and society for harmonized working relations 

(Walsh, 2011).  

3.3 Preparation for Violence – Hindu Mahasabha 

Indian nationalism went through different stages as Swami Vivekananda 

linked nationalism with religion, Tilak linked nationalism with culture whereas, 

Aurobindo and Savarkar associated it with Hinduism. The revivalists Hindu leaders 

such as Raja Ram Mohan Roy, Swami Vivekananda, Aurobindo Gosh and Swami 

Dayanand Saraswati claimed that the Hindu faith in its pure form was superior to 

other religions such as Islam and Christianity. Under these movements, Hindu 

nationalism was transformed into a military outfit which carried out training of the 

Hindu youth to generate and exploit violence to agitate the Muslims and widen the 

divide between the two nations. For this purpose, Hindu ‗Sabha‘ was established at 

Lahore in 1882 which spread to each district of Punjab. It projected Shuddi and 

Sangathan movements for forcing Indian Muslims to reconvert to Hinduism i.e. their 

ancestors‘ religion. The Hindu youth were trained in these Sabha to defend the Hindu 

culture, preserve Hindu identity and deny cow slaughtering by Muslims. Hindu youth 

were urged to antagonize Muslims deliberately by playing music in front of the 

Mosques at the time of prayers to trigger atrocities at the hands of Hindu majority 

(Abid, 2008). Similarly, Hindus youth were trained in Hindu melas, in martial arts, 

use of lathis, dagger and swords to kill Muslims responsible for their inferior position. 

These melas were organized only for the Hindus and no other faith holder could enter 

the premises.  

Swami Dayanand Saraswati (1824 – 1883) was such a leading voice among 

these Hindu leaders who stood against the Muslims and Christians due to their 

subjugation of the Hindu nation. He alleged that Hindu nation was humiliated by 
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these ‗foreign invaders‘. According to Saraswati, during Muslim‘s rule, Hindu culture 

was ruined, their religious places were demolished for construction of Muslim 

Masjids and the Hindus were forced to embrace Islam (Singh, 2003). Hindus were 

relegated to the status of 2
nd 

grade citizens where they could not prosperous due to 

denial of opportunities by the Muslims. The British rule was also exploited by the 

Christianity and the Hindu nationals were forced to convert to Christianity through 

opening of Christian schools, other institutions including medical colleges. Both these 

nations wanted superiority of their cultures and religions with a view to prolong their 

rule in India and deny access to overwhelming positions by the Hindus. The 

continuous fear of sword remained another factor which hindered Hindus‘ progress 

and rise in the region.  

With the rising support from the Hindu corners, these movements gradually 

transformed into anti-Muslim militancy giving rise to different Hindu militant 

organizations. In Maharashtra, Bal Gangadhar Tilak revived Ganapati and Shivaji 

festivals in 1894 with the aim to awaken the common Hindu man, inspire nationalism 

among Hindus and oppose the colonial rule (Priyadarshinj). However, these festivals 

enhanced already existing religious tensions among Hindus and the minorities 

especially the Muslims. Tilak became popular as an extremist and was welcome for 

delivering lectures on Hindu unity at different places. The Hindus were convinced to 

fight against Muslims and during the celebrations of these festivals, Hindu-Muslims 

riots were initiated by the Hindus with a view to annihilate the Muslims and widen the 

already existing gap between the Hindus and the Muslims. Considering Hindu unity 

significant for gaining power and maintain the unity of India, Anusilan Samitis 

(Disciplinary Organizations) were established in Bengal with a view to oppose 

partition of India and manage the government machinery in the environment after the 
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departure of the British. The Muslims were apprehensive of these steps as they were 

not made part of the Samitis.  

These reforms groups developed their pressure groups in the ‗Indian National 

Congress‘ to influence Congress‘s decisions towards preserving separate identity and 

culture for the Hindu community and oppose all measures for the benefit of the 

Muslims (Vaishnav, 2019). Based on Hindu prejudice towards the Muslims, these 

movements influenced Congress to oppose and reverse the decision of partition of 

Bengal during 1905 which was done by the British to ensure better governance. The 

decision reflected Hindus‘ anti-Muslim designs and prejudice as they opposed the 

creation of a new administrative unit to deny Muslims‘ majority in Assam which was 

not acceptable to the Hindus.  

The Hindu nationalist leaders were working for the same purpose and 

objectives i.e. Hindus superiority and rule; however through different platforms 

having no synergy. In 1915, Madan Mohan Malaviya realized the need to converge all 

the different podiums and present a united front using combined majority of Hindus 

hence ‗Hindu Mahasabha‘ emerged. Hindu Mahasabha worked for cow protection, 

language reforms and welfare of Hindu society. During Khilafat movement, it 

remained dormant due to Gandhi support for the Muslims movement however; it was 

revived during 1921-23 in response to the creation and demand of separate homeland 

by Muslim League (Walsh, 2011). Hindu Mahasabha was a Hindu nationalist 

organization which was based on hatred towards the Muslims. Hindu leaders and 

scholars projected Muslims as ‗Maleech‘ raising the slogan that they don‘t and can‘t 

live with the Muslims (Tamimi, 2009). They opposed any concessions given to the 

Muslims in the form of separate homeland, separate electorate, share in government 

jobs and violently reacted to the Hindi-Urdu controversy and partition of Bengal 
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(Vaishnav, 2019). They took Muslims as anti-India and criticized the teachings of the 

Prophet (PBUH) with a view to hurt Muslims (Abid, 2008). Though the Hindu 

scholars allege the British for creating the ‗nationalism spirit‘ among the Hindus and 

the Muslims and hold them responsible for the Hindu-Muslims divide, in fact, Hindu 

nationalists are responsible for the ‗Hindu-Muslim divide and two nation‘s theory‘. 

The British Empire also felt threatened from the collective wisdom and united front of 

the Indian Muslims and Hindus therefore they introduced the policy of divide and 

rule. As a consequence to the British policies and Hindu nationalists‘ agenda, the 

Hindus and the Muslims separated their languages and school education system and 

the Muslims supported the separate electorate system for the Muslims, introduced by 

the British government (Singh, 2009). In fact, the Hindu nationalists‘ leaders paved 

the way for the rise of Hindu nationalism after realizing their majority population and 

the need to hold power to avenge the Muslims after the departure of the British for 

regaining their lost glorious civilization.  

3.4 Emergence of Hindutva Ideology 

Though the word Hindutva was used by Vinayak Damodar Savarkar, its 

practical manifestation had already started during the Hindu-Muslims communal riots 

of the colonial era (Seethi, 2015). Hindutva‘s origin can be traced back to the Hindu 

reformist and revivalist movements of the 19
th

 century. During this period, Vinayak 

Damodar Savarkar (1883-1966), an anti-Muslim Hindu political and extremist leader 

introduced Hindutva ideology in 1923 in his book, ―Hindutva: Who is a Hindu‖. The 

term ―Hindutva‖ is derived from two terms, Hindu and Tattva which literally means 

‗Hindu principles‘ and ‗Hinduness‘. Savarkar believed in total majoritarian and 

sovereignty of Hindu race in India and emphasized that Hindutva can lead to 

collective Hindu identity which incorporates all facets and activities of Hindus life 
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and race (Sharma, 2015). According to him, the Hindu identity is not only based on 

religious faiths but also on cultural and social fabrics (Nandrajog, 2010). Today 

Savarkar is considered as a national hero in India (Jamie Kwong).  

Savarkar being an intellectual had an in depth study of the Hindu religion, 

history and culture and deduced the reasons of disarray of the Hindu society based on 

diversified faiths, festivals and myths according to different localities and cultures to 

meet own interests and beliefs. In order to unite the divided society of Hindus, 

Savarkar introduced ‗Hindutva‘ based on common grounds from the Hinduism, 

culture, festivals and language (Zubaida Zafar, 2018). Being a Hindu nationalist, 

Savarkar wanted Hindus to dominate the region and find identity for the Hindus 

which could earn them respect, identity and power. Therefore he based his ideology 

of Hindutva on three elements; ‗Hindi, Hindu and Hindustan‘ thus lead to common 

language, common religion and common origin. The main objective of Hindutva was 

to create a Hindu rashtra for superior identity though Hindu unity and degradation of 

the Muslims.  

Savarkar‘s cultural nationalism was based on anti-Muslim hatred since are 

alleged responsible for the deprivation, subjugation and atrocities of the Hindus. 

According to him, the Muslim rulers destroyed the Hindu Aryanic culture. He 

considers that the payment of Jizya to the Muslims is evidence how Muslims 

subordinated and humiliated the Hindus. He also considers that Hindus were stopped 

from carrying out their faith during the Muslim rule. This could be avenged through 

aggressiveness and fascism (Nandrajog, 2010). He substituted religion with race 

through Hindutva which gave more strength to Hindu race than Hinduism. His hatred 

was described by himself in an event in which he stoned a Masjid which caused 

Hindu - Muslim riots (Sharma, 2015).  
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He found Muslims as the only competitors to Hindu race in India hence aimed 

at their subjugation. Hence, Savarkar opposed the separate electorate option for the 

Muslims and started anti-Muslim campaign. His campaign was based on inciting hate 

against the Muslims in the Hindu minds by projecting abduction of Hindu girls for 

marriage by the Muslims, killings of Hindus in the past and during the riots, forceful 

conversion to Islam, taking jizya from the Hindu rajas etc. Hindutva supported 

environment of war between Hindus and the Muslims as it considers Muslims and 

Hindus as separate communities which cannot be combined through any sense and 

even through love and friendship (Sarkar, 2018). Savarkar was inspired by Nazism of 

Hitler as he compared Hindu – Muslim relation with the German – Jews linkage of 

1938 (Nandrajog, 2010). He urged that Muslims of India deserves the same treatment 

as was given to Jews by the Hitler. He declared Hindus and Muslims as separate 

nations thus laid the foundation of ‗two nation‘s theory‘ even before the 

announcement of Muhammad Ali Jinnah. He opposed Gandhi‘s philosophy of Hindu-

Muslim unity and secular ideology (called as ‗pseudo nationalist‘) (Walsh, 2011).   

Based on the Chankyan Doctrine, ‗the end determines the means‘, Hindutva 

supported no ethics and urged for use of all means including violence towards 

attainment of Hindu rashtra and cultural superiority (Singh, 2003). To him the Hindu 

unity was possible only if based on the principles of Islam and Christianity. As a 

critical analysis of the Muslim‘s religion, he concluded that mosque and community 

living keep the Muslims united against any challenge which Hinduism lacks. Unlike 

Hindus, Muslims get command directly from Allah. He admired Islam for Quran in 

one hand and sword in the other hand (Sharma, 2015), thus present peace first and 

later ‗Jihad‘. According to him, if Hindus follow these principles, they would also 

become great warriors and rule the region because through adoption of these 



 
 

55 

elements, the minority Christians and Muslims were able to rule the majority 

population. In contrary, the Hindus would become so powerful that no other faith 

would be able to rule them. Since Hindu society, culture and Hinduism itself were 

devoid of such characteristics, Hindutva ideology was based on ‗myths‘ created to 

instill aggressive spirit and unity among the Hindus therefore, the historical events 

were amended and presented as glorious moments for the Hindus. It projected those 

Hindus and Sikh leaders as heroes who resisted and fought the Muslim invaders in 

order to create a Hindu-Muslim divide which was required for making a Hindu 

Rashtra (Walsh, 2011). 

Savarkar describes the quality of being a Hindu on ethnic, cultural and 

political terms and declares that a Hindu is the one who considers India as motherland 

(Matrbhumi), the land of his ancestors (pitrbhumi), and his holy land (Puny bhumi). 

He believed that Hindu is one who lives in the area beyond the Indus river between 

the Himalaya and Indian Ocean (Tiwari, January 2019). He further claims that being 

offspring of Aryans, Hindus are the permanent inhabitants of India whereas Muslims 

and Christians came as invaders to India. Moreover, Hinduism, Jainism, Sikhism and 

Buddhism faiths were originated here and their cultures flourished in the region 

therefore, they consider this land as their holy land and have their loyalties to this 

land. However, apart from love for Bharat mata, having Hindu faith in the caste 

system, the individual has to love and own Hindu Sanskriti as a whole thus excluded 

Muslims from Indian culture. Muslims and Christians were declared as ‗others‘ 

responsible for contaminating the Hindu culture and non-patriotic to the region, thus 

excluded from the category of inhabitants. Muslims regard Makkha and Madina as 

their holy land, Quran as their Holy Book and they pray in Arabic instead of Sanskriti 

which is against the loyalties and culture of Hindus thus cannot be accommodated in 
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India. Similarly, Christians have different faiths and holy places than Hindus. 

Hindutva relegated Urdu and English from the Hindu culture being the languages of 

the ‗others‘ and inferior to the ‗divine‘ language Sanskriti. However Savarkar 

announced that being a liberal and accommodative culture, Hindu India can 

accommodate ‗others‘ in India as 2
nd

 grade citizens after they submit to the Hindu 

culture and beliefs.  

Savarkar states that Hindutva is inherent in the Hindu race thus cannot be 

defined and identified directly through Hinduism. According to him, Hinduism due to 

suffix ‗ism‘ denotes some opinion or ideology whereas Hindutva is a philosophy 

(Ananthamurathy, 2016). According to him, Hinduism is only a fraction and part of 

Hindutva therefore; Hindutva is more than Hinduism and does not confine itself only 

for adherence to Hinduism being a political philosophy. The basic definition and 

concept of Hindutva did not match with the Indian Nationalism on the religio-cultural 

basis, since Hindutva aims at building modern Hindu Nation on the elements of 

popularity, rationality and progress leaving religion aside (Afzal, 2014). According to 

Savarkar, Hindu unity could be achieved by relegating the caste system and injustice 

from within castes; it would lead to social stability and achievement of power for the 

Hindu nation. He argued that all castes fought against the Muslim invaders by joining 

hands therefore, Hindutva urges for the same unity (Ananthamurathy, 2016). He 

emphasized on national unity with its three basic principles i.e. geographical unity, 

racial features and common culture. With the adoption of Hindutva as their core 

ideology, the Hindu nationalists engaged all the castes of the Hindu society in the 

reforms and revivalists movements. The lower caste Hindus were made the van-guard 

of these movements in order to deny their conversion to Islam.  
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Hindutva being a cultural and political ideology of Hindu nationalism thus its 

main objective was the transformation of India into Hindu rashtra (Nation) after 

independence from the British rule. Hindutva philosophy always considered 

undivided India (Akhand Bharat) as Hindu state and opposed its partition. Since 

Hindu form majority population of India therefore have inherited and divine right to 

rule the country without sharing with ‗others‘ (Hali, 2018). Savarkar supported social 

reforms movements aimed at uniting Hindus for acquiring power and supremacy over 

other faiths. Savarkar believed that Hindu state and Rashtra could only be developed 

if they expel the Muslims and Christians out of Indian Territory (Walsh, 2011). 

Hindutva of Savarkar ideally urged for making Hindu rasthra based on European 

nation-state concept incorporating cultural and territorial boundaries on religious basis 

(Vaishnav, 2019).  

To achieve the basic objective of making a Hindu rashtra, Savarkar tried to 

maneuver against the British rule and for this purpose, he even supported Hindu – 

Muslim unity. He urged Hindus and Muslims to unite against the British rule and 

throw them out of the region as they don‘t have the right to rule sub-continent. Due to 

his revolutionary ideas, the British government arrested him on charges of instigation 

people to revolt and conspiracy (Singh, 2003). After release from the prison, Savarkar 

joined Hindu Mahasabha and pursued his goals of Hindutva. V. D. Savarkar became 

the President of Hindu Mahasabha in 1936. During a Hindu Mahasabha conference in 

1938, Savarkar declared that ―we the Hindus are a nation by ourselves‖ thus separated 

Hindus from all other faiths (Walsh, 2011).   

3.5 The Rise of Hindutva Forces – the Sangh Parivar 

With the adoption of Hindutva ideology, the boundaries between Hindu and 

Muslims communities had been drawn clearly and the Hindu nationalists could strive 
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for creation of Hindu rashtra. Based on the myth of Muslims interference and 

subjugation of the Hindus, the Muslims were considered as a ‗threat‘ to the future of 

Hindus hence Hindu unity was considered significant (Singh, 2003). Hindutva reveals 

that to avoid being conquered again like past from the Muslims and the Christians, the 

Hindutva ideology must be followed  (Ram, 1996). Hindu Mahasabha was tasked to 

mobilize Hindu masses towards Hindu unity through cultural festivals, gau-mata 

protection and sangathan movements. It also tried to unite Hindus for political gains 

however; it failed due to Gandhi‘s secular ideology and personality influence  (Afzal, 

2014).   

3.5.1 Creation of Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh (RSS) 

Anti-Muslims hatred was at peak and Hindu – Muslims riots were a routine 

affair provoked by the Hindu nationalists. Hindutva leaders adopted the violence 

strategy more significant in order to hurt Muslim interests and avenge their past. 

Therefore a dedicated force ‗Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh‘ (RSS) was created for 

garnering Hindu support and drive Hindutva ideology forcefully and violently. RSS 

was founded by Keshav Baliram Hedgewar (1889-1940), in 1925 in Nagpur on 

Dashera day (a Hindu festival day which is to celebrate the victory of good over evil), 

thus inculcating the spirit of victory among the Hindu youth over the Muslims 

(Kelkar, 2011). Hedgewar was an anti-Muslim Hindu nationalist who initiated Hindu-

Muslim riots at Nagpur in mid 1920s through playing of music by the Hindus in front 

of the Masjid thus triggering Muslims‘ reaction (Battaglia, 2017). Referring to the 

Hindu-Muslim riots, Hedgewar stated that ―the snake of Muslim fanaticism… is now 

baring its poisonous fangs and spreading the venom of violence and riots all over the 

country‖ (Jamie Kwong). Dr Hedgewar was ambitious to address the weaknesses of 

Hindu society which caused Muslim and British minority to rule them for centuries 
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and interfere with the Hindu culture (Kelkar, 2011). Considering the British intentions 

to leave India, Hedgewar formed RSS as an anti-Muslim organization, aimed at 

gaining political ascendency to seize power in united India for converting it into a 

Hindu rashtra after departure of the British (Singh, 2003). The stated aim of RSS is 

Samajik Samrasta (social harmony) whereas covertly it believes in revenge against 

the Muslims being invaders of Indian culture and civilization (Sharda, RSS 360 

Degree: Demystifying RSS, 2018). RSS was assigned the first task to protect pilgrims 

against the rapacity of Muslims fakirs and Brahmin priests during the festival of 

Ramnavmi in 1926. The Muslims were alleged of not allowing the processions to pass 

through their areas and mosques  (Singh, 2009). 

RSS was initially conceived as an offshoot of Hindu Mahasabha, however it 

developed its unique identity based on its growing membership and failure of Hindu 

Mahasabha to protect Hindu rights (Vaishnav, 2019). Initially established as a social 

organization to help Hindus unite against the British and the Muslims, the RSS 

adopted the core elements of Hindutva i.e. preserve Hindus culture, unite Hindus 

irrespective of caste division and secure the Hindu interests as its core objectives. 

Hedgewar was always critical of Muslims rights and considered them 2nd grade 

citizens as compared to Hindus. He remained part of Congress till 1937 even after 

establishment of RSS with a view to use Congress as political wing towards 

independence of India since RSS would not be able to mobilize the masses against the 

colonial power (Kelkar, 2011). He criticized and opposed the Gandhi‘s policy of 

‗appeasement‘ towards the Muslims during the independence movement and urged 

Congress leaders and Hindu nationalists to violently treat Muslims. He opposed the 

creation of Muslim League fearing it to be a step to the division of India considering it 

to be a blow to the ‗Akhand Bharat‘ concept.  
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RSS adopted itself as a miniature Hindu Rashtra and trained its members in art 

of governing a country after independence. Hedgewar opined that the Hindus have 

suffered due to the lack of competent and honest political leaders hence he 

emphasized on preparing and grooming political leaders from the RSS to take over 

the political stage of India and run the government for the Indian population after the 

departure of the British (Kelkar, 2011). It capitalized on the intellectual work of the 

Hindu Mahasabha in developing its ideology and organizational strategy among the 

Hindu society (Afzal, 2014). The RSS volunteers were dressed in khaki uniforms 

giving it military touch for cohesiveness and uniformity and the organization adopted 

saffron as its colour which reflects purity and strength in Hindu methodology and 

becomes the means of internal colonization in the Hindu society for the Hindu 

nationalists i.e. superiority of Hindus and subjugation of ‗others‘  (Nandrajog, 2010). 

In order to follow Golwalkar‘s vision of a nation state, RSS demanded Manumsriti to 

be implemented as the law of the land instead of the constitution. Similarly, they 

asked for declaring ‗saffron flag‘ instead of the ‗Tricolour flag‘ since it reflect the 

actual culture of the Hindu state. The organization has a special uniform, caps, salute 

style, patriotic song, military drills and parades thus is truly organized as a private 

army (Kang, 2015).  

It has informal organizational structure without any written constitutional 

framework however the word of the Sarsang chalak (supreme leader), selected by his 

predecessor, is final and cannot be challenged. There is no system of elections for the 

appointments of leaders in the organization and they are selected by sarsang chalak 

based on performance and merit (Hali S. M., 2015). The RSS discouraged building up 

of a personality cult around its leaders and encouraged loyalty for party ideology and 

organization thus urge for performance.   



 
 

61 

Dr Hedgewar never desired to have only an organization within Hindu society 

rather he wanted complete society to become part of RSS for better unity thus 

facilitating the achievement of common goals and objectives. Based on this idea, he 

kept no membership roll for the RSS rather it was open for all Hindus. Most of the 

RSS activists, called the pracharaks, lived a life of austerity and celibacy and are 

loyal to the organization and their leaders. It focused on cadre building process of its 

members through techniques of Sangathanists and a long process of social 

mobilization. The General Secretary has immense powers with regards to 

appointment and removal of any pracharak. During the character building and 

training, the members are selected for future assignments based on performance. 

Despite central control, the pracharak enjoys some degree of autonomy in his field 

within the broader ideological framework.  

Hedgewar supported the use of force to garner support and inculcate 

aggressive spirit among Hindu youth therefore he organized training of martial arts 

and fighting for the members. Shakha (place of exercise) is the basic unit where the 

members are given psychological and physical training to combat any situation. These 

shakhas are based on the system of equality and the caste system was relegated among 

the members. These Shakhas are established in every region of India to attract the 

youth for serving Shivaji. The youth found the training and RSS more attractive being 

aggressive and adventurous in nature and it was aimed at targeting the Muslims 

(Afzal, 2014). The first Shakha was established in 1927 and today its membership has 

grown in all the regions with millions of members and it has established more than 

50000 shakhas. Each recruit of RSS is required to take a pledge at the tender age of 

ten for serving the Hindutva cause and superiority (Hali S. M., 2015). The members 

are provided with school uniforms for maintaining strong commitment and 
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developing a strong bond to Hindu nationalists‘ principles (Nussbaum, 2015).  RSS is 

increasingly spreading anti-Muslim hatred among the Hindu youth and children 

through the schools and institutions being run under the direct auspices of RSS.  

3.6 Hindutva redefined under Golwalkar 

Due to changing socio-economic environment of the region, the personality 

and concepts of Sarsang chalak and the assessment of the Hindu society, Hindutva 

ideology has been transformed from time to time. However, its basic aim remained 

unchanged i.e. the creation of Hindu rashtra and subjugation of Muslims. RSS based 

its politics on communal violence and riots against the Muslims based on cow 

slaughtering, conversion of Hindus to Islam, Hindi – Urdu controversy, Temple-

Masjid issue. They arranged playing music in front of the Masjids at the time of 

prayers (Kang, 2015). The Hindutva themes were featured in the Hindu nationalists‘ 

publications such as Gita Press established in 1920s, Hindu Panch magazine, leaflets 

and public meetings were instrumental in preaching the elements of Hindutva. By 

1940s, the magazines and newspapers increased in no to project Hindutva and RSS 

policies (Kang, 2015). During 1937, the RSS and Mahasabha supported the 

establishment of Bhonsala military school in Maharashtra for training the Hindu 

youth for inculcation of aggressive spirit. They also encouraged Hindu youth to join 

British army (Kang, 2015) as it would prepare them for becoming experienced 

members of the post-independence Hindu Army which would ultimately lead to 

establish Hindu rule over ‗others‘. 

After the death of Hedgewar in 1940, Madhav Sadashiv Golwalkar (1906 – 

1973) became the sarsang chalak of RSS and he gave a different angle to Hindutva 

ideology. He strengthened the organization through fascist propaganda, strict 

discipline and targeted social work among the Hindus during calamities like 
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earthquake, famine and during partition (Singh, 2003). Golwalkar propagated anti-

Muslim Hindutva and believed that India being a pristine Hindu country was polluted 

by the Muslims through interference with cow worship, temples and other cultural 

and spiritual festivals which could be regained through ‗national regeneration‘ 

(Tharoor, 2018). He believed in the superior culture and inherited rights to rule India 

by the Hindus and accommodated ‗others‘ to live in India, according to Hindu culture 

as 2
nd

 grade citizens (Sharda, RSS 360 Degree: Demystifying RSS, 2018). According 

to him, a nation was a combination of five elements i.e. geography, race, religion, 

culture and language (Afzal, 2014). The Muslims were not excluded from the concept 

of nation if they submit to Hindu culture. He preferred ‗cultural nationalism‘ against 

‗territorial nationalism‘ as he opposed equal rights for the Muslims. He stated that 

territory does not mean nation rather people constitute a nation and to him the people 

meant Hindus. A state is a subordinate institution which should serve the interests 

of the nation. He also conferred to the ‗two nations theory‘ in his book published in 

1939 even before the ‗Pakistan resolution of 1940‘ (Siddiqui, A Critical Study of 

Hindu Nationalism in India, June 2016). He believed that Hindutva ideology can be 

implemented in India through active political role.  

Golwalker believed in the Hindu pluralism and argued that Hindus are the 

dominant community and nation and should exercise their will over the minorities 

(Kelkar, 2011). He supported German Hitler‘s format for elimination of Muslims 

from India in his book ―We or Our Nationalism Defined‖ issued in 1938. The 

foundation of RSS was inspired from Nazi Germany and Fascist Italy due to 

continuous engagement of nationalist leaders such as B. S. Moonje and S. P. 

Mookerjee with Mussolini and his academic institutions to copy their organizational 

structure (Hali S. , 2018). While making the authoritarian organization, Hindu 
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nationalists also drew a lesson from J. K. Bluntschili’s theory of the state which 

urges that a state can be run better by a single nation. Golwalkar owned the 

definition of nation of German Nazi writer J. K. Bluntchili: ―nation is a union of 

masses, in a hereditary society of common spirit, feeling and race bound together 

especially by a language and customs in a common civilization which gives them a 

sense of unity and distinction from all foreigners, quite apart from the bond of the 

state‖ (Jaffrelot, 1996). The RSS was organized on this definition with basis on Nazi‘s 

and Fascist‘ aggressive attitude to counter the ‗threat‘.  

RSS remained dormant during the independence movement against the British 

rather it focused on the post-independence India with the objective to convert it into 

Hindu rasthra (Afzal, 2014). Soon after the announcement of independence by the 

British government, the Hindu nationalists started their move towards inheriting the 

legacy of their ‗forefathers‘ and emphasized the right to rule the sub-continent. By 

then, the Shakhas had been spread over all the regions and the RSS members had also 

grown substantially therefore, they opposed the partition plan as India being a divine 

state could be directed to become ‗Akhand Bharat‘ only if it is united. In opposing the 

partition, Sarsang chaalak, Shri Guruje Hedgewar took a tour of the country asking 

his followers to be ready for any sacrifice to save motherland from division. However, 

due to early execution of partition plan, RSS could not materialize its plan and its role 

was restricted to manage the Hindu refugees coming from Pakistan. They actively 

arranged protection, food and medicines for these migratees which earned it respect, 

sympathies and support of the Hindu majority and within the Congress projecting it to 

be a patriotic but misguided organization (Sharda, Secrets of RSS: Demystifying the 

Sangh, 2015). RSS played active and revengeful role during partition and started 
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attacking Muslims who were migrating to Pakistan and those preferred to retain 

Indian citizenship (Sharda, RSS 360 Degree: Demystifying RSS, 2018).  

Golwalkar declared the independence of 1947 as the real freedom as it became 

a step towards the creation of Hindu rashtra and its accelerated development. He 

believed that corruption, disintegration and separatist movements are integral part of 

‗territorial nationalism‘ which could be avoided through ‗cultural nationalism‘. He 

opposed the democratic governance for the Hindu culture being alien to Hindus 

fearing that it would bring other nations at par to the Hindu nation (Tharoor, 2018). 

He supported the maintenance of Hindu practices including robust caste 

discrimination in Hindu rashtra to guard against Muslim influence as Muslims 

influenced those regions where caste system faded. Four months after partition, he 

asserted that Muslims should quit India however can stay only if they reconvert to 

Hinduism and get rid of the Islamic slavery (Tharoor, 2018).  

The partition of India (punyabhu) and the creation of Pakistan as a Muslim 

state was a big blow and humiliation to the RSS and its Hindutva ideology. After the 

partition, Gowalkar Hindutva was changed and evolved a clear direction towards 

making Hindu rashtra based on anti-Muslim revenge and anti – Pakistan rhetoric 

aiming at reoccupation of Pakistan to fulfill the dream of Akhand Bharat. Hindutva 

was evolved as a way of life, a holistic concept, a cultural mechanism which guided a 

Hindu in all facets of life.  The Muslims, Pakistan and Congress were held responsible 

for the partition of united India. The Hindutva followers decided to create such 

environment influenced under Hindutva which does not allow another separatist 

movement in India. Hence the best strategy was to convert India into a Hindu 

rashtra, suppress Muslims and regain the lost regions comprising Pakistan. Thus 

RSS started its majority politics through religious violence against the minorities 
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especially the Muslims to earn the Hindu political support and also create a clear 

divide among the Hindu and Muslim nations (Walsh, 2011). The conversion of 

Muslim population into minority and their deprivation from the basic rights and 

political voice would enhance Hindutva grip over the country. Therefore, RSS started 

influencing all the decisions of Congress government with regards to Kashmir and 

Pakistan to weaken Pakistan and do not allow its stability. Pakistan was thus projected 

as an enemy with anti-Hindu agenda.  

In order to grasp the Hindu vote bank and increase its popularity among Hindu 

masses, RSS strictly followed Hindutva ideology and started relief work for the 

general public during natural calamities and disasters (Sharda, RSS 360 Degree: 

Demystifying RSS, 2018). During 1950s, it also started expanding its network in all 

the regions of India to attract the Hindu youth for welfare projects as well as political 

influence (Vaishnav, 2019). RSS also took unpopular decisions such as opposing the 

grant of special status under article 370 to Jammu & Kashmir and introduce unified 

civil code for all the communities with a view to suppress Muslims (Sharda, RSS 360 

Degree: Demystifying RSS, 2018). This anti-Muslim stance did not bear fruit for 

Hindutva organization due to pragmatic personality of Gandhi and the secular nature 

of congress (Afzal, 2014). This situation created frustration among the Hindu 

nationalists and the RSS prepared a plan to kill Gandhi in 1948, for avenging the 

partition of India as well as to clear the barrier for the RSS influence. This led to the 

ban on RSS which was forced to define its charter and form a constitution with its 

elections process and powers of Sarsang Chalak. Accepting all demands of the 

government, the RSS declared allegiance to the Indian constitution and flag. It also 

consented that no minor would be recruited without the consent of the parents. Even 

after lifting of the ban on 11 July 1949, the RSS did not revise its informal Hindu-
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sect-style-organization character as it perceived that the internal democracy is divisive 

for a nationalist movement. Moreover, it avoided public debate on important issues of 

national character. 

Due to its extremist policies, involvement in anti-Muslims and anti-state riots, 

RSS was banned frequently even after 1948 i.e. during the emergency of 1975 as well 

as 1992 after the demolition of Babri Masjid. However, every time, RSS came out 

more strong, popular and spirited after the lifting of ban (Sharda, 2015). Pandit 

Jawaharlal Nehru called RSS as an anti-national body because of its communal 

character. By 1990, due to extensive public services, the RSS had earned the support 

of over one million people and significant leaders had joined the organization 

including Atal Behari Vajpayee, L.K. Advani, Murli Manoharjoshi, Uma Bharti and 

Narendra Modi.  

On March 18, 1999 in New Delhi, during his government, the Prime 

Minister of India Atal Behari Vajpayee issued a commemorative postage stamp to 

mark the 110
th

 birth anniversary of 'freedom fighter' and founder of the Rashtriya 

Swayam sewak Sangh (RSS), Dr. K.B. Hedgewar. It was the first instance since 

India's independence that a postage stamp was issued commemorating the birthday of 

the founder of the RSS or any other leader of this organization. On this occasion, the 

Prime Minister while addressing mainly a gathering of RSS cadre, took credit for the 

fact that by issuing the postage stamp his government had corrected an injustice 

whereby the great freedom fighter and patriot Dr. Hedgewar was denied his due place 

in the history of independent India. Rajendar Singh, chief of RSS, and Union Home 

Minister L.K. Advani too spoke on the occasion and described Dr. Hedgewar as a 

great revolutionary (Islam, 2017).  
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3.7 Response to criticism 

Based on its communal character and anti-Muslim bias, RSS has always been 

criticized for involvement in all pro-Hindu riots. However, RSS has developed a 

logical response to all criticism. Muslims unity has always inspired Hindu nationalists 

and they desired Hindus to be united in the similar way. The complete Muslim world 

stands to protect the rights of Muslims facing challenges anywhere in the world 

whereas the Hindus lack this characteristic. According to Hindu nationalists, all the 

Muslims gathered under the flag of Muslim League which adopted communal 

character hence RSS‘s similar nature cannot be criticized. In response to the RSS 

involvement in different riots, it claims that a single wrong by an RSS member cannot 

be taken on the whole of RSS policy. RSS claims that though the culture of India is 

made by all the faiths and people living in the sub-continent, all the faiths 

unconsciously adopt Hindu culture being superior in nature. The caste system has 

weakened the Hindu society and it caused the lower castes to convert and embrace 

Islam which is converting the Hindu majority society into minority. Therefore, this 

caste system should be done away with. The system has outlived its utility and should 

not be accepted in Indian Hindu society. In the ancient golden era, Hindus had the 

wisdom of knowledge in the fields of mathematics, science, astronomy, 

manufacturing skills and culture. Today‘s knowledge of IT at global level is a step 

towards that ancient time. ‗Oneness in multiplicity‘ is still to be obtained since there 

is no manifestation of this due to special status of Kashmir and two constitutions in 

India. On the issue of Minorities, RSS stands that it is open for all and all faiths can 

join RSS. It claims that it does not force the conversion of faith by minorities. The 

Muslims and Christians are all treated in the RSS hospitals similar to the Hindus 

(Sharda, RSS 360 Degree: Demystifying RSS, 2018).   
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3.8 Funding of Sangh Parivar 

RSS denies any fund raising activity within the organization and every 

member bears his own expenditure for himself and for other poor members (Sharda, 

RSS 360 Degree: Demystifying RSS, 2018). However, it has been established that 

RSS collects huge funds from its members and Hindu Diaspora abroad. Due to 

Modi‘s association with the Indian business community, the Hindu nationalists fund 

raising has further enhanced (Hali S. M., 2015). India development and relief fund 

(IDRF), established in 1989, is a US based charity organization which works under 

the tax-exempt charitable organization yet it provides funds to the development of 

Hindutva ideology in India. The organization works for the Hindu nationalism under 

the garb of development and relief initiatives (The Foreign Exchange of Hate; IDRF 

and the American funding of Hindutva, 2002).   

3.9 Expansion of Hindutva in Indian Society 

Sangh Parivar – the family of Hindu nationalists under Hindutva ideology is 

striving to convert the whole Hindu community into Hindu rashtra and for this 

purpose, they have spread a network of sub-organizations which work for political, 

welfare and intellectual gains in all tiers of the society and also interfere the 

institutional hierarchy. It clearly defines Hindu enmity towards Muslims and Islam 

which forms the basis of its violence. This enmity drives them to raise private armies 

and suicide squads for use in communal riots. However, during this drive, the RSS 

pursue anti-Muslims agenda in the garb of Indian secularism. With the growing 

strength at different times, the Sangh Parivar managed to raise different organizations 

other than RSS:- 
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 Rashtriya Sevika Samiti (RSS*) 

The women wing was founded in 1936 with the objective to train ideal 

mothers for nurturing Hindu children and inculcate Sangh values and Hindutva 

principles among their children (Sarkar, 2018). The member women were given 

Hindutva teachings to work against the Muslims and allege them for abduction of 

Hindu women (Soherwordi, June 2013).  

 Bharatiya Jan Sangh (BJS) & Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) 

After the assassination of Gandhi in 1948, the RSS was banned to carry out 

any political activity. It however functioned as a social and cultural party and was 

targeted by the Congress leaders. Being a non-political organization, it could not 

respond to the allegations raised by its opponents or justify its denial of the killing 

which led to its decline among the Hindu masses. Its survival could only be possible 

through an active political voice which could maintain its welfare role towards Hindu 

society and later find suitable place in the political circles (Afzal, 2014). Thus the 

Hindutva leaders realized to have a political party to contest the secular Congress 

against its propaganda and criticism against RSS, accumulate powers in the centre 

though gaining sympathies of the Hindu majority and establish Hindu hegemony over 

the Muslims. Hence, in October 1951, Shyama Parsad Mukharjee, under the auspices 

of RSS, founded ‗Bharatiya Jan Sangh (BJS)‘. The party covertly maintained a 

communal character whereas overtly it offered its membership to all communities 

including the Muslims (Nandrajog, 2010). The party was further strengthened due to 

alliance with anti-Congress political and regional parties which desired to contest 

Congress through a united political front. Moreover, the presence and willingness of 

about seven million Hindu refugees who had come from Pakistan, to become RSS‘s 

receptive audience and a constituency for its Hindu nationalist agenda was also 
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exploited to its advantage. The party strictly followed Savarkar‘s ideology of hindutva 

considering all Indians as potential members of the party hence it was called 

‗Bharatiya and not Hindu‘ (Tharoor, 2018). However, the alliance failed due to 

inclination of BJS towards Hindutva and the party switched to become Bharatiya 

Janata Party (BJP) which won the elections during 2014 elections. BJP and RSS being 

extremist Hindu organizations, run the ideology of fascism as they follow the fascist 

set of ideas such as superiority of Hindu race, resurgence of Hindu glorified history, 

subordination by the ‗invaders‘, introduction of ‗Akhand Bharat‘ ideology to bring 

back the lost glory, ‗made in India concept‘ etc  (Hali S. M., 2015).  

 Vishva Hindu Parishad (VHP) 

This extremist organization was established in 1964 as a religious wing to the 

Sangh Parivar, to unite the Hindu religious sects under one flag and to present a 

united front to the Muslims and other minorities. Its main objectives are to consolidate 

Hindu society, promote Hindu values and culture, establish vast network to absorb the 

Hindus outside India and encourage reconversion of Muslims to Hinduism, protect 

cow slaughtering and organize campaigns for construction of temples after demolition 

of Masjids (Singh A. K., 2013). In order to incorporate the youth of Hindus, Bajrang 

Dal was established as the youth wing of VHP in 1984 (Nandrajog, 2010). Under the 

joint collaboration of RSS and VHP, Nationwide signature campaign for cow 

protection and the subsequent massive agitation in Delhi in 1966 when nearly 20 

million signatures were collected demanding ban on cow slaughter. It also organized 

nationwide mass movement ‗Ekaatmataa Yatra‘ in 1983, in response to the mass 

conversion of Hindu Dalit to Islam. Distribution of pure water of Ganges to the 

participants made effects with the objective to spread awareness about the threat of 

Muslims as it was in the past. Students from north East Indian states were shifted to 
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other states and brought up by RSS member families for education purpose for the 

growth of its members intellectually (Sharda, RSS 360 Degree: Demystifying RSS, 

2018). Vishva Hindu Parishad - Bajrang Dal alliance is working for construction of 

Ram Temple at the Babri Masjid site under the auspices of BJP and RSS. In 2018, the 

US CIA publically labeled the VHP and Bajrang Dal as militant religious 

organizations whereas RSS was named as ‗nationalist organization‘ (Kronstadt, 

2018).  

 Swadeshi Jagran Manch (SJM) 

SJM was established in 1991 with the objective to introduce economic revival 

in India. It opposed the foreign aid from the International Monetary Fund (IMF), 

World Trade Organization (WTO) and other global forums. It promotes the slogan of 

swadeshi, ―of one‘s own land‖, which originated during the British rule. Today, BJP 

moves its economic policy on the constructs of SJM (Nandrajog, 2010). 

 Shev Sena 

Shev Sena is an extremist party led by Bal Thackerey who was inspired by 

Hitler and became militant organization in an effort to work for Hindutva (Joshi, June 

2016). He started ‗Maharashtra for Maharashtrians‘ movement with the aim to oust 

South Indians from Bombay, which later changed into expelling Muslims from India. 

This party participated actively in the destruction of the Ayodhya Babri Masjid with a 

view to construct Ram Mandir. Shiv Sena emerged as an organization in June 1966 to 

safeguard the welfare of the people of Maharashtra. It is a clear indication of the 

diverse society in India which requires private organizations to rise and protect the 

rights of people of a particular segment of society. Ball Takhuray – the founding 

father of Shev Sena was anti-Muslim and they considered Muslims as a threat.  
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 Bajrang Dal 

The party of monkey king Hanuman who is perceived as friend of Ram. This 

organization is also active for the construction of Ram temple at Ayodiya through 

destruction of Babri Masjid. Sangh Parivar is running an official website of the 

Bajrang Dal from the US with hateful propaganda against Islam and the Muslims. 

One of the passages on the website reads: ―Revenge on Islam must be the sole aim of 

the life of each Hindu. Muslims have been shedding Hindu blood for several centuries 

which no Hindu should forget. We should kick them back into the same pit 

wherefrom it crawled out‖ (The Foreign Exchange of Hate; IDRF and the American 

funding of Hindutva, 2002). 

 Vanvasi Kalyan Ashram (VKA) was established in 1952 for tribals welfare 

and incorporating them in the fold of Hindu nationalism (Hali S. M., 2015).  

 Bharatiya Mazdoor Sangh (BMS) – established in 1955 for labour and 

industrial support.  

 Foreign Organizations 

Hindu Sangh parivar has established itself in foreign countries as well which 

includes VHP of America, the Hindu students‘ council, Hindu Swayam Sevek Sangh 

(HSS) in US – an offshoot of RSS and VHP has also established its base in the US for 

undertaking activities abroad (Nussbaum, 2015). Moreover, Sangh Parivar under RSS 

has established Saraswati Shishu Mandir, the largest chain of schools in India since 

1952 under an apex body of many educational trusts i.e. Vidya Bharati. 

3.10 Conclusion 

Hindutva has become significant and dominant ideology among the Hindus 

which incites anti-Muslims sentiments among the majority Hindu public. The 
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ideology has endangered the Indian secularism and Muslims‘ religious freedom. The 

increasing influence in the political sphere under BJP has formed the basis for the 

regional instability and Indian unity.  
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CHAPTER 4 

THE EMERGENCE OF HINDUTVA POLITICS 

In politics, nothing happens by accident. If it happens, you can bet it was planned that 

way. 

Franklin D. Roosevelt 

4.1 Genesis of Hindutva Politics 

Immediately after independence, India and Pakistan became nationalists‘ 

states and both tried to adopt religious ideological positions to unite diversified 

societies and objectively pursue identity politics. Pakistan with less minority 

population emerged as ‗Islamic democratic Republic‘ whereas India under Congress 

leadership adopted democratic and secular values to combat diversified nature of its 

society with large Muslim minority and curb any future independence movements 

(Nussbaum, 2015). Hindu nationalists could not absorb the set back of the partition 

and targeted Congress, Indian Muslims and Pakistan allegedly responsible for the 

partition. RSS constructed and played the allegations against the Muslims for their 

anti-Hindus atrocities during migration and also settled the affected Hindu families in 

different areas to create Hindu-Muslim divide and provoke Hindutva followers. Inside 

India, Muslims subjugation was the prime objective as Hindutva ideology could not 

confer equal rights to ‗others‘ being inferior to Hindu race therefore opposed 

democracy and secular values for the Indian society.  

Hindu RSS never wanted Indian Muslims to rise in India against the Hindu 

majority. They considered Muslims with 12% population scattered in the country, a 

threat to the unity of the newly emerged state of India. Whereas Sikhs (2%) being 

close to Hinduism and concentrated in Punjab and Christians (3%) were considered 
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manageable due to weak minorities. These Hindu extremists also maintain that the 

growing population of the Muslims, conversion of sub-caste Hindus to Islam and 

alleged abduction of Hindu girls by the Muslims for marriage is popping up a threat 

of increased Muslim population in India thus has become a constant threat to the 

Hindu majority. To such threats, Hindutva response in the form of ‗Hindu rashtra‘ 

was considered the best which would not only unite Hindus but also deny rise to the 

Muslims in the Hindu society. It urges that to avoid being conquered again like past 

from the Muslims and the Christians, the Hindutva ideology must be followed (Ram, 

1996).   

Table 4.1  

India Population by Religions (2011 Census) 

Religion Name Percent Number 

Hindu 79.80% 1,031,958,408 people 

Muslim 14.23% 171,779,412 people 

Christian  2.30% 29,484,526 people 

Sikh 1.72% 24,356,782 people 

Buddhism  0.70% 

Jainism  0.37% 

Zoroastrianism  NA 

Others  0.9% 

4.2 Secular vs Majority Politics – Congress vs RSS 

Indian Congress was determined to remain the sole political leader of India 

and could never see the rise of a competitor in the form of RSS. In order to strengthen 

its vote bank from around the corner, Congress managed a two pronged strategy. On 

one hand, it exploited the secularism and earned the vote of Muslims and other faiths 

whereas on the other hand, it supported violence as Hindu nationalists wanted, against 

the ‗others‘ especially the Muslims to suppress their rise and also deny Hindu 



 
 

77 

nationalists to play Hindutva cards for attracting Hindu majority. The Congress 

declared itself as the ‗savior of independent India‘ engaged the Muslims and other 

minorities through declaring India as a secular state while also raising the slogans of 

Hindi language and cow protection to keep the Hindutva forces towards the periphery 

of the Indian political scene. Nehru urged Hindus and other faiths to distance 

themselves from the Hindutva ideology as it would prove destructive for the 

diversified society of India. He asked Indian President not to inaugurate a newly built 

temple at Somnath (Singh, 2003) as it would distort the secular image of India, 

strengthen Hindus inclination towards religious extremism and enhance political 

shade of Hindutva politics which might rise as a threat to the Indian National 

Congress.  

4.3 Introduction of Hindtuva Politics  

The Hindu nationalists are hard liners followers of Hindutva ideology and they 

are determined to follow the teachings of Hindutva with a view to build Hindu nation 

and state (Will never dump Hindutva; says Uddhav Thakeray, 2019). It always 

influenced Congress to make decisions to weaken Pakistan and suppress Indian 

Muslims. Despite hatred based policies and projection of myth oriented glorious past, 

RSS ideology could not garner majority Hindu support for its political objectives. The 

major obstacle was the presence of Gandhi whose charismatic personality kept Hindu 

nationalists on the periphery of Indian politics. In such environment, RSS planned the 

assassination of Gandhi to make ingress in the political circle and reach the peak. 

After the imposition of ban on RSS, it realized the requirement to have a political 

voice to challenge the grip of Congress politically and also exploit the majority vote 

for execution of Hindutva hence Bharatiya Jana Sangh (BJS) was formed in 1951.  
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Bharatiya Jana Sangh (BJS) could not make headway in the political field of 

India due to influence of Congress among Hindu majority as well as minorities. Its 

Hindutva politics remained committed to Hindu majoritarianism, deregulation of 

economy, expansionist foreign policy and a unitary state which further weakened its 

position among the masses and minorities especially the Muslims whose vote bank 

was significant in elections (Singh A. K., 2013). Congress exploited weak position of 

RSS-BJS alliance and kept it away from influencing the society for securing vote 

gains. The other weakness of BJS was to challenge the Congress political influence 

without forming any political alliance with other parties due to its commitment to the 

Hindutva extremist philosophy, which deprived it from presenting united front to the 

Congress. It started its political career by winning only three seats of Lok Sabha in the 

elections of 1952 which rose to four in 1957 with the addition of one more seat.  

However, the impatient Hindutva leaders were not happy with the 

performance as such performance based progress would delay the creation of ‗Hindu 

Rashtra‘. For accelerating the political gains and to rise in the centre, the RSS-BJS 

alliance changed its strategy and dropped its rigid policies during 1960s while urged 

mobilization of vote bank through liberal political leaders and elite class of the Hindu 

society. Against the opposition of certain extremist leaders, it engaged regional 

political parties for making an alliance against the Congress and adopted socio-

economic agenda while relegating anti-Muslims stance. It exploited the weaknesses of 

the Congress to rise in the public. The defeat in the Sino-Indian war of 1962 and 

failure to gain worthwhile success against Pakistan in 1965 war, despite being a huge 

country, provided base to the Hindu nationalists to project BJS and its agenda among 

the Indian masses. Moreover, the death of Nehru in 1964 followed by rise of Indira 

Gandhi, the subsequent introduction of power politics in the Congress party leading to 
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factionalism, the concentration of party and government‘s powers into herself by 

Indira Gandhi and Hindutva support for ban on cow slaughter worked towards the 

political strength of BJS which was able to increase its vote bank from 3.06% in 1952 

to 9.41% in 1967.  

The surprising trajectory of Hindutva politics lead to the formation of coalition 

governments in certain states such as Bihar, Rajasthan Haryana, Madhya Pardesh, 

Punjab and Uttar Pardesh (UP). This leading role in the states provided BJS an 

opportunity to make direct interaction with the public thereby create a pro-Hindutva 

environment through welfare projects. The state governments backed by RSS 

exploited the opportunity by appointing RSS members on key roles in different states 

which would enhance its support and drive pro-Hindutva campaign among the masses 

(Singh A. K., 2013). However, during this time, BJS could not drive its Hindutva 

ideology in these states for threat of losing Muslims and other minority vote. The 

Congress also pursued similar policies based on secularism and anti-Pakistan 

sentiments which were popular among the majority masses. The defeat of Pakistan in 

1971 resulting into the creation of Bangladesh strengthened Indira Gandhi‘s position 

at the political stage which was not a positive signs for the Hindu nationalists. 

Concentrating powers in herself and relegating the authority of other Congress 

leaders, Indira Gandhi introduced socio-economic reforms which agitated other 

political parties and the Congress leaders as well. BJS started alliance politics against 

the Congress and their strong reaction against inflation and corruption of Congress, 

forced Indira Gandhi to impose national emergency from 1975-1977 (Singh A. K., 

2013). The family politics by the rise of Rajiv Gandhi after the assassination of Indira 

Gandhi, further strengthened resentment within Congress and weakened its political 

status which became beneficial for the Hindutva political forces. 
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4.4 Emergence of Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) 

After the emergency of 1975, BJS participated in the elections of 1977 as part 

of the greater alliance of the opposition parties, which won 295 seats against 153 seats 

of Congress. BJS was given the ministries of Foreign affairs, communications and 

Broadcasting and industry. However, the coalition government could not run 

successfully due to rigid and Hindutva-driven policies of BJS which caused internal 

politics within coalition. In March 1980, Janata party banned Jan Sangh‘s members to 

attend RSS conferences which led to the splitting of Jan Sangh from Janata Party and 

thus Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) – Indian people’s party, was founded by 

members and MPs of Janata Party on April 5, 1980. Hindutva leaders dropped the 

word ‗Sangh‘ from the name to remove the bad image of BJS and mitigate its alliance 

with RSS (Afzal, 2014).  

To garner public support in the challenging secular environment created by the 

Congress, BJP projected itself as a moderate political party and distanced itself from 

RSS – the mother organization. During the operation blue star in 1984, against the 

Golden Temple to eliminate the threat of Khalistan Movement, BJP stood for the 

Sikhs declaring them as part of Hindu nation in accordance with the teachings of 

Savarkar and Golwalkar. Moreover, the RSS leaders realized the requirement of 

practical politicians instead of ideologues which could gain political support through 

liberal policies thus BJP started its political career under Atal Bihari Vajpayee and 

earned just two seats during 1984 elections. After the defeat in 1984 elections, BJP 

reorganized itself as a ‗cadre based mass party‘ and it created Morchas or cells to 

mobilize peasants, workers, tribal and other groups (Singh A. K., 2013). It started 

organizing training camps to strengthen cadres‘ ideological commitments and 

organizational abilities. It constructed its base on secularism, did not use the word 
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‗Hindu‘ in its constitution, mandated socio-economic policies, Gandhian socialism 

which was familiar to the cultural and spiritual traditions of India and adopted pro-

minorities stance thus overtly dropped Hindutva ideology (Vaishnav, 2019). It also 

announced five commitments to the public such as promotion of nationalism, national 

integration, democracy, positive secularism and value based politics. Meanwhile its 

Hindutva preaching continued and in 1987, the state TV started telecasting the 

Ramayana and Mahabharata poems which inculcated the spirit of Hindu culture 

among the Hindus. This brought a political boost for the BJP among the masses 

(Battaglia, 2017).  

During 1990s, the Congress party could not win a majority vote despite five 

consecutive elections due to leadership crisis and corruption charges which created a 

vacuum in the Indian politics. Regional and caste based political parties challenged 

Congress by making alliance with BJP having a lead role (Singh A. K., 2013). BJP 

rose in the Indian Hindi speaking ‗heartland‘ comprising states in north-central and 

western India due to its focus on Hindu, Hindi and Hindustan. BJP being a right 

leaning religious nationalist party won the Hindu majority support through 

demonizing Indian minorities especially Muslims which created tense relations 

between Hindus and the Muslims. BJP also approached the oppressed castes of the 

society to broaden its electoral support and to ensure execution of Hindutva ideology.   

BJP is the political wing of RSS hence always enjoyed the influence and the 

support of RSS and the Sangh Parivar. It officially adopted Hindutva as an ideology 

in 1989, which is the doctrine of RSS (Tharoor, 2018). They have the same objective 

and stance on domestic as well as political issues. Almost 60% of BJP‘s leaders and 

the key appointments are the office bearers of the RSS reflecting their alliance. RSS 

has always been instrumental in mobilizing militant Hindu nationalists for electoral 



 
 

82 

gains of BJP. BJP leader and former Chief Minister of UP state Kalyan Singh stated 

that RSS influences the decision of BJP, right from the distribution of election tickets 

to candidates till selection of cabinet ministers (Siddiqui, A Critical Study of Hindu 

Nationalism in India, June 2016). All other organizations of the Sangh Parivar 

including VHP are supporting the political success of BJP. In an effort to earn support 

of the Hindu majority and unite Hindus for the united India, immediately after the 

foundation of BJP, ‘Ekmata’ (one mother) Yatra campaign was initiated in 1982-83 

under the supervision of VHP, to ignite the sentiments for the Bharatmata which 

would have direct impact on the vote bank of BJP. This campaign attracted significant 

support from different castes of the Hindu majority population (Hansen, 1999). Thus 

BJP always relied upon the popular vote of Hindu majority public. 

An environment was created which led to the winning of 89 seats by BJP in 

Lok Sabha elections in 1989 thus was able to emerge as a potential competitor to the 

Congress (Nandrajog, 2010). Whereas the February 1990 legislative assembly 

elections brought BJP to power in many states (Singh A. K., 2013). BJP remained 

consistent in its mandate of discrimination against the Muslims. BJP being part of the 

coalition government urged the government to revoke article 370 and suspend the 

special rights of Kashmir which created differences among the national front and BJP.  

Similarly, in 1990, V.P. Singh led National Front Government, announced 

implementation of the recommendations of the Mandal commission asking for 27% 

share in the government jobs for the Muslims and Other backward castes (OBCs). 

Since the government share was traditionally the domain of Hindu upper caste, BJP 

feared losing the support of upper Hindu castes, hence mobilized Ayodiya case 

(Siddiqui, A Critical Study of Hindu Nationalism in India, June 2016). Agitated over 
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the issue, BJP later withdrew from the government leading to the collapse of National 

Front Government in October 1990.  

4.5 BJP’s Anti – Muslims Ideology 

BJP was forced by its members and leaders to become a nationalist party and 

play an activist role. Under the Sangh Parivar, BJP remained anti-Muslim political 

party based on Hindutva ideology. The Muslims population growth and their unity 

based on religion were considered a threat despite being in minority. The deliberate 

plan was to suppress the Muslims and force them to either reconvert to Hinduism or 

drive them out of India so that Hindu rashtra is made which would then lead to greater 

civilization. For an assertive manifestation of the strategy, L.K. Advani was made 

president of the party who undertook a major reorientation for the party in 1986 

(Singh A. K., 2013). BJP announced its future agenda based on anti-Muslim stance 

and declared that after coming into power, article 370 of the Indian constitution which 

confers special rights to the state of Jammu and Kashmir would be revoked. It would 

give rights to interfere in the Muslim majority state and also change the demographic 

nature of the region which is always contested by Pakistan. Hence the very nature of 

BJP‘s agenda was realist urging towards expansion of territory. BJP also criticized the 

secularism and the introduction of different laws for the minorities and supported the 

introduction of uniform civil code for all faiths. This was aimed at pressurizing 

Muslims not to follow Islamic laws, limit them to one marriage thus reduce their 

population growth and force them to live according to Hindu culture and laws. BJP 

enforced that Hindu culture being majority‘s culture is superior to other faiths and is 

the identity of the country. BJP revived its ideology based on Mandir – Masjid 

politics, to hurt Muslims faith and suppress them and urged that Muslims should 

surrender the Babri Masjid case as it was constructed over a temple as was done to 
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over 2000 temples in the past (Sharda, 2015). It rejected the other‘s culture being 

impure and alien whereas Hinduism was declared as divine religion having more 

potential to accommodate minorities and other faiths. Therefore, Indian culture and 

traditions (maryada) should be adopted as the governing rules for the Indian society to 

which all ‗others‘ must submit.  

BJP exploited each window of opportunity to hurt Muslims and earn 

sympathies of the majority Hindu public. On 25 February 1986, Muslims women bill 

was moved in parliament to override the decision of Supreme Court in Shah Bano 

case which became the basis of Hindu nationalists‘ protests. BJP opposed the liberal 

Supreme Court judgment in Shah Bano case and the passing of Muslim Women 

(Protection of Rights on Divorce) Act, 1986 which allowed referring of cases to Waqf 

Board leading to controversy of having different civil codes for different communities 

in India. Under pressure of the BJP and to distract the Hindu grievances, Rajiv 

Gandhi‘s government opened the doors of Babri Masjid at Ayodhya for Hindus to 

worship. BJP also condemned the Muslim stance and opposition in the Salman 

Rushdi ‗blasphemy‘ case which agitated Muslims all over the world (Tharoor, 2018). 

RSS and BJP opposed all measures framed by Congress Government aimed at 

improving the living conditions of Muslims wary of the situation that such 

improvement would bring parity among Hindus and Muslims and would enhance 

Congress vote bank among minorities. During the government of Mr Manmohan 

Singh, in June 2005, the government established ‗Sachar Committee‘ under Rajindar 

Sachar to evaluate the challenges of Muslims in India and recommend measures for 

improvement of their lives. The report marked that the Muslims are marginalized in 

socio-economic and educational aspects and they are not given due share in the 

government jobs as compared to their education and population ratio. The ‗Ranganath 
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Mishra Commision‘ also reported that the Muslim minority had the lowest literacy 

rate among all Indian Communities (Jaffrelot, 2012). The worsening condition of 

Muslims was recognized in the ‗Sachar Committee‘ report of 2006 and the ‗Misra 

Commission‘ Report of 2007.  

4.6 Periodic Anti-Muslim Riots 

To the Sangh parivar, ‗periodic riots‘ are as important as the daily training is 

concerned to keep the nationalist spirit alive (Sarkar, 2018). Therefore, BJP 

encouraged the ideological orientation of the children at gross root level such as 

school towards anti-Muslims violence. Violence strategy is used especially in those 

areas which are not pro-Hindutva to draw a line between the Hindus and the Muslims 

and trigger the majority Hindu public against the Muslims. BJP also exploited the 

planned communal riots in those regions where the refugees from East Pakistan 

settled to bring the Hindu aimed atrocities by the Pakistanis in focus. During riots, the 

Muslims are targeted with military precision. Hindu nationalists planned and executed 

this strategy during 1980s to take political advantage which became the era of 

Muslims massacres (Tharoor, 2018).  

4.7 The Ayodiya Masjid- Mandir Politics 

During 1980s, BJP provoked Babri Masjid case in Ayodiya through VHP 

which claimed that the Masjid was constructed by Muslim ruler Babar after 

demolishing Ram temple during 16
th

 century (Tharoor, 2018). Tulsidas the well-

known devotee of Lord Ram and author of the holy book ‗Ramayana‘, who lived 

during the Babar period, did not mention any such incident. It was for the first time 

mentioned by P. Carnegy, a colonial administrator, in his book in 1870, based on the 

story of a Hindu priest that the temple of Hindus was demolished for constructing 

Masjid (Siddiqui, A Critical Study of Hindu Nationalism in India, June 2016). 
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Though historically not evident, BJP created the myth that the site was the birth place 

of Ram hence must be given to Hindus to reconstruct the Ram temple. Immediately 

after the independence of India in 1949, to prove their stance logical and based on 

fact, Hindu nationalists placed idols under the Babari Masjid which were unearthed 

during the campaign. The district magistrate, who later joined RSS, refused the 

provincial government orders for removal of the idol and was in return rewarded and 

appointed as member of the legislative assembly of the BJP (Siddiqui, A Critical 

Study of Hindu Nationalism in India, June 2016). This was a well planned strategy for 

taking over the Masjid and provoking unity against Muslims.  

Hindu claims of a Ram temple was further augmented by the Allahabad High 

Court Verdict which supported Hindu nationalists‘ stance. In 1975, the archaeological 

survey of India (ASI) led research under the Allahabad High Court noticed that Hindu 

designed Pillars bases of Kasauti stone with Hindu motifs in the foundations of the 

Babari Masjid were discovered under the Masjid which proved the existence of the 

temple. It clearly reflects that the decision was based on faith and not facts. To 

BJP and RSS, this case became a turning point and judicious exploitation of it, could 

bring Hindus under Hindutva flag and ideology and also help create anti-Muslim 

sentiments. The Sangh Parivar directed and converted the campaign into a mass 

mobilization generating anti-Muslims violence.  

L. K. Advani, BJP President, launched a ‗crusade in defence of Hindutva‘ on 

24 September 1990 which ultimately was called off on the demolition of Babari 

Masjid (Noorani, 2016). On 6 December, 1992, BJP led another campaign and 

gathered 200,000 Hindu nationalists and executed the destruction of the Babari 

Masjid. L.K. Advani travelled in a converted truck decorated like a chariot of an 

ancient Hindu warrior and making fiery speeches to provoke Hindu nationalists‘ 
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sentiments. For provoking Hindu-Muslim riots, the Hindu nationalists and RSS-BJP 

workers started the killings of over 1000 Muslims on the plea that these riots have 

been initiated by the ‗suppressed Muslims‘ as a reaction to the destruction of the 

Masjid. Although the Congress government did not take any measures to harness the 

Hindutva forces, they dismissed the state government and arrested its leaders under 

tremendous pressure from the International and Muslim communities (Singh A. K., 

2013). Ram Shila Pujan was a VHP program initiated in India but popular in the 

Hindu diaspora. The pujan involved organizing ceremonies and sending ‗shilas‘ 

(bricks) for the construction of Ram Mandir. This step expanded the US Hindutva 

Movement.  

The construction of Ram Mandir at the Babri Masjid site was a vote winning 

campaign for BJP and Sangh Parivar. Though, the Ayodiya case did not reflect the 

immediate positive effects for the BJP, it was successful in forming a base among the 

Hindu society and their minds. During the 1993 elections at the five states previously 

governed by BJP government during the demolition of Babri Masjid in December 

1992, BJP backed by RSS raised a slogan of ‗Aaj panch Pradesh, kal sara desh‘ 

(victory today in five states, the rest of the country tomorrow), portraying the 

elections as ‗referendum‘ based on the construction of Ram temple (Hansen, 1999). 

In 2019, the Supreme Court of India announced the Babri Masjid Verdict 

asking Muslims to surrender the Babri Masjid for construction of Ram Mandir 

whereas the Indian government would provide land for construction of Masjid. The 

Hindu nationalists celebrated the decision and announced it being the start of the 

building of Hindu state. The right wing Hindus announced respect for Modi and his 

party and asked for construction of Mandirs at more places after demolition of 

Masjids (Findlay, 2019). The verdict of Indian Supreme Court about the Babri Masjid 
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was welcome by the Indian nationalists from all corners. Immediately after the 

verdict, the lawyers raised slogans for their victory whereas the Chief Justice of 

Supreme Court took the members involved in the decision on dinner that night. Mr 

advani welcome the decision and called it a victory and his contribution to the mass 

movement. The Muslims, terrorized by the BJP Hindutva ideology, remained quiet 

due to fear of RSS and BJP sponsored riots and lodged a legal appeal against the 

decision. They fear another Hindu nationalist‘s mob entering into their houses for 

killings and rape (Ayub, 2019). 

To further exploit the favouring Hindu sentiments, and suppress the Muslims 

and create anti-Muslims sentiments, Hindu nationalists while referring a book ‗a 

preliminary survey‘, published in 1990, argued that approximately 2000 Masjids in 

India have been constructed over the temple sites. It focused on Quwwat-ul-Islam 

Mosque in Delhi alleged to be constructed after demolishing 27 Hindu temples. In the 

2
nd

 volume, ‗the Islamic evidence‘, published in 1991, Hindu nationalists ‗revealed‘ 

that Muslims interfered and polluted holy places of Hinduism. It also highlighted the 

controversies of Krishna‘s birth place temple in Mathura and the Rudramahaalya 

temple complex in Sidhpur in Gujrat which were allegedly replaced forcibly with 

Islamic structures (Sharda, RSS 360 Degree: Demystifying RSS, 2018). The RSS and 

BJP have unveiled their claims that mosque at Kashi (also known as Varanasi) is a 

disputed place of worship. 

4.8 BJP Government of 1998 – Introduction of Soft Hindutva 

Apart from exploiting the effects of the Ayodiya case, BJP reversed its policy 

and instead of projecting its anti-Muslim policies, it formed a coalition government 

with the regional parties in 1996 however could not survive the vote of confidence. 

During the elections of 1998, BJP temporarily dropped its agenda of uniform civil 
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code, construction of Ram Mandir in Ayodiya and revocation of Article 370 related to 

Kashmir and focused on foreign policy, nuclear policy, foreign investment and a 

review of the constitution. This led to winning of 179 seats however; it could not 

make government due to alliance politics (Singh A. K., 2013). The base formed for 

the 1998 elections was successful and under Vajpayee, BJP secured the coalition 

government during 1999 which formed basis for the BJP ingress in the Indian society.  

During his government, Vajpayee emphasized on soft hindutva which means 

unity of Hindu nation and also to assimilate the non-Muslims into the main stream 

(Hali S. M., 2015). Muslims were neglected during this period of BJP rule as well 

however; Vajpayee did not emphasis on the politics of violence and divide. During 

this period, Hindutva leaders and RSS massively appointed RSS members and 

political activists on key appointments which would facilitate Hindutva ideology in 

future.  

On the foreign policy front, BJP government being a realist, has always been 

aspiring to become a global and regional hegemon and pursued policies to influence 

neighbouring countries with strong nuclear standing, conventional military and 

growing economy (Hansen, 1999). During the BJP led coalition government under 

Vajpayee, India found an opportunity to show its force and make ground to coerce 

neighbours including Pakistan thus it carried out nuclear tests. Through these tests, 

India was looking for a global and regional role in pursuance of permanent seat of 

United Nations Security Council (UNSC) (Singh A. K., 2013). Internally, these tests 

were aimed to earn Hindu majority support for BJP and its ideology. Relations with 

Pakistan could not improve due to Kargil war initiated by Pakistan however, dialogue 

process remained intact between India and Pakistan. 
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Advani had already sowed the seeds of Islamophobia, hatred against Pakistan 

and Indian Muslims through articles and editorials sponsored by home ministry aimed 

at fearing public of Islamic fundamentalism heading India. They argued that the 

madrassas along the Pakistan-India borders are increasing which must be taken with 

concern for Indian security and stability. Through unknown media sources, Pakistan 

was projected of generating feelings of alienation among people living in border areas 

through subversive propaganda, terrorism and religious fundamentalism (Nussbaum, 

2015).  

During this period, RSS – BJP alliance tried to fabricate the history of India 

and Hindu culture to their advantage. The incomplete task of the national steering 

committee for evaluation of textbooks established in January 1993 and October 1994 

was revived. The committee was comprised of respected scholars who recommended 

discontinuation of some history books and also some measures to alter the ‗wronged‘ 

history. BJP government under Vajpayee emphasized and initiated steps to take 

corrective measures in this regard in 1999 (Nandrajog, 2010). The BJP government 

in UP attempted to make the Sarasvati Vandana compulsory in public schools 

along with the singing of Bande Mataram (Ahmad, 1998). This generated serious 

resentment among the Muslims and the BJP government had to withdraw it due to 

stiff resistance. Moreover, in 2002, the first NDA government announced renaming of 

‗Andaman airport‘ as Savarkar airport. 

4.9 Rise of BJP – Modi Factor 

Narendra Modi is an anti-Muslim nationalist who was brought up from a poor 

and Other Backward Class (OBC). Due to the challenging environment, he found RSS 

and its ideology more appealing to address his frustration and fulfill his anti-Muslims 

and anti-Pakistan dreams thus he found an opportunity to serve Hindu nation after the 
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Indo-Pakistan war of 1971 by becoming member of RSS. Following merit based 

selection of its paracharaks, RSS picked Modi for his commendable and dedicated 

services to Hindu cause and logical speech power and was appointed in BJP in 1985 

(Trivedi, 2014). Modi has always been supporting the RSS ideology of Hindutva and 

was inspired by the spiritual visionary of Golwalkar (Kang, 2015). Even before 

becoming Prime Minister, Modi had reaffirmed his commitment to Hindutva, ―The 

nation and Hindus are one. Only if Hindus develop will the nation develop. Unity of 

Hindus will strengthen the nation‖ (Siddiqui, A Critical Study of Hindu Nationalism 

in India, June 2016). According to Modi, only through Hindu culture, the Indian state 

can become a superior nation (Hansen, 1999). 

Based on his performance, RSS identified him for the Chief Minister seat of 

Gujrat after the elections of 2002. During his government, Modi led BJP government 

executed Hindutva ideology and Gujrat became the laboratory of Hindu nationalism. 

Dedicated to his services for Hindutva and RSS, Modi carried out two pronged 

strategy i.e. Development strategy in Gujrat and anti-Muslims riots to create Hindu 

identity for the majority public (Mukhopadhyay, 2013).  

4.9.1 Modi sponsored Gujrat Massacre 

Immediately after the 9/11 attacks on the US, the Sangh Parivar started 

labeling the Muslims as terrorists and were alleged for all terror attacks. Gujrat being 

under BJP rule was selected to avenge the 1999 Kargil crisis and Pakistan‘s nuclear 

response to the Indian tests which brought parity between India and Pakistan. In such 

environment, Modi government planned huge Muslims massacre in Gujrat. On 27 

February 2002, a passenger train coming from Ayodiya‘s Babari Masjid site, carrying 

RSS and VHP members, met a bomb blast allegedly planted by the Muslims. 

Immediately after the train attacks, armed mobs of the Hindu nationalists including 
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RSS, Vishwa Hindu Parishad, Bajrang Dal and Shiv Sena, moved out in all directions 

having lists of all Muslim families with a clear mandate of killing and annihilating the 

Muslims in response to the train attacks. Approximately 2,000 Muslims were killed 

and 1, 50,000 flew the state of Gujrat resulting into the changing of the demography 

permanently. The police and the army were not deployed for the security and safety of 

the Muslims. The government machinery remained silent on the riots and declined the 

human rights reports declaring them biased towards the Muslims which reported the 

planned and sponsored anti-Muslims riots. The main objective of the plot was to 

terrorize Muslims of Gujrat and India with a clear message to know their status in a 

Hindu society (Nussbaum, 2015).  The demographic changes in Gujrat led to the 

establishment of permanent vote bank of BJP and RSS. 

The killing of Muslims was supported by the provincial BJP government as 

well as the central coalition Indian government with a view to appease Hindu 

nationalists and don‘t allow slipping of its decisive vote. It is reported that Vajpayee 

the President of BJP, wanted to dismiss Modi for his failure to prevent the anti 

Muslim riots however could not execute due to pressure from Hindu Sangh Parivar. 

According to the human rights watch, the state officials were directly involved in the 

killing of the Muslims; first in the engineering of the violence and then in the massive 

cover up. The congress led central government of Narasimha Rao did not take any 

action against the Gujrat government and the RSS members. Mr Narasimha Rao was 

heard as saying that not taking a decision is also a decision and that they remained 

quite in order to avoid creation of serious law and order situation (Suroor, 2014). It 

clearly reflects that the Hindutva ideology had flourished under Sangh Parivar and all 

parties were wary of its offensive attitude. 
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BJP and RSS also learnt the art of exploiting the anti-Muslims violence to its 

advantage before the elections to gather majority vote (Nandrajog, 2010). This anti-

Muslim campaign set the future course of action for BJP as it achieved greater 

influence on Hindu majority by tarnishing the Muslims‘ image. After the demolition 

of Babri Masjid, Gujrat riots added to the confidence of Hindutva forces of their 

electoral gains in future elections. In 2012 supreme court verdict, Modi was cleared 

from any involvement however; one of his ex-minister was prisoned 28 years for 

inciting the mob towards the violence (Jamie Kwong).  

4.9.2 Development Strategy of Modi 

BJP followed the Deendayal Upadhaya philosophy of integral humanism as it 

could fulfill the economic flaw of Hindutva ideology. According to the philosophy, 

the Indian state had glorious social and economic conditions and Individual and 

society are above the state. The state has to give democracy and freedom of serving 

Dharma to each individual. It claims that India in the Vedic Age was an economic 

power which attracted many cultures of the world. The philosophy was considered 

important balance between the Bharat and the Western culture. It favours integral 

technology and self-reliance and indigenousness (Afzal, 2014). After becoming Chief 

Minister of Gujrat, Narendra Modi engaged businessmen in the area to create an 

efficient, pro-business environment which gave him an opportunity to carry out 

development and prosperity (Singh A. K., 2013). This development strategy worked 

in favour of BJP for the forthcoming elections.  

Based on his performance against Muslims and for the development of Hindu 

majority population in Gujrat, Modi won the elections during 2007 and later in 2012 

as well which gave BJP an idea that its Hindutva ideology based on violence against 

Muslims and economic development is working (Tharoor, 2018).  
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4.10 The Elections Strategy – 2014 

Based on Hindutva ingress in the majority Hindu public, the stage was set for 

successful campaign during the elections of 2014. The influence achieved through 

Ayodiya Masjid demolition and Gujrat riots could be tested during the elections of 

2014 (Nussbaum, 2015). The Sangh Parivar now had a better choice for enforcing the 

Hindutva ideology in the form of Modi. Due to his development graph, the Indian 

people considered him a significant change as compared to the Congress hence Modi 

was appointed as the PM candidate by BJP for the elections. In order to generate 

favouring results in the elections, Modi dropped his Hindutva ideology and initiated 

‗Moditva‘ philosophy based on economic development and security of India for all 

the people including minorities (Hall, 2019). The world community focusing on the 

huge market of India and Modi‘s inclination towards development strategy also tried 

to improve relations with Mr Modi. Considering his expected win, the Britain sent its 

high commissioner to Gujrat to visit Modi relegating the death of its three citizens in 

2002 riots. The US also approached with same attitude giving intentions of lifting visa 

ban imposed on Modi after Gujrat massacre (Jamie Kwong). 

BJP exploited the weaknesses of the Congress including its secularism which 

gave constitutional guarantees to the minorities including Muslims. It projected 

Congress pro-minorities policies as appeasement due to which Muslims were 

encouraged to seek independence. The exploitation of the weaknesses of the Congress 

with regards to internal differences, power politics and economic imbalance was a 

secondary stance of BJP. The Congress‘ stance on different national issues such as the 

Sikh separatist Khalistan movement which led to the Golden temple operation of 

1984, the rising of Assamese students against Bangladeshi illegal immigrants which 

could lead to changing the demography of Assam, and the Indian decision to interfere 
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the neighbouring Sri lanka for supporting it against Tamil Separatist Movement were 

projected as negative and anti-Hindutva. BJP also criticized the economic policies of 

Congress which did not make worthwhile progress. BJP propagated self economic 

reliance and focused on indigenous productions towards self sustainability. BJP 

aspires the mythical golden Vedic era of greater Hindu civilization and self reliance 

and to lead the world in economic prosperity (Afzal, 2014). Modi‘s development 

graph during his rule of Gujrat was projected as the course of action for the complete 

country. 

Figure 4.1 

Comparison of Development in Gujrat and India 

 

The Sangh Parivar spearheaded by RSS and its allies believe in benign 

dictatorship for India without sharing it with the Muslims. In order to earn the popular 

support, the Hindutva forces always based their election manifesto on anti-Muslim 

actions (Singh, 2003). BJP always remained pro-Hindutva however, during election 

campaign of 2014; it distanced itself from Hindutva philosophy and Sangh Parivar 

and used sweet words for all faiths in order to accrue maximum votes.  

BJP has always been playing anti-Pakistan stance to incite Hindus sentiments 

which was done during the elections of 2014 also. Pakistan was projected as a terror 
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state committed to destabilize India and destroy Hindu culture which could be 

challenged under the leadership of Modi only. Congress weakness to combat terror 

generated from Pakistan and aimed at India were exploited and Modi urged on 

necessity to eradicate terror hide outs inside Pakistan with force and without 

compromise. 

The BJP has used eradication of caste system, empowering women, use of 

print and electronic media and overhauling the education system to its advantage to 

advance the hindutva ideology (Nandrajog, 2010). In a strong media campaign for the 

elections, BJP encouraged authors and intellects to present Hindu culture superior to 

other faiths and write against Pakistan and Indian Muslims in the Hindutva owned 

newspapers and journals. Muslims were projected as ‗sinister others‘ with 

extraterritorial loyalties, in order to mobilize public support whereas Congress was 

undermined. The writings in daily newspapers provided springboard to the Hindutva 

ideology and its political campaign (Nussbaum, 2015). Pro-Hindutva media channels 

were used to downplay Congress and project Modi as ‗savior‘ of India and Hindu 

culture. These media channels urged Hindus to unite against the challenges which 

could not be addressed by Congress governments.  

4.11 Hindutva Policies Under Modi led BJP Government 

Under RSS backed anti-Muslim ideology, Modi led BJP won the elections of 

2014, defeated Congress and established its majority government in the centre. Modi 

realized that he has earned the Hindutva vote hence under influence of RSS and 

Sangh Parivar, he appointed RSS members as President, vice president and PM for 

the first time in Indian history (Tharoor, 2018). Modi found a great opportunity to 

drive Hindutva ideology and convert India into a ‗Hindu rashtra‘. In order to 

recognize his services for the Hindutva philosophy, PM of India Narendra Modi 
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announced renaming of Kolkata Port Trust as ‗Syama Prasad Mukharjee‘ (Kolkata 

Port Trust renamed after Syama Prasad Mukherjee, announces PM Modi, 2020). He 

pursued two different strategies in India i.e. development strategy and anti-Muslims 

violence:- 

4.11.1 Development Strategy 

The BJP economic policies have been different in government and in 

opposition which was actually due to the public interest and the opposing RSS stance 

towards self-reliance. During the Congress rule, it opposed economic liberalization 

and supported Swadeshi. BJP participated in several RSS campaigns against 

multinational corporations. After coming into power, it modified its stance and asked 

for modified Swadeshi, which could not attract popular support. Modi adopted a clear 

direction towards development and the graph of economic development moved 

positively with GDP growth from 7.4% in 2014-15 to 8% in 2015-16 and 8.2% in 

2016-17 (Indian economic situation during BJP government, November 2019). Based 

on his previous record, the western policy makers expected that under Modi, India 

will emerge as a strong economy and confront China. However he proved otherwise 

and started state‘s control over economy to address his political objectives resulting 

into slow growth of economy (Bandow, 2019). 

However, Narendra Modi initiated development projects to bring prosperity 

for the people. Considering the population growth and the difficulty of train 

movement, BJP government made an agreement of $17 billion with Japan for a bullet 

train project, encompassing rail route over 315 miles from Mumbai to Ahmadabad. 

The project is scheduled to be completed in 2023. Moreover, PM Modi introduced 

Industrial relations code bill 2019 which proposes to enhance the output of the 

factories and giving relaxation to the investors to hire and fire the employees 
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(Industrial Relations Code Bill, 2019). Moreover, Modi also re-started the 

privatization plan of Atal Bihari Vajpayee under which the government intends 

selling Bharat Petroleum, the largest shipping company and 30.8% shares of the 

Container Corps. In order to shoulder the shambling economy and recover the budget 

deficit for the government, Modi undertook measures to recover the black money 

through ban on 86% of the country‘s cash to catch tax cheats (Mukherjee, November 

2019). However, the announcement of demonetization policy that invalidated 86% of 

the currency in circulation could not achieve the desired results as it could not recover 

the black money rather contributed to the current economic shut down in India 

(Mukherjee A. , November 2019). 

BJP Government has also intensified its efforts to build economic and 

diplomatic relations with Middle East countries. The intense mutual visits by the head 

of states have increased economic relations of ME with India. The ME countries are 

also interested in Indian economy especially during the privatization drive of BJP 

government. Saudi Aramco, Kuwait petroleum Corp and Abu Dhabi National Oil Co. 

are also interested in the Indian market (Mukherjee, November 2019). Similarly, 

Modi visited major economic powers and world institutions for improving economic 

relations and also attract foreign investment through opening Indian vast markets to 

them.  

4.11.2 Anti – Muslims Hindutva Campaign 

BJP followed Hindutva ideology which was aimed at terrorizing Muslims and 

depriving them of their religious faiths through Hindu culture onslaught. It promoted 

Sanskrit in the schools and yoga and Ayurveda in the Indian society to influence the 

Hindu majority and force Muslims to submit to Hindu culture (Kim, 2019). Muslims 

were always considered traitors to India and thus their population growth became 



 
 

99 

target during Modi government. Though Muslims have changed their behavior and 

living in order to avoid any allegations from the Hindu nationalists yet they are called 

‗Maleech‘. The common terminology for the Muslims are‘ ‗all Muslims are the same‘ 

and they are termed as the children of Mughal invaders expressed as ―Babar ki aulad‖. 

According to BJP, whenever Muslims realize their majority in some region, they start 

demanding separate homeland for themselves as it happened during the creation of 

Pakistan. In order to dissuade Muslims culture, the places  with Muslims names are 

being changed hence, the milestone on the main highway to the city of Ahmadabad, 

the capital of Gujrat, was altered by dropping Ahmad from its name thus leaving it to 

‗Amdavad.‘ Moreover, Allahabad and Mughalserai stations have been named as 

Pragyaraj and Deen Dayal Upadhyaya junction. The Deen Dayal was a BJP icon who 

did not regard Muslims as ‗proper Indians‘ (Pondering their future in their own 

homeland: Muslims fearful in a hate filled India, 2019).  

The BJP state government in Uttar Pardesh (UP) discontinued the gifts of Taj 

Mahal idol to the foreign dignitaries and started giving ‗Bhagavad Gita‘ declaring the 

monument did not reflect the Indian culture. They state that Taj Majhal should not 

have place in their history. The hatred to the Muslim domination and rule reflects the 

Hindu nationalism and considered as the slavery period for the Hindu population. 

There is yet another myth by a historian, P.N. Oak who argued that the monument 

was originally a Shiva temple named ―Tejo Mhalaya‖. Some misguided Hindutva 

elements have been found performing puja in the mausoleum. The BJP and RSS has 

asked for prohibition of Muslims to praying there  (Tharoor, 2018). 

BJP always urged for maintaining ‗one country, one constitution‘ stance 

therefore it opposed the introduction of article 370 being discriminatory in nature 

depriving Hindus of their special rights in Kashmir. Moreover, Kashmir was the 
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region of Hindu priests which converted to Islam hence it is linked with the Hindu 

culture. Kashmir as ‗atoot ang‘ is considered struggling for independence due to 

majority Muslims hence BJP worked for changing its demography in favour of 

Hindus (Sharda, 2015). On 5
th

 August 2019, BJP government suspended article 370 

and 35A revoking special rights for Kashmir. Fearing strong resentment, BJP 

government imposed prolonged curfew to forcefully subdue the rising sentiments and 

bribe certain leaders for favouring Hindu settlement in the region (Sharda, 2015). 

Muslims are deprived of their legal share in government jobs and in case of 

any opposition or criticism to BJP‘s policies they are jailed. RSS is always threatening 

those Hindus accommodating Muslims in their departments and offices of dire 

consequences which result in the socio-economic degradation of the Muslims. Anti-

Muslim rhetoric has also increased and BJP leaders have openly announced their 

designs to press Muslims for constructing ‗new India‘ with superior Hindu culture 

(Filkins, 2019). Saksi Maharaj, a BJP leader stated that ―Good days have come; now 

those with four wives and 40 children should not be allowed in the country‖ 

(Siddiqui, A Critical Study of Hindu Nationalism in India, June 2016). Muslims were 

deprived of any share in the political career of BJP hence in 2014, BJP became a 

majority party without any elected Muslim member for Lok Sabha whereas only three 

Muslim members were elected to the Rajya Sabha. This clearly reflects BJP‘s plan to 

transform India into a Hindu state or at least a state with Hindu identity (Tharoor, 

2018). During the BJP government, the address of RSS chief was live telecasted on 

TV channels for the first time, on its foundation day.  

4.11.3 Re-writing the wrong History 

BJP has been emphasizing on ‗correcting the wronged history‘ to bring back 

the Hindu glorious past to the public. It negates the contribution of other faiths and 
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cultures to the Indian culture declaring Hindu culture being divine and supreme. 

Hindu nationalists misled the people by distorting history and through interpretation 

of selective historical events on which they constructed ‗imagined history‘ (Siddiqui, 

A Critical Study of Hindu Nationalism in India, June 2016). The destruction of Hindu 

temples on the basis of religious ground is also a myth as the main reason of invasion 

of Somnath was to collect the wealth as these temples used to be very rich having 

accumulative wealth. During the medieval period, the communities lived in absolute 

peace. Akbar was the ruler of all having generals from both Hindus and Muslims. 

Mughal emperor Aurangzeb issued cash gifts and jagirs (massive lands) for the 

maintenance of temples. However, today, the Hindu nationalists are determined to 

write the ‗original history‘ of India which has been changed by the Muslims and the 

Christians to fade the ‗Golden era‘ of Hindus (Lasster, 2018). In January 2017, BJP 

Government constituted a committee comprising 14 scholars under KN Dikshit for 

rewriting Indian history to match their Hinduism and culture. They emphasis that 

ancestors of all people of Indian origin – including 172 million Muslims –were 

Hindus and they must believe in Bharat Mata, or Mother India. The committee 

includes a geologist, archaeologists, scholars of the ancient Sanskrit language and two 

bureaucrats. The committee has the mandate to use DNA and archaeological evidence 

to prove that Hindus are the first inhabitants and that the ancient Hindu scriptures are 

the facts and not myth (Modi appoints committee of scholars to prove Hindus are 

descended from India's first inhabitants, 2018). The Hindus are organizing workshops 

and seminars across the country to prove and convince people about the supremacy of 

their glorious past with the aim to build a fresh narrative to balance the liberal and 

secular philosophy propagated by Nehru. The conclusions are expected to be included 

in the research and the academic text books for educating the Hindu children their 
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glorious past which is being traced some 12000 years back. The ‗Hindu first‘ version 

of Indian history will be taught in the schools, adding that central Asian people came 

to India some 4000 years ago and transformed the population (Lasseter, 2018). 

4.11.4 Uniform civil code  

Article 25 of the Indian constitution allows the minorities to develop and 

safeguard their cultural, religious and linguistic heritage thus they have the right to 

establish their own educational institutions. They impart education to their youth in 

their own language and cultural settings. The establishment of minority complaint 

commission is also a step to assist the minorities in eradicating the problems of the 

minorities. Under the Modi government, RSS and its affiliates restricted the religious 

freedom for the minorities especially the Muslims (Kronstadt, 2018) and they desire 

to change and amend the constitution in order to replace these rules. They insist that 

the minority commission express that there is some tyranny in the state of India 

towards the minorities (Afzal, 2014). However, Hindu nationalists persuade that ‗to 

be Indian is to be Hindu‘ therefore, urge lawmakers to limit the religious freedom of 

all the communities and introduce the uniform civil code for all faiths. Maintenance of 

a separate Muslim personal law (MPL) is a form of appeasement to the Indian 

Muslims community and violation of the concept of secularism and Hindu unified 

code (Afzal, 2014). The common civil code will allow the Muslims to marry once 

only not to allow the population growth (Sharma, 2015). The uniform civil code will 

also ensure the superiority of Hindu culture and as the Muslims would not be allowed 

to follow Islamic laws. 
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4.11.5 Anti-Love Jihad  

Based on anti-Muslim hatred, love jihad refers to love marriage between a 

Hindu woman and a Muslim man which is strongly opposed by the Sangh Parivar due 

to conversion of Hindu lady to Islam. Such couples are normally attacked by the VHP 

and RSS activists during court appearance and in the society through anti-Romeo 

brigade as they will give birth to Muslim children having glorious Hindu blood 

(Sarkar, 2018). These incidents have increased in Modi government and are 

publicized in media channels with interviews of Hindu women as anti-Muslim 

campaign. BJP has alleged Pakistan for undertaking training of such youth who target 

Hindu ladies and lure them towards love and later elope them for conversion 

forcefully to Islam. To further infuriate Hindus, Hindu nationalists claim that later 

these women are used for sexual services of husbands‘ relatives and further trafficked 

to Muslim countries.  

4.11.6 Maintaining Check on Muslims’ Population Growth  

Hindu nationalists always claim that Muslims through increasing population 

may ask for separate electorate as was done in in 1919 and later independent state, 

therefore, they should be under constant check and should not be allowed to increase 

in no (Sarkar, 2018). Therefore, apart from supporting uniform civil code, Hindu 

nationalists force Muslims to reconvert to Hinduism under ghar-wapsi (return home) 

programme, being the religion of their forefathers. The conversion of Hindu sub-

castes to Islam was taken as a challenge to the ‗so called‘ Hindu superior culture and 

religion. To discourage the conversion of Hindus in future, the BJP governments 

implemented strict anti-conversion laws which only allowed conversion of Muslims 

to Hinduism by declaring it ‗reconversion‘ based on the myths created for the Vedic 

age. It clearly stated that returning to forefathers‘ original religion would not be 
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considered as ‗conversion‘. The legislations underlined that those who encourage 

Hindus to convert to Islam would be dealt severely. 

4.11.7 Terrorizing Muslims - ‘Hindu Talibanization’ 

Today, Indian media under BJP and RSS influence is adding word ‗Jihad‘ to 

everything related to Muslims and all ills are attributed to the presence of Muslims in 

the country. After consecutive terrorists attacks in India and IOK, the Muslims have 

been labelled as ‗terrorists‘ and are considered not loyal to the country (Kirmani, 

2016) During the COVID-19 pandemic, Indian media alleged Tablighi markaz and 

madrassas as the ‗hot spot‘ for the pandemic spread and moreover alleged that 

Muslims are deliberately spreading the corona virus in India (Sikandar, 2020). Indian 

hospitals have refused to accommodate and treat the Muslims due to the surge in 

COVID-19 related Islamophobia which has led to the death of Muslim patients 

(Wallen, 2020). Under BJP government and their support, the RSS initiated anti-

Muslim drive has escalated and the crime rate against the Muslims has also increased 

by 93%. Since 2014, 98 Muslims in 267 crimes have been killed (Pondering their 

future in their own homeland: Muslims fearful in a hate filled India, 2019). During the 

BJP government since 2014, violence against the Muslims has increased. However, 

due to bias attitude of the criminal courts, the attackers and planners were released on 

bail and declared innocent whereas the police charged the victims for violating the 

law and order and public interest such as cow slaughtering and ‗love jihad‘ (Mander, 

2019).  

4.11.8 Banning Cow Slaughter  

Cow slaughtering and beef eating is another social cardinal exploited by the 

Hindu extremists to create a divide among the communities. BJP during its rule in 
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different states during 1990s carried out strict legislation such as rigorous 

punishments and huge fines, against the cow slaughtering and sale of beef which left 

many Muslims jobless. During 2003, BJP further ensured the same policy in Gujrat. 

BJP and RSS mobilized Hindu nationalists to pressurize Congress Government in 

other states as well for similar legislation. The logical base for such legislation was 

the preservation of Hindu glorious culture, enhance the availability of milk and curtail 

the cruelty to the cows and prevent Muslims from carrying out anti-Hindu culture 

activities. Under this legislation, the government was empowered to search the house 

of the Muslims and the person was made responsible to prove that it was beef or not 

in case of recovery. These measures denied the access of affordable meat to the 

Muslims and Dalit and earn income from leather related trade. This is also wrong as 

historically it is proved that Aryans used to eat beef and slaughter cows. Swami 

Vivekananda stated on 2
nd

 Febraury 1900 that Hindus would prefer eating beef and 

slaughter cow on special occasions. The same is allowed in their religious book 

Manusmriti (Hindu religious book) in Chapter V. B.R. Ambedkar also wrote a paper 

titled ‗Did the Hindus Never Eat Beef?‘ where he quoted from the ancient Hindu 

scriptures that beef eating was prevalent in ancient India or Vedic India. Ban on beef 

trading and cow slaughtering under right wing Hindutva forces has made it difficult 

for the poor Muslims linked with the profession of meat and leather industries to earn 

their livelihood (Kirmani, 2016). Killings of Muslims based on cow slaughtering have 

also increased and since 2014, 98% increase in killings for cow slaughters have been 

recorded (Pondering their future in their own homeland: Muslims fearful in a hate 

filled India, 2019). More than 75% Muslims were killed during these crimes 

indicating the hatred ratio against the Muslims and Islam  (Jaffrelot, 2012). 
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4.11.9 Indian Supreme Court Verdict on Babri Masjid  

Being a turning point in the Hindutva politics, BJP vigorously pursued the 

pending court decision on the Ram Mandir case. It influenced all stake holders and a 

biased decision was obtained in November 2019 in favour of construction of Mandir 

at the site whereas Muslims were asked to construct Masjid on adjacent land. The 

decision was welcome by Hindus whereas Muslims remained quiet restricting 

themselves to appeal against the decision due to fear of Hindu atrocities. To this end, 

the VHP has started collecting donations from each individual and family for 

construction of grand Ram temple (Sharma, 2020). The donation would also reflect 

the spreading Hindutva ideology in the Hindu society.  

4.11.10 Anti-Muslims Rhetoric  

With the rise of BJP, hate speeches against the Muslims by the political 

leaders of the BJP, officials of Army and civil administration also increased which 

were rewarded by the Sangh Parivar. An anti-Muslim BJP leader, Yogi Adityanath 

was appointed Chief Minister of Uttar Pardesh whereas in March 2016, Anant Kumar 

Hedge was appointed Union Minister after his remarks, ―As long as we have Islam in 

the world, there will be no end to terrorism. If we are unable to end Islam, we won't 

be able to end terrorism" (Pondering their future in their own homeland: Muslims 

fearful in a hate filled India, 2019). The Home Minister Amit Shah – the president of 

BJP, declared illegal Muslim immigrants ‗termite‘ and called for them to be thrown 

into the sea. Similarly, an extremist Hindu leader, Pragya Thakur, accused for killing 

10 with 82 injured in a Muslim town in Gujrat in 2008, was granted bail due to 

‗incomplete evidence‘ under RSS influence. However, during election in May 2019, 

she won against a Congress leader with great margin  (Pondering their future in their 

own homeland: Muslims fearful in a hate filled India, 2019).  
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4.11.11 National Registry of Citizens (NRC)  

The BJP government also introduced anti-Muslims National Registry of 

Citizens (NRC) in Assam, stripping almost two million people of their citizenship. 

Following the registry, the government started preparing detention camps for the 

‗illegal citizens‘ according to the bill. According to the registry, the Muslims are 

required to prove their identity and citizenship for being there pre-1971. Following 

the Assam process, the BJP government is set to introduce a national citizenship 

registry to help flush out the ‗infiltrators‘ i.e. Muslims as stated by the Home minister 

Amit Shah. The National Population Register (NPR) 2020 is the first step towards 

updating the National Register of Citizens (NRC) however, the criteria does not 

consider the approximately 17 lakhs homeless people (according to 2011 census) and 

those living in streets without documents. The data collected under the NPR and NRC 

will form the basis for the citizenship (amendment) act, therefore the poor homeless 

people mainly Muslims are likely to lose citizenship (MK, 2019).  

4.11.12 Citizenship Amendment Act (CAA)  

The Indian citizenship act was introduced in 1955 and in accordance of this 

act, citizenship was given to Indians from all states, on the basis of birth, registration, 

naturalization and by descent. However, after the amendment in the act, the clause 

related to applying for citizenship through naturalization has been suspended to the 

illegal migrants. During 2019, after winning 2
nd

 term of government, BJP introduced 

Citizenship Amendment Bill for religious minorities including Hindus, Jains, 

Buddhists and Sikhs, escaping persecution in their own countries in an effort to 

construct and strengthen Hindu Rashtra. However, the Muslims have been excluded 

from the list causing disturbance among the Muslims of being deprived from the 

rights given under the Indian constitution. The bill is being challenged through 

protests all over India and in the Supreme Court with the plea that the depriving 
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Muslims from the citizenship would change the demography of the areas due to the 

establishment of Hindu migrants from the neighbouring countries (Kim, 2019). 

Whereas BJP argues that the Muslims are able to take refuge in all the Islamic 

countries across the globe whereas the included minorities are always subject to 

prosecution in these Islamic countries (Rasool, 2019). The Hindu nationalists state 

that the CAA is constitutional and would allow India to segregate the illegal migrants 

to India and deport them (Salve, 2020). Under the act, the Maharashtra Governemnt 

has established a state detention centre to detain the illegal immigrants and those who 

could not prove their citizenship through proper documents(Marapakwar, 2020). In 

response to a Muslim girl‘s remarks about the suffocating environment in India due to 

CAA, BJP leader Satish Gautam commented that the Muslims must go back to 

Pakistan in such conditions (Free To Go To Pak: BJP MP On Poet's Daughter's 

Remarks At Anti-CAA Rally, 2020). 

The bill sparked wide spread violence resulting into clashes between Hindu 

majority and the Muslims where the Muslims have been targeted in the mosques and 

their houses (Kulkarni, 2020). The CAA would strip 1.9 Million people, mostly 

Muslims, from the citizenship. Despite reservations of the neighouring countries, 

OIC, UN and the British government, BJP is determined to continue with the CAA as 

PM Modi defended the Citizenship amendment act (CAA) by declaring it the 

fulfillment of the election promise and correcting the ‗historical injustice‘ to those 

minorities who fled their home countries due to fear of religious persecution(CAA 

brought to correct historical injustice: Modi slams Congress to defend citizenship law, 

2020). According to a pamphlet issued by BJP, the CAA will protect the Hindus‘ 

rights and would give them safe exist from the D-Voter (doubtful voters) Lists 

through national registration process (Amended citizenship law will shield Hindus 

when NRC will be rolled out, says BJP‘s Bengali booklet, 2020). 
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4.12 The Election Campaign of  2019 

BJP during its government did not perform according to expectations in the 

social sector (Maiorano, 2018). Therefore, for the 2019 elections, it used its anti-

Pakistan card. Instead of projecting economic reforms, Modi urged on security of 

India and the Hindus (Agrawal, 2019). Hence Pulwama attacks provided an 

opportunity for BJP and Modi to label allegations against Pakistan for carrying out 

attacks. Modi declared in Haryana on 8 May, 2019 that ―We conducted surgical 

strikes and air strikes against Pakistan based terrorists to send our message to the 

world that India is well capable of defending itself.‖ Such announcements won the 

public especially the Hindus (Kim, 2019). During its anti-Pakistan election campaign, 

Modi was projected as a leader challenging the terror acts of Pakistan through 

successful ‗surgical strikes‘ and eliminating the terrorists‘ hide out inside Pakistan. 

The surgical strikes were presented as the beginning of superior and hegemonic status 

for India towards marginalizing Pakistan while influencing other regional states. 

Moreover, realizing Hindu majority support against anti-Muslims policies, Modi 

deliberately announced the suspension of article 370 of the Indian constitution and 

construction of the Ram Temple after success in the elections of 2019. The growing 

support for the Hindu nationalism is reflected from the fact that 44% of all Hindus 

voted for the BJP in 2019 elections taking 8% more than 2014 (Chandra, 2019). 
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Table 4.2  

Lok Sabha Elections Results – 2014 vs 2019 

  Seats 

Ser Party Elections 2014 Elections 2019 

1. Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) 282 303 

2. Indian National Congress (INC) 44 52 

3. Davida Munnetra Kazhagam 37 23 

4. All India Trinamool Congress 34 22 

5. Yuvajana Sramika Rythu Congress Party 9 22 

6. Shivsena 18 18 

7. Janata Dal (United) 2 16 

8. Biju Janata Dal 20 12 

9. Bahujan Samaj Party 0 10 

10. Telengana Rashtra Samithi 11 9 

11. Others  85 55 
 

4.13 Conclusion 

Indian society is diversified in nature having different faiths and religions. 

Approximately 1800 languages are spoken in India however, 91 % of the population 

speak 18 major languages. The Muslims and other minorities are facing socio-

economic deprivation, lack of political representation, issues of personal laws, 

violence from the extremist Hindus. India being a secular state is faced with a conflict 

between secular ideology and minority rights. The demolition of Babri Masjid 

followed by Muslims‘ massacre created an environment of fear and terror which 

helped BJP to influence the Hindu society, institutions and Congress government to 

frame anti-Muslim policies and also hinder the pro-minorities legislations.  

The imposition of Hindu religion over minorities, support of political parties 

and leaders to the right wing extremist organizations and gathering Hindus under 

Hindutva ideology are the main contributory factors towards the rise of the conflict. 
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These conflicts caused serious violence against Muslims in 2002 and against 

Christians in 2013 (Mian, 2015). The US commission on international religious 

freedom declared that, ―in India, the religious freedom is under attack with growing 

extremist narratives, with the government allowance and encouragement of mob 

violence against religious minorities.‖ In its recent human rights report, the state 

department states that Indian society is termed with arbitrary killings, forced 

disappearances, violence, rapes, poor prison conditions and attacks on journalists. 

Today India has become an ‗election-only democracy‘ having no guarantee of the 

government‘s conduct after the elections. 
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CHAPTER 5 

PAKISTAN – INDIA RELATIONS UNDER HINDUTVA          

(2014-2019) 

Any idea of a United India could never have worked and in my 

judgment it would have led us to terrific disaster. 

Muhammad Ali Jinnah 

5.1 General 

The hatred based relations originated during British era were carried along 

even after partition. The Muslims projected as enemy under Hindutva had become a 

permanent foe in the form of Indian Muslims and Pakistan and were held responsible 

by RSS and BJP for the division of ‗divine‘ Indian state. Indian as well as Hindu 

nationalists were determined to destabilize and weaken Pakistan through absorbing of 

its share and annexation of territory declared to be part of Pakistan. The strategy was 

aimed at gaining major share of the power depriving Pakistan from it and also to 

enhance its political influence in the Indian society. The Congress presented itself as 

the ‗savior of India‘ had no competitor in the political stage of India however, wary of 

RSS and BJP‘s increasing influence in the majority dominated Hindu society wanted 

to express its hatred against Pakistan to keep Hindu nationalists to the periphery of the 

politics hence adopted aggressive anti – Pakistan policy.  

To mitigate the Hindutva ideology and attract the majority Hindu public, 

Indian Congress adopted an aggressive foreign policy against Pakistan aimed at 

limiting Pakistan‘s standing regionally and globally. Its policies of squeezing 

Pakistan‘s share of territory, military equipment, finance and water, influenced by 

Hindutva ideologists were able to garner support at large for Congress. Congress 
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influence over the ‗Cyril Radcliffe award‘ to hand over Muslim majority areas of 

Jammu & Kashmir, Hyderabad, Junagarh, Ferozpur and Gurdaspur Districts to India 

along with unfair awarding of Hussaini wala Headworks in Ferozpur to India created 

an environment for India to possess a dominant position against Pakistan hence 

Pakistan started feeling threatened and insecure. Pakistan was also deprived of water 

of the three canals originating from the HWs which irrigated large areas in Pakistani 

Punjab (Kasuri, 2015). Such acts from India, led to accelerated distrust between the 

two states causing the wars of 1948, 1965 and yet another in 1971 resulting into the 

creation of Bangladesh. Pakistan was left with no option but to strengthen its defence 

against India and face all the challenges. 

5.2 BJP’s Concept of Pakistan – India Relations 

The Hindutva influenced RSS and BJP under Sangh Parivar, never recognized 

Pakistan as a separate state and always remained on look out to destabilize Pakistan.  

Map 5.1 

Map of South Asis 
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 However, it could not exploit the Hindu sentiments due to the secular policies 

of Congress. In order to make head way, RSS backed BJP tried to influence the public 

and earn its support through creating ‗Islamophobia‘ which was to project the 

Muslims of India as terrorists and sympathizers of Pakistan with greater disloyalties to 

India and Hindu culture. Moreover, only the creation of India as a separate homeland 

was not sufficient rather its conversion into Hindu Rashtra was the ultimate objective. 

To this end, BJP wanted political strength which was possible through major vote 

bank. Thus it projected Congress and the Muslims equally responsible for the division 

of ‗Bharat Mata‘ which should be avenged. The policies of Congress were projected 

as ‗policy of appeasement‘ towards Pakistan and the Indian Muslims. Moreover the 

migration of millions of Hindus from Pakistan and their miseries were used to the 

advantage of Sangh Parivar. These refugees were settled in Hindu majority areas such 

as Punjab and Gujrat and were shown as target of Pakistan which might target all the 

Hindus if remedial measures were not adopted. The aim was to incite Hindu 

nationalists‘ sentiments against Pakistan and provoke anti-Muslim riots for increasing 

the membership of Hindutva ideology. Thus BJP and RSS attracted Hindus as the 

only sincere forces to the Hindus who could save their interest and identity against the 

Muslims‘ threat.   

According to Hindutva influenced Sangh Parivar, the only counter to Pakistan 

was to convert India into Hindu state therefore, they tried to coerce Congress to 

declare India as a Hindu state and opposed the concept of secularism. Through this 

act, India would progress to a powerful and dominant position thus would be able to 

gain its lost civilization i.e. world leading power. Moreover, through becoming Hindu 

state only, the threat of yet another ‗Pakistan‘ and division of India could be avoided 

in future. They feared that wherever the Muslims are in majority, they start 
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movements to create a separate homeland which would further weaken the ‗greater 

Hindu culture‘ and would hinder its road to development. Congress was projected as 

‗inclined towards the Muslims‘ and might helpful to the Muslims in case such 

movement triggers therefore, Congress needs to be stopped. BJP always opposed the 

introduction of article 370 and 35A allowing special status to Kashmir since it did not 

allow settlement of Hindus in the region and feared that the region might strive to 

become independent state (Kasuri, 2015). They maintain that demographic changes 

would turn the state close to India and would allow weakening Pakistan through water 

diplomacy etc.  

BJP has always believed that Hindutva and Islamic ideologies are opposing 

ideologies and the Islamic ideology can be defeated through destabilizing Pakistan. 

Hence, BJP always tried to influence Congress‘s decisions towards Pakistan while in 

opposition and maintained hard anti-Pakistan stance during own government. 

Kashmir region including Gilgit Baltistan are considered as ‗Atoot Ang‘ of India and 

maintain the stance of regaining the lost areas including Pakistan. According to 

Hindutva, the divine unity of India could only be achieved through integrating 

Pakistan with ‗Mahabharat‘ which requires disintegration of Pakistan (Saif-ur-

Rehman, 2020). In order to help Congress defeat Pakistan, BJP and RSS dropped their 

differences with the ruling Congress and carried out public welfare and evacuation 

projects during 1965 and 1971 wars with Pakistan. They enhanced their role in Indian 

politics through maintenance of law and order situation in Delhi and contributed to 

blood donations during wars (Ashraf, The threat is real, 2019).   

BJP never supported talks and dialogue with Pakistan rather it urged Congress 

to maintain constant pressure over Pakistan by using all means. It is also suspected 

that in derailing the peace process between the two states, RSS has remained involved 
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through terror attacks. It also maintains that Pakistan should be dealt as a weak state 

and India should maintain its aggressive and dominant position to deter Pakistan. In 

the initial days, Dr Mookerjee resigned from Nehru cabinet as Railway minister in the 

Congress government on the issue of 1949 Delhi pact with Pakistan as a protest which 

asked to guarantee the rights of the minorities in both the newly emerged states 

(Sharda, RSS 360 Degree: Demystifying RSS, 2018). Today, Sangh Parivar claims to 

have pioneered an agreement at PM level for the protection of the minorities on 8 

April 1950 for the protection of Hindu rights in Pakistan (Raghavan, 2017). Hindutva 

was further revived after the solidification of Pakistan as an Islamic state during 

1960s. Hindu nationalists thought to have a proper response to the threat of Pakistan – 

being an Islamic state hence to maintain the ‗Akhand Bharat‘ Upadhayaya presented 

Pakistan as a threat who had betrayed the ‗self‘ (Nandrajog, 2010). With consistent 

anti – Pakistan policies, the BJP was successful to form a coalition government during 

1990s, due to Congress‘s internal politics and BJP‘s anti-Muslim policies, which 

provided it an opportunity to form its base.   

The foreign policy of BJP always carries the influence of RSS as the policy 

makers are generally from the ranks of RSS. The Hindu nationalists and BJP always 

desire for more assertive role in the world decision making which is their ‗lost past‘. 

Instead of supporting Nehru‘s commitment to non-alignment movement, disarmament 

and improved relations with Pakistan, BJP followed the policy of multi-alignment 

through increased nuclear and military power, aggressive economic diplomacy, and 

more aggressive and coercive role against Pakistan through increased military might. 

BJP has always been aspiring to rule India and convert it into Hindu rashtra which 

could become a springboard for the Hindus to achieve their greater civilization. It 

initiated anti-Pakistan policies with the aim to earn Hindu majority support, keep 
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Pakistan under consistent pressure and destabilize it to lose its standing against Indian 

influence.  

The BJP and Sangh Parivar were agitated when Pakistan in a tit for tat 

response carried out its own nuclear tests in the same month. The response brought 

parity in South Asia and the intended Indian influence at regional and global level was 

challenged leaving less options of aggression to Hindu nationalists against Pakistan. 

In such environment, BJP government in 1998, reportedly, planned an attack on 

Pakistan‘s Kahuta nuclear facility in consent with Israel to deprive Pakistan from 

strategic weapons and also blame Pakistan for its weak security apparatus for such 

weapons which provoked Pakistan to deploy its nuclear weapons against India 

(Sharma, 1999). Moreover, BJP government always alleged Pakistan‘s nuclear 

weapons vulnerable and accessible to Taliban in an effort to pressurize Pakistan to 

terminate its nuclear programme. Thus Vajpayee being an intellect did not start 

interference in the regional affairs, rather under soft Hindutva, preferred paving way 

for future of Hindutva through appointment of key position holders in the 

government, non-interference with the neighbouring countries and cooperation. Hindu 

nationalism and hatred for the Muslims can be judged from the point that Shev Sena 

dug the cricket pitch for the visiting Pakistan cricket team in 1999 (Raghavan, 2017).  

5.3 BJP’s Stance on Core Issues between India – Pakistan 

Apart from other territorial issues between Pakistan and India, the relations 

have remained severed due to two core issues i.e. Kashmir dispute and terrorism. 

Pakistan has been consistently urging India and the international community to hold 

plebiscite in Kashmir whereas India linked terrorism with Pakistan based organization 

to release pressure from the basic agenda of Kashmir. These two issues have been the 

cause of conflict between the two nuclear neighbouring states:- 
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5.3.1 Kashmir Issue 

Immediately after the announcement of partition plan, Hindu leaders started 

manipulating to seize maximum territory which was planned to be conceded to 

Pakistan.  The region of Jammu and Kashmir was a Muslim majority region which 

was ruled by Hindu Maharaja thus was required to be annexed to Pakistan according 

to partition plan. Considering its strategic significance, the state was economically, 

culturally and religiously important for the future of India and Pakistan. Hindu 

nationalists had already planned accession of the state with India hence they 

established RSS during 1940s in the state of Jammu and Kashmir with the support of 

pro – Hindutva Hindu Maharaja. Immediately after the partition, the Indian forces 

were landed in 1948 in the region to forcefully accede the state on the plea that 

Maharaja has signed the instrument of accession. Due to the first war of 1948, a 

limited area of Kashmir was taken over by Pakistan with the support of tribal lashkar. 

Despite talks and comprehensive dialogue and frequent wars on the bilateral issue, the 

issue stands unresolved due to public pressure and difficulty of conceding any 

concession and flexibility on both sides. Indian government under Nehru introduced 

article 370 and 35A in order to settle the resentment and armed struggle of the local 

people against the forceful occupation of India. Under these articles the state was 

given special status with the right to have separate assembly, constitution and flag. 

Moreover, no non-resident could become citizen of the state and could not purchase 

land in the area. 

The Hindu nationalists have always considered Kashmir including the region 

of Gilgit Baltistan as ‗atoot ang‘ of India and always maintained tough stance over its 

claim. It always considered exploiting its geographical significance for the Indian 

development and weakening of Pakistan economically. The RSS-BJP alliance has 
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always opposed the constitutional concessions and articulation of article 370 and 35 A 

under Indian constitution for IOK and emphasized on ‗cultural nationalism, with 

focus on Hindutva‘, ‗territorial integrity‘ and ‗unity with uniformity (Cheema, 2017). 

Due to consistent pressure on Congress Government, the Hindu nationalists and RSS 

were successful in subjecting the articles to different amendments thus the real spirit 

kept on changing. Dr Syam Prasad Mookerjee, a Hindu nationalist and the founder of 

Bharatiya Jana Sangh (BJS), maintained that full integration of the region would 

dissuade any intended separatist movements and also facilitate Hindus with equal 

rights in the state (Raghavan, 2017). BJP urged conversion of Kashmir into a majority 

Hindu state and sponsored demographic changes through Hindu settlement as this 

would lead to pave way for favourable decision and vote during plebiscite under UN 

resolution. Moreover, the Hindu settlement and discriminatory policies would also 

force the Muslims to flee the state of Jammu and Kashmir which would result into 

limiting Pakistan‘s role in the region thus Hindus would be strengthened. According 

to BJP‘s stance, the demographic changes in the region would delink the connection 

between Pakistan and the freedom fighters as well as mitigate the effects of the UN 

supervised self determination. Kashmir issue was used by Hindu nationalists to hurt 

Pakistan and weaken its survivability and economy. It always speaks of violation of 

Indus Water Treaty (IWT) through diverting waters of the rivers coming into Pakistan 

from Kashmir in order to starve Pakistan and force it to succumb to the pressure of 

India. BJP denies third party mediation and considers the issue of Kashmir as a 

bilateral issue between India and Pakistan thus distanced the world community from 

the issue.  

During Vajpayee government, the Kargil war of 1999 on the issue of Kashmir 

brought the world focus on addressing the issues between India and Pakistan in order 
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to avert the chances of nuclear conflict. However, Mr Vajpayee never accepted any 

third party mediation and stated that these bilateral issues would be addressed 

mutually between India and Pakistan (Sharma, 1999). Resultantly, both countries 

engaged each other in dialogue process for maintaining peace in South Asia and 

economic development although no worthwhile progress was made on these issues. 

With regards to Kashmir, Atal Bihari Vajpayee adopted confidence building measures 

(CBMs) and maintained resumption of dialogue policy with Pakistan and Kashmiri 

leaders to end permanent confrontation with Pakistan and (Cheema, 2017).  

The BJP government followed the policy of coercion to force Pakistan to drop 

Kashmir agenda after the 9/11 incident and linked the bilateral issue with terrorism. 

The Indian government with the support of Sangh Parivar, is reframing the Kashmir 

fight as the fight against terror. India is using the religious identity as an instrument of 

politics thus creates an environment favoring anti – Muslims riots in the region 

(Pandit, 2019). Today, BJP has adopted the agenda of ‗no dialogue‘ on Kashmir issue 

with Pakistan. 

5.3.2 Terrorism 

With the commencement of global war on terror after 9 / 11, Indian BJP 

government under Vajpayee found the opportunity to allege Pakistan‘s involvement in 

the terror plotting inside India and Indian Occupied Kashmir (IOK) using Pakistan - 

Taliban relations in the past as the basis. The first major terrorist attack was on Indian 

Parliament on 13 December 2001 which was claimed by Lashkar-e-Tayyaba (LeT) 

and Jaish-e-Muhammad (LeM). Immediately after the attack, Pakistan – India went 

into a standoff of 2001-02 (Hashim, 2019). Pakistan under pressure from the US led 

international community banned the organizations and re-emphasized its commitment 

not to let its soil to be used for such activities. However, India learnt the art of 
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coercing Pakistan through military standoff and diplomatic outreach after every terror 

strike. All the terror attacks in India and IOK during 2005, 2007 and 2008 were linked 

with Pakistan thus kept Pakistan under constant pressure exploiting Pakistan‘s 

engagement in war on terror. After Mumbai terror attacks and Samjhauta Express 

bombings, BJP and Narendra Modi continuously criticized the Congress policy of 

restraint against Pakistan and urged government to adopt aggressive policy which 

worked in earning public support. The Mumbai attacks brought Pakistan under 

immense pressure from the world community hence Pakistan charged 7 men for the 

attacks inside Pakistan in November 2009 whereas Ajmal Kasab, a Pakistani origin 

terrorist was convicted in May 2010. Today, the Indian government has found an 

opportunity in the aftermath of global war on terror to keep Pakistan linked with the 

war on terror and always allege it for supporting terrorism in the world and inside 

India without evidence.  

5.4 Pakistan – India Relations (2014 – 2019) 

In May 2014, National Democratic Alliance (NDA) comprising Bhartiya 

Janata Party (BJP) with majority seats in Lok Sabha, Shiv Sena in Maharashtra, Akali 

Dal in Punjab and several other regional parties, formed a coalition government under 

BJP‘s lead hence Narendra Modi became the Prime Minister of India on May 24, 

2014 (Kumar, 2014). Narendra Modi had the confidence of being the world third 

largest and developing economy and also the support of the 6
th

 largest standing army 

having nuclear backing. He also had access to the world institutions and decision 

making forums and also enjoyed the strategic partnership and inclination of the US. 

With the majority seats in the assembly, Modi was all set to initiate his own 

orchestrated foreign policy towards Pakistan driven by Hindutva ideology and 

supported by the RSS and the Hindu public who voted for change in the policies 
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ambitious of taking India to the leading role in the international community. 

Therefore, Modi initiated a changed, more aggressive, and stringent stiff necked 

policy towards Pakistan void of morality (Bajpai, 2017). Mr Modi considers Pakistan 

as a state which should be avenged for division of ‗Bharatmata‘ and which hinders the 

development of India. Thus he adopted different strategy through selection of like-

minded team for execution of his policies to check Pakistan. In order to execute his 

policy against Pakistan, Modi hand-picked two colleagues from the RSS for the 

internal security domain and the foreign policy progression. Amit Shah, his right hand 

man from Gujrat was chosen as president of BJP. Similarly, for national security 

policy he appointed former intelligence officer, Ajit Kumar Doval as national security 

advisor. His task was to advise on internal and external security domain. Modi also 

changed his foreign secretary and appointed career diplomat Subrahmanyam 

Jaishankar who supported Modi‘s stance towards foreign policy.  

Modi joined RSS during the war of 1971 between India – Pakistan, which 

clearly reflects his hatred against the Muslims and Pakistan. Following a fascist 

Hindutva ideology, Modi never accepted the existence of Pakistan. Therefore, he 

immediately tried to involve Pakistan in a web of challenges regionally and globally.  

5.5 Phases of Pakistan – India Relations (2014 – 2019) 

With the stage set for execution of Hindutva ideology, Modi executed his anti 

– Pakistan policy without any announcement so as to drag Pakistan and pitch it 

against the world community. He aimed at isolating and annihilating Pakistan 

militarily, economically and diplomatically through a systematic strategy 

incorporating media having lead role to propagate Modi as a visionary leader who 

would lead India to a global standing. Modi‘s anti – Pakistan strategy can be covered 

under following different phases:-  



 
 

123 

5.5.1 Engagement – Disengagement Policy (2014 – 2016) 

During the elections of 2014, BJP targeted Pakistan as a threat to the Indian 

survival and security. Modi led BJP politicians adopted tough stance, intimidating 

statements and rhetoric to trigger Hindu sentiments against Pakistan which led to the 

Hindutva vote for BJP. Hence, anti – Pakistan stance has become the identity of 

Hindutva influenced BJP and its survival is linked with its extreme position towards 

Pakistan. Based on such position, Modi could not afford to extend cooperation and 

arrange dialogue with Pakistan rather it preferred conflict and antagonized relations 

with Pakistan to strengthen Hindutva base domestically and pave way for future win. 

Therefore, Modi digressed from the previous policy of Congress and BJP 

governments and adopted tough policy of ‗no dialogue‘ with Pakistan for which he 

planned to create favourable environment. Based on the environment, Modi tried to 

engage Pakistan by initiating dialogue thus presented himself as a peace loving and 

visionary leader to the world and later disengaged Pakistan based on its alleged 

involvement in terror attacks inside India thereby maligning Pakistan globally. This 

policy was aimed at enhancing global standing of India and also to create 

environment to isolate Pakistan and force it drop Kashmir as agenda point between 

the two states. Moreover it would also improve Modi‘s image labeled as an extremist 

and anti – Muslim leader involved in the killing of Muslims during 2002 massacre. 

Consistent media campaign was sponsoring the policy of engagement – 

disengagement so as to accrue maximum benefits from the plan.  

As part of engagement policy, Modi called the heads of SAARC countries for 

the swearing in ceremony immediately after winning the elections in 2014, in which 

Pakistani Prime Minister Mr Nawaz Sharif was also invited despite tense relations 

between India and Pakistan due to terror attacks and Pakistan‘s alleged involvement. 
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This initiative was covered as a diplomatic victory for Modi who was projected as a 

leader with great vision for peace (Malik, 2019). However, covertly Modi had 

different plans for Pakistan to be handled with tough policies. With the expectation to 

give peace a chance, Pakistani PM visited the ceremony and met PM Modi on the 

sideline. During the sideline meeting between the two PMs, resumption of dialogue 

process was agreed with the first meeting of foreign secretaries on 25 August 2014 in 

Islamabad to set the course for future. However, it could not create any positive 

effects due to planned general elections in Kashmir in which BJP wanted to exploit 

Pakistan factor. Modi called off the dialogue process based on the meeting between 

Pakistani officials and freedom leaders of the Indian occupied Kashmir (IOK) 

declaring it interference in the internal affairs of India. Pakistan was urged to drop the 

Hurriyat leaders from the talks on Kashmir since it is a bilateral agenda between India 

and Pakistan (Modi, 2016). This clearly reflects Modi‘s plan to disengage Pakistan 

systematically from dialogue process (Rehman, 2018).  

Modi always supported the resumption of dialogue in an environment where 

he could dictate his own terms to achieve better results for India and malign Pakistan. 

To mitigate the effects of Kashmir issue and keep Pakistan under constant pressure, 

Modi linked Kashmir with terrorism as agenda point for any bilateral dialogue which 

was also accepted by Pakistan in order to maintain peace through comprehensive 

dialogue process and since terrorism was a common threat faced by both India and 

Pakistan (Cheema, 2017).  

In yet another effort for ‗peace‘ Indian PM Narendra Modi made an 

unscheduled visit to Pakistan in December 2015, to attend Sharif‘s family marriage, 

after returning from the inauguration of the Afghanistan Parliament in Kabul. The 

unprecedented visit was again directed to achieve similar results of peace initiation 
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and conflict management efforts by Modi and maligning Pakistan as a terror sponsor 

state which is not interested in peace and dialogue. It was again expected that the 

peace process will have its way through bilateral engagement, however, in September 

and January 2016, the peace expectations were derailed after the Pathankot and Uri 

terror attacks, providing another opportunity to the BJP and Sangh Parivar to 

disengage Pakistan.  

Modi Government declined to understand that any scheduled dialogue is 

preceded by a deliberate terror attacks yet India suspends the dialogue process with 

Pakistan considering it an instrument of foreign policy to malign Pakistan (Kumar, 

2014). Whenever, there is a possibility and progress of bilateral dialogue, some 

terrorist attacks disturbs the process such as the Kargil attack of 1999 immediately 

after the Lahore summit of 1998, Mumbai train explosions in 2006 after the possible 

back door Kashmir solution initiated by Musharraf and his visit to India in 2005, and 

then Mumbai attacks of 2008 November stopped the process of peace initiated by 

newly elected Pakistani government under Asif Ali Zardari (Menon, 2016).  

In order to subdue Pakistan, India carried out massive media campaign to 

allege Pakistan for all terror attacks inside India and Kashmir. In the aftermath of 

Pathankot terror attacks, Indian media created the environment of war alleging 

Pakistan to be responsible for the attacks without evidence and giving opportunity to 

Pakistan to inquire the environment and clarify its position. Following hegemonic 

policy, Modi approved ‗surgical strikes‘ inside Pakistan along LoC after the 

Pathankot terror attacks and claimed to have killed terrorists and eliminated their hide 

outs (Dash, 2016). The suspected surgical strikes were projected as great success and 

Modi became ‗savoir of India‘ against terror. Pakistan denied its involvement in the 

terror attacks and also denied any surgical strikes inside Pakistan in the presence of 
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large Pakistani forces. Pakistan arranged visit of foreign and local media including 

foreign diplomats immediately after the Indian claims to show that Pakistan 

sovereignty could not and have not been violated. Moreover, Pakistan urged the world 

community to ask India for any evidence of surgical strikes and picture of killed 

terrorists and their hide outs which India could not present. Thus India government 

failed to prove its claims which created suspicion among the Indian public and 

opposition parties. Modi has been emotionally blackmailing the public of India for 

earning support over the plotted attacks on 2016 (Modi, Public Meeting Address, 

2019). Criticizing those asking for proof and evidence of the Indian attacks inside 

Pakistan in 2016, Mr Modi urged that they are sponsored by Pakistan hence they 

should not ask for evidence. In October 2016, RSS Chief Mohan Bhagwat, 

appreciated the surgical strikes of Narendra Modi against Pakistan and claimed over 

Pakistani Kashmir, GB and Mirpur. He alleged Pakistan for sponsoring separatist 

movement in Kashmir (RSS chief talks tough on Pakistan, says entire Kashmir is part 

of India, 2020).  

In order to support and prove its false claim of surgical strikes and malign 

Pakistan responsible for the terror attacks, Indian BJP government carried out massive 

media campaign. Through sponsored anchors and programmes, Modi was projected 

as a ‗hero‘ who engaged Pakistan through peace initiation however punished it when 

it went wrong. The Hindu community was assured through media that in the presence 

of Modi led BJP government, Pakistan would remain deterred to carry out such 

attacks and in case such incidence occurs in future, Modi would carry out more 

attacks. Thus he paved the way for future surgical strikes under ambitious demand of 

the Hindu nationalists. Through supportive media, Modi turned the balance of power 

in his favour projecting India as a leading and hegemon power with the capability to 
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influence the regional environment having liberty of action following the precedence 

of the US. It also gave a message to the world powers that India has supremacy in 

South Asia and all interference in the region should be with Indian approval being 

custodian of the region. In 2018, the University Grant Commission of India issued a 

circular to celebrate the day of ‘29 September‘ as ‗surgical strike day‘ in remembering 

the surgical strike of 2016 (Sharma N. A., 2019).  

Towards disengagement policy, Modi changed his foreign policy towards 

Pakistan and was directed from normal to hard and more outspoken bilateral 

diplomacy and a more explicit coalition diplomacy (what might be called ‗Acting 

West‘, ‗Acting East‘ and ‗Acting South‘) (Bajpai, 2017). He tried to influence the 

regional states to disengage Pakistan in support of Indian stance of alleged terrorism 

by Pakistan. Under Modi‘s regional influence, the 2016 SAARC conference 

scheduled to be held in Islamabad was cancelled and boycotted by India, Bhutan, 

Afghanistan and Bangladesh on Modi‘s provocation.  

Modi emphasized that Indian growing relations with the regional and global 

power would directly weaken Pakistan‘s standing. Modi changed the past foreign 

policy track of India from non-alignment towards internationalism and direct 

engagement. He visited 26 countries in 2015 alone and continued in 2016 as well 

(Jamie Kwong). All such visits were aimed at increasing Indian outreach for 

economic growth, isolation of Pakistan and maligning its image as a terror sponsoring 

state. Similarly, he pursued the membership of global and regional institutions with a 

view to become a decision making partner of the global powers which ultimately 

would be used against Pakistan. Based on presence of large Muslim population, India 

established cordial relations with the GCC to meet its growing energy requirements 
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for expanding economy. The presence of Indian Diaspora in all such regions further 

added to the benefit of India. 

The people of both the countries have strong cultural linkages which can be 

traced back in the history of sub-continent. The division of India into two countries 

strengthened the urge of people to improve their relation beyond the limits of 

boundaries. Such people to people contacts have always been serving as confidence 

building measures (CBMs) facilitating peace talks and reducing tension. Since Modi 

government was not ready for comprehensive dialogue with Pakistan despite 

Pakistan‘s offers therefore, the engagement and disengagement policy did not allow 

any CBMs and track-II diplomacy to pave way for peaceful dialogue initiation. 

Moreover India wanted to move in the direction of making ‗Hindu rashtra‘ therefore 

people to people disconnect would become an objective. The disconnect could be 

introduced through two pronged strategy:- 

5.5.1.1  Exploitation of Domestic Politics against Pakistan  

Modi led BJP government initiated a comprehensive strategy to spread 

Hindutva at the domestic level for which Modi brought cultural changes. In order to 

reach out directly to the villages and far flung areas of India, PM Modi started a 

programme ―Mann ki Baat‖ on Radio which was telecasted on Sundays, in which PM 

read out the development projects of the Government with a view to convince people 

towards BJP politics (Jayachandran, 2016). In order to convince Hindu public about 

the ancient myth of being a divine nation culturally civilized, Modi urged the UN in 

September 2014, to celebrate international yoga day which was adopted by the UN on 

11 December 2014. This was considered as the first victory by Modi in the global 

diplomacy as a rising power. Internally, he organized yoga session in Delhi with 

approximately 30000 people influencing people towards Hindutva ideology. He tried 
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to inspire Hindu majority with the spirit that India under BJP has the opportunity to 

rise high in the world politics. Hindu nationalists under the lead of PM Modi are 

determined to perform as a military and economic power to become a regional and 

global power. Its geostrategic location further strengthens their stance. They argue 

that their 5000 years old civilization would be enough to make it a global power. 

Because of its old civilization, Indians view themselves different and superior to 

others. The economic aspects of huge Indian markets were also projected to exploit 

the myth based cultural influence over Hindu majority thus Modi initiated ‗make in 

India‘ programme to incite Hindu feelings. Moreover, the missiles with Indian forces 

were named after the Hindu goddess names such as Agni – the vedic of fire. In 

response Pakistan also named ‗babar and ghauri‘ missiles indicating the real 

difference between the two states. BJP also announced the construction of Ram 

Temple approximately 50 kms away from the nuclear tests site, dedicated to shakti – 

the goddess of power (with the aim to show inner strength against the evil forces- 

Pakistan). In the military circle, BJP has also appointed pro-Hindutva bureaucrats.  

5.5.1.2 Cultural disconnection between India and Pakistan 

BJP has always been wary of Islamic culture and Hindus complex against it. 

In order to keep the Hindu – Muslim divide, Modi has consistently been keeping a 

disconnect between the people of India and Pakistan. The Indian films and artists are 

famous in Pakistan whereas Pakistan serial dramas have inspired Indian society. To 

broadcast the Pakistani dramas, a new Indian channel ‗Zindagi‘ was aired in 2014 

however, the situation did not long last due to BJP cultural exploitation campaign. 

Following the Uri attacks of September 2016, Indian BJP government banned all such 

programmes and banned Pakistani artists to participate in Indian movies. They 

threatened Hindu artists not to accommodate Pakistani artists in their movies else 
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would face consequences. Pakistan also took similar steps in response. Moreover, no 

intellect, artists and scholars have been allowed to benefit from each other. This is 

also required since the domestic policies and BJP‘s support in the public may back 

fire in case Modi extends cooperation towards Pakistan.  India has been deterring 

Pakistani officials, diplomats and artists in India with a view to bring disconnect 

among the two nations (Falak, 2017). India suspended dialogue process with Pakistan 

and similarly refused to play cricket with a view to blame Pakistan for its involvement 

in terrorism. On the other hand, Pakistan suspended Indian movies and dismissed 

people to people contacts including cultural links (Raghavan, 2017). India violated the 

1974 Pakistan – India protocol on visits to Religious shrines agreement by denying 

visas to Pakistani pilgrims scheduled to attend the annual Urs of Hazrat Khawaja 

Nizamuddin Auliya in New Delhi based on allegation that Indian spy Kulboshan 

Yadev‘s family has been harassed by the Pakistanis (Wasif, 2017). 

5.5.1.3 Linking Terror with Kashmir  

Modi introduced policy of ‗cooperation and defection‘ on the basis of 

terrorism against Pakistan in its bilateral relations. Modi urged Pakistan to stop terror 

funding and sponsoring on the basis of allegations. He insisted on inclusion of the 

anti-terror agenda in the Pakistan – India talk‘s with less focus on Kashmir. In 2015, 

Modi refused to include Kashmir as an agenda with terrorism, and stated that the Ufa 

talks are relevant to terrorism only. Modi has pinned down to engage Pakistan in 

dialogue for focusing on terror only and refused to talk on Kashmir future. In 

2016, India called off dialogue process with Pakistan when Pakistan objected and 

commented on the Indian atrocities in Kashmir for their protests. Modi linked it with 

the atrocities in Baluchistan, Gilgit and Pakistan occupied Kashmir. At the UN 

Human Rights Council a month later, India followed up by accusing Pakistan of 
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terrorism, illegal occupation of parts of Kashmir, and atrocities against minorities 

(Bajpai, 2017).  

5.5.2 Policy of Isolation (2016 – 2018)  

After 9/11, the environment shaped for the global war on terror created an 

opportunity for the then BJP government to label the Kashmir freedom fight as terror 

act and Pakistan as sponsor of the act. The Pakistan – Taliban close association and 

their influence in Afghanistan formed the basis of BJP‘s propaganda. However, 

Pakistan turned towards global peace and aligned itself with the western powers to 

fight the menace of terror and its sponsored forces. As a frontline force, Pakistan 

suffered heavy casualties however managed to control the terror and dismantle its 

forces working from its soil. Such efforts were appreciated by the world including US 

however, India refused to acknowledge Pakistan‘s role and kept on alleging Pakistan 

as a terror sponsored state. India found it easy to label all terror allegations against 

Pakistan and restrict Pakistan‘s liberty of action in the regional affairs. Taking 

advantage of the US policy of ‗do more‘ from Pakistan, India tried to coerce Pakistan 

to drop its focus on Kashmir issue and also limit its economic growth. Pakistan was 

entrenched in challenges posed due to terror as well as economic recession, for which 

it was dependent on global and regional forums and regimes. In order to further 

alienate the world focus from Pakistan‘s success in the global war on terror, Indian 

authorities alleged ISI for conspiracy to ignite another separatist movement for yet 

another Islamic state within India with the help of Bangladeshi support. This 

propaganda was launched after President Musharraf‘s visit to Bangladesh in 2002 and 

the posting of an additional ISI officer in Pakistan High Commission  (Hali S. M., 

Defence and Diplomacy, 2015). Later the Mumbai terror attacks were labeled against 

Pakistan without any concrete evidence and despite US acknowledgement of non-
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involvement of Pakistan in these attacks at government and military level (Menon, 

2016).  

Narendra Modi always considered existence of Pakistan as a security threat to 

Indian survival hence he preferred weakening of Pakistan at all cost. According to his 

analysis, the past Indian governments have never dealt Pakistan appropriately and he 

devised a strategy of isolating Pakistan in order to reduce its influence over the 

regional states as well as its ability to interfere inside India. On 24 September 2015, 

Modi promised the Hindu public to isolate Pakistan diplomatically, and claimed that 

‗India has succeeded in isolating Pakistan in the world hence India will ramp it up and 

force Pakistan to live alone in the world (Swami, 2016). He engaged Pakistan 

aggressively from a variety of angles in order to subjugate it to the influence of 

‗greater India‘ (Cheema, 2017). To execute his policy, terrorism became the basis 

whereas the presence of Hafiz Saeed and Masood Azhar became the plea to malign 

and involve Pakistan (Raghavan, 2017). The claim of conducting ‗successful surgical 

strikes‘ in 2016 inside Pakistan to punish those responsible for the Pathankot terror 

attacks advanced Modi‘s policy of isolating Pakistan and it started creating the 

environment to isolate Pakistan regionally and globally:-  

5.5.2.1 Allegation of Terror Sponsorship  

BJP always criticized Congress policy of restraint against such terror attacks 

and announced to fight terror rigidly after coming into power. During elections of 

2014, Modi also announced its policy of combating terrorism and its ‗supporters‘. In 

order to earn sympathy vote of the Hindu majority through anti-Pakistan stance, Modi 

alleged Pakistan for having attacked him through a terrorist. Later it was established 

that the Muslim killed by the LEA was not a terrorist therefore, his wife was also 

burnt alive by the Hindu nationalists to hide any evidence of his innocence (Philip, 
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2020). Modi involved Pakistan in the allegations of terrorism and specifically 

announced that terrorism from Pakistan would not be tolerated thus Modi presented 

himself to the Indian Hindus as the savior of the ‗Hindu rashtra‘ which is under threat 

from Pakistan (Singh A. K., 2013). The presence of Hafiz Masood and other 

extremists inside Pakistan was always projected as evidence with a view to create 

mistrust among the international community and Pakistan (Naveeda Yousaf, 2017). 

Mr Modi announced at the same time that talks with Pakistan cannot continue 

alongside terror attacks from Pakistan and infiltration. The environment will change 

in South Asia and same would be the neighbours (Modi, Frankly Speaking with 

Narendra Modi, 2014).  

Table 5.1  

Terror attacks in India between 2014-2019 

Ser Year Region Casualties 

1. June 12, 2019 Awantipora, Jammu & Kashmir 6 

2. May 1, 2019 Maharashtra, Deccan Plateau 16 

3. April 9, 2019 Kishtwar, Jammu and Kashmir 2 

4. March 7, 2019 Jammu City, J&K 3 

5. February 14, 2019 Awantipora, Jammu & Kashmir 46 

6. March 13, 2018 Sukma district, Chhattisgarh 9 

7. February 10, 2018 Sunjuwan, Jammu and Kashmir 11 

8. July 11, 2017 Anantnag, Jammu & Kashmir 8 

9. 24 April 2017 Sukma district, Chhattisgarh 26 

10. 29 November 2016 Nagrota, J&K 10 

11. 18 September 2016 Uri, J&K 23 

12. 5 August 2016 Kokrajhar, Assam 14 

13. 2 January 2016 2016 Pathankot attack in Pathankot 

Air Force Station 

7 

14. 27 July 2015 Gurdaspur district 10 

15. 4-9 June 2015  Manipur 176 (including 

terrorists) 

16. 23 December 2014 Assam 85 

17. 1 May 2014 Assam 33 
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5.5.2.2 Ceasefire violation  

In order to prove that Pakistan is involved in infiltrating terrorists inside India 

for undertaking terror attacks, BJP government under Modi enhanced its frequency of 

cease fire violations (CFVs) with complete disregard for 2003 cease fire agreement 

through intense firing resulting into destruction of civil houses and high rate of 

casualties among the civilians (Hali S. M., Defence and Diplomacy, 2015). However, 

due to fencing all along the Pakistani borders, LoC and Working boundary, it is not 

possible for anyone to cross into India without the consent of Indian forces. Pakistan 

has been exposing Indian weak stance to the diplomats of different countries through 

arrangement of different visits to the LoC along Kashmir and adjacent areas (News, 

2020).  

5.5.2.3 Pakistan – ‘A Failed State’  

Modi never absorbed the Pakistan‘s success in combating terror and always 

tried to convert its victory into defeat so as to present Pakistan as a failed state 

inclined to support terrorism. As part of larger plan to fail Pakistan against its war on 

terror and subject it to immense international pressure thereafter, Modi started large 

scale exercise through entire southern army command including 21
st
 Corps – a strike 

corps of India out of three, in the Rajasthan Sector (Cheema, 2017). These exercises 

were aimed at diluting the military capability of Pakistan towards combating terror 

groups allegedly supported and funded by India. Moreover, India financed different 

terror organizations to carry out terrorists attacks inside Pakistan to mitigate its 

success and also destabilize Pakistan.   
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5.5.2.4 Pakistan As Anti –Hindu State  

Modi and RSS have always been obsessed with Pakistan being an Islamic state 

emerged after the division of ‗Bharatmata‘ thus it has been termed as an evil state 

hindering the development of Hindu state. Being anti – Hindu state, Modi government 

always portrayed that Pakistan is not safe for minorities especially Hindus. The 

migration of Hindus to India after the Kashmir wars of 1948 and 1965 is taken as a 

base of allegations (Raghavan, 2017). In this regard, Modi announced during a rally, 

that those protesting against citizen amendment act (CAA) should consider protesting 

against Pakistan‘s treatment of its minorities. The obsession is that why should Modi 

consider about the minorities of Pakistan instead of its own minorities (Chaturvedi, 

2020). Mr Amit Shah, home Minister of Indian BJP government, in defence of CAA, 

alleged Pakistan for carrying out persecution against Hindus which has shrunk 

significantly. Whereas in reality, according to statistics the Hindu population has 

grown from 1.5% to 2% in Pakistan and the Hindu community has risen to prominent 

posts including the post of Chief Justice (News B. , Are India's claims about 

minorities in other countries true?, 2019). Moreover, BJP Government alleged 

Pakistan for keeping 83 Indian soldiers in custody who were captured during the wars 

of 1965 and 1971. However, Pakistan has denied the allegations (Biswas, 2020). The 

basic purpose of the allegations is to provoke anti-Pakistan sentiments and unite 

Hindu nation against Pakistan. 

5.5.2.5 Global alliance  

Modi desired to build a coalition against the terrorism resulting into creating 

pressure over Pakistan. As a first step, Modi announced the requirement of a greater 

UN convention and global cooperation against terror and later in Feb 2016, he moved 

the UN for imposing ban and sanctions against Pakistani based Jaish-e-Muhammad 
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and other extremist organizations which could not succeed due to veto power of 

China. In June 2016, in a joint statement by the two leaders of US and India, Mr 

Obama and Modi, they urged Pakistan to take measures against the terror and bring 

the responsible of Mumbai and Pathankot attacks to justice. They also urged Pakistan 

to support the Indian idea of joint cooperation convention against terror.  

India is considered more responsible and more than ‗South Asian Power‘ due 

to its economic and military growth potential (Pant, 2008). The US considers India a 

strong ally in its containment policy towards China due to its military capability and 

population growth. Moreover, large standing military and economic potential also 

makes India and the West more attractive for the American firms and policy makers. 

This provides a great opportunity to India to access and exploit the global market for 

its economic growth as well as isolating Pakistan at the global level. The US strategic 

partnership with India consented India to become more aggressive towards Pakistan. 

According to PM Imran Khan, The world does not realize the threat of war looming 

over the region due to Indian actions since they want to exploit the big Indian market 

(Khan P. I., Genoside in Kashmir and possible war with India, 2019).  

With the introduction of Obama‘s ‗Pivot Asia Policy‘, the US – India relations 

transformed into strategic alliance with the US‘s objective to contain China through 

India. However, India adopted a hedging strategy through which it maintained 

strategic relations with US but also maintained improved relations with China (Joshi, 

2016). Modi after coming into power, urged China not to bring other states in the 

relations between China and India however, its expansionist policies triggered a 

territorial dispute with China. Today, India is trying to counter Chinese influence 

through better relations with regional states and become a pillar in multi-polar global 

system  (Joshi, 2016).  
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5.5.2.6 Regional Isolation  

Apart from strategic relations with the US, India pursued improved relations 

with the neighbouring countries of Pakistan including Bangladesh, Afghanistan and 

Iran, to deprive Pakistan of their diplomatic and economic support (Bajpai, 2017). 

India carried out construction and development through huge investment to improve 

its relations with Afghanistan and through development of Chabahar port led 

Afghanistan to take its trade through Iran. India put in all efforts to fail the Afghan 

peace process through allegations of all terror attacks on Pakistan thus relegating 

Pakistan‘s role in the peace settlement. Moreover through consistent construction and 

investment activities in Afghanistan, India proved itself as an indispensible 

stakeholder in the Afghan crisis. India, through reconstruction in Afghanistan is 

planning to encircle Pakistan and win the regional situation to its favour. Indian 

interests in Afghanistan are to minimize the political influence and interference of 

Pakistan, reduce efficacy of afghan Taliban, internationally embarrass Pakistan 

through failing peace process through it, Marginalize pro-Pakistan forces in 

Afghanistan, engage Pakistan through another hostile front to divert attention from 

Kashmir, project India as regional power having influence over peace, isolate 

Pakistan through alleging it for sponsoring terror inside Afghanistan and deny access 

to Pakistan to reach out the central Asian republics for energy requirements (Paliwal, 

2017). All projects by India inside Afghanistan are centered along Pakistan – 

Afghanistan border. The construction of Jalalabad – Chabahar road will lessen the 

dependence of Afghanistan on Pakistan (Javaid, June 2016). Moreover, it would 

deprive Pakistan of the ‗strategic depth‘ it had in reserve against India, make India get 

close to the US in rebuilding efforts of Afghanistan. Indian has started interference in 

Afghanistan to further deteriorate stability in Pakistan. Though it is natural that 
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Pakistan should ask Afghanistan and India to stop such activities, even then Pakistan 

has decided to put in all efforts for peace in Afghanistan since it affects peace of 

Pakistan (Khan P. I., Exclusive Interview, 2020). 

India also ignited Iran‘s differences with Pakistan on the bases of Afghan 

peace settlement and through terror crossings along Pakistan – Iran border. In order to 

ditch Pakistan – China project of CPEC, India engaged Iran and Afghanistan in a 

troika of relations making these counties as stakeholders in Chabahar project. India 

has also tried to improve its relations with Bangladesh and has settled its border 

dispute and remained quiet on water crisis with the Bangladeshi government so as to 

align it with India against Pakistan. 

5.5.2.7 Relations with GCC  

In his ‗acting west‘ policy, Mr Modi persuaded the four gulf countries i.e. 

Qatar, UAE, Saudi Arabia and Iran to condemn the terror acts sponsored by states on 

the basis of religion (Bajpai, 2017). He improved bilateral relations with all these 

states through exchange of visits during 2016 which was reciprocated by Muhammad 

Bin Suleiman in Feb 2019. He enhanced cooperation with GCC through strategic 

partnership council and improved counter terrorism cooperation (Marjani, October 

2019). He brought pressure for anti-terrorism measures from a coalition of states 

including its friends from Gulf.  

5.5.2.8 Economic degradation of Pakistan  

India has always been exploiting its huge economic market and attracting 

foreign investment to accelerate its economic growth. On the other hand, it always 

used economy as its foreign policy instruments to degrade Pakistan through denying 

access to the global market. India also exploited its economic association and rising 
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market potential against Pakistan. Under increased influence of RSS, Modi never 

engaged Pakistan in trade and economic agreements. After the Pulwama terrorists‘ 

attacks in IOK, India withdrew the status of Most Favoured Nation (MFN) granted to 

Pakistan in 1995 and immediately imposed 200% import duty on Pakistani goods. 

 Exploitation of Regional & Global Forums 

Modi is pursuing the policy to establish itself in the global institutions with a 

view to access the global market and attract the world trade to the Indian markets. 

This will also help India to establish cordial relations with the world economic powers 

and institutions with a view to corner support against Pakistan (Kumar, 2014). Based 

on its mythical based history of greater civilization, India always aspired to become a 

global power through becoming member of the global institutions however the global 

institutional management mechanism did not suit its ambitions. India asked for 

reforms to institutions such as IMF, UNSC and World Bank in order to accommodate 

India as a permanent member of these forums. Indian role to the creation of NAM, the 

group of 77 (G-77) and BRICS (Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa) is an 

effort to create international institutions without the influence of the west and the US. 

Modi followed ambitious foreign policy objectives traditionally set by Jawahar Lal 

Nehru, the pioneer of Indian foreign policy. He pursued a permanent seat for India at 

the UNSC and Nuclear Supplier Group (NSG), rebalancing in Asia Pacific, 

dominance in the Indian Ocean, hegemony in the South Asia Association for Regional 

Cooperation (SAARC) region, competition with China and confrontation with 

Pakistan. The intent for the permanent seat in different international forums was to 

subject Pakistan to international pressure and curtail its growth in these forums 

(Cheema, 2017). 
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 Indus Water Treaty 

India being an upper riparian state, has always been threatening Pakistan for 

stopping and diverting the waters coming from India which has become a permanent 

threat for Pakistan and its growing economy. India and Pakistan have a strained water 

agreement yet both are usually seen at the verge of water conflict as water is seen as 

weapon by Indian leaders in the wake of any alleged action inside Indian Territory 

(Johnson, 2019). On 26 September 2016, Modi chaired a well publicized meeting to 

see the ‗Indus water treaty‘ of 1960 (Puryakayastha, 2016). After the meeting, India 

has started lobbying with like-minded people in the US and UN, for construction of 

dams on the rivers reserved for Pakistan with a two pronged strategy i.e. to store 

water thus reduce the water share of Pakistan and to inundate and flood Pakistan 

whenever water capacity is less to cause destruction in Pakistan (Achakzai, 2020). A 

World Bank expert warns that India is enhancing its water storage capacity through 

construction of Baglihar dam on Chenab and Jhelum, followed by a series of dams 

such as Kishanganga, Sawalkot, Pakuldul, Bursar, Dal Huste, Gyspa. Moreover, the 

construction of these projects would raise the water storage capacity and also impact 

the timings of water flow to Pakistan (Chandio, 2014).  

 Indian opposition to CPEC Project  

India has always been susceptible of Pakistan – China relations with regards to 

economy, CPEC and nuclear supply. Due to CPEC Pakistan has significant status in 

the region and the regional economic activities which cannot be absorbed by India. 

India has been developing strategic and economic relations with Iran to downplay the 

effects of CPEC and Gawadar Sea Port for Pakistan. As part of its propaganda against 

Pakistan, India has always been spreading negative information and criticizing the 

project as a blunder for Pakistan which would render Pakistan to a great debt from 
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China (China Pakistan Economic Corridor will be 'trillion dollar blunder': Experts, 

2020). Whereas Pakistan and the world community claim greater job opportunities, 

infrastructure development and economic upgradation due to the project. However, 

due to US sanctions on Iran due to Iran nuclear project, India could not finalize the 

ivestment plan of Chabahar rail project with Iran leading to Iran‘s decision to drop 

India and sign agreement with China of worth $400 billion (Iran drops India from key 

Chabahar project, 2020). The project was aimed at developing a trilateral route 

between Iran, India and Afghanistan to develop an alternate trade route for 

Afghanistan and Central Asia. In order to malign the CPEC project and the economic 

growth of Pakistan, India seized a Chinese merchant vessel carrying an industrial 

autoclave to Pakistan alleging to be violation of non-proliferation and export control 

regime being dual use item. However, the same was clarified by China to be for the 

treatment and medical use, denying Indian allegations that it could be used for 

manufacturing long range ballistic missile or satellite launch rocket(Equipment for 

Pakistan seized by India is for industrial, not military use: China, 2020). Pakistan has 

also denied the Indian allegations. 

 Financial Action Task Force (FATF) Action Plan 

Due to Indian consistent efforts Pakistan was asked by the member countries 

of the FATF to take measures to stop the funding of the terrorists groups from 

different sources. Pakistan was put in the grey list which was amply highlighted by 

Indian media giving Pakistan the status of ‗terror sponsoring state‘. The BJP 

government has also been exploiting the FATF actions against Pakistan and to its 

advantage. It has also been revealed that Indian RAW has been funding and 

influencing Canadian politicians to believe that funding from Canada was being sent 

to Pakistan to support terrorism (Ahmad, 2020).  However, with the support of 
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friendly countries and taking concrete actions on 20 out of 27 points of the FATF, 

Pakistan was maintained in the grey list and its efforts were appreciated by the 

member states (Shaukat, 2019). Pakistan was asked to take actions against terror 

funding and anti-money laundering issues else it would face strict financial sanctions 

with the global institutions and other countries. (FATF: turning point?, 2020). 

However, Pakistan has shown positive response with improving its measures against 

such issues and introducing strict legislation (Iqbal, 2020). Due to Pakistan‘s efforts, 

the FATF has appreciated the actions taken against terror finance matters and has kept 

it under monitoring for a limited period. 

 India has applied for sole geographical indication (GI) status with regards to 

Basmati rice to be recognized by the EU as being produced in India, relegating 

Pakistan which has doubled its export to the EU, i.e. 120000 metric tons in 

2017 to 300000 metric tons in 2019. The Indian initiative is a step to blow 

Pakistan‘s export (Boffey, 2020).  

5.5.3 Direct Interference and Coercive Policy (2019 onwards)  

With the majority win during the elections of 2014, Modi had the confidence 

of the Hindu majority public to decide the direction of India at regional and global 

stage. Based on his policy of engagement-disengagement and isolation of Pakistan, 

Modi digressed from the non-interference and non-aggression policies of Nehru and 

Vajpayee and always maintained to carry out interference, hot pursuit inside Pakistan 

to destroy terrorists and coerce Pakistan to its dictates. The anti-Pakistan element in 

foreign policy is influenced by Kautilya‘s teachings i.e. a state should be willing to 

use any of the four means to achieve its goals i.e. Saam, Daan, Dand and Bhed 

(Persuade, gift, punish and divide). India used its diplomatic relations, economic 
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association, aggressive media and military potential to degrade Pakistan and influence 

it according to its own dictates which is called as ‗Modi‘s Doctrine‘.  

The Indian government always blamed Pakistan as the epicenter of terrorism 

without providing any evidence to the international community (Ironic that ‗global 

terror epicentre‘ Pak lectures on rights: India at UN, 2020). Hence, for Pakistan Mr 

Modi kept a mix of military, economic and diplomatic options to keep Pakistan under 

constant pressure and coerce it to abide by the dictates of the ‗self assumed‘ regional 

hegemon. Modi under Hindutva ideology aimed at destabilizing Pakistan and wanted 

to disintegrate the Muslim country in order to become the master of the region as well 

as avenge the unmerited partition of India. Following strategy was adopted by Modi 

led BJP government:- 

5.5.3.1 Direct Interference Strategy  

During his first term of government from 2014-2019, Modi‘s policy of 

distancing India from Pakistan, non-engagement in dialogue on the core issue of 

Kashmir and focused policy on terrorism with consistent allegations against Pakistan 

made him a ‗great leader‘ for the Hindu majority public. The Uri attacks of 18 

September 2016 formed the base for election victory for the BJP in several state 

elections which were scheduled in the coming months. During its government from 

2014-2019, Modi led BJP could not bring economic development for the Indian 

society as announced during its election campaign therefore, it needed a different 

ground to play and continue wining government (Maiorano, 2018). Discussing about 

her book, ‗Massiah Modi‘, Tavleen Singh expressed that Modi is inspired by Hitler‘s 

policy and has cornered the Muslims. Moreover, Modi has not come up to the 

expectations which he announced and has damaged the economy (Singh, 2020). India 

has always been trying to divert the attention of the international community and the 



 
 

144 

Indian nation from the internal volatile situation due to the degrading economic and 

anti-minority policies by increasing war hype against Pakistan and increased LoC 

violations (Mughal, 2020). Before the elections of 2019, BJP government refused to 

initiate any dialogue or cooperation with the newly elected government of Pakistan 

despite Pakistan‘s offer fearing it would help lose their hard earned Hindutva vote 

bank (Sharma N. A., 2019). Hence, the environment was set for Hindutva ideology 

where BJP needed another ‗terrorist attack‘ to earn the anti-Pakistan vote bank against 

Congress policy of ‗appeasement‘ during the elections of May 2019.  

On 14 February 2019, a vehicle born suicide attack was carried out by 

terrorists in Lethpora near Awantipora, Pulwama District of Jammu and Kashmir 

region occupied by India. The attack resulted into the death of 40 central reserve 

police force (CRPF) personnel, claimed by Pakistan based militant group Jaish-e-

Muhammad which enraged the BJP government (Pakistan Security situation, October 

2019). Immediately after the attack, Modi and RSS influenced media alleged Pakistan 

for the attack based on ‗incontrovertible evidence‘ of Pakistan‘s involvement 

followed by announcement that punitive actions against those responsible for the 

‗terrorists‘ attacks in IOK would be taken. Due to death of 40 Jawans in Pulwama 

terrorist attacks, the government could never survive without the air strikes.  He has 

been convincing people for attacks on Pakistan and emotionally urging people to 

support his anti – Pakistan and anti – peace policies (Modi, 2019). BJP immediately 

cancelled Pakistan‘s preferential trade status despite Pakistan‘s denial of any 

involvement in the attacks and launched diplomatic campaign against Pakistan to 

isolate it (News B. , 2019). These allegations were supported by wide spread protests 

under RSS and BJP Hindutva followers urging government to take aggressive 

measures against Pakistan. Modi led BJP team started considering different options to 
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subdue Pakistan through military strikes, economic degradation and cutting water 

share using water as a weapon (Slater, 2019). Modi and his BJP government were 

under extreme public pressure due to their rhetoric and response announced during the 

election campaign. 

To take full advantage of the situation, Modi escalated the situation with the 

support of the sponsored Indian media. Immediately after the suicide attack on the 

Indian forces in Pulwama, Indian government hastily alleged Pakistan for supporting 

the terror attack followed by the announcement of Indian media in words such as, 

―We want revenge, not condemnation. It is time for blood, the enemy‘s blood‖ 

(Chandrashekhar, 2019). Indian forces carried out search operations inside Kashmir, 

killed many Muslims and escalated situation along the borders. Seeing Indian media 

and diplomatic campaign, Pakistan was conscious of the situation and urged India for 

peace through talks and warned India of restraining from any aggression without 

evidence. PM Imran khan asked India to provide ‗actionable intelligence‘ for 

necessary actions against the responsible. However, Indian foreign office declared 

that Imran khan could not condemn the attack properly moreover, the presence of 

Jaish-e-Muhammad and its leader Masood Azhar is sufficient evidence (News B. , 

Pulwama attack: Pakistan warns India against military action, 2019). To respond to 

the Indian rhetoric and coercion, PM Imran khan warned India and said, ―Pakistan 

will not merely think of retaliation but rather we will retaliate‖ (Ahmad, 2019). 

However, Indian BJP could never miss the opportunity of earning the vote bank for 

the forthcoming elections thus turned down the peace offer by Pakistan. Modi wanted 

immediate results for the elections therefore he planned air strikes inside Pakistan 

with plans to portray it as attack on terror hide outs. 
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On 26 February 2019, despite Pakistan‘s offer of full cooperation in the 

inquiry after provision of actionable evidence by Indian government and warning of 

retaliation, India considering itself as dominant and powerful state in the region, 

carried out air strikes deep inside Pakistan at Balakot alleging to have killed more 

than 300 terrorists in the hide out (Mukherjee A. , November 2019). Pakistan 

condemning the air strikes, denied the existence of any terror hide out and training 

camps, proved through immediate arranged visit of the international diplomats and 

journalists. However, Pakistan could never allow violation of its sovereignty thus 

reacted swiftly and in a tit for tat response, Pakistan carried out air strikes on the 

Indian military installations inside Indian Territory on 27 February 2019 and hit two 

Indian aircrafts which came inside Pakistan while following Pakistani planes. 

Pakistan arrested one of the pilots ‗Wing Commander Abhinandan‘ who was released 

after a few days by Pakistan giving yet another opportunity to the peace of the region. 

Through ‗operation swift resort‘, Pakistan shattered the myth of Indian superiority and 

its dream to establish ‗new normal‘ in the region through Indian dominance (Sarfaraz, 

Operation Swift Retort – Message to India: ‗Don't miscalculate‘, 2020). The response 

from Pakistan was necessary for keeping the morale of the nation and also to teach 

India a lesson that Pakistan is capable of responding and foiling any misadventure in 

future as well.  

In response to the peace offer in the form of release of the arrested pilot, Modi 

further uttered aggressive rhetoric of taking further revenge from Pakistan (Biswas, 

2019). Amit shah never acknowledged the intelligence failure of India and its forces 

to stop any terrorist attacks. However he said that there would be zero tolerance on 

terrorism (Shah, India Todya Conclave 2019, 2019). Modi government was facing 

severe embarrassment with the shooting down of its aircrafts and its self assumed 
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‗hegemonic‘ status had also been compromised. Indian opposition and public started 

asking for the evidence to qualify the damage claimed due to air strikes in Pakistan 

however, BJP and Indian forces could not prove its claims. In an exclusive interview 

on air strikes in Pakistan in February 2019, Narendra Modi stated that ‗the biggest 

evidence is that Pakistan itself has acknowledged Indian air strikes in Pakistan‘s 

territory‘. Modi further stated that in order to initiate cordial relations with India, 

Pakistan has to stop exporting terrorism (Modi P. N., 2019). According to BJP 

government, The air strikes after Pulwama attacks have isolated Pakistan, declared it 

as a terror sponsoring state and the release of Abhinandan immediately after arrest 

was a diplomatic victory of India (Shah, India Todya Conclave 2019, 2019). 

According to Ashok Swain, an Indian scholar of peace and conflict research at 

Uppsala University Sweden through a tweet claimed that Modi has been lying to the 

nation about the Balakot strikes in February 2019. 

Figure 5.1  

Tweet of Ashok Swain  
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5.5.3.2  Election Strategy - 2019  

After the surgical strikes of February 2019, Modi changed the narrative to his 

own advantage and raised the slogan ‗Modi hai toh Mumkin Hai‘ which incited 

people to follow him for second tenure due to his anti-Pakistan stance (Guha, 2020). 

Instead of projecting economic reforms, Modi urged on security of Hindu India 

against the threats from Pakistan (Agrawal, 2019). BJP asked that the security policy 

would be based on zero tolerance on terrorism and giving free hand to Indian security 

forces to combat terror. He focused on anti-Pakistan rhetoric and the February 2019 

humiliating surgical strikes which was presented as a ―success story‖ despite loss of 

pilots and two aircrafts (Bandow, 2019). Modi won the general elections for Lok 

Sabha in May 2019 even with bigger majority than 2014 reflecting the change in 

Hindu society and BJP‘s anti-Pakistan vote. Such victory with bigger margin after the 

Pulwama incident has set the standards against which every government of India 

would be tested and gauged hence the relations between the two states would be tense 

even if BJP is not in rule (Sareen, 2020). 

5.5.3.3 Hybrid Warfare against Pakistan  

Pakistan is confronted with hybrid warfare or fifth generation warfare 

sponsored by India. India is trying to target Pakistan and armed forces through cross 

border violation, terrorism, political instability and economic blacklisting through 

FATF (Yasin, 2020). Considering itself as an influential regional state, India has been 

trying to destabilize Pakistan and Bangladesh. After the nuclear tests of both the 

rivals, India converted to hybrid warfare against Pakistan by exploiting its socio-

religious fabric of the society. Mr Modi has continued the policy of supporting the 

nationalists‘ forces inside Pakistan with the aim to paralyze the governing system of 

Pakistan so as to incapacitate its ability to raise issues with India. He is following the 
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Indira Gandhi policy under which India succeeded in liberating Bangladesh from 

Pakistan in 1971. Today, India is supporting separatists and militant groups such as 

Tehreek-e-Taliban Pakistan (TTP) and Baluchistan Liberation Army (BLA), Baluch 

Liberation Front (BLF) and Pashtun Tahafuz Movement (PTM). These groups are 

involved in sabotage activities in Pakistan. Moreover, Ajit Doval - National Security 

Advisor of PM Modi, has links with ISIS (Daesh) and TTP and due to his continuous 

efforts, TTP was linked with Daesh to create instability in Pakistan. India has left no 

options for Pakistan and always tried to snub Pakistan and its offer of dialogue. 

Moreover, India is involved in destabilizing Afghanistan and Pakistan through terror 

attacks in order to use Afghan soil. Chinese consulate attacks, attacks on APS and in 

Baluchistan, Indian involvement have been proved (Yousaf, 2020). In order to 

sabotage the internal stability of Pakistan, RAW was extensively used inside Pakistan 

which was confessed by Indian spy agent Kulbhushan Yadev who was arrested in 

March 2016 (Haque, 2020). RAW has remained involved in terror activities inside 

Pakistan to imbalance CPEC project and also incite anti – Pakistan sentiments among 

the people of FATA and Baluchistan by provoking economic deprivation and social 

injustice. Recently Pakistan exposed Indian fascist ideology to destabilize Pakistan 

politically and through terror finance. Pakistan officially disclosed that India has been 

involved in different terror attacks inside Pakistan through its embassies in 

Afghanistan i.e. attacks on APS Peshawar, Stock exchange, PC Gawadar etc. India 

has planned to carry out massive terror attacks in Gilgit Baltistan and other major 

cities of Pakistan to foil the successes achieved by Pakistan (Wardak, 2020). 

Commenting on the recently issued UN monitoring report, the foreign office of 

Pakistan asked that India is using terrorism as a state policy to destabilize its 

neighbours and the same has been endorsed by the UN report. According to the 
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report, Jaish-e-Muhammad and Lashkar-e-Tayyeba forces have formed their bases in 

Afghanistan and there is no mention of these groups in Pakistan (Siddiqui N. , India 

using terrorism as state policy to destabilise neighbouring countries including 

Pakistan, 2020). This report confirms Pakistan‘s stance that India is using Afghan‘s 

soil against Pakistan. 

5.5.3.4 Coercive Strategy  

After projecting defeat into victory, Modi emerged as more powerful leader of 

BJP in India. The politics of Congress had been defeated through Hindutva politics 

and Modi earned clear mandate to execute his Hindutva terror ideology. Modi 

planned to execute his Hindutva policy against Pakistan with the aim to coerce 

Pakistan:- 

 Refined Military Posture  

After the embarrassment in conflict with Pakistan in February 2019 and losing 

two aircrafts, India carried out test fire of anti – satellite weapon (ASAT) on 29 March 

2019 which gives a significant capability to India to destroy satellite. The operation 

was called as ‗Shakti‘ which means ‗divine power‘. The operation was aimed at 

distracting Indian public from the defeat at the hands of Pakistan and also convinces 

people that India is becoming global power. It also threatens Pakistan‘s security and 

stability of the region (Minhas, 2019). Modi learnt lesson through military 

engagement with Pakistan that to reclaim its ‗lost hegemony‘ India needs 

sophisticated and advanced technology to subdue Pakistan and other neighbours. 

Hence he signed agreement to purchase Rafael aircrafts from France and also pursued 

different other equipment from Russia, US and Canada. It also exploited its strategic 

relations with the US to acquire modern military equipment in the garb of containing 

China which can ultimately provide upper edge to Indian forces and change the 
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balance of power in favour of India in case of future conflicts with Pakistan. India 

became the third biggest country with regards to the Defence expenditure after US 

and China with military spending of $71 billion with a rise of 6.8% than 2018 as 

against 4% rise of Pakistan (Military expenditure by country, 1988-2019, 2020).  
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Table 5.2  

Military expenditure by country, in constant (2018) US$ m., 1988-2019 

Country 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2019 Current 

Pakistan 8357 9078 9382 10391 11529 11740 10256 

India 54276 54292 59833 64572 66258 70794 71125 

China 200023 213526 225558 238476 253492 266449 261082 

US 687112 671509 669448 662550 682491 718689 731751 

Russia 68378 73694 79007 63652 61388 64144 65103 

France 48750 50084 52026 52710 51410 52229 50119 

UK 50996 49838 49912 49412 49892 49916 48650 

Source: SIPRI 2020 

 New India’ Doctrine 

India has advanced in the hypersonic technology and after test flight recently 

has joined the elite club with Russia, US and China (Zheng, 2020). It will strengthen 

Indian missile technology and its accuracy. According to ‗New India‘ Doctrine, 

Indian National security advisor Ajit Doval summed up that India will fight on 

foreign soil to nip the security threat alongside fighting on own soil (India threatens to 

'fight on foreign soil' in standoff with China, 2020). For this purpose, India is planning 

to have a specific command to contain China and Pakistan similar to the US with 

specific mandate due to increased conflict with these countries (Zulfikar, 2020). 
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Table 5.3  

Exporters and Importers of Major Arms (2015 – 2019) 

Ser Exporter Share % Ser Importer Share% 

1. USA 36 1. KSA 12 

2. Russia 21 2. India 9.2 

3. France  7.9 3. Egypt 5.8 

4. Germany 5.8 4. Australia 4.9 

5. China 5.5 5. China 4.3 

6. UK 3.7 6. Algeria 4.2 

7. Spain 3.1 7. South Korea 3.4 

8. Israel 3.0 8. UAE 3.4 

9. Italy 2.1 9. Iraq 3.4 

10. South Korea 2.1 10. Qatar 3.4 

Source:  SIPRI Year Book 2020 

In October 2020, a week before the US presidential elections, US defence 

secretary and secretary of state visited India and signed a 2+2 defence deal with the 

objective to share sensitive satellite data with India amid China – India standoff. The 

US signs deals such as Basic Exchange and Cooperation Agreement on Geospatial 

Cooperation (BECA) with close partners (US-India 2+2: Crucial defence deal signed, 

2020). The sensitive data would enable India to target military targets with precision 

in the region. Though the deal is aimed at countering Chinese influence in the region 

however, it would shift the balance of power in favour of India in case of India – 

Pakistan security situation. 

To support his anti-Pakistan policy, Modi developed a military-Modi nexus 

through appointment of those military commanders on key appointments who are pro-

Hindutva or the members of RSS. The training of military institutions is also 

influenced for a need to provoke anti-Pakistan sentiments among the young officers 

and soldiers which will ultimately help in destabilizing Pakistan (Hali, 2018). The 

support to Hindutva ideology creates an environment of liking for the supporters in 
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the lines of RSS and BJP. The survival of different commanders depends upon their 

support for the Modi doctrine and Hindutva ideology. In an unprofessional statement, 

Indian Army chief alleged terror attacks by Border Action Team (BAT) of the 

Pakistan army which comprise of army personnel and terrorists (Our men foiling BAT 

action even before Pakistan is able to launch it: Army chief MM Naravane, 2020). In 

yet another statement, he said that in case of Parliament approval, Indian Army would 

take over the Pakistani administered Kashmir. The statement is taken as an 

appeasement of the Hindu nationalists and the customary process liked by the RSS 

(Samanta, 2020). Under this psyche, the Times of India stated that Pakistani Generals 

helpful in terror strikes in India, can be targeted in the similar fashion as the US drone 

targeted Iranian General Qasem Sulemani allegedly responsible for supporting the 

9/11 attacks (Rajghatta, 2020). Such statements are aimed at earning favours of the 

RSS influenced BJP for career progression.  

The Indian Army Chief stated during a seminar, reflecting Indian Hindutva 

mindset that ‗The indian army is considering establishing military superiority through 

Balakot like air strikes without leading to escalation and also managing showcasing of 

military might as is done by China which established its superiority on South China 

Sea‘. "Apart from strengthening our conventional prowess, we are focusing on 

dynamic response and are refining our plan and capacities in this regard, both along 

the Line of Control and and the Line of Actual Control," Gen. Naravane said (Bhalla, 

2020). Moreover, under anti-Pakistan stance, BJP government has also been critical of 

Indian nuclear doctrine. Modi has carried along the Vajpayees‘s nuclear policy which 

urges pre-emptive use of nuclear weapons in case of any threat (Ramana, 2018). India 

has been considering the options of military misadventure against Pakistan in the form 

of ‗false flag operations‘ to undermine Pakistan at world level alleging its 
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involvement in terror based attacks (India cuts LoC fence, deploys missiles: Qureshi, 

2019). 

 Soft War Against Pakistan 

The soft power of India is focused to psychologically influence Pakistan with 

a view to weaken it (Hali, 2018). Its main objective is to project its image as a 

democratic secular state while tarnishing the image of Pakistan as terror sponsored 

state. The mass media project Hindu nationalism agenda along with their negative 

framing of news contents targeting Pakistan. Its soft power employment is towards 

achieving regional hegemony (Syed Moazzam Ali Hashmi, 2018). During BJP 

government, the Hindutva ideology has become more influential and the literature 

created is more focused against Pakistan and the Muslims. For the purpose, a Hindu 

nationalist forum headed by Himani Savarkar is committed to anti – Muslims agenda 

and thus creates anti – Pakistan literature. Himani Savarkar is the niece of Gandhi‘s 

assassin – Nathuram Godse and married to the nephew of Veer Savarkar. Hence they 

are inclined to target Pakistan and its Islamic ideology.  

Today, Indian media and its RSS backed anchors provoke the government and 

the public to engage Pakistan aggressively. They create a hatred based environment 

through pumping anti – Pakistan sentiments and provoking superior Hindu feelings 

among the public. RSS – BJP alliance has acquired greater control over the Indian 

media which is forced to publish pro – Hindutva and anti – Pakistan rhetoric to pursue 

political agenda of the BJP. The BJP government has devised different ways to have 

control over the media i.e. control through fear of RSS and approval of foreign 

investment in media through approval of the government and compulsory registration 

process for the news and current affairs websites. Threatening of ban and detention of 

journalists are the measures adopted by BJP government in case of non-compliance of 
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Government policies (News A. , 2020). According to the world Press freedom index, 

in 2019, Indian press moved on to serial 140 out of 180 in press freedom. Indian 

media remained effective for the BJP and its anti – Muslims agenda during its 

imposition of ban in Kashmir rising questions over the media freedom (Varadarajan, 

2020).  

 Internet / social warfare against Pakistan 

A European NGO has published its findings on the fake networks of local 

news sites working in over 65 countries with the objective to influence the European 

Union (EU) and the UN towards damaging the image of Pakistan (Hussain, 2019). 

These sites were creating negative perception about Pakistan at the international level. 

Since Modi‘s BJP arrival to the centre stage of Indian politics in 2014, the IT experts 

of India are interfering with the official websites of Pakistan and its different 

institutions (Siddiqui, 2019).  
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 Revoking Special Status of Kashmir 

Map 5.2  

Indian States and Union Territories 

 

BJP considers Kashmir as legitimate part and ‗Atoot Ang‘ of India being the 

sole successor of united India out of which Pakistan and Bangladesh emerged (The 

Crisis in Kashmir | Head-to-Head Debate at The Oxford Union, 2019). On taking over 

the government in May 2014, Narendra Modi tried to drop Hurriayat Party from the 

dialogue process between India and Pakistan to deny their support to Pakistan on the 

issue. He adopted the Congress policy of ‗go slow‘ on the issue and delay the 

implementation of the UN resolution till favourable time which might be achieved 

after changing the demography of the region. To implement its mandate against the 

Muslim majority region, BJP overtly and tactfully dropped the issue and its stringent 

position during the elections of 2014 to earn the vote of the Muslim minority due to 

its large population and decisive vote in India.  
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Narendra Modi led BJP government always supported the policy of 

suppression of Jammu and Kashmir. Against the past policy of declaring the region as 

bilateral issue between India and Pakistan, Modi wanted to annex complete state 

under Indian constitution with parity to other states. Based on this plea, BJP under 

Narendra Modi followed a brutish policy and deployed huge forces to  suppress the 

freedom struggle triggered due to the discriminatory killing of young Kashmiri people 

including Burhan Wani in 2016 and approved the use of pallet guns against the world 

criticism (Cheema, 2017). During his first term of government, Modi could not 

execute his policy of revoking special status of Kashmir due to lacking support in the 

parliament however, after winning majority seats for the 2
nd

 term, Modi immediately 

announced revoking of article 370 to eliminate the special status of Kashmir on 5
th

 

August 2019 despite strong resentment from Kashmiri people, Pakistan and the world 

community. After abrogation of the article 370, Modi clarified his position to the 

nation by declaring that ‗the article was hindering the economic development of the 

region and also depriving the minorities of their legal rights‘ (Modi Makes His Case 

on Kashmir, 2019). The BJP also argue that bringing the state in parity with other 

states would dissolve the chances of any freedom movement in other states as well. 

This would annihilate Pakistan as well as give India a dominant regional power role 

against the UN resolution.  

The people of Kashmir did not accept the Indian act and showed their 

resentment against the occupied forces. Considering Indian deaf ears to the peoples‘ 

response, the people have resorted to armed attacks on Indian military (Wani, 

November 2019). Leaders of six parties of the region agreed on ‗Gopkar Declaration‘ 

whereas Gopkar is the road leading to Abdullah‘s residence. All the parties demanded 

Indian government for restoration of the suspended article (Yousaf K. , 2020). 
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Considering the expected resentment and protests, India deployed more troops and 

imposed prolonged curfew in the state to suppress resentment well before the 

suspension of the article. All the social services were banned and people were 

deprived of their basic rights. Omer Abdullah Farooq along with many other 

significant Muslim leaders were detained under public safety act under which a 

person can be detained for two years without any trails. These leaders are being taken 

as a threat to the public order in Kashmir after abrogation of article 370 (Shaban, 

2020). The imposition of ban on social life put the human rights at risk in the region. 

The schools however were reopened after seven months (Ashiq, 2020). According to 

Bipin Rawat, Indian chief, ‗the Kashmir lockdown is necessary to break the 

communication link between the terrorists and the handlers in Pakistan‘. 

The Modi‘s act is a clear violation of the UN resolution on the agenda and is 

taken as the act of suppression by Hindu nationalists. Following the abrogation of 

article 370 by Modi government, Pakistan expelled Indian high commissioner in 

protest to the illegal action. This further ceased the possibility of any official back 

channel contacts between the two states  (Kulkarni, 2019). As highlighted by the PM 

of Pakistan, the world should focus on the real issue of providing the right of self-

determination to IOK since Indian government has never paid any attention to the UN 

and the global community for its condemnation of the Indian atrocities (Ashraf, 

2019). Pakistan has raised the issue at the UN and urged the world community to take 

action against Indian hegemonic attitude however could not develop consensus at 

large. Pakistan diplomatically urged the world that India should see its oppressive 

attitude and policies against the Kashmiri people who in return are bound to respond 

revengefully. Moreover, the world community should emphasis Modi government to 

revert its oppressive policies against the Muslims of India and Kashmir. Despite 
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Pakistan‘s efforts, the world community did not realize the issue as a flash point 

towards a nuclear war if not managed seriously (Nugali, 2019). Though the world 

community including the US, OIC and the Western countries denounced the Indian 

unilateral action however, they could not revert the Indian decision and force Hindu 

nationalist government to normalize the life in the region through lifting forced 

curfew due to their vested interests in the Indian economic market and US-India 

strategic relations (Khan P. I., 2020).  

Modi exploited its strategic relations with the US and western countries, and 

adopted coercive policy to persuade Pakistan to give up its foreign policy linked with 

India and Kashmir. Moreover India refused to allow any international observer and 

media to report the miseries of the people and conduct of the Indian forces (Kashmir's 

Distress, November 2019). India rejected all the offers for mediation on the plea that 

Kashmir is integral part of India thereby changing its previous stance that Kashmir is 

a bilateral issue between India and Pakistan.  

Despite world condemnation and locals‘ resentment, the survey General of 

India released a political map of recently announced Union Territories of Jammu and 

Kashmir and Laddakh incorporating districts of Pakistani Kashmir as well (Jain, 

2019). 

Modi led BJP government has also introduced domicile act and land act in the 

region to address the issues of unemployment and safeguard the interests of the land 

owners (Domicile law for J&K coming 'very soon': Jitendra Singh, 2020). India is 

planning to offer 6000 acres of land to investors along with tax concessions and 

insurance cover in IOK as part of a business summit planned this year. According to 

Indian authorities, it would help attract the investors to the economically deprived 

region and boost its development (Reuters, 2020). Moreover, India is consistently 
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trying to change the demography of the region through settlement of Hindus which is 

reflected in the recent move in which the Jammu and Kashmir Administrative Council 

allocated 2000 posts for the Kashmiri pundits to settle in the valley under the PM 

package (Rohit, 2020). Pakistan has objected to the settlement process as it would dis-

empower the Muslims and relegate their identity (Iqbal, UN urged to stop India from 

changing held Kashmir‘s demography, 2020). Recently, Indian government has 

announced five languages i.e Urdu, English, Hindi, Kashmiri and Dogri as official 

languages overruling Urdu being the only official language of the region (Urdu‘s 131-

year reign in Kashmir ends, 2020). Urdu being linked to the Muslims of sub-continent 

is on the hit list of the Hindu terrorists since long and today, they initiated their 

agenda for execution.  

 Domestic Anti – Muslim Campaign  

The Internal pressure developed over the Indian Muslims after the BJP‘s rise 

to power has further severed the relations between the two opposing ideologies based 

states. The anti – Pakistan sentiments has led to the anti – Muslims violence and 

rhetoric in India. Sangh Parivar allege that anti – Indianism and Islam are used by 

Pakistani authorities for cohesion in the diversified society therefore right Wing 

Hindutva forces propagate Hindutva and Hindu rashtra based on anti -  Muslims and 

anti – Pakistan sentiments, as a response. Immediately after winning the elections in 

May 2014, Mr Narendra Modi announced in an interview that all the persecuted 

Hindus coming from Pakistan and Bangladesh will have to be accommodated in India 

(Modi, Frankly Speaking with Narendra Modi, 2014). It clearly reflects Hindutva 

mindset and RSS influence in the BJP agenda. The announcement of suspension of 

article 370 and 35 A on 5
th

 August 2019 to deprive Kashmir of its special status, 

introduction of National Register of Citizens (NRC) on 31 August 2019, 
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announcement of biased Ayodiya Masjid verdict on 9 November 2019 and the 

approval of CAA from the Indian Lok Sabha in December 2019 have been declared as 

Hindutva policies against the Muslims which certainly effects Pakistan. According to 

the interior minister Amit Shah of BJP government, CAA is not discriminatory 

neither it is anti – Muslims moreover NRC is part of Hindu state (Shah, 2020).  

 Cultural Coercion  

Modi led BJP government has totally ruled out any chance of engaging in 

dialogue with Pakistan. In order to provoke anti – Muslim sentiments among the 

Hindu masses, the Indian government has stopped around 200 Hindu pilgrims from 

coming to Pakistan to participate in a religious festival (India Stops 200 Hindu 

Pilgrims from Coming to Pakistan, 2018). India disowned its National Kabaddi Team 

after its arrival to Pakistan for the Kabaddi World Cup – 2020 in February 2020. 

According to Hindustan Times, the team came to participate in the event without the 

knowledge of Indian government. Indian government has clearly announced not to 

play any cricket match with Pakistan on plea that Pakistan has to drop terror 

sponsoring before such event. Pakistan warned India of politicizing the sports due to 

already tense environment (‗Shocked‘ over team participation: India warned against 

politics over sports, 2020). In response to cultural disengagement by India, Pakistan 

also imposed blanket ban on all cultural exchange with India after the announcement 

of change in the status of Kashmir unilaterally  (Saha, 2020).  

 Blame Game Strategy  

Pakistan has a tough neigbourhood and especially with the rise of Hindutva 

inspired RSS backed BJP under Narendra Modi which has triggered anti – Muslims 

and anti- Pakistan sentiments among the Indian Hindus. In response to the Indian 

allegations about unsatisfactory human rights situation in Pakistani Kashmir and 
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Gilgit Baltistan, PM announced that anyone claiming such should visit Pakistani 

Kashmir and then Indian Kashmir for better judgment however, India would not allow 

them to visit freely. The global community has paid little attention to Kashmir due to 

Indian size of market and they are interested to exploit it  (Khan P. I., Pakistan's 

relationship to India, the Iran crisis and the international community's "lukewarm" 

response to the Kashmir dispute, 2020). India has always been criticizing Pakistan for 

anti-minorities policies which are aimed at maligning Pakistan at the international 

level. 

Recently, India issued a fake news alleging Pakistan for demolishing the 

houses of Hindus in Punjab with a view to defame Pakistan‘s performance accrued 

due to Kartarpur Corridor (Demarche to Pakistan on demolition of Hindu homes – 

Times of India, 2020). Kartarpur is located in the district of Narowal and is 4 kms 

away from the India-Pakistan border. The place is of immense significance to the 

Sikhs and they come every year to worship. The new elected PM Imran Khan, during 

his oath taking ceremony, announced taking steps to improve relations with India. As 

a first step, Imran khan announced construction of Kartarpur Corridor reducing the 

distance to 2.5 kms, which would facilitate visa-free visit of Sikh pilgrims to 

Kartarpur from all over the world. The corridor was constructed within record one 

year time and its inauguration was planned on 9 November 2019. As stated by the 

newly elected PM, Pakistan considers all the people including minorities equal 

therefore we have opened the religious sites including Kartarpur Corridor (Khan P. I., 

Genoside in Kashmir and possible war with India, 2019). Modi‘s disengagement 

policy continued despite the offer of peace and dialogue by the newly elected 

government of Mr Imran Khan who announced opening of Kartarpur corridor to meet 

the long awaited demand of the Sikh community. However, it could not make any 
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headway towards peace (Kulkarni, 2019). BJP government tried to mask the Pakistani 

efforts towards peace and cordial relations therefore; it tried to mitigate the effects of 

Kartarpur Corridor initiated by Pakistan. Indian foreign minister Sushma Suraj 

alleged Pakistani PM of raising Kashmir issue at the inaugural ceremony and in 

response announced refusal of Indian government to attend SAARC Summit being 

scheduled in Pakistan (Hussain D. E., 2018). India also criticized Pakistan for using 

the corridor to trigger the Khalistan movement against India (Sareen, 2020). 

Moreover, BJP government chose the same date for announcement of the verdict of 

Ayodiya Masjid case by Indian Supreme Court which gave its biased decision against 

the Muslims thus declared construction of the Masjid a violation of the law and asked 

Indian Government to allocate 5 acres land to the Muslims for construction of Masjid.  

Moreover, the environment shaped by the COVID-19 Panedemic was also 

pitched against the Muslims and Pakistan. In an irrational and unprofessional rhetoric, 

Director General of J & K Police alleged that Pakistan is infiltrating COVID-19 

infected militants to spread the disease in the valley (Wani, 2020). India has always 

been critical of Pakistan‘s relations with China and always tried to severe their 

friendship and bilateral trade. In such an effort, Indian lobbied that both China and 

Pakistan have signed an agreement between Pakistan military's Defense Science and 

Technology Organization (DESTO) and Wuhan laboratory to expand bio-warfare 

potential against India (Shocking China entered covert deal with Pakistan military for 

bio-warfare capabilities against India, Western countries, July 2020).  

5.5.4 Conclusion  

During Modi government from 2014-2019, India and Pakistan remained 

engaged in a variety of complex issues which brought the two countries on escalatory 

mode most of the times. The killing of Burhan wani, air strikes inside Pakistan in 
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February 2019, crackdown against Muslims in India, abrogation of article 370, BJP 

leaders‘ aggressive posture, crackdown in Kashmir, firing along LoC and non-

engagement in dialogue are becoming the basis of stressful relations (Kugelman, 

2019). The Indian media takes a step ahead in blaming Pakistan for any attack on the 

Indian forces in IOK without any proof and evidence. Today, Indian people demand 

BJP government to take punitive action against Pakistan due to alleged involvement 

in terror attacks in Indian Territory consistently. With the consistent efforts of RSS-

BJP to provoke anti – Pakistan sentiments and Islamophobia wave, the Hindu public 

concludes that the effects of the surgical strikes of 2016 and the air strikes of 2019 

have faded which may be undertaken from time to time (Philip, 2020). This indicates 

the rising tide of Hindutva in the Hindu society which may lead to compromise the 

regional and global peace.  
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CHAPTER 6 

FINDINGS 

Victory comes from finding opportunities in problems. 

Sun Tzu 

6.1 General 

After the study of Hindutva origin and its ingress in the Indian society 

followed by the RSS-BJP alliance to convert India into a Hindu rashtra through 

Hindutva terrorism, it is clear that BJP ruled India has changed its course with 

dramatic changes for its diversified society as well as for the regional peace. With the 

nose down economy, India has become more vulnerable and isolated in its neighbor 

due to its political, diplomatic and security policies. With ever increasing pandemic, 

Himalayan crisis with China, tense relations with Nepal and Pakistan, wrong policies 

in Afghanistan and Iran and draconian laws introduced domestically, India is itself 

attacking its democracy and secularism (Kumar, 2020). With the ever increasing 

border disputes with Pakistan and China, Indian think tanks and policy makers are 

openly asking to prepare for two front war in future thus adopting offensive realism in 

its policies. Its ambitions to become regional hegemon at the cost of regional peace 

would bring terrified results at global level. Some of the findings of the study are 

enumerated as follow:-  

6.1.1 Hindutva Politics  

Hindu nationalists made their political base in India through anti-Muslim riots 

during the demolition of Ayodiya Babri Masjid. Based on construction of Ram temple 

and later the Muslims‘ massacre in Gujrat during 2002 under the supervision of 

Narendra Modi provided greater political space to Sangh Parivar in the Hindu 
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majority Indian society (Bacchetta, 2000). Moreover, the Indian court has decided in 

favour of the Hindu leaders and all the leaders have been acquitted from the charges 

of demolishing Babri Masjid (Yasir, 2020). Moreover, on 5 August 2020, the first 

anniversary of the revoking of special status of Kashmir by BJP, Mr Modi laid the 

foundation stone of the Ayodiya Ram Mandir further antagonizing the Muslims of the 

world and reflecting its hatred for the Muslims (Murthy, 2020). During the ceremony, 

Modi announced that the day is significant to Hindu majority similar to Independence 

Day (Kumar, Today's India is living the nightmares of its founding fathers, 2020). 

Therefore it is imperative for Hindutva followers to enhance their political influence 

through execution of similar anti – Muslim policies. Hence it is likely that more 

discriminatory policies following anti – Muslims riots are expected in future. Being a 

Hindutva icon, Mr Subramanian Swamy stated it is Hindus faith that Ram was born at 

Ayodhya Masjid place therefore it has to be liberated without question being a faith. 

India is a Hindu rashtra and hence next logical step would be to liberate Krishna 

Janama bhumi and Kashivishwanath temple (Swamy, 2020). Moreover, the religious 

places of the Muslims are not safe in India since they can be utilized to terrorize the 

Muslims and attract Hindu vote (Siddiqui, June 2016). 

6.1.2 Anti – Muslim Campaign  

Hindutva philosophy is aimed at identity politics for the Hindu majority which 

can be found in suppressing the identity of the Muslims (Hafeez, 2015). After coming 

into power in 2014, BJP under Modi instrumented hatred against Indian Muslims for 

the same purpose. Muslims were subjected to killings and discriminatory policies 

based on their involvement in division of India, inferior and 2
nd

 grade status of Hindus 

during Muslims‘ rule and polluting Hindus‘ pure culture. They are also declared as 

spies of Pakistan and terrorists who are sponsored by Pakistan for terror inside India 
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(Mehdi, 2017). Hindu nationalists convinced the public that through oppressing 

Muslims of India, another separatist movement inside India can be avoided. Due to 

anti-Muslims and anti-Pakistan stance, Modi was able to earn 9% more votes during 

the elections of 2019 reflecting the successful agenda of BJP. 

6.1.3 Nationalism Idealogy  

The Hindutva and terror influenced BJP policies were never opposed at the 

international level since nationalism is wide spread phenomenon at global level. A 

great similarity exists between the anti-Muslim policies of Trump and Modi which are 

truly inspired by Nazi Hitler. Nuremberg laws of 1935 in Germany relegated Jews to 

the status of ‗no citizenship‘ and were deprived of their rights. Similarly, the CAA bill 

of Modi is anti-Muslims aimed at relegating Muslims to 2
nd

 class citizens or no 

citizenship thus depriving them of basic rights in India. Similar intentions were 

reflected in Trump‘s supremacist ethnic nationalism which targeted Muslims and the 

dark skinned people through introduction of US immigration policy (Rose, 2020). 

Moreover, the Indian PM Modi has great similarity with the Brazilian leader 

Bolsonaro who is fighting against Brazil‘s indigenous people. Modi moves on the 

same lines through introduction of CAA and abrogation of article 370 (Franklin, 

2020).  In such situation, it is expected that nationalism in the form of Hindutva 

would further spread in India especially under BJP rule which would endanger the 

regional peace and relations with Pakistan being a Muslim and influential country. 

The rising Hindtuva under BJP would endanger the Muslims of India since BJP 

would not be in need of any Muslim support during elections due to enhanced Hindu 

base. To further strengthen Hindutva base domestically, BJP government would 

project aggressive cultural nationalism over minorities urging Hindus to increase 
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attacks on mosques and churches, killing Muslims on cow slaughters (Mushtaq, 

Hindu Nationalism: Punitive Political Ideology of the Modern State of India, 2019). 

6.1.4 Kashmir under Hindutva ideology  

Indian BJP government has suspended the special status of Kashmir with its 

distribution into union territories. It has brought its status in parity to other states 

under the constitution of India and facilitated Hindus to have the rights to purchase 

land in the region and become permanent citizen of the region thus leading to the 

changing of demography (Javed, 2020). Under new law, those people who have 

studied in Kashmir and also resided for a period of 15 years would be declared as 

permanent residents of the region (Aljazeera, 2020). It has revoked its past policy of 

dealing the region as a bilateral issue with Pakistan and now it claims the complete 

region including Pakistani Kashmir and GB as its part occupied by Pakistan. It has 

refused to reverse its decisions about the status of the region and engage in dialogue 

with Pakistan and Kashmiri leaders thus endangering the peace of the region (Hali, 

2018). In future, India would always defy any effort of peace and dialogue as it would 

release pressure from Pakistan and weaken Indian anti – Pakistan stance. Recently, 

India has been critical of Pakistan‘s efforts to declare Gilgit Baltistan as 5
th

 province 

of Pakistan being pivot to the CPEC project between China and Pakistan ("No Legal 

Basis Whatsoever": India On Election In Gilgit-Baltistan, 2020). In future, India 

would implicate Gilgit Baltistan and terror to create environment to escalate situation 

with Pakistan in order to win future elections.  

6.1.5 Indian Politics Under Hindutva  

Against the BJP hindutva influence anti-Muslims and anti-Pakistan policies, 

other political parties including Congress could not make worthwhile gains. Though 

Congress has been anti-Pakistan but at domestic front, it has been the proponent of 
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secularism and democracy. The Muslims too were apprehensive of Congress‘ policies 

due to leadership crisis in the party and no justified improvement for the minorities. 

During the elections of 2019, the Congress party also adopted anti-Pakistan rhetoric 

and stance which indicates that Congress party would also play support anti-Pakistan 

policies to win political stage. In such environment, the relations between India and 

Pakistan would remain tense without any hope of dialogue for peaceful settlement of 

issues.  

6.1.5 Anti – Pakistan Policy  

Modi led BJP government is interested to isolate Pakistan economically, 

politically and diplomatically since it is considered as an enemy to Hindu India which 

hinders the global growth of Hindu nation. In such situation, India under Modi would 

lead to improved relations with GCC, Iran and Afghanistan through diplomatic and 

economic engagement. Recently, India claimed its rights over Basmati rice in the 

European Union market and challenged the geographical indication (GI) law 

neglecting Pakistan‘s rights for the production of the item which has been challenged 

by Pakistan being a parallel producer of the rice (Pakistan to challenge India‘s claim 

on Basmati, 2020). India would keep interfering Afghan peace process in order to foil 

Pakistan‘s efforts for peace and become a parallel stakeholder in the issue aiming at 

countering Pakistan‘s access to the Central Asian Republics for mineral resources. 

Moreover, India would try to downplay Pakistan‘s sincere efforts for the opening of 

Kartarpur Corridor for the Sikh community and try to mitigate its effects by looking 

for a suitable opportunity to allege Pakistan for some misadventure towards Pakistan.  
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6.1.7 Indian Vulnerability to Separatist Movements  

With the discriminatory policies of BJP, India has become more vulnerable to 

separatist movements and freedom struggles. Today, India is facing rise of 36 

different separatists‘ movements which is a serious challenge to the democratic 

government (Discrimination driving separatist movements in India, 2018). Due to 

BJPs discriminatory policies against the minorities, the social fabric of these 

minorities has weakened. The introduction of CAA and NRC aimed at troubling 

Muslims of India has paved the way and left the Muslims with no option but to show 

resentment. To Hindutva, these legislations are aimed at terrorizing the Muslims to 

provide identity to the Hindus (Shah, 2020). BJP desires to redefine the essential 

elements of the Indian nation such as secularism, composite culture and liberal 

democracy in accordance with the Hindu values. Such anti – minority policies 

especially against the Muslims may lead to division among the communities which 

would prove challenging for the centre to keep the nation united and secular in nature. 

The violence based policies of BJP and Hindutva will further divide the diversified 

Indian society which has caused tension in the region (Siddiqui, June 2016). In such 

situation, India may disintegrate which would have strong impact on the regional 

peace due to Indian traditional allegations against Pakistan for all disturbances inside 

India.  

6.1.8 Indian Foreign Policy  

After coming to power, PM Modi changed the course of Indian foreign policy 

hence he announced elements of his foreign policy in April 2015 i.e. sammān 

(dignity, honour), samvād (engagement, dialogue), samriddhi (shared prosperity), 

suraksha (regional and global security) and sanskritievamsabhyata (cultural and 

civilizational linkages) (Basrur, 2017). Indian foreign policy has become more 
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pragmatic after the rise of Modi as PM of India. The centre of gravity of Indian 

foreign policy has shifted from ‗idealism‘ to ‗realism‘. It means that India is more 

focused on material interests and power accumulation, use of forces as required in the 

international politics and pursue rapid economic growth and hegemony, deny morality 

in the international relations, expand influence through international regimes and 

institutions and less inclined towards alliances. Realist assumptions resonate with 

Hindutva ideology aimed at driving India to develop materially and martially.  

6.1.9 Indian Hegemonic Designs  

Moreover, Modi based his future course towards becoming a regional 

hegemon for which he exploited Indian vast market value to the world and global 

institutions. According to leading Indian strategist Bharat Karnad, India is far behind 

the status of a global power which can be achieved through ‗driving vision‘, a sense 

of national security, defined national interests and willingness to use coercion and 

force in support of national interests along with imaginative use of both hard and soft 

power. However, India lacks these elements (Medcalf, 2017). To improve its relations 

with the world, Modi government always projected peace and harmony as the 

hallmark of Indian policy by referring Gandhi‘s image by masking violence based 

strategy at home and at regional level. During his address at the UNGA session in 

September 2019, Modi started and closed his address reflecting Gandhi‘s image of 

peace and harmony (Full text of PM Narendra Modi's UNGA speech, 2019). The 

recent escalation with China in Laddakh has also been an effort to exploit the US led 

world opposition to China in Indian favour and gain significant economic and military 

advantages (Shapoo, 2020). Such conflict with China would lead the world powers to 

focus on the advancement of India which would endanger the security of Pakistan.  
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6.1.10 Indian Economy  

BJP under Modi has created an environment of fear in India and in the region 

which has led to devastating effects on its economy. With the start of 2019 – 2020, 

Indian economy remained on decline and today it is estimated that the poor 

infrastructure would require 235 trillion rupees ($3.3 trillion) for getting the economic 

growth rates to more than 7.5% (Pandya, November 2019). Due to these fears and 

economic recession, the BJP has lost its grip on many states including Mumbai during 

the recent state‘s elections (Modi's BJP forced out in Maharashtra, 2019). If the same 

policies of deterrence continue in Modi‘s India, the situation would be detrimental to 

economic growth and public welfare. The recent wave of COVID-19 Pandemic and 

Modi‘s poor policies to improve the life standard of Indian society led to further 

degradation of Indian economy. However, Modi is likely to allege the disease for the 

economic slowdown thereby keeping his Hindutva base intact (Ninan, 2020). Since 

no country has acquired success in handling the disease therefore Modi has all the 

chanced to claim success with the usual media cover. The Laddakh conflict would 

also provide BJP an opportunity to convince world powers to get huge investments to 

support the weak economy.  
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Figure 6.1  

Bangladesh’s GDP per capita surpasses India’s  

 

According to IMF recent report, India is ranked lower than Bangladesh in the 

poor country index which means that Bangladesh will produce $11.45 more per 

person than India in 2020 (Babones, 2020). It clearly reflects Indian attitude towards 

its neighbours and its impact on state‘s economy. Moreover, India has ranked down to 

94
th

 position among 107 countries on the Global Hunger Index (GHI) 2020 as 

compared to Pakistan and Bangladesh who are on 88 and 75
th

 serial respectively 

(Kulkarni, 2020).  

6.1.11 Disengagement with Pakistan 

With the Hindutva inspired philosophy, Modi‘s foreign policy is no more 

obsessed with Pakistan factor. Indian strategists now think of ‗beyond Pakistan‘ in 

order to become a world power or adopt the status of ‗regional or south Asian power.‘ 

However, India could never relegate Pakistan‘s geographical and Islamic influence in 

the region. With the Chinese nuclear and economic support to Pakistan, India is 

facing economic challenges from Pakistan as CPEC would attract growing foreign 

direct investment (FDI) in Pakistan.  
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India under Modi adopted policies to economically degrade Pakistan 

economically and on the grounds of terror attacks linked to Pakistan, India withdrew 

its MFN status of Pakistan after the Pulwama terror attacks. It also imposed 200% 

tarrif on Pakistani goods which could not affect Pakistan due to lesser volume of 

trade. Total aggregate volume of bilateral trade between July-January 2018-19 

reached to $1.122 billion with an increase of 4.96% from last year. The Indian exports 

to Pakistan constitute 79.33% of the total bilateral trade. Pakistan imports from India 

reached to $890.05 million with an increase of 2.11% from last year (Indo-Pak 

bilateral trade grows 5% in last 7 months despite tensions, 2019). Whereas, both India 

and Pakistan are not dependent on each other in economic terms, India has lost a 

market of $2 billion whereas Pakistan lost $0.38 billion ($383 million to India) in 

2018 which makes 1.6% of Pakistan‘s global exports (Ashraf, 2019). According to 

estimates of World Bank, Pakistan and India can grow their trade up to $37 billion as 

compared to current $2.3 billion (Ashraf, 2019). The growing economy of Pakistan 

has led to the strong foreign policy and Pakistan would not succumb to the Indian 

pressure any more (Cheema, 2017). Today, Pakistan is responding in kind to the 

Indian aggressive actions in the fields of economy, military and diplomatically 

irrespective of the consequences (Jamal, 2016).  
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Map 6.1 

Map of Laddakh Conflict 

 

 The slogan of ‗Akhand Bharat‘ by BJP would influence the people who are 

always guided by myths therefore, Pakistan – India relations would remain based 

on identity and survival. The consistent denial of India to resume dialogue and 

offensive attitude towards Pakistan has forced Pakistan to resist the Indian hegemonic 

designs. India has changed the focus from the Indian occupied Kashmir to the Indian 

jurisdiction over Pakistani occupied Kashmir in any bilateral negotiations. Such 

Indian attitude would not favour the resumption of dialogue between the two states 

(Khan P. I., 2020).  

6.1.11 Coercive Strategy  

BJP‘s consistent ‗Islamophobia‘ made its stance rigid towards Pakistan 

causing enduring rivalry against Pakistan. Since Pakistan challenge the realist policies 

of India thereby hindering its hegemonic designs therefore India always tried to adopt 

coercive strategy against Pakistan. It always urged Pakistan through world community 



 
 

177 

and conventional arms superiority to take action against the terrorists without 

cooperating in providing of evidence (Basrur, 2017). Moreover, to keep Pakistan 

engaged in a terror situation, India started funding and training Taliban and terror 

groups including Baluchistan Liberation Army (BLA) to destabilize Pakistan. BJP 

under Modi would prefer plotting terror attacks with objectives to malign Pakistan 

as a terror state. Such efforts may go out of control due to public pressure and 

leadership crisis endangering the regional peace through full scale war followed by 

nuclear challenge which would prove devastating for the global peace (Anadolu, 

2020).  

Considering itself as a regional hegemon, India under BJP has always been 

pursuing the policy to interfere in the neighboring states. Based on limited military 

options due to nuclearization of South Asia, Modi changed his response from the 

traditional mobilization of army to surgical strikes with a view to pressurize Pakistan 

and also earn the Hindutva support. These strikes determined that India will no more 

be deterred by the Pakistani policy (Sareen, 2019). Through pre-emptive strikes 

immediately after any terror strikes, India has managed to deter Pakistan from shaping 

the environment on its dictates. Moreover, such strikes would urge the international 

community to force Pakistan to avoid supporting such environment. Taking lead from 

the US policies, India has carried out surgical strikes in Pakistan and has interfered in 

the internal affairs of Sri Lanka. The rise of Hindu nationalists to the centre of power 

in India has indicated that the region is going to change in terms of relations between 

India and its neighbours (Jamie Kwong). On the other hand, Pakistan started looking 

inward to correct its own society due to increasing terrorism and extremism which 

cost it over 70,000 casualties and damaged economy. 
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Post Pulwama air strikes by India and effective response by Pakistan led to 

destruction of two aircrafts of India at the hands of Pakistan and the arrest and later 

release of Indian pilot which increased strategic gains for Pakistan whereas India 

faced humiliation globally and its imaginary status of being a global power 

succumbed.  

6.1.12 Hybrid Warfare  

India would continue to destabilize Pakistan through terror sponsoring and 

funding the anti – Pakistan terror organizations such as TTP and Al-Qaida which is 

evident from the confession of the serving commander Kulboshan Yadev (Transcript 

of RAW agent Kulbhushan‘s confessional statement, 2019). Due to nuclearization of 

both India and Pakistan, India will instigate separatist movements and regions such as 

Baluchistan in order to keep Pakistan army engaged on different fronts and also 

project Pakistan as a weak and terror based country thus constantly keep it under 

pressure. Considering Pakistan‘s successful diplomacy on Kashmir and Indian 

confused decisions over different issues with its neighbor, it is likely that such threats 

of hybrid warfare would further be triggered in Pakistan with a view to malign 

Pakistan through political disorder; terror attacks and deteriorates the image of 

Pakistan Army in the public. Indian BJP government has also been involved in 

diverting the attention of the world and Indian public from its failed policies through 

false flag operations carried out to boost Hindutva sentiments and malign Pakistan.  

6.1.13 Challenge to IWT  

After the abrogation of article 370, India has converted the region of Jammu 

and Kashmir into a Union territory. Based on such declaration, India would claim all 

rights over the region including the water flowing from the region into Pakistan. 

Moreover, it is also suspected that India is covertly planning to construct dams over 
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the rivers which would facilitate its plans to control the water thus India would soon 

be in a position to challenge the Indus water treaty. 

6.1.14 Risking Regional Security  

The internal chaos based on Hindutva ideology and fascist agenda is posing 

severe threat to the Muslims, Pakistan and regional peace. A little miscalculation and 

undermining Pakistan‘s will to resist, by India may threaten the regional peace. The 

study concludes that all the issues between the two states may be resolved through 

dialogue (Cheema, 2017). Pakistan‘s reliance on comprehensive dialogue has always 

been appreciated by the world community for prolonged peace and development 

whereas India has always been refusing to accept Pakistan‘s offer of negotiations and 

dialogue considering it a weakness. The consequences of right wing Hindutva ridden 

neighbor may be dangerous especially when they are nuclear states (Danziger, 2020). 

Therefore, the BJP government through its realist policies and war inclined mood has 

kept the regional peace at stake since 2014. Moreover, the relations are far from 

becoming normal due to Indian hindutva policies in near future.  

 



 
 

180 

CHAPTER 7 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

With faith, discipline and selfless devotion to duty, there is nothing 

worthwhile that you cannot achieve. 

Muhammad Ali Jinnah 

7.1 General 

During Modi led BJP government between 2014-2019, Pakistan was subjected 

to numerous challenges based on history old enmity and rising Hindu nationalism in 

the form of Hindutva. Narendra Modi constructed an environment around Pakistan 

which challenged its survival in the global community militarily, economically and 

diplomatically. Modi has tried to destabilize Pakistan through hybrid warfare and 

created an environment through consistent allegations where it could be subjected to 

enormous sanctions. Modi exploited such environment and financed terror attacks 

against foreign nationals as well as CPEC. The economically deprived regions of 

Pakistan such as Baluchistan and FATA were subjected to separatist movements and 

targeted Karachi which is commercial hub of Pakistan. Indian large economic market 

was used as attraction for the global community and strategic relations with the US 

were exploited to increase Indian military as well as economic potential. Coupled 

with the political disarray and prevailing corruption in the public offices, these 

measures enhanced the chances of isolation and deprivation for Pakistan however 

could not be materialized due to Chinese diplomatic and economic support and the 

geographical advantageous location of Pakistan.  

Pakistan was challenged with the situation where it was forced to fight on 

many fronts including political, diplomatic, economic and military fronts. However, 
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the situation is still not favourable to Pakistan and it is constantly observing Indian 

hatred based policies against Pakistan. Indian BJP government after winning for the 

second term has accelerated its pace of anti-Pakistan policies which can be countered 

through a well orchestrated strategy. In order to ensure its survival with honour 

among the global community, Pakistan has to follow a defensive – offensive policy 

for which following measures are recommended:-  

7.1.1 Diplomatic Front 

In post 9/11 environment, India accelerated its efforts to diplomatically 

terrorize Muslims of the Sub-Continent and isolate Pakistan mandated to compromise 

its sovereignty and influence. After coming into power, Modi became the flag bearer 

for the same agenda with more extensive efforts. Pakistan has consistently been 

denying Indian allegations and stood firmly on its stance of being the anti-terror state 

and front line ally to the global war on terror. To fight Modi‘s diplomatic propaganda, 

Pakistan must enhance its diplomatic outreach to ensure regional peace:- 

7.1.1.1 Exploitation of Anti-Indian Environment 

The recent Indian territorial disputes with regional states would help Pakistan 

achieve a greater influence in the region. Due to Indian expansionist and interference 

policy against the regional and neighbouring states, India has initiated tense relations 

with China, Bangladesh and Nepal over territorial issues and with Bhutan, Iran, 

Malaysia and Indonesia over the anti – Muslim policies which has practically isolated 

India in the region. The border conflict in Laddakh with China has has caused 

embarrassment for Modi domestically and at regional level exposing his 

expansionism policy (Li, 2013). The Indian expansionist behavior towards the 

regional states would encourage these states to integrate among themselves which 
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would strengthen Pakistan diplomatically and economically. It would allow greater 

standing in the regional forum for Pakistan therefore; Pakistan must enhance its 

diplomatic outreach to all neighbouring states and enhance cooperation in all fields 

including security and defence thereby reducing their dependence on India. 

Map 7.1 

Indian Border Disputes with Neighbours 
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7.1.1.2.2  Diplomatic Outreach  

India became the non – permanent member of the UNSC for 2021-22 with a 

majority vote of 184 out of 192 countries despite Pakistan‘s protest for Indian 

violations of the UN resolutions and human rights (Siddiqui N. , India, Mexico, 

Norway, Ireland elected to UN Security Council, 2020). Such support for the India at 

the global level would keep Pakistan‘s voice over the deaf ears therefore Pakistan has 

to enhance its diplomatic efforts and invest in international media to project Indian 

discriminatory steps and win support against India at global level. Moreover, Pakistan 

has to expose Indian human rights violations at all regional and global forums which 

have already been noticed by human rights watch and other world forums.  

7.1.1.2.2 Initiating Dialogue Process 

Pakistan must continue its policy of engaging India in comprehensive dialogue 

to fulfill its all times objecitives of maintaining peace in the region. For the purpose, 

Pakistan must employ all Confidence building measures (CBMs), track II diplomacy 

and other back door channels to engage India without compromising its stance on 

bilateral issues. However, Pakistan must invite India to become stakeholder in CPEC 

project and its associated industrial growth which would increase economic 

interdependence of both nuclear states on each other. The trade and economic 

engagement would lead to flexible position on both sides thus paving way for peace 

and stability. Following must be undertaken by Pakistan:- 

 Mediation between China-India. The current conflict between China and 

India over Laddakh region has given impetus to India to gather more military 

power which would further risk the regional security due to Indian policies. 

Pakistan must try to mediate between the two countries which would enhance 
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opportunities for the peace and also improve Pakistan‘s standing thus leading 

to environment for peace. The like minded people in India would be forced to 

engage Pakistan while forcing BJP government to initiate comprehensive 

dialogue with Pakistan.  

 CPEC diplomacy. After improvement of situation, India can be 

accommodated in CPEC project. It would enhance the security of CPEC 

whereas creating more opportunities for the trade engagement between the two 

nations.  

7.1.1.3 Projection of Minority Rights 

With the announcement and record time inauguration of Kartarpur Corridor 

for the Sikh community, Pakistan earned huge appreciation which enhanced its stature 

as a pro-minority state. Recently, Pakistan (already serving as member of the HRC 

since 1 January 2018) has been re-elected as member to the UN human rights Council 

(HRC) through a majority vote of 169 out of 193 in the General Assembly and will 

continue for a period of three years since 1 January 2021 (Pakistan re-elected to UN 

Human Rights Council with 'overwhelming majority', 2020). On the other hand, India 

under Modi could not come up to the requirements of a secular state claimed by India 

since beginning. Its state sponsored anti-Muslims riots and discrimination in India and 

Kashmir has widely been criticized (Bajoria, 2020). This situation gives Pakistan an 

upper edge over India which can be exploited through proper management of 

minorities in Pakistan and ensure no anti-minority steps at any level. Through such 

measures, Pakistan would become a liberal country which is safe for the minorities 

hence Pakistan would be able to grow economically and diplomatically. Pakistan can 

use such growing image to corner India and diplomatically coerce India to the 

advantage of Kashmiri people. 



 
 

185 

7.1.1.4   Comprehensive Strategy  

Pakistan must devise strategy to challenge Indian expansionist designs in the 

region and also to counter its efforts to isolate Pakistan. Following measures must be 

incorporated in the government strategy as stated by FM Shah Mahmood Qureshi 

(Syed, 2020):- 

 Pakistan must analyze Indian decisions against Pakistan, expose its 

weaknesses and covert intentions and also take appropriate measures to 

forestall future actions. It would help guide the world and expose Indian anti – 

Pakistan and anti – minorities‘ policies. 

 Since India is pursuing a realist policy aiming at distracting the world and the 

Indian nation from its controversial polices and its reaction, therefore Pakistan 

should remain prepared and alert to avert any chances of successful 

misadventure by India. Since both India and Pakistan are terror affected states, 

moreover backlash on Indian discriminatory policies against the Muslims in 

India, Kashmir and other minorities might lead to another post Pulwama 

environment else India might plot such situation to trigger another false flag 

operation against Pakistan. To meet such challenge, Pakistan must maintain 

military balance to counter Indian expansionist designs in the region which is 

more predictable in the months preceding next Indian elections. 

 Pakistan must continue initiating efforts for confidence building measures and 

conflict resolution convincing the world that Pakistan is peace loving country 

as against the Indian nature. However, in doing so Pakistan should not relegate 

its national interests and public sentiments. 

 India has always been trying to destabilize Pakistan through distracting actions 

and malign Pakistan through terror allegations in order to deprive it 
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diplomatically and economically towards effective isolation. Therefore, to 

meet such challenge, Pakistan must strengthen its economy and influence in 

the region through active participation in the regional economic development 

and projects such as CPEC, SCO, ECO and SAARC. 

7.1.1.5  Afghan Peace Deal 

With the start of global war on terror, India in collaboration with Afghanistan 

intelligence agencies targeted Pakistan and projected it as responsible for the civil war 

of the country. Through huge trade, investment and terror, India tried to fail Pakistan 

in its efforts to influence peace through dialogue among different stake holder in order 

to deprive it of any support from future Afghan government  (Kasuri, 2015). The two 

Muslim neighbours further detached when India involved Afghanistan in Chabahar 

project thus integrating it for economic relevance and dependence. Since 2016, 

Afghanistan has increased its trade and exports with India whereas exports with 

Pakistan decreased significantly which does not suit Pakistan‘s engagement with a 

neighbor Muslim country (ACCI, 2020). Indian involvement in funding the terror 

inside Afghanistan to fail the peace process and provoke enmity between Afghanistan 

and Pakistan has been acknowledged. Pakistan has been able to convince the world 

community that peace in Afghanistan is required for peace in Pakistan. Pakistan has 

been mediating the peace talks between the US – Afghan government with Taliban 

for enhanced peace, stability, democratic and sovereign Afghanistan (Siddiqui N. , 

2020). Despite Indian efforts, Pakistan convinced the US and world community that 

peace in Afghanistan is linked with peace of Pakistan hence Pakistan‘s influence on 

Afghan Taliban helped achieve an agreement between afghan Taliban and the US 

during 2020 which would certainly bring peace and ensure relevance of Pakistan in 

the region (Paliwal, 2017). Therefore, Pakistan should engage Afghanistan in CPEC 
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project in order to enhance trade with Afghanistan and reduce its dependence over 

India. The recent opening of another trade terminal in Baluchistan allowing more 

trade with Afghanistan and supply to the NATO forces in Afghanistan (Shahid, 2020). 

Recently, Afghanistan imported fertilizer from Australia using Gawadar Port opening 

up opportunities of Pakistan – Afghanistan improved relations (Siow, 2020). 

Pakistan‘s positive and influential role in the recent peace talks in Doha between the 

Taliban and Afghan Government have been acknowledged by the Afghan government 

as well (Iqbal, Afghan FM recognises Pakistan‘s key role, 2020). The recent visit of 

PM Imran Khan to Afghanistan has also been appreciated by the world community 

and Afghan fractions which is considered helpful in bringing peace in the country 

(Siddiqui N. , Pakistan will do everything possible to reduce violence in Afghanistan, 

says PM Imran on maiden Kabul visit, 2020).  

7.1.1.6  Improved Relations with US 

Pakistan-US relations are event based relations with no strategic goals 

however; India being an opponent to China has become more significant strategically 

to the US policy makers. In order to contain China, the US relied on India and 

improved its relations with India through strategic agreement including nuclear deals. 

The recent 2+2 deal between the two states in the context of China-India Laddakh 

conflict has further tilted the balance of power in favour of India. Pakistan is directly 

affected through such close relationship between US-India and Pakistan has urged the 

US to strike balance while dealing with two opposing powers as it creates security 

dilemma for Pakistan. Since US did not accepted Pakistan‘s stance, Pakistan went 

towards China to balance out Indian power. Despite all such discriminatory policies, 

Pakistan must remain engaged with the US and maintain cordial relations with the 

US. Pakistan must wait for the time where Indian negative position is exposed to the 
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US. Moreover, Pakistan should not become party to the trade war and increasing 

tension over South China Sea between US-China and must maintain its neutral stance.  

7.1.1.7  Bilateral Relations with Regional States 

India has always been wary of Pakistan‘s relations with China and the growing 

influence of China in the region (Beijing says India's Kashmir Move undermine 

China's Sovereignty, 2019). China has been supporting peaceful resolution of 

Kashmir dispute (Yuan, 2005) however; it opposed the Indian initiative of revoking 

article 370 in August 2019. Among the permanent members of the Security Council, 

China remained the only country which supported the Pakistani stance on Kashmir 

and urged for its resolution through the UN resolution (Bhatt, November 2019). 

Pakistan should continue exploiting its friendship with China and ensure all measures 

to improve its strategic relations with China. In the recent conflict between China-

India, Pakistan should vigorously support Chinese position at all level. 

India has been opposing the joint venture of CPEC between China and 

Pakistan as it does not confer economic revival of Pakistan and criticized the project 

for being run through disputed territories. CPEC would allow Pakistan to integrate 

other regional states and improve its relations with central Asia, Russia and regional 

and global forums thereby generating economic activities inside Pakistan. CPEC has 

improved Chinese influence over the regions thus creating opportunities for Pakistan 

to grow its influence. The recent agreements between China and Iran and improved 

relations between China- Bangladesh and China – Nepal have presented Pakistan with 

the opportunities to engage all the neighbouring states in the CPEC project. It would 

not only improve its regional standing against India but would also accelerate 

economic dependence with the neighbouring states.  
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 Exploitation of deteriorating India – Bangladesh Relations. Despite 

territorial, water disputes and pending issues of dam construction i.e. Ganga 

Barrage, with India, Modi government has claims of improved relations with 

Bangladesh (Vij, 2018). But the recent National registry of citizens (NRC), 

CAA and anti-Rohingya policy have changed the public sentiments about the 

right wing Hindutva driven BJP government (Karim, 2019). The suspension of 

the special status of Kashmir also offended Muslims of Bangladesh which 

they consider that India has validated the two nation‘s theory which became 

the basis of the independence of Pakistan and India. Pakistan – Bangladesh 

have started engaging each other resulting into friendly and improved relations 

with each other. Pakistan should exploit Bangladesh‘s ‗no foe, all friends‘ 

policy and tense Indo-Bangladesh relations due to diversion of upstream water 

of common rivers, killing of Bangladeshi leaders and the CAA. Pakistan has 

the opportunity to improve relations with Bangladesh due to Chinese increased 

influence over Bangladesh (Bangladesh‘s ‗no foe‘ diplomacy grows ties with 

Pakistan, 2020). With the election of Hasina Wajid‘s government in 

Bangladesh, the country‘s tilt is towards China dropping different projects 

with India hence presenting an opportunity to Pakistan for improved relations 

through Bangladesh‘s China tilt (India snubbed as Hasina tilts towards 

Pakistan, China, 2020). Pakistan should exploit the differences between India 

and Bangladesh and must improve its relations with Bangladesh relegating all 

the historical grievances. 

7.1.1.8  Enhanced Unity of Muslim Ummah  

Indian PM Modi has developed economic and political relations with KSA 

and other GCC countries with a view to counter Pakistan‘s religious connections with 
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these countries. Similarly Iran has also been connected in the Indian immediate 

neighborhood policy through improved economic and diplomatic relations (Tellis, 

2019). India and UAE have improved relations as UAE invited India to the OIC 

summit as observer acknowledging its majority Muslim population and ignoring 

Pakistan‘s opposition (Shafiq, 2020). UAE and KSA being the leader of the Islamic 

countries would economically and diplomatically enhance Indian influence over the 

global issues and also challenge Pakistan‘s greater role in the region. The Arab 

counties have remained quiet on the illegal step taken by Modi in Kashmir because of 

the $100 billion trade annually undertaken between these countries and India (Indian 

business ties underpin muted Arab response to New Delhi's actions in occupied 

Kashmir, 2019). India would exploit the opposing stance of Pakistan on UAE 

initiative to recognize Israel which would antagonize KSA and its allies. Pakistan 

being an influential Muslim nuclear country has to develop unity among the Muslim 

countries through peace agreements between KSA and Iran. This would create 

consent on a united stance on the issues related to the Muslims of the world (Naveeda 

Yousaf, 2017). Such role would improve the peace of the Middle East and also 

enhance Pakistan‘s standing in the Islamic community thus lead to mitigate Indian 

influence on these Islamic countries. Moreover, Pakistan must enhance its role as a 

nuclear Muslim power taking the support of Malaysia and Turkey and mediate 

between Iran and KSA. Moreover, Pakistan should urge the Muslim countries to deny 

any UAE like deals with Israel neglecting Palestinian cause. In case of failure of OIC 

to stand on Kashmir, Pakistan should convene a meeting of all the Muslim countries 

with invitation to all to come and present a united stance on the issue of Kashmir 

(Qureshi asks OIC to stop dragging feet on Kashmir meeting, 2020). 
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7.1.1.9.1 Information Warfare 

Pakistan has initiated diplomatic campaing against Indian unilateral actions 

against bilateral issues thus exposing Indian hegemonic and expansionist designs to 

the world community. The Hindutva identity politics has brought challenges for the 

Muslims identity which can be countered through information warfare. During his 

speech at the UN general assembly in 2019, Mr Imran Khan stated that ―RSS is a 

fascist organization and Modi is a life member of this organization. Strong resentment 

after prolonged curfew in Kashmir would result in huge casualties whereas the 

provision of right of self-determination to Kashmiris would avert the chances of any 

nuclear war (Full Transcript of Prime Minister Imran Khan‘s speech at the UNGA, 

2019). In case of weak diplomacy, Indian strategy to change the demography of 

Kashmir and Indian atrocities against the Muslim majority, may lead the freedom 

struggle to the shelves. Pakistan should not participate in any dialogue process until 

the Kashmiri leaders are made stakeholders (Cheema, 2017). The frequent visits of 

the foreign diplomats organized by Pakistan to show Indian cease fire violations 

(CFV) along LoC are certainly a step to this direction. Moreover, Pakistan has used 

the global forums such as UN, SCO, OIC and SAARC to expose Indian anti – 

Muslims policies and sponsored Islamophobia. The killing of 11 Pakistani Hindus in 

India also gained world focus due to Pakistan‘s information and diplomatic war 

(Killing of 11 Pak Hindus: Hindu community stages sit-in at Indian HC, 2020). 

Pakistan should highlight Indian involvement in Hindutva terrorism.  

7.1.1.10 Pakistan’s Response to Hybrid warfare  

Pakistan is faced with complex security environment comprising traditional, 

non-traditional hard and soft threats (Lodhi, 2020). India has remained engaged in 

hybrid warfare against Pakistan and for this purpose, Indian RAW has been creating 
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law and order situation through terror funding and separatist movements. Such 

activities have been confirmed by Indian terrorist Kulboshan Yadev (Babar, 2017). 

India is funding and running training camps for the multiple globally outlawed 

militant groups in Afghanistan to carryout terror activities inside Pakistan. Pakistan 

has handed over the recorded evidence to the global community and also briefed the 

foreign diplomats regarding Indian involvement. Pakistan should disclose Indian 

involvement in destabilizing Pakistan through terror funding and support for the 

Baluchistan Liberation Army (BLA). The Kulboshan yadev arrest must be exploited 

at global level to harness BJP‘s anti – Pakistan policies. Pakistan should engage the 

world community to expose the Indian real face and its sponsored Hindutva terrorism.  

7.1.1.11 Protesting Indian anti – Muslim policies 

Pakistan cannot ignore the Indian Muslims especially in the environment of 

Islamophobia created by BJP (Hali, 2018). The damage created for the Muslims has 

raised concerns among the Muslims countries. The deprivation of Muslims from the 

basic human rights under Hindutva has made their lives miserable. Pakistan must 

keep the world aware of the Muslims‘ condition and urge them to force India for 

improving their condition. Pakistan has the opportunity to project the anti – minority 

and anti – Muslims policies based on Hindutva ideology. Indian policies to deny 

religious freedom to the Muslims and also sponsoring Islamophobia have brought the 

real face of Hindutva as stated by the United States Commission on International 

Religious Freedom (USCIRF) in its report (USCIRF, 2020). Since the western world 

is also inclined towards Islamophobia therefore, Indian policies are not observed and 

criticized which is worrisome (PM Imran Khan Historic Speech At 75th UN General 

Assembly, 2020). Pakistan must continue projecting Indian atrocities in Kashmir, 

state sponsored violence against Indian Muslims and various policies recently adopted 
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domestically. Islamic unity for this purpose would further enhance Pakistan‘s efficacy 

in the decision making process regionally and globally.  

Pursuance to become UNSC member 

Exploiting its strategic relations with the US and western countries, India has 

always been ambitious to pursue global standing and decision making role. To this 

end, India under Modi has been trying to pursue permanent membership of the UNSC 

being the largest economy and population (Roche, 2015). BJP government wants to 

become a leading power and not just a balancing power for which it requires the 

diplomatic support of all the leading countries including the US. If given, India would 

use its permanent seat against Pakistan and would never allow its membership in 

future. Therefore Pakistan should continue the same stance of opposing Indian 

permanent seat in the UNSC on the basis of lacking the status of a responsible state in 

the region. Moreover, the human rights violations and Indian sponsored terrorists 

activities must not be relegated in giving such position to India. In case India is 

considered for the seat, then Pakistan will have to be considered.      

7.2 Economic Front 

In today‘s global world the foreign policy of a state is based on economic 

pursuits. The Indian think tanks and policy makers also derive foreign policy and 

national interests from their economic policy. Therefore, Pakistan has to become 

economically stable and viable for attracting foreign investment and economic 

integration in order to ensure firmness of its stance and global support. 

7.2.1 Accelerated Economic Growth  

Only an economically stable nation can meet challenges from outside. 

Moreover, positive economic trajectory can urge other countries to political improve 
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their relations with Pakistan. For Pakistan, CPEC has created an environment which 

would facilitate economic development and regional integration for Pakistan. 

Therefore, Pakistan must engage India in the integration for social welfare and human 

resource development. Such integration would lead to economic interdependence 

between India and Pakistan which would facilitate resolving of issues including 

Kashmir and terrorism. Moreover, economic growth of Pakistan would enhance its 

relations with regional and international community and firms encouraging them to 

invest in the commercial activities of Pakistan. 

Moreover, Pakistan has to benefit from the China – Iran agreement involving 

$400 billion with increased trade and supply of crude oil to China on concessional 

rates for next 25 years. Iran has also announced that it would complete the railway 

project connected to Chabahar at its own relegating the role of India (Mahmood, 

2020). Hence Pakistan has the opportunity to improve its relations with Iran, boost its 

trade, get crude oil to meet its energy requirements and also accelerate its Islamic 

value based relations with Iran. Such relations can be used to urge Saudi Arabia to 

maintain its relations with Pakistan against preferring India. 

7.2.2 Exploitation of Geographical location  

Pakistan‘s geographical location has placed the country on the cross road of 

world trade routes and diplomatic influence. Its location has been instrumental in 

handling the terrorism, strike Afghan peace deal and also gave it a central status in the 

world trade. The great power interests have been vested in the geopolitics of its 

location. Therefore Pakistan should utilize its influential location to enlarge its 

regional and global standing and also force India to engage Pakistan in resolving the 

bilateral issues. With the development of CPEC, Pakistan has gained global 

significance multifold. In such situation, Pakistan has greater influence on GCC, 
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Middle East, Central Asian countries and neigbouring countries such as China, Iran 

and Afghanistan. The environment has led to improved relations with Soviet Russia 

as well creating great opportunity for Pakistan to enhance its role at regional and 

global level. Pakistan must exploit such favourable environment and counter Indian 

hegemonic designs.  

Pakistan has a great geographical location because it is located at the 

crossroads of the three ancient civilizations. In such environment, Pakistan can 

become an economic hub by serving as a bridge between Central Asia and South 

Asia, the Middle East and Central Asia and the Middle East and South Asia. Pakistan 

can provide transit facility to the neighbouring states. These states can be incorporated 

in the CPEC project of china and Pakistan (Majeed, 2013). 

7.2.3 Exploitation of Regional / Global Forums  

With the support of other regional states, Pakistan should revive the SAARC, 

OIC and UN to pressurize India for its violations of UN resolutions in Kashmir and 

bring status quo. Pakistan must urge the International community and use Muslims 

base of OIC to condemn the use of pallet guns against the surrounded Muslim 

majority in Jammu and Kashmir. It would diplomatically enhance Pakistan‘s 

influence in the global environment. Similarly, Shingai Cooperation Organization 

(SCO) should be urged to play its role in bring peace in the region through peaceful 

resolution of Kashmir issue and force India to restrain from changing demography of 

the region. Pakistan should link itself with India for any membership of the global 

forums and economic regimes such as permanent seat of UNSC and NSG to exploit 

the related advantages and earning support for its diplomatic steps. Pakistan must 

continue opposing the Indian pursuits for the permanent membership of the UNSC 

based on discriminatory and irresponsible behavior against the Muslims and other 
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minorities‘ along with human rights violations in Kashmir. Pakistan‘s stand should be 

based on the policy of exposing Indian atrocities and violations of the UN resolutions 

related to Kashmir therefore India is not be declared a responsible state. Pakistan can 

play its role against Indian atrocities and hegemonic designs by using the platforms of 

ASEAN, OIC, SAARC and SCO etc. 

7.3 Political Front  

Political stability is prerequisite to enhance the credibility of the foreign 

investors due to continuity of different policies in a state. Pakistan lacks such stability 

and has always been exposed to Indian critique and exploitation. Pakistan could never 

focus on its foreign policy and economic behavior due to coalition government and 

relevant politics. Therefore Pakistan must ensure certain measures to enhance its 

political stability and ensure continuity of policies thus providing no space to India for 

maneuverability. 

7.3.1 Internal Stability  

Political stability is required for attainment of nation building and political 

integration (Aslam Pervez Memon, 1970). Due to lack of majority seats in the 

parliament, no political party of Pakistan could attain a position to deliberate on 

different policies. To face the rising challenges of Indian Hindutva, Pakistan needs 

internal stability, political unity and ideological based discourse. The government of 

Pakistan must seek political reconciliation among all the parties to strengthen its 

stance against Indian aggressive attitude and atrocities. Moreover, civil – military 

relations are required to be strengthened in order to deny provision of any fault line to 

Indian extremists. 
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7.3.2 Internal Security Situation  

After 9/11 attacks on the US, Pakistan aligned itself with the global war on 

terror thus faced massive terror attacks on its soil. Such environment led to economic 

recession and disturbance which creating internal security challenges. With consistent 

efforts and huge sacrifices, Pakistan managed the menace (Cheema, 2017) however 

cannot afford to see such phenomenon again. India would try to dismantle the peace 

of Pakistan through terror and sabotage activities including disruption of CPEC. To 

counter such challenge, Pakistan needs to consolidate its achievements in the global 

war on terror and follow implementation of National Action Plan (NAP). Moreover, 

Pakistan should not allow any terror organization including Lashkar-e-Tayyaba and 

Jaish-e-Muhammand to carry out attacks from its soil. 

7.3.3 Measures in line with FATF   

Pakistan must endeavor to avert the Indian efforts to blacklist Pakistan through 

FATF. To this end, Pakistan has pursued legislations and implementation of the 

money laundering measures which convinced the FATF to keep Pakistan under 

monitoring till February 2021. Pakistan must ensure execution of all the relevant acts 

to prevent financing of the terrorists and earn the global support. Moreover, Pakistan 

need to form its stance on the global reports regarding Indian involvement in terror 

financing which has become evidence of Indian terror sponsorship in Pakistan and 

other neigbouring states. The recent report of US Treasury Department‘s Financial 

Crimes Enforcement Network (FinCEN) has exposed the Indian involvement in 

money laundering for terrorism in the region thus providing a sound base to 

Pakistan‘s efforts of Indian association in Islamophobia and terror sponsoring (Anis, 

2020). Pakistan has to project Indian money laundering activities to the world in order 

to bring it in focus of the FATF agenda. 
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7.4 Research and Academic Front  

India has created false literature against Pakistan and its involvement in 

different terror sponsorship whereas Pakistan has only relied on clarifying its position 

to the world community. In order to combat Indian maneuvers, Pakistan has to 

encourage its academia and scholars to pursue Indian ambitions and expose its 

Hindutva based policies to the world community. The scholars must be encouraged to 

expose Indian atrocities, discriminatory policies and human rights violations through 

research work  (Saif-ur-Rehman, 2020). Separate think tanks must be established 

through public – private partnership in order to present solid evidence of Indian 

negativity and its increased trajectory. Pakistan should also engage foreign think tanks 

and scholars to raise voice in support of Pakistan‘s peace initiatives and Indian 

disengagement acts. The world forums must be alarmed through different seminars at 

regional and international levels that Indian discriminatory and interference policies 

would trigger the conflict risking regional and global peace. Moreover, the global and 

regional institutions must be aware that such conflict would bring devastation to the 

human life and their investment therefore; they should pursue India to refrain from 

such initiatives. These academicians must be asked to engage the Indian likeminded 

people and scholars to criticize the Modi‘s Hindutva based policies and alarm the 

public about the negative results and implications (Khan, 2020). 

7.5 Military Front 

India enjoys qualitative and quantitative superiority over Pakistan in terms of 

conventional armed forces, air power and technology which has recently been further 

augmented through acquiring advanced military equipment from different countries in 

the garb of Laddakh conflict with China. Indian military superiority has changed the 

statements of the military command which have become more aggressive against 
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Pakistan and China. In order to balance out Indian superiority, Pakistan aligned itself 

with China. Pakistan must not compromise on acquiring state of the art equipment to 

meet the future challenges of Indian leadership. In case of any successful 

misadventure against the sovereignty of Pakistan, Indian Hindutva influenced 

leadership would get more encouraged thereby gaining more strength and would not 

hesitate to interfere militarily again and again to subdue Pakistan.  

7.5.1 Defensive Offensive Strategy  

In past, Pakistan has been following the policy of engaging India through 

dialogue which was taken as policy of appeasement and a symbol of weakness by 

India. However, the present Pakistani government under PM Imran Khan has changed 

the policy and urged Indian government to resume dialogue on equal footings. 

Moreover, with the violation of the UN resolutions on Kashmir taking unilateral 

decisions in the region, the process of dialogue has been stopped by Pakistan and will 

not resume until they stop such acts (Khan P. I., Genoside in Kashmir and possible 

war with India, 2019). Pakistan Army has shot down many Indian quad copters 

crossing into Pakistan in the right to defend its territorial sovereignty. During the 

February 2019 crisis, Pakistan maturely handled the situation and in response to 

Indian air attacks, Pakistan carried out air strikes inside India and also shot down two 

Indian aircrafts which violated its air space. Such policy of defensive offensive, would 

deter India to undertake such misadventure in future therefore Pakistan should follow 

the policy of restraint however in case of aggression, Pakistan should respond in the 

same manner with full strength. Pakistan must consistently respond aggressively to 

Indian spying and Cease fire violations (ISPR, 2020). 
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7.5.2 Nuclear deterrence  

Modi‘s government has been trying to target Pakistan for illegal procurement 

of nuclear weapons technology and technical knowhow (German state govt rebukes 

Pakistan for trying to procure nuclear know-how illegally, 2020). Referring to a state 

report from Germany, Indian media criticized Pakistan for its illegal activities in the 

past thereby maligning Pakistan. 

Pakistan has successfully deterred India to wage full scale war against 

Pakistan through maintenance of 2
nd

 strike capability in the face of full spectrum 

deterrence. Due to Indian ambitions to pursue advanced nuclear and ballistic missile 

programme with air defence system to defy any threat from Pakistan, Pakistan must 

maintain credible deterrence through nuclear advancement  (Arif, 2020).  

7.6 Foreign Policy Front 

 Bilateral Relations with India  

Indian government always pursued the policy to isolate Pakistan through 

aggressive measures and linked all terror attacks with Pakistan. It refused to resume 

talks with Pakistan despite its offer on the plea that ‗terror and talks cannot go 

together‘ (Sharma N. A., 2019). India refused to accept the reality that Pakistan has 

faced the real threat of terror and contributed to eliminate the menace and 

phenomenon from its soil. Pakistan tried to convince the world that terror attacks 

inside India must be considered in the context of Indian aggression and human rights 

violations against the Kashmiri people who have been cornered on the basis of 

Islamophobia. Pakistan must continue its policy of projecting the Indian atrocities and 

the resultant resentment. Moreover, India must be made to understand that the 

common problems such as economic development, improved education, and strict 
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measures against non-state actors, people to people disconnect, pollution, COVID-19 

and other diseases must remain in focus which would improve the living conditions of 

both the public.  

Pakistan must engage Congress leaders and alarm them against the 

implications of the rising Hindutva which would would endanger the Indian secular 

and democratic society. The Indians needs to understand that under Hindutva 

ideology, challenging all neighbours including China and Pakistan in border disputes 

with no regard for the international agreements and resolutions would further degrade 

Indian economy. Moreover, decoupling from China under the environment of already 

contracting economy, surging unemployment and pandemic influenced economy 

would further squeeze Indian economy (Feng, July 2020). 

Pakistan should remain committed to peace through dialogue in order to 

convince the international community that peace is the first choice for conflict 

resolution. Moreover, in India there are people who support dialogue process with 

Pakistan and other neighbouring countries and criticize Modi‘s policies. According to 

some Indian think tanks, India should use other options including dialogue to change 

the calculus in Pakistan considering the security environment of the region and China 

– Pakistan strategic relations since dialogue process never stops even during war time 

as well (Saran, 2018). India should not disrupt the dialogue process despite public 

pressure. Instead of transforming relations, India should manage the relations with 

Pakistan and for that we can engage Pakistan army in talks like US, China and 

Afghanistan (Sabarwal, 2018).  

 Kashmir Policy 

The suspension of special status of Kashmir and its complete annexation with 

India unilaterally against the wishes of the people violating UN resolutions reflects 
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BJP‘s intent to continue such expansionism which would endanger the regional and 

global peace. India issued a new political map incorporating Pakistani Kashmir and 

GB as parts of India thus trying to change the rules and focus of games. Moreover, 

Indian government is trying to change the demography of the region through 

continuous settlement of Hindus and demanded the UN to drop the agenda from its 

list being the unresolved overdue agenda.  

In order to counter Indian maneuvers, Pakistan through successful diplomatic 

efforts, projected the Indian oppressive policies in the state of Jammu and Kashmir 

and urged the world community to force India to refrain from such initiatives. Based 

on Pakistan‘s successful campaign, the International crisis group – a Brussels based 

organization condemned the BJP‘s initiative in violation to the UN resolution and 

already agreed Indian stance warning of dire consequences. The organization stand 

for immediate plebiscite in the region as reversal of the decision may not be possible 

for BJP or any other government (Sarfaraz, 2020). Today, the world has realized that 

without a permanent solution to the issue, peace in the region is unlikely. To this end, 

Dr Claude Rakisits has offered a way forward to address the issue through 

referendum under supervision of the UN (Rakisits, 2020).  

In order to respond, Indian terrorism in the region, Pakistan also issued its new 

political map showing Indian Occupied Kashmir (IOK) as part of Pakistan thus 

downplaying Indian efforts and expansionist policies (Siddiqui N. , In landmark 

move, PM Imran unveils 'new political map' of Pakistan, 2020). This new political 

map of Pakistan incorporates Gujrat‘s Junagarh and Sir Creek Areas as part of 

Pakistan (Withers, 2020). Moreover, Pakistan displayed its new map during Shingai 

Cooperation Organization (SCO) meeting of the security advisors in September 2020 

and rejected Indian objection (Islamabad hails map triumph over Delhi at SCO, 2020). 
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On the other hand, Pakistan announced holding elections in Gilgit Baltistan (GB) 

thereby declaring it 5
th

 province of Pakistan which has invited critique and protests 

from India putting forward their claims on the region (Hussain S. , 2020). In response 

to Indian initiatives in Kashmir, Pakistan‘s policy of responding in the same way will 

down play BJP‘s stance about the region thus inviting criticism domestically. Pakistan 

being a peace loving country would never initiate war with India however, in response 

to Indian atrocities and its violation of the UN conventions, Pakistan should continue 

its diplomatic efforts to support the freedom struggle and gain support of the world 

community to keep Kashmir alive. PM Imran Khan‘s efforts at UN, OIC and other 

forums will ensure relevance of Pakistan in the regional and global environment with 

reference to Kashmir.  

Map 7.2  

Political Map of Pakistan 

 

Pakistan must also urge the world community for the plebiscite so as to 

address the issue in accordance with the desires of the people. Pakistan does not 

recognize article 370 since Kashmir does not form part of India rather it is a disputed 
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region which has to be resolved bilaterally in accordance with the UN resolutions 

(Yousaf, 2020). Pakistan must support the bilateral issue of Kashmir be addressed 

according to the wishes of the people and we want to hold plebiscite. Pakistan is ready 

to include GB and Pakistani Kashmir for such referendum (Yousaf, 2020). Moreover, 

Pakistan must improve the infrastructure in Kashmir and GB areas to strengthen its 

military movements and also respond effectively to any Indian misadventure. Such 

developments would improve the quality of life of the people thereby getting the 

inclination of the people of the Indian occupied Kashmir. In such initiative, China and 

Pakistan have planned infrastructure development in Kashmir and GB under CPEC 

project (Elmer, 2020). Pakistan must refrain from offering dialogue till positive 

policies are introduced by India and it shows intent not to derail dialogue in case of 

any terror attack and also resolution of the issue. 

 Indus water treaty (IWT)  

With the accession of Jammu and Kashmir as Union Territories, India has 

violated all the bilateral and international conventions and resolutions. India is now in 

a position to divert the water flowing from Indian Kashmir into Pakistan in order to 

starve the country reclaiming it as internal issue. India has already planned 

construction of certain dams on the rivers. Pakistan has to counter Indian plans of 

controlling the water of the rivers and challenging the Indus water treaty. In this 

regard, international community and the World Bank must be sensitized that India be 

forced to abide by the Indus Water Treaty (IWT) and do not violate the international 

and bilateral agreements since it would take both the countries to the brink of nuclear 

war. Pakistan must also develop plans to threaten India by urging China to divert 

waters of rivers flowing from Tibet to India which has already become a threat for 
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India in the context of Laddakh conflict. Moreover, Pakistan should try to develop 

more storage capacity and construct dams in order to counter the Indian threats.  

7.7 Measures to be undertaken by India 

BJP government has to revisit its policies of discrimination and terror in order 

to create environment for peaceful engagement with Pakistan and trade growth.  

 The growing Indian population dictates environment for trade and 

economic regional integration, which is possible through maintaining 

cordial relations with its neighbours including Pakistan. As fas as 

Pakistan is concerned, India must become stakeholder in CPEC with 

China and Pakistan thus creating economic opportunities for its people.  

 To improve its relations with Pakistan, India must improve the 

condition of Muslims living in India and also disengage its terror 

policies inside Pakistan.  

 Dialogue process must continue between the two neighbours depite all 

the odds so as to continue with the path to peace. India must look at the 

terror incidents occurring in Pakistan and the sacrifices being served by 

Pakistani nation. Moreover, to address the issue of terrorism, India – 

Pakistan must join hands to initiate anti-terror mechanism to combat 

the menace and also ensure implementation of joint strategy thus not 

allwong any thrird party interference to derail the dialogue process. 
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CONCLUSION 

Dialogue is the most effective way of resolving conflicts. 

Tenzin Gyatso 

The ideological based division of South Asia into Pakistan and India further 

enraged the Hindu nationalism which pursued Hindu identity under Hindutva 

philosophy. Their non acceptance of Pakistan and complex oriented policy to impose 

Hindu identity over the region remained the major cause of insecurity in the region. 

To execute its Hindutva ideology in true spirit for discrimination against the Muslims 

and to gain the lost glorious civilization, Hindutva forces played its cards of Babri 

Masjid demolition and later Gujrat massacre to earn Hindu majority vote. It turned the 

political tide in favour of Hindu nationalists and through consistant efforts, they rose 

to the centre of Indian politics. With the arrival of BJP to the centre of Indian politics, 

Modi led BJP found greater opportunity to drive anti – Muslims and anti – Pakistan 

policies domestically, regionally and also at global front to malign Pakistan and drive 

‗superior‘ identity of Hindutva through regional hegemony. The expanding Hindutva 

base forced BJP to start direct interference in the internal dynamics of neighbouring 

countries including Pakistan thereby challenging their sovereignty and risking 

regional security. Such policies have further enhanced Hindutva drive through 

enhanced public support and would urge other Indian political parties to adopt similar 

policies for political gains thus leading to further spread of Hindutva philosophy 

indirectly. However, with the intense and befitting response from Pakistan, Indian 

strategy failed and would force Indian think tanks to think before adopting offensive 

strategy. 

Today, the Muslims of India are suffereing the Hindutva based massacre and 

discrimination initiated by the Modi government in the form of CAA, NRC and state 
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sponsored killings. The prolonged curfew in the region of Jammu and Kashmir has 

proved the real bias of the residents. The suspension of article 370 and 35A of the 

Indian constitution are draconian acts which have been condemned world wide. 

Pakistan has rejected the decisions of Indian government taken unilaterally on the 

bilateral issues.   

On the other hand, Pakistan launched comprehensive and proportionate 

information campaign and foreign policy to expose Indian sponsored Islamophobia 

and terror policies inside Kashmir and Pakistan. With the recent Indian twisted crisis 

with China, Nepal and Pakistan, India became exposed to the global peace loving 

community thereby creating environment for Pakistan to exploit these fault lines and 

enhance its global and regional influence. However, to make effective standing in the 

world against India, Pakistan has to economically prosperous, diplomatically 

energetic, militarily balanced and politically peaceful. 

Pakistan has the opportunity to further expose Indian acts of Hindutva through 

which BJP government has endeavored to destabilize Pakistan and damage its CPEC 

project. The Indian involvement in the terror strikes, funding of the TTP and other 

organizations with the objectives to create instability and separatist movements inside 

Pakistan have already been confessed by the arrested Indian spy Kulboshan yadev 

which can prove fruitful in exposing Indian designs. Pakistan should also take a tough 

stance with regards to Kashmir and terror thereby maintaining that Kashmir is a 

bilateral issue and India should respect the wishes of the people and the international 

and bilateral resolutions on the issue. With regards to terror, Pakistan has already 

convinced the world community that it is a global phenomenon and should be handled 

through presenting a united front. In the presence of credible evidence, Pakistan 

should be able to take action against those responsible for the attacks in IOK. 
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Moreover, Pakistan has also suggested the world community that resentment of the 

locals of Jammu and Kashmir should not be neglected in the environment of atrocities 

shaped under Hindutva policies. 

Today, India under Modi government has been exposed to the world 

community as the most irresponsible state which has threatened the peace of the 

region. The Hindutva behavior of Indian government may take more negative steps if 

not properly managed by the international community which would risk the regional 

peace and Indian unity. The threat of civil war is looming in India between the Hindu 

majority and Muslims minority which is approximately 12% of the total Indian 

population. Therefore, the world community will have to take stern action on the BJP 

policies and similarly, the Congress and the intellectual community of India would 

have to resist the Hindutva onslaught.  

With the current policies on both sides, India and Pakistan would further 

severe their relations thus leading to more negative steps against each other. The 

current policies of both the countries are detrimental to regional peace and domestic 

growth and welfare which would never be fruitful for the two neighbouring nations. 

To achieve peace and economic growth, the governments on both sides must revisit 

their policies against each other and initiate comprehensive dialogue with each other. 

The dialogue process must not be hindered by any terror attack. 
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