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Protests weren’t about rape, 
they were about misgovernance

It’s just that politicians, so unused to listening to 
(or even acknowledging) the vox populi, the Delhi 
outrage against the horrific rape has caught the 
political classes flat-footed, without an answer.

Anant Rangaswami, Dec 24, 2012

“A pology on yesterday’s police excess 
not enough. UPA must atone by get-
ting Govt to issue an Ordinance to 

amend the rape law. No talk or gas,” said Subra-
maiam Swamy on Twitter this morning.

“Do Delhi protesters have a credible representa-
tive? I can take their suggestions/demands to 
the Government. Can’t media channelize this?,” 
Milind Deora asked on twitter last evening.

Two politicians, from parties that hate each 
other, both missing the wood for the trees.

To Dr. Swamy, I’ll say – there are no need for 
new laws. There are, and there have always 
been, enough laws for crimes such as rape. To 
Milind Deora, I’ll say – there have always been, 
and there still are, credible representatives.

It’s just that politicians, so unused to listen-

ing to (or even acknowledging) the vox populi, 
the Delhi outrage against the horrific rape has 
caught the political classes flat-footed, without 
an answer.

Make no mistake about the current manifesta-
tion of the peoples’ anger – this is not just about 
rape, as they simplistically, foolishly and dan-
gerously view it.

This is about the anger of people of India (non-
voters included, which makes it so difficualt for 
the political classes to deal with it) about the 
way they have been taken for a ride decade after 
decade in state after state.

Less then 24 hours after the Delhi rape incident, 
I spoke to Anuradha Kapoor from Swayam, a 
Kolkata based NGO which works in the area of 
violence against women. She had just landed 
in New Delhi, on her way back to Kolkata from 
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New York, and had just about absorbed the 
details of the development. On the phone, she 
sounded mentally exhausted.

“Swayam has been fighting this for 16 years,” 
she said.

Sixteen years of fighting against the apathy, dis-
interest, irresponsibility and corruption in the 
police forces, in the local government, against 
the state government.

There are many Anuradha Kapoors in India, in 
different cities and different states in the coun-
try, who will have similar tales to relate. Some 
will talk about apathy, disinterest and callous-
ness in issues regarding water, others would 
have been fighting (on behalf of citizens) on 
caste discrimination, some on primary health 
issues, some on the woes of the commuter, 
some on corruption, some on land-grabbing.

The issues will be many, in many parts of the 
country, and in different parts of the same state.

What will be common is the manifestation of 
the outrage. The people will rise, as they have 
done in Delhi, and they’ve reached a point when 
mere words will not calm them down.

This is a turning point, a tipping point, reached 
after people have reached a breaking point. 
Politicians have proven, time and again (espe-
cially as they did in the case of the Lokpal move-
ment), that they can pay scant regard to public 
needs and yet get re-elected.

The Delhi reaction to the rape is an extraordi-
nary instance of how the public can change the 
goal-posts, the rules of the game and how the 
game is played.

That is what is causing the authorities in Delhi 
and in the central government to seem to have 
no clue on how to deal with the situation. It’s 
all unfamiliar territory; they’re unused to citi-
zens who are not frightened of a police uniform; 
they’re unused to citizens not accepting the as-
surances of the administrators, the bureaucrats 
and the politicians.

The Delhi protest is just the beginning. We’ll see 
more such protests, erupting across the coun-
try without notice, energized by social media. 
People will gather in hundreds and thousands 
braving the police lathis, barricades tear gas, 
section 144 and even arrest.

It’s a clear signal to politicians and government 
servants. It’s no longer enough for them to be 
elected or appointed. They have to realise that 
they exist for the people and need to work for 
the people.

Or the people will make their existence a misery 
and eject them.

This is the beginning of a new era: the account-
able politician and the accountable government 
servant. To both these classes, I’ll say: be afraid. 
Be very afraid. Because the citizen is no longer 
afraid of you.
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Outrage was overdue but 
anger alone won’t discourage rape

We need to rethink our demands because lynch mobs 
cannot make a city rape-proof. Women will not be 

safe as long as they are judged for virtue and 
contained by a long list of don’ts.

Jay Mazoomdaar,  Dec 24, 2012

N othing will stop rape. Not even harsher 
penalties.  Murderers get death but 
thousands still get killed. Rape, like all 

crimes, can only be discouraged (read here). 
But demanding castration or death for rapists 
will not achieve that.

Fear of punishment is the most effective deter-
rent for any crime. Rapists enjoy better than an 
even chance because of the low conviction rate. 
Unless prosecution improves, judges who rarely 
find grounds for awarding jail terms will be less 
inclined to hand out stricter punishment. While 
fast-track courts are a must to cut judicial delay, 
they will serve no purpose without prompt in-
vestigation and sound prosecution.

For that, the process needs to be overhauled 
from stage one. At present, cops usually do all 
they can to intimidate and dissuade victims. 
So, all FIRs against rape should be lodged in-
camera and every rape-related FIR should be 
referred to a special gender cell set up in every 
police district. These dedicated cells should 
monitor all rape investigations to help build 
sound prosecution cases.

The laws must be strengthened but only the rar-
est of rare rape cases should be treated on a par 
with murder. Blanket death penalty will only 
encourage rapists to kill their victims. The defi-
nition of rape must include all kinds of penetra-
tion and not only penile. Laws should also drop 
terms such as teasing or modesty. Determining 
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an act of rape cannot have anything to do with 
a victim’s morality which is anyway a subjective 
consideration.

Not only our cops ( see why they need to change 
their attitudes here), society itself seeks justi-
fication when a bar dancer or a sex worker is 
raped. We rightfully debate the character of a 
sexual assault victim to determine the veracity 
of her charges. As long as the majority, women 
included, discriminate among victims on the 
basis of perceived virtue, some rapes will appear 
less unacceptable than the rest. In an increas-
ingly less “virtuous” society, that only amounts 
to condoning rape.

Rights activists are against having any misuse 
clause in rape laws, lest it further inconvenience 
genuine victims, but the perception that women 
frequently use rape charges for blackmailing 
hurts victims more. With checks in place, cops 
will not have the excuse to prejudge every rape 
charge. The onus will be on the judiciary which 
knows better than to penalise a complainant for 
the prosecution’s failure.

It may sound like a distraction at this emotive 
hour but while we talk of the big bad cities, 
sex crimes are more common in villages where 
under-reporting is near absolute. Rural women 
are often rape fodder for settling political scores 
or family feuds. They are also raped when they 
seek or find a voice. When such cases do rarely 
surface in the media, they do not shock the 
candle-happy urban middleclass.

The outraged crowd at Delhi’s India Gate is not 
obliged to fight for women it cannot identify 
with. But even within an urban environment, 
the focus of this anger is on sexual assaults 
committed by strangers, which are less than 10 
per cent of all reported cases. Will the demand 
for death penalty cover marital rape? Can all 
the fathers, uncles, husbands, brothers, cousins, 
teachers, friends and colleagues be policed 24×7 
inside four walls?

Also, do we ourselves make it easier for stran-
gers to sexually assault women? We teach every 
girl since childhood those charters of safety: 
how they should dress and behave, where they 
should not go without male escorts, which 
places they should avoid altogether. These com-

mandments have become the benchmark for 
propriety. The moment a woman breaks or is 
forced to break these rules, it sends signals to 
predatory men: she is either vulnerable or of 
loose morals.

Imagine Delhi or any Indian city without these 
safety codes. The so-called provocative clothes 
stop being so when too commonplace. No 
unescorted woman appears easy meat when too 
many of them are out in the late hours. But it is 
far more challenging to break these social stere-
otypes than to breach security cordons outside 
Parliament.

Of course, freedom always demands its price 
and both men and women pay for foolhardi-
ness. But can we really demand a safe, gender-
neutral society if the entries on a woman’s list 
of don’ts grossly outnumber those on a man’s? 
And is there any merit in continuing with this 
disparity since the woman is clearly not any 
safer for it?

What happened to the 23-year-old a week ago 
defies the vilest of imagination. Hundreds of 
sexual offences that occur daily, and mostly un-
der the media radar, are rarely half as vicious. 
The anger at India Gate is justified but it should 
not miss the larger picture of almost routine 
sexual assaults that gnaw away at the very idea 
of womanhood.

Destruction of public property or lynch mobs 
cannot make any city rape-proof. Even if every 
cop on VIP duty is put on patrolling, there will 
never be enough boots protecting us on every 
road, lane and home. Making investigation and 
prosecution swift and effective requires not only 
training and capacity building but also a signifi-
cant change in mindset. Our police cannot be 
very different from us.

Rape will really be discouraged only when no 
girl finds herself unprotected in a crowd, when 
no woman is asked why she was out in such 
company at such an hour. And while we are 
busy defining and deterring sexual assault, let 
us demand that stripping women in public be 
made a heinous crime. Thousands of disenfran-
chised tribal and dalit women who are routinely 
paraded naked will be grateful to their educated 
city-sisters.
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If Maoists demonstrate, 
I can’t go meet them, says Shinde

FP Staff, Dec 24, 2012

T he Home Minister said he felt bad for the 
protesters who were at the receiving end 
of police action on Sunday at India Gate, 

but said it was impractical to expect the govern-
ment or its leaders to directly engage with those 
protesting against the gangrape of a 23-year-0ld 
woman.

Ruling out the possibility of meeting 
with the protesters at India Gate, Shinde 
said,”Tomorrow Maoists may demonstrate I 
cannot go and meet them.”

Watch Video

“Everyone will ask of every government… We 
should not go anywhere. Tomorrow 100 adi-
vasis can be killed Chhattisgarh or Gadchiroli, 
can the government go there? It is because this 
is Delhi you want us to go there,” he said in an 
exclusive interview with CNN-IBN.

The Home Minister pointed out that he had met 
with the protesters as had Congress president 
Sonia Gandhi and they shouldn’t have taken the 
law into their own hands despite receiving as-
surances from the government.

“I understand the anger of the people. But the 
student agitation was taken over by politicians 
yesterday…You mean the government should 
keep quiet? No that cannot be,” he said, refus-
ing to formally tender an apology.

However, the Home Minister said he felt bad for 
those who were innocent but had been pun-
ished.

He promised action against crimes against 
women and a meeting of DGPs and Chief Sec-
retaries will take place on 4 January to discuss 
tackling crime against women across the coun-
try.

“The actions we have taken at different levels I 
will not mention..I am also sensitive,” he said.

He also said that he would also take suggestions 
from all quarters to work on ensuring the safety 
of women.

Despite the numerous demands for the resig-
nation of the Delhi police commissioner, the 
Home Minister said he would evaluate the de-
mand only after calm was restored in the city.

“At the time of this situation I do not want to 
talk about these things. When the situation is 
calm and quiet I will think about it….I will not 
spare anyone,” he said.

“I have some information that senior police 
officers are also coming under suspension,” 
Shinde said.

He ruled out a special session of Parliament to 
discuss additional legislation to tackle crimes 
against women and said that he had formed 
a three member committee to come up with 
suggestions on amendments for existing laws 
within one month.

“There is no need for a special session of Parlia-
ment, you will see the action we are doing. You 
will see that we don’t need a special session,” 
Shinde said.
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The PM”s “Theek Hai?” remark is generating 
heat in the corridors of the I&B Ministry 

and the PMO.

Sanjay Singh,  Dec 26, 2012

PM’s ‘Theek Hai?’ sets off 
a war in PMO and ministry

“T heek Hai?” asked the PM after re-
cording his message to an agitated 
nation on the Delhi gangrape. The 

remark, meant to be for those doing the record-
ing, was telecast without editing. It has set off a 
virtual war in the PMO and the Information and 
Broadcasting (I&B) ministry.

The ‘Theek Hai?’ set off much tittering amidst 
the Twitterati, but in New Delhi’s corridors of 
power, it has had more serious repercussions. 
Even as five Doordarshan staffers were sus-
pended yesterday for dereliction of duty (they 

apparently arrived late for the recording, which 
then got done by ANI), a full blown blame-game 
has started among officials in I&B and the PMO.

Fingers are being pointed at the PM’s commu-
nications adviser Pankaj Pachauri, a former TV 
journalist with NDTV. Why did he show such 
undue haste? Was the situation so alarming that 
the PM had to go on air immediately without 
waiting for the Doordarshan crew or even an 
announcement about the address?

Why was the established protocol, of using only 
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the government-owned Prasar Bharti or Doord-
arshan in all programmes featuring the Prime 
Minister, given the go-by? Why was a private 
party, ANI, preferred over the public broad-
caster? Why was an unedited recording fed live 
to the TV media when it was the PM himself 
speaking? Why was the PM allowed to record 
without the aid of a teleprompter (he was seen 
trying to read from a written script)?

A senior official at Prasar Bharti told Firstpost 
that not only did the incident subject the PM to 
ridicule on the social media, but Doordarshan, 
which was asked to come for the recording, 
did not even know when the message was to be 
broadcast. The Doordarshan bosses came to 
know about it only when private news channels 
started broadcasting a deferred live feed from 
the ANI recording. The official broadcaster was 
the last to telecast it after the recording had 
already made the headlines. Officials in Prasar 
Bharti, which runs DD and All India Radio, said 
this was the first time in history such a goof-up 
had happened.  More so when private chan-
nels pay ANI for every feed that they get from it 
whereas Doordarshan feeds are free.

While initial reports suggested that the sched-
uled time for recording was 9.30 am, sources 
said the actual time was 10.30 am and 9.30 
am was only the reporting time for the camera 
crew and other technical staff of Doordarshan. 
ANI was also asked to be the there to record it. 
Doordarshan staffers were told at 7.15 am that 
they had to go to the Prime Minister’s residence 
at 7 Race Course Road for the purpose. Since it 
involved the Prime Minister, all the equipment 
had to be properly tested before moving them. 
The five employees, now suspended, were con-
sidered to be the best of the lot in Doordarshan, 
which is why they were chosen in the first place.

By the time they moved towards the PM’s 
residence, traffic movement in that area had 
been blocked or restricted as part of prohibi-
tory measures to prevent a further gathering of 
crowds protesting against the gangrape at India 
Gate and Vijay Chowk. The Doordarshan crew  
reported at 9.40 pm at the PM’s residence, but 
by then the ANI recording had already started.

Senior officials say there was no urgency to do 
this, and those concerned in the PMO should 
have understood the reasons for the 10-minute 
delay in the crew’s arrival and accepted it as 
unavoidable. But the PM had apparently told 
Pachauri that he was ready and whenever eve-
rything was place, he should be informed. The 
communication advisor said the camera was in 
place and he should start recording right away. 
Two of Pachauri’s colleagues, director-level of-
ficials Muthu Kumar and Binoy Job, who had 
been handling such recordings in the past, had 
been kept away this time.

When the “Theek hai?” remark at the end of 
the address went viral on Twitter, sources said 
Pachauri spoke to I&B Minister Manish Tewari 
and sought action against the Doordarshan 
staffers for reporting late. Some asked whether 
Pachauri was trying to shift the blame this way. 
A high level inquiry has now been ordered to get 
to the bottom of the issue.

Some I&B officials blame the goof-up on the 
DD News brass and the concerned officials in 
the ministry in Shastri Bhawan. “Someone at 
the top should have constantly monitored the 
situation and seen the feed and edited tape be-
fore giving an okay for its telecast.” A half-hour 
delay would not have caused any harm, particu-
larly when there was no pre-announced time for 
the telecast. As it is, the PM had already issued 
an appeal before recording his actual address to 
the nation.

Another official said Pachauri, a former NDTV 
India journalist, was brought in as replacement 
to the PM’s former media adviser Harish Khare 
in order to handle 24 x 7 TV channels better. 
Thanks to the “Theek Hai?” fiasco, he is now 
under pressure.

The blame-game may get worse once the in-
quiry gets underway.
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MP Abhijit Mukherjee’s reaction: 
Painted women protesting, not students:

 “I have seen these women speaking on TV. These 
women who are dented and painted, and come 

for protests don’t look like students,” 
Abhijeet Mukherjee said. 

FP Staff,  Dec 27, 2012

W hile many in India may see the pro-
tests in Delhi a sign of protest against 
the treatment of women in the coun-

try, President Pranab Mukherjee‘s son and MP 
Abhijeet Mukherjee claimed that the women 
participating in the protests were “pretty wom-
en who were dented and painted”.

In an interview to ABP Ananda,  Abhijeet 
Mukherjee said, “This is almost like the Pink 
Revolution. These women who are protesting 
have no contact with ground reality.”

“These pretty women, dented and painted, who 
come for protests are not students. I have seen 
them speak on television, usually women of this 
age are not students,” he said in Bengali.

He said that students, who go to discotheques, 
think it is a fashion statement to hold candles 
and protest.

Mukherjee’s comments drew flak from women 
politicians including Brinda Karat and Smriti 
Irani, who said the comments were extremely 
obnoxious and demanded a public apology.

His comments come at a time when the whole 
nation is seething over the brutal rape of a 
23-year-old Delhi girl who is fighting for her 
life. She was admitted to the the Safdarjung 
Hospital on 16 December and was moved to 
the Mt Elizabeth Hospital last night for further 
treatment. Her condition remains critical.

Watch Video
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Take a bow Delhi, the nerve 
centre of bravehearts

Delhi seems to be poised to become India’s greatest 
city: cosmopolitan and with a large professional 

educated class which is spirited and eager to 
fight for democratic spaces. 

Sagarika Ghose,  Jan 2, 2013

A determined crowd of Delhi youngsters 
has done what countless seminars by 
sarkari feminists could not accomplish: 

put safety of women slap bang at the centre 
of the political discourse. Safety for women 
is normally the very lowest priority, an issue 
imprisoned in the zenana dabba of a handful of 
dedicated rights activists, an issue sneered at by 
both male and female netas. Does any politician 
worth his salt really care about the Ministry of 
Women and Child Development?

But in those chilly December days, as thousands 
of young women and men streamed out into the 
streets of Delhi, braving not only the bitter cold 
but also lathis, tear gas and water cannons, it 
was impossible not to feel proud of Delhi and 
proud of the way a historic mobilisation was 
achieved for—of all the neglected causes–the 
safety of women. In fact, time and time again, 
a conscientious citizenry of this once famously 
sleepy city, has turned out for the causes it is 
moved by, whether for Jessica Lal in 2006 when 
the courts first acquitted Manu Sharma, or for 
the Anna Hazare agitation and now for Brave-
heart.

As Mumbai reels under the schizophrenia of 
celebrity and urban decay, its famous spirit 
dampened by the aggressive vigilantism by its 
sons-of-the-soil, as Chennai and Kolkata remain 
centres of a predominantly regional identity, 
Delhi seems to be poised to become India’s 
greatest city: cosmopolitan and with a large 
professional educated class which is spirited 
and eager to fight for democratic spaces from 
campaigns on firecrackers to air pollution and 
now safety of women.

The crowds which first began to gather at India 
Gate in the last week of December were marked 
by an astounding cross- class character. Moth-
ers from Shahadra, researchers from Delhi 
University, RJs, call centre employees, writers, 
RWA members, schoolgirls, and the tireless 
members of the Jawaharlal Students Union who 
spearheaded the protests. Manmohan Singh 
and the UPA have launched far reaching eco-
nomic changes through reforms, yet forgotten 
the hoary Marxian analysis of base and super-
structure. The government has been unable to 
understand how rapidly the social and cultural 
superstructure has changed with transforma-
tions of the economic base.

A proliferating service sector, the rise of scores 
of new professions, the spread of vocational 
study centres, (however iffy their standards) 
have produced a Facebook and Twitter empow-
ered generation, spurred on in their anger by 
24*7 aggressive news media and aspiring to the 
global lifestyles glimpsed at malls and on their 
App-loaded phones.

Braveheart, was in a sense, part of this new Del-
hi generation. She was 23, training to be a phys-
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iotherapist, a first generation urban, upwardly 
mobile, educated daughter of rural parents, her 
father working as a loader at the airport who 
had sold off his land to fund his daughter’s edu-
cation.The story of working class parents mak-
ing massive sacrifices to push their children into 
the educated middle class is replicated by the 
thousand not only in Delhi but across India. The 
jeans and windcheater wearing, iPod armed glo-
balised offspring of dhoti- clad, bhasha- speak-
ing parents is almost a universal trend.

The innocence of Braveheart’s situation, the 
achiever from a humble background seeking to 
live life to the fullest in the way she could afford, 
by going to see a film with a friend, using public 
transport because she was not a daughter of the 
rich, the bestial nature of the attack, immedi-
ately touched a chord in thousands of hearts. 
Braveheart was someone the urban young, and 
parents of the urban young, could immediately 
identify with.

The fact that she was with a male friend—per-
haps even a boyfriend/fiancé—is again a situa-
tion replicating itself all over India. Today many 
young people are choosing their own special 
friends to marry and risking massive parental, 
societal and khap opposition in the process. 
Love is a great subversive force against narrow 
orthodoxy. Love liberates you from class, caste 
and region. No wonder the self- styled uphold-
ers of tradition fear love so much. Braveheart 
and her friend exemplified a love in which each 
fought death to protect the other, a love and a 
friendship that so many young people today are 
prepared to risk their lives for.

I met many Bravehearts in those harrowing 
days at India Gate. The bulk of the crowd mir-
rored who Braveheart herself was, children of 
the working class with dreams in their eyes and 
courage in their hearts, striking out on their 
own without family connections and inherited 
privileges, enraged that their personal liber-
ties—the liberty to travel, dress and live the way 
they want– were being cruelly crushed because 
the state was too disconnected to care about 
them.

The protesters were the children of Manmohan-
economics not of the license permit era. They 
may not have attended elite schools and colleges 

but they were determined to assert their citizen-
ship rights and make governments responsive 
to them. I came away convinced that there is 
an entirely new urban voter out there who no 
longer upholds the fashionable dictum of “se-
cession of the successful”. Instead, they believe 
in the “engagement of the successful” or the 
aspiring- to- be- successful. Sadly, the govern-
ment and political parties have totally failed to 
understand this new youthful engaged citizen. 
The political class still lives by rather “dented 
and painted stereotypes” from the 1970s.

There is another reason why Delhi is acquiring 
an activist citizenry. Delhi’s brutal VIP culture, 
the obnoxious convoys of big shots with their 
lal batti cars and Black Cat commandos scream-
ing down busy streets, holding up traffic, often 
cause injury to citizens. The rarefied Lutyens-
land where a single VIP family lives in acreage 
allotted to entire apartment blocks, is the focus 
of enormous public resentment. Mumbai has 
the single Antilla to rail against, but Delhi has 
hundreds of Antillas—horizontal rather than 
vertical—where the occupants are perceived 
to be part of a criminalised political class that 
treats India as their playground and lives in 
grand style.

Delhi’s VIPs never stand in queue. Their escort 
cars never obey traffic rules. They are never 
short of parking space. They never face the daily 
hassles of passport officers or income tax offices 
or law courts. They never shop at public mar-
kets. Their children are never denied admission 
into schools and they always get the best seats 
at cricket matches or concerts. The excesses of 
this class of VIPs and VVIPs, comparable to the 
Tsarist elite of 19th century Russia, are a daily 
living reality for Delhi’s citizens who see the VIP 
syndrome played out in front of their eyes every 
day.

To quote Fali S Nariman, the constitutional 
jurist, who campaigned long to put an end to 
VIP privileges: “The great divide–the wall of 
separation–started with the British. The British 
could afford to rule in this fashion because they 
ruled and did not govern, and had few problems 
of governance. But the British still had a high 
sense of idealism in government service–they 
told their officials that no matter how high his 
position, he remained–first and last–a servant 
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of the people. When the British left, we kept 
the wall of separation, but discarded the ideal-
ism that inspired generations of public officials 
in British India. And over the years our public 
figures became more anti-people and more se-
cretive. My plea to those in power–shed the VIP 
syndrome–before the iron gets into your soul.”

The iron is still in the souls of Delhi’s VIPs. 
No wonder the protesters decided to clamber 
up the lamp posts of Raisina Hill, swarm to-
wards Rashtrapati Bhavan and climb the walls 
of North and South Block. They wanted to 
claim and target the symbols of VIP power as 
their own. No wonder there were banners in 
the crowd that said “The only two women who 
are safe in Delhi are Sonia Gandhi and Sheila 
Dikshit”. No wonder Kiran Bedi was moved to 
say that every VIP must travel by Delhi’s public 
transport once a week. And no wonder Arvind 
Kejriwal’s anti-VIP campaigns—such as staging 
dharnas in front of politicians’ bungalows– find 
a ready echo in Delhi.

The historic—and I use the word advisedly as 
there are few cities in the world where safety 
of women would merit such a massive protest 
movement—mobilisation after the Braveheart 
case shows what a long way Delhi has come 
from being an outcrop of Lutyens architecture 
in the middle of the rustic cow belt.

The malevolence on the streets is still unparal-
leled. Violence, rudeness and bombastic show 
of force still marks public interactions. The fact 
that every woman in Delhi is routinely pushed, 
shoved, molested, stared at or harassed ex-
plains why this case became the very last straw 
and resulted in the enormous outpouring. But 
another Delhi is emerging to challenge this very 

nastiness, another Delhi is struggling to be born 
by crawling out of the carapace of violent back-
wardness that has always characterised it.

How is Delhi different from other Indian cit-
ies today? Delhi’s thinking class is not pushed 
to the margins as in other cities. Instead, in 
numerous think tanks, foundations, centres, 
the chattering and thinking class is more ro-
bust than ever before, debating and arguing 
constantly. Campuses may be marked by the 
usual goonda elements but there is also dissent, 
youthful angst and an engagement with seri-
ous issues. The university student from Delhi 
is, in my humble opinion, a much more aware, 
articulate and serious creature than his or her 
counterpart from Mumbai. In Delhi, a politi-
cally aware and activist citizenry is ever-ready 
to rally to push the government to act, to enact 
laws and reform the police, in a manner perhaps 
still absent in any other metro in India.

Braveheart was not only a daughter of India, 
she was Delhi’s girl. The city let her down, the 
city betrayed her, but because of her other Bra-
vehearts have poured onto the streets, taking on 
police lathis often with their bare hands, raising 
their voice against VIPs, not giving up unless 
they make this city their own.

We all watched in amazement as for 13 days 
she struggled against her terrifying injuries, a 
struggle worthy of a solider in battle, a strug-
gle that made us all cry. Yet at the same time, 
I witnessed a public spirited and decent crowd 
at India Gate, a crowd which rejected the thug-
gish elements who suddenly appeared amongst 
it, a crowd which rushed to the help of consta-
ble Subhash Tomar when he fell. Changes in 
mindset, rape legislation and police reform are 
now seen as crucial national priorities because 
of that India Gate crowd. And in a sense, the 
movement itself was an agent of change, a social 
catharsis that will probably raise awareness 
more powerfully than any legal or administra-
tive changes.

In Delhi’s dark hour, standing on a foggy freez-
ing night warmed by the energies of the thou-
sands around me, I couldn’t help but feel inor-
dinately proud of my bad old town.

(Sagarika Ghose is Deputy Editor at CNN-IBN)
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23-year-old woman 
goes down fighting
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On a wing and hope: 
Gangrape survivor flown to Singapore

It’s tragic that a country of a billion people does not 
have a super speciality hospital and must send this 

critically injured young woman to Singapore. 
But then this entire story has been a story of 

our failings laid bare to us. 

Sandip Roy,  Dec 27, 2012

P erhaps for a moment we can set aside the 
conspiracy theories and just wish this 
young woman all the luck in this world 

as she travels to Singapore to a super speciality 
hospital on a foggy night in Delhi.

On the television, the anchors reassure us that 
we have the best doctors but we don’t have the 
best equipment. It’s tragic that a country of a 
billion people does not have a super speciality 
hospital and must send this critically injured 
young woman to Singapore. But then this en-
tire story has been a story of our failings laid 

bare to us. We learned that very few hospitals in 
Delhi can provide an ambulance with a ventila-
tor. This young woman has become an unlikely 
VVIP not because the government is generous 
with every aam aurat in her situation, but, be-
cause it was forced.

But at least it is reassuring that a government 
that has been so tone deaf and inept seems to 
have suddenly responded on a war footing to 
this young woman’s crisis, putting her health 
before its pride.
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“This was like a preparation for war,” said a 
news anchor.

And so it was. The secrecy, the conference calls, 
the rising anxiety over the postponed medical 
bulletin all played out in front of an increasingly 
tense nation.

It’s just tragic that it took this kind of a galva-
nisation of a national outrage and the death of 
a constable for the government to demonstrate 
its seriousness of purpose. For the government, 
the political fallout will not end here with the air 
ambulance taking off for Singapore, whatever 
happens there. It will continue to suffer griev-
ously from many self-inflicted wounds because 
it was not prepared for the level of outrage. But 
that reckoning can wait for another day.

For the rest of us, we still have to grapple with 
the fact that it took an assault as gut-wrench-
ingly brutal as this to shake us out of our torpor. 
The doctor attending on her said in his 30 years 
he had not seen a sexual assault as horrendous 
as this one. A couple of days ago traveling on 
the Metro I overheard one young man tell an-
other “Have you seen that slogan on Facebook 
– don’t tell you daughters how to dress, tell you 
sons how to behave?” His friend said yes, he 
had seen it on many friends’ pages. It was just a 
simple conversation but for the first time there 
was a small sense of something shifting in at-
titudes, not wholly but in some measure.

For the media, it was a lesson in patience, in fol-
lowing a story because it was the right thing to 
do, not just the TRPs it would bring. Watching 
the reporting of the air ambulance taking off it 
seemed there was a slew of trucks and cameras 
chasing the ambulance. If so, shame on us. One 
hopes that the media will show restraint now 
that it’s clear which hospital in Singapore she is 
going to.

Over these ten days this young girl had become 
a symbol, like the candles so many people lit in 

her name. Now, there is talk of night policing 
and fast track courts. So much change in the 
name of a girl who is at this point still nameless.

Will these changes last? Are laws made in the 
supercharged heat of the emotional moment 
really good laws? The young woman apparently 
asked if the men who did this to her had been 
caught. But will we remember the difference 
between justice and vengeance?

All those questions and debates don’t end be-
cause she has left India. It’s not like we have 
passed the buck on.

But the questions can wait for another day. For 
right now after 10 days of being a symbol, she is 
once more just a patient, a critically ill patient 
and her health trumps everything else.

In an emotionally shaking scene in the classic 
Ritwik Ghatak film Meghe Dhaka Tara (The 
Cloud-capped Star), the young sister in the san-
atorium suddenly whirls around and tells her 
brother “Dada, aami kintu bachtey cheyechhi-
laam. (But brother, I wanted to live.)”

It’s a breathtaking line, burning with fierce 
intensity.

This girl has shown that kind of will to live. 
That’s what impressed her doctors everyday. 
She had been operated on three times. She 
had gone into cardiac arrest on Christmas day. 
But she’s still hanging in there. I won’t say she 
deserves all the luck in the world because it 
implies some other victims don’t. But let’s wish 
her godspeed because in a country where it’s so 
easy to give up against a recalcitrant unchang-
ing system, she has just refused to give up.

Brother, she wants to live.
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Doctors criticise air-lifting 
of Delhi gangrape survivor to Singapore

The doctors have alleged that the decision to move 
the woman from India to Singapore was more 

political than medical.

FP Staff,  Dec 28, 2012

T he government’s decision to airlift an ex-
tremely critical patient is drawing criti-
cism from specialists who have said the 

move was more political than medical.

On the night the patient was dramatically shift-
ed out of Safdarjung Hospital’s Intensive Care 
Unit late night, rumours were flying thick and 
fast about the victim’s condition. News of her 
being shifted to Singapore took everyone by sur-
prise given the fragile condition of the woman, 
who had already suffered a cardiac arrest on 
Tuesday night.

In a stunning disclosure, a member of the ex-
pert team that was consulted by the government 
prior to her being flown in an air ambulance to 
Singapore, told the The Hindu the question they 
were asked was not whether there deficiencies 
in treatment but whether it was safe to move 
her.

Slamming the high-risk exercise, Samiran 
Nundy, chairman of the organ transplant and 
gastro-surgery departmentof Sir Ganga Ram 
Hospital told the national daily that it would 
be weeks before the possibility of an intestinal 

transplant could be considered.

“I just can’t understand why a critically ill 
patient with infection in blood and body, high 
grade fever and on the ventilator is being trans-
ferred… why hurry and take the patient out 
from a facility which works so well. It seems 
more of a political move,” he said.

Some experts have even put the possibility of a 
transplant six as being a distant as six months 
away.

The Indian Express quoted an unnamed medi-
cal source involved in her care as saying “Con-
sidering her condition, our primary aim is to 
control the spread of infection, and now the 
latest cardiac complications. She needs proper 
ICU care in the immediate future, the possibility 
of a transplant cannot even be considered for at 
least six months.”

In his statement to the press, the Kevin Loh, 
CEO of the Singapore’s Mount Elizabeth Hospi-
tal has said: “The patient is currently struggling 
against the odds, and fighting for her life…our 
medical team’s investigations upon her arrival 
at the hospital yesterday showed that in addi-
tion to her prior cardiac arrest, she also had 
infection of her lungs and abdomen, as well as 
significant brain injury.”

In an earlier statement he had said: “Prior to 
her arrival, she has already undergone three 
abdominal surgeries, and experienced a cardiac 
arrest in India. A multi-disciplinary team of 
specialists is taking care of her and doing every-
thing possible to stabilise her condition.”

http://www.firstpost.com/


Copyright © 2012 Firstpost

Gangrape and after: Why it 
was difficult to believe the government

Why is a government willing to spend crores on the 
treatment of a gangrape victim but is unwilling to 

talk from the heart to concerned people?

R Jagannathan,  Dec 28, 2012

T he distance between rulers and ruled has 
become an unbridgeable chasm in India. 
Nothing illustrates this better than the 

way in which the government has behaved vis-
à-vis the Delhi gangrape victim and the protests 
that emerged as a spontaneous response to the 
brutality.

The victim has since been flown to Singapore to 
be accorded the best possible treatment.

While Home Minister Sushil Kumar Shinde can 
certainly be believed when he says that “since 
the day of the incident, it has been our endeav-
our to provide her the best medical care” and 
that “her fluctuating health remains a big cause 
of concern to all of us” (read here),why is it not 
easy for us to accept the government’s sincerity? 
Or why would a Hindustan Times report today 
explicitly claim that Delhi Chief Minister Sheila 
Dikshit was the person who originally called for 
her treatment abroad?

Is it easy to believe Shinde today when it was 
the same person who declined to meet the 
people protesting against the gangrape on the 
ground that he wouldn’t meet Maoists either; 

isn’t he part of the same government that tried 
to use the tragic death of a policeman to prevent 
protestors from continuing their agitation; and 
isn’t he the one who said the protests should 
have died down after Sonia Gandhi had met a 
midnight delegation.

Shinde’s boss and Prime Minister addressed 
the nation with a prepared speech on this tragic 
event. Is it so difficult for a PM with three 
daughters to emote and talk to the nation from 
the heart like any anxious father would? Why 
would he need to read out a formula speech 
from a piece of paper, even forgetting, for a 
minute, the technical glitch over his “Theek 
hai?“ remark that wasn’t intended for telecast?

Why is it that no one, Sonia included, is able to 
make one sincere connect on what the nation is 
angry about? Why is it that her son and youth 
icon is missing in action, and no minister, no 
MP and no political leader from the government 
is able to converse with the crowds? Why has 
humanity itself gone missing from the govern-
ment’s engagement with its people?

Today’s newspapers tell us how alienated politi-
cians are from the people when we learn that 
the decision to shift the patient from Safdarjung 
Hospital was planned like an anti-terror opera-
tion rather than a humanitarian one.

There are more questions than answers. For 
example, why was the home ministry organ-
ising the victim’s shift to Singapore when it 
should have been the health ministry, which 
was largely kept in the dark? Why did the gov-
ernment have to create decoy ambulances and 
burqa-clad doubles at Safdarjung to shift the 
patient from the ICU in a hush-hush opera-
tion as though national security was at risk? 
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Why were the very doctors who kept her alive 
at Safdarjung not accompanying her on the air 
ambulance to Singapore?

Is the decision to shift a critical patient for bet-
ter medical care something about which the 
nation needs to be kept in the dark? Even her 
parents did not know where she was going to be 
taken till they were ready to board the flight to 
Singapore, reports The Indian Express.

It is one thing to keep the Ajmal Kasab execu-
tion secret for fear of roadblocks from human 
rights activists, quite another to pretend that a 
patient about whom the entire country is con-
cerned needs to be shifted under a heavy veil of 
secrecy.

There may be good reasons for secrecy, and 
maybe the home minister will let us know his 
reasons later, but the haste with which the 
operation was organised even after the patient 
suffered a cardiac arrest on Wednesday makes 
one doubt what this was all about. Was the pa-
tient in any condition to be moved? Or was she 
moved for non-medical reasons? According to a 
Times of India report, she faced another medi-
cal emergency in mid-air, and “went into near 
collapse” before she was rescued through the 
efforts of the doctor.

Mount Elizabeth Hospital in Singapore has 
made it clear that the patient was “extremely 
critical” – a term doctors use only when they 
think the worst cannot be ruled out. The hospi-
tal statement attributed to Dr Kevin Loh, CEO, 
noted: “As at 7 pm (Singapore time) the patient 
remains in an extremely critical condition. She 
is under treatment at Mount Elizabeth Hospi-
tal’s intensive care unit. Prior to her arrival, she 
has already undergone three abdominal surger-
ies, and experienced a cardiac arrest in India. A 
multi-disciplinary team of specialists is taking 

care of her and doing everything possible to 
stabilise her condition.”

The key question is: why was she moved? An 
Economic Times report suggests that she was 
moved for non-medical reasons. Samiran Nun-
dy of Delhi’s Gangaram Hospital is quoted as 
saying: “I cannot understand why they shifted 
the girl at a time when she is in need of critical 
care. Everyone is jumping the gun, saying that 
the girl is in need of immediate organ trans-
plant. At this stage, she doesn’t need an intes-
tinal transplant. She is suffering from infection 
and severe bleeding, and there cannot be any 
transplant when there is an infection.”

Subhash Gupta, a liver transplant expert, told 
the newspaper: “It doesn’t seem like the girl was 
transferred for medical reasons. They might 
have done it to reduce interference from the 
doctors or to give privacy to the patient, but say-
ing that she is being taken to Singapore because 
they have better treatment facility is not cor-
rect.”

As we all pray and hope that the patient ulti-
mately recovers, one can only shake one’s head 
at the enormous insensitivity and/or incapacity 
of the people who rule us to talk to us from their 
heart, as though we mattered.

There’s surely something wrong in the govern-
ment-citizen equation if the former is willing to 
spend crores in treating an individual victim, 
but is entirely unwilling to engage with thou-
sands of women fearing for their lives in a pa-
triarchal and misogynist world. Does New Delhi 
think the health of the victim is unlinked to the 
broader concerns of India’s women?

The government’s actions suggest that it views 
people as an impediment to its own political 
priorities, whatever they are.
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What one 23-year-old 
taught us

In all the stories about the 23-year old rape victim as 
braveheart, it’s worth remembering this. She had 

no intention to be a braveheart.  She was not 
planning to be an activist or a symbol. She 

just wanted to go home. 

Sandip Roy,  Dec 29, 2012

S he was 23. She came from Ballia from 
Eastern Uttar Pradesh. She was a para-
medical student. On 16 December, she 

thought she was boarding a bus. But in fact, she 
was boarding a nightmare. That nightmare has 
ended in Singapore.

That is all we really know about her. And out 
of that much we have to construct an obituary 
for her. The media gave her names. Nirbhay. 
Damini. Amanat. But as Nilanjana Roy writes 
on her blog, “Don’t tell me her name; I don’t 
need to know it to cry for her.”

In all the stories about the 23-year old rape 
victim as Braveheart, it’s worth remembering 
this. She had no intention to be a braveheart. 

She didn’t want to become a flickering candle 
on some dark street corner. She didn’t want to 
become a symbol. Of sorrow.  Of hope.  Of our 
shame. Of anything really.  Those are all identi-
ties we have given her. She just wanted to go 
home. Perhaps tell a friend what she thought of 
the movie she had just seen.

Doctors will argue whether it was wise to have 
shifted such a critically ill patient to another 
country. Stories have already been doing the 
rounds that the move was prompted more by 
politics than by medical needs.

I have no patience with those who say we must 
do this or we must do that so that she will have 
not died in vain.
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Because she did die in vain. It was a pointless, 
brutal, terrible death. She should never have 
been on death’s door just because she boarded 
a bus to go home. But in death she left us with 
some lessons about ourselves. These were les-
sons she did not teach us, but we learned them 
anyway. Hopefully.

We learned that it’s an exercise in futility to try 
and assign a hierarchy to rape as if one rape is 
more deserving of attention than the other. It’s 
a recipe for doing nothing.

We learned that it is possible to shake a country 
out of its apathy. The tragedy was that it took 
an assault as gut-wrenchingly brutal as this 
one. We found out that young people do care, 
that compassion has not just been outsourced 
to NGOs. Let’s not question why this jolted us 
more than other rapes now. Let’s be thankful we 
are capable of being jolted.

We learned that if enough people raise their 
voices a government cannot ignore them. 
Whether they are effective or not, the flurry of 
measures announced by the government counts 
for something.

We learned that safety is not about what women 
do, wear or when they go out. It’s about what 
men around them do. It’s no point making up 
rules that circumscribe women’s movement in 
order to keep them safe. Because rape can hap-
pen at home as well.

We  also learned that there will be no miracle 
solution even if we are hungry for one. Even 
as the nation was rocked by protests over her 
gangrape, other women were raped. A journal-
ist in Delhi reporting on this very story was 
“eve-teased” by a group of young men in a car. 
Another young woman in Patiala hanged her-
self because the police had not acted on her 
complaint. An MP dismissed the protesters as 
“painted and dented women.”

Last night at a book launch in Kolkata, film 
critic Samik Bandyopadhyay was talking about 
his experience of being on a board that advised 
the censor board in the seventies. He said one of 
the most horrific parts of that job was seeing a 
three-hour reel of censored clips from all kinds 
of films, all strung together without any context.  

He said over 50 percent of them, perhaps more, 
showed a woman lying on the ground and a 
group of men surrounding her. The scenes were 
all shot from very low. You could just see the 
lower halves of the bodies of the men, thrusting 
and advancing, and the woman on the ground. 
They were not necessarily touching her. Yet. 
But they kept moving towards her, in a group, 
in a pack, in a sort of horrifying menacing war 
dance.

The larger question that must haunt us is this: 
what is it about us that makes us so prone not 
just to rape but to gangrape? Why has that 
become the weapon of choice for men to exert 
power whether its over a woman in bus or a boy 
in a hostel?

There will be many articles, seminars, panels to 
address all this in days to come.

But for now let’s just remember this: The young 
woman who died just wanted to live. She want-
ed to go home after seeing The Life of Pi.

In that film, one learns that there can be two 
versions of one story. And it is up to us to 
choose the better one. It is not necessarily the 
one with the happier ending. It does not have to 
be the truer one. But we choose it because it is 
the one that allows us to go on.

The 23-year-old rape victim’s life ended at a 
Singapore hospital yesterday. It’s up to us now 
to choose how her story will end.

It could end in a hail of stones and water can-
nons. It could end in lynching mobs and rapists 
who are stoned to death. It could end in re-
criminations about how we care because this is 
a middle class girl and not a Dalit woman gath-
ering firewood.

Or it could end in a push for justice which one 
hopes will have a far more long-lasting impact 
than vengeance.

She is gone. She fought hard. And now she can 
rest in peace. She has earned that right many 
times over. But we have not.
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Can’t demand mercy for sons, 
says mother of accused

The mere fact that the latest spectrum auctions 
flopped does not mean A Raja was right with his 

pricing or that there was no big 2G scam. 

Renu,  Dec 21, 2012

K arauli (Rajasthan): She says she didn’t 
take take her five sons to Delhi for this 
day. Kalyani Devi, the mother of Ram 

and Mukesh Singh, two of the six accused in the 
Sunday’s horrific gang-rape on a moving bus in 
Delhi, has been crying ever since a Delhi police 
team picked up her youngest son, Mukesh, from 
their home in Kalladah village in Rajasthan’s 
Karauli district.

Mukesh’s elder brother Ram Singh is the prime 
accused in the case and was reportedly the 
driver of the bus in which the 23-year-old stu-
dent was brutally gangraped.

Kalyani, along with her septuagenarian hus-
band Mangi Lal, lives a destitute life in a small 
mud house with a thatched roof on the banks 
of Bhadravati river. Mukesh came to them in 
the dead of night on Monday, but a Delhi po-

lice team was close on his heels and picked him 
early Tuesday morning.

“I can’t demand mercy for them for what they 
have done, but I am worried about us… who will 
give us food now,” she says.

Kalyani says Mukesh told her that a crime had 
taken place on their bus and his brother Ram 
was missing. He thought his brother might have 
come to Karauli to escape the police. But the 
aging couple didn’t realise how horrific a crime 
they had committed before the Delhi cops ar-
rived.

She doesn’t plead mercy for her sons, but the 
frail woman has been inconsolable since Tues-
day. There’s no one to share her grief — her 
husband also breaks down at any mention of 
the incident.
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One has to walk a kilometre and a half on foot 
trails through undulating mud mounds in the 
Karauli ravines to reach Kalladah where houses 
are spread out. Bhadravati is a seasonal river 
and there’s knee-deep water in it presently. 
Mangi Lal’s house is on the other side of the 
river. One has to  balance on a used tractor tube 
placed between two wooden planks placed at 
right angles to each other. A string has been tied 
across the river for taking the tube to the oppo-
site bank.

Villages in this part of eastern Rajasthan are 
spread out in large areas with long distances be-
tween two houses. There’s no house near Mangi 
Lal’s for about half a kilometre. The couple own 
a small tract of land which they have outsourced 
for wheat farming.

Mangli Lal had a dispute with his elder brother 
over land in Kalladah. About 20 years back, the 
couple migrated to Delhi with their five sons 
and raised them doing odd jobs. The elder son, 
Raju, is a private electrician while Madhu, the 
second, works at Jal Board. Ram Singh, Suresh 
and Mukesh, work as drivers. Suresh drives 
a personal car while Ram Singh and Mukesh 
drive private buses.

Between sobs Kalyani says it was Ram Singh 
and Mukesh who looked after them in Delhi; the 
other three didn’t care for them and lived sepa-
rately.

“They were not like this. In 20 years, they have 
never committed a crime. They must have been 
in bad company. As regards alcohol, that’s com-
mon among drivers,” he manages to say before 
words fail him and tears start rolling down his 
weathered cheeks.

There’s an Indica car (No. DL 4CU 0058) 
parked at the house. There’s another vehicle 
with Delhi registration number — and Honda 
Activa (DL 1S N0237). Kalyani says Mukesh 
brought this car here four months back.

“There’s no train link between Karauli and 
Delhi so he brought this to take us to Delhi,” 
Kalyani offers as an explanation, despite not be-
ing asked.

Kalyani said that her two arrested sons took 
care of them. Image courtesy: Renu
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Why these solutions 
don’t work
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‘Hang them’ is no solution 
when 3 out of 4 rapists walk free

The real problem is the drop in rape convictions. The 
conviction rate in 1990 was 41 percent; in 2000 it was 

30 percent; in 2011 it was only 26.6 percent. 

Anil Dharker,  Dec 28, 2012

O ff with their heads! Yes, hanging has 
been suggested as one of the punish-
ments for rapists, but should the people 

making this suggestion lose their heads too?

The reaction to the horrific Delhi gangrape has 
been of white-hot anger right across the coun-
try. And why shouldn’t that be when reading 
about the revolting details of the rape fills you 
with such fury that you want to take the law 
into your own hands and lynch the men who 
did such unspeakable things to another human 
being?

But we don’t, and shouldn’t. A civilised soci-
ety must deal with even the most grisly crime 
with a calm and collected mind and according 
to the laws of the land. Yet, on television you 
had anchors in their daily state of apoplexy 
asking questions like “Why should the rapists’ 
heads be covered when they were being taken to 
jail?” “Why shouldn’t they be summarily tried 
and sentenced?” These are questions fit for the 
street, not for those who would be thought lead-
ers. The faces of those arrested are covered so 
as not to prejudice their identification parade. 
Secondly, the police may well have arrested the 
wrong man.
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Public outrage is another thing. The sponta-
neity and genuineness of the demonstrations 
and the fury of public reaction needed inspired 
leadership to quickly assuage inflamed feelings. 
Instead, the Prime Minister read (yes, read) 
his address to the nation in a tone normally 
used for Annual Reports; Sushilkumar Shinde 
showed that it’s possible to put more than two 
feet in the mouth at the same time; the hith-
erto much-admired Sheila Dikshit fell of her 
pedestal with her plea of helplessness; the BJP, 
as usual, attacked the government; Rahul and 
Sonia Gandhi, instead of seizing the moment, 
did nothing, and Arvind Kejriwal and his band 
of opportunists threw their topis into the ring.

It’s clear we are not going to get any leadership 
from this bunch in Delhi. Are we, at least, go-
ing to get some action? The government has 
appointed the Justice JS Verma Committee to 
review within one month present the laws on 
sexual assault, and with the help of suggestions 
from women’s groups, NGOs and civil soci-
ety, suggest changes and amendments to the 
present laws.

The committee will probably discard the more 
extreme suggestions made by demonstrators 
and parliamentarians, like the death penalty 
or castration. Many countries in the world are 
moving away from the death penalty even for 
murder, and in India this extreme punishment 
is reserved for ‘the rarest of rare cases.’ Chemi-
cal castration, adopted by some countries in the 
West, is usually reserved for habitual offenders, 
those who seem biologically and mentally un-
able to control their violent sexual urges. What 
will undoubtedly be recommended is more 
stringent punishment and longer sentences, 
perhaps extending to life imprisonment.

But let’s have no illusions about this: even if the 
Verma Committee quickly gives its recommen-
dations and they are equally quickly passed by 
Parliament and become law, they will only serve 
to soothe public fury and nothing else. Because 
the problem we are faced with is not the ab-
sence of laws, but the absence of enforcement. 
The conviction rate in rape cases has actually 
been dropping drastically: in 1990, it was 41 

percent; in 2000 it was 30 percent; in 2011, it 
was only 26.6 percent.

In other words, for every one person jailed for 
rape, three walked away free. Are more strin-
gent laws going to change that? And are new 
laws going to change old judicial habits? Out 
of 1.27 lakh rape accused facing trial in vari-
ous courts in 2011, verdicts were given in just 
21,489 cases. Fast-tracking of rape cases is 
easier said than done. When the acute shortage 
of judges delays verdicts in even murder tri-
als, where will we suddenly get extra judges for 
the proposed special courts for sexual assaults 
cases? ‘Fast track courts’ is a nice new phrase, 
but it’s only a placebo to calm frayed tempers.

Even more basic is the role of the police. Their 
role is vital in this field: first, they have to be 
vigilant so that sexual assaults do not happen. 
For this, we need policemen (and importantly 
policewomen) in adequate numbers. Yet 20 
percent of the nation’s police force is only on 
paper! The sanctioned strength of police across 
the country is 20.80 lakh. But even this measly 
number is further reduced because 4.20 lakh 
vacancies have not been filled. Since we are not 
talking of highly skilled personnel, this can only 
show the apathy of state governments.

Worse, the men who are in the police force are 
poorly trained. Sensitizing them to issues like 
the victim’s trauma doesn’t even seem to be 
on the police leadership’s agenda. As a result, 
police often refuse to register rape cases, and 
when they are registered, they do a shoddy job 
of investigation. To top it all, the police force’s 
political leadership is filled with male chauvin-
ists, misogynists and men with outmoded ideas.

So, however furious we all are, we are in for a 
very long haul. Are the crowds in Delhi and the 
crowds in Mumbai going to sustain their anger 
for this prolonged period? For the sake of the 
young Delhi heroine fighting for her life, and so 
many other victims like her, let’s hope we too 
will have the stamina and the will to fight and 
not give up.

http://www.firstpost.com/


Copyright © 2012 Firstpost

Be very afraid of govt’s 
naming-shaming rapists database

The government wants to set up a name-and-shame 
directory of convicted rapists. But is a public database 
with names, addresses and photographs what India 

needs? Is it an invitation to a lynch mob?

Sandip Roy,  Dec 28, 2012

W hat’s a little naming-and-shaming 
compared to calls for public hangings 
and chemical castration?

The government has decided it’s going to pre-
pare a database of all rape convicts across the 
country. So far, so good.

But then it says it’s going to put them on the 
National Crimes Records Bureau (NCRB) web-
site complete with photographs, names and ad-
dresses. And the public can access the website.

It’s hard to have much sympathy for rapists. 
Even prisoners thrashed the men accused of 
gang-raping the 23-year-old in the Delhi bus. 
Yet the prospect of this website should give us 
pause. It’s always worrisome when policies are 
cooked up in an overheated chamber of  right-
eous popular outrage. This proposed database 
seems prompted less by a concern for public 
safety than a belated attempt by a flatfooted 
government to give the appearance of swift 
action. If we cannot hang them in the public 
square, let’s hang them in a public database at 
least.

The database sounds dangerously like a well-
planned roadmap for a lynch mob.

As a country we have been rightly castigating 
ourselves for keeping quiet when we see women 
being harassed on a bus or a train. But if we err 
on the side of no action, we also can just as eas-
ily hurtle towards the other extreme. The power 
of a mob can go both ways. It can molest a 
woman the way it did in front of a Guwahati bar 
earlier this year. Or it can turn on a suspected 
rapist and thrash him to death. Soon after the 
Delhi gangrape, five men in a Jharkhand village,  
all “suspected eve teasers” were beaten to death 
by an angry mob. “We were fed up with their 
misbehaviour with women of the villages,” a vil-
lager told a local news channel.

In a society which has little faith in the process 
of law actually delivering justice speedily, it’s 
very tempting to dish out vengeance instead. 
A government should not be making it easier 
for frustrated citizens to do just that by making 
vigilante retribution only a mouse click away.  
If a woman is molested somewhere, would any 
registered sex offender in the neighbourhood be 
safe? And what if a clerical error puts the wrong 
name into a database? One shudders to imagine 
what someone will have to go through to get the 
behemoth of government bureaucracy to fix that 
mistake.

Mind you, this is meant to be a database for 
convicted rapists. So this means that even if 
the rapist has served whatever sentence a court 
has laid down for his crime, he (and his family) 
will be tarred and feathered for the rest of their 
lives. And yes, it will affect the family as well be-
cause the sins of the son always come to rest on 
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the parents. (Case in point — all those calls for 
Pranab Mukherjee to apologise for his middle-
aged son’s idiotic statements.)

The government says the idea is to prevent 
repeat offences. Yet is it even clear that rape is 
a “repeat offence” in the way pedophilia usually 
is? The US has something similar for sex offend-
ers. It’s called Megan’s Law. It too was passed 
at the height of feverish national outrage.  In 
1994 seven-year-old Megan Kanka was raped 
and murdered by Jesse Timmendequas, a sex 
offender who lived across the street from her 
with several other sex offenders. It was a quiet 
neighbhourhood where children played in each 
other’s homes and the parents had no idea that 
sex offenders were living in their midst. Now 
sex offenders have to register with police and 
the community had to be notified when one 
moves into a neighbourhood. When some raised 
privacy concerns the lawmaker who  proposed 
the law said simply if that law had been in place 
in 1994, Megan Kanka would have been alive. 
The consensus is the importance of protecting 
public safety outweighs the convicted sex of-
fender’s right to privacy.

In the US, there have not been many instances 
of vigilantism on the basis of Megan’s law. But 
it’s hard to be as sanguine about India. Today’s 
Telegraph has the story of an angry mob in the 
Tiljala neighbourhood of Kolkata beating up a 
rag-picker who had picked up a baby outside a 
shanty. They suspected she was part of a child 
snatching racket. A local youth alleged he had 
heard her muttering “I have lifted many before 
and today it’s the turn of this kid.” That’s all 
it took to beat her to death. In a hot-headed 
culture where we are happy to act first and think 
later, this public database could be a ticking 
time bomb.

This gruesome Delhi case notwithstanding, the 
thing to remember about rape is that  women 
(and children) are often more at risk at home 
and among people they know than out on the 
street. A district judge in Delhi just let off a man 
accused of marital rape by his wife not because 
he didn’t do it but because the penal code does 
not recognise marital rape. Section 375 of the 
Indian Penal Code says “Sexual intercourse by a 
man with his own wife, the wife not being under 
15 years of age, is not rape.” The attitudes to-
wards women are regressive across the board. 
The president’s son might be the current target 
of national ridicule but he has plenty of com-
patriots in parliament (and indeed everywhere 
else) who are breathing a sigh of relief that no 
one is paying attention to the idiotic things 
they have said.  The louder the cry to name and 
shame others, the more it seems we want to 
deflect attention from our failings.

According to the NCRB’s statistics two women 
are raped every hour in India. Between 2007 
and 2011 rapes have gone up 20 percent all over 
the country. And the conviction rate is abys-
mal. The national average for conviction hov-
ers at around 27.7 percent.  Perhaps we need to 
look closely at the reasons for that. What will a 
database of convicted rapists achieve other than 
naming and shaming?

A government should provide safety. A govern-
ment should provide fast track justice when 
rapes occur. A government should hold its 
police accountable when a woman walks into a 
police station to report a rape and then wishes 
she had not even bothered.

That is the business of government.

When naming and shaming becomes govern-
ment business, we should all be worried.
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Why does media want to give 
Delhi gangrape victim a name?

Is she Amanat? Or Nirbahaya? The media want to 
give the rape victim a name because they think 

she deserves it. But does she need it? Or do 
we need her to have one? 

Sandip Roy,  Dec 24, 2012

O ne newspaper calls her Nirbhaya. A 
television channel calls her Amanat. Or 
Damini. The 23-year-old rape victim is 

undergoing a rebirth of sorts in the media.

The reasons are perfectly high minded. The 
names are carefully chosen, laden with the val-
ues of Sister Courage and trust.

“She has come to symbolise rare courage, an 
inspiration for a movement demanding respect 
for women and much more. Such a symbol 
deserves a name. We will henceforth call her 
NIRBHAYA (the Fearless One)” writes TOI.

But the 23-year-old in that hospital bed already 
has a name. Does she want another name foist-
ed on her? At a time when every day she is try-
ing to retake control over her life and her vital 
functions, inch by painful inch, what must it feel 
like to know that a newspaper or a television 
channel has on its own re-christened her?

A name is a huge part of your identity. That’s 
why parents spend so much time in choosing a 
name for their child. That’s why there are entire 

books about baby names. The purpose of ano-
nymity was never to create the empty space for 
a ‘name-the-victim’ competition. The victim has 
become a symbol for so many in India but like 
the unknown soldier, some of her power lies in 
not knowing her name. The act of naming ironi-
cally erases that, even if it is meant to honour 
her.

This was, and remains, a gangrape that took 
place on a bus in Delhi, plain and simple. It’s 
not the ‘Amanat’ gangrape. Or the Nirbhaya 
gangrape. It’s disconcerting to see headlines 
like “Support grows for Nirbhaya” or references 
to her as Nirbhaya without even quotes around 
the name. It’s as if that is her name now. Why 
should media have that kind of power? It’s 
strange to think that a name that is not her own 
will now become a Google search term for this 
young woman.

That’s what’s troubling about the media’s rush 
to give her a name.  It is because we are just 
unable to write stories about people without 
naming them? Does she need a name because 
otherwise she cannot become a slogan – Damini 
tum sangharsh karo, hum tumhare sath hain 
(struggle Damini, we are with you)? Is it be-
cause it makes it easier to write shorter head-
lines? Or is this lofty rhetoric some kind of a 
reflexive defense action because as media we 
are so terribly implicated in the sexual objecti-
fication of women – filling our pages every day 
with gratuitous pictures of women in come-
hither undress? It reeks of piety-come-lately. 
The question remains: What’s in a name? Does 
she need a name? Or is it the media that needs 
a name for her? Are we just plain uneasy with 
namelessness?
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If the young woman at the centre of this de-
cides that indeed she wants to come out and be 
known, that’s her choice. But all we know until 
now is that her family has requested that media 
do not come to them looking for interviews and 
reactions. Given that, this act of naming feels 
like a sideways maneuver to thrust an identity 
on the victim whether or not she wants it.

Actually until this point one of the few good 
things that came out of this horrendous story 
was the media’s reaction to it. For a change, the 
media seemed more preoccupied with the rap-
ists than with the victim. I remember the Park 
Street rape case in Kolkata and how many sto-
ries were published about the victim’s personal 
life, her family history. Rape by media is too 
extreme a term but there was a certainly some 
stripping by media that was happening in the 
name of reportage. The absconding rapists did 
not get that much media glare.

This case has felt different  in very welcome 
ways.

Right from the get go, the focus has been on 
the perpetrators. Television reporters went to 
their slum and talked to neighbours. Journalists 
trudged to far away villages to track down their 
parents. More and more details have emerged 
about the family stories behind the men, their 
schooling, their jobs, what they had for din-
ner that terrible night. We know now how one 
was called Mental because of his propensity for 
violence, that one was a minor, a runaway who 
slept on the bus, that another was a gym attend-
ant.

We can argue whether it’s intrustive to thrust 
microphones into the faces of poor bewildered 
villagers and ask if their sons should hanged. 
But as Salil Tripathi writes in The Mint the me-
dia glare should definitely not be on the woman.

I don’t want to know where she lives. I don’t 
want to know details of what was done to her. I 
don’t want to know her friend’s name, or where 
he works, what he wants to do with his life, and 
where they live. I don’t want to know if they had 
gone out the first time or many times. I don’t 
want to know if they were active in the social 
media, nor to see their Facebook pages, their 
Tweets, their Orkut profiles, or recollections 
from their friends. 
I don’t want to know if she had boyfriends be-
fore. I don’t want to know if they had a favourite 
restaurant or what she likes to eat.

Let’s not deny it. As a culture, we have a pruri-
ent interest in exactly all those details. And the 
media, in the name of giving us what we want, 
has been happy to supply us with much of that.

If this 23-year-old is able to shame the media 
into changing its culture that is very welcome 
indeed.

But the media needs to remember the power of 
this young woman is not because she is Nirb-
haya or Amanat.  Those are names that retroac-
tively give her special powers. What happened 
to her has resonated so sharply is because she 
was not special. She was just an ordinary name-
less woman who boarded a bus to go home after 
watching a film. We can all relate to that. We 
should leave it that way.

She does not have a name, not because she lacks 
one, but because its absence reminds us again 
and again about the horror of what happened to 
her. Sometimes there is power in namelessness 
beyond the privacy issue. It allows her to be 
anybody. And it allows everybody to put them-
selves in her place.
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Naming Delhi gangrape victim: 
Why it’s not our choice

Bedi and Tharoor’s argument  in favour of revealing 
the name of the gangrape victim is highly problematic.  
How can we speak for a victim who has died? Naming 

her won’t take away the shame from rape. 

Shruti Dhapola,  Jan 2, 2013

M inister of State for Human Resources 
Development, Shashi Tharoor has 
sparked off another controversy on 

Twitter, by stating that the government should 
‘honour’ the Delhi gangrape victim by naming 
the new anti-rape law after her, if her parents 
don’t object to it. He wrote, “Wondering what 
interest is served by continuing anonymity of 
#DelhGangRape victim. Why not name & hon-
our her as a real person w/own identity?.”

Former IPS officer, Kiran Bedi has also come 
out in support of this and tweeted out that the 
victim’s name should be made public.

Bedi and Tharoor’s argument while noble is 
highly problematic. Yes, we all need to fight the 
stigma that is attached to rape but is naming 

the victim the only way to do this? Especially a 
victim who has died and thus cannot speak for 
herself?  There’s no doubt that the shame needs 
to be located on the perpetrators of the attack 
and not the victim herself but the truth is that in 
Indian society, for many women rape remains 
a matter of shame, less of their own choice and 
more because as a society we are ill-equipped to 
deal with rape.

For instance, this report in the Indian Express 
highlights how a former rape victim regrets 
going public with the case. Note her name was 
never revealed but she still faces stigma from 
her own relatives and this despite the fact that 
the culprit was sentenced to ten years in prison.

She says, “I lost out on life. I think I should not 
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have complained against the rape. The incident 
left me and my father isolated. Since then, not a 
single relative has visited us. Their attitude has 
ensured that I am stuck with the stigma of being 
a rape victim.”

For rape victims, the trauma doesn’t just end 
with the conviction of the guilty party, it goes 
beyond that.  To argue that naming rape victims 
will help fight stigma, is naivete at its best.

In the case of the Delhi gangrape victim, there’s 
a bigger problem with revealing her name. First 
and foremost, nearly every other personal detail 
about this girl has been splashed out in the pa-
pers. From her village to how much her parents 
spent to educate her, what course she was do-
ing, where she studied, we even have pictures of 
her cremation and of her ashes.

So yes, we might not know the name of this girl, 
but her community probably knows the victim 
now, something the law says should not happen. 
In fact the Delhi Police, has registered a case 
against an English daily, for publishing mate-
rial which could lead to the identification of the 
23-year-old gangrape victim.

There’s another problem with naming her and 
this one goes beyond what she symbolises or the 
fact that her particular case has sparked citizen 
outrage all across India. The question about 
naming the victim should not even arise, sim-
ply because in this case we are overlooking the 

agency of the victim and her family.

The victim herself has succumbed to the at-
tack, and yes while it’s true that she wanted to 
live and indeed fought very hard to do that, the 
right to reveal her identity lies firmly with her. 
Asking her parents to reveal their daughter’s 
name would just be a cruel, cruel thing to do, 
a constant reminder of the horror and trauma 
they suffered. It’s time we stop pretending that 
this family’s daughter sacrificed herself for our 
nation’s awakening as some believe. She was as-
saulted and murdered, that is the harsh truth.

When it comes to how important agency is, 
I’d like to give an example of the Central Park 
Jogger case, where a woman was raped and 
nearly beaten to death in New York’s Central 
Park. The woman lost her memory due to severe 
brain damage and her chances for survival were 
very low. But no one in the media or her fam-
ily chose to reveal her identity and for years she 
was known as the Central Park Jogger. Once 
she made her recovery, she came out and spoke 
about the attack. The point to note is she did it 
on her own terms, when she felt she was ready 
for it.

Personally, I don’t need to know anything about 
the Delhi gangrape victim, other than the fact 
that she suffered a brutal assault due to which 
she lost her life. For me that is enough to want 
to make a change, name or no name.
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Beware of the symbolism 
and quick-fixes

The protest in Delhi over the macabre gangrape and 
murder of a young girl is overwhelming. But to believe 

that it is going to be the real wave that will change 
India because the country’s youth are riding it, 

is a bit too optimistic. 

G Pramod Kumar,  Jan 1, 2013

A few decades ago, futurism looked like an 
exciting career for a few who could un-
derstand technology and social trends, 

think out of the box and predict the future.

A few of them, such as Alvin Toffler and Nicho-
las Negroponte became cult figures. But they 
soon faded out of our excitement, probably be-
cause the real future turned out to be far more 
exciting than what they predicted.

Since 26/11 in Mumbai, we too have been wit-
nessing some sort of futurism in India too — 
mostly predicting the transformation of the 
country from a chaotic mess into an accountable 
modern nation state — all betting on the upris-
ing of our citizenry.

However, candle-light vigils and marches 
against the Mumbai mayhem died sooner than 
many expected and the government continued 
its business as usual until the Rs 70,000 crore 
irrigation scam raised the heat again. That too 
died down and the minister, who was allegedly 
responsible, is back in his office.

Anna Hazare was the next favourite of the so-
cial-futurists. The media and social commenta-
tors, including some respected sociologists, had 
no doubt that his anti-corruption movement, 
that saw thousands pouring out into the streets 
of Delhi, was the tipping point the country 
was waiting for. The Indian version of an Arab 
spring that was going to change things for ever.
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But, Anna was fooled by wily politicians, his 
own lack of understanding of modern India 
and the people’s primary need to sustain their 
ordinary lives. What was projected as a historic 
turning point turned out to be a dud. It’s doubt-
ful if he can get even a hundred people to follow 
him if he chooses to march again.

The latest in the series of endorphin-raising 
public movements is the protest in Delhi over 
the macabre gangrape and murder of a young 
girl. That it is still continuing for two weeks 
is unprecedented and promising, but to be-
lieve that it is going to be the real wave that 
will change India because the country’s youth 
are riding it, is a bit too optimistic. The earlier 
movements too looked really forceful and prom-
ising.

This pessimist-futurism might enrage many, 
but given our past, that too the recent past, the 
protestors going back home and the country 
slipping back to its stone-age comforts is a near 
certainty. The reason is not a lack of sincerity or 
disinterest of our people, but the wile and guile 
of our politicians and establishment.

If they have done it in the past, they will do it 
now and several times in the future as well. 
They are our biggest obstacle to progress and 
transformation; but being a democracy, we can-
not do without them.

The first signs of this inherent twisted mind 
of our politicians was visible as soon as people 
poured into Vijay Chowk, Raisina Hill and the 
India Gate. Perhaps after closely watching the 
Anna crowds swelling, flaring up and dying 
down in a few days, their natural instinct was to 
ignore and wait; but when it didn’t happen, they 
tried their basic trick of perverse reductionism 
and symbolism.

The anger of the people, although triggered 
by the angst of the rape, was against a regime 
that couldn’t do anything to curtain the vio-
lence against women. People came out, not only 
because of the outrage, but also because of the 
genuine fear of violence against them — most 
of them had some personal experience. They, in 
fact, openly expressed it in their placards and 
vox pop.

But the government, the administration and the 
police consciously tried to disaggregate the an-
ger, and pick up just the keyword — rape. Every 
single response, despite unpardonable delays, 
smacked of this clever reductionism: address 
the most immediate, promise something and 
send the protestors home seemed to be their 
strategy. Therefore, their promises were so pre-
dictable: stringer punishment of the accused, 
stronger laws, more policemen on the road, and 
steps to make the public transport system more 
secure for women.

What people asked for was a system change; 
but what the regime promised was response to 
a rape.

In the government’s eyes, people were angry 
because of this single incident of rape and by 
promising to hang the rapists, put cameras in 
the buses and run more PCR vans on the roads 
were the answers to their outrage.

It was not surprising to see our senior politi-
cians, ranging from Sushilkumar Shinde to 
Sheila Dixit, refusing to see the larger picture, 
the pervasive culture of violence against women 
and how there was no attempt to reform it. 
Their solutions were related to this single inci-
dent of rape that happened in a bus, which per-
haps could have been intercepted by the police. 
They were simplistic, bureaucratic quick-fixes 
which might work in parts for a few days.

This is exactly how they tricked Anna Hazare. 
Instead of addressing the larger socio-political 
context to reduce corruption, Anna Hazare’s 
prescription of a single piece of legislation was 
very easy for the government to scuttle. They 
promised him what he wanted and people 
happily went home. Their proxies meanwhile 
unleashed their patented tricks of character 
assassination and media plants to slander the 
leaders, and even used their agencies to raid, 
name and shame.

The legislation never happened and will not 
happen in the near future, because that is what 
make our politicians what they are. On one side 
they will unleash Oxonian leaders to confuse 
us with legal logic while on the other, they will 
dump it down with parliamentary buffoonery.
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The initial signs of the tricks that killed the 
Anna movement are all too evident here too: 
even as the leaders spoke in deceit, their agents 
reportedly booked cases against protestors and 
even took girls to police stations. Some went 
to the extreme of character assassination. One 
high-brow minister was even creative enough to 
obliquely compare the protestors to flash-mobs 
and suggested the need for ground-rules.

The politicians and the police will certainly try 
to get away by addressing this anger as the an-
ger against rapes. And they might succeed too. 
Not just because that is their tried and tested 
way to obfuscate and escape attempts of social 
change, but also because of the unimaginative 
media and public outrage. When everyone is 
after what is expedient and what is popular, the 
response also will be expedient and popular.

The real issue is not the rape, not even the 
larger context of the violence against women; 
but the terrifying lawlessness of our country, the 
scant respect for women and human rights, and 
the unquestioned brutality of the State. At the 
core of the rot is our criminal politicians, crimi-
nal police, caste-lords and feudal social order.

How does a woman feel safe in a country where 
political parties had no qualms in giving as-
sembly seat tickets to 260 people who faced 
criminal charges such as rape and other forms 

of violence against women? How do people feel 
safe when about a third of their MPs and MLAs 
have criminal charges against them— with 141 
facing murder charges?

Will we let them come home? Certainly not, but 
we let them govern and legislate. Not to men-
tion, those who swindle tens of thousands of 
crores of public money even when a vigilant 
CAG is watching.

It’s so depressing to stomach this reality. But 
that is the truth. And where do we begin?

Corruption, that Anna Hazare and Kejriwal 
are trying to fight; and violence against women 
and rape that the youth of Delhi are trying fight 
are in fact the two sides of the same coin: the 
lawless world of criminal politicians and their 
cronies and our archaic social order. Unless we 
somehow crack it, nothing will change.

If it doesn’t change, it will ruin our simple lives.

We will continue to indulge in symbolism, 
whether it is the Congress top brass receiving 
the girl’s body at the airport while the party con-
tinues to be silent against its criminal and rapist 
partymen or inefficient governments; or Jaya 
and Amitabh Bachchan indulging in emotional 
theatrics while their colleagues sell women on 
screen as body-parts.

This is not to disprove the wisdom of crowds, 
but to reinstate the fact that it’s our only hope. 
As New Yorker columnist James Surowiecki 
noted in his best-seller, The Wisdom of crowds, 
“large groups of people are smarter than an elite 
few, no matter how brilliant–better at solving 
problems, fostering innovation, coming to wise 
decisions, even predicting the future.”

It’s time to overcome reductionism and sym-
bolism and tip the system. Social transforma-
tion, and not issue-based anger, is the absolute 
necessity for us to survive.
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What can we do?
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Defiled, dishonoured, violated. All these words 
actually add more stigma to the victim of a 

rape and more power to the penis. It’s 
time to shift the onus of shame onto 

the perpetrators.

Jane Rankin-Reid,  Dec 24, 2012

Shame the penis back to its place

T hroughout her career, Australian-born 
feminist, academic and author Germaine 
Greer has frequently provoked storms of 

outrage in international media. Her views about 
the need to de-stigmatise rape against women, 
by prosecuting the crime as an aggravated as-
sault, divides feminists and commentators. As 
reactionary as Greer sounds at times, her views 
on forcing convicted rapists to wear “rapist” T 
shirts while performing 100 hours of commu-
nity service in public may have merit, at least in 
so-called literate societies. Shifting the onus of 
shame from rape victims to rape perpetrators 
lies at the heart of her polemic.

Indeed, the legal and social concept of rape in 
Western and Asian cultures is unhelpfully com-
plicated by the questionably selective admission 
of “shame” as the penultimate moral monitor. 
Hindu, Muslim and Christian religions each 
depend upon fears of disgrace to guard against 
sexual miscreance, at least by mothers, wives, 
sisters and daughters. But rape angrily chal-
lenges these shared traditions.

Unraveling some of the ethical paradoxes in our 
society’s responsibilities for the protection of 
women is particularly important in the wake of 
the Delhi gangrape. No more so than for those 
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who demand castration or hanging or both for 
the perpetrators.

Rape reportage and conviction statistics in both 
Asian and Western societies remain damningly 
low. Why is this? In most rape trials, the victim 
must prove that her sexual encounter with her 
rapist was not consensual. If her skirt was too 
short, her cleavage too low, or her sexual his-
tory too liberal, the defence will invariably seek 
to test her right to claim her uninvited sexual 
encounter was “rape”.

In this scenario, the male perpetrator is tacitly 
portrayed as a hapless suitor, mistaking her 
signals for complicity, a consensual invitation 
to ravage her, usually in public, violently if she 
resists an act that violates her privacy and disa-
buses her legal right to categorically decline his 
unwanted sexual advances.

So what if he held a knife to her throat? If she 
has the guts or naivety to confess she reached 
orgasm during his uninvited penetration, it’s 
even the better for the rapist’s defence. At worst, 
he’s a mentally challenged Lothario, unable to 
understand her screams of “No”, “Stop”, “F*** 
Off”, or “Help!” even.

At best, if there is ever an upside in the sacrifice 
of a woman’s fundamental rights to control her 
own body, he’s impulsively responding to cul-
turally accepted sexual stimuli. It stinks from a 
woman’s point of view, but that’s not the issue. 
She’s been raped.

There is no question that legal focus on a 
woman’s “provocation”, as a defence for a rap-
ist’s actions could ever be the case of the Delhi 
gangrape incident. Nonetheless, testing a rape 
victim’s moral integrity, lifestyle, demeanour 
and connection to her rapist, automatically adds 
a further layer of patriarchal stigmatisation. But 
all too often, drowning out a woman’s screams 
for help, is the buck-stopping question of “Did 
she ask for it?”

It is unsurprising that Greer’s focus has shifted 
from lamenting raped women’s victimhood to 
demands for re-situating the rapist’s essential 
armament, ie the penis, into little more than 
(an uninvited encounter with) a blood saturated 
organ.

In Rape, a commentary published in The Inde-
pendent, UK in 2006, Greer argues that:

“(t)he only weapon that counts in rape is the 
penis, which is conceptualised as devastating. 
Yet a man can do more harm with his thumb 
than he can with his thin-skinned penis. But it 
is his penis that is to him the symbol and in-
strument of his potency. The notion of rape is 
the direct expression of male phallocentricity, 
which women should know better than to ac-
cept….”.

To me, this provocative analysis demands at-
tention if we are to gain the courage to question 
just how much unnecessary authority we’ve 
been prepared to lend the human penis as the 
weapon of mass destruction of women’s virtue.

For inquiring minds, Greer’s calls for de-stigma-
tising rape by disempowering the male penis as 
a weapon, so as to actively diminish the victim’s 
“shame”, invites comparison with eminent US 
author and legal philosopher Martha C. Nuss-
baum’s views on the politicisation of disgust in 
our society.

In her book Hiding from Humanity; Disgust, 
Shame and the Law (Princeton University 
Press, 2004), the author asks whether disgust 
should be a “reliable guide to lawmaking”. To 
me, while Greer and Nussbaum’s separate in-
quiries into the utilisation of shame and disgust 
as moral standards in our societies can at times 
appear to be diametrically opposed, there are 
useful parallels to be found.

Unlike Greer, Nussbaum is wary of public 
shaming in criminal punishment. But she ar-
gues that disgust and shame come from “magi-
cal ideas of contamination, and impossible 
aspirations to purity that are just not in line 
with human life as we know it”. Greer’s calls for 
deflating the penis’ legal status forwards Nuss-
baum’s analysis of “contamination” towards a 
logical conclusion in rape cases.

In truth, there is less difference than may be 
assumed between western and Asian societies in 
the male dominated obsession with the defini-
tion of rape as a life altering disgrace for wom-
en. Not because being sexually violated is ever 
acceptable, but because it is we women who 
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must live through and recover from the horror 
of being assaulted.

But for a father, his raped daughter has been 
“defiled”, a brother’s sister has been “violated”, 
a son’s mother has been “dishonoured”. Because 
these emotive descriptions become so readily 
acceptable in a raped woman’s future life within 
her own family and in society at large, she is 
invariably recast as a criminal in her own shock-
ing uninvited drama.

Instead, by collapsing the penis into little more 
than a pointy blob of fluid soaked veins, its 
shaming role in rape would be reclassified as an 
instrument of aggravated assault. Perhaps then 
rape victims might have a fighting chance of re-

gaining her dignity and belief in her paramount 
right to her own sexual integrity.

“Historically, the crime of rape is not an of-
fence against women, but an offence commit-
ted against men by other men. The man who 
has control of a woman, historically her father, 
guardian or husband, has a case against the 
man who makes unauthorised use of her. When 
the state seeks redress, it acts on behalf of the 
patriarchy and not on behalf of the injured 
woman…”, Greer writes.

Without doubt, diminishing the penis’ central-
ity in rape will see some commentators howling. 
But questioning the penis’ misplaced reputation 
in rape is surely a far less harmful alternative 
for women than the shame it has been allowed 
to perpetrate.

Jane Rankin-Reid is a Tasmania based jour-
nalist and commentator. A former Principal 
Writer at Tehelka , India , her essays, re-
views and commentaries have appeared in 
the Guardian, The Australian, The Australian 
Financial Review, The Tasmanian Mercury, Le 
Monde among other publications.
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Rape deterrence does not lie in capital punishment 
and chemical castration. It’s about urban planning 

as well.  Sameera Khan, co-author of the book 
Why Loiter? talks about what makes women 

feel safe on the streets.

Shruti Dhapola, Dec 28, 2012

Why urban planning will 
make cities safer for women

T he recent gangrape and assault of a 
23-year-old woman in the city of New 
Delhi has turned into a watershed mo-

ment of sorts for India. New Delhi has been 
rocked by massive protests with college stu-
dents, housewives, working women taking to 
the streets, braving police lathi-charge, water 
cannons.

The movement has sought to highlight the vio-
lence and sexual harassment that women face 
on a daily basis. But the biggest question that 
has perhaps got drowned out in the cacophony 
of demands for castrations and death penalty  
is how can we ensure the safety of women in 
urban areas. Is it possible to imagine cities in 

India where women can roam the streets with-
out fear for their safety, free from the risk of 
being ‘eve-teased’ ?

Firstpost spoke to Sameera Khan who is one of 
the co-authors, of the book Why Loiter? Women 
and Risk on Mumbai Streets which looks at why 
women need to claim public spaces and how ur-
ban planning can go a long way in ensuring the 
safety of women in the streets. Excerpts from an 
email interview.

First what is your reaction to the protests in 
Delhi and some of the more vitriolic demands 
being made by the protesters?
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The volley of public protests in Delhi have been 
absolutely marvellous and quite heartening. 
Even after facing an inconsiderate and inhu-
mane government (and parlimentarians refer-
ring to the protesters as “dented and painted 
women”) and a hostile police force (that dealt 
with them so harshly), the protesters just did 
not give up. I suspect that this has probably 
been one of the largest ever demonstrations 
seen anywhere in the world against rape and 
sexual violence.

I agree that some of the demands made by the 
protesters particularly regarding death penalty 
and chemical castration have been extreme — 
and I doubt that will help stop rape (it might 
I fear, in fact, push rapists to make sure they 
kill their victims) and I do feel stronger laws, 
impartial investigation, speedier processes and 
higher conviction rates is what we need, not the 
death penalty.

What is needed now is to broaden that protest 
to include other rape survivors, justice for them 
as well, and also rape survivors who are not 
urban or middle class but from tribal, low caste, 
distant parts of the country. It should also focus 
on all other types of violence against women 
(such as domestic violence) and violence against 
other minorities and marginalised groups. We 
should also focus on changing the general at-
titude to women in this country – both within 
families and communities and also to women 
in public – an attitude that thinks of women as 
inferior beings, as property, as bearers of com-
munity and family honour and shame.

The protests bring attention to sexual violence 
and rape that is much needed. We can only 
hope it provides a momentum to much needed 
changes in law, justice delivery and attitudes.

In this particular case, the one term we’ve seen 
thrown around a lot is Rape Capital as far as 
Delhi is concerned. Do you feel this is a fair 
term to use for a city, especially when rape is 
not just a Delhi problem?

Rape is not just a Delhi problem. It’s a problem 
all over. By labelling a city as ‘rape capital’ we 
are using language rather carelessly and loosely 
and this can have larger implications.

One, that it undermines a deeper examination 
of the problem (why does this happen here, who 
are the perpetrators, what can we do about it 
etc – it all gets diminished to ‘rape capital’ hain 
nah, toh aisa hi hoga yahan) And two, it makes 
it very difficult for all other women to then ac-
tively access the city and its public spaces at all 
times. The term ‘rape capital’ then starts polic-
ing the movements of all women and that is the 
real danger when we reduce such an event to 
one glib sound-byte label/phrase.

Some argue that Bombay is safe for women. 
In the course of your research for Why Loiter 
would you say that you found this perception 
to be true? Or does Bombay also suffer from 
similar problems as far as Delhi is concerned?

Bombay city is relatively friendlier to women 
than Delhi but this doesn’t mean there are no 
crimes against women in Bombay – in fact that 
crime graph seems to be only rising. So things 
are changing. More importantly what Shilpa 
Phadke, Shilpa Ranade and I tried to point out 
in our book Why Loiter: Women & Risk on 
Mumbai Streets (Penguin Books, 2011) is that 
even in a city like Bombay, women are at best 
commuters through public space – moving from 
point A to point B – they cannot lay claim to 
the city as citizens. Bombay women too have to 
actively strategise when they access public space 
– in where they go, what time they are out, who 
they are with, what they wear etc – and con-
stantly establish a sense of purpose when ac-
cessing public space and always manufacture an 
image of being respectable women.

As far as urban planning in India is concerned, 
what do you think are some of the biggest 
problems when it comes to women’s safety? 
How is it even possible to plan cities that are 
safe for women?

While doing research over three years for the 
Gender and Space project – the research which 
finally led to our book – and as we continue to 
interact and talk to young women at workshops 
that we do on gender and public space all over, 
we ask women what makes them feel unsafe in 
the city. Sometimes we even ask them to draw 
maps of areas, streets, neighbourhoods where 
they feel unsafe and safe.
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And what they tell us is really a simple and 
practical checklist: bad/poor/low lighting in 
public spaces makes women feel unsafe and 
vulnerable; so too things that make them feel 
caged such as tall fencing in a park or fencing 
on a long stretch of pavement where they have 
no clear sight lines and cannot escape in case of 
an attack. Also no public toilets or closed public 
toilets makes women feel unwanted in public 
space (“they don’t care enough for our presence 
or they don’t expect us to be there , so they don’t 
provide for it”)

Women want to be able to see bodies on the 
street – ideally crowds which are mixed with 
men and women; empty streets and closed 
shops are perceived as being scary; they want 
some activity to take place on the streets con-
stantly such as hawkers selling chai, book sell-
ers on the pavements, vegetable vendors, men, 
women, children walking on the street, etc. 
Neighbourhoods that are mixed zoning — resi-
dential and commercial with shop activity — 
where the streets are always alive even till late 
night with some action are preferred. So politi-
cians and cops who say that if everyone is home 
and we close down all activities in public by a 
certain hour and that will make things safe are 
totally wrong in their understanding.

Does a more sensitive police force help in stop-
ping violence against women?

What we need is a responsive and sensitive 
police force who takes even complaints of eve-
ryday street harassment seriously. If they re-
spond promptly and take the right action on all 
incidents of violence against women — whether 
it is a small or a big incident — then they make 
a larger statement that they do not tolerate this 
kind of behaviour/ this type of crime and that 
they will investigate it and get it tried and push 
for better conviction rates. That can help a great 
deal – for perpetrators to know they will be 
dealt with severely and for women to know that 
when they approach the police, they will help 
them get justice.

Last in light of this particular rape case, a 
sense of paranoia has spread for women 
thanks to the constant media coverage. What 
would you say women need to do to reclaim 
public spaces?

Women in this country by law have a right to be 
in public space. When incidents like this happen 
and are publicised on a large scale, they unfor-
tunately make victims of all women. All women 
are then told directly or indirectly that they are 
in danger and need to be indoors. It is shaming 
and policing the survivors while the perpetra-
tors roam free. What a terrible message to give 
both the perpetrators and the survivors.

Women need to be out there. They need to re-
claim public spaces with their bodies. We need 
more women in public space (not less) to make 
all women feel safer and more comfortable. We 
must demand and lobby for changes in the city/
country that make us feel safer but we must not 
stop ourselves from being out there.

A city is full of stimulating things and great 
opportunities and women have every right to 
enjoy them. At anytime of the day or night. In 
any sort of clothing. With anyone they want. No 
questions asked.
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The Delhi rape victim’s death should open our eyes to 
our real challenges: its not about growth, but justice 

as well. We should be willing to sacrifice some growth 
in the short run to ensure delivery of justice.

R Jagannathan,  Dec 31, 2012

Rape of India: Why we should 
sacrifice growth for justice

T he utter emptiness one feels after the 
death of Delhi’s gangrape victim, and the 
pathetic response of our powerful politi-

cians to the public cry for better governance, 
needs to be replaced with a sense of hope and 
purposive action. We can end 2012 convinced 
that our leaders – political, business, and social 
– have copped out on the biggest challenges fac-
ing the nation, but we as a people have to push 
them back to doing the right things in 2013.

2013 will have to create a coalition of the will-
ing to force change through a system that has 
rotted at the core and been hijacked by vested 
interests. It no longer works for the benefit of all 
of us.

Making India work needs sacrifices from all of 
us, and especially the better off.

As a broad goal, we can no longer list economic 
growth as an overwhelming priority. Social 
progress and investments in social sectors like 
health, education and justice for the downtrod-
den (women, Dalits) have to be given equal, if 
not greater, emphasis. If we have to sacrifice 
one or two percent in GDP growth for a couple 
of years to give our society’s victims a ray of 
hope, so be it.

The most important belief to cultivate in 2013 
is that growth will come from a process that 
emancipates, rather than something that vic-
timises a huge majority in the name of eco-
nomic reform. In fact, the sharp slowdown in 
the Indian economy we are now seeing may well 
be the result of the decline in social progress we 
have seen in recent years rather than any Leh-
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man crisis or the ever-widening fiscal deficit.

This means our national priorities for invest-
ment must follow from our broader social goals 
and not just GDP goals. If society as a whole 
starts feeling better about itself, GDP will fol-
low.

As a very first priority, we have to get our legal, 
criminal and police system functioning much, 
much better. If this system is reformed, it is 
possible to get justice; if it is not, no matter 
what we do, growth does not matter.

I heard a panelist say on a CNN-IBN show 
yesterday that India has 12 judges per million 
population when we need 60 per million. If this 
figure is right, one wonders how we ever expect-
ed to give justice to anyone.

Clearly, we need to double or triple our invest-
ments in policing, police training, crime inves-
tigation, public prosecution capabilities, victim 
counselling, judges and courtroom and legal 
infrastructure and procedures. And quickly. 
This should all happen in 2013.

If this has not happened in the past, it is be-
cause our politicians have a vested interest in 
slowing down justice for their own reasons.

In the wake of the death of the Delhi gangrape 
victim, the government has promised to speed 
up the trial of her killers, which will begin on 
3 January. But this is exactly the kind of ex-
ceptionalism we don’t need. The government 
must, in fact, promise to fast-track and speed 
up chargesheeting and trials in all such pending 
trials anywhere. If we get convictions or acquit-
tals in all the 500-and-odd rape cases pending 
in Delhi, not to speak of the lakh-and-odd cases 
pending all over the country, by June next, that 
would be progress. It is not about the Brave-
heart case any more.

Nor do these changes have to be restricted to 
women’s cases alone. They should encompass 
quick justice for all sections – including Dalits 
and minority groups (whether religious, caste, 
sexual orientation). Justice is indivisible.

The second thing we need to understand is that 
welfare is not the same as social change. The 

UPA government has been busy pouring money 
into mindless welfare schemes without fixing 
any existing scheme. While big spends obvi-
ously help reduce poverty, justice is not going to 
be served by just spending on welfare. Justice is 
about investing in both the soft and hard proc-
esses that make life worthwhile for everybody.

But India has done just the opposite: spent 
more money on NREGA and diesel subsidies 
than on improving justice delivery. As Ajay 
Shah wrote recently in his blog: “At present 
spending on police and courts (which are core 
public goods) is classified as ‘non-plan expendi-
ture’ and is treated as a bad thing. Spending on 
private goods like welfare programmes is clas-
sified as ‘plan expenditure’ and grows lavishly 
year after year. In the UPA period, plan ex-
penditure has gone up by four times in 10 years. 
These priorities need to be reversed.”

But it’s not just about government and legisla-
tors doing this or that.

Rama Bijapurkar, management consultant, 
and Vinita Bali, Managing Director of Britan-
nia, write in The Economic Times that India Inc 
should not mind a temporary shrinking of prof-
its in order to ensure its own long-term future.

After pointing out that “the economic growth 
of India is as much dependent on its women as 
its men” they emphasise that without gender 
justice, the skill shortage that India Inc keeps 
moaning about will not be remedied any time 
soon.

They say that companies should be willing to 
accept lower profits if this broader social goal 
is kept in mind. “The business case is clear and 
even the narrowest of corporate and business 
interests must see that enabling social equality 
and freedom from fear is in the interest of serv-
ing the god of GDP at whose altar they worship. 
This preamble is to also make the case that a 
decrease in corporate profit margins to help the 
government raise funds to spend on enablers of 
social progress, is not a horrifying idea— rather 
it is a very good one.”

However, I would add one caveat to their point. 
The problem is not raising funds at all. The 
government has been good at this, but has been 
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very poor at spending it effectively. The real 
issue is the wastage of public money for narrow 
political ends. The rush to get into direct cash 
transfers is one example of political gains over-
shadowing the needs of systemic efficiency.

What India Inc needs to do is not just pay high-
er taxes, but seek to monitor how the money is 
spent. Without this oversight, political parties 
will just waste the resources raised.

A key reform we must insist on is public over-
sight of social change. This means both govern-
ment and its executive arms must be subject 
to social and taxpayer audits. We need public-
private partnerships in social change.

Consider how much better policing would be if 

each police station was subject to auditing by 
the people it seeks to serve. Currently, the police 
serve their masters, the rich and the powerful, 
not the people.

Consider how effective spending would be if 
taxpayers are given a right to check how their 
money is being spent. Taxpayers would be 
more interested in paying up when they know 
their money is well spent. Sure, there are CAGs 
to look at misspending, but what governance 
currently lacks is a direct public audit of their 
money.

The lesson from last year’s Lokpal agitation is 
clear: it was a failed, even flawed, attempt to get 
the executive to be accountable more often to 
the people. Accountability cannot be a once-in-
five-years affair during a general election, when 
real issues can get submerged by momentary 
priorities. Accountability needs to be year-
round.

In one line, this is what we need in 2013: fo-
cused spending and efforts to deliver better 
justice, and ensuring that people have a direct 
say in how they are governed.

A higher GDP with lower social justice is not 
worth having. If we do the opposite, GDP will 
automatically boom.
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2013 should be made the Year 
of the Boy Child. Here’s why

The sheer anger of women after the Delhi gangrape 
shows what women are up against. This means we 

have to do something about our boys.

R Jagannathan,  Dec 25, 2012

A fter the Delhi gangrape, it may not be a 
politically correct thing to say that India 
needs to focus on its boys. But this is 

what I am going to do: I believe 2013 should be 
declared the Year of the Indian Boy Child, a year 
in which we should focus on issues relating to 
boys, their parenting, their development, their 
real needs, and how they can be brought up bet-
ter.

I know that in India the bias is favour of boys is 
already too apparent for us to think we need to 
give them even more attention. But I would like 
to ask a counter-question: are we really focusing 
on them after they are born, or merely letting 
them run wild, uncontrolled, under-parented 
and undisciplined, outsourcing their develop-
ment to unknown peer groups and coaching 
classes?

India’s fundamental social problem today is our 
failure to bring up our boys right. The demo-
graphic advantage, where the sex ratio is still 
heavily skewed in favour of boys, is soon going 
to turn into a demographic disaster if we do not 
think of how boys are growing up in our society.

It is easy to emphasise that the environment is 
difficult for girls. As parents we worry about the 
safety of girl children, fret about discrimina-
tion at home and in the workplace, and hope 
that they will find what they want in life. We get 
outraged when we read about female foeticide, 
or about molestation, or, horror of horrors, even 
rape. But we know what the solutions are and, 
in any case, we live with the hope that rape and 
molestation is something that won’t happen to 
our mothers, sisters and daughters.

More importantly, we know what girls need to 
succeed – safety, security, and a level field. But 
can we ensure this without dealing with the 
other side of the equation: boys.

Ask yourself: how many articles have your read 
anywhere in the world – and especially in India 
– about what our boys need? You may say that 
boys already have everything, so why should 
they be indulged some more?

This is uncharitable. The problem is not about 
resources, for boys always get more than their 
fair share of family investment. What they lack 
is an investment of parental time: in a still patri-
archal society, where the father is still the main 
earner, parenting boys has been outsourced to 
mothers instead of being divided 50:50. As boys 
get older, parents outsource their development 
to schools; the schools, in turn, outsource their 
responsibilities to coaching classes (if you are in 
the upper classes), and so on. For the rest, there 
are seat and job reservations.

We have come to believe that our primary 
responsibility to our boys is to ensure that they 
are capable of earning and supporting them-
selves, and for this we are willing to overlook 
every other aspect of their physical and emo-
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tional development. We are willing to spend 
money, but not time on our boys. Is it any 
wonder that some of them turn out to be wife-
beaters or molesters or even rapists?

As I have written earlier, not all boys grow up 
to be wife-beaters or eve-teasers or criminals, 
of course, but almost all of them will be un-
comfortable and unadjusted in a world where 
women will increasingly get their due, where 
equality will be the norm, and where they have 
to reinvent themselves to compete with and yet 
complement the women in their lives.

The issues facing our girls are well-understood. 
We just have to remove the constraints and 
let them grow to their full potential. Official 
policies are moving in this direction – even if 
slowly. In most cases, we can throw incentives 
and penalties to solve the problem (rewards for 
putting girls in school, special pensions for poor 
people who have only daughters, heavy punish-
ments for dowry, domestic violence, etc).

But about our boys, we know nothing. We don’t 
know the dreams they dream, we don’t know 
what they aspire for (beyond the obvious things 
they ask for), we don’t know what is going on 
in their heads. And this is not a problem that 
can be solved through official policies — though 
they can help. Doing something about boys 
means changing the fundamentals of parent-
ing, spousal relationships and boys’ self-image 
– and this can happen only at our homes and in 
our schools, with official policies playing a sup-
portive role.

Most well-to-do parents I know are concerned 
about how their boys will turn out, and prefer 
having girls instead. But this is really a copout. 
As someone who is father to two girls, I can tell 
you that you cannot help them in this world 
without understanding boys – for that is the 
world they are going to live in.

This is why it makes no sense for Manmohan 
Singh, Sushil Kumar Shinde and the Delhi 
Police Commissioner to claim that they under-
stand what the Delhi protestors are angry about 
since they themselves have only daughters as 
children. The point is you cannot solve the 
problems women face without simultaneously 
solving the issues confronting our boys.

The short-term answer to women’s security may 
be better policing, or fast-track courts, or strict-
er punishment for rape, but the only real solu-
tion to women’s emancipation is male emanci-
pation. And this means a focus on boys.

Let’s look at the world from a boy’s-eye-view to 
understand where I am coming from. Despite 
all the cultural preferences for a boy, the real-
life images boys and men see of themselves are 
largely negative from a healthy developmental 
perspective.

How the father treats the mother is one impor-
tant reference point. But even if this primary re-
lationship is based on equality and respect, the 
school provides another reality check on skewed 
gender power equations. Given our Bollywood-
oriented lives, how women are represented in 
films is also a major influence on boys. If a hero 
is shown behaving boorishly with the heroine, 
and it is still okay since he is the hero, what is 
the message getting across: that some forms of 
behaviour are acceptable?

How is it right for a Bollywood hero to whistle 
at or harass women when the rules are not the 
same for the trouble-makers we see in public 
places? Is it any surprise that even policemen 
don’t take women’s complaints seriously?

If you are a boy from one of the underprivi-
leged sections, the mixed message problems 
get worse. Not only are you angry about your 
financial and livelihood shortcomings, but every 
girl coming into your view is a challenge to your 
manhood and lowly status.

The real answer thus is to focus on our boys’ 
growth needs. We owe it to our girls to make 
our boys better. And this means society — each 
one of us — must pay extraordinary attention to 
how boys need to be brought up, how they must 
be disciplined and encouraged, and what they 
need to know about how to treat the other half 
of humanity they have to grow up with.

What should we do? I don’t have all the an-
swers, but some directional suggestions.

One, change must begin at home, with relation-
ships within the family. Parents have to treat 
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each other with respect. Where spousal rela-
tionships are weak, and fathers treat mothers 
without love and respect (and possibly vice-ver-
sa) and where mothers end up doting on their 
sons in an oedipal reflex action, we are playing 
with fire. Boys grow up more dependent on 
their mothers than daughters on their fathers – 
which complicates all the future relationships 
of men with women. If parents learn to respect 
one another, our boys and girls will learn that 
automatically.

Two, gender sensitisation must begin at home 
and continue in school. In most Indian families, 
gender sensitisation only seems to mean pro-
tecting girls from rough boys or favouring them. 
But gender sensitisation means much more: it 
means letting both genders know that they are 
equal, that both can aspire for the same things 
or different things, and that roles determined by 
gender are not fixed in life. In school, the same 
messages need to be re-emphasised.

Unfortunately, when most school teachers are 
women, what we mis-learn at home (that men 
and women have to expect different things in 
life) is continued in school. Schools need to 
change the gender balance of teachers, too. (I 
realise that there are more women teachers be-

cause of low pay and discrimination elsewhere 
in the job market, but the right balance is key 
to sending the message that roles for men and 
women are not preordained.)

Then, of course, there is proper sex education 
and knowledge.

Three, boys need different treatment. I am not 
an expert in assessing what exactly boys need 
to become sensible and sensitive men, but I am 
sure psychologists, social activists, parents and 
counsellors will know what is the right mix of 
activities and learning programmes for them 
when they grow up. This is something worth 
spending several seminars and symposiums on.

As I said before, I don’t have all the answers. 
Probably no one does. But one thing is clear: we 
have to focus on our boys for a better world.

2013 is the year to start setting this right by 
declaring it the Year of the Boy Child. We don’t 
need to go by what the UN has to say on this 
because for us this should be Priority No 1 as a 
society.

(Note: Parts of this article appeared in an ear-
lier piece this author wrote last year)
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