
The cacophonic 
victory of false-
hood over the 
bitter and silent 
truth doesn’t last 
long. Castles built 

on sand crumble in a strong wind. 
As powerless protesters from 
the sleepy hamlet of Jaitapur in 
Maharashtra’s Ratnagiri district 
choose darkness over doom from 
the nuclear power plant, the truth 
about a nation betrayed 
is haunting the country 
with the dangers of a 
deal that was sold as the 
most powerful panacea 
for all the ills that plague 
poor Bharat. While those 
who sold the mesmeris-
ing mirage of a brighter 
countryside are simply 
keeping quiet over the 
rising protest against 
setting up the massive 
9,900 MW nuclear en-
ergy plant, the radio-
active waves triggered 
by Fukushima nuclear 
disaster are demolish-
ing every iota of faith 
in the virtues of nuclear 
energy. Looking at the 
ferocity and determi-
nation of the local resi-
dents, it is evident that 
they are now determined 
to call the bluff. They 
just don’t want energy 
that would splash venom 
on the future. They pre-
fer poverty to poisoned 
prosperity.

But trust our avaricious 
politicians. They are 
quick to put the blame on 
adversarial politics be-
hind the Jaitapur agitation. Quite 
expectedly, Minister of State for 
Environment Jairam Ramesh, 
better known for his turns and 
about-turns, was the first to 
blame the rudderless Shiv Sena 
for fomenting trouble. Unable to 
comprehend the public outrage 
against the fear of the unknown, 
Ramesh arrogantly thundered, 
“It (Jaitapur) stays. We need 
nuclear power as an alternative 
source of energy. I haven’t called 
for re-think.” How could he? Only 
a month ago he was singing a dif-
ferent tune when he said, “If addi-
tional safeguards have to be built 
in, we will certainly look into it.” 
But he had to beat a hasty retreat 
when Prime Minister Manmohan 
Singh stepped in and defended 
India’s nuclear energy policy 
while on a tour to nuke-hit Japan. 
Singh had repeated his resolve to 
pursue nuclear energy projects 
with added vigour.

The belated popular anger 
against India’s civil nuclear en-
ergy programme stems from the 
realisation that Western coun-
tries are hawking their plants to 
India for reviving their own sink-

ing economies. The Jaitapur plant 
will cost over Rs 100,000 crore 
and a huge amount of agricultural 
land will have to be taken over. 
It is being built in collaboration 
with a French company, Areva. 
Foreign companies made their 
triumphant business entry into 
India when the UPA leadership 
bulldozed the nation and Parlia-
ment into conceding a one-sided 
Civil Nuclear Energy Agreement 

with the US. In fact, a powerful 
coalition of the corporate-pol-
itician-bureaucracy nexus and 
foreign lobbyists maimed and 
massacred every dissenting and 
contrarian voice against the deal. 
The passage of the Bill was touted 
as a paradigm shift in India’s eco-
nomic diplomacy and the end of 
our nuclear apartheid. All those 
who promoted and fought for the 
Indo-US Nuclear agreement were 
handsomely rewarded with sine-
cures—both in India and abroad. 
Ironically, the target of people’s 
anger on Jaitapur is Maharashtra 
Chief Minister Prithviraj Chavan, 
who was at the forefront of push-
ing the N-Deal when he was a 
minister in the PMO. He is now 
not as aggressive as he used to be 
in the company of nuclear netas 
in Delhi. Chavan is feeling the 
heat and so are other Congress 
leaders who are now speaking in 
whispers about the political fall-
out of India’s disastrous nuclear 
energy policy. 

Not only has the agreement 
crippled India’s defence-related 
nuclear programme, it has al-
lowed the country to become a 

market for the most expensive 
power to be generated by foreign-
built reactors. Nuclear energy will 
cost the consumer twice of what 
he now forks up for his power 
needs. The people’s outrage 
against nuclear power has been 
fuelled by the rising suspicion 
about their security, particularly 
after the Japanese tragedy. Those 
who are opposed to India’s N-pol-
icy argue that even the Americans 

haven’t been encourag-
ing the setting up of new 
nuclear energy plants in 
their country. According 
to published reports, of 
the 253 nuclear power 
plants commissioned to 
be built in the US since 
1953, over 48 per cent 
were cancelled and 11 
per cent prematurely 
shut down. In real terms, 
only one-fourth of those 
ordered or just about 
half those completed 
are still operating. Even 
other members of the 
exclusive Nuclear Power 
Club are discarding and 
discouraging nuclear 
plants, but are very ag-
gressively lobbying for 
their nuclear power 
companies to open mar-
kets in countries like 
India. Taking advantage 
of India’s acute power 
shortage, they and their 
mighty lobbyists suc-
ceeded in forcing the 
American agenda on 
us. None has ever raised 
the question as to why 
India is not able to lift 
40 million tonnes of coal 

lying in stock at its coal mines to 
be supplied to thermal power 
plants. Those who are in charge 
of the infrastructure development 
have never pushed the railways 
to provide additional number of 
rakes to take the coal. Why has 
the Planning Commission not 
encouraged public undertakings 
like the National Thermal Power 
Corporation to add and build new 
thermal power plants? It is only 
now that private operators are 
setting up new power plants.

The megaphones sponsored 
by the establishment and the 
multi-national corporations have 
begun to blow loudly to suppress 
the movement against nuclear 
plants. Since $100 billion is at 
stake, those who stand to lose the 
market and the money will un-
leash the worst-ever propaganda 
to seduce the protesters of Jaita-
pur. For them making money is 
the mission, no matter if it endan-
gers life in the process, not only 
of the current generation but also 
of those yet to come. But the peo-
ple are also prepared to die now 
rather than wait and die later.
prabhuchawla@newindianexpress.com

I have grown up in the coastal district of 
South Canara, which was then in Madras 
Presidency. As a child, I used to overhear 
my elders commenting on corruption. They 
used to say that five fingers were enough to 

count the corrupt in South Canara. After my experience 
as Lokayukta of Karnataka, that comment seems to be 
partially correct. The number, 5, stays. Just that, today 
five fingers are enough to count the honest public serv-
ants.  That is the growth of corruption in south India.

There was a time, when people in peninsular India 
used to feel their state was better administered than 
those in the north. The situation has changed in recent 
decades, and corruption is no more the prerogative of 
the northern states. 

When we were studying in Mangalore, which was then 
in Madras Presidency, there was a saying about the then 
Madras government: Bombay government, no good 
government—apply, apply, no reply. Madras govern-
ment, very good government—today apply, reply tomor-
row. Such was the efficiency and honesty of the Madras 
government. I think K Kamaraj Nadar was the best chief 
minister of Madras state. His successor Anna Durai was 
no less an administrator. But after him, honesty level in 
that state, now Tamil Nadu, has steadily declined.

Andhra Pradesh, formed in 1954, saw less corrup-
tion initially. Things have now changed with suc-
cessive governments competing with each other in 
collecting bribe. Kerala, too, started off with good gov-
ernance. Chief ministers like E M S Namboodiripad 
set a high standard of probity. That state now alter-
nates between two governments formed by coalition. 
There are graft charges against many ministers. As a 
matter of fact, one of them has recently been sentenced 
in a corruption case.

The inception of Karnataka happened in 1956. When 
a particular party was in power for a long time, the level 

of corruption remained tolerable. But the situation has 
changed drastically in the last few decades. My assess-
ment is that every government is at least 25 per cent 
more corrupt than the previous one. I think, the party 
waiting to take over the reins learns the trick of trade 
from the previous government and improves upon it.

The present situation is quite interesting; the govern-
ment has changed its defence in the face of corruption 
charges against it. Instead of denying the allegations, the 
defence is, “Haven’t you (the opposition parties) done it?” 
Maybe the concerned are under the impression that Arti-
cle 14 of the Constitution, which prohibits discrimination, 
is a defence in their crime. Blatant misuse of power, which 
is conferred on the political executives and bureaucratic 
executives, seems to be the order of the day.

In 1988, the then prime minister Rajiv Gandhi said 
that of every rupee that the Centre gives for the poor, 
only 15 paise reaches the beneficiary. But he did not say 
where the rest 85 paise go. Today, 23 years later, the cor-
ruption has only grown multifold. I hesitate to say what 
would be the share of the beneficiary in today’s time. The 
next question is whether the corruption has gone up be-
cause of election expenses or vice-versa? One thing is 
clear: standard of morality in election is lost with type of 
gifts, including money, liquor and sarees, that are being 
distributed ahead of polls. The voters also seem to be 
addicted to this menace. Only drastic electoral reforms 
can change the system.

Be that as it may, we Indians have still upheld democ-
racy, while our neighbouring countries have failed to do 
so. When would we lose our patience?

 The writer is the Lokayukta of Karnataka

Politician. This word is so generic with 
what I am now identified as, but it was 
not long ago when I could not have im-
agined to fit into my father Sunil Dutt’s 
shoes, who was a luminary as one. Hav-
ing said this, I can make some heart-to-

heart talk about what clicks for me as a parliamentarian, 
daughter of an illustrious father, celebrated mother and 
sister to a star brother, Sanjay Dutt.

As a politician, I certainly have obligations towards 
the people of my constituency, but what is also as im-
portant is my family. When I was called to take the 
plunge in 2004, I was four months pregnant and not at 
all prepared for this responsibility. On one side, I had 
the legacy of my father, my mentor, my guru, who had 
put decades of selfless work in public life, to be carried 
on. On the other, I had the affiliation of coming from a 
celebrity family to be balanced. I thought I wouldn’t be 
able to take the pressure, but on the spur of the moment, 
I said, yes, I will. And I did well.

I have always been a person who acts spontaneously , 
but that does not mean it is without conviction; no, it is 
always with a strong belief that I can do. Perhaps this is 
because of how we were brought up. My mother Nargis 
passed away when I was 12 or 13, so we were brought up 
by our father. He never clubbed us into things; we were 
never grouped into beliefs. He always let us—my sister, 
brother and me —take our own decisions. Each one of us 
is an individual but we share a lot and discuss issues. It 
is important between siblings to have personal space but 
the bonding keeps you well-knitted. 

When my father took out the padyatra from Mum-
bai to Amritsar to focus on the situation in Punjab, I did 
not accompany him initially. However, later I decided to 

join him, again with strong conviction that I must and I 
can. Starting as a politician had its own pressures, but 
eventually I learnt to balance between many intricate el-
ements. I learnt to say no to people. I realised it is their 
right to expect from their representative, but it is also 
a fact that you can’t please all. If you explain frankly, 
people understand. The point is, if you don’t draw a firm 
line, you will never achieve anything. 

Then there are pressures from within the system; 
people from the clan have their own set of expectations. 
When my father was active in politics, he used to host a lot 
of politicians, who for us were like uncles and aunts. But 
when I got elected, they became my contemporaries, so 
that was another phase to handle. There are times when 
some forces act upon your endurance; certain groups try 
to promote you for some position or some might link you 
with some other aspirations. All this is often difficult to 
take but, as I said, I take it as it comes.

Family is another important part of my life and I would 
like to share with all mothers, especially working moth-
ers, that I derive a lot of strength from my two sons Su-
mair and Siddharth and spend as much quality time as 
I can with them. Children deserve your maximum atten-
tion and I adhere to this. My husband Owen is a pillar of 
support: imagine going through general election carrying 
a baby, and then another one during the term.

Children should be brought up on ethics and values, 
not material things. I would like my children to grow up 
and be known as good human beings, just like my father. 
All I can say is have the courage and conviction; balanc-
ing between odds is hard, but I did it, on the spur of the 
moment but with strong conviction, and I have won. So 
will you.  The  writer is a Congress MP
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Earlier, people in 
southern states 
used to feel their 
state was less 
corrupt and 
better adminis-
tered than those 
in the north. 
Not any more. 

We at the Centre for 
Equity and Inclusion 
(CEQUIN) believe that 
the lack of safety for 
women in public spaces 

is a hindrance to their full participa-
tion politically, economically and so-
cially. The impact and consequences 
of gender-based violence in public 
spaces are enormous, not only for 
individuals, but also for the economy 
and society as a whole. In spite of this, 
it has been repeatedly shown that 
there is a lack of understanding of this 
issue by the public, police, media, law-
makers, judiciary, government agen-
cies, politicians and so on.

In order to gain a deeper and more 
holistic understanding of the issues of 
violence against women in public spac-
es, CEQUIN organised a conference on 
October 26-27, 2010, entitled “Gender 
Based Violence in Public Spaces: Chal-
lenges and Solutions”. Representa-
tives of various women groups, NGOs, 
researchers, academics, government 
agencies, UN system and others partic-

ipated in it. Various forms of violence 
that a woman faces in public were dis-
cussed—from so-called ‘eve-teasing’, 
molestation, rape, stalking, honour 
killing, acid throwing, witch hunting 
and many more. Such crimes are on a 
rise, yet there is not sufficient discus-
sion or understanding on these issues. 

Several research studies show that 
the provisions of the Indian Penal 
Code (IPC) are inadequate in ad-
dressing the issue of violence against 
women. The rape law was amended in 
1983; in spite of the positive changes, 
most cases end in acquittal. After 
many special interest groups cam-
paigned for a more effective law, a 
draft bill on sexual assault was sub-
mitted to the home ministry and the 
law ministry last year. “The proposed 
Criminal Law Amendment Bill, 2010, 
seeks to place all provisions relating 
to sexual violence—sections 375, 376, 
377, 354 and 509 of the IPC—within 
a single chapter... to provide a com-
prehensive framework for protecting 
women and children,” it said.

The law is also ineffective in pre-
venting and rehabilitating victims of 

acid attacks, who “not only have to 
deal with the physical, mental and 
emotional trauma, but also the stigma 
and fear attached to such crimes. The 
medical and rehabilitation costs are 
not only exorbitant but also continu-
ous. Further, their loss of income and 
livelihood after an attack of this na-
ture is completely ignored”. In India, 
however, the law is completely inade-
quate—no law or special section of the 
IPC deals with acid attacks.

Throughout the conference, a com-
mon observation was that violence 
against women is a means to control 
women, their sexuality, freedom and 
participation in public life. While more 
and more women are stepping out of 
their homes to pursue education, em-
ployment and even political career, 
violation of women rights continues, 
challenging the dichotomy of the so-
called private-public divide, where the 
male is perceived to belong to the pub-

lic sphere and the female to the private. 
In order to claim their rights as guar-
anteed by the Constitution, a woman 
must negotiate between the family, 
community and state, and “it is within 
this interface that much of the violence 
suffered by women is located”. 

Recent cases such as the Mangalore 
pub incident (2009) and the Khushboo 
controversy (2005-10) are instances 
of women being specifically targeted 
for challenging the stereotype. If she 
deviates from the acceptable cultural 
norms, whether in private or public 
spaces, then violence may be inflicted. 
There is a need for women to reclaim 
their rights to public spaces and ser-
vices as equal citizens. The mindset 
that considers women as secondary to 
men allows discriminatory practices to 
continue. The gendered nature of the 
legal system must also be understood 
for change to take place. The range of 
issues confronting women are glossed 
over and not taken seriously. Not only 
is there an absence of laws punishing 
acts of violence against women, the 
existing laws are inadequate, mak-
ing it near impossible for a woman to 

take legal recourse.
There should be a detailed road-

map of how to move forward. To start 
with, several recommendations that 
emerged during the conference can be 
built upon. For instance, there must 
be a zero-tolerance policy towards 
violence against women. There must 
also be human rights sensitisation for 
members of the judiciary, Parliament 
and government agencies, especially 
the police, and civil society, particularly 
the media and education institutions. 

Whether she is accessing public 
spaces for work or pleasure, a woman 
must not only feel safe but comfort-
able as well when venturing out of 
her home. As the patriarchal system 
and mindsets prevail, traditions and 
cultural norms need to be confronted, 
especially where women’s rights are 
violated. We all need to join hands to 
ensure that we put a stop to this and 
provide a safe, secure and nurturing 
environment so that more than half a 
billion women in this country can rea-
lise their true potential. 

The writer is chairperson of the Centre 
for Equity and Inclusion
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I learnt to say 
no to people. 
I realised it’s 
their right to 
expect from 
their represen-
tative, but you 
can’t please all.TA
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