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Abstract 

 

 In December 2012 a brutal gang rape occurred in New Delhi India that would inspire 

protests and social outrage over how women are viewed in not just India, but across the world. 

Playing a large role in raising awareness of this rape and the issue of women’s rights was the 

globalized media. When the case initially broke, it was treated as mundane news, but after large 

international media outlets began reporting on it, people began to take notice to not only that 

particular gang rape, but the historical trend of rape that India and many other countries have. 

The purpose of this project is to follow the development of news reports with the reactions of the 

general public and government officials and identify how the media influences how the people 

and the government will react.   
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Introduction 

 

 The media plays a large role in influencing what issues the general public will become 

aware of and how those issues will be perceived. In this way, it acts as a gatekeeper as it decides 

what the people will hear and how these issues will be presented. Because we live in an 

expanding and globalized society, media outlets no longer affect only those for whom the issue is 

localized.  Rather, they have the authority to decide which issues will be put on the global 

forefront and how those issues will be presented. The media has the power to bring situation 

awareness on a global scale and influence how the public views these issues. 

 In 2012 a tragic rape occurred in New Delhi, India that would bring to light serious 

issues within India’s justice system as well as bring international awareness to how women are 

negatively viewed and treated in not only India, but in various countries around the world.  

Before this horrific rape case, many people held the belief that both the man and woman were to 

be blamed in cases of rape. Had she not been dressed a certain way or had she not been out by 

herself at night, the man wouldn’t have been provoked to attack her. This toxic line of thinking 

has created a society and a justice system that discourages women from going forward and 

reporting rape; it is reported that for every one reported rape case, there are at least 30 cases 

which go unreported (“The Majority of Rape Cases”, 2013). But, because of global media 

coverage and how wide spread news of the New Delhi gang rape became, people began to 

become more aware that there was an issue. They in turn put pressure on the government to 

make changes in its flawed justice system and as a result, positive progress was made in 

changing how women are treated in cases of rape. 

Before, during, and after the case was handled in the Supreme Court, news outlets were 

actively reporting details of the incident. When the case initially broke, rape was not viewed as a 
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huge issue in India despite its rising rape statistics. As a result, initial coverage of the case in 

New Delhi was basic, fact oriented, and did not detail the brutalities of the rape. After more news 

sources from within and outside of the city began to cover the rape, an increasing awareness of 

violence against women became apparent. People began to question the tactics the government 

was using and what it could better do to curb violence and increase safety for women. This in 

turn led to protests and an international awareness of what was happening in India, cumulating in 

a BBC documentary on the plight of women in India. Ultimately, rape became more of a global 

issue and the protests put enough pressure on the Indian government to change some of its laws 

and better address the situation. Despite this, India remains largely a misogynist country with 

deep seeded opinions on women having a lesser role in society; views that can only change with 

time and a new generation. 

Overall, the following case is a good example of how media coverage can bring increased 

awareness to issues and spark social change. While initial local coverage was sparse at best, 

when international outlets began covering the case in a manner that revealed the true nature of 

the rape, groups all over the world began to take interest in not only rape in India, but crimes 

against women around the world in general. In the following pages, I will narrate the transition 

from when the case initially broke to its final culmination into a documentary and the roles in 

which the media played in influencing this. 

 

Details of the case 

          It was the night of December 12
th

, 2012 when Jyoti and her male friend decided to 

celebrate the end of classes by going to see a movie in Saket, New Delhi (State vs Ram Singh, 

2013). Exiting the movie around 8:30pm, it was then when they were lured onto a white colored 
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chartered bus, under the assumption that it was a public bus headed for their hometown of 

Dwarka. Once the bus drove away, two of the only six other people on the bus, all males, began 

to harass Jyoti and her friend, posing questions as to why they were out so late. One of the boys 

took a punch at the friend and when Jyoti tried to come to his rescue, the other males in the 

vehicle dragged her to back of the bus and began to perform sexually explicit acts on her, raping 

her and damaging her internal organs by interesting iron rods into her genitals. At the end of it all 

the assailants robbed the victims of everything they had, including their clothes, and threw them 

out of the moving vehicle into the snow.  Off to the side of the highway the victims were found, 

naked and badly injured, barely holding on to life. 

          After being rushed to the Safdarjung Hospital in New Delhi, Jyoti was taken into 

emergency care, but her friend, not being as badly injured as she, was able to give an account of 

the incident and a description of the bus to help authorities track it down (State vs Ram Singh, 

2013). Using these descriptions, police were able to track down the bus parked near Ravi Dass 

Camp, New Delhi where accused Ram Singh was found and interrogated. Inspection of the bus 

led to the finding of bloodstained clothes and the victim’s cellphone. Coupled with that and 85 

witnesses, authorities were able to apprehend accused Vinay Sharma, Pawan Kumar, Mukesh, 

Akshay, and finally the one juvenile involved in the rape. 

          The examination of Jyoti not only verified, but out did, the brutal rape that her friend had 

attempted to describe. Bruises and bite marks covered her face and body; there were tears and 

profuse bleeding from her rectum and vagina, and her internal organs including the stomach, 

colon, and intestines were found bruised and lacerated (State vs Singh, 2013). Additionally, the 

medical examination was able to confirm that the accused did indeed rape and attack the victim 

as doctors were able to compare dental models of the accused with the injuries on the victim. 
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Paired with a rectal swab and DNA profile of the blood found on the prosecutrix matching the 

rapists and fingerprints taken from the weapons used, the men had no alibi.  

          Despite the evidence against them, the men still attempted to plead innocent to the 

accusations against them (State vs Singh, 2013).  The first issue argued by the defense was that 

the victim, Jyoti was in no state to make any dying declarations, so any claims made by her 

couldn’t be taken seriously. Thus, according to the defense, anything she said against the 

prosecuted was doctored and tutored. They further supported their claim of falsification by 

saying that because she couldn’t name any of the rapists, her testimony shouldn’t be taken into 

consideration. The prosecution rebutted the defense’s argument by using support from medical 

documents that state that the doctors found the prosecutrix fit to make a statement and that not 

only was she able to sign, but also write the date and time of her statement. Additionally, the 

prosecution argued that it would have been impossible for the victim to know the names of her 

attackers, so it was irrelevant for the defense to bring that up. 

          The defense then attempted to take a legal angle, claiming that because the dying 

declarations were not recorded by the Judicial Magistrate immediately after the victim was 

admitted in the hospital, they were invalid (State vs Singh, 2013). Instead, the recording was 

made on December 12
th

, much after the victim was admitted into the hospital, and recorded by a 

different entity. The prosecution was able to rebut this by using the precedent laid down in 

Laxman’s case which determined that there is no form prescribed for recording dying 

declarations and thus the declarations recorded by the Ld. SDM were valid and legal. 

Additionally, the Investigating Officer had attempted various times to record the victim’s 

statements, but had to wait until she was declared fit, therefore there was no delay. 
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          Lastly, the men attempted to make a plea of alibi by claiming that the accused Akshay 

Kumar Singh had left New Delhi on December 12
th

 and that accused Vinay Sharma and Pawan 

Gupta had attended a music festival at the time of the incident (State vs Signh, 2013). But, 

because the prosecution interviewed various family members as well as closely looked at the 

evidence presented, they were able to find contradictions that existed within the alibis. Thus, 

with the presence of contradictions, the alibis were determined as falsified and were thrown out. 

          The prosecution then laid out the charges against the men. The first and foremost issue in 

the case was if the men conspired to commit this crime or if each man acted out on his own 

(State vs Signh, 2013). By Indian law, conspiracy is defined as when two or more persons agree, 

in secret, to commit an illegal act. Because it is difficult to determine through direct evidence if 

the parties conspired, the prosecution used circumstantial evidence to paint the picture of 

conspiracy. By switching off the lights, pinning down the prosecutrix, and allowing each man to 

take a turn raping her, it was determined that they had to have agreed to perform the illegal acts. 

Thus, the prosecution tried the men with conspiracy.  

         Secondly, the prosecution tried the men with abduction, which defined by legal terms, is 

when somebody is either forced or compelled by deceitful means to go from any place (State vs 

Signh, 2013). Because the victims were made to believe that the bus was a public carrier bus 

proceeding to Dwarka and because the accused allowed nobody else besides the victims to enter 

the bus, the prosecution moved forward with charging the men with abduction.  

          Lastly, the men were charged with gang rape and murder because it was determined that 

the victim had died due to injuries inflicted upon her by the men (State vs Signh, 2013). 

         After determining that the defense’s claims were irrelevant and falsified and after looking 

at the charges pursued by the prosecution, the judge determined that the convicts be awarded the 
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maximum penalty of death (State vs Signh, 2013). The defense tried to avoid this punishment by 

raising issues that the men were all of young age, that they came from a low socio-economic 

level, and that they were drunk when they committed the acts. The Supreme Court has repeatedly 

held that young age, neither socio-economic level, nor intoxication can be a determinative factor, 

thus these issues raised were irrelevant. Additionally, in order to come to the award of the death 

penalty, the Supreme Court had to determine that the aggravating circumstances outweighed the 

mitigating circumstances. To do this, they applied the Rarest of Rare test which would determine 

if the case was so brutal and so rare that it required a harsher punishment.  The facts show that 

the victim’s intestines were splayed and cut open due to repeated insertions of rods and hands 

and that the convicts pulled out her internal organs with their bare hands.  These acts 

demonstrate severe mental perversion and thus fulfill the R-R test.  Additionally, as stated in the 

court case, because there is an increasing trend in crime against women and the judicial system 

wanted to send a strong message to criminals while also instilling confidence in women, the 

death penalty was awarded to all the convicts except for the juvenile whose case was handled in 

a juvenile court.  

The first reports 

 When the case first broke, before the Supreme Court had even touched the issue and 

before the general public was aware of what had occurred, one of the first news outlets to cover 

the rape was the New Delhi Television. Founded in 1998 by Prannoy Roy and Radhika Roy, it 

was created with the purpose of providing Indian audiences a news channel in English.  

 These initial reports did not go into great detail on the rape or pay much attention to its 

brutality. Rather, they used these reports to highlight the successes of the Indian police force. 

This reflects the fact that initially local media outlets were not very concerned with the rape.  
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 Regarding its coverage of the New Delhi Rape, Abhinav Bhatt of NDTV published an 

article on December 18
th

, just two days after the crime, titled “How the police cracked the Delhi 

gang-rape case” (Bhatt, 2012). In it he describes how it took the police “less than 24 hours to 

track main accused in the horrific gang-rape and torture of a 23-year-old medical student in 

Delhi on Sunday evening.” The article avoids telling specific details of the rape or the state of the 

victim, but rather focuses on the techniques used by the police to find the rapists. As one of the 

first news outlets to report any details regarding the case, it focuses on crediting the police for 

doing a good job. This is interesting to note because as the case develops and more outlets begin 

to report details, it will come out that the police and government made many mistakes. This 

demonstrates that the initial reaction of the media was to credit the authorities while brushing 

over the female victim.  

 Following a similar suit that NDTV took in first reporting the case, ZeeNews, a 

subsidiary of Essel Group, describes how the police found the accused while also providing 

additional details about the background of the juvenile suspect. In an article entitled, “Delhi 

gang-rape case: Delhi police confirm fifth accused a minor”, the Zeenews Bureau remains very 

factual, as quotes from the then deputy commissioner of police, Chhaya Sharma, dominate the 

article (Delhi Bus Gang Rape”, 2013). It relays how the police found the accused and offers the 

detail that when addressing a press conference, “Chhaya Sharma said: ‘the juvenile accused 

(named Raju), whom we caught yesterday, belongs to a very disturbed family’” (“Delhi Bus 

Gang Rape”, 2013). It seems strange that Sharma would choose to include this detail when 

addressing one of the initial press conferences after the rape. Whether the juvenile came from a 

family with a father who is addicted to alcohol or a mother who is absconding, the juvenile 

should be treated like any other person accused of a heinous crime. While it is important for the 
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Indian government to consider that a person from extreme poverty may be more likely to commit 

an extreme crime and use that information to improve their welfare system, that information is 

irrelevant at such early stages in the investigation. All that it will do is provide the defense with 

leverage to claim that the juvenile came from such a hard circumstance; that he can’t be blamed 

for his actions; that he was a product of the society he grew up in. While that may be partially 

true, he committed the crime and should be charged accordingly.  

 

Awareness of violence against women rises 

 After the initial coverage of the case, people began to take notice of how brutal the rape 

truly was. International outlets like CNN’s daughter company IBN LIVE, BBC, and The New 

York Times took notice of the case. This resulted in attention given to the case by the United 

States government. As international coverage focused on how India was not a safe place for 

women and how brutal the rape was, local news sources began to express their condolences for 

Jyoti. With that came a rising awareness of the plight of women and how violence against 

women in India was and still is disturbingly high. 

 In its coverage of an interview with New Delhi Chief Minister Sheila Dikshit, IBN LIVE 

– which is an Indian English-language news television channel based under CNN, reported on 

December 22
nd

 that Dikshit was very disturbed by the rape of the 23 year old woman (“Did Not 

Have Courage”, 2012). The article reports that “the chief minister said: ‘I do not like my city 

being described as rape capital but it is out in the open that it has become one’” therefore 

acceding that New Delhi has been dealing with sexual assault and rape for a while. While she 

does say that she has no jurisdiction over creating and enforcing law, if she honestly disliked the 

rising rape statistics in her city, she would’ve pushed to do something about it. It is only now that 
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the issue “is out in the open” that she addresses it. She even goes as far as to say “I am concerned 

about all girls in the city," (“Did Not Have Courage”, 2012) thus admitting that New Delhi is not 

a safe place for women to live. This illustrates one of the first examples of an awareness of the 

unsafety in New Delhi and India overall. 

 After recognition of the rape by the Chief Minister as covered by IBN LIVE, The Indian 

Association of Physiotherapy released a statement to give their condolences to the victim’s 

family (“IAP Condoles Death”, 2012). The 23 year old was pursuing a career as a doctor and 

was thus a member of the Association. In an article by ZeeNews the president of the association 

released a statement ridiculing the authorities stating that the “unfortunate incident has indeed 

exposed the complete incompetence by our law- enforcement authorities” and claiming that the 

association will “vow to continue our agitation in our capacity until the attackers are punished” 

(“IAP Condoles Death”, 2012). While coverage and recognition of the authorities’ failure to 

protect women in the city remains domestic, more groups are beginning to notice that innocent 

people are being hurt.  

 Awareness of violence against women on the international front became apparent when 

the US embassy in New Delhi, India released a statement on the “Death of New Delhi Assault 

Victim” (“US Embassy New Dehli”, 2012). In it, the United States describes its sadness over the 

death of the victim stating that the US is committed to “changing attitudes and ending all forms 

of gender-based violence”. This is a result of the rising international coverage of the gang rape.  

 The New York Times then released a story titled “Indians Outraged over Rape on 

Moving Bus in New Delhi” which fully describes the rape of Jyoti and the reactions by the 

women in the community (Mandhana, 2012). This coupled with the statement by the US 

embassy demonstrates that the rape raised not only domestic, but international awareness of 
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violence against women. In the story, the NY Times claims that violence against women seems 

to occur regularly in India. It cites a similar case to the New Delhi rape in which a 16 year old 

was “raped repeatedly by a group of eight men, perhaps more, who recorded the assault on their 

cellphones and threatened to kill her if she told anyone” (Mandhana, 2012). The family later 

came forward “after the videos circulated and her father killed himself by drinking pesticide.” 

The author blames “a deeply held sense of patriarchy” for the attack explaining that reports of 

rape are often followed by questions about the victim’s behavior, and even accusations that she 

provoked the assault (Mandhana, 2012). It is very beneficial for the cause of women in India that 

a major news outlet like the New York Times would report this issue and attribute it to 

patriarchy because it shows that these cases and the rising number of rapes are not random. It 

helps direct people towards a solution that will have lasting effects and avoid ones that will only 

provide a temporary fix. Although the problem of patriarchy is not easily solvable and would 

take a long time to undo, if more people become aware of the situation, there is a greater 

possibility for moving forward.  

 As the case developed, it became apparent that the rising awareness of violence against 

women was even affecting people in the field of law.  The New York Times reports that 

“thousands of lawyers in the local bar association refuse[d] to represent the suspects because of 

what they called the heinous nature” of the crime and only after significant time did a defense 

team emerge (Mandhana, 2013). Educated people in law recognized that the evidence was 

pointing towards the men being guilty and that what they did was disgusting. Had international 

media outlets not taken interest in the case to express their disgust over the rape, lawyers may not 

have refused to represent the suspects. Time Magazine reports a similar story that “for the first 

time since the arrest last month” the men came forward with a defense team (Mahr, 2013). Both 
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of these stories demonstrate that resentment towards the men who committed the crime was 

growing and thus an overall awareness of violence against women, all as a result of increased 

media coverage. 

 Jyoti’s mother perfectly summed up a widely held view while emphasizing the 

importance of having a global awareness of violence against women when she said “whenever 

there’s a crime, the girl is blamed, ‘She should not go out. She shouldn’t roam around so late or 

wear such clothes. It’s the boys who should be accused and asked why they do this. They 

shouldn’t do this”(Baddhan, 2015). Jyoti’s mother explains how it doesn’t make sense that 

generally men get away with these crimes by blaming the victim when in turn, men should be 

able to display self-control and respect women.  Women deserve the same rights as men, so to 

blame a female for provoking a male by just existing is wrong. Had news outlets not approached 

her to do this article, she would not have been given the opportunity to raise awareness to the 

difference in how boys and girls are treated. 

 

Critiques against the government and its response 

 After the initial reports and awareness of violence against women increased, people 

began to question the tactics the government was using and what it could do to curb violence and 

increase safety for women.  Media coverage at this point in time begins to criticize the 

government, its corrupt justice system, and its lack of handling the current situation. Large 

international media outlets look closely at the current status of women in India and thus inspire 

local news sources to question their government as well. All of this attention begins to put 

pressure on the government to make changes in its laws and its response to the rape. 
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In an article by BBC, the author brings attention to how people across all political parties 

are disgusted by the rape. MPs from all political parties expressed their horror at the incident by 

taking time out of their regular business schedule to discuss the gruesome rape case and demand 

strict punishment for those who carried out the attack (“Delhi Bus Gang Rape: Uproar in Indian 

Parliament”, 2012). Senior leader of the main opposition Bharatiya Janata Party Sushma Swaraj 

asked in the Lok Sabha, the lower house of parliament, "what is the government doing to curb 

rape cases in the capital? The rapists should be hanged; we need tougher laws to stop rapes" 

(“Delhi Bus Gang Rape: Uproar in Indian Parliament”, 2012).  In the meeting he called for 

proper investigation and strict punishment saying that action should be so strict that no one 

should dare to act in such a manner again. This article, written on December 18
th

, represents one 

of the first complaints made about how the government handled the situation. The political 

parties are pushing for the government to make changes to the laws and are disappointed that the 

situation got as far as it did. This reflects a shift as before the political parties were not as 

concerned with issues of women’s rights and rape, but now that the issue has been raised, they 

are concerned. 

 Not only was the government questioned for how it handled the situation, but the media 

critiqued the police as well.  In an article written on December 21
st
 by DNA India, the Delhi high 

court slammed the Delhi Police for being evasive in its probe status report (“Inept Delhi Cops”, 

2012). According to reviews done by Chief Justice D Murugesan, the police commissioner failed 

to file a report detailing the officers patrolling the area at the time of the rape. This has led to 

questioning the police as to how the bus, having tinted glasses, was able to drive on busy roads 

for 40 minutes with the sexual assault remaining undetected. This is a far cry from the initial 

reports made by NDTV which praised the police for finding the criminals quickly. After more 
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reports and with increasing awareness of violence, people are realizing that the government and 

the police were not handling the situation as well as was initially perceived.  

 In response to the accusations that the police commissioner failed to file the proper 

reports, Lieutenant-Governor Tejendra Khanna on Monday said that the “Delhi Police have 

suspended two Assistant Commissioners of Police in connection with the brutal gang-rape of a 

physiotherapy student in South Delhi a week ago” as reported in The Hindu on December 24
th 

(“Two ACPs Are Suspended”, 2012). This reaction shows that the police are trying to make 

amends and remove people who were part of the legal failings. This is inspired by pressure put 

on to them from the media which was heavily criticizing the police in how they handled the 

situation. Despite this, it will take more than removing a few people who failed to correctly do 

their job to improve the justice system in India. 

 After the initial critiques of the government and police force from large international 

news outlets, a flood of responses was released by more localized news sources. In an article 

published by Indian Today, an Indian English-language weekly magazine, BJP, the main right 

wing political party in India, said that they disapprove of how the government is handling the 

situation. They believe that, “the government needs to come quickly with a proper structured 

response and to reflect upon the serious concerns of the country” (“BJP Disapproves”, 2012). 

Additionally, the BJP pushed for a “special session of Parliament” to discuss the situation rather 

than sealing Delhi and closing the metro station which the government had already done. Written 

on December 30
th

, at this point in time the government had taken more extreme steps to ensure 

the safety by imposing curfews and shutting down certain transportation methods. As reflected in 

the article, not everyone agreed with the method that the government took, with the strongest 

critics being the opposition party, BJP. Although it is good that there is another force standing up 
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to the government, it can also be argued that with BJP being the opposition party, they naturally 

would be the most critical of the government.    

 The government did plan to meet to discuss the issue and the law in the country, reported 

the Times of India. The Standing Committee on Home Affairs chairman M Venkaiah Naidu 

admitted that some changes needed to be made in the laws offering suggestions that “fast track 

courts should be set up and Evidence Act can be changed” (Delhi Gang Rape: Parliamentary 

Panel”, 2012). He even mentioned that recording these types of trails with an in-court room 

camera would be a good idea and that the death sentence should be awarded to the convicts. 

These solutions are good ideas and a great start to solving some of the bigger problems in the 

Indian justice system when it comes to rape. Naidu suggests fast track courts because one of the 

issues in India is that rape cases often times are not heard until months, sometimes years after the 

rape is committed. By that time evidence is hard to pull together or the girl may drop charges 

because she is tired of waiting. In regards to the Evidence Act, at the time of the New Delhi rape, 

rape was only defined as vaginal penetration. Changes to the Evidence Act could expand the 

definition of rape so that things like sexual assault are included too. Thus, the committee plans to 

look at critical problems within the Indian justice system. 

 Supporting the idea that change needs to be made in the justice system in India and the 

ideas that the Standing Committee chairman suggested in the Times of India article, BBC 

published an article on the 5
th

 of January describing how easy it is for a rapist to get away with 

his crime in India. In a story titled, “The rapes that India forgot”, the author describes cases in 

which children as young as 10 months old were raped with their rapists getting away with only a 

short jail sentence (“The rapes that India forgot”, 2013). The author suggests that in the feudal, 

patriarchal Indian society, “violence against women is deeply entrenched” and “every woman is 
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fair game.” As described in the previous paragraph and the reason that Naidu offered fast track 

courts and a change in the Indian law, the author of the BBC article describes that most cases are 

not heard until “years after the crimes have been committed” and that “rapists sometimes escape 

with a light sentence because a judge accepts their argument that they committed the crime 

because they were drunk, or that they were living away from their family, or they had a family to 

look after”. Unfortunately, all of this suggests that women are seen as second class citizens, thus 

implying that it will take more than just amending the laws to alleviate the problem of violence 

against women. By publishing this article, BBC is bringing attention to not only the immediate 

rape, but the overall structural problem that India has regarding how it handles rape. Regardless, 

it is imperative that the government at least try to correct the described problems.  

 While the government plans to make changes to its legal system, the police plan to 

change the way they operate as a result of pressure from media. According to CNN, a 

spokesperson for the police said that they intend to increase the number of women in the police 

station because at the time, women comprised only 7% of police forces (Staff CNN, 2013). This 

initiative will encourage more women to come forward and report rape because they are more 

likely to feel comfortable with women officers and more likely to believe that their case will be 

taken seriously. In India, the majority of rapes go unreported because, among other factors, 

women feel that they will not be heard. Additionally, in light of the 2011 rape of a 14 year old 

inside a police station by police officers, the Indian police force needs to regain the trust of its 

people. The pressure put on by the public and media is creating this needed change. 

 Additionally, The Hindu reported on December 21st that the New Delhi police released a 

statement that they have decided to step up policing in the city and adopt no-tolerance policy in 

cases related to crime against women (Sandeep, 2012). Their new policies include deploying 
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police personnel in plain clothes in strategic locations to check harassment of women, 

disallowing public transport to drive in the city without police verification of drivers, cleaners or 

assistants, and impounding vehicles that violate the rules. That it would take such a gruesome 

rape to get the police to start verifying the drivers of public transport seems outrageous. Also, if 

“henceforth, no ‘goondagardi’ (rowdiness), ‘dadagiri’ (bullying) or misbehaviour with women 

will be tolerated” by the police, then it can be implied that it wasn’t seen as a big issue before. It 

is good that the police are adopting a no tolerance policy, but it is questionable if this policy will 

be effective because they are just now adopting if after pressure from the high court. Although, it 

is interesting to note that the Union Home Secretary, R.K. Singh seemed confident that their plan 

will be successful stating that “women will feel safer now in the city…Delhi people will move 

freely” (Sandeep, 2012). 

 Further, the Hindu reported that the New Delhi police have launched a helpline for 

women who feel like they are being threatened to call (“Helpline Launched”, 2013). The state 

police plan to operate the line, register complaints from women, and help those in need.  This is a 

step in the right direction because it does show that the police acknowledge that women in the 

city want to feel like the police are helping them. This service will encourage women to report 

strange behavior and possibly dissuade men from acting out on women. At the same time 

though, the article reports that the “government has mandated all women hostels and women 

paying guest accommodations to register with the police” and the government issued a guideline 

manual “specifying dos and don’ts for the public at large” (“Helpline Launched”, 2013). While 

the government is trying to regain control of its city, these measures seem very controlling and 

seem to make life more difficult for the potential victims rather than the men who might attack. 
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The government should be putting its energy in stopping men from attacking women rather than 

mandating that women take preventative actions.   

Aside from suggesting changes that could be made to the justice system, United Nations 

Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon offered suggestions to India on how it can strengthen critical 

services for rape victims. The Times of India reported that the UN system was “ready to support 

such reform efforts with technical expertise and other support as required” (Gohain, 2012). As a 

proponent for equality between women and men as partners, the UN has access to many tools 

and ideas that could be beneficial to India. In fact, the UN has an entire department dedicated to 

gender equality called the “UN Entity for Gender Equality and the Empowerment of Women”. 

That this case would draw the attention of such a large organization shows the impact that it had. 

While the UN was not harsh in its suggestions, by offering that India should provide critical 

services for rape victims demonstrates that the UN is aware that India is struggling with how to 

successfully prevent and handle rape as well as take care of its victims of rape.  

 In response to all of the media coverage of criticism against the government and police 

force, India continues to make efforts to change its legal system. The Hindu reported on 

December 25
th

 that the former Chief Justice of India, Verma, formed a three member committee 

of jurists to suggest amendments to criminal law regarding rape and sexual assault cases 

(Sandeep, 2012). The committee urged the public, particularly NGOs, women’s rights activists, 

and legal professionals to email “their views, knowledge and experience” on “possible 

amendments in the criminal and other relevant laws to provide for quicker investigation, 

prosecution and trial, as also enhanced punishment for criminals accused of committing sexual 

assault of an extreme nature against women” (Sandeep, 2012). With the committee looking for 

ideas from the general public, more people will be directly involved in the fight for women’s 
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rights. This is beneficial because it allows more ideas and more voices to be heard and could 

inspire others to fight for women’s rights. 

 Unfortunately, in that same article, it is mentioned that Union Home Minister 

Sushilkumar Shinde defended the government against public criticism that it failed to have an 

effective dialogue with the protesters (Sandeep, 2012). While it is normal for the Home Minister 

to defend his government, he related the protesters to Maoists, an insurgent communist party in 

India, a harsh and irresponsible comparison. Protesting is a right given to citizens in a democracy 

and given the situation of which the people are protesting, it is unfair for the Shinde to compare 

them to a group that wants to overthrow the Indian government. All this does is paint the 

protesters as crazy and belittle their cause to others who may not be as well educated on the 

situation. 

 In addition to the Verma committee, the Hindu reported on December 27
th

 that a 

Commission of Inquiry headed by the former Delhi High Court judge, Justice Usha Mehra was 

set up to identify lapses and fix responsibility for the incident (Dhar, 2012). These developing 

committees and commissions show that the government is feeling pressure from its critics, the 

public, and the media. India has been dealing with a rise in sexual assault for a while, but only 

recently have they taken concrete steps to amend the problem. 

 Further adding to the list of committees set up to figure out a solution, according to 

ZeeNews, a 13-member special task force headed by Union Home Secretary was constituted on 

January 1st to look into safety issues for women in New Delhi and the general capital area 

(“Special Task Force”, 2013). The task force plans to review the functions of the New Delhi 

police on a regular basis. Thus, not only is the government feeling pressure to make amendments 

to laws that will help prosecute criminals, it is also feeling pressure to review its police force. By 
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taking power out of the hands of the local police and monitoring its daily functions, the 

government is showing that it no longer trusts the police to fulfill its duties. This is more work 

for the national government to take on, but it does show that they are dedicated to fixing the 

problem. 

 Despite this, the New Delhi police did attempt to help protect the victim and her family in 

the aftermath of the rape. By registering a criminal case against five people, including the 

publisher and editor of English tabloid Mail Today, for disclosing the identity of the Delhi gang-

rape victim, the police made efforts to protect the identity of the victim (“India Asks Youtube to 

Block Banned Rape Film”, 2015). Yahoo News reports that the tabloid published the victim’s 

name as well as photographs of her brother which is a violation of her and her family’s privacy. 

In addition to the undeserved shame that rape carries on a woman, the potential for journalists 

and reporters to harass her family would increase if her name was released. By allowing her 

identity to remain unknown, it is respecting her and her family.  

 With the setup of these various committees and the pressure felt by the government, the 

Economic Times reported that Tamil Nadu chief minister Jayalalithaa asked the Centre to amend 

existing laws to provide the death penalty and chemical castration for those convicted of rape 

(“Delhi gang-rape case: Jayalalithaa for harsher punishment for rape”, 2013). Jayalalithaa also 

announced a 13-point action plan to ensure safety of women in Tamil Nadu and said that 

incidents of sexual assault would be treated as a grave crime. Additionally, they plan on setting 

up a Women Helpline, deploying police personnel in plainclothes at market places and colleges 

to ensure the safety of women, and putting CCTVs in all public buildings to identify those who 

trouble women. The 13 point action plan represents a specific and detailed response to the rising 

crime which is exactly what India needs. While the committees are beneficial for coming up with 
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new ideas, a specific plan will lead to direct action. At the same time, the death penalty and 

chemical castration will not solve the underlying problem of rape in India. 

 Ultimately it was decided that sexual violence against women that leads to death of the 

victim can result in the death penalty for the perpetrator. On February 3
rd

, the Indian Express 

detailed that the President Pranab Mukherjee gave his assent to the Criminal Law (Amendment) 

Ordinance 2013 ("Prez Pranab Mukherjee Promulgates Ordinance”, 2013). Also included in this 

ordinance was a proposal to replace the word 'rape' with 'sexual assault' to expand the definition 

of sexual crimes against women. While the ordinance was welcomed by the BJP, several 

women’s activists opposed it claiming that it did injustice to the Verma Committee 

recommendations. Unfortunately, the Indian Express failed to describe why these women groups 

opposed the Ordinance and only described the positive attributes of the Ordinance. It is 

interesting to note that the Indian Express avoided describing why these groups opposed it; 

possibly it was seen as irrelevant to them or possibly this reveals their bias towards the 

Ordinance. 

 It was revealed in India Today why many leftist groups and women’s rights groups 

rejected the Ordinance. According to the magazine, these groups felt that the Ordinance left out 

key recommendations of the committee like making “rape a gender-specific crime and increasing 

the punishment for acid attacks, among others” ("President Signs Ordinance, 2013). 

Additionally, these groups questioned why the government was so quick to pass this act without 

the approval of the public. 

 While India Today does offer details as to why the leftists groups rejected the Ordinance, 

NDTV goes even further to describe these groups’ feelings of betrayal by including a quote from 

the All India Democratic Women’s Association which called the ordinance “fragmented” and 
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“only serve[ing] to sabotage the intention of providing recourse to victims of sexual violence” 

(Surabhi, 2013). NDTV goes into further detail than India Today, saying that the ordinance 

ignored many key suggestions of the commission, such as criminalizing marital rape, reviewing 

the Armed Forces Special Powers Act (AFSPA), trying military personnel accused of sexual 

offences under criminal law, and barring politicians facing such cases from contesting elections. 

 Comparing the news outlets Indian Express, India Today, and NDTV reveal a possible 

bias among the news stations. The Indian Express failed to describe why leftist groups opposed 

the Ordinance and only described the positive attributes of the act. In fact, in the article, the 

opposition was mentioned only in passing. On the other hand, India Today detailed that the 

groups didn’t support the ordinance because they felt that it lacked key recommendations and 

then went on to describe generally the recommendations the Ordinance left out. Lastly, NDTV 

gave the most press to the leftist groups out of the three by including quotes from various 

opposition leaders about why they oppose the ordinance. It was the most detailed in explaining 

why these groups oppose its passing. It is interesting to note that all three outlets were reporting 

the same story, but all emphasized different details. 

 Aside from creating committees and laws to help prevent future rapes, the Indian 

government was still responsible for the current state of the New Delhi rape victim, Jyoti. In an 

article by First Post, it was described that the 23 year old was on ventilator support and that the 

doctors in India decided to shift the victim to the Mt Elizabeth Hospital in Singapore for further 

treatment, believing that she could receive more specialized help there (Staff First Post, 2012). 

Finance Minister P Chidambaram had said earlier in the day that the victim was not in a 

condition to move but it appeared the doctors believed it would be best. It seems strange that 

they would want to move her if the she was in a fragile state as that could worsen her condition. 
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Added with the fact that India is a very large country with many resources, one could assume 

that they would have the technology to take care of her. 

 Creating speculations that the victim shouldn’t have been shifted to the hospital in 

Singapore, the Hindu reported “experts consulted by the government before transferring the 

critically-ill Delhi gang rape survivor to Singapore…were only asked if the patient was fit to be 

airlifted — not if the move was medically advisable” (Perappadan, 2012). Furthermore, Dr. 

Samiran Nundy, chairman of the organ transplant and gastro-surgery department of Sir Ganga 

Ram Hospital, expressed his dismay that a critically ill patient with a blood infection would be 

moved from a facility that has the means to take care of her. Because the patient was transferred 

out so quickly after she experienced a sudden drop in heartrate, it leads to speculations that the 

transfer was a political move. Perhaps at the realization that the victim may not survive, 

authorities felt it would be best if she were to die outside of India. The government was feeling 

the rising pressure from protesters, so it may have felt that should Jyoti die at the Indian hospital, 

protesters would become angrier.  

 A more controversial issue that the government had to deal with was the fact that one of 

the accused was a juvenile. Media coverage on the fact that one of the rapists was a juvenile has 

inspired debate among India about how to deal with heinous crimes involving juvenile criminals. 

This juvenile was 17 at the time when the crime was committed and this has sparked a lot of 

public outrage with demands to bring down the age to be declared a juvenile from 18 to 16 years. 

In an article by the Times of India it is described that under the Juvenile Justice Act, “a person 

can face a maximum sentence of three years confinement at a reformatory home” ("Gang-rape 

Victim's Kin Appalled as 6th Accused Declared Minor”, 203). Thus, although the juvenile was 

just a few months short of turning 18 at the time of the incident, he could get off with only three 
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years at a reformatory home. It’s very unjust that a few months, which wouldn’t make a 

difference in the mental maturity of the criminal, could make the difference between the death 

penalty and a reformatory home. 

 Thus, because the criminal will be charged as a juvenile, IBN Live reports that the 

“police will send a separate report to the Juvenile Justice Board for the trial of the 17-year-old 

allegedly involved in the case” (“Delhi gangrape: Accused tried to mow braveheart down”, 

2013). On the other hand, the other 5 being prosecuted could face the death penalty in a court of 

law. Though ultimately, according to The Hindu, the Justice Verma Committee ruled on January 

24
th

 against recommending the death penalty even in the rarest of the rare rape cases (Sandeep, 

2013). Thus, the five adults would not be charged with the death penalty and in turn would face a 

maximum punishment of life in prison. Additionally, despite protests to do so, the Justice Verma 

Committee decided against lowering the age of a juvenile from 18 to 16, confirming that the 17 

year old would be charged as a juvenile. Although, the Hindu does report that the Justice Verma 

Committee decided to raise the minimum sentence for rape from 7 years to 10 years and that life 

imprisonment must always mean jail for the entire natural life of the convict. Because the Justice 

Verma Committee is only a committee, it doesn’t have authority to put these actions in place 

without approval, thus these are only suggestions. It’s strange that the committee has to explain 

that life imprisonment means imprisonment for life because that seems self-explanatory, but it 

does imply that it has not been implemented as such in India.  Additionally, the committee 

explains that they don’t want the age for a juvenile lowered from 18 to 16 years old because they 

believe it is unlikely that the convict would emerge a reformed person after life imprisonment.  

Someone who just months short of becoming an adult murdered and raped another human is 

fully aware of their actions. They understand what it means to kill another human being and thus 
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deserve the same punishments that a person just a few months older would receive. Therefore, 

while raising the minimum sentence and clarifying the term life imprisonment represent 

progress, refusing to suggest lowering the age of a juvenile is backwards. 

 Various groups and people agreed that the age for a juvenile should be lowered including 

the Janata Party president Subramanian Swamy. In an article published by the Times of India, 

Swamy is said to have created a petition seeking the prosecution of the sole juvenile along with 

the five adults accused (“"Subramanian Swamy's Plea for Trying Juvenile”, 2013). 

Unfortunately, siding with the Verma Committee, the juvenile justice board rejected Swamy’s 

plea.  

 Further describing Swamy’s plea to raise the age of juveniles, the India Express reported 

that in his plea, Swamy attempted to describe the purposes of the Juvenile Justice (JJ) Act and 

why it shouldn’t apply in this case (“Juvenile Board rejects Swamy's plea”, 2013). He explains 

that the JJ Act was meant to protect the innocence of children who may not understand their 

actions. He further details that the concept of criminality needs to be added to the Act so that the 

court can differentiate between innocent children and ‘juveniles’ who fully understand what they 

are doing. The Act shouldn’t be applied to cases of gang rape as the extreme malice and 

depravity involved in those types of case doesn’t reflect a juvenile of tender age who the law 

supposes is not fully capable of being responsible for his actions, but rather reflects actions of the 

most evil of men for whom this beneficial legislation clearly is not meant.  

 The Times of India and the India Express report the same two stories, but their 

presentation of the report is different. The Times of India fails to describe in detail why Swamy 

believed that the age should be raised, but the India Express describes in detail why he believed 
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that the JJ Act shouldn’t be applied in this case. This could reflect a potential bias between the 

two news sources.  

 Adding more details to the juvenile board’s decision, the Telegraph of Calcutta, India 

reported that although the juvenile “was described as the most brutal of the six accused” because 

he was declared a juvenile, he will be allowed to “walk free by June 4 this year (2013) when he 

attains the age of 18 years” ("Delhi Gang-rape: Board Says Sixth Accused a Minor”, 2013). This 

is because the JJ Act provides that he can only stay in the reformatory home until he attains 18 

years of age and he cannot be sent to jail thereafter. Therefore, he will walk free once he turns 18 

in June. This exemplifies a major flaw in the Indian penal system. Despite the fact that he was 

described as being the most brutal of the 6, he will be allowed to walk free without any 

consequences because he committed the crime at 17 instead of 18. 

 The family and friends of Jyoti were very disappointed in the decision of the board. The 

Times of India described that the family plans to consult legal experts to challenge the court’s 

decision (“Gang-rape victim's kin appalled as 6
th

 accused declared minor”, 2013). Additionally, 

the brother of the victim believes that there may be some kind of fraud in the date of birth of the 

juvenile which was verified using school documents as those types of documents can be forged. 

Unfortunately, The JJB rejected the police's plea for a bone ossification test to determine the age 

of the sixth accused. Further protecting the accused juvenile, USA Today reported that the court 

had forbidden the publication of his name and identity even though he has since turned 18. The 

JJB and the court of law stand very firm in protecting the juvenile despite the fact that in the 

article it is described that he “played the main role in the incident.” This has sparked public 

outrage as people feel that the JJB is trying very hard to protect a now adult who led a brutal rape 

of a medical student. 
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 After months and months of waiting, the Juvenile Justice Board said it will pronounce its 

verdict on the youngest accused in the Delhi gang-rape case on the 5
th

 of August ("Delhi Gang-

Rape Case: Verdict On Juvenile Accused to Be Pronounced on 5 August”, 2013). The 

International Business Times reported that this was the second time that the court postponed their 

decision. And yet again, the Times of India detailed that the JJB decided to defer the case until 

August 12
th

, demonstrating how serious they are taking the case (“Delhi Gang-rape Case: Board 

Defers Verdict on Juvenile Again”, 2013).  

 Finally, nearly 9 months after the rape of Jyoti, the Juvenile Justice Board declared their 

decision. Because he was found guilty, he will be sent to a correctional home for three years 

("Nirbhaya Gang-rape Case: Juvenile Found Guilty of Rape and Murder”, 2013) 

 After all of the controversy and despite the fact that the 17 year old was tried as a 

juvenile, several years after the court’s decision the Central Government decided to go forward 

with a new law in March of 2015 that allows 16 to 18 year olds guilty of grave offences to face 

trial as adults (Tandon, 2015). This can be seen as a result of the tremendous media coverage and 

public outrage at current juvenile crime laws. In an interview with the Tribune of India, the 

Women and Child Development Minister, Maneka Gandhi said that they took a middle path with 

the new law and that a juvenile will only be charged as an adult “when it is proved that he 

committed the crime with an adult and not a childish mind” (Tandon, 2015). The minister said 

that this law was passed in light of ample evidence that many juveniles committed heinous 

crimes with the knowledge of the leniency of existing laws. This is an intelligent and positive 

move for handling cases like murder and rape as it is clear that the juvenile involved in the New 

Delhi rape case deserved more than three years in a reformatory home. This new law is better 

prepared to handle cases of people under 18 who commit heinous crimes.  
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 After deciding what to do with the juvenile, the court came to a decision on how to 

handle the remaining adults. Ultimately, the New Delhi high court decided on March 13, 2014 to 

sentence the men to the death penalty (Ghosh, 2014). While many people were excited about this 

death sentence, the NY Times reports that some of India’s most ardent women’s rights advocates 

were skeptical that the hangings would do anything to stem violence against women in India 

(Barry, 2013). These groups feel that the death sentence distracts from the bigger question of 

why Indian girls and women are so vulnerable to sexual violence. Ms. Nundy, the Supreme 

Court litigator, said “the real challenge lies in shaking up the criminal justice system, which is 

desperately short of judges and mired in outdated thinking about violence against women” 

(Barry, 2013). In fact, she describes that sometimes police investigators will use a “two-finger 

test” to determine whether the victim has a prior sexual history and if she had, then the likelihood 

of a conviction plummets. Whether or not people should or shouldn’t be happy that the death 

sentence was granted is not the main concern, the main issue is that the Indian justice system is 

largely outdated and sexist in how it handles cases. The prior sexual history of a victim doesn’t 

matter in cases of rape; if she was raped then she was raped.  

After the high court came to its decision, because one of the accused had already hung 

himself in prison, the remaining four said they would move to the Supreme Court, seeking a stay 

on their execution and reversal of the Delhi high court verdict upholding their conviction and the 

punishment, still claiming innocence. According to Live Mint, in their petition, they claimed that 

there was no “substance or material piece of evidence” and there were contradictions in the 

depositions of the victim and her friend, who had accompanied her in the bus, about the offence 

and the offenders ("Delhi Gang-rape: Two Death Row Convicts Move Supreme Court.", 2014). 

That the accused felt there was not material evidence supporting the prosecution seems crazy as 
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the court records show that their blood, semen, and other bodily fluids were found in the bus and 

around the victim and her male friend. Despite this, their petition to move to the Supreme Court 

was granted. 

 At the Supreme Court level, the Indian Express reported on April 28
th

 that the Delhi 

government was asked to present its evidence as well as the post mortem report ("Final Hearing 

on Two Delhi Gang Rape Convicts' Appeals in July: SC.", 2014). The accused believe that the 

prosecution's story that the victim's end came because of heavy bleeding on account of serious 

injuries to her intestines was not confirmed by the post-mortem report. Additionally, they feel 

that their trial was not fair because it was under public and political pressure and because they 

felt that their right to have a counsel of their choice was violated as they were represented by a 

state-appointed advocate. Firstly, it shouldn’t matter whether the victim’s end came because of 

the serious injuries to her intestines because if the men hadn’t violated her in the first place, she 

wouldn’t have ended up in the hospital. They attacked her with intentions to brutally rape and 

possibly kill her. Secondly, the Indian government attempted to allow them a choice of counsel, 

but because so many lawyers were opposed to defending men who had evidently committed such 

a heinous act, the accused had to take whatever they could get. 

 At first, the Supreme Court pushed back the hearing of the accused a month and then 

another month and then another month until eventually the hearing had been pushed back for an 

entire year. The Daily Mail reported on March 5
th

 2015 that the delay could be representative of 

mismanagement of the board (volume of cases) by the court and its registry (Nair, 2015). 

Regardless of why the Supreme Court is not making this case a priority, NDTV reported on 

August 28 2015 that all four men were convicted of a separate case for a robbery that occurred 

the same night as the rape and were sentenced to 10 years in prison (“"4 Nirbhaya Gang-Rape 
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Convicts Get 10 Year Jail in Robbery Case.", 2015). On the night of the rape, the four men had 

stolen the mobile phone of another man. That it would take petty theft of another man to get the 

four rapists in prison is a sad reflection on the Indian government. The brutal rape and murder of 

the 23 year old medical student should take precedent in the Supreme Court. The evidence is 

apparent and points to all four men being guilty, yet they are going to finally get put into prison 

over a year later for robbery. This doesn’t reflect well on the Indian Supreme Court. 

 

Protests and international attention 

 After the initial coverage of the horrific rape and while the media was covering how the 

government and the court were handling the case and all of the controversies that surrounded it, 

the public was beginning to organize and rise up against the injustices. Because of the globalized 

media coverage of how various Indian women’s rights groups were protesting their government 

and urging them to make changes, it inspired an international up rise and thought pieces from 

writers around the world. Both in the streets and on the web, these groups pushed their 

government to make changes while also attempting to pay respect to Jyoti and her family. 

 Beginning on social media, the Times of India reported that many college students have 

removed their profile picture and replaced it with a black oval dot to represent their support 

against harassment and rape (Guglani, 2012). When interviewed, student Ansh Monga said that 

the dot “is a warning of the depths society is stooping to and the consequences of men acting 

worse than animals.” It’s very common for people to change their Facebook profile picture to 

show support for a cause they believe in, but in this case it seems that the interviewed women 

feel even closer to the case than the average person who might post something showing support. 
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An active social media presence can help raise international awareness of what has happened in 

India which is very important if change is going to happen. 

 In fact, the social media presence in India spread so far that the Times of India reported 

that on Google Trends' search volume index, "Delhi gang rape," "Rape in Delhi" and "gang-rape 

victim" had been among the top search phrases in India over the first week after the rape 

occurred, reaching a peak on December 20, 2012 (Prasad, 2012). On websites like Facebook and 

Twitter people are venting their outrage while on Change.org a petition has been formed seeking 

the intervention of President Pranab Mukherjee and Chief Justice of India Altamas Kabir. It 

appears that everyone in the country is taking notice of the incident and urging the government to 

make changes while at the same time engaging in an intellectual conversation about the status of 

women in India.  

 Also using a social media platform to express their disappointment, an India Cricket 

magazine, Cricket Country, wrote on December 19
th

 that Indian cricketers Yuvraj Singh, 

Harbhajan Singh, Pragyan Ojha and many others took to Twitter to demand capital punishment 

for those guilty (Staff Cricket Country, 2012). That a cricket magazine would report on the rape 

and that famous cricketers would comment on what happened shows the magnitude of the 

incident and the impact that globalized media coverage can play in bringing attention to a cause.  

 After and during the initial social media presence, people took to the streets to protest 

violence against women. The protests began as peaceful, but according to the New York Times 

after 7 days of protesting, despite a hastily enacted ban on protesting in New Delhi, the crowds 

began to taunt the police and even attacked the car of a Member of Parliament (Timmons, 2012). 

In response, the police fired tear gas and water cannons, beat protesters with bamboo sticks, and 

arrested dozens. Despite this report from the New York Times, Jayati Ghosh, a professor of 
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economics at Jawaharlal Nehru University when interviewed recalled that “many students who 

were protesting peacefully were attacked” (Timmons, 2012). In general, the protesters said that 

they felt the cops were only protecting the ministers and the top bureaucrats while leaving the 

average person vulnerable. It’s interesting that there would be a discrepancy between what the 

NY Times described had happened and what the person interviewed described. Most likely what 

the NY Times reported was true, but the protesters felt it was an overreaction by the police. 

Additionally, many people are probably angry that the government had put a ban on protesting 

shortly after the rape case made news. Clearly this was a knee jerk reaction by the government 

and an attempt by them to keep things under control, but it only seemed to anger protesters more. 

While peaceful protesting is preferable to violent protesting, if the people feel that the police are 

against them, they are more likely to act violently against them, especially if the police are 

already trying to stop people from protesting.  

 Further supporting the idea that the government is out to protect itself and isn’t taking the 

protesters seriously, President Pranab Mukherjee’s son, Abhijit Mukherjee made a highly 

controversial comment about the women who are protesting against the gang-rape. Because his 

comments were recorded and televised, it inspired a blog post by author, Sonal Bhadoria, in 

which she writes about how Mukherjee called the protesters “highly dented-painted women” and 

commented that “women of that age (older than college age)” shouldn’t be out protesting 

(Bhadoria, 2012). His comments demonstrate the ignorance of a lot of people in India. They 

can’t understand why women who are older than college age would care enough about the gang 

rape to protest it. This type of mindset makes it difficult for anything positive to occur because if 

it’s not handled as a societal problem in which everyone gets involved to create change, the 
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change will never happen. Belittling brave women who want to make a difference is not helping 

anyone. 

 Offering another perspective to the police’s reaction to the protesters, Independent, a UK 

magazine, reported that “tensions ran so high that police used water cannon to disperse protesters 

who had gathered outside the home of Delhi’s chief minister” (Buncombe, 2012). The article 

continues the describe that the protesters gathered to fight against the mindset of people in India, 

a mindset that creates a situation in which “senior police officers have often blamed the victims, 

citing the way they were dressed or that they dared to be out at night.” This article brushes over 

the reaction of the police and choses to focus on why the protesters organized. It doesn’t specify 

who started the violence between the officers and the citizens but rather focuses on the 

importance of what the protesters are doing. 

 Also in contrast to the story told by the NY Times, in an article published on First Post, 

author Vivek Kaul describes a different perspective to the story. Home Minister Sushil Kumar 

Shinde claims that the police started lathi-charging and tear-gassing the protesters after they 

began to throw stones at the police, but according to the author, “The violence began not when 

protesters threw stones, but when the police started attacking people. Stones were thrown in 

retaliation. The television cameras that recorded what happened show us the exact chronology” 

(Kaul, 2012). Additionally, the author is critical of the Home Minister for calling the protesters 

“Maoists”, a group who kills people day in and day out. It’s interesting that there is a 

discrepancy between what the NY Times reported and what the author of this article stated. 

Regardless of what happened, the Home Minster shouldn’t have referred to the protesters as 

Maoists as that undermines the cause that the protesters are fighting for. What happened and 
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what is happening in India is terrible and these people are fighting for a cause that will improve 

the life of women in India. 

 At the same time though, the New York Times wrote an article on January 3
rd

 criticizing 

the government’s overreaction to the protests. The author describes that there has been 

widespread criticism of the government’s aggressive response to protesters and that the 

government has even gone as far as to invoke a “terrorism law that prohibits even small 

gatherings” (Harris, 2013). This supports the idea that that India’s police are used to guard the 

powerful from the people rather than to protect the people from criminals. Rather than treating 

the protesters like criminals, the government should be cracking down on the real criminals who 

are raping women. 

 Another protest that turned violent happened in Jantar Mantar on December 30
th

.  The 

Economic Times reported that the “hitherto peaceful protest” turned violent at around 1 pm when 

a group among the protesters carrying flags and banners of ABVP tried to march from Jantar 

Mantar to Connaught Place but police prevented them from moving ahead ("Delhi Gang-rape: 

Protesters Clash with Police”, 2012). A group among the protesters then attempted to break the 

police barricade, but the police contained them and began to remove violent protesters. In this 

article, the Economic Times appears critical of protesters who attempted to use violence, using 

language like “miscreants” to describe those who the police removed. It also puts the blames the 

violence on the protesters for attempting to move forward whereas the police were only 

“containing them”. 

 Not all protests ended in violence noted IBN Live which described the peaceful protest 

that took place in Kolkata, India. This can be attributed to the no violence code set by the 

Kolkata police (“Kolkata Walks in Silence”, 2012). In fact, the article describes that women of 
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all ages and of different social and economic levels gathered to protest against the brutal gang-

rape of a 23-year-old student in Delhi. Because the Kolkata police took a no violence code, the 

people were able to protest as they wanted and things were kept under control as the people felt 

that the police was on their side. This is a contrast from the protest in New Delhi in which the 

people felt that the police were against them. 

 Additionally, the Economic Times describes a peaceful protest that occurred in Bangalore 

in which over 600 women belonging to various women's organizations and the CPI-M youth 

wing, Students Federation of India Bangalore, formed a human chain for over two hours ("Delhi 

gang-rape: Women, students protest in Bangalore”, 2012). At this demonstration the women held 

placards and shouted slogans against the government for their inaction to protect women. This 

many women coming together sends a strong message to the government that its people want 

change to happen.  

 The protests against the brutal rape did not stay confined to just India, but rather spread 

around the world, sparking a global conversation about rape and women’s rights. The Guardian 

described how protesters gathered in Nepal, Sri Lanka, Pakistan and Bangladesh joining the 

movement against sexual violence (Burke, 2013). It is especially important given that these are 

all countries where women suffer high levels of sexual and domestic violence and where a social 

stigma is attached to rape victims. Although demonstrations have occurred in these countries, 

what is unique about this one is that men are joining in as well. 

 These protests, while important and beneficial, have created problems for commuters. 

The Hindu reported that to curb the flow of protestors near India Gate, eight Delhi Metro railway 

stations were closed by the New Delhi police, “inconveniencing countless commuters trying to 
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reach various parts of the city” (Ashok, 2012). Many commuters were left bewildered and 

confused at the inconvenience. 

 The Hindu Business Line further reports that a week later, after its original article, 

protesters were still up in arms and the metro stations were still shut down (“Chaos in Capital”, 

2012). The news outlet reports that “the national capital was under siege on Monday with the 

police blocking roads to stop protests and demonstrators”. When interviewed, one protester said, 

“It is funny that to stamp down a reasonable protest the Government could bring out all of its 

arsenal, but for the safety of the citizen there are never enough police.” This protester brings up 

an interesting thought that there are enough police for the city to seem under siege, yet these 

protesters are mostly women without weapons who are frustrated about their government’s slow 

response to the violence against women. These women are not looking to hurt anyone but rather 

want to put pressure on their government to see change in its operation. Despite this, the 

government is treating them like criminals.  

 Only supporting the idea that the police and government see these protesters as criminals, 

according to IBN Live, a curfew has been imposed in the capital of India to stop protesters near 

the presidential palace (“Government Waging ‘war’”, 2012). Protesters argue that if the 

government would’ve fought against the rapists as hard as they are fighting against the 

protesters, they wouldn’t be in this situation. Once again, it appears that the government is 

targeting the wrong people.  

 The controversy surrounding the dynamic between authorities and protesters reached an 

all-time high when it was discovered that a policeman, Subhash Tomar, was injured during one 

of the violent protests and ultimately died in the hospital (“Delhi Gang Rape Protests Policeman 

Dies”, 2012). Police spokesman Rajan Bhagat told AFP news agency, "The protesters pelted 
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stones at Mr Tomar, he was unconscious for two days and today he died," while a relative 

claimed that Tomar was attacked by a mob for no reason. Although, the author of the BBC 

article writes that Tomar ultimately died of a heart attack in the hospital.  

 After the release of the post mortem report, DNA India reported that it was revealed that 

Tomar “died due to cardiac arrest caused by injuries he suffered on his chest and neck produced 

by blunt impact" supporting the claim that he was attacked by a mob (“Subhash Tomar’s Ribs 

Were Fractured”, 2012). Despite the post mortem report, according to the news outlet, two eye-

witnesses claimed that Tomar was not attacked and that he collapsed in front of them while 

chasing protesters at India Gate on Sunday. DNA India mentions the possibility of Tomar having 

collapsed on his own as an afterthought and choses instead to focus on the injuries found on his 

body. Additionally, the author chose to include that one of the two witnesses who claim to have 

seen the police officer collapse on his own is a girl. These two details imply that the author 

believes that the police officer was indeed attacked by a mob.  

 The claims made by the two witnesses were supported when medical experts explained to 

the Hindu that efforts to revive Tomar could’ve caused the injuries found on his body (Pandey, 

2012). During CPR the chest is compressed with such an effort that it could potentially fracture 

ribs.  In fact, television footage shows that those attending to the constable, including the other 

policemen, were not trained in CPR and thus could’ve accidentally injured him. Therefore, the 

policemen and friends who are trying to implicate the protesters could’ve actually been the ones 

to injure him.  

 Ultimately, Telkha Daily reported that the eight people who the police thought caused the 

injuries to Tomar were actually innocent (“Eight Arrested in Constable”, 2013). This came as a 

major embarrassment to the police as these men were being charged with murder and rioting 
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when in fact Tomar had collapsed while walking. The police were quick to point a finger when 

one of their own was injured, but were slow to respond when someone on the street was 

legitimately raped and murdered. It’s unsettling that authorities would move so quickly to charge 

someone with murder with little evidence yet when there is concrete evidence that a woman is 

raped, they do not take it seriously.  

 Unfortunately, Jyoti ultimately died at the hospital in Singapore. Reuters reported that her 

family chose to cremate her body at a private ceremony (Abidi, 2012). To pay respect to the 23 

year old medical student, many in India chose to scale down or even cancel their plans for New 

Year's Eve (Ghosh, 2012). Instead of the violent protests that were seen earlier in the week, 

thousands gathered peacefully with candles and pledged to fight for women's rights in her 

memory. 

 The Washington Post reported a similar article that people were deciding to tone down 

New Year’s Eve to pay respect to the woman and her family (Lakshmi, 2012). President Pranab 

Mukherjee and Prime Minister Manmohan Singh canceled all their official events to mark the 

New Year and the defense forces instructed all formations across the nation to cancel their 

scheduled parties. This was a smart move by the government given how angry the citizens of 

New Delhi already are. If the government were to have gone ahead with their usual plans, it 

would’ve caused an even bigger uproar.  

Since Jyoti’s death, her family has become more public regarding how they feel about her 

rapists and what they want to get accomplished in India. In an article with the Indian Express, 

her father called the rapists “beasts” saying that “he wants the world to know his daughter's real 

name as it will give courage to other women who have survived such attacks” ("Want the World 

to Know Her Name”, 2013). The father was again quoted in British’s Sunday People Newspaper 
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saying, "We want the world to know her real name" (“India Rape: Father wants victim named”, 

2013). Although, according to BBC, the father denied Indian media rights to publish her name. 

The author continues the article noting that it remains unclear what good revealing her name 

would actually do. Regardless of whether the father reveals her name, it is clear that he wants 

justice and wants to ensure that what happened to his daughter doesn’t happen to other women. 

In fact the Indian Express quoted him saying “that he has not slept peacefully even once since 

that fateful night” (“Nothing in India Has Changed”, 2014). A terrible tragedy like what 

happened would disturb anyone and although revealing her name may not do anything directly to 

help rape victims, her father wants justice for his daughter.  

Further exploring the implications of revealing the victim’s name, a thought piece was 

written in First Post that explained why the author believed the victim should remain nameless 

(Roy, 2012). The author argues that revealing or giving her a name with the sole purpose that she 

can become a slogan will take away from what happened to her. What happened to her resonated 

so sharply is because she was an ordinary woman, implying that that anyone could put 

themselves in her shoes. This makes the cause against rape stronger because people realize that it 

could happen to anyone. 

Aside from the issue of revealing her name, the family has received attention with how 

they have handled their daughter’s rape and the efforts they are making to help others. The 

Times of India reported that the family plans to form a trust fund to help give support to rape 

victims (“Trust to Be Set up”, 2013). Additionally, IBN Live reported that while the victim’s 

college offered her family a full refund on the tuition paid, her family declined it (“Delhi 

braveheart's family turns down offer of fee refund”, 2013). Instead, the family wants the money 

to be used to create a scholarship for meritorious students who can't afford the fees. Both of these 
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actions, creating a trust fund and scholarship, exemplify a family that while poor, is incredibly 

generous and caring. They want to help others while ensuring that nobody has to go through 

what their daughter experienced.  

 As compensation for the death of their daughter and the terrible things that happened to 

her, the Indian government is offering the family financial assistance of Rs20 lakh according to 

DNA India (“Delhi Gang Rape: UP Govt Promises RS20”, 2012). While it’s impossible to put a 

value on the terrible things that have occurred nor anyway to thank the family for how generous 

they have been, it is nice that the government will be supporting the family so that they can move 

out of poverty. Although, this poses a question: what about all the other victims of rape? The 

rape and sexual assault of women happens often in India, but the government does nothing to 

compensate the families of the victims, let alone charge the criminals. Clearly the government is 

doing this not out of kindness, but rather from pressure by the media and various women’s rights 

groups.  

The death of Jyoti inspired many writers to look into her life and her family and compare 

that with the life and family of the accused criminals. Reuters was one of many sources that 

chose to delve into these lives. Both the men accused of rape and the victim came from humble 

backgrounds, but unlike the convicts who held menial jobs, Jyoti was able to find a job at a call 

center to fund her studies (Williams, 2013). Additionally, Jyoti came from a family who 

supported her and encouraged her to pursue her studies whereas in the case of the convicts, many 

of their parents hadn’t heard from their sons in years. According to the mother of the juvenile, 

her son left the village for the city several years prior to follow the economic boom that has 

propelled India. Poverty, lack of education, and misogynic ideas that are engrained in India 

created a situation that made the men believe that what they did to the girl wouldn’t have 
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negative consequences. The Wall Street Journal’s article supplements this story saying that the 

men came from a poor area and left school early to begin working (Sharma, 2012). The men 

were described as heavy drinkers who occasionally seemed depressed, lacking a purpose, but 

there was nothing extraordinary about these men compared to other men from their village. Both 

the men who committed the heinous crime and the victim came from poverty, but one was able 

to rise above and follow her dreams of an education while the others slipped through the cracks. 

The Guardian describes that Jyoti and her family had to work day in and day out to afford her 

medical school, but they made it work as her parents were not like traditional Indians and 

believed that women deserve the same right to an education as men (Burke, 2013).  In fact, 

villagers said that her father was known as the man “who sold off farmland in his native village 

and worked two shifts a day loading luggage at the airport to pay for her college education.” The 

stories of these men and of Jyoti demonstrate that in addition to changing the sexist laws in India, 

addressing its welfare system may help to prevent violent crimes like this one.  

This incident has also led to a debate on whether the death penalty is the answer to 

solving the problems. In a story by the New York Times, the author describes how some of 

India’s most ardent women’s rights supporters are questioning if the death penalty will do 

anything to stem violence against women (Sharma, 2013). These advocates for women question 

if the death penalty will distract from the deeper problem: why women in India are raped. 

Because rape is not a localized problem, it will take more than four hangings to deter sexual 

violence against women. Despite this, the article reports that because of the changes made to 

Indian laws, reports of rape have more than doubled from the previous year. This isn’t because 

rape is happening more often, but because women are more comfortable reporting when they’ve 

been raped. Whether or not the hangings will distract from discovering the underlying social 
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reasons as to why women are raped more often in India is yet to be determined, but for now the 

positive change in India’s laws are encouraging more women to come forward.  

This change is described in an article by the Daily Beast in which the author describes 

that according to a report recently released by India’s National Crime Records Bureau, the 

number of rape complaints registered with the police rose by nearly 3 percent in 2012 and the 

number of those cases documented as a crime was at a high 95 percent (Dutt, 2013). This is a 

positive change for a country that before would not consider most rape cases as a crime. Despite 

this, more than 85% of cases are still awaiting trial. In the article the author urges men to rise 

against the sexual violence, believing that it will take both sexes to come together to stop the 

perpetual violence. This is true because although the government can start documenting rape and 

start punishing rapists, it will take a true cultural change for men to start treating women well. 

This means that men who have been passive to the violence need to stand up and urge their peers 

to stop the harassment.  

This notion of a need for a cultural change is exemplified by a comment from the head of 

India’s top investigative agency who said according to Think Progress, “If you can’t prevent 

rape, you enjoy it” (Shen, 2013). This statement is illogical and harmful as it comes from a 

respected official and perpetuates the idea that certain women deserve rape. Not only are these 

types of statements from officials hurtful towards their own people, but they also are hurting 

tourism as the same article reports that the number of women visiting India plunged by a third in 

2013. Internationally, India is becoming known as a place that is not safe for women. 

Although it should be clear that the drop in tourism is due to the ignorant comments made 

by officials and India’s lack of dealing with these rapes, some officials have decided to blame the 

victims for this. The Deccan Chronicle reported that Union Finance Minister Arun Jaitley 
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callously termed rapes as disastrous, saying such incidents have cost billions of dollars to the 

tourism industry (“Arun Jaitley Terms Delhi Rape”, 2014). What is wrong about this statement is 

that instead of taking into consideration how the victims of these rapes feel, he is focusing only 

on the economic status of India after the rapes. Rather than realizing that the men in India have a 

lack of respect for women and this is what is causing the drop in tourism, Jaitley puts the blame 

back on the victims. He believes that the increasing reports of rapes are hurting tourism. Ignorant 

statements like these will never help India move past their problem. 

Sunndy Hundal of the Guardian believes that these statements and these problems only 

underline the deep-rooted misogyny in India, a country where men are valued more than women. 

The author continues to describe that a gender gap exists in India in which there are 37 million 

fewer women than men due to the lower quality health care that women receive, murder, and 

infanticide (Hundal, 2013). Thus, the article underlines the fact that the problems of rape in India 

can’t be easily solved with harsher laws because from a young age, boys are taught that they are 

worth more than women. This mindset is what leads to rape and violence and can only be 

changed with serious cultural shifts that can’t be happen in just a year.  

 

BBC Documentary 

 All of the media reports and all of the attention given to violence towards women in India 

inspired a documentary on Jyoti and the rape. The creation of this documentary reflects the 

impact that highly publicizing something can have on a situation. By the media bringing 

international attention to the rape, people across the globe had a vested interest in the case. Thus, 

the documentary was made to fill this interest and address a serious issue in India and across the 

world. 
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After the case proceedings and after international awareness of violence against women 

had reached its peak, BBC revealed that it would be releasing a documentary by Leslee Udwin 

that described the details of the New Delhi gang rape and all that had occurred (Conlan, 2015). 

The documentary included interviews with the rapists as well as the victim’s family. In his 

interview done from jail, Mukesh Singh made controversial statements that a girl is more 

responsible for rape than a man because if the woman hadn’t gone out at night, the rape wouldn’t 

have occurred (India’s Daughter, 2015). He also relayed that had Jyoti and her friend not tried to 

fight back, the gang would have let them go because they never intended to murder anyone. He 

said: "When being raped, she shouldn't fight back. She should just be silent and allow the rape.” 

These statements and many more of similar nature made by both the convicts and their lawyers 

caused uproar in India as it revealed how truly deviant and cold the killers were. What is most 

shocking about their statements is that they were said by formerly average men, yet the men 

show no remorse. 

 Despite international interest, the Indian government has made moves to ban the 

documentary from domestic televisions.  India’s parliamentary affairs minister M Venkaiah 

Naidu said that India was also seeing what it could do to ban the film internationally describing 

the film as “an international conspiracy to defame India” (Conlan, 2015). While the film would 

bring even more awareness to the problem of rape in India and possibly hurt tourism even 

further, everything that the film relayed was true. The brutal gang rape did happen in New Delhi 

and similar cases have been happening and are continuing to happen. Government officials, 

lawyers, and the convicts did make ignorant and sexist statements. The film is only compiling all 

of the information in the case. Thus, for Naidu to refer to the film as a conspiracy is inaccurate 

and by banning the film, he is only trying to cover up an international embarrassment.  
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 In response to India’s banning of the documentary domestically, BBC responded that it 

had no plans of trying to play the movie in India. Although, according to NDTV, BBC did also 

release in its statement that the documentary was “made with the full support and co-operation of 

the victim's parents” (“India’s Daughter: Required Clearances Were Taken”, 2016). India then 

went as far as to ask that YouTube ban the film from being found on its website, Yahoo news 

reports (“India Asks Youtube To Block Banned Rape Film”, 2015). That India would try to get 

the video off of YouTube reveals how desperate they are to keep their problem and this case 

under wraps. In an article published by the Economic Times, the author believes that the 

documentary held a mirror up to society and that the government was afraid to look in (“Ban 

Wasn’t Needed For Truth to Be Known”, 2015). It is important that the citizens of India are 

informed and aware of what is happening in their country and by banning the documentary, the 

government is only trying to protect themselves.  

 

Mediaization of Violent Acts and its Impact 

 This case demonstrates the impact the media can play in bring awareness to issues, 

shaping public opinion, and pressuring the government to create policy. The initial coverage of 

the gang rape was done by a local news source and showed little remorse for Jyoti and what 

happened to her. Instead it focused on describing the facts in an objective way because for the 

local news this was something that happened often.  When BBC and other international news 

sources heard of what happened they took a different approach to covering the case. Instead of 

stating facts, they described how brutal the rape was and how it was a violation of human rights. 

These sources focused on how the gang rape revealed an underlying misogynistic and sexist 

culture in India. As a result, social media exploded as the rape case started trending on Google, 
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Facebook, and Twitter. People began to use social media as a means to rally and gather support 

to protest their government’s failings in protecting women. As news of the rape spread, women 

not just in India, but around the world began to stand up against the patriarchy in their 

prospective countries and protest against how their government was handling rape. Local and 

international protesters as well as international human rights groups like the UN pressured the 

government into making changes to the way they treated rape cases and victims of rape. This 

rising awareness as a result of increased media coverage culminated in a documentary by BBC 

about the rape and crimes against women.  

The media controls what the general public sees and greatly impacts how they perceive 

issues. In a globalized society, issues that would normally remain local are put on public display. 

In this case, the international media brought attention to a serious problem in India. Had 

coverage of the case remained localized, the public may not have become as aware of what was 

happening. As a result, the protests that encouraged reform wouldn’t have occurred. But rather, 

what happened was an exchange between local Indian media outlets and international media 

outlets. The local media reported what occurred, international media then caught wind of what 

had happened and gave greater coverage to it including their own opinion on the brutality, and as 

a result, local media began to report in more depth and with more concern about the rape.  With 

both local and international media as well as the public pressuring the government to address its 

issues, changes were made.  

While India has made progress, until societal changes are made in the way that men view 

women, India will continue to have problems. The brutal gang rape of the university student, 

Jyoti, shocked the world and brought attention to a serious problem in India. The impact that the 

media had on bringing awareness to this case was tremendous. Inspiring protests, new laws, and 
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a documentary, this gang rape and the coverage by news outlets mobilized citizens. Although, 

despite pressure from its citizens and international organizations, India still has a ways to go. 
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