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In the name of Love
By-Dr Nunglekpam Premi Devi

Independent Scholar

Call me by something, different and ‘even’ name;
‘Please’ me by cute, tiny and strange name;
‘Ebemma’, ‘echoubi’, ‘echan’, ‘e-che’ and ‘enao’;
Fascinating by the tangling ‘ethos’,
Captivating and enthralling and charming;
Oh! Those emotions so sweetening
Making me proud; making me beautiful;
‘You’ hate me for nothing, blank;
‘You’ chase me for defying your words;
‘Naughty’ as I could; ‘Innocent’ as I exist;
Jumping and running free as I could,
There built no barrier ‘gender’ or ‘religion’;
 No secrete ‘hand’ dare tempt to touch,
So wildly and so vividly I flung off ‘naked’;
Re-birthing ‘me’ each day cocooning,
Tendering and fondling, caring and worshiping;
‘Home’ sweet home ‘ema’, ‘baba’ and ‘we’ll’,
Love, o love! Love’s a different meaning.

Call me by something, different and ‘even’ name
‘Fight’ me by worst, conquering and crushing ‘name’;
‘Kasubi’, ‘Besha’, ‘Oktabi’ and ‘Minai-nubi’,
‘Lam-chat naidbi’, ‘O-lakhi’, ‘Hing-chabi’ and ‘Mi-hatpi;
Criticizing and defeating with no mistake;
Killing ‘me’ so apart alive when in ‘you’ try ruling,
Pulling and triggering my emotions ‘unsaved’;
‘Whisking’ me away, forcing deep drowning;
Ah! You the ruler so timid,
Calling ‘me’ by different name ‘sarcastically’;
‘Rules’ for what goodness; ‘mastering’ your ‘egos’;
Living’s so threatening; I doubt as I live;
Oh! Log me in; count me off the ridge ‘social’
‘Ditching’ me into the category ‘scarlet’;
‘Flashing’ me helping ‘glowing’ so profoundly;
Love, Oh! Love you’re too daring I may say;

Call me by something, different and ‘even’ name;
‘Please’ me by trick, fraud and challenged name;
‘I love you so deep and I’ll die for you’;
‘I’ll buy for you’ and I’ll gift you’;
Oops! Everlasting sound emotions, sparkling into,
‘You deserve this and that’; Do I?’
‘Believing’ thousands, I fall down until I twisted;
‘Higher’ I float; ‘Lower’ down deep you pull me into;
Whirling and whirling until you shred ‘me’;
‘Into the jaws of shame; into the jaws of sinner’
‘ Into the  jaws of h umi l i a ti on ; i n to the  jaws of
embracement’;
‘Throwing me out’ and ‘kicking me out’;
‘Spit onto me; and slapping me harder’
‘Dragging me by hair and cutting it hurriedly’;
‘Who am I? And what you’re to me?’
‘So cruel and so murderous’ you become;
Love, Oh Love!  You’re so inhuman all thy ‘name’.

In Today’s ‘New India’, Conversation Is the Key
Why is it that faith in one leader trumps falsehoods peddled by that same leader?

To know the answer, we need to engage with those who disagree with us.

Courtesy The Wire

An old friend of mine said to me on
Facebook, “Let’s celebrate!” We
are close friends, but poles apart in
terms o f  our  politi cs.  Our
friendship, nonetheless, thrives –
both in terms of mutual care as well
as when the time comes for dissent
and disagreement. I told him I will
watch f rom a distance while he
celebrates.
This personal anecdote can easily
be rubbished as unnecessary. The
aggregate of such anecdotes does
not transform into  macro- level
dialogue or actionable points of
political engagement. But there is
at least one value in sharing it.
This value is in recognising how
politics has now dissolved into our
everyday.  Two th ings have
happened simultaneously: A ‘New
India’ has come to the fore, at the
rubbles of the simmering discontent
with the ‘old India’. At the same
time, a new language, grammar and
set o f  referen ce poin ts  have
emerged which channelise the older
discontent, but lay new ground
rules for ‘doing’ politics.
To an extent, it can be emphatically
said that everyday political views
and the new structural change in
doing politics have dissolved into
each other. This is best understood
by the simple ‘fact’ that it was Modi

who was fighting the elections on
542 seats, and it was him who won
on 300-plus seats. The local has
disso lv ed  in to  the Central.
Candid ates have become
meaningless.  T he leader ,  the
techniques of mobilisation, and the
mass –  these are th e only
constituents of new politics.
I f po litics has restructured our
everyday lives throu gh 24×7
channels and  group message
forward s,  then  we n eed  to
understand  and  quest ion  the
nature of this new everyday. It is
clear  that ‘poli tical faith’ has
replaced ‘political wisdom’. I am not
being dismissive in saying that
people have lost wisdom; in fact, I
am saying that the dissolution of
the ‘voter’ in to  the ‘ leader’
(wearing Modi masks is the best
visual and psychological example
of this) has turned faith itself into a
form of wisdom.
Supporters wearing Prime Minister
Narendra Modi masks cheer as they
attend a BJP rally near Jammu on
April 3. Image: Reuters
The justification of this merger
comes from the ways faith in one
man is rationalised, ranging from
development to nationalism, from
toilets to Pakistan, from cylinders
to surgical strikes. Suffering has
acquired a new meaning – visible
from how people’s sacr i f ices
legitimised  demonetisation as a
necessary cleansing ‘yagya’.

Those who are critical of this
merger – people like this author
– must find a way to disentangle
them again .  But tho se who
support the merger of the man
and the mass must also question
themselves: Are they willing to
go to such an extent that they
lose th eir  socio-po litical
selfhood and identity? Do they
want to  cease to exist as an
independent en tity? Do they
forever want to breathe f rom
under the mask? Are they happy
to let their  faith become the
fulcrum of logic and reason?
These are not new questions.
But the downpour of opinion
pieces in the media in the last
few weeks has not adequately
addressed them. By and large,
the energy and drama are still
conf ined  to  the ‘cause and
effect’ framework, for which the
institu tional,  older forms of
analysis are used. For instance,
‘the op position  needed to
present a united face’ is an oft-

repeated  argument.  In  any
analysis, as long as the tug-of-
war is simply restricted to Modi
and his opposition ,  we will
continue missing the wood for
the trees.
It is often said that in electoral
battles ,  the people are the
ultimate judge. This election was
therefo re not just between
political parties; it was between
Modi and the people. And the
people have brought him back.
So anyone who is trying to
understand his return must put
people back at the centre of
analysis.
We definitely need to question
p ow er ; we  mu st  k eep
questioning the leader and the
machinery. But we also need to
question those who sustained
th at  p ow er .  I f  v o ter s have
decided to merge themselves
with their leader, then the act
o f  qu es tion in g  the  l eade r
means also questioning those
voters.
There is little point debating
why and how the opposition
failed over and  over again. In
not doing so, I  am also saying
that I refuse to  provide fodder
to the gloating meme industry
of the richest political party in
Asia th a t is  d em o nising ,
satirising and infantilising the
opposition. Not that I have a
sof t spot for  any opposition

political party in  particular, but I
do  bel ieve  in  the idea  of  an
o pp os it io n  an d  it s ro le  in  a
democracy.
The story of this election is not
the defeat of the opposition, but
the  v ic to ry  o f  the  r u l in g
dispensation. The story we need
to tell must therefore address this
victory. It is, of  course, difficult
to keep them separate, but it also
necessary to move forward and
make sense of the changes we are
seeing.
For instance, the hair-splitting
exercise by opinion-makers and
politicised  anchors is centred
a ro un d pr ov ing  tha t th e
opposition had no narrative. Fair
enough, let’s accept that for  a
while. But the question is: Do we
need to  reduce politics to  the
creation  and  d issemination  of
narratives alone? Are we content
with narrativising our politics?
Isn’t that exactly what the ruling
dispensation said  in its attack on
the opposition? Should we be

com pl ic it  in  tha t agen da  b y
raising the same question? The
reasons for  v ic tory or  defeat
b as ed  u po n  the  ‘s tr on g’  v s
‘weak’ leader narrative should be
the first thing to be discarded.
Narratives sustain themselves on
t ro pes and  images .  Th es e
imageries, in turn, are created and
c ir cu la ted  by  co nt ro ll in g a
massive media machinery, paid
n ew s,  th e meme  in du st ry,
m ys te r iou s b ro ad cast in g
p la tf or m s an d  ‘d i rect ’
communication through scripted
in ter v iew s.  Bu ild ing  th i s
narrative relies on the excessive
use of money.
Those who talk of  narratives
alone must answer if they want
the opposition to  become the
m ir ro r  im age  o f  the  r u l in g
dispensation. The opposition, of
course, should create their own
narrative, a d ifferent one.  The
q uest io n  is ,  th r ou gh  w ha t
process? And given that the role
o f  th e media ,  mo ney an d
marketing in narrative making, do
we really need such narratives for
good politics?
Good politics is an outcome of
s us ta in ed  p r oces ses an d
deliberate attempts at institution-
build ing.  Processes based  on
legal frameworks of progressive,
inclusive and egalitarian values,
for  instance, promise to br ing
fundamental social and economic

change. Institutions secure the
endurance of such processes.
Narratives mask the ab ility to
in ter ro ga te pr ocess es .  Th e
creatio n  of  politica l faith
represented in statements such as
‘who is the alternative’ is based on
the power of the narrative created
around the invincib i lity or
inevitability of one person. People
forget to question the control of
institutions and  subversion  of
processes.
A simple example would suffice: to
what degree has the  Swachh
Bharat Abhiyan has changed the
fate of  manual scavengers and
sweepers across the country? How
many schools were set up for the
children  of  these stigmatised
workers, so that they can break
free from this life?
Of course, institutions can and do
rot. But the way to build new
institutions is not by resorting to
the construction of narratives. By
simply applauding narratives as
the answer, we lose sight of the
decimation of institutions. The
mask-wearing supporters must ask
thems elves,  wh ile secur ing a
victory for their leader, did they not
see som e of  India’s  pr ime
institu tions losing credibility?
Have they completely stopped
believing in the institutions meant
to preserve fairness and justice?
Institu tions which  they
themselves might need  in  the
future?
A lot of people may ask: Is there
any point repeating all this when
we live in the age of post-truth?
Once again,  we should  not be
dismissive of the intellect of the
masked supporters. A lot of them
know ab out the existence of
various fact-checking websites,
they also visit those websites.
Some even accept their credibility.
But at the end, the faith in one
leader trumps falsehoods peddled
by that same leader.  Lies are
accepted  as lies,  bu t their
implications are neglected. What
is the relevance, then, of calling
something fake, when fake itself
has become the new real?
The answers to these questions are
not yet known, but they are are not
non-existent either. The process to
find the answers lies in conversations
with people we disagree with. They
lie not necessarily in agreement, but
in  presenting structured
disagreements. This will create a new
language of engagement.
I do not aspire to change my friend. I
aspire him to make him acknowledge
more concretely, more clearly, why he
believes what he does. Conversation
is the key – not to change anyone’s
view, but to  sow the seeds of
questioning. Simple questions,
continuous probing and  direct
conversation will create a new
narrative, which won’t drown the
system of good institutional politics.
If politics is now dissolved into the
everyday machinery of faith and
wisdom, then such conversations
have to  become a part of  our
everyday too.

Nitin Sinha is a senior research
fellow at ZMO (Centre for Modern
Oriental Studies), Berlin.
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An all-party meeting began at the
Parliament on Sunday, ahead of the
first Parliament session of the 17th
Lok Sabha beginning Monday.
Since this is also be the Budget
session, Prime Minister Narendra
Modi is expected  to  seek  the
cooperation of all parties given that
the government has plans to table a
few key bills during the session. An
all-party meeting is a customary
exercise ahead of a Parliament session
to ensure its smooth function.
Defence Minister Rajnath Singh, SP
leader Ram Gopal Yadav, Minister of
Parliamentary Affairs Prahlad Joshi
and leader of BJP in Rajya Sabha
Thawar Chand Gehlot were among
those present at the meeting.
Leaders of  other  parties at the
meeting include V Vijayasai Reddy
of YSRCP, Derek O’Brien of TMC,
Farooq Abdullah  of National
Conference, NCP’s Supriya Sule,
Anupriya Patel of Apna Dal (Sonelal),
AAP’s Sanjay Singh and Jayadev
Galla of TDP, ANI  reported.
A meeting of National Democratic
Alliance (NDA) leaders is scheduled
in the Parliament later in the evening
to  d iscuss strategies for  the
upcoming session.
BJP parliamentary party executive

Govt holds all-party meet before Budget
session with key bills on the anvil

committee meeting is also scheduled
to be held this evening.
The first session of the 17th Lok
Sabha will run from June 17 to July
26 during which the Union Budget
will be presented by the new
government on July 5.
The government is keen on support
and cooperation of all parties which
is necessary for the passing of key
bills in Rajya Sabha, where the
government is still in minority.
In the Lok Sabha, the NDA has
simple majority with 353 members
out of the 545 seats. But it has only
102 members in the 245-member
upper house which might affect the
passing of key bills, like the Triple
Talaq Bill and Aadhar another Laws
(Amendment) Bill 2019 which will
be introduced in this session. The
Triple Talaq bill had stalled in the
Rajya Sabha in the last Parliament.
Meanwhile, there is no clarity on
who will be the leader  of the
Congress party in the Lok Sabha
following the defeat in the Lok
Sabha elections of Mallikar jun
Kharge, who led Congress in the
16th Lok Sabha.
Earlier there were talks that Rahul
Gandhi, who is reluctant to continue
as Congress president after the
party’s drubbing the polls, will be
taking charge of the party in the
lower House.


