
KEEP UP THE PRESSURE

INDIA MUST SEEK THE EXTRADITION OF SAJID MIR FOR HIS ROLE

IN THE MUMBAI ATTACKS

EDITORIAL
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Reports in Pakistan’s newspapers, that a Pakistani court has convicted Sajid Majeed Mir,

one of the men who planned the Mumbai 26/11 attacks, on terror financing charges, is

welcome proof that the search for each of the masterminds must never be given up on.

In the case of Mir, Pakistan’s security agencies had gone so far as to falsely declare him

“dead”. He was reportedly sentenced to more than 15 years in jail and is serving his term

in a Lahore jail. Mir, the LeT’s former deputy chief of “international operations”, has been

wanted for his role in recruitment for the 26/11 attacks, being the handler for David

Headley, who carried out the reconnaissance for the LeT during several visits to India,

and for being in the Karachi “control room” during the Mumbai siege. Headley named

Mir in his deposition to a U.S. court, after he was given a “plea bargain” by the U.S.

government, as well as in depositions via video link for the 26/11 trial in India. Mir is also

wanted for LeT conspiracies to attack a Danish newspaper accused of publishing

blasphemous cartoons and bomb a nuclear installation in Australia. He was also

convicted by a French court for recruiting LeT operatives, and is believed to have also

recruited terror-volunteers in the “Virginia Paintball Jihad” case in the U.S. The timing of

Mir’s conviction appears to be linked to the final stages of Pakistan’s grey listing at the

FATF this June, that voted to allow on-site visits in Pakistan with a view to delisting it in

the next few months. While Mir is not actually on the UN Security Council’s 1267 list of

terror-designated individuals that the FATF is mandated to pursue, the West has

frequently brought his name up at FATF proceedings in demanding that Pakistan

successfully convict leaders of terrorist groups.

If Mir is in fact behind bars, New Delhi must move quickly to demand his extradition to

stand for trial in India. Admittedly, this is a virtually impossible task, given the poor state

of bilateral ties. New Delhi must also rectify the error in not pursuing Mir’s addition to

the UNSC list thus far, and launch a concerted international efort for Mir to be

prosecuted for the number of terror attacks he has been involved in — not just for terror

financing. As with Hafz Saeed, Zaki-ur-Rahman Lakhvi and other LeT members, it is

necessary to keep the spotlight on Mir, given the predilection of Pakistan’s legal

authorities for reversing convictions and reducing the sentencing of terrorists once the

heat from international agencies reduces. This will be particularly important, especially

as Pakistan is expected to receive a full reprieve at the FATF in October, and it must be

made clear that the Government will continue to pursue the legal process against each

of the men behind the Mumbai attacks, until they are brought to justice.



REGRESSIVE, INHUMANE

BY REMOVING CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO ABORTION, U.S.

SUPREME COURT IS ON WRONG SIDE OF LIBERTY
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When a democracy rolls back a constitutional right that has been in place for almost

half a century, it must consider itself in deep peril. The U.S. stands at that fraught

juncture now, after its Supreme Court, in a 6-3 majority, overturned the 1973 ruling in

Roe vs Wade, and took away the constitutional right to abortion. In one blow, on June

24, it withdrew from women anywhere in the country their right to reproductive and

bodily autonomy. With Roe, as well as the 1992 decision in Planned Parenthood vs Casey

that upheld Roe, gone, the court returned “the issue of abortion to the people’s elected

representatives”. States can now decide whether to ban abortion and at what stage

in a pregnancy and under what circumstances. The fight over abortion has been the

U.S.’s most passionately waged ideological battle. With a focus that denies any space for

compassion or respect for liberty, conservatives have prioritised the task of having Roe

overturned for decades. With the court now having attained a conservative

supermajority, the decision had been imminent — some Republican-ruled States have

started banning abortion, with trigger laws in place in anticipation of such a judgment.

Other Red States will follow.

This Supreme Court decision, Dobbs vs Jackson Women’s Health Organization, has in

effect divided the U.S. territorially — States where women have the right to abortion, and

those where they do not. Where they do not, women with unplanned or unwanted

pregnancies, including possibly in some jurisdictions those that endanger the mother’s

life or are a result of rape or incest, may have no option but to seek medical assistance in

other States. This needs resources and support structures, and many women will be left

with no option other than clandestine, unsafe abortions nearer home. Chillingly, there is

fear that miscarriages could be subject to criminal investigations. On a positive side,

major U.S. companies and some States (New York) have started offering financial

support to employees and help for out-of-state abortion seekers who seek medical

interventions in abortion-supporting States. This will, however, make already-bitter

partisan polarisation worse. It must also alarm Americans that the logic of Dobbs — that

abortion is not mentioned in the U.S. Constitution and is not covered by the landmark

14th Amendment of 1868 that safeguards liberty — has opened the process for other

rights to be taken away. For now, President Joe Biden and his Democratic Party have

vowed to put Roe on the ballot in November’s mid-term elections. But the way the U.S.

electoral system stacks up the numbers in the Senate against their efforts to break the

filibuster, the effort to protect women will likely be carried out incrementally: legal

challenges at multiple levels, support to women in Red States, and persuasive political

campaigns at the grassroots.


