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THE HOME ministry on Mon-
day issued a terror alert for
Mumbai, Kolkata and Banga-
lore on the basis of informa-
tion provided by suspected
Indian Mujahideen (IM) ter-
rorist Salman Ahmed, who
was arrested on Saturday.

The ministry has asked the
governments of Maharash-
tra, West Bengal and Kar-
nataka to take all possible
steps to foil any bid by terror-
ists to strike in these cities.

“We are not taking any
chances on whatever infor-
mation we have received. We
have alerted the state gov-
ernments concerned to take
all necessary security meas-
ures immediately,” a min-
istry official said.

Salman, 21, who is an
accused in the 2008 Delhi
serial blasts, was arrested by
UP Police’s anti-terrorism
squad near Lucknow and is
currently in Delhi Police’s
custody.

He is said to have told the
police that the IM has set up
bases in Karachi, Kathmandu,
Dubai and a few places in Mid-
dle-East under its ‘Karachi
Project’. He revealed that IM
cadre go to Pakistan for train-
ing via Nepal or Bangladesh.

Salman, who is also sus-
pected to be involved in the
Ahmedabad, Varanasi and
Gorakhpur serial blasts, is
said to be a key member of
the IM network.

The police claimed to have
recovered a Nepali passport
obtained under a fake name
and an international SIM
card from him.
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DEFENCE minister A.K. Antony
is set to be re-elected to the
Rajya Sabha from Kerala.

The path was cleared for
Antony at a discussion held
by UPA chairperson Sonia
Gandhi with the leaders of
the Indian Union Muslim
League (IUML), which had
staked claim for the seat, in
Delhi on Monday.

Sonia sought IUML’s help to
get Antony re-elected. His
term expires on April 2. She
promised to “favourably con-
sider” IUML’s claim  in 2012. 

Yielding to the Congress
pressure, the IUML agreed to
withdraw from the race. 

Kerala Congress chief
Ramesh Chennithala and
opposition leader in the
assembly Oommen Chandy
were present at the discus-
sion. The IUML was repre-
sented by E. Ahamed, P.K. Kun-
halikutty and E. Muhammed
Basheer. Mail Today
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Women blast
Balakrishnan 
remarks on
rape victims
LAWYERS and women’s rights
activists have expressed strong reser-
vations over the Chief Justice of India’s
(CJI) comment that society must
respect the wishes of a rape victim if
she chooses to marry the rapist. 

“This approach could end
up condoning the whole issue
of rape. A rape doesn’t cease
to be a crime if a rapist mar-
ries the victim,” additional
solicitor-general Indira Jais-
ing said. 

Speaking at a seminar on Sun-
day, CJI K.G. Balakrishnan had
said: “Due regard must be given
to their (the rape victims’) per-
sonal autonomy since in some
cases, the victim may choose to
marry the perpetrator or choose
to give birth to a child conceived
through forced intercourse.”

The statement was ironically
made on the eve of International
Women’s Day.

He had also urged judges,
lawyers and social activists “not
to take an overtly paternalistic
approach when they have to
make decisions on the welfare of
rape victims”.

Balakrishnan’s comments are
being viewed by lawyers and
women activists as a pronounce-
ment that blurs the line between
a serious crime and the victim’s
freedom of choice.

The CJI’s statement reinforces
the view of the raped woman
being defiled and violated, said
Vrinda Grover, a Delhi-based
human rights lawyer and the
director of Multiple Action
Research Group (MARG). 

“The offence of rape is also an
offence against society. It is the
state’s duty to prosecute and
not to use the vulnerability of a
woman to tell her to marry her
rapist,” Grover said.

Lawyers who take up rape
cases are concerned about the
legal fallout of Balakrishnan’s
pronouncement. 

Kirti Singh, the legal convener
of the All-India Democratic
Women’s Association, said the
statement seemed to imply that

everything will be all right if a
victim marries her rapist. 

“You are putting her in custody
of a person who has been violent
with her,” she pointed out.

More importantly, she said,
“It’s another way of letting the
society pressure rape victims to

get married without taking into
consideration the violence they
have been subjected to.” 

The CJI’s suggestion, she
added, undermined the effort of
lawyers who have been working
hard to include marital rape in
the list of offences punishable
under the Indian Penal Code.

Agreeing with this line, Abha
Bhaiya, founding member of
Jagori, a Delhi-based resource
centre for women, said: “It will
be a very compromised mar-
riage. The rapist will continue to
rape the victim.” 

The CJI’s statement, she
added, reflected a “typical male
chauvinistic, patriarchal attitude
that does not take into account
what it means to be violated.”

Vani Subramaniam, a promi-
nent member of the women’s

group Saheli, feared the state-
ment may send out wrong sig-
nals in society. 

“A rapist may think he can 
get away with the crime if he
marries the victim. Is this the
message the CJI wishes to send
out in a country like ours where
magistrates already compel rape
victims to marry their rapists?”
Subramaniam asked.

Pinky Anand, a senior advocate
in the Supreme Court, pointed
to the legal implications of the
CJI’s suggestion. 

“Such an offer (a marriage 
proposal to the victim by the
rapist) is usually mala fide — 
it is a device to subvert the
process of justice,” Anand said. 

She pointed out that the rapist
who made such proposals had
just one intention — that of get-
ting acquitted or being given a
lighter sentence. 

The minimum punishment for
rape is seven years (10 years for
custodial rape) and the maxi-
mum is a life term. 

“In case the victim says she
wants to marry the rapist, it
becomes a factor for considering
a lighter sentence,” Anand said. 

“There’s also the possibility of
the rape victim turning hostile,
which distorts the trial and
allows the rapist to get away
without conviction.” 

Clearly, Balakrishnan has
stirred a needless controversy —
and he couldn’t have chosen a
more inappropriate time to
make his views public.
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