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SURYA KANT, CJI (Orall

The origins of the present controversy have been well documented and

do not require elaborate reiteration. Nevertheless, to briefly adduce the

factua-I matrix of the case, this Court considered it necessarSz to take

cognizance of certain observations made by a learned Silgle Judge of the

High Court of Judicature at Altahabad in the judgment ald order dated

17.03.2025 in Crirninal Revision No. 1449 /2024. The matter was

brought to tJle attention of this Court through a letter dated 20.03.2025

addressed by a forum known as We the Women of India,. Upon receipt

of the said communication, ttre matter was registered and was first taken

up for consideration on 26.03.2025.

D.ring the course of the proceedings before this Court, a comprehensive

exa.:mination was undertaken of both the correctness of ttre High court,s
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decision as well as the propriety of the observations contained ttrerein.

Upon such consideration, t1.is Court found it diffrcult to concur with the

conclusions reached by the High Court. The irnpugned judgment was

consequently heid to have been vitiated by an erroneous application of

settled principles of crimina-l jurisprudence. The Criminal Appeals

arising out of Diary Nos. 15692 and 21813 oI 2C.25 were thus a-llowed,

arrd the judgment and order dated 17 -O3.2O25 passed by the High Court

was set aside. As a natural consequence thereof, the matter stood

remitted to ttre Court of the Special Judge (POCSO), Kasganj, for

adjudication in accordance with iaw.

In this backdrop, this Court observed t1"at judicial decisions must

embody the va1ues of compassion, humadty, and understalding, which

are indispensable to the administration of a fair, responsive, and effective

system of justice. It further emphasised that sustained institutiona-1

measures are necessary to inculcate and nurture a sensitive a]1d victim-

centric approach amongst members of the judiciary, while ensuring that
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Having held so, ttris. Court also deemed it appropriate to take notice of a

broader and systemic concern permeating various levels of the justice

delivery system, namely, ttre need for judicial decisions in cases involving

sexual offences to be informed not only by 1ega1 principie but a,t56 6,

sensitivit5r, compassion, artd empathy. This concern assumes particuiar

signillcalce in matters involving vulnerable and/ot mi]lor victims and

witnesses, whose engagement with the criminal justice process demands

the highest degree of judicial care ald sensitivitlr.
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court procedures are similarly aligned to uphold the dignity and rights

of those who come before the justice system.

This Court therefore considered it necessar5r to formulate appropriate

guidelines, informed by the views and recommendations of domain

experts, while remaining mildful of the various measures and initiatives

undertaken in the past to strengthen the administration of justice il

cases ilvolving l,ulnerable persons. To that end, Hon"ble Justice

Aliruddha Bose, former Judge of this Court ald Director of the Nationa_l

Judicial Academy, Bhopal, was requested to constitute and chair a

Committee of Experts comprising four other domain specialists as

Members. The Committee was entrusted with the task of preparing a

comprehensive report on tJle subject, 'Deueloping Guidelines to Inculcate

Sensitiuttg and Compassion into Judges and Judicial Processes in the

Context of Sexual Offences and Other Vulnerable Cases'.

Pursualt thereto, Hon'b1e Justice Aniruddha Bose constituted a

Committee comprising: (i) Justice Sonia G. Gokani, Former Chief Justice

of the High Court of Gujarat; (ii) Ms. Anuradha Shankat, Advocate and

Former Director General of Police, Madhya Pradesh; (iii) Dr. Surat Singh,

Advocate, Supreme Court of India; ald (iu) Prof. Lucy T.V. Zehol,

Professor, Department of Anthropologr, North Eastern Hill University,

Shi11ong. The Comrnittee is stated to have been assisted by Dr. Sonam

Jain, faculty member at the Nationa-I Judicial Acaderny, and Mr. Shrish

Kaiiash Shukul, District Judge, Madhya Pradesh cadre, ald presently

Officer on Special Duty at the Academy.
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7 This Court a.1so made certain observations with a view to ensuring that

the proposed Guidelines do not suffer the same fate as sirni1ar initiatives

undertaken in tJle past. Upon reflection, it was recognised that one of the

principal shortcomings of the earlier guidelines on the use of gender-

neutral and non-stereotypical language il judicial writing was that they

were frarned with reference to a predominantly atglicised modei of court

functioning.

Unlike the common adage goes, what is good for the goose may not

always be good for ttre galder. While well-intentioned, these previous

guidelines did not sufliciently account for the linguistic and cultural

diversity that characterises tJ:e Indial judicial system, particularly at the

District Judiciary and High Court 1eve1s, where judicial proceedings ald

judgments are often shaped by regional languages, idioms, modes of

expression, ald local context. The present exercise, therefore, sought to

ensure that the proposed Guidelines are capable of mealingful

irnplementation across the diverse linguistic ald institutional ialdscape

of the Indial justice delivery system.

It is important to note at this juncture tJlat this exercise also assumes

significance in improving and enhalcing the language generally

employed in the course of court proceedings, and in the drafting of orders

and judgments. The trajectory of legal language has, admittedly,

traversed a rather whding path from where it once stood to where it

stalds today. This is because the ianguage of the courts, and ofjudges

in particular, was often complex and laden with legalese, rendering it
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difficult for the layperson to comprehend. Over time, however, courts in

India, and this Court in particular, have been mindful of this concern

ald have made a conscious effort towards rendering the lalguage of the

courts more accessible to the public at large.

1O. The idea, essentially, is to ensure that people are made aware of therr

rights and responsibilities. More particularly, it is important to

acknowledge that when our decisions ultirnately have tJ:e effect of

altering t1.e course of a person's life, it is imperative on us to ensure that

such decisions are rendered in terms that are understandable to them.

This becomes even more apparent when 
"ve 

turn to some of our initiatives

geared towards making judgments avai-lable to the public il regional

languages. Agailst this backdrop, we need to lay great empkrasis on

ensuring that our final decisions are rendered. in terms that are

approachable, accessible arid comprehensible across var5ring contexts,

so that the rich diversity of our country does not become al irnpediment

to our goal of true accessibiJi.ty.

11. The Committee was in that regard expressly advised to prepare ttre

Guidelines in clear arld accessible lalguage, capatrle of being readily

understood by ali stakeholders, including laypersons. The Court further

emphasised that the Guideiines should avoid unnecessar5r reliance on

technica,I or abstruse terminologr, particularly expressions borrowed

from foreign languages or jurisdictions, and instead reIrrain frrmly

grounded in the social realities arrd lived experiences ofthose who engage

with tJle Indian Justice Delivery System.
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12. Pursuant thereto, the Committee undertook the arduous task of

preparing a set of guidelines that are at once concise, practical, and

comprehensive, with the objective of assisting members of the judiciary

at all levels. In due course, the Committee submitted its report and

accompanying publication in compliance wit]. t].e mandate entrusted to

it. The publication traces t-l:e evolution of gender jurisprudence in India,

highlighting the judiciary's continuing commitrnent to fostering a more

inclusive and equitable justice delivery system.

13. The publication further contains a detai-led discussion on the lega-1

fra-mework safeguarding victims against stereotyping and victim-

blaming, while ilustrating the manner in which insensitive .cross-

examination and police interrogation may inflict secondarlr trauma upon

victims and, in many cases, operate as a signilicant deterrent to their

pursuit of justice.. Of particular significance is the compiiation of

commonly employed gendered arrd stereotJapical expressions often found

in judicial discourse, juxtaposed with suggested neutral a-Iternatives that

are better suited to legal reasoning and adjudication. The Committee has

thus endeavoured to produce a practical ald accessible resource capable

of guiding judicia,l offrcers in adoptirg language and approaches that are

sensitive, inclusive, and consistent with constitutional values.

14. The publication a,Iso furnishes valuable guidance on expressions that are

commonly employed il different regional ald linguistic settings,

clarifying whether such usage may carry pejorative or discrirninatory

connotations ald, where appropriate, suggesting more respectful and
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inclusive alternatives. This assumes particular significalce in the

context of references to trarrsgender persons ald persons of diverse

sexual orientations, gender identities and expressions, and sex

characteristics (SOGIESC), where the use of accurate and dignifred

terminologu is integrai to safeguarding individual dignity and equality.

15. The publication concludes with a dedicated section on conducting court

proceedings with greater compassion and sensitivity, setling out

practical measures to ensure that judicial processes are responsive to

tJle needs of vulnerable persons while preserving ttre fairness,

impartiality, and integrity of the adjudicatory process.

16. This Court places on record its deepest appreciation for the pailstaking

efforts of the Committee in preparing this publication. The work reflects

careful deliberation, sensitivity, and a keen appreciation of the realities

of the Indian justice delivery system. Owing to its lucid presentation,

practical orientation, and ease of reference, ttre publication serves as a

valuabIe ready reckoner for judicial officers at every level.

17. We are accordirgly fuIly satisfied that the publication merits acceptance.

The sarne is approved and sha-ll serve as a guiding resoltrce for members

of the judiciary, particularly while dealing with matters involving sexual

ofiences ald other cases concerning l,,u1nerable persons. Its adoption is

will indeed promote greater consistency, clarity, and sensitivity in

judicial discourse, while ensuring that the language and processes of the
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courts remain anchored in the va-1ues of dignity, compassion, ald

empathy.

18. At the same time, we consider it necessar5r to clarify that the use of

appropriate, inclusive, ald sensitive lalguage is ari evolving exercise ald

cannot be regarded as having attailed finality. As societal understandino

contilues to develop, so too must the larguage employed by courts in

the discharge of their judicial functions.

19. The present publication must, therefore, be treated as the

commencement of a continuing institutional endeavour rather than its

culmination. It shall remain incumbent upon the judiciary, ald

particularly upon this Court, to periodically revisit ald refine these

standards so as to ensure that judicial discourse across tJle country

remains consistent with constitutiona-l values, reflects sensitivity

towards all stakeholders, ald speaks in a coherent and harmonious

VOlCE

20. In view of the foregoilg, we direct the Registry of this Court to ensure

that the publication is uploaded onto the website of the Supreme Court,

arld that copies thereof are circulated to all High Courts for similar

upload on their respective websites, as also for onward dissemination to

the District Judiciary functioning within their respective jurisdictions.

Copies shall likewise be circulated to all Tribunals and ottrer quasi-

judicial bodies, who may upload the same on their respective website(s),

if any.
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21. Sirnilarly, the aforesaid handbook shall be published by the National

Judicial Academy and all State Judicial Academies on their websites.

Copies of ttre handbook shall further be forwarded to the Union arrd State

Law Departments; to the Nationa-I Legal Seruices Authority, as also the

State, District and Taluk Legal Seruices Authorities; ald to the Ministry

of Women arrd Child Development, Government of India. Regional

tralslations of the handbook a-lso be circulated amongst relevant

academicians, Iaw universities ald law colleges.

22. T}:,e Djrectors GeneraL of Police and the Directors (Prosecution) of a-11 the

States are a-1so directed to implement the handbook, ald to issue

instructions to a1i police stations within their respective jurisdictions to

abide by its contents while registering alr FIR or frling a chargesheet.

23. The pukrlication shall serve as a mandatory guiding resource in matters

involvilg sexual offences and other cases concerning lukierable persons.
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24. We further direct a-11 concerned authorities, whether judicial,

governmental, or police authoritii:s, to take appropriate steps to ensure

the effective dissemination and implementation of the contents of this

publication. To that end, they may orgalise orientation prograrnmes,

trainilg sessions, workshops, seminars, ald other capacity-building

initiatives for a-iI concerned officers ald personnel, so that the principles

embodied in the publication are meaningfully understood and effectively

integrated into institutional practice.



25. Before we conclude, it is necessa4r to address an issue that was brought

to light during the proceedings. Ms. Shobha Gupta, learned Senior

Advocate, informed this Court that certain observations made by the

High Court of Judicature at Patna, in its judgment in Criminal Appeal

(SJ) No. 77512OL3, are in direct contravention of tlee ratio and legal

principles established in our prior order dated 10.02.2026.

Consequently, the Registry is hereby instructed to seek guidance from

the Hon'ble the Chief Justice of India, on the administrative front,

regardirg whether it is necessar5r for this Court to register fresh suo mahl

proceedings in this matter.

26. With these directions, the matter stalds disposed of.

27. Ordered accordingly. Pending appiications, if any, stald disposed of in

the above terms.

., CJI.
(SURYA KANT)

(JOYMALYA BAGCHI)
J

J

NEW DELHI;
JVLY L4,2026

(V. MOHANA)

10 lPage



I

t:. '|r:

: 't-...:r...

:i-i



JUDGMENTSAND
GENDER

(sensitivitv and compassion in writing judgments)



CONTENTS

Approaches and Persistent Prejudices

ANNEXURES

) Report on Feedback Questions Regarding Court Proceedings

) Compensation Scheme for Women Victims/Survivors of Sexual

AssaulVother Crimes - 2018

1

10

t9

20

21

25

28

35

40

I

T



Context
Since the days written languages became part of our civilization, it

has helped us in expressing our thoughts in writing to cover a wide section

of population. But privileged groups within society have also found ways

to make it a tool of empowerment and also an instrument of denigration to

retain their high position in the society. Language gained super-prominence

after the printing press was invented in 1492 and has been witnessing

quantum jump in its reach and power with digitalization. Human thoughts

travel far and wide with these developments. Directiy or indirectly, the

deep-seated prejudices within the societal hierarchy also travel to distant

places through modem means of communication. Gender is one of the

fundamental source of discrimination and denigration in all societies

subsisting in the world. But where there is discrimination, it is natural

human response to resist, and such resistance has given rise to reform

movements which history wilt testify. The legal systems often play a vital

role in the process of resistance. Judges have spoken in different ways,

addressing the problem, and the use of certain words or expressions often

helped us to gauge or assess the overall attitude of the society in gender-

related controversies.

The 50s and 60s ofthe last century witnessed caste, color, and class-

reiated controversies dorninating the courtrooms across the worid, along

with gender. In fact, since the 19th century the gender issue has been

engaging political thinkers and social reformers, but that was mainly a

binary controversy involving men and women. From the middle of the 20th

century, however, sexual discourse has gone beyond binary and has become

a point of discussion in open platforms. Greater presence of women in

workplaces aiso gave rise to various forms of exploitations that the law

courts were cailed upon to deal with. A new jurisprudence combining

empathy and a rights-based approach has since emerged mainly through



courts. Cases of Vishakha, Nargesh Meerza, Githa Hariharan Naz

Foundation, are some of the decisions coming from our Hon'ble Supreme

Court which reflect the integration of this new jurisprudence into our legal

system.

One challenge that was initially not anticipated while the gender

jurisprudence was developing was the role of the complainant as the victim.
Gender related cases required a sensitive and empathetic judicial approach.

Specifrcally in relation to allegations of sexual offences, graphical

representation of the offending act in course of trial in an open courtroom

often resulted h traumatizing the victim, making her lelive the moment in
an open forum. A sexual assauit, unfortunately, is still treated as a crime of
a different gerire, and it stiil prevails as dormant prejudice in many cases

that a victim is also complicit in some way. That is why, often, the defense

Iawyer, in the course of a trial, tries to highlight the dress, or general

appearance of the victim as also the time and location at the time of the

offence.

Fachg cross-examination by a lady victim of a crime of this nature

often act as deterrent for her to make a complaint. A graphic description of
the offending act in a judgment multiplies the victim's trauma. This is where

empathy of the criminal justice system is a vital necessity in gender related

crime. Empathic ability, sociologists would advise, is an innate trait but can

be advanced with awareness and practice. For inculcating sensitivitv and

empathy at all levels, in all cadres, along with imparting training of
substantive laws, thejudges would also require to be trained on soft-ski1ls.

Emotional Quotient would have to supplement lntelligent Quotient in
discharge ofj udicial function.

In Suo Moto Writ Petition Crintinal No. I/2025, a bench presided

over by the Hon'ble the Chief Justice of India, Surya Kart, with Justices

Joymalya Bagchi and N. V. Anjarie had initiated Suo Moto proceedings



upon an order by a High Court involving allegations of the commission of
offences under Section 376 of the Indian Penai Code 1860 and Section 18

of the Protection of Children from Sexual Offences Act 2012 (POCSO). In
the order of the High Court, a certain graphic descriptions of the offending

act was given. The High Court had modified the surrimons order, revising

the offlences to be under a lesser charge under Section 3548 of the Indian

Penal Code and Sections 9 & 10 of the Protection of Children from Sexual

Offences Act 2012. The judgment of the Hon'b1e Supreme Court was

delivered on 10th February 2026.

After deaiing with the order of the High Court on merit the Hon'b1e

Supreme Court was pleased to direct:

"17. Ms. Gupta and Mr Phoolka, learned Senior Counsel, have,

apart from pointing out the legal /lavts in the impugned judgment, also

urged this Court to take cognisance of the insensitivity reflected in the

impugned judgment towards the plight of the minor girl, who is alleged to

have been the victim of sexual offences. They submit that lhere have been

various instances of impassive judicial decisions, across dffirent levels of
the judiciary, where judges and judicial fficers have failed to imbibe

compassion and empathy in the manner of handling matters involving

sexual offences, especially when it comes to vulnerable and/or minor

victims and witnesses. In this vein, the learned Senior Counsel/counsel for
the parties hatte pleaded that certain guidelines may be laid down by this

Court to prevent such issues frorn arising in the future.

18. Wefind some strength inthe issues raised before us. Thejudicial

system, as a cohesive framework, is designed to deliver iustice and

satisfaction to citizens who seek redressal of their grievances before it. To

meet such an objective, our efforts must not only be grounded in the sound

application of constitutional and legal principles but also foster an

environment of compassion and empatlty. The absence of either of these





cornerstones would preyent judicial institutions from properly performing
their critical duties.

19- No judge or judgment of any court can be expected to do

complete justice when it is inconsiderate towards the factual realities of a
litigant and the vulnerabilities which they may be facing in approaching a
court of law. Our decisions as participants in the legal process, from laying
down the procedure that shall have to be faced by common citizens to the

final judgment passed in any gitten case, must reJlect the ethos of
compassion, humanity, and understanding, which are essential for creating

a fair and effective justice system.

20. There is no doubt that some action is required to be taken to
inculcate and nurture an inherent sensitivity and discernment into the

approach of members of the judiciary, as well as into the accomparrying

court procedures. Various steps, in this direction, have also been taken by

the Constitutional Courts of this country, from time to time, on the judicial
as well as administrative side. It seems, however, that the efforts thus far
have not borne the fruit that was expected.

21. That being so, we are hesitant to undertake, at this stage, afresh

and unguided attempt to lay down any guidelines, without the benefit of a

comprehensive understanding of the past endeavours of such nature

undertaken by the dffirent Constitutional and statutory bodies, the on-
ground results of such efforts, and the varying scope of problems faced by

victims and complainants in similarly sensitfue cases. An attempt of this

kind also should not be undertaken without the yaluable opinions and

suggestions of dffirent domain experts, which, in our judicial experience,

does not intuitfuely emerge out of litigative proceedings.

- 22. For this purpose, we request the National Judicial Academy,

Bhopal, through its Director, Justice Aniruddha Bose, and former Judge of
this Court, to constitute a Committee of Experts. The Committee of Experts



shall be presided over by Justice Bose as Chairperson and shall comprise

four other domain experts as Members, which may include practitioners,

academicians, and social workers.

23. We request the Committee of Experts to prepare a comprehensive

report on the matter of 'Developing Guidelines to Inculcate Sensitivity and

Compassion into Judges and Judicial Processes in the Context of Sexual

Offences and other Vulnerable Cases'. The Committee shall consider the

previous measures undertaken, whether on the judicial side or the

administrative side, to achieve such goals, as well as the varying results

seen on the ground through the implementation of such measures. Further,

after tabing into account such previous endeavours and the variety of on-

ground experiences faced by dffirent stakeholders across the iudicial
system, prepare comprehensive recommendations. These recommendations

shall be in theform of 'Draft Guidelines for the Approach ofJudges and the

Judicial System When Dealing with Cases of Sexual Offences and other

Similarly Sensitive Occurrences Involving Vulnerable Victims,

C omplainants, and/ or Wtne s s es'.

24. The Committee shall, while preparing the report, bear in mind

the linguistic diversity of our nation. There are various examples of
offensive words and expressions, the use of which would ordinarily

constitute an offence under our penal laws, but they are openly spoken by

members of our society in local dialects, ostensibly because of the absence

ofa clear understanding of the offensive nature of such saying. It shall be

highly appreciated if the Committee, as apart of its report, is able to identifu

and compile such words/expressions, from dffirent languages, so that they

do not go unnoticed, and the complainants/victims are empowered to give a

better and fuller narrative of the trauma undergone by them.

25. Wile doing so, the Committee of Experts must remind itself that

the primary beneficiaries of these Guidelines are the victims/complainants,



majority of whom are children, women of tender age, and members of
vulnerable sections of society. As such, the Committee shall ensure that the
Draft Guidelines are devised in a manner so that they may be understood
and utilized easily by such persons, irrespecthte of their background and
means.

26. To this end, we recommend that the Committee of Experts
prepare, preferably the entire report, and in any case at least the draft
guidelines, in simple language comprehensible to laypersons, whose
interests the guidelines seek to protect. The guidelines, we expect, will not
be loaded with heaty, cotnplicated expressions borne from foreign
languages and jurisdictions. They must be contextualised in the real and
lived experience of the stakeholders in Indian judicial process, with direct
reference to the ethos, values, and social fabric of our country.

2,7. The Committee may even consider preparing translated versions
of certain public-facing sections of the guidelines. The objective is to fulty
explain the various concepts to all readers, irespective of linguistic and
legal proficiency.

28. We may also clarify that we, in no way, seek to restrict the
Committee of Experts on the aspect of the volume of the draft guidelines.
llhen an attempt is being made to explain and clarify the different concepts,
rights, procedures, and best practices to be followed, the Committee must
ensure that the report is comprehensive and exhaustiye, including
appropriate and adequate explanations and illustrations whereyer
necessary.

29. The Committee of Experts shall be at liberty to seek the
assistance of other experts on this matter, such as linguistics academicians,
prosecutors, litigators, social scientists, and counsellors, as it deems
necessary.



i0. The Registry ofthis Court is directed to forward a copy ofthis

order to Justice Bose, and we request him to constitute the Committee of
Experts, preferably within a period of two weeks. Counsel for the parties

are permitted to file written submissions, charts, lists, and other documents,

whichmay be of relevance to the Committee, with the Registry of this Court

within two weehs. These documents, along with a complete set of the

paperbooks of all these matters, shall be forwarded to the Committee'

thereafteri for its c ons ideration.

i 1 . The Chairperson and the Members of the Committee of Experts

shall, for their valuable time and efforts, be paid such honorarium a8 may

be determined by Justice Bose, for which necessary funds shall be provided

by the Supreme Court of India.

32. We request the Committee of Experts to complete its

deliberations and submit a report to this Court, preferably within three

months.

3j. Having passed these directions, we are ofthe considered opinion

that the suo motu writ petition regarding the order dated 17.03-2025, which

,,*e havd already set aside, need not be kept open. As and when the

Committee of Experts is able to furnish its report to this Court, the same

would be taken up in a holistic manner, not specifically in the context of a

single case. To that ffict, the Registry is directed, uponreceipt of the report

from the Committee of Experts, to place the same before Hon'ble the Chief

Justice of India on the administrative side for appropriate instructions '

34. Hence, in terms of the directions issued hereinabove, the instant

suo motu case stands disposed of. Pending interlocutory applications, if
any, also stand disposed of."

The present publication has been made in pursuance of the

directions of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India- A committee was



constituted by the undersigned comprising of Hon'ble Ms. Justice Sonia G.

Gokani, Former Chief Justice of the High Court of Gujarat, Ms. Anuradha

Shankar, Former Director General of Police, Madhya Pradesh, Dr. Swat

Singh, Advocate, Supreme Court of lndia, and Prof. Lucy T.V. Zehol,

Professor, Department of Anthropology, North-Eastern Hill Universiry

Shillong. The committee was assisted by Dr. Sonam Jain, faculty member

at the National Judicial Academy in completing the work. Mr. Shrish

Kailash Shukul, a District Judge of Madhya Pradesh Cadre presently Officer
on Special Duty at the Academy also provided inputs and administrative

suppofi to the committee.

We had also sent a questionnaire to a1l the State Judicial Academies

mainly to get response from various stakeholders of the criminal justice

system for their understanding of court language. The stakeholders were
judiciai officers, witnesses and victims and they were approached through

the District Legal Service Authorities. The composite response is Annexure

I to this publication.

It was unique task before the committee to undertake a work of this

nature. The committee tried its best to capture the writing style of
judgements in relation to gender related issues and highlighted them, but a

publication of this nature cannot permanently act as guideiine as language

evolve continuously. Words spoken on the streets cannot make its way into
judgements directly. In gender related cases, judgments have to be founded

on which should be built upon empathy and sensitivity and it would be also

for the members of legal community as whole, to collectively create a

language ecosystem which would weed away the offensive or undesirable

words or manner of description of certain acts. It is also of critical
importance that judges and lawyers employ, sanitized expression in legal
proceedings, so that victims get comforted in a court of law rather than



Justice Aniruddha Bose

being harbouring apprehension of being traumatized. Use of appropriate

expressions can help in eradicating deep-seated gender-based prejudices.

The committee is grateful to the Hon'ble Supreme Court for being

given this opportunity. This exercise, the members of the committee feel,

will inspire and encourage thinking persons in other walks of life to bring

gender neutrality and sensitivity in their respective fie1ds. The committee

also r.vould like to thank all the State Judicial Academies for their support

for this publication.
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Gender Jurisprudence in India

Through a continuous judicial process, the judiciary in India has
consistently expanded the scope of gender justice while dealing with these
issues. The jurisprudence evolved through court decisions highlight
protection of dignity, bodily integrity, equality and privacy. The courts are
playiag a transformative role in dismantling patriarchal stereotypes,
recognizing intersectional vulnerabilities, strengthening workplace and
institutional safeguards from dominant gender harassment. This led to the
recognition of reproductive and sexual autonomy, affirmation of the rights
of women, children, transgender persons, and queer communities/non-
binary in a gender neutral manner. Over the years several judgments
collectively reflect the judiciary's ongoing commitment towards building a

more inclusive society.
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No.

Name of the

Case (with
Year)

Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment
of the IIon'ble Supreme

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

1 Yusuf Abdul
Aziz v. State

of Bombay
(ArR 1954 SC

321)

Challenge to

Section 497

IPC (adultery

law) on

grounds of
gender

discrimination.
(section 497 of
IPC has

subsequently

been struck

down in the

base of Joseph

Shire as serial

no. 13 in this

table)

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

upheld the constitutional

validity of special provisions

for women under Article

15(3), recognizing that

substantive equality may

requile protective measures in

favour of women.

) C.B.

Muthamma v.

Union of India
((1979) 4 SCC

260)

First woman in

Indian Foreign

Service

challenged

discriminatory

promotion/serv

ice rules.

Court condemned sex-based

service rules and affirmed

equality in public

employnnent, stating married

women cannot be put on a

worse footing than married

men.
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Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment
of the Hon' ble Supreme

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
-') Tukaram v.

State of
Maharashtra

(1979) 2 SCC

143)

Rape of a
minor girl in
police custody;

accused

acquitted due

to restrictive
reasoning on

consent.

Public outcry led to reforms

in rape laws, shifting focus to

survivor-centric interpretation

and statutory changes

regarding consent and

evidence.

-l Air India v.

Nergesh

Meerza
((1981) 4 SCC
1?5\

Air hostesses

challenged

rules

mandating

retirement on

marriage/pregn

ancv.

The Court held pregnancy-

based termination rules

arbitrary and unconstitutional,

calling such provisions an

insult to womanhood.

5 Bharwada

Bhoginbhai

Hiriibhai v.

State of
Gujarat
((1e83) 3 SCC

217)

Rape

sLtrvlvor.s

testlmony

questioned for
lack of
corroboration.

The Court held survivor's
testimony does not require

corroboration, reco gnizing the

social stigma of reporting

sexual violence.
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Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment
of the Hon'ble Supreme

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

6 State of Punjab

v. Gurmit

Singh ((1996)

2 SCC 384)

Rape

survivor's
privacy and

dignity during

trial at issue.

The Court emphasized (ln-

c ame r a ) proceedings, privacy

protection, and survivor
dignity, noting no woman

would humiliate herself by

making a false allegation.

1 Vishaka v.

State of
Rajasthan

(1997) 6 SCC

24r)

Sexual

harassment of
social worker

at workplace.

The Court framed ttre Vishaka

guidelines for workplace

sexual harassment at

workplace, affirming gender

equality includes protection

from such harassment.

8 Sakshi v.

Union of India
((2004) s scc
s 18)

NGO sought

child-sensitive

courtroom

procedures for
sexual offence

trials.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

directed adoption of child-

sensitive adudication to

prevent trauma to child

victims.

9 Anuj Garg v.

Hotel

Association of
India ((2008) 3

SCC 1)

Challenge to

law barring

women from

working in
venues serving

alcohol.

The Court held legislation

should be assessed by its

impact, not just aims, and

struck down exclusionary

provisions as unconstitutional.
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of the Hon'ble Supreme

Court of India reflecting the
transition of Gender
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10 Suchita

Srivastava v.

Chandigarh

Administration
((200e) e scc
1)

Pregnant

woman with
inteilectual

disability

sought

autonomy over

abortion.

11 National Legal

Services

Authority v.

Union of India
(2014) s SCC

438)

Recognition of
hansgender

persons'legal

rights.

The Court constitutionally

recognized transgender

identity, affirming dignitv and

directing affirmative
measures for inclusion.

T2 Joseph Shine

v. Union of
India ((2019) 3

scc 39)

Challenge to

criminalization

of adultery

law.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

struck down adultery law as

unconstitutional and rejected

patriarchal notions of
marriage.

13 Indian Young

Lawyers

Association v.

State of Kerala
((20t9) tr
SCC 1)

Women

challenged

exclusion from
entering

Sabarimala

temple.

The Court affirmed
reproductive autonomy as a

facet of personal liberty,
linking it to dignity, bodily
integrity, and privacy.

The Court held exclusion

based on biology violates

dignity and equality, and

asserted constitutional

morality prevails over
patriarchal customs.
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Court of India reflecting the
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t4 Secretary,

Miristry of
Defence v.

Babita Puniya

((2020) 7 SCC

469)

Women

officers sought

permanent

commission irr

the lndian

Army.

The Court rejected

stereotypes about women's

roles and held women can-riot

be denied equal opportunity

on the basis ofphysiological
or social assumptions.

15 Lt. Col.

Nitisha v.

Union of India

((2021) rs
scc 125)

Challenge to

facially neutral

standards in
army selection.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

recognized indirect
discrimination and advanced

substantive equality
jurisprudence.

t6 Aparna Bhat v.

State of
Madhya

Pradesh

((2021) 3 SCC

247)

High Court had

made

stereotypical

remarks and

suggested

compromise in
rape case.

The Court directed judges to

avoid gender stereotypes and

prohibited suggestions of
marriage/compromise in rape

cases.

t7 Attorney

General for
India v. Satish

((2022) 5 SCC

s4s)

High Court

acquitted

accused under

POCSO based

on "skirr-to-

skin" contact.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

set aside the interpretation.

holding child protection larvs

must be purposively

interpreted.
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of the IIon'ble Supreme
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18 Patan Jamal

Vali v. State of
Andhra

Pradesh

((2021) t6
scc 22s)

Rape and

murder of a

Dalit woman.

The Court recognized

intersectionality,

acknowledgilg compounded

discrimination based on caste,

gender, and disability.

19 State of
Jharkhand v.

Shailendra

Kumar Rai

((2022) t4
scc 299)

Use of two-

finger test in
rape

examination.

20 X v. Principal

Secretary,

Health &
Family
Welfare Dept.,
Delhi ((2023)

9 SCC 433)

Unmarried

woman

challenged

denial of
abortion after

20 weeks-

The Court held unmarried

women are equally entitled to
reproductive autonomy and

recognized marital rape for
limited purposes.

2l Deepika Singh

v. Central

Administrative

Tribunal
((2023) t3
scc 681)

Denial of
maternity leave

for non-

traditional
family
strucfure.

The Court recognized that

families in contemporary

society exist in diverse forrns

and rejected stereotypical

assumptions regarding
caregiving and family roles.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court
condemned the test as

regressive and irrelevant to
consent, directing it must not
be conducted.
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22 Supriyo @

Supriya

Chakraborty &
Anr v. Union

of India (2023

rNSC 920)

Petition for
legal

recognition of
same-sex

marriages.

The Court declined

reco-enition but reiteraled

queer rights to dignity,

autonomy, and protection

from discrimination.

23 ln Re: Alleged

Rape and

Murder
Incident of a

Trainee Doctor
(2024 rNSC

613)

Institutional
response to

sexual violence

against a

doctor.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

emphasized institutional

accountability, safe working

envhonments, and survivor

digniry.

t1 Dr. Sohail

Malik v. Union

of India (2025

SCC Onl-ine

sc 2751)

Jurisdictional

challenge to

ICC under

POSH Act.

The Courl clarified ICC's
jurisdiction extends across

departments and must uPhold

the remedial intent of the

POSH Acl
25 Vaneeta

Palraik v.

Nirmal Kanti

Chakrabarti

(2025 INSC

1106)

Complaint of
continuing

sexual

harassment at

work.

The Court recognized that a

hostile work environment

may be continuing

harassssing, requiring

survivor-sensitive

interpretation under POSH

Act.



S

No.

Name of the

Case (with

Year)

Factual Brief

Nipun Saxena

v. Union of
India ((2019) 2

scc 703)

Protection of
identity and

privacy of
victims of
sexual

offences.

The Court reinforced the

statutory prohibition on

disclosure of the identity of
rape survivors and issued

comprehensive directions to

protect their privacy and

dignity throughout the

criminal justice process,

including in judicial records

and media reporting.

21 Manisha

Ravindra

Panpatil v.

State of
Maharashtra

(2024INSC
't62

An elected

woman

Sarpanch was

disqualified

from office on

allegations that

she resided in a
house

encroaching on

government

land.

The Court recognized that

legal and administrative

actions against women elected

representatives may

sometimes be rooted in
patriarchal resistance to

women exercising authority,

particularly in rural

governance structures.

Note: The above table is only illustrative and not exhaustive of the extensive
jurisprudence developed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in advancing
gender jwice and constitutional equaliry.

Principle from the Judgment
of the Hon'ble Supreme

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
26



Legal Protections against Victim-Blaming

Indian law already contains rape-shield prqtections to safeguard suwiors

against victim-blaming. It reinforces the principle that consent must be

judged on the circumstances of the alleged incident, not on the survivor's

personal history. It helps prevent secondary victimization during trial,

upholds the dignity and privacy of survivors, and encourages more victims

to report crimes without fear of character assassination. Section 146 of the

erstwhile Ildian Evidence Act barred any insinuation about a complainant's

sexual reputation or character. In State ofJharkhand v. Shailendra Kumar

Rafi, stressed this point that a woman's "sexual history is wholly

immaterial" to rape allegations, and it is "patriarchal and sexist" to suggest

she cannot be believed merely for being sexually active.2 The court noted

that Section 53A of the lndian evidence Act explicitly makes a victim's prior

sexual experience "not relevant" to consent in a rape trial.3 Likewise, the

Allahabad High Court recently condemned a lawyer's attempt to call a rape

survivor "a woman of easy virtue," holding such attack on character to be

"wholly irrelevant" and expressly barred by lawa. In short. Irrdian dourts

now reaffrrm that a survivor's reputation or past has no place in determining

the credibility of her testimony.s

t (2022) 14 SCC 299.
2 Pdriarchal & sexist to assume that a sexually active woman cannot be raped; Aryone

conducJing 'two-finger' test will be guilty of misconduct: SC,

htqts : //www. scconl ine. com/blog/pos t/2 02 2/ I 1/01 /two -finger-test-banned-sacually-actire-
women-can-be-raped-guilty-misconduct-supreme-court-legal-updates-research-guidelines-

new s/ # : - : text =, %oE 2 %o8 0 %9 D.
3 lbid. (The said provision is incorporated in Section 48 of the Bharatiya Sakshya Aclhiniyam

(BSA), 2023)
a Bechan Prasad v. State of U.P. and Another, 2026:AHC:21013
5 Allahabad HC pulls rp advocate for calling rape victim a woman of "easy virtue"; says it

violates dignity & privacy under Article 21,



This aligns with international rape-shield standards. For example, Federal

Rules of Evidence in the U.S. forbid introducing a complainant's sexual

behavior or predisposition in most sexual assault cases.6 Such rules, and

Article 5 of CEDAW (Convention on the Elimination of A11 Forms of
Discrimination against Women.) 1979, recogrrize that asking about a
woman's private life only perpetuates mlths and deters reporting.

Cross-Examination and Sexual History

In practice, victims are often subjected to harassing cross-

examination designed to plant doubt. Maximum trauma is faced by the

victim after the offence reaches trial stage. Judges have begun to rein in
such tactics. For instance one recent decision, ordered an immediate end to

the notorious "two-finger test" and remarked that whether a woman is
"habituated to sexual intercourse" is "irrelevant" to determining rape7. The

Court emphas ized,: "Nothing could be further from the truth, a woman's

sexual history is wholly immaterial while adjudicating whether the accused

raped her".It noted the probative value ofher testimony "does not depend

upon her sexual history" and that treating her as dis-believable for being

sexually active is "patriarchal and sexist".

Indian triai courts are also bound by provisions that limit the line of
questioning to be adopted by defence Iawyers towards the victims. Under

the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam, 2023 (BSA) Section 154 and 155

empowers the court to control over indecent/scandalous questions and

insultiag/annoying questions to be put forth during examination. ln practice

https://www.scconline.cornhlog/post/2026/02/06/rape-surtiyor-character-assassination-
allahabad-hc/#:-:text=7heo421CourP/A0added%20that%o20any,of420the%20%20122.

Rule 412. Sex-Offence Cases; The Mctim,
https : /lwww.law. cornell. edu/rules/freJrule 

-4 
I 2 #:-: tat:%o2 8a"k2 9o/o2 0 Prohib itedolo2 0 Uses,pr

o c eed in g%02 0 inv o ltin g%o2 0 a I I e g ed%o2 0 s exu a loh 2 0 m i s c o nduc t.

Lillu @ Rajesh v. State ofHaryan4 (2013) 14 SCC 643
'1



this means lawyers cannot use labels like "easy virtue" or allege promiscuity

to discredit a victim. tndeed, courts routineiy strike down such insinuations

as irrelevant. For example, the Bombay High Court rejected the argument

that a teenager's two boyfriends justified her rape. It was observed that "a

woman may be having easy virtue but that does not mean all and sundry can

take advantage ofthis fact. She has a right to say no". The Hon'ble Supreme

Court held that Even if the prosecutrix, in a given case, has been

promiscuous in her sexual behaviour earlier, she has a right to refuse to

submit herselfto sexual intercourse to anyone and everyone because she is

not a vulnerable object or prey fol being sexually assaulted by anyone and

evetyone.8

Contrasting Judicial Sensitivities: Progressive

Approaches and Persistent Prejudices

For the purpose of the study the committee aralyzed 125 Trial Court
judgments from across the country and taken assistance from all the state

judicial academies. These judgments gave a mixed picture about the

perceptions and mind-set and also the approach ofajudge while deciding a

matter. There were cases where judges were highly sensitized towards the

victim, witness, and vulnerable goups, like they were alert to the

vulnerabilities of women and children. They prioritized the rights of the

victim and balanced the social interest at the same time.

In State of Punjab t. Gurmit Singhe. a landmark 1996 judgment of
the Hon'ble Supreme Court of lndia, directed trial judges to actively protect

victims during testimony and that courts should not sit as silent spectators

while the victim is subjected to embarrassing, insulting or intimidating

State (NCT of Delhi) v. Panlaj Chaudhary, (2019) I I SCC 575

(1996) 2 SCC 384.



The other side of the story is where the terms and phrases like why
were you there at that time? Why were you wearing this kind of clothing?
Why were you not accompanied by any men? Why did you report so late?

are frequently used. In matrimonial cases, when women approach the police
for registering a complaint, they are asked in disbelief, "Why now?" After
so many years, you have children; this happens in a marriage. You are so

well-ofl dressed in a particular way. Is your story real? Women are

bombarded with questions like this. Not just the police station, the same

kind of trauma they face in some one stop centers, by support persons, in
jails, hospitals, etc.10. The court is the only place where ajudge listens to all
such problems. Women speak up in court only in the hope that the judge

would do somethirrg to save their honor and dignity. The judge has the

power to control his court; directing the staff to offer basic courtesies by
offering a chair and water. A judge must be a little more aiert and vigilant
while the victim is deposing. Make sure that umecessary people should be

moved out just to make her more comfortable. Not just her words but her
body language should be observed by ajudge.

Across all levels of the justice delivery system-be it the police
station, hospital, one stop crisis center, or courtroom-women survivors of
violence face a range of discriminatory insensitive, and victim-blaming

i,: lnputs for Guidelines for a Gender-Just Justice System With Reference To Women Survivors of
Violence, Abuse & Exploitation - (Note Prepared tbrough a Consultalive process with Civil
Society Croups) By State Women's Commission, Madhya Pradesh.

questioning. Judges did understand that women are reluctant to report such

incidents and were conscious enough to intervene in between when the
cross-examination goes beyond the etbical standard. The judgments reflect
a modem, gender-sensitive judicial approach which not only talks about
sentence but also focus on compensation, rehabilitation and society as a
whole.



statements. Survivors are routinely met with remarks such as, "Ghar ki baat

hai, itna lqta ho gaya? (It is a matter of home, what happened so much?)"

or "Samjhauta kar lo, ghar bach jayega, (Make a compromise, your house

will be saved.)" trivializing their experiences of violence and pressuring

them to compromise. Police and other authorities often question their

appearance with comment s llke, " L i p s t i c k I a a I i I a gakar c omp I a i n t I i k hw an e

aa,vi ho? (You have come to lodge a complaint wearing lipstick.)" or cast

doubts on their intentions, saying "Aaj kal ki auratein drama karti hain

(Women these days are dramatic.)." Survivors are also asked irrelevant and

intrusive questions about their personal life and conduct, fot example, "Aap

iss tarah kapde pehen kar rehti hain? (Do you keep dressing iike this?)" or

"Aap ka behayiour kaisa hai ghar mein? (How is your behavior at home?)"

These statements, instead of building the survivor's confidence, further

traumatize and deter them from seeking justice.l l

Testimonies within the guidelines highlight the reality of these experiences.

One survivor shared how, after suffering visible injuries, she was made to

wait at the hospital and questioned about her "behaviour at home" before

being examined. Another testimony from a trans-person stated being forced

to strip for "identity verification" and being pressured to sign false

statements, while also being mocked and denied access to family or

respectful treatment. Such narratives underscore the systemic barriers and

the patriarchal attitudes survivors must confront at every stage, especially

those from marginalized backgrounds who face additional caste, class, or

gender-based discrimination. r2

t1 lnputs for Guidelines for a Gender-Just Justice System With Reference To Women Survivors of
Violence, Abuse & Exploitation - (Note Prepared tbrough a Consultative Process with Civil
Society Groups) By State Women's Commission, Madhya Pradesh.

lnputs for Guidelines for a Gender-Just Justice System With Reference To Women Survivors of
Violence, Abuse & Exploitation - (Note Prepared though a Consultative Process with Civil
Society Groups) By State Women's Commission, Madhya Pradesh.



The Hon'ble Kerala High Courtl3 in December 2024 Mat.Appeal No. 706
of 2024 delivered a judgment, stating that clothing is a form of self-
expression, being part ofan individual's identity or an expression ofgeneral
aesthetics. It is unpardonable and impermissible in any civilized society to
judge a woman solely based on her clothing or to draw conclusions about
her virtue or modesty, as such judgments are rooted in rigid notions of
patriarchy. The sartorial preferences that a woman makes are her own
choice, which cannot be subjected to moral poiicing or assessment,

particularly by courts."

l3 XXXXX v. xxXXx, 2024:KER:91898



Rule against stereotyping: A transition to
Gender Just Societv

Judicial approaches in lndia have consistently rej ected the use of
gender-based stereoty)es in adjudication, particularly in cases involving

sex ual offences and genderjustice.

i. Ia Aparna B h at v. State of M. P1a, the Hon'ble Supreme Court held that

courts must avoid stereotypes relating to a victim's ciothing, Iifestyle,

marital stafus, or sexual history, emphasizing that such factors are

irrelevant to consent or credibility and underscoring the need forjudiciai
sensitivity training. It was held that stereotlpical judicial observations

undermine fairness and victim confidence, requiring courts to maintain

neutrality and avoid extraneous social assumptions.

li. In Sanghmitra u Statds, it was further clarified that professional

identiry or gender cannot form the basis ofjudicial presumptions.

The exclusion of sexual history and character-based reasoning has been

reinforced through statutory and doctrinal developments. Judicial

condemnation of stigmatizing language is also reflected in Bodhisattwa

Gautom v. Subhra Chakrabortyr6, which addressed the seriousness of
sexual violence and the impact of societal biases on victims. The Hon'ble

Supreme Court in Aparna Bhat further clarihed that consent cannot be

inferred from clothing or prior sexual conduct, rej ecting the "good

woman/bad woman" dichotomy.

Constitutional jurisprudence has also dismantled stereotypes embedded

in laws goveming marital and gender roles. In Joseph Shine u Union of

l4
t5

t6

Supra
2024 DHC 2524.
(r996) l SCC 490



IndidT, Section 491 IPC was struck down for treating women as passive
and subordinate, thereby violating Articles 14 and 15. Similarly, Shayara
Bano v. Union of India,8, invalidated tripte talaq for perpetuating gender
inequality, whlle Navtej Singh Johar u (Jnion of IndiaU, held that laws
enforcing heteronormative gender roles are unconstitutional, grounding
anti-stereotlping in equality and privacy rights. In Yash Pal v. State of
Haryana2q, the Punjab and Haryana Court acknowledged that criminal law
cannot reinforce differential standards of sexual agency for men and
women.

Procedural safeguards also reflect this anti-stereo[ping approach. In,
State of Punjab v. Gurmit Singh2t, emphasized the relevance of in camera
trials to prevent reputational harm and stigma. The Sexual Harassment of
Women at Workplace Act, 2013 further institutionalizes protection against

humiliating or stereotyped questioning, recognizing such violations as

implicating fundamental rights under Articles 14, 15. and 21. lnternational
guidance, including CEDAW-based principles and the Bangkok General
guidance forjudges onAppiying Gender Perspective in South and Southeast

Asia(2022), citedinAparna Bhat, also directs judges to avoid rigid notions
of a "real victim" and adopt context-sensitive evaluations.

The evolution of anti-stereotlping jurisprudence is marked by explicit
overruling of earlier decisions. ln Joseph Shind2, the Hon'ble Supreme
Court ovemrled Sowmithri Wshnuu (Jnion of Indid3, rejecting notions of
women as the property of husbands. Likewise. Navtej Singh

'7 (2019) 3 SCC 39.

'8 (2017) 9 scc l.
'e (2018) 10 scc 1.
20 cRwP/4660/2021.(2024 :p HHC2t Supra
22 srpra
23 AIR 1985 sc 1618.

I 18245-DB



Johala ov emtled Suresh Kumar Koushal v. Naz Foundation2s, afhrming

that constitutional moralily must prevail over outdated social norrns that

enforce gender and sexual stereotypes.

24 (zot7 I scc 791
,5 (2014) 1 SCC 1.
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Gendered/Stereotype Language in
Judgments and Alternatives

It has been a longtime concern for judges in lndia to avoid
masculinity in deciding cases, as the basis or reasoning in judgments. There
is a mistaken notion that masculinity is a naturar phenomenon - a notion
which the judges are activery' confronting now. Sensitive judiciar language
is therefore not merely a matter of politeness; it is essential to ensuring
faimess, dignity, and impartiality in adjudication.

The need for sensitivity becomes even more urgent in cases
involving women and chirdren, especially in light of the increasing
prevalence of crimes such as sexuai assault, domestic viorence, harassment,
and abuse' women in India continue to face systematic discrimination,
sexual violence, domestic abuse, and harassment. In such circumstances,
insensitive courtroom remarks or judgments that rely on stereotypes may
discourage victims from reporting offences or participating in the justice
process. Judicial attitudes in sexual assaurt cases invoiving unconscious
women have often reproduced ..rape myhs,, and questioned victims,
credibility rather than focusing on the accused's condubt26. such Ianguage
can re-traumatize survivors and reinforce social prejudice instead of
promoting j ustice.

Since courts are institutions entrusted with protecting constitutional
values, it is incumbent upon judges to adopt language that is respectful,
neutral, and free from stereotypes. Sensitive judicial expression strengthens

26 Elizabeth A sheehy,, "Judges antJ the Reasonable steps Requirement: The Judicial Stance onPerpetration Against Unconscious Women,, in SEXUAI ASSAULT tN CANADA: LAW,LEGAL PRACTICE AND WOI\4EN,S ACTIVISM (University of Otrawa press, 2012) 483 at483485.7
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public trust, protects the dignity of vulnerable individuals, and ensures that

the justice system reflects principles of equality and human rights'

In the case of Phul Singh v. State of Haryana21,there are issues with

both the words used by the court and the way it decided on the sentence, if
looked through gender justice lens raises concern' Accused of the crime

was said to be motivated by "sex stress" and other phrases may be

considered inappropriate today. Use of sensitive expressions has become a

critical component in judgment writing on gender related cases in

contemporary j urisPrudence.

The following giossary is curated after analyzing the 125 Trial Court

judgments and we have aiso added some common words which are

stereotypical

phrases foun

be used in legal contexts

and may be avoided. It outlines problematic or outdated

d in these judgments and suggests neutral altematives that can

Neutral, and legallY aPProPriate

alternatives
Traditional/Problematic

Phrase

Violated bodilY autonomY of

complainant(s)/victim(s)
The body of women as PlaY

ground

Survivor / ComPlainantHelpless woman; helPless

female

Avoid religious/cultural references;

focus on legal rights
Where women are honoured, there

the gods rejoice

Crime caused severe trauma to the

sun'ivor
It destroys the very soul of a

helpless woman

Survivor experienced harm,/traumaVictimization, soul destroYed

21 (19'79) 4 SCC 4i 3



Tradition allProblematic
Phrase

Neutral, and legally appropriate
alternatives

Female members/persons (for

victims)
Victim / Survivor / Complainant

Gold digger (economic motive) Avoid speculation; focus on evidence

Suffering from psychological

neurosrs

Survivor may experiencing
trauma./distress

Woman in non-permissive

society

Person in a conservative society

Allow women to walk freely A11 individuals have right tomove
freely and safely

Self-respecting woman Women may be used without any

adjective

Poor helpless minor girl Minor victim / Child survivor
Hormonal changes, desire,

temptation

Avoid physiological explanations

unless absolutely necessary

She was enticed away (good faith) Accused lured/abducted victim by
gaining trust

Honour.

shame

Avoid "honour"/"shame"; focus

on survivor's rights

Victim/survivor of sexual

assault/violence

Stigma as inevitable consequence Focus on j ustice/rehabilitation

Outraged the modesty Sexual assault/violation of
bodily autonomy

Serious health consequences

as a female

Serious health consequences for
the victim,/survivor

Victim of another person's

lust



Neutral, and legally appropriate
alternatives

Traditional/Probl ematic

Phrase

Survivor may need ongoing

support; focus on recovery

Permanent impact on girl's life

Survivor's bodily autonomy was

violated

Lost her chastity

Avoid victim-blaming; focus on

facts

No hue and cry, traveled

Calmly (to describe post occurance

behavior of the victim)

Minor / Chiid victimGullible or obedient daughter

Consent is not legally valid for

runors
She was a consenting party

Child witness; avoid assumPtions

about influence
Tutored child

Act of sexual assault/violation of

autonomy
Bid to defile chastity

Sexual violence; avoid attributing

crime to "lust"
Fueled by lust

Victim / Survivor / ComPlainantProsecutrix

Causes severe harm to survrvorDegrades the soul of the

helpless female

The crime had serious consequences;

focus on support
Spoiled her childhood /

ruined life

Child victim / SurvivorMinor girVchild

Committed serual assault /

violated the law
Satisfy his iliicit lust



Traditional/Problematic
Phrase

Neutral, and legally appropriate
alternatives

Haunt throughout her life Survivor may face ongoing

challenges

Physical relationship (for

rape/assault)

Sexual assault / rape (if the offending
act is non- consensual and/or victim is
a minor)

Disrobing (unJess provided in the

statute)

Forced removal of clothing (part of
sexual assault)

Status and prestige of family

is at stake

Focus on harm to victim./ survivor;
avoid "honour" shaming

Scars left remain lifelong Survivor may need ongoing

supporti focus on recovery

Helpless femaie Survivor

Her private part/chesV vagina,

victim giri
Use neutral medical/legal terms; refer
to child/survivor

Accused acted as with his

granddaughter

Focus on age difference &
power dynamics, not family

Destroyed life, betrayal,

shameful conduct

Survivor experienced severe

harm

Modesw Bodily autonomy

Offends esteem/di gniry Violation of survivor's bodily
autonomy and rights

Girl child is vulnerable All children are entitled to protection
under the lau,



Traditional/Problematic
Phrase

Neutral, and legally appropriate

alternatives

Sex slave Survivor subj ected to repeated

sexual violence/exploitation - while

being kept under control

Brothel keeper Perpetrator of trafficking/sexual

Exploitation (the term brothel may be

used if statutorily necessary)

Sterling character (victim's

character)

Character evidence is irrelevant in

sexual offences

Lust satisfaction Act of sexual violence/assault;

Prudent attribute - avoid trivializing

crlme

Illiterate/rustic rvitness

Whore (derogatory term)

Inability to control emotions,

male-dominated society

Survivor / Victim

Avoid rationalizing crime; focus

on accountability/law

Witness (mention education only if
legally relevant)

In several cases, courts are required to deal *'ith situations where peopie

having relationship with person other than spouses. Live-in relationship

between persons who are not formally married has acquired some element

ofrecognition.

In such situations particularly in relation to women terms like Concubine,

Kept/Keep, and Mistress may be avoided. Parbrer would be the ideal

substitute which would extend to same-sex relationship also. otherwise, the

expression girlfriend (in relation to women) may also be used'



Words like prostitute, call girl, fallen women and escort are wideiy used in
common parlance but may be substituted with the word sex worker as it
more accepted and recognised temi by Intemational Labour Organisation
(ILO) also. However, the word prostitute may be used only when statutorily
needed.

For person with different sexual orientation LGBTQIA* is an umbrella term
which is used. The term homosexual is in corlmon use but may be

substituted by 'Gay'. For women 'Lesbian' is stili an acceptable term. For
third gender - in North India the word Hijra is used, in Tamil Nadu
Thirunangai refers to a transgender woman, and ThirunamDj refers to a
transgender man. [n Karnataka Jogappa is used in gender-diverse
communities. These are implicitly pejorative and now the term which is
acceptabie and dignifred is intersex. It might be advisable to uses these in
court languages. Now, the term SOGIESC (An acronym for sexual
orientation, gender identity, expression and sex characteristics) is gaining
acceptance.

In this regard it may be worthwhile to refer to TINICEF publication on
gender equality titled 'Glossary of terms and concepts,
(https://www.unicef.orey' rosa/media,/ 1 76 1 /file/GenderslOSS ermsandcon
cepts.pdfl r,,,hich carries an exhaustive list oftaking into account sensibility
of various region of the world.



C.ompassionate Court Practices

The Indian judiciary is moving from a traditional, accused-focused

system to one that centers on victims-protecting their privacy, dignity, and

mental well-being. The aim is to reduce secondary victimization and

supporting them until they are fully rehabilitated. This marks a shift from

just punishing offenders to help victims heal and recover simuitaneousiy.

Victim compensation scheme 2018 (Annexure II) is one such step and

various welfare statues also provide directions in that regard

From the time the matter of this nature reaches the Court of Sessions

Judge/ the Courts of Judicial Magistrates, the Presiding Officer needs to

inquire &om the Investigating Officer whether the directions issued in case

of Delhi Domestic Working Women's Forurn v. tlnion of 1ndia28 are

followed in providing services of Legal Assistance to the victim. Police is

also under a duty to inform the victim of her right to representation before

questior:.ing her and also to state the same in its report.

Directions categorically obligates the Investigating Officer to ensure

supporting a rape victim right from the time of filing of FIR till the end of
the case- This can be extended to the victims of other nature of serious

CTIITICS

Iflegal Assistance is not provided or no Advocate is engaged by the

victim privately or the Presiding Officer is not satisf,red with the answer of
the IO, the Court either requires to direct such measure directiy to the

District Legal Service Authorities and it can also direct the superior officer

of IO to ensure following of such directions with the insistence of written

compliance by the IO within 48 hours.

(1995) l SCC 14



Periodical monitoring on empanelment of Advocates at the level of
police stations in aid of the victims of sexual assault in the District through
month-ly meeting of the Principal District Judge, the Superintendent of
Police and secretary DSLA can better adrninister the issue. Alternatively, a
written monthly report be sent by the Superintendent of police to the
Principal District Judge, enswing due compliance of this necessity.

Victim/ Witness Protection measures

Presiding officer ought not to wait for the apprication of the victim
or of vulnerable witness as it is the legal obligation of the presiding offtcer
to ensure victim/witness protection. It Mahender chawra v. Union of
India2e, the Hon'ble Supreme court approved the witness protection
Scheme, 2018 which was formulated by the Ministry of Home Affairs,
Government of India. under this scheme the witnesses were categorised in
A, B arrd C category as per threat perception. ln Sakshi y. (Jnion of Indid|,
victim-centric and child-friendly approach to the recording of evidence in
sexual offence cases was understood

Pre - trial Victim Counselling

This is a vital mechanism to alleviate anxiety and add to confidence
building. Trial judges ought to ensure that victims undergo such
counselling.

In camera trial

Trials in sexual offences and sensitive matters need to be held izt
camera. Section 366( l ) of BNS s, 2023 prescribes that the courts must be
open to the Public for the purpose of trying any offence. Exception to this
is provided in Sub Section(2) the trial ofRape or any offence under Sections
64, 65, 66, 67, 68,70 or Section 7l of Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita ( BNS) or

2e (20t9) 14 scc 615
30 

lzoo+y s scc srs



under Sections 4,6,8,10 of Protection of Children from Sexual Offences

Act,20l2 where the trials are to be conducted in camera. Printing or

Publication of any material relating to the same is though prohibited, it is

made permissible subject to maintaining confidentiality of names and

identity Identity of victim is impermissible to be disclosed in atty

proceedings and only initiais or pseudonym is permitted as held

1n Niptm Saxena v. (Jnion of India3t .

Witness as a Guest:

Witnesses are crucial for justice and should be treated as guests by

the court. However, many witnesses suffer long waits and poor treatment in

court, which can discourage them from testifying. courts ought to treat

witnesses with respect and ensure their needs are met. The travails of the

witnesses in Indian courts has been described by the Hon'ble Supreme

Court in the case of State of U.P. v. Shambhunath Singh32 in the following

passage.

"Witnesses tremble on getting summons from courts, in India, not

because they fear examination oI closs-examination in courts but because

ofthe fear that they might not be examined at all for several days and on all

such days they would be nailed to the precincts of the courts awaiting their

chance of being examined. The witnesses, perforce, keep aside their

avocation and go to the courts and wait and wait for hours to be told at the

end of the day to come again and wait and wait like that. This is the

infelicitous scenario in many of the courts in tndia so far as witnesses are

concerned. It is high time that trial courts should regard witnesses as guests

invited (through summons) for helping such courts with their testimony for

reaching judicial frndings. But the malady is that the predicament of the

witnesses is worse than the litigants themselves. This case demonstrates the

31 (2019) 2 SCC 703
32 2ool(4) scc 667.



agony and ordeal suffered by witnesses who attended a Sessions court on
several days and yet they were not examined in fuIl. The party who
succeeded in dodging examination of such witnesses hnally enjoyed the
benefit when the Sessions Court acquitted them for want of evidence. The
only casualty in the aforesaid process is criminal justice." 33

This principle applies with more vigor and strength in criminal cases

inasmuch as most of such cases are decided on the basis of testimonies of
the witnesses, particularly, eye-witnesses, who may have seen actual
occurrence/crime.

Preventing Secondary Victimization

Re-victimization, parlicuiarly in cases involving sexuai offences,
domestic violence, child abuse, workplace harassment, and gender-based

violence, refers to the repeated trauma suffered by survivors due to
insensitive instifutional, legal, medical, social, or investigative processes

after the original incident. Judges must avoid asking stereotypical or
blaming questions and should not force victims to interact with accused

persons. The judge's proactive role creates a safer environment for victims.
It can further be prevented by following a trauma - informed judging, avoid
repeated questioning, maintain confidentiality and clear communication.
Court should have clear comprehensive polices and accessible support
system. Also, promote awal'eness and education campaigns for public for
reducing stigma and misconceptions about the victim. A strict prohibition
on gendered and morai commentary.

In the case of Aparna Bhatt v. State of Madhya Pradesh3a , the
Hon'ble Supreme Court directed the judges to refrain from asking
stereotlpical questions. Neither victim blaming language in the orders nor

3-' 2ool(4) scc 667
)o supra



any conditions in bail that forces the victim to interact with the accused need

to be reflected for the "proactive role" of the Judge alone can ensure the

safe environm ent.

Proactive Judges and Cross-Examination

Mairrtaini4 a balance of Protecting Victim during deposition and

particularly when under cross- examination while ensuring the rights of the

accused is utmost essential. The Hon'ble Supreme Court has directed

establishment of Video link or testimony behind the screen to avoid any

traumatic confrontation with the accused in case of Salcshi v. Union of
Indids for child witnesses or vulnerable witnesses, prior to the enactment

of POCSO Act, 2012. Judges must also control inappropriate questions,

especially about the victim's sexual history and ensure these are only asked

if strictly necessary.

POCSO Act and Child Protection larvs in India

Pre-recording of child's statement shall have to be by a woman

offrcer at the child's residence or at a place of child's choice as per section

24 of the Act and without the child seeing the accused. Direction of granting

"support Persons" to the Child from the point of lodgement of FIR for

interacting with the Police machinery medical officers and hospitals, to

avert re-victimisation, was provided by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in

Bachpan Bachao Andolan v. (Jnion of India36.It also mandates trial to be

completed within one year from the date of taking cogrrizance.

Estabiishment of Vulnerable Witness Deposition Center has streamlined

various issues and many of laudable provisions can be employed in the trial

of serious oflences under BNS Act.

35 (2004) 5 scc 518
36 2023 SCC Online SC 1031
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Points for Considerations

1. Fact-based references

Judicial reasoning should be based on evidence and not stereotlpes,
assumptions, or moral perceptions about the victim's conduct or
character. Courts should rely on testimony, medical evidence,

forensic material, and surrounding circumstances.

ln State of Punjab v. Gurmit Singh37, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
cautioned courts against being influenced by myths and stereotypes

in sexual oflence cases.

Caution with terms like "outraging modesty"

Though the expression forms part of the statutory framework, it
should be used cautiously as it may reflect morality-based or
patriarchal notions. The focus shouid remain on dignity, bodily
autonomy, and vioiation of personal integrity.

\t Rupan Deol Bajaj v. K.PS. Gill38, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
interpreted "modesty" in the context of a woman's dignity.

Trauma-informed language may be used; no resistance is not
equal to consent

Absence ofinjuries, delayed reporting, or lack ofresistance does not
imply consent. Victims may respond differently to trauma. Courts

should avoid adverse inferences based on siereotypical expectations

of victim behavior.

3

3i (1996) 2 SCC 384,
(199s) 6 SCC 1943E
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In Kaini Rajan y. State of Keralde , the Hon'ble Supreme Court held

that consent must be voluntary and unequivocal.

Gender-neutral, survivor-centric terms

Language should dignified and inclusive and avoid reinforcing
gender stereotypes. Swvivor-centric terminology recognizes the

experiences of ali affected persons.

lt National Legal Sertices Authority v. (Jnion of lndiaao, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court emphasized digrrity and equality for all

gender identities.

"Child" or "minor" for victims under 18

Under the POCSO Act, every person below 18 years is legally

recognized as a child. Child-sensitive terminology reinforces the

protective framework of the law.

Ia Eera v. State (NCT of Delhi)ar, the Hon'ble Supreme Courl

reiterated the child-centric object of the POCSO Act.

ttVictim" or t'survivorr" not ttprosecutrix"

The term "prosecutrix" is procedural and impersonal. Expressions

such as "victim" or "survivor" are more sensitive and dignity-

oriented.

lnAparna Bhat v. State of Madhya Pradesha2,the Hon'ble Suprerne

Court stressed the importance of gender-sensitive judicial language.

6
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7 Language ought to be child-sensitive

Judicial language must refrain from sensationalism, moralistic
observations, or stigmatizing expressions, particularly in matters

involving children.

ln Sakshi v. (Jnion of Indiaa3, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
emphasized child-sensitive procedures to prevent secondary

victimization.

Focus should be on autonomy, consent, and child rights

Judicial reasoning ought to prioritize bodily autonomy, informed
consent, dignity, and the best interests of the child rather than

notions of morality or honor. ln Suchita Srivastava v. Chandigarh
Administrationaa, the Hon'ble Supreme Court recognized personal

autonomy as part ofArticle 21.

Recognize psychological and physical trauma

Sexual offences may result in enduring emotional and psychological
trauma apart from physical harm. Courts must adopt a trauma-
informed approach while assessing evidence and evaluating the

conduct of the victim.

lt State of Karnataka v. Krishnappaar, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
recognized rape as a violation of dignity and human rights.

8
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Terms to be aroided

AII forms of victim-blaming

Victim-blaming is a part of rape culture where the responsibility is

totally shifted to victim by questioning her conduct, lifestyle,
clothing and delay in reporting and past relationships.

ln State of Punjab v. Gurmit Singha6, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

cautioned against doubting victims on the basis of social

stereotypes.

Terms like (tbashfulness," tthonourr" or ttsanctil,,"

Words like these are deeply ingrained in patriarchal thoughts that

link woman's worth with their sexual purity or family reputation.

Courts should instead focus on dignity, autonomy, and constitutional

rights.

ln Aparna Bhat v. State of Madn-raa PradeshaT , the Hon'ble Supreme

Court directed courts to avoid gender stereot)?es and inappropriate

observations in judicial orders.

Terms like "helpless female"

Women are not weak, dependent or iack agency, expression like

these reflects gendered mind set. Court should look women as rights

bearing individual with equality and dignity.

In Joseph Shine v. Union of Indiaas, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

ernphasized dignity, autonomy, and equal status of women under the

Constitution.

)
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l Generalizations about complainants

Courts should not assume that women or victims behave in a

uniform manner after trauma. Reactions to sexual violence differ
from person to person. Judicial findings must be individualized and

evidence-based.

ln Bharwada Bhoginbhai Hirjibhai v. State of Gujarafe, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court rejected stereotypical assumptions

regarding the conduct of victims of sexual assault and clarified that

victims testimony does not require corroboration, recognizing the

social stigma of reporting sexual violence.

Honour/shame and chastity stereotypes

Such words showcase discriminatory attitudes and take violence as

an offence against reputation to the family. Courts should focus on

consent and rights.

ln State of Maharashtra v. Madhukar Narayan Mardikafa, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court held that even a woman of "easy virtue" is
entitled to privacy and dignity.

Assumptions of exaggeration by women or families

Courts shouid not presume that allegations are fabricated or

exaggerated merely because they concern sexual offences. Such

assumptions perpetuate distrust toward victims and families.

In State of Himachal Pradesh v. Raghubir Singh,51 the Hon'ble

Supreme Court held that minor inconsistencies should not

overshadow the substance of the victim's testimony.
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7 Judgmental or sexualized descriptions

Judicial language should remain neutral and professional and must

not contain unnecessarv comments about appearance, Iifestyle, or
sexual history.

ln Vishaka v. State of Rajasthans2, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
emphasized protection of dignity and gender equality at the

workplace and in public life.

Terms like "lust"

Such words not only showcase but implicitly accepts the

uncontrollable desire of men as a natural phenomenon but also it
weakens the acts. Courts shouid instead use legally precise terms

such as "sexual assault," "sexuai violence," or "offence."

\n State of Karnataka v. Krishnappd3, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
recopized rape as a violation of dignity and fundamental rights
rather than merely a crime of passion.

Biased, stereotypical, or blaming language

Language ofanyjudgment should be free from bias and prejudice.

Care should be taken to preserve the dignity of the survivor. The
language used should never be blaming; instead, it should be

empowering, as language is the most important tool for
empowerment.

lnAparna Bhat v. State of Madlrya Pradeshsa,the Hon'ble Supreme

Court specificaliy directed judges to refrain from using patriarchal

stereotlpes and insensitive observations in cases involving women.
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Training and Sensitivity

Sensitivity is an ongoing process that should be learned regularly.
Training brings sensitivity towards victims, witnesses, and atl vulnerable
groups. Ir lst Judges' case, S.P Gupta v. Union of Indiar-t , the Hon'ble
Supreme Court contemplated training for making the Presiding Judge

independent of himself,

"But if the judiciary should be really independent something

more is necessary and that we have to seek in the Judge

himself and not outside. A Judge should be independent of
himself. A Judge is a human being who is a bundle of
passions and prejudices, likes and dislikes, affection and ill
will, hatred and contempt andfear and recklessness. In order
to be a successful Judge these elements should be curbed and
kept under restraint and that is possible only by education,

training, continued practice and cultivation of a sense of
humilit.v and dedication to duty. These curbs can neither be

bought in the market nor injected into the human system by

the written or unwritten lows. If these things are there eyen

,f ony of the protective measures provided by the

Constitution and the laws go, the independence of the
judiciary will not suffer. But with all these measures being

there still a Judge may not be independent. It is the inner

strength of Judges alone that can saye the judiciary. "

5: 1981 supp SCC 87



Annexure I

Report on Feedback Questions
Regarding Court Proceedings

l. Do you understand the legal proceedings and the language used

by the lawyers and Judges in Courts in your case/matter?

Responses:

. Yes:86.4Yo

. No: 7.1%

. A littie: (not specified in chart)

. Most of the times: (not specified in chart)

A large majority (86.4%) of respondents reported that they

understand the legal proceedings and the language used by the

lawyers and judges in court.

2. Whether judges explain to you the court proceedings in an easy

and understandable language during the proceedings of your
case?

Responses:

. Always:69.3%o

. Sometines:25.7%o

. Never: (not specified in chart)

Most respondents (69.3%) indicated that judges always explain the

court proceedings in an easy and understandable language, while

25.7oh said ttns happens sometimes.



3. Do you find the Judge and lawyers sensitive and empathetic
towards you during the Court proceedings?

Responses:

. Always;59.3%o

. Never:9.302

. Mostly:23.6%o

. A few times: 7 .9o/o

Amajority (59.3%) feel that judges and lawyers are always sensitive

and empatheti c, with 23.6yo reporting such behavior' mostly'.

4. Do you feel that you are being heard by the Judge?

Responses:

. Always:66.4Yo

. Never: (not specified)

. Mostly:25.7%o

. A few times: (not specified)

66.4oh of the respondents feel that they are always heard by the

judge, and 25 .7oh feel that they are mostly heard.

5. As peryour own case experience, what do you think can improve
Presiding Officer's (Judge's) interaction and communication

with you?

. Use of clear, simple language and less legal j argon.

. More time for parties to express concems.

. Greater transparency, regular updates on case progress, and

clear explanations for adjoumments.

. Avoiding routine or mechardcal handling of cases, especially

sensitive ones (e.g., under Section 498.4. IPC, Domestic

Violence Act).



. Strict accountability for any misconduct.

. lmproved coordination and patient listening.

. Separate waiting areas for victims and witnesses.

. Conduct proceedings in local language where possible.

. Politeness, respectful behavior, and supporlive environment.

6. (a) Do you feel intimidated/scared at any point in the Court as a

victim or witness?

Responses;

. Yes:17.1%o

. No:82.9%

Most responderfis (82.9%) do not feel intimidated or scared in court.

(b) When and where and why?

. Intimidation was cited during cross-examiaation, aggressive

questioning, or due to unfamiliar environment.
. Some felt intimidated by senior advocates or because of

pressure from the opposite parry.

. Delays, repeated adjoumments, and lack of seriousness also

contributed to negative feelings.

. Some respondents found the environment supportive and did

not feel intimidated.

7. Who do you think can protecUhelp you in that critical time?

Responses:

. Prosecutor: 72.9%o

. hdge: l4.3Yo

. DefenceLawyer 7.9Yo

. Police:12.1o/o



. Others (GovernmenVOrganization/Instittttion): 52.9Yo

More than half believe that other persons or institutions (besides

prosecutor, judge, defence, or police) are most helpful in critical

times.

8. Are you aware of Witness Protection Scheme under new law?

Has the Judge made you aware of that which includes right to
be protected, rehabilitation, compensation, etc.?

Responses:

. Yes: 19.3olo

. No:80.7%

A significant majority (80.1%) are not aware of the Witness

Protection Scheme or have not been made aware of it by the Judge.

9. What are the challenges that you are facing in the Court as a
victim or witness?

. Many respondents reported no major challenges.

. Common chalienges include:

'/ Repeated and unnecessary adjoumments
,/ Lack of seriousness and accountability by lawyers
,/ Lack of communication and updates

,/ Emotional, mental, and financial hardships due to

delays

./ Lack of separate waiting rooms for victims and

witnesses

,/ Pressure from police and opposite counsel

r' Public shame and stress in recalling traumatic
incidents



,/ Lengthy tfials and prolongedjustice process

,/ Some reported supportive and cooperative

proceedings.

10. Any other suggestion/feedback to make the Criminal Justice
System robust and victim/litigant friendly?

'/ Speedy and timely trial and disposal of cases.

,/ Simplified legal processes and better guidance/support for
vietims.

,/ Greater accountability for delays and professional

misconduct.

'/ Separate waiting rooms and proper victim protection.

'/ More awareness about legal rights and welfare schemes.

,/ Improved coordination between police, prosecution, and

courts.

'/ Friendly, respectful behavior by all stakeholders.

,/ Periodic legal education and awareness programs.

,/ Ensuring that every case is concluded within a reasonable

timeframe.
,/ Some respondents are satisfied with the current system and

reported no suggestions.

Feedback on court proceedings indicates that most people view the
justice system positively. A large majority (86.4%) understand legal

processes, 66.4% feel heard by judges, and 69.3% find
judges'communication clear. Over half believe judges and lawyers are

empathetic, and many do not feel intimidated in court. Howeveq there are

notable issues, especially regarding awareness and support for victims-
80.7Yo are unaware of the Witness Protection Scheme, and many report

delays. adj ournments, poor communication, and emotional stress.



Respondents suggest simplifying legal ianguage, speeding up cases,

increasing judicial transparency, and ensuring institutional accountability.
Overall, while the system is accessible and respectful, it requires reforms to
improve efficiency, victim protection, and procedural sensitivity, making it
more effective and user-friendlv.
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Annexure II

Victim Compensation Scheme, 2018
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Addirioml Secretrul,. Ifi srq,ofllonre Afairs
Govermnent of Lldia

-Ys. Indta Jaisins.
Scuior ..\dto6tc, Suprerne Cou( of Lldia

Slui Alok.\anval
\1en)ber Secr.!an'. NALS-{

Sln i S'rrinder S. klrhi
Direclor'. N\l -S.t

L'Is. turiuRathi Rana-
Joi l Secrehr v-,.

D.paturrcnt of la.gal .Afair!'.
llirist^ of l$r and Justic.. co$. oilndia

Sh.ri K.L. Sbal- 4
Joint Secre1.lr-_r'

N ioual Co'rmission lbr \{(,n.io

lus. Bhani AIi
Co-Diredor.
tt..\Q: C.ote for Child tugllts



The Commirlee held rounds of meeliogs aft ii rrrs decidad lo prepare x separate
"Chaptci'ora "Sub-Scheme ' witbin thc erhring Victirrr Compcosation Schemd for viclims oI

The CoDuxidee drxfled Pan - lt of the \:ictimr Conrpensdio ScheDe :Eld invit€d
sugg.stions.'commeDls from variotls slak.holders on the drali. Takilrg into consid.ralion tlr
suggestionstomrDeAts, lhe ComBrincc has firalizcd thc Compensalion ScheDe for rvomen
Victhns/Surrivors of Scxull Assxult/othe} Crinles and rubmid.d lhe siuue hefore tlle
Hon'ble Suprenre Court of tnditr on 24.04.2013.

Submissiols rver. nrade b.fore the Honale Bench and olher shkrholders uere also

he,rd or 1tt.05.2018. Additional suggcstioas rrceivcd dLring rhe hcirirg $erc also

imorpomied ard fi,)el S.lrenE \yas filed belbre the Hon'ble Supreu. Court of ladia oo

I 1.05.201 3. Or thia dar. affer hearine N.A,LS.{ and I-d .{miors Cuiae. Hon'ble Bdnch \vrl
plea3ed to accept ris Schcoe alrd direot!.d all 1bc Stale Covenlm.nGIUT Administrations 10

implemenl tle sanle io the; respecrile Srates,l'l!.

Hon bl.- Suprenre Clourt of India further obsented lhat \vhile nothirB sholld be talien
nway t'rom dis Scheme. bul it does not preclude the Staie GoverMtelrtsrlrT Adfifuisrroriols
from addiDg to thc Sch.'m..

(Strifldr'r S. Rallri)
D;redor- NAISA

'!
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PART.II

'fhc Chxpl.r conlrirsd in ttis pxrt shrll b. .rll.d "Conllcns{iion Stheme for l\'onrtn
Victims/Sunitors of Seruel.{ssault/other Crines"
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S. No.
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li. fnctors to bc considsrcrl wlrilc ,rreding corirpc,rsntion .....................-...S
9. Proc(rturr for gl.nnt of roDprns:rtion....... .....-....-..(t'7
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1) Ll this Cbapler, ur ess the c(lnlerit olhen\.he re{xires: -

I. SHOR'T IITT-E AIiD COTDIDNCE]IIINT

(1) This Chapter lni\' bc crlled the C'ompcr$lion Srhtrnt for ll'ornen
vidimslsunir ors of S exud .-\ssa ult/oth€r Crimes. 2{r18.

(2) It shnll come into for.e oo the dale as alld \!.bei ordered by IIon bl. Supre$e Couri of
Illdiir

(3) It $batl apph [o thc victirns ftd fi.ir dcpendert(s) \{ho hav.r sufcred loss, inju1., as

the case may Lre, as a result oftl!. offence ct]nlrlritled llnd i]ho rc+lird rehabilitation.

2. DEFINITIONS

(a) Codc means the Ctde ol'Criminal ?rocedure. 1973 (2 of 1974)r or -S3g!t!I:ESeI!
-I I'r lihrrr;\, \,"rr;k Sulakrha Sinhita.2023

(b) Dcpcndcnt itcludes husbard. falher. mo ler! Brandparerb: rmmdnied daughler and
minor children of'th. \i('litn as delerminad bv ihe Sl:tt. hgal Ser'".icej Au|llorily or
Dislrict l,€gal S.rti.es Audro.ily otr the hasis of thc reporl of the Sub. Divisiooal
\ratislrale oflhe co c.rned area/Station llousd Ollcerr-Investigating Oflicer 6 on tlli
basis of material placed on record bl, the d.peDdefis by rv4' ofallldavi! or on ils oir1)
enquiry.

(c) "District L€gal Scrvic€s r\uthorit!'' mraos rbe Dislrid kgal Se .ic.s Auhorir\
(DlsA)coflsttuured unde! section 9 oftle LeBal Sen,ices A$drorilies .\ct, 1987(Act 39
oi i 987) for a Disrricl ol tlc Natiorlal Capital 'lerriory ofD€lhi]

(d)

(e)

'Form'meam tbfm rppen&d 10 ltre Scherne as applicible to this Chap.rer.

'Fund'nrenos Stue tlxtd i.c. victim cornpeGadon Fuod constituted under rhe Statc
Victinr CompensatioE Scheme.

(f)'Ccntr:rl Fund' nreins tuods r.ce;ved iom CVCF Scheme. 2015

(g) 'lYomen Vkdnr C'oDpensotlon Fund' - rtear* o fund segregaled for disb$sqnert
for wornen victiirr. o{lt of Slrte \ ictim CoDpdsarion Frhd arld Central Fund.

lq'irhin the Slate licti Conpensation Frnd- a szpatuae Bant.lcco nt lhall be naintained
ns a pofiion of thdt ldrger f nd $hich shall cohtath &e rtnds cohtrtbuted under CI:CF
SchLfie btMHA,GOI contrib\tel.fi-o NlfihqaFbd ap.fi fiod fnds rccetw!|l.orh the
State l.'iclit t L:ohpensahan nud \hich rhdl he lilisa(i onl)'Jfi viclinr co\.ered ntler rhis
Cl-,apta'l

0l) 'CoY(mment' uleals 'S{ale Cov;mm. t' wherelgr the Slate \iicriur Compe$ation
Schenre or ft. Stnte victio Cohpen$lioo Fmd js in cort.-\1ard Cenlal CorcrErDe[:t'
uherever Centml Govemrned Yictim Compensatioo Furd Schane js ili corllerl and
irclrrdes tiTs.

tuAl.sA 3 "ComJ)enslion Sch€me f{,r $on|er \ridimysuriirors ofSeruaI As.{ultTolhg
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(i) 'lnjary' mercs ary hanr caused lo bosr! or miDd of a female.

f) ',llinor' nleuls a girl child $ho ha\ nol comllered ire rge of t8 !.eats-

(k) 'OiIence' nrea[s oftboca coumitted ag:rinsr worner prmishab]e under IPC or !!$ or
any other law.

(li 'Penal Ci)dt,' lr,.:.rlrs hrdi.rn Penal Codr. L8(0 ({5 of t350}; or' )I\i\x S.tnhita m(!ns
llhrnil r \ Safilrita.202J.

(nl) 'Sch.dulc nieans scheiule applicable to dris Clrapl.r/prn ofdr. schente.

(u)'Strte IJgaI Senices .{uthotlty': tn.ans th. Srare L€al Senicas Aulhorih (SLSA).
as delin.d io Section 6 ol'dre Leg{l Sen ices AurhoitiEs Afl. l9S? (39 of l9S7)

(, 'SexuAl As"srult Virllms'' nreanl female who lus suffqcd ole d or phtsjcal irnn, or
bolb as a rcsult ofsesIal oFence including Sections 376 (A) ro (E)
Q_!g) oflhe Bh.rrri}x \1 a S.rihira Secrion l5.l (..\) ro (D), o, s(rritnrs 65. 66. 67.
6,1. 69. 70. 7t.72.7-l- 7a.16.71.71t ol rhe rl}rlri\'i )\rnr? Sxdriln Seclion,i09
IPC Section 19 oftlre Bhi ilz

(p) '\l omalr ltictinv sufl,i\'or of other crime' nrcnns a rvom r \!ho llas suffcred ph\si.rl
or menril iniurv ns eresull oIrn].otTence nldlllioned in the rttached Sch.dule inL,ludilg
Scctions 30.+ B or Ettis!_gLE!! Sicrior 326--\ or EgE9!_!ILUI! Sc.rion .tr8"\
ItC or &gEqUgaEN! (h case ot' ph\-sicnl iriur! of rh. oinrc specified ifl the
s.hrd!l,r) inLl.rding Lhe attenrpts and uhettrrcot_

(l) \\'ords.lld c\prcisions uscd in dris Chnpter md nor defnrld.l)Ero. shall hx\,c thc sanle
rnc:lr)ing !-s ,-qsisned to them in rhe Codc ol'Crinrinal proccdtrc. l97J or,'and rhc lrdi{r p.nal
Codc. 1860 o
Srrhiti 2023

r Bhrnirx \rerrik S uriLshn Srn hili 2023 or/:rnd rhe Bhartirfl N\-r\!

l. \\ olttN \,I( l tfts (:oNIpE]s.\.l loN t LNl)

(1) l-here shall tlr a frmd. ntunelv, the Wom.Il victinls Conlpens-tion lll d fronr whirh
dre arnourl ofcompensatio$- as dacidadbythe Shte l,egal Senices ..\uthority or Districr l,agal
Ser\.i.'es Authori$., sball be paid to the rvomen vi.rlim or her ddpendeDt(s) *ho hale sullered
loss or iojrrv as a result of&u ol]lDce Alrd \rlp require rehabilihdon.
(:) Tlre'\{onren \:ictin:s Conrpensatior Irund'shall comFise lhe follo\ri g: -

(a) Contributioo rec.i|ed tom CVC! Scheme, 2015.

(b) Budgctr_1 allocalioll in the sh.spe of Cirdrlrs-in-lid ro SI-SA for Nhid nccEssar)
pro$sio[ sl]all be madc iI thc Anuual Budgot by the Govem cnt:

(c) .A.nv L:ost amorurt ordcrcd by Civil(rirniflal Tribunrl ro be dcposired in rhis hnd.
(d) Amouo! ofconlpensati on recoYered l'rorn dre \rroug doer/accuseal under c lause I .l ol

the Scheme:

MLSA 5 "Corn pensation S.hrnre for $ omtlr Vicli mvsur-r,ilors of Ser url -r\ss:rult/other
Crinles -20t3"



4lPaq€

(e) Doolliorslcoul butiods fro!] Intematimal,/ NdioDa, Philadkopisu ClariEble
Irstirulionsa orgarizxlions ald indiridr,a.ls pemhrd by slate or Ceolral
GovemcreIIL

(f) Cqrtributions aronl conporics und'i.CSR (Corponrs Social Resporlsibili$)

(3) Ihe said Fuad sball be operared by the St li l,.gal Snni.es .4.uttroriq (SLSA).

4. ELICIBILITY FOR C'OTIPENSATION _

A \roml}n \iDtim or her dependefl (s) rs the c.L!e nla! be- shall be eligible tbr gralrr ol'

compensalion lioft Dulliple schetlrs applicabte to her. llo$evet tLe comPmsalioo recci\-td

by h.r in lh. othcr s!h.m.:s \tilh regard 10 Scclioo 357-8 Cr.P.C o.39LEXSS sh: l be txken

ilto accounl $hile decidhg,lhe quantlm in th. such slbsequett ipplicntion

5. PRO(-EDURE f OR I\TAIiI\-G APPLICATION BEFORE TEE SI,S.{ OR DLSA.

lrra,r&lorl. Rcnortirlg olPIRS: - SHOi SPIDCP shall mtuidalorill'sh:rxe softlht'd copl olFIll
imrnediatelt afrer iL\ rdgislruion r$ith Slare Legal Setvices .Authotiy/Disrricl Legal S.nitcs
,'\$thod$ qun corrtrlission of o$.rrccs covsed in this Scheme \\'hici include Seclioos 326A,

lJ4.{ to 354D. 376.{ ro 3768. 3048. {98-.\ or S.ctions l2-1. ll- '5. 76. 7& Sc.tions 63 to

Scction 72. ScclioB 80. 85 ofthc Bhnltir n Nre !a Sirihfta (in clse of phlsical i4jurl'covered

ir this S.hedule). so lh!i1 th. SI-S.A4)LSA cao. in d.sc^'ing c:Lres- ma-\'stro-moto inili31e

prcliminary vcrilicalion offnclt for th!! ptrrposc ol Sraot of iderilrr comPe,rsaliou-

,\n appli('ltio, l'orrhe aNrrd of interirn.l fi0al comPeDsalion catl be filed b) the \ri.ri arrdror

h!,r DcpcndenLs or thc SIIO ofthc ana br:lbrc corcemcd 31,s3. ot DLsA. l1 ihdl I be snbDrilhd

in fonn 'l' along with a cop]' of{re Fi61 Infomratior R.Port (FtR) o. crimifl^l complailll of
whicb cogr)izar!_e is tdien hy th. Courl alld if a\'lilable lledicnl RePon. Dtath Ceniticate.

\yhcr.1.r :rpplicablc- c(|p-"_ ofjudgnrcnt'r.commendation ofcourl if thc lrid is o'\'.'r

6. PL.{CD Oll IIILING OF A}PI,IC.{TION-

'nlc appl i.&tioD reconxnL'ndutisr lbr !'u[]p.$a1ion cifl bo sro\'ed either belotc lhc Stale Leg[l
Seni.es Authori\- or tlE concem€d District kgd Servi.as .drthori\* or il cdr be filed onltu.

on a portnl irhj('h shall be.reqted hy AII State Ligal Service! ,{ulhorilies. The Sec'elxrl' ofthe

respecrive DIS.{ slrall decide r}e aplilicalion/ rcronrmendatiol nroled b.{bre him,ter r-! pet

the Schemc.

ErplarLltion: lrr .'a-se of acid f.nck \,idi lhe drciding autlroriry- shall be CriBliml Irjut-f'

Coulpensatio! Boird:rs dirc.red bl HoD'bl. SuPreme Coult in Ipimi ts. Union ol_lndir

W.P.CRtr{L I29,'2006 order datri 10.04.20[5 qhich irrcludcs Ld. Dislricr & Sessists Judgc.

DI\{. SP, Ciril Srrrgeo C\,lO ol&e disrrict.

7. RELIEFS TII.{T MAY BE.E.\YARDED BY TIIE STATf, OR DISTRICI LEGAL
SF,R\TICES A L"T IIORITY.

'1he SLSA or DLS-{ mny a\tnrd courpcrsulioD to the victim or her depordents .o the enenl as

sDeciJied in ile scheduled anrcbed herro
/vAlSA 3 "Conp€ns.rtion Schenre forF'onrm \.icdmJsun'i\ors ofS€xunl r\ssault,'other
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S ,\C[ORS TO BE CO\SIDT',IIED \\ HILL ,\\\.IRDTNC ('ONIPE}.S..\'I'TON -

U'hile de.iding i mati.r dl. Slnte L€gal Servi.es Aulhori\/Disrrict Legal Services Authorir]
D)r-\_ lakt into consideBlio[ rhc lollowiDg fnctors rela'ting 1() the loss or ioiuil' sunbed by $e
victiln:

(2) F-W€nditure incurred or likely 10 be iiDurr€d on rhc rnedical trealnrclrt ,br physical

aid,or mer)t l b€alth kaluding Ln{nselling of fte \,icrim. eun.ral. lravelling duriDg

iDvesligatiod inrluir)'.' lrill (othe. tlnn diet tnone! I

(3) Loss of.ducntionnl opportturit as a colrsequence oftleoft'ence. iocludir1g nbs.oce lroul
school lcoll ege du. to nre a,t6 nr& bodily jnj ulv- rledical lrealrDerlt, investigalioD ,rn d

trielof$c off.'n.c. or.nv oth(y rex(ou:

(4) Loss of !.rDptoyoleot as.a resuh of the olIcoce. including absencd from pla''e of
ertploymelt drle to renhl traumq bodily injur)., m.dical treatrreBl i[vestigation arrd

trial of the oEeEce- or a y olher reason;

(5) The r.latiorship ofrhe \idim 1(' th. offLnder. ifany-

(O Whelhcr the sbuse rva,s a single isolded illcid.nc. or whcther the abrlse look placE ovdr

a period oftirne;

(l) $'h hcr viclim becant'i preglal)t as aresull ofthe olleDcc. \\'hcther she hid 10 lficergo
\I.dical Tcmrination of Prcgn.nc'v-' (I[TP)rgi\.e birfh to i child- iocludirgrahabilitatiot
oeeds ofsuch child:

(3) \\ihcthcr ihe virtinr conlracted r sc\uullr trltn-rmitted dis.r$e (STD) ns a tsult ofthe
otrencc:

(9) \\,haher tlre rictim cootrxcted hunao i$muiodefici.'ncy virus (U[V) 15 a rEult-oflhe
offnlca:

( l0) tu)y disxbilily sufr'er.d by the victim as a res h ofthe ofl'el**e-,

(11) Finaicial co[dition otrh. rictim ag!.irrsr $'hom the oJLnce ha-s bem cofimitad so a!
10 dctcaDrib* hdr necd for rehabililalion and re-iDtegarioll n..eds of thc viflinr.

(12) h ca$. of doalh, lha agd of deicasqd, h,ir nrolltly illc(xrrc. n!tuber ofdcpcodcnts- [fe
ev€rt6nc,1 fukiro prolnotiol]al8,owlh prorpecls etc.

(13) Or aDv other Actor rthich 'the SLS.A,rDISA ma} coDsiderjusr a,rd suflicieJ}l.

NAISA s "Com peisltion Schrnr€ for $ onren l icrhrls/Sura i\ ors of s!\ual Assaull/olh€r

(l) Gravirv of the offerlce ald severity of menlal or pl5sical hamr or injury s(ffered by the

\,ictim:
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9, }'ROCEDURIi FOR CRANT OF CONIPENSA'TION_

(l) \ihcre\,.r, a rcconrnrcDdalioD is mrde by the coun for compsualion .mder sub-s.crions
(2) a dor (l) ofSectron 3j7A oftll. Code. or (rubs.ctiotrs (2) nnd /or {3) of Sectior 396
of thc BNSS or an application is nlade b-v trlv ticlilIl or her depe den(s). under sub-
s€e-1ioD (.1) ofSectioh 357..\ ol thc Code, or qlllll llrhlqtion ({) .'f SHrion 396 of rhe
SuEtksh! Snlhita lo lhe State tegal Sen.ices Arrihorjly or Disrrict L.gal Ser\'ice!
.q,(horir\. lor irxerim compensation i1 shall prima- faLie satisl\ itself qua conrpnsatio
necds .rI ideotir},ol'lhc !i.lil]r rls rcgards tbe ftnal .'omperusatioD. it shall e)ianriDe rhr
co-sc and verii dr. conl,:Dts of fie clxiDt 1,!i1h respcct to the ioss,/Lljury and robabililadon
needs is t resl t of lhe crirne nnd ntav also cnll tbr any odrer releyant irllbnnation
nec.ssdry tbr de.iding rhc cl m.

Provid..d that i, &s.r'"ing €l.s and in all acid atrnck c.Lsrs, !r any rime alie, comntirsion
of the oflince. S.crotar).. SlJ.{ or Secreuq,, DLSA fia} r&o Doro or after prelimin-r*.
!_criticalio of fi. l'a.ts proceed to grafl intedrD relief as Dtay br r.quir.d in tl1e

citcuorslancis of each erse-

(l) The irquiry as corteBplaled rnder sub-sectio! (5) of Sed;on 3-l7A of llte Cod.. or
Se.tiotr lig( .,f rLP Suraksh.r Srfihilr shlrll hc cotlplei.d erpediriousl,v xnd d)e period in
[o clrs.' shall excc*d b..r_ond si\ty d:rys from flc receipr of fie claimhetition c,r

Provided &61 in cases of rcid attnck an amounl of R5. One lrkh shall be paid ro fie vi!-tim
\rithin I5 dalr ofth. maltcr bchg broirght ro the nolice of Dl,s..t. 'l}Ie order grarridg irrcrinl
compeDsntio!1 shsll be pissed bl DLS.A lritlin 7 daj,s ofttre nratter beiog brougltl to irs

notic. and the SLSA shall pay the contprnsdion \rilhin 8 days of passjng ()1'the order.
Thereaher. ar: amounl ofRs.2 lakhs shall be paA to rhe licliln as e+editioBly as possibl.
and pGili\.el.r Nidrin 1\\'o months of thc tlrst plr)m!'nt*

Proyided ,infrir $a! the \,iclim mat also be paid such f[flher amounl as is admis!ih]c under
this Schcrnc.
(3) Ajter cofiiderarioE of lhe trl:rtler the SI"s.q. or DLSr\ ss dre cas€ lnay be. upon irs
s:[isfrctiofl. shall decide lre qu"lrltunr of.oBpensalion 10 b€ awarded lo th3 vidim or lret
d€pendenl(s) laliing into rc.ouDt dte f'aclors erumeraled i! Cl3llse 8 ofthe Schent.. a-s ps
schedul. apperded tothis cb+rrer- HoNever- in d.sen,ing crset. tbr reasons 10 bc rc.orde4
tlle rDper limit Drry be e\ceideal

llo.eoYer. i, cuse tl..iictinr is mitror.the Iimil olcompa*Arion shall be dear.d to he

509i high.r than lle amor61 r'lenlioned ir rtr. Scb.dule apperded to this chapler.

' Yi.tinr of .4.id rttrL* nt dho dnl&l to adfrtioaal .aipa$hd oJ Rt I lac @*t Priot Mttis.r's
Nan,,tol R.n.JFrF,l yide blenQrodn no. )4q13!91A,tis-n aa:R.mnattM4A dorrd 09.t t.)0t 6(cary

h.nnLt of .4lin *bck @t aho .nn .d to a.An@.t sry.iol li,ucial .\tin@r. up to R! 5 lac; \|ho ned
tr.stnat .rxne5 o,e. @xl obov he ,:onP."sori.,t po l bJ rtd r.q.it-e &auu'Ts iD t nf,r of Ce't td.]

I'lAlSA3 "Compensation Sch€me for$onren Victims/SuFi!oIs ofScrual r\ssrult/oth$
Crimes -2018'
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(4) Th. SLS.{/DLSA nia} call
,A,ulhoritt/ijslablisllmcll! hdiYidrl:lli
irnFlementa!ion of tht Sahcmc.

for aDy record or lnke assistanc. lioirr ary
Policc/Cou co,lc€nrcd or c]ipell for slnoblr

(5) Lr casc tritlrappcllarr cou( gives l-o<lings $ar rhe crirDinal conlP)dt{ a]rd &e .rll.gdion
\!are false- then kgal Sen'iccs A$thorifi fioy initiate proc.edirrgs for'recovery of
compens3tior if any. gr rted io pari or full NDder this Sch.m.. before the Triol Courl for
its reco\.ery as if it r{cre a l-rnc

t0. 'l'ltli, oltDDR 'l o l]E PL\( Ll) o\ ttE(:oRI)

Copy oftfte ord.. of iDlerim or fiDal coDrpensaliotr prssedrnrderrhis scheD. shnll be Pla!.d
on record oflhe lrirl Court so ;L< to errable lhe lrial Cou( to plss an anpropriat€ otder of
compers ior onder Se4rion 357 of 1hc Cod. or SggliE!jl26ilL!ls.iu3!jbr.r5ggLi!9. A
true copy of tte ordrr shril be provided to_ $s lO in c$se the nrattrr is pend;ng

i .!?stisdtion .nd also 10 the licrinrdep€nderrt as the care msy be.

1I IID]'HOI) OI' DISBf RSEIlE\T OF (]O\{PUIS..\TIO)

( 1) lJ]r' Dmoufl of coml^*osaton so aw{drd shall hr' disbuncd b1'thc SLS.\ b.a dcpositing

tlre saln" ir! i Bn k iD thejoi or siagle nant oftha viclin depend.nt(s). ln L'ase th€ f ictirr
does no! hirie rD,r. bank ,ccount. rhe r)LSA concem would facilitare opening ol a hanli

lccounl ill lhr naITc offh...;ictim ard in c,$c $t ,''iclitu is a,Ditlot sloug trith ( gnudian

or i! cnse. inor is ill,i.child cart insli$rior. lhe banli accouDt shatl he opeDed t{ith ttrc

slrperintendenl of the Lstitution as cthrdirn. Ilou'ever, in cas' th' liclitn is a foreigu

national or a rEfugea. re c6olpelsrlion cnn be disbursed.b! tl'a! ofcxsh cards.

lntenm amornl shali br disbursed in full. ltoircver- as far as the firtal comPe saiion amourt

is concemcd. 7596 (sc!em,y- firc [Ercenl) oitll. srnle shall he put jn a li\ed deposil for a

lui-oinrun period of thre€ \'ears and the reruaidng 25nt' (l\tent, file perc.nl) shall he

r.railable lbrtlilizltioD andirili:ll ex?erires bythe t'ictirn,dep.nden(s). as lhe case nrav be

(2) Ir the ciLse of a minor. 80o,6 of the a$oulrt of conlpensllion so llwaided, $hf,ll be

d.posiLd in thefixed deposit account aod sh:ill be drn*n oflll_ on ataimrent oflhc age of
,rajoril-v. bur Dol befor. tbre. ycars oflhe deposit.

Prol.ided liat h e\ceptioaal cils.s, aflornrls rury be \ itlrdra$-n for educAtioDnl or Dredical

or olher pressing arld urgelrt reeds oflha be efirixrl' al the discreiion oflhe SI-S.4'1 DI.SA

(3) The tlrerest oo the sum, if l]'iog in FDR tbnn. shall be crtdited direclly h,Ylh. be* in

lhe savings aq:ount of lhe yicl iru, dcp.ndcn(s). oo mon{lly b:Nis $'hich oan bc wirhdr:rx n

by tle beneficiarl,

/v.4lSA s tonr p€nsition Sch€nr. for n om .o victi nrvs ura iiors of S.rud -{ssa ult/othcr
Crinres -20r8-
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I] INTEIIITI RDI-IEF TO TII E \ICTI}I

The Stare Lrgal Senices Aur.lrriry or Dsrricr l-egal Senices Aurhoritt- ss fic case m:ry
be- may order for i nrediare fir$-ajd lacilily or medi!.al heuelits lo be fitade aloilfile free

of cost or any olhcr irterim relicf (includiag interinr monelarY compensalion) as d.emed
appro?rint.. to illevidte re sullering oflhe vi!-lim on l}. certificrle ofn polil\a officer, nol
below thc mnk of the olficcr-ill-chdrge ol'*re polir. stAliur, or a \Iigist atl. of $e arca

cotrcenred or on the rrplicalioD of0re vicliD depend.lts orsuo ototo.

Prolided that as soo, as the appli.ation for compensdion is receiEd by tbe S[SAIDLS.{,
a suft ol Rs.5(Xml- or afthecase warrants up lo Rs. 10.000r- shlilbr ifllnlediar?ly disbks.d
ro the victim thorgh preloaded cash card froor i Nalioaalised B.sli by $e Sccrelrr).- Dl,S A
or Member Secret!ry. SLSA.

Pro$ide{i rhatdre. iDrerim relid so grarted shall not be l.ssthan 25 pir cenl ofthe marirrunl
corDpdrNalion a\!.,.dable as per sch.tule .pplcabl,,, ro rhis C'hapler- sbich shall bc pjd 10

the viclini in tordit].

Pror,ided tirrtlrer orat in cas.s ofa.id aundi a sum of lls. Onr lakh sball b,: paid to tlte lictiru
within I 5 days ofth. matter beirg brorght to tle llotic. of SLS.{ DI-SA. The order gr&rrjng
interi,n conrp.osa oD slrnll be p$sed hy th. SLS/L'DLS,\ wirhin 7 dals ofihe nt$t€Ibeing
broughl to ir! llotice and &e SLSA shdl prt, d)€ compensarion 1lirhin 8 dsls olprssiBg oI
order. Thereafter an additional sunr ofRs 2 l6khs shall be rrvarded arid p:rid to the viclinr ls
e\Teditiousl! ns possible aid posifivet], \rithir tri o nrontls.

13. IIECOI'ER]' OF CO\IPtrs-s-\TIO\ ..IWARDED 'tO TIIE \-ICTL\I OR IIER
DEPETiDTiNT(S)--

Subject lo die poYisior)s of sub-s.'ction (3) of Section f 57A of r Code , or g!j!s!l!!{f)
ofSt.clion 396 ot lhc Surnkshll Sorhitn tle State Legxl S.nices Autliorhv. ifl propet.xses.
nray institurc proceedings before the contp.tent cour ol_la\! tirr recovery o[the cortpensalion
grantcd 10 drc ljstim or her dep.nde (s)from person(s) respoosible for ca siDg lo6s or inju$.
as a resuit oltle crine.ommiaed bvtinrlle.

Tl!. lrDolnrl, so recovered. shrll be deposiled ir) Wom.ll Vidim Comp€usaLioD Furd.

I ]. DNPD\DENCY CI'NTIFIC.{TE-

The authorit, emporrered to issue the dapend.ncv cenificale shall isrue tha sane \sithiD a
pcriod offfieen days and. in no casc- thir period shall be e\lendcd:

Pro\id.d drst Gc Sl,SA,/DIS d in cas. ofnon.issuarce of Dupe ndcncv C!.nificarL.. ancr cr?iry
of tJ d{s, fira"v pro(.eed ol} &e b:sjs ofan arrdavit to b. obtnined from rlle claiDaD!.

/V,4ISA 5 "ComferBaaion Srheme for $ onrcn fictimJsun irors of Serual Assa ulroth€r
C]i'x.cs -2018'
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I5- TITNOR VICTI\IS,

Ilut in cnse dle \icrin is an orplured mhor \lithout an! p:ued or legd gumdiar the inrmediate

r.liefortheiterimdornpensarionihallbedishursed1()theBankAcoountofthcchild.opened
llnds.r1he grurdirrship or1h. SuperinLcnd,inL Child Care tnslilutions \hcrr thc child is lodged

or i absence lhereol-. DDO,SDIvL as th. case nra} be.

16. LI]II fA I IO\.,

Under )e ScherD., no clairn rnade b,r lhe vi.rir ot her dep.ndent(s). under sub-sectioD (.1) of
s.clion :i57.\ of the code, 

"'r @ sholl

bc entBrliirr.d ai.r n period of 3 \.,rats Loll the drlc of occtrrr$cd of the offcnce or
.oochsio of$e trial.

Ijo\vever. i des.n i gc.lses, on an applicalion rn.rdl in this regard lbrre3solls lo be r.aotded.

fie dela) he)..ond tlrr.. J?ars c.j] be .o dor)ed by lhe sl S ls'DIJAs.

11. -rPPli-\L

Ifl cilse tha \,iclirr or hel dcpeodcutg are not sarisfied \ri1h lhe quaolum ol co,DF_n\:rlion

a\\'arded by the Se.retar-.v'. DLS..\. rev can file appeal $'ithiD 30 dals fro llN dat. of r.ceip!

ofo.der belbre tbe Chairperson. DIs-{.

ProYided $.rt. dela! ir) filirg apperl nrn"- be condoned bvlhe .A.ppellate Aulhorit]. for reasons

lo bc recordcd. in descrtiDts crrscs. oo an.applicalioo madc in lhi$ r.g.rd.

rs. REPF-Al, & S\\'IN(;S-

(1) Il1 caie thjs Chaptcr is silent on ry issud Penllining 10 victi,rr Compelsalion to womcn,

tlt. pro\.tio s of \:ifiiDr Courpensatiorr Schalre of P Star. would b. applicable.

(2) Nolhing jn rhis SclEmc ihdll pr-vcnl Viclirls orlhcir dePendcnts froln iDslitulirg arv Cilil
Suil or Claim as:insl tlrc pcrperator ofofleuce or an-Y other Pelson indirccdy resp$sible for

E\phlr:ltior: 11 is clarified that lhis Cltapler docs not npply to nri0or \i.1uns uoder POCSO

.{ct. 2012 iD so fir .s theh corrpetrsatjon isstt.s are lo t e de.lt 
"fith 

onl}_ by th. Ld. Special

Coufls under Section l3 (8) of PACsO Adt,2012 and Rules (, oithe POCSO Rules. 2012.

NrlS,4 s "Ckrml)ensrtion S.henr€ lbrrvonlen viclimsi/Survirors ofSt\ull As$ult/othcr
Crinres -20Ia"
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sr HEltr-ti {PP I,I(].\ BI,D tt) \\ o\1ti\ \ I('t I\t oF ( tu\ILs

/VA15A 3 "Comlensation Sch€nre f(,r$ onten Victims/SuFi]ors ofSeru..rl j\ssaulrother
Crinlcs -2013'

S. N',. l'nrlictllars oflos or Ilinimuul l,imn or Lipprr Linlit ol'

I Loss of Life Fs. i L.al$ tu. 10 Ll}dr

1 GrngRape Rs. J Lrkl tu. l0 t.: iI

tu. l I*n Rr. 7 t ath

l U mturil S.su.l ,r\sun Rs. { trlJr R5. 7 l-.kh

Ixxs ofnny Lirnborp!,r of
bod) rc5ultios in ul9b
Perniae|tt disabiliy" d

tu. 2lil,n Rs. i r,rlh

l-oss ofaoy l-imb orpnrt of
body re3lllrins in 40c'a ind
belolY 800.6 pcrman ol
disebililv

R!. 2 trld) lis. -l Lrlh

,7
I-rxs of an1' limbor pat of
bodI resultirg in ebove
20P, and b.Cow 40ptr
pc'manenl disibililr

Rs. I bldr ti-s. -'t Lal-h

L(}$ of iny linb or P3n of
bodr resulting in bclo*
20c. p€rmanenl dirabilitJ'

Rs. I Llkh Rs. 2 L:kh

9 Gricvour phr:icrl ioirrr.
or a\ mcntal iniury
r€quiri€ relBbitjhtion

Fr. I Lrkh Iis. 2 Lrkh

i0 l-oss oI lroetus i.e.
.N{iscanirse il n rcsulr of
Assault cir loss of fenilit-\..

Rs. I Llkh Rj. .l l-1kh

1t In case oI pre3nucy on tu.i trh\ Rs.-1liHr

\icliIILS
ln cnse of di$gurenle.lt tu. 7 t-rkh Rs.3Llkl1

b In crse ofmorclhan 50o- tu. 5 t-al*r k. s Lrkh

ln case of injury les.s dron
5090

Rs.I Inkh Its. 7l,rkh

J, Io crsc oflcss rhln 2(Pt R3. I i-nul Rs. i LrHl

ti
In c.ase of disigureEent
of face.

tu.?Lrh tu. 8 l-alJr

11
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b. Io casc oI iriuv more
llrn 50%.

tu. 5 LrkI Rs.8LHr

In osc of iniq' lcss tlun
50e;

Rr.3l.rkh Rs. i Inkh

(1. In clsc r:Iinjur_r'lcss ltran
2lPt,

Rs 3 LdJr Rs. .t Lr[.I

Notc: lfn woftr,1,r \:iclln ol scrual ,ssi ullicid ruich is colclld u dcr onc or morc cetcgofl..ol tJrc

schedule. sh€ sh3ll bc cntirled to hc considcred for conrhined !aluc oltfic eompensition.

lvAlSA S 'Compcnsation Schemc IbI Bonrcn Iictiris/Sufr ilo rs of Scrunl -{.ssault/othcr
Crimes -20-18"
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)-oRNI -I
-\PILICATION IrOIt TIIE i\\1A-RD OF COIIPENS..|TIO\ t:N-DER

COIIPENSATION SCIIENIE FOR \\'OMEN VICTI\IS/SIIR\I\:OIIS OIi SEXU]\.L
.{ SSA I 

'LT/OT 
H }:R CRI!\IES.2OI8 TOR ]NTERI}'FINAT, REt,IEIT FOR \\'O]\tEIf

Name ofthe Applicaot vicrim(s) orber
Dependent(s)

-.lge of tLe ViLlirD(s) or hcr Depefldeot(s)

(a) Father's Nere

(b) Molh.r's Name

(c) Spousc's Name

-.\ddress oft}e \-icrin(s) or her/tlten Depcnddrt(s)

Dile rndllne oitlle I:)cidenr

6 l\iboth,r. [:lR lus bee, Iodged?

Whethar otdical e$mir:rlion hi\i b.ei dorr.? lf
yes. enclGe \{ediaal Repon/ D.3lh Ceaificrte
4.\,1. Repoa.

S, Stilus of Lrial, if pcnding. lf ov.r..nclosc copj_ ol'
judsoreil aod ord.r on seotelcs.

9 llas he applic:ril bee asffded afi, compensatiou
br'lhc lrial courl or mJ,othcl Ciorl- agcnc\'. Il vcs
gil'e detajls.

10 Give derrils oftinanci,rl c\pcndiur./ loss iDcun.d

1t EaIe )'ou instiruted anl ci(il suit/ clainl ngaing
tbc perpclrdor ofotrcDce. II)es gire dct!ils.
Sigruture of tbe Vicrim/D.pendeflr.

/VALS74 5 "Corn p€nsation S.henre for $ onr en \-ictims/S{, rvi\ ois of Set_ual As-sa ulrothet
Cnnrcs -2018-
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