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Phone No: 0164-2212051, Toll Free c 15100

s-c- Email: dlsa.btd(a)punjab.ogv.in

Baljinder Kant Mann, 'Civil Judge (SD)/CJM-cum-Secretary, No: DLSA/2026/ 3 c/
District Legal Services Authority, Bathinda Dated. 1 D _ off_

To

Ld. District & Sessions Judge-cum,

Chairman,

District Legal Services Authority,
Bathinda.

Subject:.- Most Urgent [Miscellaneous Application No. 1998 of 2026 in Suo Moto Writ

Petition (Criminal) No. 1/2025 (Report and judgement dated 14.07.2026)

Respected Sir,

With reference to the letter No. 7802 dated 07.08.2026 and letter No. 8123 dated

43.08.2026 received from Ld. Member Secretary, Punjab State Legal Services Authority, S.A.S.

Nagar in which undersigned is directed to upload the Report/Publication/Handbook of the

committee in the official website.

So,•a request is made to your goodself to consider the request for uploading the

judgment on the official website of District & Session Court, Bathinda. Copy of the said letter is

appended.

Thanking You.

Yours faithfully,

+ Civil Judge Secreta y,

1 S a n e ' Distric Legal , vices Authority,
1\ Bathinda.
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(Additional District & Sessions fudge)
Member Secretary (VC). PULSAI2026L...Z,. ;QE; _,

Dated, S.A.S. Nagar Q.7sQ P', -

To

All the Secretaries,
District Legal Services Authorities,
Punjab.

Subject; Most Urgent [Miscellaneous Application No.1998 012026 in Suo

Moto Writ Petition (Criminal) No. 1/2025 (Report and Judgment

dated 14.07.2026)

Please find enclosed herewith a copy of email dated 05.08.2026

received from Hon'ble Supreme Court of India alongwith order dated 14.07.2026

passed in case bearing No. Suo Moto Writ Petition (Criminal) No.112025.

You are requested to comply with the direction passed by Hon'ble

Supreme Court of India and further to ensure uploading the
report/publication/handbook of the committee on the .official website of District
Courts.

Encls: as above ,

r• a our l M1 d7agdeep rk,
Member Seer ary,(I/C)

PSLSA, SAS Nagar
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Jagdeep Kaur Virk
UID No.P80152 PULSA/2026/8123

(Additional District & Sessions Judge) Dated; S.A.S. Nagar/13.08.2026
Member Secretary (I/C)

To

All the Secretaries,

District Legal Services Authorities,

1 - State of Punjab.

Sub. Compliance with Para 24 of the Judgment dated 17.03.2025 passed by the
Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in Miscellaneous Application No. 1998 of
2026 in Suo Motu Writ (Criminal) No. 1 of 2025 - Identification and

compilation of offensive words/expressions used in local

languages/dialects.

In continuation of previous communication issued from this authority

bearing No.PULSA/2026/7802 dated 07.08.2026, kindly refer to the communication

received from the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India forwarding a certified copy of the

judgment dated 14.07.2026 in Miscellaneous Application No. 1998 of 2026 in Suo Motu

Writ (Criminal) No. 1 of 2025 (copy enclosed).

In this regard, attention is invited to Para 24 of the judgment, which his

reproduced as below:

"24. We further direct all concerned authorities,, whether judicial,
governmental, or police authorities, to take appropriate steps to

ensure the effective dissemination and implementation ofthe contents

of this publication. To that end, they may organize orientation

programmes, training sessions, workshops, seminars and other

capacity building initiatives for all concerned officers and personnel, so

that the principles embodied in the publication are meaningfully

understood and effectively integrated into institutional practice."

Accordingly, all Secretaries, District Legal Services Authorities (DLSAs) are

hereby directed to take immediate and effective steps to upload the

Report/Publication/Handbook of the ;committee in your official website and for

dissemination ahd implementation of the contents of the aforesaid publication in your

respective districts.

The Secretaries, DLSAs shall ensure that the above directions in Para 24 of

the judgment are implemented in a time-bound and effective manner and that the
r
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exercise is undertaken with due seriousness, keeping in view the importance attached by

the Hon'ble Supreme Court.

A compliance report indicating the steps taken, along with details of

programmes conducted be submitted to this Authority on or before 14.09.2026.

Encl. As above.

Jagdepj(aur Vik
Member Secretary (In-charge)

Endst. No.8124 Dated: 13.08.2026/S.A.S Nagar. 13' o g

Copy forwarded to all the Ld. Chairpersons, District Legal Services

Authorities, Punjab for information, please.

r

r

Jagde KauVi rk`
Member Secretary In-charge)
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

Miscellaneous Application No. 1998 of 2026

in Suo Moto Writ Petition (Criminal) No. 1/2025

In Re: Order dated 17.03.2025 Passed by

the High Court of Judicature at

Allahabad in Criminal Revision No.

1449/2024 and Ancillary Issues

SURYA RANT. CJI (Oral)

1. The origins of the present controversy have been well documented and

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

factual matrix of the case, this Court considered it necessary to take

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

High Court of Judicature at Allahabad in the judgment and orderdated

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

brought to the 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, the matter was registered and was first taken

up for consideration on 26.03.2025.

2. During the course of the proceedings before this Court, a comprehensive

examination was undertaken of both the correctness of the High Court's

Nitin
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decision as well as the propriety of the observations contained thek a.
f=

Upon such consideration, this Court found it difficult to concur with the

conclusions reached by the High Court. The impugned judgment was

consequently held to have been vitiated by an erroneous application of

settled principles of criminal jurisprudence. The Criminal Appeals

arising out of Diary Nos. 15692 and 21813 of 2025 were thus allowed,

and the judgment and order dated 17.03.2025 passed by the High Court

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

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

adjudication in accordance with law.

3. Having held so, this Court also deemed it appropriate to take notice of a

broader and systemic concern permeating various levels of the justice

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

sexual offences to be informed not only by legal principle but also by

sensitivity, compassion, and empathy. This concern assumes particular

significance in matters involving vulnerable and/or minor victims and

witnesses, whose engagement with the criminal justice process demands

the highest degree of judicial care and sensitivity.

4. In this backdrop, this Court observed that judicial decisions must

embody the values of compassion, humanity, and understanding, which

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

system of justice. It further emphasised that sustained institutional

measures are necessary to inculcate and nurture a sensitive and victim-

centric approach amongst members of the judiciary, while ensuring that

2I1.;>



C

t'V tAJ

court procedures are similarly aligned to uphold the dignity and rights

of those who come before the justice system.

5. This Court therefore considered it necessary to formulate appropriate

guidelines, informed b/ the views and recommendations of domain

experts, while remaining mindful of the various measures and initiatives

undertaken in the past to strengthen the administration of justice in

cases involving vulnerable persons. To that end, Hon'ble Justice

Aniruddha Bose, former Judge of this Court and Director of the National

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 the subject, `Developing Guidelines to Inculcate

Sensitivity and Compassion into Judges and Judicial Processes in the

Context of Sexual Offences and Other Vulnerable Cases'.

6. Pursuant thereto, Hon'ble Justice Aniruddha Bose constituted a

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

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

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

Advocate, Supreme Court of India; and (iv) Prof. Lucy T.V. Zehol,

Professor, Department of Anthropology, North Eastern Hill University,

Shillong. The Committee is stated to have been assisted by Dr. Sonam

Jain, faculty member at the National Judicial Academy, and Mr. Shrish

Kailash Shukul, District Judge, Madhya Pradesh cadre, and presently

Officer on Special Duty at the Academy.

3I;,,.c



7. This Court also made certain observations with a view to ensuring'at

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

undertaken in the 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 in judicial writing was that they

were framed with reference to a predominantly anglicised model of court

functioning.

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

always be good for the gander. While well-intentioned, these previous

guidelines did not sufficiently account for the linguistic and cultural

diversity that characterises the Indian judicial system, particularly at the

District Judiciary and High Court levels, where judicial proceedings and

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

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

ensure that the proposed Guidelines are capable of meaningful

implementation across the diverse linguistic and institutional landscape

of the Indian justice delivery system.

9. It is important to note at this juncture that this exercise also assumes

significance in improving and enhancing 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 winding path from where it once stood to where it

stands today. This is because the language of the courts, and of judges

in particular, was often complex and laden with legalese, rendering it

4IPage



difficult for the layperson to comprehend. Over time, however, courts in

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

and have made a conscious effort towards rendering the language of the

courts more accessible to the public at large.

10. The idea, essentially, is to ensure that people are made aware of their

rights and responsibilities. More particularly, it is important to

acknowledge that when our decisions ultimately have the effect of

altering the 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 we turn to some of our initiatives

geared towards making judgments available to the public in regional

languages. Against this backdrop, we need to lay great emphasis on

ensuring that our final decisions are rendered in terms that are

approachable, accessible and comprehensible across varying contexts,

so that the rich diversity of our country does not become an impediment

to our goal of true accessibility.

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

Guidelines in clear and accessible language, capable of being readily

- ' understood by all stakeholders, including laypersons. The Court further

emphasised that the Guidelines should avoid unnecessary reliance on

technical or abstruse terminology, particularly expressions borrowed

from foreign languages or jurisdictions, and instead remain firmly

grounded in the social realities and lived experiences of those whd engage

with the Indian Justice Delivery System.

5 I '. „



12. Pursuant thereto, the Committee undertook the arduous tasof

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 with the mandate entrusted to

it. The publication traces the evolution of gender jurisprudence in India,

highlighting the judiciary's continuing commitment to fostering a more

inclusive and equitable justice delivery system.

13. The publication further contains a detailed discussion on the legal

framework safeguarding victims against stereotyping and victim-

blaming, while illustrating the manner in which insensitive cross-

examination and police interrogation may inflict secondary trauma upon

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

pursuit of justice. Of particular significance is the compilation of

commonly employed gendered and stereotypical expressions often found

in judicial discourse, juxtaposed with suggested neutral alternatives that

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

thus endeavoured to produce a practical and accessible resource capable

of guiding judicial officers in adopting language and approaches that are

sensitive, inclusive, and consistent with constitutional values.

14. The publication also furnishes valuable guidance on expressions that are

commonly employed in different regional and linguistic settings,

clarifying whether such usage may carry pejorative or discriminatory

connotations and, where appropriate, suggesting more respectful and

6I
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inclusive alternatives. This assumes particular significance in the

context of references to transgender persons and persons of diverse

sexual orientations, gender identities and expressions, and sex

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

terminology is integral to safeguarding individual dignity and equality.

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

proceedings with greater compassion and sensitivity, setting out

practical measures to ensure that judicial processes are responsive to

the needs of vulnerable persons while preserving the fairness,

impartiality, and integrity of the adjudicatory process.

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

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, the publication serves as a

valuable ready reckoner for judicial officers at every level.

17. We are accordingly fully satisfied that the publication merits acceptance.

The same is approved and shall serve as a guiding resource for members

of the judiciary, particularly while dealing with matters involving sexual

offences and other cases concerning vulnerable persons. Its adoption is

will indeed promote greater consistency, clarity, and sensitivity in

judicial discourse, while ensuring that the language and processes of the

7 I



courts remain anchored in the values of dignity, compassiQn,iild

empathy.

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

appropriate, inclusive, and sensitive language is an evolving exercise and
- -_ = -- --

cannot be regarded as having attained finality. As societal understanding

continues to develop, so too must the language employed by courts in

the discharge of their judicial functions.

14. 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, and

particularly upon this Court, to periodically revisit and refine these

standards so as to ensure that judicial discourse across the country

remains consistent with constitutional values, reflects sensitivity

towards all stakeholders, and speaks in a coherent and harmonious

voice.

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

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

and 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 al] Tribunals and other quasi-

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

if any.

8 I s- .



/ 21. Similarly, the aforesaid handbook shall be published by the National

Judicial Academy and all State Judicial Academies on their websites.

Copies of the handbook shall further be forwarded to the Union and State

Law Departments; to the National Legal Services Authority, as also the

State, District and Taluk Legal Services Authorities; and to the Ministry

of Women and Child Development, Government of India. Regional

translations of the handbook also be circulated amongst relevant

academicians, law universities and law colleges.

22. The Directors General of Police and the Directors (Prosecution) of all the

States are also directed to implement the handbook, and to issue

instructions to all police stations within their respective jurisdictions to

abide by its contents while registering an FIR or filing a chargesheet.

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

involving sexual offences and other cases concerning vulnerable persons.

24. We further direct all concerned authorities, whether judicial,

governmental, or police authorities, to take appropriate steps to ensure

the effective dissemination and implementation of the contents of this

publication. To that end, they may organise orientation programmes,

training sessions, workshops, seminars, and other capacity-building

initiatives for all concerned officers and personnel, so that the principles

embodied in the publication are meaningfully understood and effectively

integrated into institutional practice.

9 I Vs?r



25. Before we conclude, it is necessary to address an issue that was .brijht

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. 775/2013, are in direct contravention of the 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,

regarding whether it is necessary for this Court to register fresh suo mote

proceedings in this matter.

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

27. Ordered accordingly. Pending applications, if any, stand disposed of in

the above terms.

, CJI.

(SURYA KANT)

,j.

(JOYMALYA BAGCHI)

,J.

(V. MOHANA)
NEW DELHI;

JULY 14, 2026
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Con text L

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. Directly or indirectly, the

deep-seated prejudices within the societal hierarchy also travel to distant
places through modern 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 will 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 of the last century witnessed caste, color, and class-

related controversies dominating the courtrooms across the world, 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 also gave rise to various forms of exploitations that the law
courts were called upon to deal with. A new jurisprudence combining
empathy and a rights-based approach has since emerged mainly through

s "r
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courts. Cases of Vishakha, Nargesl? Meerza, Gilha Hariharan Na_

lOmidalion. 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.judici4 approach.
Specifically in relation to allegations of sexual offences, graphical
representation of the offending act in course of trial in an open courtroom
often resulted in traumatizing the victim, making her relive the moment in
an open forum. A sexual assault, unfortunately, is still treated as a crime of
a different genre, and it still prevails as dormant prejudice in many cases
that a victim is also complicit in some way. That is wl y, often, the defense
lawyer, 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.

Facing 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 sensitivity and

empathy at all levels, in all cadres, along with imparting training of
substantive laws, the judges would also require to be trained on soft-skills.
Emotional Quotient would have to supplement Intelligent Quotient in

discharge ofjudicial fimction.

In 3uo Moto Will Pelilian Criminal No. !/2025, a bench presided

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

Joymalya Bagchi and N. V. Anjaria, had initiated Situ Molo proceedings



upon an order by a High Court involving allegations of the commission of
1.

offences under Section 376 of the Indian Penal Code 1360 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 summons order, revising

the offences to be under a lesser charge under Section 354B of the Indian

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

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

delivered on 10`t' February 2026.

After dealing with the order of the High Court on merit the Hon'ble

Supreme Court was pleased to direct:

"17. Mr. Gupta and ALlr Phoo/Ica, learned Senior Counsel, have,

7/Jar/ from pointing out doe legal /1014w in the irnpugnecl judgment, also

raged this Ca7 to lake cognisance of the insensitivity reflected in the

impugned,juclgrnent towcnrls the plight of'tlte minor gill, who is alleged to

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

various instances of impassive judicial decisions, across d{fferent levels of

the judiciary where judges and judicial officers have failed to imbibe

compassion and empathy in the manner of handling matters involving

sexnal offences, especially when it comics to vulnerable and/or minor

victims and witnesses. In this vein, the learned Senior Counsel/counsel for

the parties have pleaded that certain guidelines may be laid down by this

C'uru't to pievent suclr issues from arising in thefixture.

1 S. We find some sn'eirgih in the issues raised he/Ore us. Thejudicial

.sj'svem, as a cohesn'e fhuneworlr, is designed :o deliver justice and

satisfaction to citi=ens who seek redressal of their grievances hefbre it. lb

nice! 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 empathy. 11w absenceof either of these



cornerstones wouldprevent judicial institutions from properly performing

!heir critical duties.

19. No ,judge or ,judgment of any court can he expected to do
complete justice sn'hen it/s inconsiderate towards the /actual realtlres ofa
litigant and /lie vulnerahili[ies which they may be/acing in approaching a
court oflaw Our decisions as participants in the legalprocess, f •om laying

down the procedure that shall have to be faced by common citizens to the
final judgment passed in any given case, must reflect the ethos of

compassion, humanity; and understanding, which are essentialfor creating

a'air and effect/ye 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 judiciar}; as well as into the accompanying

court procedures. Various steps, in ibis direction, have also been taken by
the Constitutional Courrs ofthis country, fromn time to time, on the judicial
as well as administrative side. It seems, however, that the efforts thus,jar

have not borne the fruit that was expected.

2/. That being so, we are lies//ant 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 different Constitutional and statutory bodies, the on-

ground results ofsuch cfforts, and the varying scope ofproblemsfaced by

victims and complainants in similarly sensitive cases. An attempt of this
kind cilso should nut he undertaken without the valuable opinions and

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

does not intuitively emerge out oflitigative proceedings.

?2. For this purpose, we request the National Judicial Academia

Bhopal, through its Director, Justice Aniruddha Bose, andformer Judge of

this Court, to constitu/e a ComrnHtee ofExperts. The Committee of Experts



shcdl be presided/ over by Justice dose as C'hairperson and .Ball comprise -

four other domain evperts as Members, which nrav inclade practitioners,

acaclemicians, aucl social workers.

?3. We request the Committeemnittee of Experts to prepare a comprehenrsh'e

re/loll on 1/is matter of 'Developing Guidelines to Inculcate .5'en.sitiviir• and

('umpctssion ne/a .Iud es and Jtec/GGl Processes in llle C'onrerr of'Sezrral

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

prevents measures undertaken, whether on the ludic/al sic/c or the
administrative side, to achieve such goals, as well as the varying resvrlis

seen on the ground through the implementation ofsucli measures. Further;

ofer /along into account such previous endeavours and the variety of on-

ground experiences faced by different stakeholders across the judicial

system, prepare cwnprehertslve recommendations. These recommendations

shall be in theform of Draft Guidelinesfor the Approach ofJudges and the

,Judicial System When Dealing with Cases of Sexual Offences and other
Similarly Sensrtrve Occurrences Involving Vulnerable Vic/fins,

Con;plainards, and/or Witnesses'.

?4. T he Cormnittee shall, while preparing the report, bear in mind

the linguistic clivers•hv of our nauou. There are vnriwrs eaumhles of
offeirsive worc/s arid expressions, the use of shell wore/cl nrcliuur•i/v

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

nrernbens ofour society in local dialects, ostensibly because oft/ie absence

of a clew' unders[ancling of the offensive nature ofsuch saying. It shall be

Iu; tly appreciated rf the Committee, as apart u//Is report, is able to identify

and compile s71clr words/expressions, from different languages, so thur tlrey

do not go unnoticed, and the complainants/viclims dire empowered to give a
better and fuller ncn rcrtive of the trauma undergone by them.

?5. While doing so, the Committee ofExperts must remind itselfthat

the primary beneifciaries ofthese Guic/elines are the viciims/complainanrs,
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majority of whom are children; women of tender etge, and members .of

vulnerable .sections ofsociety. As such, 7/ic Coin rniftee shall ensure that the
Draft Guideliires are devised in a manner so Jhat they may he understood
and utili:ed easily by such persons, irrespective of their background and
means.

26. To Ihis end we recommend that Y/ie Conuniilee of Expe7'ls

prepare, preferably the entire report, and in any case at least the drerft
guidelines, in simple language comprehensible to laypersons, whose
interests the guidelines seek to protect. The guidelines, we expect, will not
be loaded witli heavy, complicated expressions borne from ,foreign

languages and jurisdictions. They must be enntextualised in the`r•eal cmcl
lived experience of the stakeholders in Indian judicial process, wirli direct

reference to the ethos, values, and social fabric of our country.

27. The Committee may even consider preparing translated versions

of certain public-facing sections of the guidelines. The objective is to fully
explain the various concepts to all readeis, irrespective of linguistic and

legal proficiency.

28. We may also clar•ijb that we, in no way, seek to restrict the

Committee of Experts on the aspect of the volume of the draft guidelines.

When an attempt is being made to explain and clarijy the different concepts,

rights, procedures, card best practices to he followed, the Committee nuts!

ensure that the report is comprehensive and exhaustive, including

appropriate and adequate explanations and ilhrs/rations wherever

necessary

29. The Committee of Experts dual/ he at live tv to seek the

assistance of othe,r experts on this matter such as linguistics academicians,

prosecutors, litigators, social scientists, and counsellors, as it deems
necessary.
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50. The Pegisrri ofdzis Court is diracled to forward a co17v q/'this

order to ,lustice Bose, and we request bin to constitute the Cornn itlee of

Experts, preferably within a period of two wee%s. Counsel fbi• the parties

are pertnitled to/lie written subnnss ions, charts, lists, amid other documents,

winch nay be ofrelevance to the Committee, with the Registry of tuts Court

'', idbin two weeks. These documents, along witlr a complete set of the

-paperhooks of all these mailers, shall be fbtrn'arded to he Cotnrnittce,

lhereaftet; fbt• its consideration.

Si. The Chahperson and the Members ofthe Committee of Eeperis

shall, fbr their valuable time and effirrts, he paid such honorarium as may

be determined byJnstice Bose, for which necessary hinds shall be provided

by the Supreme ('curt of India.

3?. We request the Committee of E:rperts to complete its

cJe/iberc'nons and sit/unit a report to this Court, preferably within three
nrrnrthc..

33. flaring passed these directions, we are ofthe considered/iopnion

than the suo morn writ petit//on regarding the order dated 17.03.2025, which

we have ctlreadv set aside, need not he kept open. As and m'her the

Cotnrnittee of JA-erts is able to fia•nisb its report to this Court, the scone

would be Rrlrert up in a holistic manner; not spec ically in the context of a

single case. To drat effect, the Registry is- directed upon receipt of the report

jYUrn the C'otnnrtitce of Experts, to plaice tale same before lion 'tile the Chief'

Justice ofindia on the administrative side for appropriate instructions.

3'!. Hence, in terms ofthe direcYiorrs issued her•eitrabove, the instant

silo mom r case stands disposed of Pending nuerlocurory applications, if'

am; also stand disposed of'

The present publication has been made in pursuance of (lie

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

f5

L



P

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 India, and Prof. Lucy T.V. Zehol,
Professor, Department of Anthropology, North-Eastern Hill University,

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

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

Kailash Shulcul, a District Judge ofMadhya Pradesh Cadre presently Officer

on Special Duty at the Academy also provided inputs and administrative

support to the committee.

We had also sent a questionnaire to all 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

judicial officers, witnesses and victims and they were approached through

the District Legal Service Authorities. The composite response is Annexure

Ito 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 guideline 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

l£ 1
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being harbouring apprehension of being traumatized. Use of appropriate y
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 fields. The committee
also would like to thank all the State Judicial Academies for their support

for this publication.

Juctice,4niruddhza Bose

,u



Cacncler Jnr sprndeuce. 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

playing 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.



S.

No.

Name of the

Case (with

Year)

I Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment

of the Hou'ble Supreme

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

1 Yusuf Abdul Challenge to The Hon'ble Supreme Court

Aziz v. State Section 497 upheld the constitutional

of Bombay IPC (adultery validity of special provisions

(AIR 1954 SC law) on for women under Article

321 ) grounds of 15(3), recognizing that

gender substantive equality may

discrimination. require protective measures in

(section 497 of favour of women.

IPC has

subsequently

been struck

down in the

case of Joseph

Shine as serial

no. 13 in this

table)

2 C.B. First woman in Court condemned sex-based

Muthamma v. Indian Foreign service rules and affirmed

Union of India Service equality in public

((1979) 4 SCC challenged employment, stating married

260) discriminatory women cannot be put on a

promotion/serv worse fooling than married

ice rules. lien.
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S. Name of the Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment
No. Case (with of the Hon'ble Supreme

Year) Court of India reflecting the
transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

3 Tukaram v. Rape of a Public outcry led to reforms

State of minor girl in in rape laws, shifting focus to

Maharashtra police custody; survivor-centric interpretation

((1979) Z SCC accused and statutory changes

143) acquitted due regarding consent and
to restrictive evidence.

reasoning on

consent.

4 Air India v. Air hostesses The Court held pregnancy-

Nergesh challenged based termination Hiles

Meerza rules arbitrary and unconstittuional,

((1981) 4 SCC mandating calling such provisions an

335) retirement on insult to•womanhood.

marriage/pregn

ancy.

5 Bharwada Rape The Court held survivor's

Bhoginbhai survivor's testimony does not require

Hirjibhai v, testimony corroboration, recognizing the

State of questioned for social stigma of reporting

Gujarat lack of sexual violence.

((1983) 3 SCC corroboration.

217)



S. i Name ofthe Factual Brief ! Principle from the Judgment
Case (with of the Hon'ble Supreme

Year) Court of India reflecting the

(`transition of Gender
Jurisprudence

6 I State of Punjab Rape The Court.emphasizecl (iii-
v. Gurmit survivor's camera) proceedings, privacyj
Singh ((1996) privacy and i protection, and survivor

I ! ? SCC 334) dignity during dignity,. noting no woman ,
trial at issue. I would humiliate herself by

making a false allegation.
7 Vishaka v. Sexual Thee Court framed the Vishaka

!State of harassment of Guidelines for workplace
Rajasthan social worker ! sexual harassment at
((1997) 6 SCC at workplace. workplace, affirming gender

I241) equality includes protection

-

fon such harassment.

S Sakshi v. NGO sought The Hou'ble Supreme Court
Union of India child-sensitive directed adoption of child-

((2004) 6 SCC courtroom sensitive adjudication to

518) I procedures for prevent iraUma to child

sexual offence victims.

trials.

9 Anuj Garg v. Challenge to The Court held legislation
Hotel law barring j should be assessed by its
Association of women from impact, notjust aims, and

India ((2008) 3 working in struck down exclusionary

SCC 1) venues serving P-wisions as unconstitutional.

L_J_ alcohol.

r



S. Name of the Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment
No. Case (with of the Hon'ble Supreme

Year) Cou'rtof India reflecting the
transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

10 Suehita Pregnant The Court affirmed

Srivastava v. woman with reproductive autonomy as a

Chandigarh intellectual facet of personal liberty,

Administration disability linking it to dignity, bodily

((2009) 9 SCC sought integrity, and privacy:

1) autonomy over

abortion.

11 National Legal Recognition of The Court constitutionally

Services transgender recognized transgender

Authority v. persons' legal identity, affirming dignity and

Union of India rights. directing affirmative

((2014) 5 SCC measures for inclusion.
r

438)
12 Joseph Shine Challenge to The Hon'ble Supreme Court

v. Union of criminalization struck down adultery law as

India ((2019) 3 of adultery unconstitutional and rejected

SCC 39) law, patriarchal notions of

marriage.

13 Indian Young Women The :Court held exclusion

Lawyers challenged based on biology violates
Association v. exclusion from dignity and equality, and
State of Kerala entering asserted constitutional

((2019) II Sabarimala morality prevails over

SCC 1) temple. patriarchal customs.
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i ,S Name of the Factual BriefPiinciple.from the Judgment
No. Case (with I of the Hon'ble Supreme

Year) Court of India reflecting the
transiiion of Gender

-

- J itprudetce.
14 Secretary, Women Tlie Court rejected

Ministry of officers sought .stereotypes thout women's

Defence v. permanent ivies and held-women cannot

Babita Puniya commission in be. denied equal opportunity

((2020) 7 SCC the Indian on the basis of physiological

469) Army. I or social assumptions.
15 Lt. Col. Challenge to I The Hon'ble Supreme Court

Nitisha v. facially neutral j,recognized indirect
Union of India standards in discrimination and advanced

((2021) 15 army selection. substantive equality

SCC 125) jurisprudence.

r i o Aparna Bhat v. High Court had The Cour(dirccted judges
State of made avoid gender stereotypes and

Madhya stereotypical prohibited suggestions of
Pradesh remarks and i marriage compromise in rape.

((20'_1) 3 SCC suggested cases.

247) compromise is I'
rape case.

17 Attorney High Court Tl e Hon'ble'Supreme Court

General for acquitted set aside the interpretation.
India v. Satish accused under iiolding child protection laws

((2022) 5 SCC POCSO based thUst be purposively

545) on "skin-to- interpreted.

skin" contact. l
--
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S. Name of the Factual Brief Principle frothe Judgment
No. Case (with of the Hon'ble Supreme

Year) Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

18 Patan Jamal Rape and The Court recognized

Vail v. State of murder of a intersectionality,

Andhra Dalit woman. acknowledging compounded

Pradesh discrimination based on caste,

((2021) 16 gender, and disability.

SCC 225)

19 State of Use of two- The Hon'ble Supreme Court

Jharkhend v. finger test in condemned the test as

Shailendra rape regressive and irrelevant to

Kuinar Rai examination, consent, directing it must not

((2022) 14 be conducted.

SCC 299)

20 X v. Principal Unmarried The Court held unmarried

Secretary, woman women are equally entitled to
I3ealth & challenged reproductive autonomy and

Family denial of recognized marital rape for

Welfare Dept., abortion after limited purposes.

Delhi ((2023) 20 weeks.

9 SCC 433)

21 Deepika Singh Denial of The Court recognized that
v. Central maternity leave families in contemporary
Administrative for non- society exist in diverse forms

Tribunal traditional and rejected stereotypical

((2023) 13 family assutptions regarding

SCC 681) structure. caregiving and family roles.



r t.s.f Name of the
No. Case (with

j Year)

- TactualBrie1 , Principle from the Judgment

of the; Hon'ble Supreme

Court of India reflecting the
transrtton' :of, Gender

Jurisprudence
22 Supriyo @ Petition for The Court declined

Supriya legal recognition but reiterated

Chakraborty & recognition of queer rights to dignity,

Anr v. Union same-sex autonomy, and protection

j of India (2023 marriages. j from discrimination.
INSC 920)

- -

23 In Re: Alleged Institutional

_______-

i'i7teHon'bleSupreme Court

Rape and response to emphasized institutional

Murder sexual violence accountability, safe working

Incident of a against a environments, and survivor

Trainee Doctor doctor. dignity.

(2024 INSC

613)

24 Dr. Sohail Jurisdictional The Court clalified ICC's

Malik v. Union challenge to l jurisdiction extends across

of India (2025 ICC under 8epartments and must uphold
SCC OnLine POSH Act. the remedial intent of the

SC 2751) POSH Act.

25 Vaneeta Complaint of -The Court recognized that a
Patnaik v. continuing hostile work environment

Nirmal Kanti sexual i maybe continuing

Chakrabarti harassment at I harassssing, regttirmg

(2025 INSC work. j survivor-sensitive

j 1106) I interpretation under POSH

-LAct- --

T
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S.

No.

Name of the

Case with

Year)

Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment

of the Hon'ble Supreme

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

26 Nipun Saxena Protection of The Court reinforced the

v. Union of identity and statutory prohibition on

India ((2019) 2 privacy of disclosure of the identity of

SCC 703) victims of rape survivors and issued
sexual compreliensivedirections to
offences. protect their privacy and

dignity throughout the

criminal •justice process,

including in judicial records

and riiedia reporting.

27 Manisha An elected The Court recognized that

Ravindra woman legal and administrative

Panpatil v. Sarpanch was actions against women elected

State of disqualified representatives may

Maharashtra from office on sometimes be rooted in

(2024 INSC allegations that patriarchal resistance to
762 she resided in a women exercising authority,

house particularly in rural

encroaching on governance structures.
government

land.

Note: The above table is only illustrative and not exhaustive of the extensive

Jurisprudence developed by the Hon'b/e Supreme Court of India in advancing
genderjustice and cons!itzuional equality.

Pr
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L--gi l Pi't)'ect ull.s against u'iit: 'dl- s <iE'iB3'ss ? -

Indian law already contains rape-shield protections to safeguard surviors

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 Indian Evidence Act ban'ed any insinuation about a complainant's

sexual reputation or character In State ofJharkhand is S'hai/endra Kwnar

Rai', 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 Indian 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 law^.. In short, Indian courts

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

the credibility of her testimony.s

(2022) 14 SCC 299.

- Patriarchal & sexist to assume that n sexually active woman cannot be raped; Anyone

conducting `two-linger' test wilt be guilty of misconduct: Sc.

hups:Umtwescconline.com/blog/post/2012//1/01/nro Jiugarvtrsr-5on oed-seannlh'-aclive-
rrornea-can-Gei•aped-guilrn-miscoudrmo-srrpmu e-corrz9-legcd-updntec-rc•.eenroh-.grids/inev-
news//.'r-vexe..%E2 n40°%9D.

' 1G„! the Said pit Ion i> iucmnurnted in Section dS of the Bh:mttiya Sakshv'n Adhiniyarn
IBSA). -'_0-^3)

Bechan Prasnd v. State of U.P. and Another. 202G:A11C:21013

' Aththahad HC pulls up advocate for culling rape victim a. woman of "easy virtue'; says it
violates dignity & privacy - under Article 21.



°.

This aligns with international rape-sliiseld 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 titles, acid
Article 5 of CEDAW (Convention on the Elimination of All Fonns of
Discrimination against Women.) 1979, recognize that asking about a
woman's private life only perpetuates myths and deters reporting.

(Tross-E%am>iialkm xud 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 tridl 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 emphasized: "Nothing con/cl be•furtlier ji•om Ilie lnl!li, a 'alnan'S

sexual his/a y is wholly immaterial while adjudicating whether the accused
rapecl her ". It noted the probative value of her testimony "does not depend
upon her sexual history," and that treating her as dis-believable for being
sexually active is "patriarchal and sexist"-.

Indian trial courts are also bound by provisions that limit the line of

questioning to be adopted by defence lawyers towards the victims. Under
the Bharatiya Saksliya Adhiniyam, 2023 (BSA) Section 154 and 155
empowers the court to control over indecent/scandalous questions and
insulting/annoying questions to be put forth during examination. In practice

;upxrUwww.cecauline.conr/hlog/posu202fi/O2/Ohlrape-.vurvimur-ch arac/er-assn.ex(nniiou-
allahnGud-he/8:-:te_xv=ha%2OCa,n/%2Oadded%20lhal%2Ow.v.of%2OtIW 20%2OI?'

Ridc 412. Sex-Offence Caves: The 'ielim,

hbpr.i/wiv,c/nw. carne//. edu/rzdes/ e rale_4!_'$:-au I=3'o7Rn%29%20Pmhiblied'/n20fJsae,pr
oceediug%20iuvolviug%2Oa1/eged%20sezual%20miscnndact.

Lillu Rajesh vc State of Haryana, (2013) I4 SCC 643
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this means lawyers cannot use labels like "easy virtue" or allege promiscuity

to discredit a victim. Indeed, courts (routinely strike down such insinuations

as irrelevant. For example, the Bombay Nigh 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 of this 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 aright to refuse to
submit herself to sexual intercourse to anyone and everyone because she is

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

everyone.s

Contrasting 3€td1C2i€i Sensitivities: Progressive

: 9)proaChes and Persistent 'PS'C!L d;CC

For the purpose of the study the committee analyzed 125 Trial Court

judgments from across the country and taken assistance from all the state
judicial academies. These judgments gave a mixed picture aboui the
perceptions and mind-set and also the approach of a judge while deciding a
matter. There were cases where judges were highly sensitized towards the

victim; witness, and vulnerable groups, 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 Stare ofPunjab v. Gm•rnit Singh?, a landmark 1996 judgment of
the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, directed trial judges to actively protect
victims during testimony and that courts should not sit as silent spectators
while the victim is subjected to emharra sing„insultii g'or intimidating

State (NCT of Deaii) v. Pankaj Chaudl ary, (2019) I1 scc 575

(1996) 2 SCC 384. _



questioning. Judges did understand tliat'women are reluctant to report such
incidents and were conscious enough to intervene in between when the

cross-examination goes beyond the ethical standard. The judgments. reflect
a modern, gender-sensitive judicial approach which not only talks about
sentence but also focus on compensation, rehabilitation and society as a I
whole.

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? Wiry 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-off, dressed in a particular way. Is your story real? Women are

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

kind of trauma they face in some one stop centers, by support persons, i❑

jails, hospitals, etc. "'. The court is the only place where a judge listens to all

such problems. Women speak up in court only. in the hope that the judge

would do something 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 alert and vigilant

while the victim is deposing. Make sure that unnecessary people should be

moved out just to make her more comfortable. Not just her words but her

body language should be observed by a judge.

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

1° Inputs for Guidelines for a Gender-.rust Justice System With Reference To Women Survivors of

Violence. Abuse C lxploi tation - (Note Prepared through n Consultative Process with Civil
Society Groups) By Slate Women's Commission, Madhya Pradesh.
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statements. Survivors are routinely met with remarks such as, "Ghar ki haal --

hai, Tina tya he gcrya? (It is a matter of home, what happened so much?)"

or •"S'amjhama 1w,- In, , har bac•h javega, (Make a compromise, your house -

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

them to compromise. Police and other authorities often question their

appearance with comments'like, "Lipstick /Ga/i lagakorcon)piaini /i/hwane

aal'i ho? (You have come to lodge a complaint wearing lipstick.)" or cast

doubts, on their intentions; saying "Aaj kit ki atdatein drama lcarti hain

(F14rlnen these daps arB dramatic.)." Siurvivors are also-asked irrelevant and

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

iss torah kapde pehe)l kar i•ehti hain? (Dd you keep dressing like this'?)" or

"A op ka behaviour 1w/so hai ghar mein? (How is your behavior at home?)" '
These statements, instead of building the survivor's confidence, ether

traumatize and deter them from seeking justice.•t

Testimonies within the guidelines highlight the reality of these experiences.

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

wuir 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 .r-

1° Inputs for Guidelines for a Gender-Just Justice.Systeni With ReferenecTo Women Sutvivors of
Violence. Abuse & Exploitation`- (Note Prepared through a Consultative Process with Civil
Society Groups) By Stale \votnen's Commission. Madhya Pradesh.

'- jaunts for Guioelmes icr n Gender-Just Justice System With Reference To Women Survivors of _

Viiilenee. At,,! Sc & I-sploilat'on - (Note Pr.p.aed through a Consultative Process Keith Civil
Society Groups) By Suite Women's Commission, Madhya Pradesh.
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The Hon'ble Kerala High Couit13 in December 2024 MaAppeal No. 706

of 2024 delivered a judgment, stating that clothing is a form of self-

expression, being part of an individual's identity or an expression of general

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 policing or assessment,

particularly by courts."

'' XXXXX v. XXXXX. 2024:KER:91898



Ruk aglaTht M'ereotcf)ingr .A transition Us

Fz'eCider Just Society

Judicial approaches iu India have consistently rejected the use of
gender-based stereotypes in adjudication, particularly in cases involving

sexual offences and gender justice.

In Apunta Bhnt rz State ofM.P'{, the Hon'ble Supreme Court held that
courts must avoid stereotypes relating to a victim's clothing, lifestyle,

marital status, or sexual history, emphasizing that such fhctors are

irrelevant to consent or credibility and underscoring the need forjudieial

sensitivity training. It was held that stereotypical judicial observations
undermine fairness and victim confidence, requiring courts to maintain

neutrality and avoid extraneous social assumptions.

ii. In .S'anuhi)litre ). State'', it was further clarified that professional
identity 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 Bodhisnttira
Gautm;r n Sub/I;?! Chakrabortyl, which addressed the seriousness of

sexual violence and the impact of societal biases on victims. The Hon'ble

Supreme Court in Aparnn B/ d further clarified that consent cannot be
inferred from clothing or prior sexual conduct, rejecting the "good
woman/bad woman" dichotomy.

Constitutional jurisprudence has also dismantled stereotypes embedded

in laws governing marital and gender roles. In ./oseph Shine v. Union of

- 2024 uitC? 34.

" (1996) I SCC490
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fin/ial7, Section 497 IPC was struck down for treating women as passive

and subordinate, thereby violating Articles 14 and 15. Similarly, S7,rn'nra

Iiano a Union oflndia''8, invalidated triple talaq for perpetuating gender

inequality, while Nnntej Singh .lohnr a Union of India'9, held that laws
enforcing heterononnative gender roles are unconstitutional, grounding

anti-stereotyping in equality and privacy rights. In Fax/i Pal r. ,State of

FIor;(urnu2°, 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-stereotyping approach. In,

State ofPunjab a Gurmit,Sing/x21, 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. International

guidance, including CEDAW-based principles and the Bangkok General

guidance for judges on Applying Gender Perspective in South and Southeast

Asia (2022), cited in Aparnn /Vint, also directs judges to avoid rigid notions

of a "real victim" and adopt context-sensitive evaluations.

The evolution of anti-stereotyping jurisprudence is marked by explicit

overruling of earlier decisions. In Joseph Shine22, the Hon'ble Supreme

Court overruled $ow/nithri Vishnu a Union oflndia23, rejecting notions of

women as the property of husbands. Likewise, Nnrtej Singh

(2019) 3 SCC 39.
'F (2017) 9 SCC 1.

I' (2018) 10 sCC 1.
30 CRWP/4660/2021.(2024:PH}IC: 11824$-DB

Supra

`- Supra
'-3 AIR 1985 SC 1618.



Joh<u °overruled .Srn•esIr !Cumrn• ICoushn! r: NnZ Foundation", affirming
V

that constitutional morality must prevail over outdated social norms that

enforce gender and sexual stereotypes.

24 (2017! SCC 791

=' (2014) 1 SCC 1.



Cenderud!Steteetype Language in

.Judgments and Alterna₹i'ves

It has been a longtime concern for judges in India to avoid
masculinity in deciding cases, as the basis or reasoning in judgments. There
is a mistaken notion that masculinity is a natural phenomenon - a notion

which the judges are actively confronting now. Sensitive judicial language
is therefore not merely a matter of politeness; it is essential to ensuring
fairness, dignity, and impartiality in adjudication.

The need for sensitivity becomes even more urgent in cases

involving women and children, especially in light of the increasing
prevalence of crimes such as sexual assault, domestic violence, 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 assault cases involving unconscious
women have often reproduced "rape. myths" and questioned victims'

credibility rather than focusing on the accused's conduct'-6. Such language
can re-traumatize survivors and reinforce social prejudice instead of

promoting justice.

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. Sensitivejudicial expression strengthens

26 Elizabeth A Sheehy. "Judges and the Reasonable Steps Requirement: The Judicial Stance.. on
Perpetration Against Unconscious Women" in SEXUAL ASSAULT IN CANADA: LAW,
LEGAL PRACTICE ANI) woMIEN'S.ACTIvrsM (University of Ottawa Press. 2012) 483 at
483-485.7



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 Phu] Singh v. State of Haryana'7, 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 plirsses may be

considered inappropriate today. Use of sensitive expressions has become a

critical component in judgment writing on gender related cases in

contemporary jurisprudence.

The following glossary is curated after analyzing the 12= Trial Court

judgments and we have also added some common words which are

stereotypical and may be avoided. It outlines problematic or outdated

phrases found in these judgments and suggests neutral alternatives that can
be used in legal contexts.

Traditional/Problematic

Phrase .

The body of women as play

ground ----
F )less woman; helpless
female

Neutral, and legally appropriate

alternatives

Violated bodily autonomy of

complainant(s)/victim(s)

Survivor! Complainant

Where women are honoured, there Avoid religious/cultural references;

the gods rejoi e focus on legal rights

f Jt destroys the very soul of a Crime..cat.tsed severe trauma to the j
I helpless woman survivor

Victimization, soul destroyed Survivor experienced harm/trauma

(1979) 4 5CC 413

1)
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Traditional/Problematie ,Neutral; and legally appropriate
Phrase alternatives

Female members/persons (fa Victim / Survivor / Complainant

victims)' _

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

Suffering from psychological Survivor may experiencing
neurosis - trauma/distress.. - .-

Woman in non-pennissive - Person in a,conservative society

society

Allow women to walk freely All individuals have'right tmnove

fieelyandsafely

Self-respectingwoman Women may be used without any

adjective

Poor helpless minor girl Minor victim! Child survivor
A

Hormonal changes, desire, Avoid physiological explanations

temptation unless absolutely necessary ,

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

gaining trust

Honour, Avoid `,`honour'.'/"shame" focus

shame on suivivoi's',rights -;

Victim of another person's J Victip/survivoi• of sexual` - • ,

lust assaultlviolence

Stigma as inevitable consequence Focus on justice/rehabilitation

Outraged the modesty Sexualassault/violation of

bodily autonomy

Serious health consequences Serious health consequences for

as a female the victinn/survivor

a



• Traditional/Problematic Neut al, and legally appropriate
Phrase

j Permanent impact on gal's life

alternatives

Survivot,may need ongoing

I 1 support; focus on recovery ,
Lost her chastity Survivor's. bodily autonomy was

viohltcd

Avoid victim-blaming; focus on1 No hue and cry, traveled
Cah3 ly (to describe post occurance facts j
behavior of the victim)

Gullible or obedient daughter 1 Minor [Child victim -_-

She Was a consenting party - I Consent is not legally valid.for
minors

Tutored child Child witness; avoid assumptions 1
about influence

Bid to delrle chastity Act of sexual assault/violation of

autonomy _I
Fueled by lust4

Sexual violence; avoid attributing
I
crime to "ltlst"

Prosecutrtx t Vietim /-Survivor / Complainant

!Degrades the soul of the Causes severe harm t survivor

helpless female
I

ùled her childhood) I The. crime had seious consequences; 1
li ruined life - focus on support

biGnor girl/child Child victim! Survivor

Satisfy his illicit lust Committed asexual assault /

_ _ ...

violated the taw
_ .. _....-.. .... ..._ _. .. _J

h -
v
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Traditional/Problematic Neutral,-and legally appropriate
Phrase alternatives,

Haunt throughout her life Survivor nth-face ongoing

challenges

Physical relationship (for ' - - Sexual assault! rape "(if the offending
rape/assault) act.ision consensual and/or victim is

a minor) "

Disrobing:(unless provided inthe T Forced removal of clotling (part:of
statute) z;- sexual assault) iH-
Status`andprestige'of family - Foc is on hanrr to victim/survivor;

is atsta&- avoid "honour" shaming; '

Sears ldf remain lifelong Survivor may need ongoing_ -
- support, focus on recovery `

Helpless female "_ . .Survivor

Her private part/chest/ vagina, " Use neutralmedical/legal terms; refer
victim girl, to child/survivor "

Accused acted as'vith his Focus on age difference &
granddaughter power dynamics, not family -,

Destroyed life, betrayals SuMvor experienced_ severe

shameful conduct` - harm'

Modesty., - Bodilyhutonaniy - '

Offends esteem/dignity Violation of sure voi s bodily "

autonomy and rights - -_ "

Gui child is vulnerable = All caildien are entitled to protection
under`LLthe law. `

..."
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r Traditio mL'Problematic Neutral, and legalh appropriate
I Phrase

Sexslave

alternatives

Sun or subjected to repeated:

sexual violence/exploitation ;while
being kept under conhol

IBrothel'keeper Perpettatoi oftraffrcktng/sexual

Exploitation (the term brothel maybe

j . - used.if;sfatuiorily-necessaiy).

Sterling character (victim's " - 'Character evidence isirrelevant:in

character) sextial°offencesr."

Lust satisfaction Act of sexual, violence/asslult,
"

Prudcnt attribute avoid ttivializing

crim = _

Illiterate/rustic witness Witness (mention education only if j
legally relevant)

____________

V/hare (derogatory term) Survwot / Victim

Inability to control_ emotions, Avoid tattonalizmg crime, focus
male dominated society on accountability/law _ AZ

In several cases, courts are requiied io deal with sihlattons.whew people

having relationship with person otl ei than spouses. Liuc-in relationship.
between persons who are not formally man'ied has; acquired some element
of recognition. "

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

Kept/Keep, and Mistress may be avoided. Partner. 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.,

4



?t7L, "rr -T.

A - Words-like prostitute, call girl, fallen women and escort are widely used in

Comthon parlance but may be substituted with the word sex worker as it

more accepted and recognised term by international Labour Organisation
(ILO) also. However, the word "prostitute may be used only when statutorily
needed.

For personwitlydifferent sexual orientation LGBTQIA+ is an umbrella term
which is used. The teim homosexual is in common use but may be

substituted by `Gay'. For women `Lesbian' is still an acceptable' term. Fm
third gender - in. North India the woid Hijra is used, in Tamil Nadu
Thirnnangai refers to a transgender>woman, ,and Thuunarnbi refers to a -
transgender man." In Karnataka Jogappa is used .in gender-diverse
communities: These are implicitly pejorative and now the term which is

acceptable and dignified is intersex`. It might be advisable to uses these in
court languages. Now, the ;term soowsC' (An acronym for sexual
orientation, gender identity. expression and sex characteristics ) is. gaining
acceptance.

In this regard it iiiay be worthwhile to refer to UNICEF publication on

gender equality titled 'Glossary of terms and concepts'

(httusi//www:unicef.ore/rosa/media/1761/file/Genderelossarytermsandcon
ceots.ndf),which carries an exhaustive list,of taking into account sensibility
of various region of the world.
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CompassiouatesC out t Practices

The Indian judiciary is moving frolri.;a traditional, aceused-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 tehabilitated This marks a shift from
just punishing offenders to help victims heal'.-and recover simultaneousl.y
Victim compensation scheme 2018. (Antiexure II) is one such step and
various welfare statues also provide directions in that regard

From the time the matter ofthis nature.reaches the Court of Sessions

Judge/ the Courts of Judicial Magistiates,4he Presiding Officer needs to
inqune from the Investigating Ofiicei whether the directions issued in case
ofDella Domestic Working Wocnen s Forum v Union of India2s are
followed in providing services of Legal Assistance to the victim. Police is,,
also undet a duty to inform the victim of her right to representation before
questioning her and also to state the same III `ita report •€

Directions categorically obligates the Investtgatins Officer to:ensure

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

cri_nes

If Legal Assistance its not provided or no Advocate is engaged by the .
victim privately or the Presiding Officei . is, not satisfied with the answer of
the 10, the Court either requires to direct such measure .directly to the
District Legal ;Service Authorities and it can also direct:-the,superior officer
of 10 to ensure following of such directions: with the insistence of written

compliance by the I0 within 48 hours,

--

'" t199)) I SCC 14

Y_
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K Periodical monitoring on empaelment ofAdvocates`atthe level of,.

police stations in aid of the victims of sexual assaultin the District through
monthly meeting of the Principal District Judge, the Superintendent of
Police and Secretary,DSLA can better administer the issue. Alternatively, a
written monthly report be sent by the Superintendent of Police to the
Principal District Judge, ensuring due. compliance of this.necessity.

Victim/ Witness Protection measures

Presiding officer ought not to wait for the application of the victim
or of vulnerable witness as it is the legal obligation of the Presiding Officer

to of sure victim/witness- protection. In MahendeY Chawla 0. (In/on of
India'9, 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 and C category as per tin eat perception. lit Salcrhi v Union ofIndia0,
victim-centric and child-friendly approach to the recording of evidence in

sexual offence cases wasThderstood

Pre - trial Victim:€ ounselling -

Tl is:is a vital mechanism to alleviate anxiety and add to confidence

building. Trial judges ought to ensure that victims uhdergo such
counselling.

ft: camera trial

Trials in sexual offences and sensitive matters need to be field in

camera. Section 366(1) of BNSS, 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 71 of Bharatiya Nyaya Salihita ( BNS) or

"' (2019)44 scc 615,
i° t?004) 5 SCC 518 '
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under Sections 4,6,8,10 of Protection of Children from Sexual Offences `

Act,2012 where the trials are to be conducted in camera. Printing or `-

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

made pennissible subject to maintaining confidentiality of naives :and

identity. Identity of victim is impermissible to be disclosed in any

proceedings and only initials or pseudonym is permitted as held

in TJipun Saxena a Ilnion oflndra31.

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;reatment in

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

witnesses with respect and ensure dieir needs are met: The travails of the

witnesses in Indian courts has been described by Ihe. Hon2ble Supreme

Court in the case of Stale of U.P v: Shanthuilath Sing/i32 in the following

passage.

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

because they fear examination or cross-examination in courts but because

of the 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 wail and wait like that. This is the

infelicitous scenario in many of the courts in India 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 findings. But the malady is that the predicament of the
witnesses is worse than the litigants themselves. This case demonstrates the

" .(2019) 2. SCC 703.
32 2001(4) SCC 667.
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agony and ordeal suffered by witnesses who attended a Sessions• eourt on
several days and yet they were nqt examined in full. The party who
succeeded in dodging examination of such witnesses finally enjoyed the
benefit when the Sessions Court acquitted them for want of evidence. The

only casualty in the aforesaid processJs criminal justice.""

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-victiinization, particularly lb cases involving sexual offences,
domestic violence, child abuse,, workplace harassment, and gender-based

violence, refers .to the repeated trauma suffered by survivois due to
insensitive institutional, legal, medical,; social, or investigative processes

after the original Incident. Judges must avoidt asking stereotypical or
blaming questions and should not force victims to interact with accused
persons: Thejudge'sproactive role creates a safer environment for victims.

It can further be prevented by following a trauma: informed judging, avoid
repeated .questioning, maintain confidentiality and cleat communication: -
Court should' have clear compiehensive polices and accessible °support

system. Also, promote awareness and education campaigns for public for
redueing stigma and misconceptions about the .victim. A strict'prohibition
on gendered and moral commentary.

In the case of Aparna Blral[ v State of Madhya Pradesh34 , the

Hon'ble Supreme, Court directed the judges to refrain from asking
stereotypical questions. Neither victim blaming language in the orders nor

2001(4) sec oo7.
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any conditions in bail that forces the victim to interact wiiii the accused need v
to be reflected for the "proactive role" of the Judge alone can ensure the

safe. environment.

Proactive Judges and Cross-Examination

Maintaining a balance of Protecting Victim during deposition and

particularly when under cross- examination while ensuring the rights of the
accused is utmost essential. The Honblc Supreme Court has directed

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

traumatic confrontation with the accusal .in case of Saks/ii v Unfwt of .

Iirdia31 for child tvitnesses`01 vulnerable witnesses, prior to the enactment

of POCSO Act, 2013. Judges must also conu'ol tnapjDropniate questions,

especially about the victim's sexual history, and ensure tl ece.are only asked
it strictly necessary.

POCSO Act and Child Protection laws in India

Pre-recording of child's statement shall have tci be by a woman
officer at the child's residcnce 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 FLR for
interacting with the Police machinery,' medical'offrcers and hospitals, to
avert re-victimisation, was provided by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in

Bac/lpmt Baehno Anc%!an a Union of Inc/ a36. It also tnaadates'trial to be
completed within one year from the date of taking cognizance.
Establishment of Vulnerable Witness Deposition Center, has streamlined

various issues and many of laudable.provisiohs can be employed in the trial
of serious offences under BNS Act: .

's (?0041 i SCC S.IR
'2023 SC'C' Online SC' 1031.
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Pnwts for Considerationsrations:,

1, Fact-based references .

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

forensic material, and suiTounding circumstances.

In State of Punjab is Gurni i Sing/?, the.Hon'ble Supreme Court
cautioned courts against being influenced by myths and stereotypes

in sexual offence cases.

2. Caution with terms like "outraging modesty"

Though the_expressiop forms part of the statutory framework, it

should be used cautiously as it may reflect morality-based or

patriarchal notions. The focus should remain on dignity, bodily

autonomy, and violation ofpersonal integrity.

In Rnpan Deo( BO/aj a K..PS. Gil!'S, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

ititerpreted "modesty"' in the context of a woman's dignity.

3. Trauma-informed language may be used, no resistance is not

equal to consent

Absence .of injuries, delayed repo tmg, or lack of resistance does not

imply consent. Victims may respond differently to trauma. Courts

should avoid adverse inferences based. on stereotypical expectations
ofVictim behavior.

" (1996)2 SCC 334,
3S ( 995) 6 SCC 194



In Kaini Rajan n. 'Stcne of Kerala'y,.ihe Hon'ble Supreme Court held ~
that consent must be voluntary and unequivocal.

4. Gender-neutral, survivor-centric terms

Language should dignified and inclusive and avoid reinforcing'

gender stereotypes. Survivor-centric terminology recogliizes. ,tlie

experiences of all affected persons: -

In _Notional Legal Services Authority a Union of Inclia40, the
Hon'ble Supreme? Court-emphasized dignity and equality for all

gender identities.

5. "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 la\v.

In Lera v State (NCT of Delhi)", the Hon'ble Supreme Court

reiterated the child-centric object of the POCSO Act.

6. "Victim" or "survivor," not "prosecuirix"

The term "prosecutrix" is procedtiral and impersonal. Expressions
such as "victim" or "survivor" are more. sensitive and dignity-

oriented.

InAparna Bhat a State ofMadhya Pradesh42, the .Hon 'ble Supreme
Court stressed the importance of gender sensitive judicial language.

(2013) 9 SCC 113

° (2014) 5 SCC 433
(2017) 15 SCC 133
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7. Language ought to be cliild-sensitive

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

involving children.,

In , Sa/cshi v Union of India'', the Hon'ble Supreme Court

emphasized "child-sensitive procedures to prevent secondary
victimization.

8. Focus should be on autonomy,,consent, and child rights

Judicial-feasoning ought to priohitize bodily autonomy, informed
consent, .dignity, and the .best, mteiests of the child rather than _
notions of morality or honor. In'S7ichi d :Srivastava v. Chandigarh
Adminislrution`1°, the Hon'ble Supreme Court recognized'personal "
autononiy-as part ofArticte.21 -

9. Recognize psychological and. physical trauma

Sexual offences may result in eiidtiring 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.

In State ofKcunalaha v. KrishnappP, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

recognized rape as a violation of dignity and human rights.

(2004')5 SCC 518
(2009) 9 SCC I
(2000) 4 SCC 75
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Terms to be avoided
. -,

1. All forms of vtatim,blamrng_

Victim-blaming is apart of rape culture where the'responsibtltty is

totally shifted to ,victim by questioning het .conduct, lifestyle„

clothing and delay in eeporting and past relationships

In Stale of Punjab r. Gwi'nit Sing/i46,. the Hon'ole Supreme Court

cautioned against doubting victims on th.e -basis of social

stereotypes. -

Z. Terms like "bashfulness," "honour/' or "sanctity"

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.

In Aporno Bhaty State ofMadhya Ptodesli°, thetHon'ble'Supreme
Court directed courts to avoid gender stereotypesand inapptoprtate -

observations in judicial orders;

3. Terms like "helpless female"

Women are not weak, dependent or lack 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 lndia'`t, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

emphasized dignity, autonomy, and'-equal staru of-women under the
Constitution.

46 Supru
Snpra
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4. - 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.

In RhOrwada Bhogiñhhni Hhjibhai a State of Gigarcd°y, 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.

5. 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.

In State of Maharac/ti a v, Mddhuhar Narayan Ma; di/ia,S°,,the
Hon'ble Supreme Court held that eyen.a'woman of "easy virtue" is

entitled to privacy and dignity.

6. Assumptions of exaggeration by women or families

Courts should 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 a Raghuhir Singh," the Hon'ble

Supreme Court held that minor inconsistencies should not

overshadow the substance:of the; victim's testimony.

9 ([983)3 SCC.2T3
° "O991) 1 SCC 57 "

Si (1993) 2'.SCC 622
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7. Judgmental or sexualized descriptions

Judicial language should remain neUt-ral and professional and must

not contain unnecessary comments about appearance, lifestyle, or

sexual history.

In V/shako a State of Rajasthans', the Hon'ble Supreme Court

emphasized protection of dignity and gender equality at the

workplace and in public life.

8. 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 should instead Use legally precise terms.

such as "sexual assault," "sextlal,vi01enbe,D0 or "offence."

In Slate ofKarnatuka v. Krishrrappas';the Hon'ble Supreme Court

recognized rape as a violation of dignity and fundamental rights
rather than merely a crime of passion.

9. Biased, stereotypical, or blaming language

Language of any judgment 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.

In Aparna Rhal n. Sate of Mad/ma Pradeshj°, the Hon'ble Supreme
Court specifically directed judges to refrain from using patriarchal
stereotypes and insensitive observations.iti cases involving women.

ez Supra -
(2000) 4 SCC 75
Supra
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Training and Sensitivity

`Sensitivity is an ongoing process that should be learned aegulatdy.

Training brings sensitivity towards victims, witnesses, and all vulnerable -
gioups.. In 1st Judges' case, S.E Gupta .v Union ofIndia55 , the Hon'ble
Supreme Court contemplated naming for making the Presiding Judge

independent oflumself„

But 1fthejudiciaiyshould be really independent something
more. is hecessary and that we have to seek in the Jude

himself and not outside. A' Judgeshould'be independent of

himsel.f A Judge is a human being who is a bundle of
passions and prejudices, likes mid dislikes; affection and ill

will, hatred and conlemptandfear and recklessness. In order•

to bea successful .Judge these,elemenis,should be curbed and

kept under restrain( and that is possible only by education,
fiaining continued hiactice and cultivation of a sense of

humility and'dedication to duty:'These c:irbs can neither be

bought in the market not infected into the human system by

the wriden o_r imtinitten laws. If these things are iheie.ever

if any of the protective measures` provided by the.
Constitution and the iaw gr the independence'`=of the

jucliciao will not cuffel: But with all these measures being

there still a Judge may uol he independent." II' is the inner

strength ofJudges alone that can save the judiciaiy"

1981 supp Sco s7



C

- AnnexureI

Report on Feedback Qu€siions

Regarding Court Proceedings

1. Do you understand the'legal proceedings and the language used

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

Responses: . - ..

• Yes: 86.4%

• No: 7.1%

• A little: (not specified in chart)

• Most of the times: (not.specifed 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 cpurt.

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%u

• Sometimes: 25.7%

• Never: (not specified in chart)

Most respondents (69.3%) indicated that 3judges always explain the
court proceeduigs. in an easy and understandable language, while
25.7% said this happens sometimes.

y
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-' 3. Do you find the Judge and lawyers sensitive•and empathetic

"towards you during''the Court proceedings?

Respouses:.

• _ Always: 59.3%n
• Never:9.3% '

r Mostly: 23.6%

- A fewtimes: 79%

Amajority (59.3%) feel that judges and lawyers ate always sensitive
and empathetic, with 23.6%o reporting such behavior `mostly'.

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

Responses:

• AR'ays:66.4%

Never: (not specified

• Mostly: 25.7%

• A'few times: (not specified)

-66.4%-of the respondents feel that they are always heard by the

judge, and 25.7% feel that they are mostly heard.

5. As per your own case experience, what do you think can improve

Presiding Officer's (Judge's) interaction and `communication
with yon?

• Use of clear, simple language and less legal jargon;

• More time for parties to express concerns.' ,
Greater transparency, regular updates on case progress, and

• - clear explanations for adjoui-nm'ents.

Avoiding routine or thechanical handling of cases, especially

sensitive ones (e.g., under Section 498A IPC, Domestic

Violence Act).

r
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• Strict accountability for any niiseonduct.

• Improved coordination and paiient listening. _

Separate waiting areas;for victims and \vitnesses.

• Conduct proceeding's in local language where possible.

• Politeness, respectfiul behavior, and suppoi-tive.environment.

5. (a) Do you feel intimidated/scared at any point_'in the Cornt as a

victim or witness?`

Responses:

Yes: 17.1%

No: 82.9%

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

(b) When and where and why?

• Intimidation was cited during cross-examination, aggressive

questioning, or due to unfamiliar environment.

• Some fell intimidated by senior advocates or because of

pressure from the opposite party.

Delays, repeated adjournmenfs, and lack of seriousness also

contributed to negative feelings.' ,

• Some respondents found the en'ironment supportive and did

' not feel intimidated.

7. Who do you think can protect/help yon in'that critical time?

Responses:

• Prosecutor: 12.9%

• Judge: 14.3%

• Defence Lawyer: 7.9%

Police: 12.1%

& , ' -.
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{ Others`(Government/Organization/Institution): 5?:9%

More than half believe thai other persons or institutions (besides
prosectitor; judge, defence, or police) aie most helpful. in critical
tiniest

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

Has the Judge made you .aware of that which includes right to

be protected, rehabihtation,rcompensation, etc.?

Responses:- -

• Yes; „19:3%

• No: 807%

A significant majority (80.7%) 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 challenges include:

✓ Repeated and unnecessary adjournments

✓ , Lack of seriousness and accountability by lawyers

Lack of communication and updates

,✓ Emotional, mental, and financial hardships due to

delays

✓ Lack of separate waiting ioonis for .victims and
witnesses

-✓, - ' Pressure from police and opposite counsel

✓. Public, shame and stress in recalling, traumatic
incidents '
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✓ Lengthy trials and prolonged justice process.

✓ Some reported supportive and, coopeiative \'
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
victims.

✓ Greater accountability for delays and professional
misconduct.

✓ Separate waiting rooms and proper victim protection.

✓ More awareness about 1 gal .rights and welfare schemes.

✓ Improved coordination between police, prosecution, and

courts.,

✓ Friendly, respectful behavior 'byallstakeholdeii.

✓ 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 niany do not feel.intimidated in court. However, there are

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

delays, adjournments, poor communication, and emotional stress.
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Respondents suggest simplifying legal language, 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-friendly.
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II) Ibis Chxplrr ntac hr called Ih< Crmiprnvnlinn Sehzlnu for \,anti,
V clima'Sunicor, ufSucn:il A,sxuINnlI.cr Grime,. 201$. '

(^_) II shall earn: mor loot:: ott lh<(Jalapt' mid eheh eri'.: M by Hu:ihic Suprenlr Coun of
India.

it) II .hall apply in the vlrlinn and Itwit rlaprodenl( ) niho lira cu l)lraj luzs, inj unt :n
Ihe.e:uc uu) he, :u a r:'uii o(tlto olto:: eontnlillcd and wlto rcyuire r$:::bilhalwn

2, IIEFI?'rflONS

I) Iu tllisC'I:apirr. mduw thrcanl.:U oihenriu:rqull.t

L:t - (udl' m<:mahr('od.ofCrwun.J l'r.orierc 1)7t (2.Q1"v7dt nr .'sauhitn^male+
'I'h: Illnuiisil ip"nril. Sund.slm wnllita.2111_0

Oil 'llrpe1¢bnl' furhula, hu•b:nW. l:uhc,. nlo:hel, nlundpm'cm>- unniamrd Jnnghwr and
nm!or dnldrrn ellhe victim a: demunin.d h) II,: Suite i.cgai Strvi:t. \u0mrily or

,)istriel Leal Scr•ie:s a\mhuriiv an Ilro hail; n" the rcpun ul (ii: Snip- 1)1, isio!wl
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.ii 1•.S?l I,, t)ulnct ui IhaNatinn:d('apta!'Icrrnnlyn(D_ih:-
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uheruru' Ceraml Onwmnl:ul \'icon Cbmjxnsauon Fluid 5 1cm: is in rmn.:u and
in:hpd,, I'li.

N50 SA's 'l'umyanrstlinl eehcnte Ibre umrn \'ivlim.'9iuMvors nl'Sa:uel .Frail Nulhrr
( tinlvu. -7Ifl0



l -

31 PrI as

(i) 'hgorr' ntcmt. ain h:nro oarncd It, hod) nrmind of a.frmule.

(j) tl front' mans,-l rid child tt hn has nat coo:plcicd Ilw qec of i R )'cars.

(I:)'OlTrnru' ii, ii', .,II,i c uumntilled ayaiml women puni+hn0lc under IPC or Il S or
any,Elio Im..

(I) 1'vnvl Cade'mcaiw Indian Penal Cede. 1840 ('IS or IS60X or ,Cv:nn AnnLIL mums
Iilmrliva Nrnvn 5,0,111 1. 2023.

,ior) 'Sc hedu le' ma:uc schedule applicnhlo Lo this ChalucdPnn of ttm,anccnlc.

()i) "Stale I.ewl S,'r+iras.A nih udlc"mean tlw SLno Legal Serrieac ;\oltrorit (81 S.\),
.u'I:rued in Section 1i of the Legal Scrvic-..,\ot Loritias dc1: 1987 (39 of 1987)

(O)'Sean:d Ass:ulll'{Mims menn.IBmalr uhu hai nuiYeltid mwirtnl or. phxical injntr ar
b:J6 nc a mall ol'seinal olTnee inclndidg Sccliom 376 A); to (El or Section GJ ('A
In)' or the Ilk:nihva \cnv:I Sip, lii.Sectinn'tyd.(A) in (I)). or Sretinl1. d-•. 66,, 67,
68. 69, 711. 71,72,74, 7, 16,77, 78 ol'tlm ll b o rt i V n NV:,.,, c:m0itn Sdtliun Snrl
11'C ar Section iO td'I by Ultaniv:: i5v'uvn 3:uddpi.

(p1 `R'om:ul \'ie0mf sntviv nr nrntltnr crlm¢ heals a uennut wLn has .uffcrcd ph)aiaal
nr tncni:d iitiun:u z re.ull ol'um' 'liens',.' tnanlinnod in Illc mulched S<beduleineloding
Sec Ii ohs 7(1-1 It N' SET 1Iun 811 I{\ti'%cyliuo ,376A or :Srniuu 124 Il\F Section 498,\
PC' or Section S5 I (hi caw of p6)'nienl. ihjurv or he n:uure xp;ciiicd in Iha

ulic.luie) incindmg the allcmpm mtd abeanent,

(21 l\'oldv oml capr<..inne used iu this Chapter and nol v40ucd here, shall line the :mtr•
me:otinr, is n+>ignetl In thein in the ('utie nl'Crimin,il I'rocetlurr, 1/73 nr:and the Indhm ('coal
Ccdc. 1861) of Itluirthn N:iruoilu ct I•rkd ,1 Sa hills 2(123 nr!mtd tltr Rtnrlivv N, iv;,

Sanhita 21123. .

:,.\\'(1\II'.N \9(;1'1115 CT) II'F,NS, 1'IC)N EUNI)

(I) 'IIia<.ball hen I'nnd, nnnxlt. the \Taman \'icons Cnmpcnsalron 14111.1 lion, which

the wnaurn of cnmpbmntion, is decided he the Srnp• l q;it Sercmc=.\nlhnrilc or Disln;t Legal
Services,\uthotilc. -loll 1w peid nt Ib: vrnmen viclinl ur her depanrlcin(-1 nil,' h:ne sull:rcd
Its of ilynrv a+ a result ''I .tn e112n... .Intl olio r¢rplilc rc6abililam,n.

(3) 'ILe'W,ancnViouin.l'••mpcln•tliuinFnnJ' doll<moprhe ilr.•ILllo inlt:-
6J Conbihutiou re:tned..li„mG\'C.i!nchenw, 2015

(h) I.ludrelan' xlin:nt:on to Iho shape of (fr:min-in.md 4..S S;\ liar :rhich ne.v..un
prnci.ir•ii.hall br ionic in th; \nnual Ilndhwl by Ih<pnvennuanl:

(C) ,\ncnnt nnnainl .a drtxd In' ('6-i1 {nminel' 1'ribmvrllo lx' deposited in Ihis 1'nnd.

(d) :\nmant nl'rumpan:mnn rco"crxd I-rvln the, grunt) doer,aceturd nndrr chaise 1-I of •
t6c Rehcnlc:

NA(SAS'Con,Paneu(inn Scheme torn umrn Ylatinn/FuraFon i35rsnnl,\smnlVulher
Crimes' 201 N'
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to) 1)on:nion.kutnrihmion.i Ronl lnlmnnlional Rational' 1'hil.unhropi:R Ch:uital+l:
Inaimlioln• Oruani)alionc and inJicidu1tk pennillod hp 51ai: or Central
Ovvtmm.nl.

iii C„nuibmu,n>Rant.ump:mi:>under (SR (Cugromm Social Heipan.ibilitp)

(3) l h:.jud 19uid haII lw opvr:ned Dy lh. Stale Legal Servk n Audmrity (SI_S 9}.

.I. IU.iC 111(1:1'I'l' 1'UR CO ft I:PSA r10\'

:. a'um.m utelint or ha tkprndeul (a) :n the to+: mry he. shall be eligible for gnmt of
comupcn,alion llvm nmltipk>rlmm:s :quplicable to her Ilrvu over, llie conlpan<ali(ul r:rcir<J
m bsr in the o:lici elu:m.. with Ienurti In S:c)i:n :Lc7.l) (1.1 C er 3%III\Si 'until iw tdrn

axmml+slulc lh2idme iiicqu:mluru nl the a:rlr ails : quelli al:plicalian

i I'RU('i•Ih'U18ioit:\L\ICIA(:,%I''I.I(.(\'t'10N PEFL,itl•: TIIICSI,s%('R l ll•.S\

\hmJ:n.<t I1oP•';nn fl lRi - Su bsSI' I)CI'shall In.nlsbinrih .ahnr•.al Irnd c:ip. of

unm<Jvnci .d:ar iii, lagi.,lrali.un nab Susie I:iti Sdn'ira...\ulh..rii i)iarricl IL9:ci Stn _ei
(ulb..:q ,p1.u ..m n:r..c..ui .J .,Ilen.:, c.q rt.xi in Ilu. Scheme rchjeli m.9r•J: ica;nn+
751.1 ii 3711). Po:l to 3761.. 71NIi, d91iA or Sergi n W I2J. 74. 75. 76. 711. ScilIn s G] to
Sruinit72. e.rti a SIP. A.: ofthr iiii thin Main Snnlilta gin et ii phnncnlinjury vocgr.•J
in Ilia Schedulr). so Iltul II ti1,3:VDGS \ In I ceriiny' a. . 01I' 5 n r1 - i9m:

prrlin)inarn antic:nivn nl•facla`ior the'uupo el grant cfinttrim cainptmatiun.

:\n apph:ebon lhr the mr:vd ul ni •nni final sflnptnsMlnli nit iii ci by thel'iaim :wNor
her I)c1;tndeln>.r Iho SIIO ol'Iht area 1w6,;: conetrucd SCSA or Di4:\. 11 eh:J I M cubmitlgd
1n POmI I' a1 on \illh ]'CJI)V u1 cite Vim! Inl'unnation Rei1&t (YiRjar criminal complaint of
"Lich n*tnixanca i' takaL bi the Courl and if ut':uha61o Medical Report. Dea1L CeNlicat:,
lvI,rci:r npplii:dii cap)'. fjuulyn sit a usimnendelii iii or! ii IIi Li iii ooYcr.

_ i
G. I'1_)C.Y UP FII.INC ()FU'l'I.IGCPIUX•-- ,/ ^

'ii,: application rc.nnrmanuboon for.'mpencaion can Ire )nos oil tidier twl'or: the time l::enl
Senic:a Autllori;y or tha ewr:anrcd UiUticl i.cgal Scnyeaa .\uthorifv or it ens Iw filed o ulu e
on a ryrtLJ ohid, shall be treated by all Stale Lc tag Scrvicei: 1uWaritiv. 7)t: Seme6uy ordm
rcgmcus a I)I 5:1 shall t eeaL the apphcatian' rccommm,,dal inn n)nved before ho i:her as D:r
Ihr Sahelm.

G. pl.muri n: ': .. of I II :,ii:ci. vl:nm time Jrcidin..', <nnwlilr .hall Lt CriminA lumr:

l ampan.q. u Ili'niJ :o tlir.tclcd Irv ILun'ble Supoant teen to Lnemi is Onion ,.i Imlia
11 I' CIUII I," 2111k....Jo J:u:d 1'1.114:4015 nLieb olrln.le. I U IT4n:l \ S...o,u,. 1ndra

I)\I.\I' Cite Snq:e, n C']It) a the di.lnel

7 Ru lErsfil.VU MAY HE A\\"A13os1) ns'file s'r:el':E oil llla'slCf l EGAl.
U I1VIC'IS At lIIURrr S.

"! hu Si .SA or 1)1.5 \ m.n-m. WA ranup:ns:n i, a to Ilm lie in ur her tiependenlc to the e<Icnt na
e':eili.J in Iho.4h:Jnlnd atl:mh d wren,.
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Comta -701y'
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While deeid lug n unltcr:.lhe Slaic I rgal Scrcihv ;.\utharin• Dish ci Legal Sen'icc Authority
rn:n• Inhr intn tuntiJrralinn ii: I(dlwcinp Ivtlorr ralnting (011K' la..I inJrursul)i•rrd its the
ci. iin

( I) (frac il)' of ii CV I &r we andceveriq'r•I'ntenrnl or Vh)vk:tl h inn or injun'.+ulIcred Cv 11w
vininC

(2) Et_p:ndiwm intoned or ti LeR to he ntun'cJ uu, lhr ntcdiud banlmuil Wr phtrirnP
nndfir mcnlni hrdll, Including coruls•Iling al 1Lc 51:1110. fu icral, (unveiling Jurinq

iineiliealwm utgnm Intl (oilier ttwin diet munrph. -

(.i) l,nc, oietlucntinnal opporurnily as a c0ncequcnca urlhe ulfntre. inelnding ubsance Iron
rrhoalicotlcgc di,: In nnnlnl Ir:nmra, l sdily injury: medical trcncnwnt. imaaigatfon dill

trial ol'Iha U112nce_ or apc.itIi rax+on}. ,

(4) Lost of cnrpl•ynlclll is 1 rc4,li of ilk. ',ull'rt r •incluAing. ihs ncu .front p1 icc o
cntplu sin cni duo to mcnlnl lmnnrn. 6aGk iriiun: atch it Ireannent. invasliC tlinn :m.i
trial itch ¢otl n '.r unyah rr coin ' ,^z. \.

ILam lit,snshrp sich<. tutu It 'hi i ITncki)f'tt,s

(o1 \NIt lIt r the ulrr.• s tclnyl rsol'tl ArittiJ.uce or wliclher lha aBu.e is Is plc c over

( R'hrlhar'a-hut is 'in pji'nl ac q rcknlt it Ill,. ohYnry:,vhctller It had to unil<Ign
\Itdien I Tenninnt iiVIPragnxnn•(.\ITPJ giac birth GIa child. indu ding rchnhilil ari n
neat ol'such ahiL1: - -

(k) Whelh¢f (Ice sIcliii cir' ri, It'd n cc au fr IruNriI cued third c' (.S'It)) d> :I nalll d the
JfCllee.

' l7)\Vhie er lhr victim anrll acted hanan imuun un Islisidnrc ei ruc (Ill \) as n tcwih r)I'Ihe
oll@nor: ,

(Ill) \n) disattililvcall'nctl In he 'taint nc it n.+ult nll6:,sfluec:

(111 I9iwnciN runditinn ..I IL.: ciuiut, cliff i tvhoin itie o(Tnce tun been conuuiiicd sot's
' In datcnnitc her ice] i,rretril'ililatinu anti c.- itncgrudoo lu.•Ax ofliw victim.

( l?) In ca<c of rl.vuh. chic n?e of deccn+cd. bar tuanlhly inarmta• number ufdcpcnAum<, lil'<

expxInncc luture Ptomiwoudl crotvlh prospects etc.

(I i/ t)r ins- oilierheir ehieh the 11.5:VDCSA nmy.comitlet just :uul nn llician.

N4LSA's •'('nuytrnsnlinn ?chvnit fur n'nmrn \'Ittinr.<'Aurclrnrv of J.anml •\>snnIVurhrr
(Tunes -201r
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V. I'Htl('lil)1'RI: FOIL (4I(;t'r(,V U.NI'ILV,.C17r1\

i (l1 h<re ,i.arco'nrnr<ud;ninrli.nc:Je by Ihe tnml'1'or camP•nslion 111:dentin-sectiont

r2 m:d o (31 oI'umran )97.\ of the Cale, or Lsnbxrrliun, l?I nndiur 13) of serlien 396

of the III\%= or on apPheatien it wade ho :trio' tictinr or her drpcndeiiu t. unau suL.

ol)''I S .n.u:357.\.lrlhe code. or nnd,-r srauerr!nn (J) of Sr,u' ,n jyf. or Ihr

]rrn l:.lra 5mrhits In the Stale I.cg:d Sen eet .\whuriry on l)inlnel 1 e al S:nl:a+
lmh..rlly or interim eornprn.aoon 11 shrill Prima- race ulll>ly m:•II' qnu rltmpenuhull
nerdo xnd Idenlut of Ih: t mum. As re,511.l. the I'mal almpanalian. It .ItalI ti:nnme the

ease alrJ ocory the amnvnts oClhe elafrn lull, ravlvat to the :n..-iipun and rcltaltilll.aiau
ua<d..n . ieroll al Ilm .nnra. and rra .d..o :::11 I'm' arty .Vhcr relccenl or!urnlatron
ncca'.sn' Iordxaidiri thecl:mn.

l'n't ided II al in doaen ing etrc<s and in all ad,! aII:mL Cas r. tit all" lime a)5 rr'znnlmtii,on
nl' Ilie of iwe . ianlnn'. SI.Se\ or Sccrenrn.. DI SA nary sno ninm'i nler prclinrinan'

c<nliratiun al' the lacL pr recd to Ifrsm iinclin rebel as on') bra tcqunerl in Ihr
en nmetzncen el uuh clot.

Ib 'hire myuin c. fr:nlentllatrd nndcr snh=sectftm (Si or Secrinu 357e nr Ilre code. or
Srclifln 396 ul' Ihr Snnrkshu cnnlilin shall be oi_m plhted eapedhionsh and rho Nriad in
no ease nl)oll esc.d beyond sixty l Jaws lFom tlw: receipt of hire clafnt'1' iirien or
r cannncna:rliorG , .

Provided thdi nr case,. 0! acid .ulutk aa:mmunt uI'l .s.. Uta I*h shall be paid to the riarim

v nhrlr I5 dart.. oldie Ina,. vbcintt brought L.Ihe n_stir: ol'I)IS.1.'17m..r.ln-gnmmug fnlcrim

a,.ntpaualinn shall ba pne.;J, by l)LSA aiihm 7 this of tho neuter being ltniugln to n.
comae :cod tl:r Si Cl .hall per lire arnip:n>mien kirhin N d:n.s.nl' pa.sfq; nf.tha order

'Ih.r:alkl.lit .en.nlnlarI2.?lal:h.>hull Ire paid In Ihr: riatim a,r rrmdllloo>h.r lhoeIbi:

amid prtsnltalt wnhnr Ira munlha ni Iha lit,.' pvcnrelit

1'1,.. ni::I:ra!wrILw tlr:.r.lrII nI.p.J.u lu pall.u:h Iluth<r am,nlul a, n.iJnu..;bl:coda
Ihn Scb: nr:.

131 Iter eoncidararion of the m:tiler. Ihr SIA or i) SA.:u tint case mat bm rlpon Is

.rllisUrelien, dull r/cr'rd< Ih< ytunlmn nl' runlp+n.:mml to he ae'erdad In linos ietilu or her

deP<udunl.r raking intro acuunnl Ihr t:ratnn cnrmr:ramd in Clause 3 of the S:bane. as per
nppcndeJ minis rhaptrr lioucici. iIi dcs:n'ru5•:ore. fly rr'aaun, lane recorded.

Ihu npprr limit nmyb<caeeedcd
\!oreor:r. m case rite tlclinl rot rumor. rise Illnil ui rr rnpan.atloa vllall Iv dr<nted lain:

hour them lire nnluunl mnrtiuutd in tire Sc! caduie.ri'prndcd to thin cb:lpl Cr.

.err 0..nu:sk.r:alv::nnn:Jru.,boor:.!r.iupilr..p.a n/'/n I fury ask. P.In r Afhrwar'•
...... • ••Lars•rrr ali/)a'a,r,rr :ll)1.l:\'I(./lirr%311I1,&r1-✓ ft. t11:61.

I lOran allor lr/J:i'J 'tl111:/c:I rrr:n/.haa,'.rlt)Vnalfinli%'lal1iaJun:. 1.;u (n k.. • l::r n)I::l::::i
n/Jlrlstl: v'tpa'nrrl r:IY/ ark/Y!r.nf :iW dcrr11K'rswual15161 D)'rht'I<ystrrn'.' $.'ao t ll i:l Nano U/ t ,frJai
(itlw( n+mil:"rnr.PjmJalub.-:VIlr ruc40; _'14i,,rNN.netrn.,'.rlL11LJ _

N,LSA3 'C'nnrycns:nian .Schrmc for,, umt•u Virliun/SurHvnra,oP5esuni .ls rntlNnlln•r
C 'linen -7013"
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(•I) 11te SLS,VRI;.\ man' call lair any record or take assistance hnm :wr
\ulhonl z MablLchmcMlt indMduah Poli,o'Cotut- vn&med or "expert 'Ib[. uu(vth
implem3nutiou of /6< Sehanm. '

(5) Incase triaPnppel Inc cohn gives lindingc that the criminal compluinl std the allegalIon
were I'ak:, then legal Svl+iaes :\uthorily ncir inhi:te. pmcceding lot rucutvrv of
cumjren,<lilimt. ii 'nv. granrcd in pan or full under IOia Selw,nc. hclbra the Trial Cntlrt I'or
its rev Ivcrj ac II', Werr n lint

lit. 1'111;O12D81('I O Ill-, 1'i CEll ON I(ISCOKI)

Q'p)' ul'Ihc artier ot'inlcrinl or final cnmpcn.itii n parsed nnJcr This Scheme shell is: placed
on record of Ilk Irinl ('nun ,o a. 1.• etuihle the I: al Cuurl In paea all appn:+prints vuJcr of

cuminn>atiun nmkr.cccllou 337 olth<Code or414nn 3% of flit' Jnm:kchn .\mhirn.A
Irua cope of the order shall bf provided to Ilia 10 in ease Ihv nlalla iv - pending
inve>npuioq:md also Its ihv victinrdcpc:idciJ k. lh ap+d may he,

II. ?lWl'170114I'Ulvl)('Itcl;%IEN"1`QP(X)\Il'li\S.\!1'IOy,

(I) flit :unounl olbompcnsnlions n. us srdtd theft h2 il,st a€c`d hr ' Ih2 SIC:\ b) iicpuniling
the s-till iii ill nI, in lb aIII orainglc name of11the ream: 1 pcndcnl(s). In eati the victim
does not Aare :u,' bank aoconnl. the DISA"eonettn n'mild facilitate opening o(' n tcu:k
a:eoanl in the tonm oh the ci tin)'and incase -lilt fii'-tile It a minor al6ni, critbx.latardian
or in :ne, 111111 r 1 ill I bid dil • Iii litulion lh ii title.cmtinl 511111 be 1111115 irilh the

Sury:rinteml it of the In tltntion nx Unardi ni Ilorvu r .an Ih 'cloth is ('or 1611
Italonal or a relhigee. tlia nmrpaucotibn an hg llshurs illy ccid' of ash chide..

-Interim amonnl shall he dicbnrs. I in ful1:3 !0551Cv0r ac far a. the-roil €mupencnlinn ainuhnl
is m ni emnak (c 'iii' usus ptrtcnl) at uk cv)M1 slvdl U<puC inn io ed depofil Iiir n
mininmm period of three '-cart and 11w ,,chin nb 2a"..;(16en1 five percent). shall . ha'
utailalile our "Li litali.:n and initial tspenxe<hr lIe vietlpVJepclldenl(), a' 11w case may he.

(2) in the cx•o or a mun•c 8't'•,, of the aulutntt rl'.viit)runnatinn so awarded, dhiall be
dep:rcitcA in Ilie iheJ tci1,i it account :ntd>hall bt dmnn only nu nnaintttent ol'Ihe ape n(

tuajnntc. hnl'uot heGne Hum cc:ni nl'Iha deposit. "

Provuted that in o<cplton:d ca.a., anronnlc ntap lie IS l'air cdncal imrul or medical

fir otherpressitq;uttd Wgu,i weekul'Ihrhunelieiarr at the discretion ofthe SI.SA-Dl.&1.

(3)'lltc inicrest in, mu:, rtlving it ll)R hilt,. shill by credited Jv.cllc by the ham's m
Iii: +avii, s aceonnl''l'u to rrfnn'd<Ivnduu,i(rl nn menhir hasie+cinch can l+<withdruun
bcAIn builcfici:u+`

NALSA's'F.'unlpanvn(lun %rhvuie 11mn'omen S'lriintJFurviron afflivial;\xsunll/ulber
prlulc+-201R'-

.4'x - _ .
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IT.i I'IiltlDl ItEI.Il•a:10'I'IIE\'1111\I.

'I lu State I.ag:d San ices Anthurity or i)lstri:r Lagnl Services Authonit}. a the cast nm
h:. lnnp order Li,r hmnadixte lint-aid rich liv or medical I,:O:l-IL. to be ntade:vailxblc the

of omit or any oilier iulenm.reliaf (inch tiding interior ma•netan' ampen.ulivn) u. daenmd
uppngtnate In c01o'iale iii: suOPrmg of the vied ii .t Ili:certi(icaicnl a police nllieer, tlul
helots the rink of IIwo131ecr-ia'charize of 11w j,ohicc .talion. or n:\Iagi.inl. 0111w area
catlcvntedor on Iho application oltite vicliniF. d:pcndem or suo Inoto.

Pn,citied Ihhl :n .oun :1+ We application For ennljrlnn'jolt is rce ived In Ih. SISA 1)i.S;\•
.1 snm of lI' 5Ohltr-.•r ax the case trannnc up to Its J Iij4)O - slmll Ise iminedkpwh•:li..tluncd

to Ue• nniouhrotedl yminaded call e:ud iron) a Nsttdnzlieed [tint by di. Seeman. DI S,\

.x.\Icnlhrr Seeretau%. Si SA. -

urol id..d Ih.n it:. nnirlm teliel .n gr.inted snail not be lesu than 25 t ervan olthc muax nuns

..,ml :n.an,••l zn:ndulde :n par.chcdoh• appimeAd: I. lil a Chuplet..U t:h 311uit h: Matti e.
Ihi \I tllll 111 Ittlalll\,

I'n,ad.xt nn i In•I hurt m case,. rtl wtcl abed a:.unr .d ILA. rite hJ,h,Jlull be pa.3 le Iha' iemi ,t

1, tlhm i> Jay'.tdtlte miner tieing hreuyhl to the notice itf SI _S;\ DI S. s 711c termer gaming
Inteton-mtgtemu.netu.h:dl Ixpa..e,t h. II.: 51S:\' DLS,\ rilhin 7 Jq.::itt::'In:.nert'einf•
hrounhl la il-i uo!l:: and Ihr 11 1:\ strut Vey the conlpunsanun niihln ( d.,Cs . t pasaini: al'
otda "IItrl<alter:atadlinnlul.mu ilk'..? hulls shall lit otrnrdd and paid LI l:ur eietun as

axp:Jitlon,h a..I,o..ihl::md Isnilitel: acithinnt:• nlnulti:.

1). I<It('(1\'l 141' (ll' ('O>ll'IL\>,\'1'IhIN :11,\12DI:t)'rr) 11th VIt'1'ldl 012 Illfit

Uba'1•:\DLeSi IS) -

Seuject t.•. Ih. urn nlon..snub-vcuro ;71 of s thomt?C:"_\ ui'Ihc l'..d-: yr •nd,.+nllou 3)
ut'seeinu 3y6 n111w hantluhu Snnldtm the Smle l,crul;amass:\uthe rin.,in proper ewe..

tna mvAuta pl.,:ceding, halo: the amyu:icot a:urt ol'lan for rceut cry of rim rmnpensali.•n

(;nn11ed in the rlslint .rh:, dep<ndanq>) lloot w sotg ) r.•>hnn:ihle F:raan.iuy le.. or injun
a' a r.-:dl olllte trims eommilted by hurt het.

'ills anl,imn. so r::overnd,>hall hu dapo<Ited m hontmt Violin ('mny:tnstion Ptmd.

Il UhlE't) 'u(fl CElt"I'IPIC\'17i

'Ihe auUututy empml ervj Sc, is.ee the dcp:nJeoc;. ccrtllie tie shall issue lit:,.ima uilhin n

naiad ot'Iillcen Lou:ntd: in no r.nc. lhiar•rirnlshatl l,e:\Icndd:

Provided Hit the $I S:1'l/l JA. m.a c nl'n„Iri„uenc'.uf lependctte) Cod Feat:. after expiry

,.I I i'If .. vl:rc pn ad on the Miii of an :1(lidavit Its h,'. Lbtaitmed (huts the ctdul.un.

it'AL54's'('nul Prnsnlion Schonue fortrumrn \'irl lm..!>turclrnn of lvrnul Asolaltlothr•r
(shits -znls- '

a
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15. MINOR VIC7tAl5 .

'I1ia1 in crsa 11w ciclint is iii t rph:med minor wilhom any pail n or legal ynard"un the imnrcdialu

1clief or the inlerim .vnlpeu.atn.n nlrnll l,e dishnrtid lo Iha Rmd, Seconul N'Ihc drill, npenud
undertheSuarilianQlip r•I'Ih: superinlenden6 Child Caro Inclilulinn• Rhere the chill Is tided
or in nb enec 16orcoC UUQ.SI Al. as the ca«. nmc us'.

If lb I TIM' IU\.

Under the Jchcnlc. no claim runde he the vi lim or her tkpcudcnt(s). tinder subsection (d) el'
S Ilion 3.7A ul• the ('ode. sr s +Il-Mel Inn (4) of 8cnrimr396 of the 9ursknlm N:mlriln. Fhnlh.

hr anlerl ain¢d ;tiler n pet is i ul' J )cars fium 11w data of uccurrenua of the nfl i cc or
cwlclulitw ethic Irinl.

however. ii. s]_-sgcing suss. nn :nl ipplidutiun tilde in this teg:nd. Inrreneana It, be rx,+llad.
the deli' 6:)•••nd three ccar. cm In' e.' be the Si SAni1)1 $.\s.

In cane Ilie victim or her delundemn ale riot .eall<Iietl with the gminlvm of onmllentelinn
:nra rluil by the\eereler o, I)LS A. 11W Bnl life appeal. Within JU da) t loin the dale rd'«ceipl
nl'nrder bethre Ilie CIICrr1iersB4 ISIS. \.

I'ruridad Ih.n, drip} II lilum npprul rnrnY 6c c•nWnnud h) the Al I'OIl:ne :Unhorne, Ibrrc.urm'
r.• he reenide I. in do ci nlI, ise, on xn nPPlie:nrnn mule: in lhn regai J.

IS. ltEI1E \I. S s i VIN(;S-

( I l In else this Cliaplcr i. >ilenl m1 in issue lienaifing In Victim Coinpemmion to \Franca.
the pn.ci.iau• ul Victru+ Ci,nip.:n.al.on Scheme of 11m 31abe rdanl.l be applicable.

(2) \+chin:•, in II•!• Rch.m:.hall I resent Cr:lime orlheirr4•pcn Jcul> face rn.lilmingaqe ('irll

Suitor Claim:n;:riinl the p.;r1 etennr +.l'.+Il ilce+Ii :alp in6er person indircelly. responsible ft
tlw .nnrr.

6epLulaliwr II i> chilled dial this Chapter hoes nor apply 1011111W' riaiinn-under P(SCS(I
Act, 2012 in so tar m Ihen cmupunsnlioll issues are lu be Jenlr with nnls• be the Id. Special

Gmrfe nuJa svcdan 17 t81 d' I'ISCSI) Ad. ?1)12 and lhde. (7) of die II CSU Ito Ics. 2012.

N.(SA''s'Cunrpvr nxuli+• tsrhrurr fart%iinrrn i'InfmJSm'r nnrs of Jt• iull:\..n Iilllulher
( ninrri Jr)13
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