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HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH: JABALPUR

No. e o Jabalpur, dated . /09/2026
ili-6-6/84

To,
The Princinal Disrrict and Sessions Judge(s),
All in the State (M.P.)

Subject:- Compliance of directions of Honble Supreme Court of
India Jidament dated 14.07.2026 in Miscellaneous
Application No, 1998 of 2026 in Suo Moto Writ Petition
(Criminall No. 1/2025 and directions regarding the
Commirtee's ReportﬁPubiication/ Handbook

-

(Judgmenis and CGender).
Sir/Madam,

Please find enclosed herewith a copy of the Judgment
passed by Honourabic the Supreme  Court of India dated
14.07.2026 in Misceilaneous Application No. 1998 of 2026 in
Suo Moto Writ Peiition (Criminal) No. 1/2025 and directions
regarding the Committee’s Report/Pu blication /Handbook
(Judgments and Genderj,

As directed. | am to request vou to kindly ensure thai
the same be immediately uploaded in vour District Court websites
and circulate the same amongst all the Judicial Officers under your
Jjurisdiction.
Encl:- As above.

MUKESH RAWAT
REGISTRAR District Establishment

Endt. No. .. ... - Jabalpur, dated ... /09 /2026

TRy
Copy forwarded to:-
The Principa Registrar (J), Registrar (J-11), Registrar
(1 & L), Principal Regis:iir [T-CSAY and Dirccror, Madhva Pradesh
State Judicial Acadcray, dnlalpur for information a appropriate
. ’ — P
action. T /w}/'.p
LY
AR
o MUKESH RAWAT
REGISTRAR District Establishment
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addressed to the Regiswar, NEW DELH!
O by o Y Cestenaton D.NO. 33905/2026/X
04™ August, 2026
FROM :  DEPUTY REGISTRAR {righ Cour of Wadhya Pradesh
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA z JasaLpyl
TO : t - :.‘.{u‘ -
;; Beg. N"J--jjzés-).(-\
- 1 MIRKIr
1. The Registrar General, ! Cecmtien
Madhya Pradesh High Court,
Jabalpur, Madhya Pradesh
Mi OUS APPLICATION NO. 1998 026

IN
SUO MOTO WRIT CRIMINAL NO. OF 2026

in Re: Order dated 17.03.2025 Passed by the High Court of Judicature
at Allahabad in Criminal Revision No. 1449 of 2024 and Ancillary
Issues

Sir,

I am directed to forward herewith, a Certified Copy of the Reportable
Judgment dated 14" july, 2026 passed by this Hon'ble Court in the matter
above-mentioned for your information, necessary action and compliance,

In compliance of Order dated 14.07.2026, you are hereby requested to
upload the Report/Publication/Handbook of the Committee in your official
website. You are also requested to forward the same to the subordinate
judiciary under your jurisdiction with a direction to upload the same in their
respective official websites.

You are requested to further communicate to the State judicial Academy,
State Legal Service Authority, District and Taluk Legal Services Authorities to
upload the Report/Publication/Handbook in their respective Official websites.




In terms of para 24, all concerned authorities whether judiciaI,‘
governmental or police authority to ensure effective dissemination and
implementation of the contents of this Report/Publication/Handbook and
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 institutionai oractice,

Kindly acknowledge and report compliance to this Registry.

Yours faithfully,

w i

DEPUTY REGISTRAR




N

[

e Jy 1@, 2
s s

I E P

2026 INSC 783 REPORTABLE

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 Passcd by
the High Court of Judicature o 26 I 03 ?ns
Allahabad in  Criminal Revision No.

144972024 and Ancillary Issues

SURYA KANT, CJI {Oral)

Pe Y 1. The origins of the present controversy Losve heen well documented and

do not require cluboraie retteration. Nevertheless, to briefly adduce the
factual matrix of the case, this Court cansidered it necessary to take
cognizance of certain observations made by o learned Single Judge of the
High Court of Judicature at Allahabad i the judgment and order dated

17.03.2025 in Criminal Revision Moo 1440/2024. The matter was

. ;H",_Q&*mmgm_\thc attention of this Court thouvh o letter dated 20.03.2025

addressed by a forum known as We the Womnen of India’. Upon receipt
of the said communication, the nutter wis rewstered and was first taken

up for consideration on 26.03.2025.

2. During the course of the proceedings beiore this Court, @ comprehensive

examination was undertaken of both thie correctness of the High Court’s
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decision as well as the propreio of 1he observations contained therein.
Upon such consideration, thos ol found e difficult to concur with the

conclusions reached by the Hich Court, The impugned judgment was
conseqguently held to have Do vrined by an erroneous application of

scettled  principles of crining oosprudence, The Criminal  Appeals

arising out of Diary Nos. (50a00 ninl 21813 of 2025 were thus allowed,

and the judgment and ordes doied T0.03.2025 passed by the High Court
was set astde. As a nunorn consequence thereof, the matter stood
remitted 1o the Court of b Special Judge (POCSO), Kasganj, for

=

adjudication in accordance woh Lo

Having held so, this Cours ol dhecnned it appropriate o take notice of a
broader and systemic concern ponneating various levels of the justice
delivery system, namelyv, the e oo tudicial decisions in cases involving

sexual offences o be mforn0 o onle by legal princinle but also by
! A = P A

sensitivity, compassion, ano oo v, This concern assumes particular

significance in matters inve o viinerable and/or minor victims and
witniesses, whose engagenne e e eriminal justice process demands

the highest degree of judicud core nd sensitivity,

In this backdrop, this Cooo oborved that judicial decisions must
embody the values of comnnssia: nmanity, and understanding, which
are indispensable to the adimnusuccon of a fair, responsive, and effective
system of justice. [t funbes coploesised that sustained institutional
HIERSUres are necessary 1o oo aned nurture a sensitive and vietim-

centric approach amongst 5o bors of the judiciary, while ensuring that

2 Puage




court procedures are similarly aligned o0 Cphold the dignity and rights

of those who come before the justice susienn,

This Court therefore considerced 1t necesscry 1o formulate appropriate
guidelines, mformed by the vicews and cecommnendations of domain
experts, while remaining mindiut o the coolons measures and initatives
undertaken in the past to strenghen te sdministration of justice in
cascs involving vulnerable persons. 1o iant end., Hon'ble Justice
Aniruddha Bosc, tormer Judge of this Cows od Director of the National
Judicial Academy, Bhopal, was requested 1o constitute and chair a
Committee of Experts comprisine four other domain specialists as
Members. The Committee was enirusted with the task of preparing a
comprehensive report on the subject, "Dercoping Guidelines to Inculcate
Sensitivity and Compassion into Judaes oG Judicial Processes in the

Context of Sexual Offerices and (iher Vil viiie Cuses'.

Pursuant thereto, Hon'ble Justice Arniruddha Bose constituted a
Committee comprising: (i) Justice Sonl 03 Gokant, Former Chief Justice
of the High Court of Gujarat; (i) Ms, Avoredha Shankar, Advocate and
Former Director General of Police, Madli vadeshs (idd) Dr. Surat Singh,
Advocate, Supreme Court of Indic: cnd tiv) Prof. Lucy T.V. Zehol,
Professor, Department of Anthropolog . Notth Eastern Hill University,
Shillong. The Committee is stated 1o hove been assisted by Dr. Sonam
Jain, faculty member at the National Juwdiciad Academy, and Mr. Shrish
Kailash Shukul, District Judge. Madbvo Prodesh cadre, and presently

Officer on Special Duty at the Acadony,




{

This Court also made corins coservations with a view to ensuring that

the proposed Guidelines oo <o the same fate as similar initiatives

undertaken in the past, Lo o, 1twas recognised that one of the
principal shortcomings ©f thc ooy guidelines on the use of gender-
neutral and non-stercotviv: ¢l woage injudicial writing was that they

were framed with refererncs o minantly anglicised model of court

functioning.

Unlike the common adone ook o hag os good for the goose may not
always be good for the corobors v vl well-intentioned, these previous
guidelines did not suffiove 0 o0 for the linguistic and cultural

diversity that characterises s fnt o judicial systemn, particularly at the

District Judiciary and Hizh ¢ oo fovels, where judicial procecdings and
judgments are ofter shoet b soonsl languages, idioms, modes of
expression, and local contoc o [ present exercise. therefore, sought to
ensure that the proposcd cinl Glines are capabic of meaningful

implementation across the e Dnguistic and nstitutional landscape

of the Indian justice delive s swn

It is important to note «1 s ocnctare that this exercise also assumes
significance in improving sl cnhuncing the  language generally
emploved in the course nf oo o oo cedings, and in the drafting of orders
and judgments. The e o0 Jeanl language has, admittedly,
traversed a rather wind:moe or b s where it once stood to where it

stands today. This is boeiise i nouage of the courts, and of judges

i particular, was ofteir coviion aid liden with legalese, rendering it

4| Pugo




10.

11.

difficult for the layperson to comprebie: i e time, however, courts in
India, and this Court in parucuinr, buee seern mindful of this concern
and have made a conscious etfort towinas ronddering the language of the

courts morc accessible to the public o oo

The idea, essentially, is to ensure thot peoule cre made aware of their

rights and responsibilitics. More piotictiariv, it is important (o
acknowledge that when our decisinns chinaely have the effect of

altering the course of a person's [He, i~ perative on us Lo ensure that
such decisions are rendered in terms 1 e understandable to them.
This becomes even more apparent whels we s W some of our initiatives
gearcd towards making judgments cvaialbie to the public in regional
languages. Against this backdrop. we o o lay great emphasis on
ensuring that our final decisicns e sordered in terms that are
approachable, accessible and compreloainie weross VAIVING Contexts,
so that the rich diversity of cur couwntw oes 1ol become an impediment

to our goal of true accessibility,

The Committee was in rhat regard exgressiv advised to prepare the
Guidehines in clear and accessible Lanvounee. capable of being readily
understood by all stakeholders, mcludios Locpersons. The Court further

emphasised that the Guidelines should nooid Lnnecessary reliance on

technical or absiruse terminclogy, poctonlariy expressions borrowed
from foreign languages or jurisdictiors nd instead remain firmly

rounded in the social realities and hved cxporionces of those who encaoe
[ gag

with the Indian Justice Delivery Soestonn,

St Puge




12, Pursuant thereto, the o ocmice undertook the arduous task of
preparing a scet of guild it are at once concise, practical, and
comprehensive, with il ohee e of assisting members of the judiciary
at all levels, In duce coneo o Comnuttee subiinitied its report and
accompanying publiccei o oo plianee with the mandate entrusted to
it. The pubilication troces 1o o0ntion of sender jursprudence in India,

highlighting the judicir s oonaing commitment o fostering a more

inclusive and equitabi e oo o very sestem,
13. The publication furino e g deniled discussion on the legal
framework  safeguariin. 0 puabist stereotvping and  vietime-

blaming, while illustooor 00 nanner in which msensiltive  eross-

examination and police o csron may inflict secordary trauma upon

victims and, in many .=~ eiate as o osignificant deterrent to their
pursuit of justice. 3 oo s significance 1s the compilation of
commonly emploved cove ot stereowvpical exproessions often found

in judicial discourse, v v sith suguested neutral alternatives that

are better suited to legad o0 cnieo and adjudication. The Committee has
thus endeavoured to prod oo proctical ind accessibic resource capable
of guiding judicial ofth oo+ 0 hgoing language and approaches that are

sensitive, inclusive, oo oo e nn with constitutional values.

14. The publication alse Do - vl nble suidance on exoressions that are
commonly employed 0 oo regiomal  and linguistic settings,
claritying whether suci o 0y carry pejorative or diseriminatory
connotations and, wihore ooanate, suggesting more respectful and

6] Dy



15.

16.

17.

inclusive alternatives. This wassunies soviedlar significance in the
context of references o transgende oevac and persons of diverse
sexual orientations,  gender ddentiies ool expressions,  and  sex

characteristics (SOGIESC), whore 1o 1 0 aecurate and dignified

terminology is integral to safeguarding i L dignity and equality.

The publication concludes with o dedivan .

won on conducting court

proceedings  with  greater comnpassion ool sensitivity, setting  out
practical measures o cnsure that jucio. o rcesses are responsive Lo
the nceds of vulnersble persons oo oreserving  the  fairness,
impartiality, and integrity of the adjuciv oy jocess.

This Court places on record its clovpest - osucontion for the painstaking
efforts of the Committee in preporing 1his oobiication. The work reflects
careful deliberarion. sensitivite, and & oo ureciation of the realities
of the Indian justce delivery svsien:s ©raoe 1o irs lucid presentation,
practical orientation. and ease of relfercr oo e publication serves as a

valuable ready reckoner for judiciul o/ e o sty level

We arc accordmgly fully satisficd that 1he a0 Loation merits acceptance.
The same is approved and shall scive o cochiy resource for members
of the judiciary, particularly whiic deal o vl matters mvolving sexual
offences and other cases concerning viltle persons. [ts adoption is
will indeed promote greater corsistenon, chaits, and  osensitivity in

judicial discourse, while ensuring tha 1o fecnge and processes of the

T P



18.

19.

20.

courts remain anch - oeowvalues of digniv, compassion, and
empathy,

At the same time. wo o -0 0 necessary to clarty that the use of
appropriate, inclusiv . 0 ceree language is an cvoiving exercise and
cannot be regarded o< 0 o aned tmehitve As socienad understanding
continues to develo;: - = the lanenage copiosod by courts in
the discharge of thel: 0 00 ons,

The present pubio oo Coonts o thercfore, Lo rreated  as the
commencement of .:'. s esanstitutiona] endesvogr rather than s
culmination. [t sl : o neumbent upon the Gudiclary, and
particularly upon - . o ooeriodically revisit and refine these
standards so as o 0 0 0 adicial discourse aovoss the country
remains  consistent cootutiornye values. redects sensitivity
towards all stakehol o0 -0 wceaks s coherent and harmonious
voice.

In view of the forego 0 e o the Rewistrv of b= Court to ensure
that the publication 0 oo the website of the Supreme Court,
and that copies ther coovdated rooall Hich Courts for similar
upload on their respoc 0 s as also for oneoed dissemination to
the District Judion: “oooowithin their ressocthye purisdictions.
Copies shall likewis o cd e e Tribunels and othier quasi-
Judicial bodies, whoe 0 0o same on thelr resoective website(s),
if any.

RfPage




21.

22.

23.

24.

Similarly. the aforesaid handbook sha o cibhished by the National
Judicial Academy and all State udich . L aies on their websites,
Copies of the handbook shall further be - = i o) the Union and State
Law Departments: to the National Legal 5o oy Authority, as also the
State, District and Taluk Legal Services oo oies: and to the Ministry
of Women and Child Developrient, (oo o of India. Regional
translations of the hondbook ;%Eso oo ioied amongst relevant

academicians, law universitios cod law o .

The Directors General of Police and the 1« o [Urosecution) of all the

States arc alse dircoted to imolemer: Crnlbook, and to issue
instructions to all police stations withir: - - Cosorotive jurisdictions to

abide by its contents while registoring a0 0 o “nng a chargesheet.

The publication shull serve as o mandal o g resouree in matters
involving sexual offences and other case oo nuing vuldnerable persons.
We o further  direet all concomed  cinoeen, whether Judicial,
governmental, or police authorities, to o Conropriale steps to ensure
the effective disscmination and bmpleni 0 of the contents of this
publication. To that end, they oy oroo -0 ricniation programimes,

training sessions, workshops, seminass oo other capacitv-building
inittiatives for all concerned officers wnd < o0l o that the principles
embodied in the publication arc ucanin. . woderstood and effectively

integrated into institutional praciice.

9| Paoga




25,

26.

27.

Before we conclude,

to light during the

Advocate, miormed o
High Court of Judio.o

(8J) No. 7753/2013. .

principles  establish

Consequently, the M-
the Hon'ble the Chi
regarding whether 1t 5=

procecditgs in this o

With these direction-.

Ordered accordingis

the above terms.

NEW DELHI;
JULY 14, 2026
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Context

Since the days written languages became part of our civilization, it
has helped us in expressing our thoughts in writing 1o 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 n all societics
subsisting in the world. But where there is discrimination. it is natural
human response to resist, and such resistance has given rise to reform o
movements which history will testify. The legal systems often play a vital "

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-

role in the process of resistance. Judges have spoken in different ways,
related controversies. |
' |

The 50s and 60s of the last century witnessed caste. color, and class- o
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
& pomt 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




courts. Cases of Vishakha, Nargesh Meerza, Githa Hariharan Nacz
Foundation. are some of the decisions coming from our Hon ble Supreme
Court which reflect the integration of this new jurisprudence into our legal
system.

One challenge that was initially not anticipated while the gender
Jurisprudence was developing was the role of the complainant as the victim.
Gender related cases required a sensitive and empathetic judicial approach.
Specifically in relation to allegations of sexual offences. graphical
representation of the otfending act in course of trial in an open courtroom
often resulted in traumatizing the victim, making her relive the moment in
un 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 1s also complicit in some way. That is why. often. the defense
lawyer, in the course ol a trial, tries to highlight the dress. or general
appearance of the victim as aiso the time and location at the time of the
otfence.

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 oftending 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 Intellicent Quotient in
discharge of judicial function.

In Suo Moto Writ Petition Criminal No. 172023, 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 Swo Moto proceedings




upon an order by a High Court involving allegations of the commission of
oftences under Section 376 of the Indian Penal Code 1860 and Section 18
of the Protection of Children from Sexual Offences Act 2012 (POCSO). In
the order of the High Court, a certain graphic descriptions of the offending
act was given. The High Court had modified the 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 Children from Sexual
Offences Act 2012, The judgmeht of the Hon’ble Supreme Court was
delivered on 10" February 2026.

After dealing with the order of the High Court on merit the Hon'ble
Supreme Court was pleased to direct:

YT Mss Gupta and Mr Phoolka, learned Senior Counsel, have,
apart from pointing out the legal flaws in the impugned judcment, also
wged this Cowrt to take cognisance of the insensitivity reflected in the
impugned judgment toveards the plight of the minor girl. who is alleged 10
have been the victim of sexual offences. They submit that there have been
various instances of impassive judicial decisions. across different levels of
the judiciary. swhere judges and judicial officers have failed to imbibe
compassion and empathy in the manner of handling matters involving
sexual offences. especially when it comes to vulnerable and’or minor
victims andvitnesses. In this vein, the learned Senior Counsel/counsel for
the parties have pleaded that certain guidelines may be laid down hy this
Cowrt 10 prevent such issues from arising in the future.

18 We find some strength in the issues raised before us. The Judicial
svstem, as a cohesive framework, is designed to deliver justice and
sadsfaction 1o citizens who seek redressal of their grievances hefore it. To
meet such an objective, our efforts must not only be grounded in the sound
application of constitutional and legal principles but also Joster an
enviropment of compassion and empathy. The absence of either of these
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cornerstones would prevent judicial institutions from properly performing
their crivical duties.

19 No judge or judgment of any cowrt can be expecied to do
complete justice when it is inconsiderate towards the tactual realities of a
litigant and the vulnerabilities which they may be facing in approaching a
court of law. Qur decisions as participants in the legal process. from laving
down the procedure that shall have to be faced by common citizens 10 the

final judgment passed in anv given case, must reflect the ethos of

compassion. fuvnanity. and understanding, which are essential for creating

a fair and effective justice system.

20 There is no doubt that some action is required 1o be taken to
inculeate and nurture an inherent sensitivity and discernment into the
approach of members of the judiciary, as well as into the accompanying
cowrt procedures. Various steps, in this direction, have also been taken by
the Constitutional Courts of this country, from time 1o time. on the judicial
as well as administrative side. it seems, however. thar the efforts thus fr

have not horne the fruit that was expected.

21, That being so. we are hesutant to undertake, at this stage, a fresh
and wunguided attempt to lav down anv guidelines, without the benefit of
comprehensive understanding of the past endeavours of such nature
undertaken by the different Constinutional and statutorv bodies, the on-
ground results of such efforts. and the varying scope of problems faced by
victims and complainants in similarly sensitive cases. An attempt of this
kind also should not he undertaken without the valuable opinions and
suggestions of different domain experts, which, in our judicial experience,

does not intuitively emerge out of litigative proceedings.

220 For this purpose, we request the National Judicial Academy,

Bhopal. through its Director, Justice Aniruddha Bose, and former Judge of

this Court. to constitute a Commitree of Experts. The Commitiee of Experts



shall be presided over by Justice Bose as Chairperson and shall comprise
Jowr other domain experts as Members, which may include practitioners,
academicians, and social workers.

23 We request the Committee of Experts to prepare a comprehensive
report on the matter of *Developing Guidelines to Inculcate Sensitivity and
Compassion into Judges and Judicial Processes in the Context of Sexual
Offences and other Vulnerable Cases’. The Committee shall consider the
previous measures undertaken, whether on the judicial side or the
administrative side. to achieve such goals, as well as the varying results W/
seen on the ground through the implementation of such measures. Further
after taking into account such previous endeavours and the variety of on-
ground experiences faced by different stakeholders across the judicial
svstem. prepare comprehensive recommendations. These recommendations
shall be i1 the form of "Draft Guidelines for the Approach of Judges and the
Judicial System When Dealing with Cases of Sexual Offences and other
Similarly  Sensitive  Occurrences Involving  Vulnerable  Victims,
Complainants, and/or Witnesses '

2. The Commirtee shall, while preparing the report, bear in mind
the linguistic diversity of our nation. There are various examples of
offensive words and expressions, the use of which would ordinarily
constitute an offence under our penal laws, but they are openly spoken by
members of our society in local dialects, ostensibly because of the absence
of a clear understanding of 'the offensive nature of such saying. It shall be
highly appreciated if the Committee, as a part of its report. is able to identify
and compile such words’expressions, from different languages, so that they
do not go unnoticed, and the complainants/victims are empowered to give
hetier and fuller narrative of the trauma undergone by them.

25 While doing so, the Committee of Experts must remind itself that
the primary beneficiaries of these Guidelines are the victims/complainants,



majority of whom are children, women of tender age, and members of
vulnerable sections of society. As such, the Commitiee shall enswre that the
Draft Guidelines are devised in a manner so that they mav be understood
and wilized easily by such persons, irvespective of their backgrownd and

HIEUns.

26, To this end. we recommend that the Committee of Experts
prepare, preferably the entive report. and in any case at least the draft
guidelines. in simple language comprehensible 10 lavpersons, whose
interests the guidelines seek to protect. The guidelines, we expect. will not
be loaded wwith heavy, complicated expressions borne from  foreign
languages and jurisdictions. Thev must be contextualised in the real and
Ihved experience of the stakeholders in Indian judicial process. with direct
reference (o 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 readers, irrespective of linguistic and

legal proficiency.

28 He may also clarify thar we, in no wav, seek to restrict the
Comumnittee of Experis on the aspect of the volume of the draft guidelines.
- When an attempt is being made 1o explain-and clarify the different conceprs,
o rights. procedures, and best practices to be followed, the Committee must
ensure that the report is comprehensive and exhaustive, including
appropriate  and adequate  explanations  and  illustrations  wherever

necessary,

29, The Committee of Experts shall be w liberny 1o seek the
assistance of other experts on this maiter, such as linguistics academicians,
prosecutors, litigators, social scientists, and counsellors, as it deems

ACCESSAr).




30. The Registry of this Court is directed to forward a copy of this
order to Justice Bose, and we request him to constitute the Committee of
Experts. preferably swithin a period of two weeks. Counsel for the parties
are permitted to file written submissions, charts, lists, and other documents,
which may be of relevance to the Committee, with the Registry of this Court
within nvo weeks. These documents, along with a complete set of the
paperbooks of all these marters, shall be forwarded to the Committee,
thereafter. for its consideration.

31 The Chairperson and the Members of the Committee of Experts W/
shall, for their valuable time and efforts, be paid such honorarium as may
be determined by Justice Bose. for which necessary funds shall be provided
by the Supreme Court of India.

32, We request the Committee of FExperts to complete its
deliberations and submit a report to this Court, preferably within three

months. o

33 Having passed these directions, we are of the considered opinion
that the suo motu writ petition regarding the order dated 17.03.2025, which
we have already set aside, need not be kept open. As and when the
Commiitee of Experts is able to furnish its report to this Cowrt, the same
would be taken up in a holistic manner, not specifically in the context of a W
single case. To that effect, the Registry is directed, upon receipt of the report
from the Committee of Experts, to place the same before Hon'ble the Chief
Justice of India on the administrative side for appropriate instructions.

S4. Hence, in terms of the directions issued hereinabove, the instant
suo motu case stands disposed of. Pending interlocutory applications, if
any, also stand disposed of

Fhe present publication has been made in pursuance of the
directions of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. A committee was



constituted by the undersigned comprising of Honble Ms. Justice Sonia G.
Gokant, Former Chiet Justice of the High Court ot Gujarat. Ms. Anuradha
Shankar, Former Director General of Police. Madhva Pradesh, Dr. Surat
Singh. Advocate, Supreme Court of India, and Prof. Lucy T.V. Zehol,
Protessor. Department of Anthropology, North-Eastern Hill University,
Shillong. The committee was assisted by Dr. Sonam Jain, taculty member
at the National Judicial Academy in completing the work., Mr Shrish
Kailash Shukul. a District Judge of Madhya Pradesh Cadre presently Otticer
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
[ to this publication.

It was unique task before the committee to undertake a work of this
nature. The committee tried its best to capture the writing stvle of
Judgements in relation to gender related i1ssues and highlighted them, but a
publication ot this nature cannot permanently act as guideline as language
evolve continuously, Words spoken on the streets cannot make its way into
judgements directly. [n 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




being harbouring apprehension of being traumatized. Use of appropriate

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

[he committee 1s 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.

Justice Aniruddha Bose
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Gender Jurisprudence in India

Through a continuous judicial process, the judiciary in India has
consistently expanded the scope of gender justice while dealing with these
issues. The jurisprudence evolved through court decisions highlight
protection of dignity, bodily integrity. equality and privacy. The courts are
playing a transformative role in dismantling patriarchal stereotypes,
recognizing intersectional vulnerabilities, strengthening workplace and

—~ institutional safeguards tfrom dominant gender harassment. This led to the
recognition of reproductive and sexual autonomy. atfirmation 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. | Name of the
No. . Case (with

Year)

I Yusuf Abdul
Aziz v, State
of Bombay

(AIR 1954 SC

Challenge to

Factual Brief ! Principle from the Judgment |

Section 497

IPC (adultery

flaw) on

- grounds of

gender
discrimination.

(section 497 of

CIPC has

subsequently
been struck
down 1n the
case of Joseph
Shine as serial
no. 13 1 this

tahle)

| of the Hon’ble

| Court of India reflecting the

[ transition of

[ Jurisprudence

|

Supreme
Gender
|

| The Hon’ble Supreme Court

upheld the constitutional

| validity of special provisions

| for women under Article
|

| 15(3). recognizing that

substantive equality may

| require protective measures in

| favour of women.

2 |CB.
Muthamma v.

, | Union of India
(19794 SCC

260)

First woman in Court condemned sex-based

' Indian Foreign

Service
challenged

discriminatory

| promotion/sery

ice rules,

equality in public

mein.

service rules and affirmed

worse footing than married |

employment, stating married |

women cannot be put on a




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

Tukaram v.
State of
Maharashtra
((1979) 2 SCC
143)

Rape of a
minor girl in
police custody:
accused
acquitted due
to restrictive
reasoning on

consent.

Public outcry led to reforms
in rape laws, shifting focus to
survivor-centric interpretation
and statutory changes
regarding consent and
evidence.

Air India v,
Nergesh
Meerza
(19814 SCC
335)

Air hostesses
challenged
rules
mandating
retirement on

The Court held pregnancy-
based termination rules
arbitrary and unconstitutional,
calling such provisions an
insult to womanhood.

marriage/pregn

ancy.
Bharwada Rape The Court held survivor's
Bhoginbhui SUrvivor’s testimony does not require
Hirjibhai v. testimony corroboration, recognizing the
State of questioned for | social stigma of reporting
Gujarat tack of sexual violence.

((1983) 3 SCC
217)

corroboration.




S| Namcof the | Factual Brief | Principle from the Judgment

| No. ! Case (with of the Hon’ble Supreme

5 | Year) Court of India reflecting the

I : transition of Gender

' : Jurisprudence

| 6 : State of Punjab | Rape The Court emphasized (in-

! - v, Gurmit survivor's camera) proceedings, privacy

:. | Stngh ((1996) | privacy and protection, and survivor

| 2 SCC 384) dignity during | dignity, noting no woman

' | trial at 1ssue. would humiliate herself by

: making a false allegation.

' 7 Vishaka v. Sexual The 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

; ' 241) equality includes protection

| | from such harassment.

S : Sakshi v, NGO sought The Hon’ble Supreme Court

| Unionof India | child-sensitive | directed adoption of child-
((2004) 3 SCC | courtroom sensitive adjudication to

' 318) procedures for | prevent trauma to child

' sexual offence | victims.

‘ U rials, '

9 | Anuj Garg v. Challenge to The Court held legislation

Hotel
Association of
India ((2008) 3
SCC 1)

law barring
women from
working in
venues serving
alcohol.

should be assessed by its
impact, not just aims, and
struck down exclusionary
provisions as unconstitutional.




' S. | Nameof the | Factual Brief | Principle from the J udgment
' No. | Case (with of the Hon’ble Supreme
Year) Court of India reflecting the
transition of Gender
Jurisprudence
Suchita Pregnant The Court atfirmed
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.

National Legal
Services
Authority v.
Union of India
(2014 5 SCC
438)

Recognition of
transgender
persons” legal
rights.

The Court constitutionally
recognized trunsgender
identity, atfirming dignity and
directing affirmative
measures for inclusion.

Joseph Shine

Challenge o

The Hon’ble Supreme Court

v. Union of criminalization | struck down adultery law as

India ((2019) 3 | of adultery unconsututional and rejected

SCC 39 law. patriarchal notions of
marriage.

Indian Young | Women The Court held exclusion

Lawyers challenged based on biology violates

Association v.
State of Kerala
((2019) 11
SCC 1)

exclusion from
entering
Sabarimala
temple.

dignity and equality, and
asserted constitutional
morality prevails over
patriarchal customs.
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Name of the
Case (with

Factual Brief

Principle from the Judgment

of the Hon’ble Supreme

Year) Court of India reflecting the
transition of Gender
Jurisprudence
Secretary, Women The Court rejected

Ministry of
Defence v.
Babita Puniya
((2020) 7 SCC
469)

officers sought
permanent
commission in
the Indian
Army.

stereotypes about women’s
roles and held women cannot
be deniced equal opportunity
on the basis of physiological
or social assumptions.

tn

Lt. Col.
Nitisha v,
Union of India
((2021) 15
SCC 125)

Challenge to
facially neutral
standards in
army selection.

The Honble Supreme Court
recognized indirect
discrimination and advanced
substantive equality
Jurisprudence.

Aparna Bhat v.

State of
Madhva
Pradesh
((2021) 3 SCC
247)

High Court had
made
stereotypical
remarks and
suggested
compromise in

The Court directed judges to
avoid gender stereotypes and
prohibited suggestions of
marriage/compromise in rape
cases.

rape case.
Altorney High Court The Hon ble Supreme Court
General for acquitted set aside the interpretation,

India v. Satish
((2022) 5 SCC
545

accused under
POCSO based
on “skin-to-

skin™ contact.

holding child protection laws
must be purposively
mterpreted.




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

Patan Jamal
Vali v. Stare of

Rape and
murder of a

The Court recognized
intersectionality,

Andhra Dalit woman. | acknowledging compounded
Pradesh discrimination based on caste.,
(2021516 gender. and disability.

SCC 223)

State of Use of two- The Honble Supreme Court

Jharkhand v.
Shailendra
Kumar Rai

finger test in
rape

examination.

condemned the test as
regressive and irrelevant to
consent, directing 1t must not

v. Central
Administrative
Tribunal
({20233 13
SCC 681)

maternity leave
for non-
traditional
family
structure.

i L(2022) 14 be conducted.

' $CC 299
X v. Principal | Unmarried The Court held unmarried
Secretary, wonman women are equally entitled to
Health & challenged reproductive autonomy and
Family denial of recognized marital rape for
Weltare Dept., | abortion after | limited purposes.
Delhi ((2023) | 20 weeks.
9 SCC 433)
Deepika Singh | Denial of The Court recognized that

families m contemporary
soclety exist in diverse forms
and rejected stereotvpical
assumptions regarding
caregiving and family roles.

N
-




Name of the
Case (with

Factual Brief

Principle from the Judgment
of the Hon'ble Supreme

Year) Court of India reflecting the
transition of Gender
Jurisprudence
Suprivo @ Petition for The Court declined

Supriva legal recognition but reiterated
Chakraborty & | recognition of ' queer rights to dignity.

Anr v. Union same-sex autonomy, and protection

of India (2023 | marriages. from discrimination.

INSC 920y

In Re: Alleged | Institutional The Hon"ble Supreme Court

Rape and
Murder
Incident of a

response to
sexual violence
against a

emphasized institutional
accountability, safe working
environments. and survivor

Trainee Doctor | doctor. | dignity.

(2024 INSC

613)

Dr. Sohail Jurisdictional | The Court clarified ICC’s

Malik v. Union
of India (2025
SCC Onlane

challenge to
[CC under
POSH Act.

Jurisdiction extends across
departments and must uphold
the remedial intent of the

SC2751) POSH Act.

25 | Vaneeta Complaintof | The Court recognized that a
Patnaik v. continuing hostile work environment
Nirmal Kanti sexual may be continuing

Chakrabaru
(2025 INSC
1106)

harassment at
work.

harassssing. requiring
survivor-sensitive
mterpretation under POSH
Act.




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

Nipun Saxena
v. Union or
India ((2019) 2

Protection of

- identity and

privacy of

The Court reinforced the
statutory prohibition on
disclosure of the identity of

Panpatil v.
State of
Maharashtra
(2024 INSC
762

Sarpanch was
disqualified
from otfice on
allegations that
she resided in a
house
encroaching on
covernment
land.

SCC 703) victims of rape survivors and issued
; - sexual comprchensive directions to
‘ offences. protect their privacy and
i dignity throughout the
criminal justice process.
including in judicial records
E and media reporting.
i Manisha An elected The Court recognized that
| Ravindra woman legal and administrative

actions against women elected
representatives may
sometimes be rooted in
patriarchal resistance o
women exercising authority,
particularly n rural
governance structures.

Note: The above rable 1s

gender justice and constitutional equaliry.

onlv illustrative and not exhaustive of the extensive

Jurisprudence developed by the Hon'bie Supreme Couwrt of India in advancing




Legal Protections against Victim-Blaming

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 barred any insinuation about a complainant’s
sexual reputation or character. In State of Jharkhand v. Shailendra Kumar
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.” 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.” 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.”

b2022) 14 SCC 299,

© Pawdarchal & sexist to assume that a sexually active woman cannot be raped; Anyone
conducting ‘two-tinger’ test will be cuilty of  misconduct: SC,
hups=nvwwsceonling comblog post 202201101 /two-finger-test-banned-sexually-uctive-
women-can-be-raped-guilty-misconduci-supreme-cowri-legal-updates-research-guidelines-
mews# et =, HED%S0%490

fhid. {The said provision is incorporated in Section 48 of the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam
(BSA) 2023

Bechan Prasad v. State of U.P. and Another, 2026:AHC:21013

AHahabad HC pulls up advocate for calling rape victim a woman of “easy virtue™; says it
violates dignity & privacy under Article 21,




This aligns with international rape-shield standards. For example, Federal
Rules of Evidence in the U.S. forbid introducing a complainant’s sexual
behavior or predisposition in most sexual assault cases.® Such rules. and
Article 5 of CEDAW (Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination against Women.) 1979. recognize that asking about a

woman’s private life only perpetuates myths and deters reporting.
Cross-Examination and Sexual History

In practice. victims are often subjected to harassing cross-
examination designed to plant doubt. Maximum trauma is faced by the
victim afer the oftence reaches trial stage. Judges have begun to rein in
such tactics. For instance one recent decision, ordered an immediate end to
the notorious “two-finger test”™ and remarked that whether 2 woman is
“habituated to sexual intercourse™ is “irrelevant™ to determining rape’. The
Court emphasized: “Nothing could be further from the tvruth, a woman's
P sexual history is whoily immaterial while adjudicating whether the accused
raped her . 1t 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
o the Bharatiya Sakshya 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

hups:iwww sceonline. conyblog post’2026/02/06 rape-survivor-character-assassination-
allahabad-he s~ text=The 2. 200 aurt% 2 Oadded %2 0thar 42 Dany,of* 20he % 20920722

Rule 412, Sex-Otfence Cases: The Vietim,

hetpscowww law.cornell edirides frerule 127 = text="2%28a%26% 20 rohibited 7420 Usey, or
oceeding@20involving %42 0ulleged¥s2 Usexual “20misconduct

Lillu @ Rajesh v. State of Haryana, (2013} 14 SCC 643




this means Jawyers 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 High Court rejected the argument
that a teenager’s two boyfriends justified her rape. It was observed that “a |
woman may be having easy virtue but that does not mean all and sundry can |
take advantage of this fact. She has a right to sav no™. The Hon ble Supreme
Court held that Even if the prosecutrix, in a given case, has been |
promiscuous in her sexual behaviour earlier, she has a right to refuse to ‘
submit herself to sexual intercourse to anyone and everyone because she is

| not a vulnerable object or prey for being sexually assaulted by anyone and
| evervone.®
|
|

Contrasting Judicial Sensitivities: Progressive
Approaches and Persistent Prejudices

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 about 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 of Punjab v. Gurmit 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 embarrassing, insulting or intimidating

¥ State (NCT of Delhi) v, Pankaj Chaudhary, (2019) 11 SCC 375
(1996) 2 SCC 384




questioning. Judges did understand that women are reluctant to report such
incidents and were conscious enough to intervene in between when the
cross-examination goes beyond the 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
whole.

The other side of the story is where the terms and phrases like why

were vou there at that time? Why were you wearing this kind of ¢lothing?

~ Why were you not accompanied by any men? Why did you report so late?

are frequently used. In matrimonial cases. when women approach the police

for registering a complaint, they are asked in disbelief, “"Why now?" A fter

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 like this. Not just the police station, the same

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

™ jails, hospitals, etc.'”. The court is the only place where ajudge listens to all

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

would do 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

P 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

I

Inputs for Guidelines for @ Gender-Just Justice System With Reference To Women Survivors of
Vielence, Abuse & Exploitation — (Note Prepared through a Consultative Process with Civil
Saciety Groups) By State Women's Commission, Madhya Pradesh,




statements. Survivors are routinely met with remarks such as. ~Ghar ki baat
hai, itna kva ho gava? (It is a matter of home, what happened so much?)”
or “Samjhauta kar lo, ghar bach jayega, (Make a compromise, your house
will be saved.)™ trivializing their experiences of violence and pressuring
them to compromise. Police and other authorities often question their
appearance with comments like, “Lipstick laali lagakar complaint likhwane
aayi 1o? (You have come to lodge a complaint wearing lipstick.)™ or cast
doubts on their itentions. saving “A«j kal ki auratein drama karti hain
(HWomen these davs are dramatic.).” Survivors are also asked irrelevant and
intrusive questions about their personal life and conduct, for example. “Adap
iss tarah kapde pehen kar relnti hain? (Do you Keep dressing like this?)” or
“dap ka behaviowr kaisa hai ghar mein? (How is your behavior at home?)”
These statements. instead of building the survivor's confidence, further

traumatize and deter them from seeking justice.’

Testimonies within the guidelines highlight the reality of these experiences. .
One survivor shared how, after suffering visible injuries, she was made to S |
wait at the hospital and questioned about her “behaviour at home™ before |
being examined. Another testimony from a trans-person stated being forced |
to strip for “identity verification” and being pressured to sign false |
statements, while also being mocked and denied access to family or

respectful treatment. Such narratives underscore the systemic barriers and w

the patriarchal attitudes survivors must confront at every stage, especially

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

gender-based discrimination. =

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




The Hon'ble Kerala High Court”? in December 2024 Mat. Appeal No. 706
of 2024 delivered a judgment, stating that clothing is a form of sclf-
expression, being part of an individual’s identity or an expression of general
aesthetics. It is unpardonable and impermissible in any civilized society 1o
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.”

SN v XXXXXL 2024 KER91898




Rule against stercotyping: A transition to
Gender Just Society

Judicial approaches in India have consistently rejected the use of
gender-based stereotypes in adjudication, particularly in cases involving
sexual otfences and gender justice.

i InAparna Bhat v. State of M.P", the Honble Supreme Court held that
courts must avold stereotypes relating to a victim’s clothing, lifestyle,
marital status. or sexual history. emphasizing that such factors are LV
irrelevant to consent or credibility and underscoring the need for judicial
sensitivity training. It was held that stereotypical judicial observations
undermine fairmness and victim confidence, requiring courts to maintain
neutrality and avoid extraneous social assumptions.

ii. In Sanghmitra v. State”, it was further clarified that professional
identity or gender cannot form the basis of judicial presumptions.

The exclusion of sexual history and character-based reasoning has been
reinforced  through  statutory and doctrinal  developments. Judicial
condemnation of stigmatizing language is also reflected in Bodhisattwa
Gautam . Sublira Chakraborn™, which addressed the seriousness of
sexual violence and the impact ot societal biases on victims. The Hon’ble

Supreme Court in Aparna Bhar 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
m laws governing marital and gender roles. In Joseph Shine v. Union of

Supra
2024 DHC 2524,
(1996) 1 SCC 490




India?, Section 497 IPC was struck down for treating women as passive
and subordinate, thereby violating Articles 14 and 135, Similarly, Shayara
Bano v. Union of India', invalidated triple talaq for perpetuating gender
inequality, while Navtej Singh Johar v. Union of India'®, held that laws
enforcing heteronormative gender roles are unconstitutional, grounding
anti-stereotyping in equality and privacy rights. In Yash Pal v. State of
Haryana®, 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 of Punjab v. Gurmit Singh®!, 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 Aparna Bhat, 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 Shine™, the Hon’ble Supreme
Court overruled Sowmithri Vishnu v. Union of India®, rejecting notions of

women as  the property of husbands. Likewise, Naveej Singh

(2019) 3 SCC 39,

H2017) 9 8CC 1.

F2018) 10 8CC 1.

MCRWPA660/2021 (2024 PHITC: 1 18245-D1
sU Supra

- Supra

TOAIR 1983 SC 1618,




0l - ” r ~ . 15 P .
Johar**overruled Suresh Kumar Koushal v. Naz Foundation=, affirming
that constitutional morality must prevail over outdated social norms that

enforce gender and sexual stereotypes.







Gendered/Stereotype Language in
Judgments and Alternatives

[t has been a longtime concemn 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 courtrcom remarks or judgments that rely on stereotypes may
o discourage victims from reporting offences or participating in the justice
process. Judicial atiitudes in sexual assault cases involving unconscious
women have often reproduced “rape myths™ and questioned victims’
credibility rather than focusing on the accused’s conduct®®. Such language
can re-traumatize survivors and reinforce social prejudice instead of
pramoting 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. Sensitive judicial 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:D LAW,
LEGAL PRACTICE AND WOMEN'S ACTIVISM (University of Otrawa Press, 2012) 483 at
4834827




public trust, protects the dignity of vulnerable individuals, and ensures that
the justice system reflects principles of equality and human rights.

In the case of Phul Singh v. State of Harvana®. there are issues with
both the words used by the Court and the way it decided on the sentence, if
looked through gender justice lens raises concern. Accused of the crime
was said to be motivated by "sex stress” and other phrases may be
considered inappropriate today. Use of sensitive expressions has become a
critical component in judgment writing on gender related cases in
contemporary jurisprudence.

The following glossary is curated after analyzing the 123 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 Neutral, and legally appropriate
| Phrase alternatives
The body of women as play Violated bodily autonomy of
around complainant(s)/victim(s)
Helpless woman: helpless Survivor / Complainant
female

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

the gods rejoice focus on legal rights

It destroys the very soul of a Crime caused severe trauma to the
helpless woman survivor

Victimization, soul destroyed Survivor experienced harm/trauma

(1979) 4 SCC 413




Traditional/Problematic | Neutral, and legally appropriate
Phrase : alternatives

Female membérsﬁpcrsons (for Victim / Survivor / Complainant

victims)

Gold digger {economic motive) Avoid speculation: focus on evidence

Sutfering from psvchological iSurvivor may experiencing

NEUrosis ' trauma/distress

Woman in non-permissive Person in a conservative society

- society :

Allow women to walk freely | All individuals have nghttomoxe
freely and safely

Sell-respecting woman Women may be used without any
adjective

Poor helpless minor girl Minor victim / Child survivor |

m Hormonal changes. desire, Avoid physiological explanations

remptation l;uniess absolutely necessary

She was enticed away (good taith) Accused lured/abducted victim by
galiing trust |

Honour, N | Avoid “honour™/“shame™; focus |

™ shame :011.survivor’s rights

Victim of another peuon: - :%“V.i"ctinv'survivor of sexual

lust ' assault/violence

Stigma as mevitable consequence | Focus on justice/rehabilitation

Outraged the modesty -Sexual assault/violation of | |
bodil v autonomy 1

Serious health consequences ‘Serious health consequences for 7

Jas a female ‘the victim/survivor




Traditional/Problematic Neutral, and legally appropriate
Phrase alternatives
Permanent impact on girl’s life Survivor may need ongoing
support: focus on recovery

Lost her chastity Survivor's bodily autonomy was ;f
violated 'I
No hue and cry. traveled Avotd victim-blaming: focus on
Calmly (to describe post occurance | facts "
behavior of the vicum)
Gullible or obedient daughter Minor / Child victim
She was a consenting party Consent is not legally valid for
. minors '
“Tutored child : ' Child witness: avoid assumptions
about influence o
Bid to defile chastity Act of sexual assault/violation ot
autonomy
Fueled by lust Sexual violence: avoid attributing
:' crime to “lust”
%Prosecutz‘ix Victim / Survivor / Complainant u
| Degrades the soul of the Cuauses severe harm to survivor
helpless female '
Spoiled her childhood / The crime had serious consequences:
rutned hfe Iifc:u:us on support
Minor girl/child Child victim / Survivor
Satisty his illicit lust Committed sexual assault /
violated the law




Traditional/Problematic
Phrase

; Neutral, and legally appropriate
1 alternatives

Haunt throughout her life

Survivor may face ongoing

| challenges

Physical relationship (for
rape/assault)

' Sexual assault / rape (if the offending
lact 1s non- consensual and/or victim is
‘& minor)

Disrobing {(unless provided in the
statute )

 Forced removal of clothing (part of
!
-sexual assault)

Status and prestige of tamily

is at stake

Focus on harm to victim/ survivor;
avoid “honour™ shaming

Scars left remartn litelong

Survivor may need ongoing

“support: focus on recovery

Helpless female

Survivor

Her private part/chest/ vagina.
vietim girl

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

Accused acted as with his
eranddaughter

‘Focus on age difference &

power dynamics. not family

Destroyed life, betraval.

shameful conduct

‘Survivor experienced severe
Hharm

Modesty

Oftends esteemv/dignity

Bodily autonomy

Violation of survivor's bodily

autonomy and rights

Girl child 1s vulnerable

All children are entitled o protection

under the law




Traditional/Problematic ~ Neutral, and legally appropriate
Phrase alternatives

Sex slave Survivor subjected to repeated
sexual violence/exploitation — while
being kept under control

Brothel keeper Perpetrator of trafficking/sexual

Exploitation (the term brothel may be |
used if statutorily necessary)

Sterling character (victim's Character evidence is irrelevant in ! -
character) sexual offences
[Lust satistaction Act of sexuai violence/assault:

Prudent aturibute - avoid trivializing

crime
[Hiterate/rustic witness Witness (mention education only if o
legally relevant) L
Whore (derogatory term) Survivor / Victim
Inability to control emotions. Avoid rationalizing crime; focus
male-dominated society on accountability/law

In several cases, courts are required to deal with situations where people
having relationship with person other than spouses. Live-in relationship
between persons who are not formallv married 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.




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

For person with different sexual orientation LGBTQIA+ is an umbrella term

which is used. The term homosexual is in common use but may be

substituted by “Gayv', For women "Lesbian’ is still an acceptable term. For
i third gender — in North India the word Hijra is used. in Tamil Nadu
Thirunangai refers to a transgender woman, and Zhirunambi refers to a
transgender man. In Karatwka Jogappa is used in gender-diverse
communities. These are implicitly pejorative and now the term which is
acceptable and dignitied is intersex. It might be advisable to uses these in
court languages. Now. the term SOGIESC (An acronym for sexual
orientation. gender identity. expression and sex characteristics) is gaining
acceptance. '

In this regard it may be worthwhile to refer to UNICEF publication on
gender  equality  titled  “Glossary  of  terms  and  concepts’
(https:www.unicef ore/rosa/media’1 761 /file/Genderelossarvtermsandcon

cepts.pdf) which carries an exhaustive list of taking into account sensibility
of various region of the world.




Compassionate Court Practices

The Indian judiciary is moving from a traditional. accused-focused
system to one that centers on victims—protecting their privacy, dignity. and
mental well-being. The aim is to reduce secondary victimization and
supporting them until they are fully rehabilitated. This marks a shift from
Just punishing offenders to help victims heal and recover simultaneously.
Victim compensation scheme 2018 (Annexure 1) is one such step and ot
various welfare statues also provide directions in that regard

From the time the matter of this nature reaches the Court of Sessions
Judge/ the Courts of Judicial Magistrates. the Presiding Officer needs 1o
inquire from the Investigating Ofticer whether the directions issued in case
of Delhi: Domestic Working Women's Forum v. Union of India®® are
followed in providing services of Legal Assistance to the victim. Police is

also under a duty 1o inform the victim of her right to representation before
questioning her and also to state the same in its report.
Directions categorically obligates the Investigating Officer to ensure
supporting a rape victim right from the time of filing of FIR till the end of
the case. This can be extended to the victims of other nature of serious W

crimes

If Legal Assistance is not provided or no Advocate is engaged by the
victim privately or the Presiding Officer is not satistied 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 [O within 48 hours.

1995y 1 SCC 12




s

Periodical monitoring on empanelment of Advocates at the level of
police stations in aid of the victims ot sexual assault in 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 duc compliance of this necessity.

Vietim/ Witness Protection measures

Presiding ofticer ought not to wait for the application of the victim
or of vulnerable witness as it is the legal obligation of the Presiding Officer
W0 ensure vicim’witness protection. In Mahender Chawla v. Union of
India®?. 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 threat perception. In Sakshi v Union of India™.
™ victim-centric and child-friendly approach to the recording of evidence in
sexual offence cases was understood

Pre - trial Victim Counselling

This 1s a vital mechanism to alleviate anxiety and add to confidence
building. Trial judges ought to ensure that victims undergo such
counsetling.

In camera trial

Trials in sexual offences and sensitive maiters need to be held 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 of Rape or any offence under Sections
04. 65, 66. 67, 68, 70 or Section 71 of Bharatiya Nvava Sanhita ( BNS) or

2019) 14 SCC A5
2604 5 SCC 518




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
made permissible subject to maintaining confidentiality of names and
identity. Identity of victim is impermissible to be disclosed in any
proceedings and only initials or pseudonym is permitted as held
in Nipun Saxena v. Union of India*.

Witness as a Guest:

Witnesses are crucial for justice and should be treated as guests by
the court. However. many witnesses suffer long waits and poor treatment in
court, which can discourage them from testitving. Courts ought to treat
witnesses with respect and ensure their needs are met. The travails of the
witnesses in Indian courts has been described by the [on’ble Supreme
Cowrtin the case of State of UL v. Shambhunath Singh™ in the following

passage. (o

“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. pertorce. keep aside their O
avocation and go to the courts and wait and wait for hours to be told at the
end of the day to come again and wait and wait like that. This is the
infelicitous scenario in many of the courts in 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

142019) 2 8CC 03,
F22001(4) SCC 667,




agony and ordeal suffered by witnesses who attended a Sessions court on
several days and yet they were not examined in full. The party who
succeeded in dodging examination of such witnesses tinaily enjoyed the
benefit when the Sessions Court acquitted them for want of evidence. The
only casualty in the aforesaid process is criminal justice.” 3

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

™ occurrence/crime.
Preventing Secondary Victimization

|
\
|

! the witnesses. particularly, eve-witnesses, who may have seen actual
|
|

Re-victimization, particularly In cases involving sexual oftences.

domestic violence. child abuse. workplace harassment, and gender-based

| violence. refers to the repeated trauma sutfered by survivors due to

imsensitive institutional, legal, medical, social, or investigative processes

S after the original incident. Judges must avoid asking stereotypical or

blaming questions and should not force victims to interact with accused

persons. The judge’s proactive role creates a safer environment for victims.

[t can further be prevented by following a trauma — informed judging, avoid

repeated questioning, maintain confidentiality and clear communication.

-~ Court should have clear comprehensive polices and accessible support

system. Also, promote awareness and education campaigns for public for

reducing stigma and misconceptions about the victim. A strict prohibition

on gendered and moral commentary.

i In the case of Apurna Bhait v, State of Madhya Pradesir™ . the
| Hon'ble Supreme Court directed the judges to refrain from asking
| stereotypical questions. Neither victim blaming language in the orders nor

Y2004 SCC 667,
M Supra




any conditions in bail that forces the victim to interact with the accused need
to be retlected 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 Hon'ble Supreme Court has directed
establishment of Video link or testimony behind the screen to avoid any
traumatic confrontation with the accused in case of Sakshi v. Union of
Inclia™ for child witnesses or vulnerable witnesses. prior to the enactment
of POCSO Act, 2012, Judges must also control inappropriate questions.
especially about the vietim’s sexual history. and ensure these are onlv asked

it strictly necessary.

POCSO Act and Child Protection laws in India

Pre-recording of child’s statement shall have to be by a woman
officer at the child’s residence or at a place of child's choice as per section
24 of the Actand without the child seeing the accused. Direction of granting
“Support Persons™ to the Child from the point of lodgement of FIR for
interacting with the Police machinery, medical officers and hospitals. to
avert re-victimisation, was provided by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in
Bachpan Bachao Andolan v. Union of India™. It also mandates 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 provisions can be employed in the trial
of serious offences under BNS Act.

F2004) S SCC 318
2023 SCC Online SC 1031,




Points for Considerations
I. 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 surrounding circumstances.

In Srate of Punjab v. Gurmir Smgh’’. 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 expression 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

o autonomy. and violation of personal integrity.
(n Rupan Deol Bajaj v. K.£S. Gill*®, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
interpreted “modesty™ in the context of a woman’s dignity.
3. Trauma-informed language may be used; no resistance is not
equal to consent

Absence ot injuries, delayed reporting. or lack of resistance does not
imply consent. Victims may respond differently to trauma. Courts
should avoid adverse inferences based on stereotyvpical expectations

of victim behavior.

T1996) 2 SCC 384,
FO(1993) 6 SCC 194




In Kaini Rajan v. State of Kerala™, the 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 recognizes the
experiences of all affected persons.

In National Legal Services Awthority v. Union of India®™, the
Hon’ble Supreme Court emphasized dignity and equality for all

gender identitics.,

n

“Child™ or “minor™ for victims under 18

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

recognized as a child. Child-sensitive terminology reinforces the

protective framework of the law.

la Eera v State (NCT of Delhi)*. the Hon'ble Supreme Court £
reiterated the child-centric object of the POCSO Act.

6. “Vietim™ or “survivor,” not “prosecutrix”

The term “prosecutrix™ is procedural and impersonal. Expressions
such as “victim™ or “survivor™ are more sensitive and dignity-

oriented.

In Aparna Bhat v. Stare of Madhya Pradesh™, the Hon’ble Supreme
Courtstressed the importance of gender-sensitive judicial language.

3 (2013)9 SCC 113
(2014) 3 SCC 438
H2017) 15 SCC 133
= Supra




7. Language ought to be child-sensitive

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

In Sakshi v Union of India™, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
emphasized child-sensitive procedures to prevent secondarv
victimization.

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

Judicial reasoning ought to prioritize bodily autonomy, informed
consent. dignity, and the best interests of the child rather than
notions of morality or honor. In Suchita Srivastava v. Chandigarh
Administrarion™. the Hon ble Supreme Court recognized personal
autonomy as part o' Article 21,

~ 9. Recognize psychological and physical trauma

Sexual otfences may result in enduring emotional and psvchological
trauma apart from physical harm. Courts must adopt a trauma-
informed approach while assessing evidence and evaluating the
conduct of the victim.

45

i In State of Karnataka v. Krishnappa™ . the Hon ble Supreme Court

recognized rape as a violation of dignity and human rights.
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Terms to be avoided

1.

All forms of victim-blaming

Victim-blaming is a part of rape culture where the responsibility is
totaily shifted to victim by questioning her conduct, lifestyle,
clothing and delay in reporting and past relationships.

In State of Punjab . Gurmir Singli’. the Hon’ble Supreme Court
cautioned against doubting victims on the basis of social

stereotypes.
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 Aparna Bhat v. State of Madhyva Pradesh? . the Hon ble Supreme
Court directed courts to avoid gender stereotypes and inappropriate
observations in judicial orders.

Terms like “helpless female”

Women are not weak, dependent or lack agency, expression like
these reflects gendered mind set. Court should look women as ri ghts
bearing individual with equality and dignity.

In Joseph Shine v. Union of India®. the Hon'ble Supreme Court
emphasized dignity. autonomy, and equal status of women under the
Constitution.

it
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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 Bharvwada Bhoginbhai Hirjibhai v. State of Gujarar®. 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.

n

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 Maharashira v Madhukar Naravan Mardikar™ . the
Hon’ble Supreme Court held that even a woman of “easy virtue™ is
entitled to privacy and dignity.
0. Assumptions of exaggeration by women or families

N Courts should not presume that allegations are fabricated or
exagyerated merely because they concern sexual offences. Such
assumptions perpetuate distrust toward victims and ramilies.
In Srate of Himachal Pradesh v, Raghubir Sz]nj_zp’:*,51 the Hon’ble

Supreme Court held that minor inconsistencies should not
overshadow the substance ot the victim’s testimony.

= (1983) 3 SCC 217
0 (1991) 1 SCC 57
C{1993) 2 SCC 622




Judgmental or sexualized descriptions

Judicial language should remain neutral and professional and must
not contain unnecessary comments about appearance, lifestvle, or
sexual history.

In Vishaka v. Swate of Rajasthar’™. the Hon'ble Supreme Court
emphasized protection of dignity and gender equality at the
workplace and in public life.

Terms like “lust™

Such words not only showcase but implicitly accepts the
uncontrollable desire of men as a natural phenomenon but also it
weakens the acts. Courts should instead use legally precise terms
such as “sexual assault,” “sexual violence.” or “offence.™

In State of Karnaiaka v, Krishnappa'™. the Hon'ble Supreme Court
recognized rape as a violation of dignity and fundamental rights
rather than merely a erime of passion.

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 Bhat v. State of Madhyva Pradesh™ . the Hon ble Supreme
Court specifically directed judges to refrain from using patriarchal

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

Sensitivity is an ongoing process that should be learned regularly.
Training brings sensitivity towards victims. witnesses. and all vulnerable
groups. In Ist Judges’ case, S.P. Gupta v. Union of India’” . the Hon'ble
Supreme Court contemplated training for making the Presiding Judge
independent of himself,

“Bur if the judiciary should be really independent something
moie s necessary and that we have 1o seek in the Judge
himself and nor ouside. 4 Judge should be independent of
himself. A Judge is a loman being who is a bundle of
passions and prejudices, likes and distikes, aftection and ill
will, hatred and contempt and fear and recklessness. In order
to he a successtul Judge these elements should be curbed and
kept under restraint and that is possible only by education.
-~y traming. continved practice and cultivation of a sense of
| humiline and dedication to dun: These curbs can neither be
bought in the market nor injected into the human svstem by
the written or umwritten laws. If these things are there even
il any of the protective measures  provided by the
Constitution and the laws go, the independence of the
Judiciary will not sutfer: But with all these measures being
there still a Judge may not be independent. It is the inner

strength of Judges alone that can save the judiciary, ™

1981 supp SCC 87




Annexure |
Report on Feedback Questions
Regarding Court Proceedings

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

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

Responses: -
. Yes: 86.4%
. No: 7.1%
. A little: (not specified in chart)
. Most ot the times: (not specitied in chart)
A large majority (86.4%) of respondents reported that they
understand the legal proceedings and the language used by the -
lawyers and judges in court,
2. Whether judges explain to vou the court proceedings in an cas)y
and understandable language during the proceedings of vour
case”
Responses:
. ,-"\E\\.'Ll,\ S: fi{)._:uu
. Sometimes: 23.7%
. Never: (not specified in chart)

Most respondents (69.3%) indicated that Judges alwavs explain the

court proceedings in an easy and understandable languace. while

23.7% said this happens sometimes.




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

Responses:
-
-

Always: 39.3%
Never: 9.3%
Mostly: 23.6%

A few times: 7.9%

-~ Amajority (39.3%] feel that judges and lawyers are always sensitive

and empathetic. with 23.6% reporting such behavior ‘mostly’.

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

Responses:

Always: 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% teel that they are mostly heard.
s. As peryour own case experience, what do you think can improve
- Presiding Officer’s (Judge's) interaction and communication
with vou?

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 adjournments.

Avoiding routine or mechanical handling of cases, especially
sensitive ones (e.g.. under Section 498A [PC. Domestic
Violence Act).




. Strict accountability for any misconduct.

. Improved coordination and patient listening.

. Separate waiting areas [or victims and witnesses.

. Conduct proceedings in local language where possible.

. Politeness. respecttul behavior, and supportive environment.
6. (1) Do you feel intimidated/scared at any point in the Court 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 felt intimidated by senior advocates or because of
pressure from the opposite party. ‘

. Delays. repeated adjournments, and lack of seriousness also
contributed to negative teelings.

. Some respondents found the environment supportive and did
not feel intimidated.

7. Who do you think can protect/help vou in that critical time?
Responses:

. Prosecutor: 12.9%

. Judge: 14.3%

. Defence Lawyer: 7.9%

. Police: 12.1%

_____________ —_—




. Others (Government/Organization/Institution): 52.9%

More than half believe that other persons or institutions (besides
prosecutor. judge. defence. or police) are most helpful in critical
| times.

8. Are you aware of Witness Protection Scheme under new law?
Has the Judge made you aware of that which includes right to
| be protected. rehabilitation, compensation, ete.? |

™ Responses:
. Yes: 19.3%
. No: 80.7%

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 vou are facing in the Court as a
- victim or witness?
. Many respondents reported no major challenges.
. Common challenges include:
| v Repeated and unnecessary adjournments
i e v Lack of seriousness and accountability by lawvers
- v Lack of communication and updates
‘ v Emotional. mental. and financial hardships due to
| delayvs
| v Lack of separate waiting rooms for victims and
‘ WItNEsses
v Pressure from police and opposite counsel
v Public shame and stress in recalling traumatic

incidents







N

reported no suggestions.

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

______________________________________________________ e e e
v Lengthy trials and prolonged justice process
v Some reported supportive and  cooperative
proceedings.
10. Any other suggestion/feedback to make the Criminal Justice
System robust and victim/litigant friendly?
v Speedy and timely trial and disposal of cases. |
v Simplified legal processes and better guidance/support for ‘
victims. W
v Greater accountability  for delavs and  professional
misconduct.
v Scparate waiting rooms and proper victim protection.
v More awareness about legal rights and welfare schemes.
v Improved coordination between police, prosecution, and
courts.
v Friendly. respecttul behavior by all stakeholders.
v Periodic legal education and awareness programs.
v Ensuring that every case is concluded within a reasonable
timeframec.
v Some respondents are satistied with the current system and W
processes,  664%  feel  heard by judges. and  69.3%  find |

Judges’communication clear. Over half believe judges and lawyers are 1
empathetic, and many do not teel 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.




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 1t
more effective and user-friendly.




b |
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Victim Compensation Scheme. 2018
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Ms Amgu Rathi Rana,

Joim Secretarn,

Drepartment of Legal Abfairs,
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The Comanmize held roamds oF meetingy aod i1 woas decided o prepars o separate
SChapter” o a U SabeSchone” within the exitnee Vidim Compensation Sclime for victings of

seattil assiull,

The Commities dratted Past 31 of e Vctims Compensation Scheme and mvited
saggeslbs comerents Tnos canons siakehobder. o the dratt. Tabing ints conaderation e
fens commente e Comenittes bas Gradizad the € mmpensation Scheme for women
Victimssurshvors of Sewal Assanltfother Crimes ol subated e same before the
Horhle Supreme Coattrt of Tndsa an 240642018

Subrnisaiims were mude before the Hun ol Beach and other stakeholders were also
heard on TRO2201% Addtienal suggestivns ceevived dunng the beaning were also

incorperated mnd linal Scheme was filed betore the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India on
1105 2008 Che dhis ooy
pheased ta

alter Beaning XA A and L d Amiens Cumae, [Howble Rench was

e ad direarad all the Sue Govermtenis UL wdnvinistrations e

copl s

implement the satne i helr tepective States U,

Hon "B Suprenwe Coart o Dndia Ruather cbaervad thar while nothieg <hoald be taken
P 2

avay from this Scheme, e o Jies nat precluode the State Govemments UT Administratio
troatn aelding v the Sofieme -

(Surinder 8 Hathp
Thrector, MATSA
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. 1]7age
” PART I
The Clapter contaned i this part shall be colled “Compensation Schene for Women
Victims/Survivors of Sexual Assault/other Crimes”
INDEN
5N Contenis Pape nos)
I
ﬂ i 1. short Title and € onunencement 2 |
; 2. Defimivions R 2-3 !
3. Women Victims Compensation Fund wdd
] A Fhigibility for compensation ... i
i 5. Procedure for making application before
| the SLSA or DLSA 4
i 6. Place of filing of application 4
i 7. Reliefs that may be awarded by
the stute or Pistrict Legal Services Authority 4
K. Factors to he considered while awarding compensation ... ... &
| 9. Procedure for grant of compensation ... e 7
] T The order to he placed on record ., e e
11 Methed of disbursement of compensation ... T
12 Interim velie! to the victin.o e e H
| 13, Recovery of compensation awarided to the
i vierim or her dependentisi ... . b
! 14, Dependency certificate.... [ RSO
L3, Minor vietins 9 i
T T RO e 9
17 Appeal [ 9
TR Repeal & savings i [ETR——
19, Sehedule applicabie to women victim of crimes |, RSP L 8 ]
i 2 FOM-D s e 12
|
HALSAS "Compensation Scheme for women Victhims Samvivors of Sevuad Assaultv/other i
Crimes -2018"° i
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CSHORT TITEE AND CONDMENCENENT

ey s Chapter weay be called the Compensation scheme  for  Women
Victims survivors of Seanal Assaultvather Cpinaes, 2004

t2) Teshadl come it feree on thie date as and 2 hen erdered ™ Hon'hle Suprane Court of

[eafes,

Vi T shall sl v the i s and heir dorerdemnd v lave setleral foss, injury, as

the cuse rnas T, e resuly of e offie ¢

el nd w e feguire rehabibivaion.
ODEFINTTIONS

Iy Tts this Chapler, unbess fhe comiest othenit o raguires -

pat Cade” means e Uede of Cramina! Trocelure, 197302 of 1974 o0 “Sanhita™ means

[t Bhortive Nagarik surnksha Sanhitg, 2023

i T Depemtent neludes bisband. ather, oother, gresaparents, unmarried davghter and ;
it chualdven of the vdtie as determined by the State Tegal Sorvives \athenily or [
Dristrrct Tegal Sevvives Mnbonity oo the busae oF the roport of the Sabe Diviciosi
Magisteate of the concerned darea Stting Touse Gilicer fvestigauling Otficer o vn the
Baste ot imuterid placed on record by the depesdents by sway ef afedaviy or on s oy

SIHES

e i wi the Distriet Legal Services Authority
(S A esenuned wdar section @ ntthe §esal Senigzes Awthorities Aot 198700t 39

Arivt Lezal Nervices Suthority e

o 1287 For s District o the National Capad Termiion of Dell:
dy Torm” rromss foent appendae o tie Seteres as apphicable ool Chapter,

fep Fund” mcans $lale fumd el vtetim compemsation fund censtnaed usder the Stale
Vactim Compenisation Scheine

Centeal Fand” means Sunds received trom V0T Seheme, 1013

oy " Weormen Vietim Compensation Fund®  areans o find searezated for dishursensent
L el o Bl Vit Conpens wred annd Conirsd Furd.
f T, comest sl f e nuintnned

for woanum v
Selathen he S

e

Eities

sferei fes Pemds coetrointed weder C1U0F
stcef fressy the !

CF L PREPTORN L LRUT NecElr e

Sedee A0S CHUT RS contrriiped fraet X

Neate Pt he Fowviotny covared wader Py

Lgier)

iy Gevernment” s SN
Scherne or the State Vietim Corpersation ind 1o b conte st and "Centrad Gos crmment”
whaerever Ceatral Covernmiert Victinn Ooanpersation Frnd Sohemie is in cotextl wul
inneludes L.

NALSAS "Compenyation Schieme for women Viveanssueivors of Sexoal Assault/other
Crimes -20187
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(1) ey mcwss o b caised o bods se mind oF g el
G SMinor wesns 2 oirl chid who b not compisted e aue of T vears 1
i
(%) "Offence’ means oflence commted uacinst s punishalle under [PC or BNS or [
; any wther Jaw,
If
p (1 Penal Code” moars Indian Fepad Crde e 045 50 18505 o Naava Sandita ineans |
1 -
I Bhaetivi Nyvava Sanhita, 2023, |
| . \
; fm) sehedule” nieans sehedute apphicable ot Clupter Part of the sehome \
If g
|
1 [
! () State Legal Services Authority ™ menns the State Tegal Services Authonzy (815 4, !
as delined in Seckion & ot the Legal Servicas Auboritien Act, 1987 (30 of 1987y i
O el Assaube Vit means feonehe e lue sortered mentad o physical mjum or |
| Bty asa resull of sesuad offence includig Sectoons 378 (Ao (G0 Section 64 (0
i Peoand of the Bhuotiva Svava Sanhity Secten 350030 (00 or Sections B, 60, 67, \
JI 6N, 69, 7O, LT Ty TR TRTT ol e B i Naanva Nanhits Soction Ay
| [PC or Section 79 of the Bliurtiva Nyaa Sanlit,
: (p) Woman Vietio! surivor of other crime’ maans o owontan whe has sullered phyvsival
: of mental infary asresult b ans offeace mechened 1 the wtached Schedule nchudmg
Seotions 304 or Section 80 BNS Secten 32600 or Section_ 124 BNS Scction 45950
. PO wr Section 88 BNS Ginocase o shvsieal injurs of the nane specitied n the
: settaddude) invluding the anempds and absimont,
] (20 Words and expressionn used in this Chapior s oo defiogd ieras shall T e e same i
] ureainng s assigned botheat i the Code of Crednud Procedure, 1973 o and the Indian Penal [
| Code, TR0 or Bhartiva Nagarik Suraksha Sinhita 2023 orsand the Blartiva Nvia i
i Nanhits 2023 |
i JOWOMEN VICTIMS COMPENSATION FUND
i1 There <hall Le a Fund, pamacty, the Soonzn b octins Comppensation Fusd From winck:
the amonnt of comnpensation. ay decided by the Stare Densd Services Authority or District [egal 1
: Servtees Authorits shalt e paid to the women ictim o er dependentisy who have sufTered
i inss of njury as a result of an offenae and who pequary reliakilitation. ]
= The “Wemen Victines Compensatian U™ <l comprise the following: - .
i iy Contebetion recetvad trom OO Solienne, 2013, U
] (b Dudpotary allocation o the shape o Crusteiieaid o SLSA for which [IUEREET
: prowisisat sl be made mthe Anvual Hedeet by the Govemnment: :
i (b Ay costament crderad by Covid O Fribwen] o b doposited i this Fund :
| {d) Amount of compensadeon revoversal Irom the e deer aceused under clause 14 of i
I the Schae: :
i
1
NALSAS "Compensation Scheme for women Victims Survivers of Sevual Assapltother g
Cripes -20187 1
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| (1 Dogations comipbations Tom [lemaices] Notena! Philacthropist Charitable

waly permitted By Stake o Central

Imstimtans Chapniratioess ana i
Gonormgent

iy Contributkoans fro compmtios ander £ 810 corporale Saial Responschiline)
ey The swidd Fund shail be operated by the State ool Sevices Authorit: (SLSAY
SELIGIBITITY FORCOMPENSATION

ACwaman vt or her deprendent (o as e o e bl shall be ehizible Boroprent of !
i E: 5

compensativn Tremn multiple sehenses applicahic Conr lowesen the compensation received

By e i the other schomes with regard to Sectior 23700 CrPCoor 396 BNSS shall by tahen
o ecannt wlule decndmg e gtiaptim m the seea cbaeguent application
SPROCEDURE FORNMARING APPLICATION BEFORE THE SESA OR DILSA
Mandatory Reportiiz of FIRS © SHOSE DOY il meapsintonly shire soft hand copy of FIR
sty abter T8 reistration weith Seate Legai Services Anlionty Distreet Lesal Serviges
Authortt, qua commission el wllences covered s Sohwme which invlude Sections 326 A,
IR Qo 35403 3T0A o ATGE, 304804984 or Sedtions 124, T4 TS TR, TR, Sections 63 to
Nectinn 72 Section 88, 8% of the Blunrtiva Nvava sanhita (incase of phvsical ijur cos ered
' mothis Seleduber wocthat the ST SADLEL can. o dexerving caxes. miat stemioto Linlude '

profmtnany veriticaiion o ficts for the purpose of want of inerim compens ation,
P K P K

An apphication forthe anard of inteenn final ceampenaation can be filed by the Vidin and'or
Bur Brepundents or il ST of the weca Belore coneeined SLS. Y or DS A 1 shall be submitted

] i bort S abeng with aweps of the Fimst Intonmmatog Hoput (ViR ou criminal comipiaint of

i which vosmirance w ke bvohe Court end 1 avebaile AMedical Repon, (ol Cermificute,
5 ; !

bty or applicabhde, copy ob Jabgieent recomuiendaiinn ol cowrt 17 the rial s over,
SOPLACE OF FILING OF APPLICATION

| The apphication reconmmuendainn For compensdivi v be swoved either before the Stwe Legal
Services Authority or the voncanaed Distret Legal Sorvices Authosity or it ean be Filed onbine
onaporialwhich shall be crented B all State T eoul Sorvices Authortties. The Secretury of The

respeetive DLSA ~hall dectde the apple <litbon nwved before hinvher as per

e Seiene.

| Explanation: In vase of aod atack victim the Seoflog authority siall be Criminal Injury

Compensation Board as directed by Tlon'ble suprosse Cont in Laxm vs. Union ol India
| WO CRML 129 26 order datesd 3002005 wiich iwhiades L District & Sessions budge.
PINL SEL Cvvil Surgcon UMO o the distewn

TORELIETS TITAT MAY RE AWARDED BY THE STATE OR DISTRICT LEGAT
SERVICEN AUTHORITY.

Phe SLEA 2r DU s mvard compensation fu the ol
) spadified wy the schodided algehed fersio,

o e dopenderms Lo the exlent s

NALEAS “Campensation Ncheme for women Victis survivors of Sexual Assault'other
Orimes - 20187
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£ FACTORS TO B CONSIDERED WTLE AW ARDING COMPENSATION -

Whide deciding o matter, the State Legal Services uthoon, District Lepal Services Awthorite
iy ke o consideration the follow imyg facters seluting o the Toss or mjoey <ullired by the
viction:

Ey Gravity sl ae olfence snd severiiy of meniad or piv sical hams or iy setfered by e
vt

(2 Expendinee incimed or kel re be ateserad on the medical treutment tor phvsical

E

door o

al Bealth ineluding counsel e of the victim, funeral, travelling daring
ivestigntion ieuiry: trial {ather thaw dict one &

! (3) Loss of educational opperiibnity as 4 conseguenoe o e affenice, wwltdhing abseney trom

sehoof college doe tomental wwawma. bodiiy L anedical treatmant, iny e

teial of the ol Yence, or any other rewon. i

(b Lass of cmploviren s aoresull of the it mcluding abxenee flome phiee of
cmplavment due twoomentad irauma, bodily boun, medical reatmon:, vestigation and

| trial ot the offence. ur anv other reasan.
| (33 T relanonship ol the viction o the offender of v,

(6) Whether the ahuse was a singde isalited imcidence v whether the sbuse took placs ever

i puriod of tine

£7) Whaether vieiiny became pregnant as aeull of the otfense, whether she had 1o undorgs
Sedical Termmarion of Pregoaney (37 cive birh to g chitd, ineludimng rehabilitation |
needs of sl Gl

(R) Whether the viclin comtracted © sestially rarsnistod Jiseise ST as apesult of ihe

otfenes: :

(9 Wihether the vienm coniracted buman insninedeticicney virus ( HA as g resudt ol the
offence;

100 Any disaliitity suttered by the victin s 1 resilt o2 the oftence;

{113 Frangial conditton ot the viclun agaimd whon the offenve has beers conumittod so .
L determine her peed tor rehabilitaion and res

aralion necds of the victim,

{12} Dveine o death. fhe age el deceasad bor monthly income, numsber of dependynts, lity
sspectancy. fuiure promotionml Srowti prospedis o,

(13 Onvany other frotor which the SLS DTS i constder fust und sufficient,

. FALSAT "Compensation Scheme for wamen Victims s e ivors of Sevual Assault/other :
: Crimes -2018" d
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SOPROCEDURE FOR GRANT OF COMPENSAFTON

LI Wherever, u revemmemdation 1somade byt ot 10 wermpeatian wrder subacctions
{2pand er f3) ol Sevtpt 3574 08 the Codv o Canbsccrions (23 andior (3) of Section 396
of the BNs% o an apphaation o made Tao oo ot or Der dependentisd, under «ub.
section (b ol Rectton 33700 o e Code v under subsection (41 of Section 39 af the
surakisha &

thita e The State Tegnl Sovioos Vaboriiy or District Legul Sorvices

JAuthy

voter intenim cothpemsation 11 sl poone eone satsty el gt compensation

mreds wnd ety 2t fine oot A e

ot sl emmiae The

T sy

wane and voty U oty ol the clains voih e pect tothe oss injurs amd rehiabilitation

et s ow rosubt el the cibee amd nras e st Towoany other refevant wifomunation

Aecessery e deending e Jbam

Proaid

of the ~ltence, Seoretar, SLYL o Seuretar . TS

o, ¢ afler commssom

it i deseryingg coves vnd i alb i

s oor after prodimiten

vertfiadion of the foos froceed to orme breren et

o be oregquired i the

carcumrstanoes of each cane

(20 T gy s wentempiated undar subesy
i Nevtion 396 of the Supakshs

sovond st duve ftemn e reveipt of the clabm petitien ey

T ol the Code, ar

H Awctien
nhita shall be ceaploted espedinionsts amd the periad in

et Juse shall ose
n:con:mcnd“.fi-_!:l

Praevided that in cases o aad attadh an a0 s Uhie Tabh skall be
Sk ol DS L The oede 2o
commpeisation shall b passed 50 DESA wathm 7 oo of the inattzr being brongln to ite

and T the victm

woithan 13 dons o the meilor baang brovght o ity

natice and the ST LBl pas the cmnpenasion wi

in & duve of pasing of the order,

(herealter, o amesnt ol e 2 Lakhs shadl be sl Dotk sctm as expeditivniziy as pessohle

ard Pty wotber v prentis of e st pasarn

Provided farther that the vichim may adso be paidd gk funther
] this Sehenwe

1oint ws 1= adinssable wnder

L3 AN consideraiion of e matter, e SLAY 0 D

Joas 1he case may bel upon its

sabistaction, shail decid s the quanter of Sonpoenaation 1o be awandad 1o the victim o her

deperudant secennt the Cagtera ciated o Ol

o kool e Selene, as per

sehedule appendad ot choapier Haviever a doser s cases, 1or reasone fo be recordod,

e upprer it s be exceeded

Moreever, in case the siebm s mmor, tihe Tl b conpensation shatl be deemaed 1o he

He hieher dum the amosunt smentioned o the 5

weatided L this chaprer.

HALEAE TUirmpensation Scheme for women b vt

Crimes - 202237
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4y The SLSADLSA s call tor raiend o take assisliate From an
Authordty Estalilishbarent Individual  Police Comat comeernied ar o expent for siouth
unplementation ol the Scheite,

(53 Trcase tral appallate vourt gives thuting b
were [ulwe, then Lesal Servives Authore

sunmninsadion b any, granted inpant or tut’ -

Se vnenal complain and e allegation

et procesdings for recoven of

e Sohere, etire the Trid Court for
its recovery as iF T ware o line

HTHE ORDERTO BE PLACED ON RECORD

Copv olthe order of interim or final COMPLTs st n e st il this Scliame A be placed
i revord althe il Cowd <o as to enable

Lot 4 pass an appropridle order ol
396 ot the Suraksha Sanhita. A
i caey the matter i

compensation under Section 387 of the Codo o

true copy of the order sdall be provides oo wnding

evestioatan mtd o b the vie

B e et L Gas Ay be

FLOMETHOD OF DISBURSEMENT OF COMPENSATION

N The amcuse of compensatinn s mnardad oba'l b debumed Pathe SLESA by depositing
e same 1o a Btk ur the point or single s 2 1ke vizdm depondammsy In suse the victim
does et have any banh secount. tie DES A sncun would facilitie spening of a hank
accatnn in the e of the vietim and in e 50 4 tin i minar alony wwith a weardian
or i e, s s in o child care st on, e ank acsount shall be epened with the

Superintendent of e stitstion as Guardies loweier, m eave the victim s a forcign
vanonal of arefugee, the commpensation zan be divba ol By way af cashocards.

fteriny anwunt shall be disbuned in bl Houeva, e Dar s the tinal SOtIpens LN mhotan
is concemed, 78 fxeventy five ™rceni) ot e

shall Be put g Byed deposit Tor a
=5 qtwenty five petvent) shall be
avarlable for wtifization and initial expames by the +- 2t dependentia), is 152 Cusd may be.

nunimun period of three vears and the ron

{23 I the vase of @ miner. $0%0 o the e of compensabion so awarded, shall he

deposited i the fixed depasit aceount and siel by dreon esly on atainment ol the age of

majority. bul ol before three vears of e W

Providod that in exceptional eases. amouate rne by weilidrawg for wehuabional or medical

v olhier preasing and nrgent ndwds ol B Nenciaany e discretion of the 8154 1184

(3 The mterest o the sum, 3t Tying w1 FUE fusmn. sdast be credited duvelh by the bank in
e savings acvoont of the vivine depemdani o0 neenthly basis s hich can be withdravn
by the heneticiar:

NALEAS "Compensation Scheme for women Victins Sws ivors of Sey Assault/other
Crimes - 20157
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12 INTERIM RELIEF TO THE VECTIM

The State Laz Servives Authonty oF st | e i Nomowes Sutheniv, as e case tmay

be, mat erder For prmediate firsteand facilies cr miadival benetits to be made available tree

vl et or i eilwer fateri rehat Gacludie -

ety comnpensativg as deemed

appremiate, e alleviate the sutoning of the v o ~coeerlificate of o palioe Wieer. mal
Py ERL P

Below the tank of the sliver-medirge of

stateon, or 3 Magisieate o the area

| anrccittad or e the apphization o the viclnn dop 220 o S nwta

Provided tha

poazon s The applicatun L conwonsar

1is recatved by the SLEADLSA
13w shall b immediate |y disbimsed
salised Bank v the Seeretan, DLSA

sl ot Ra 3600 < imas the case w

(e NN S |
ty b vivtim hrewgh pretoaded casleard froea 2o
| ur Member Secretary, SLS

Provicded thiat tlre. frtenim veliel soernsted shalb o 0 L th Sper cent b the muas e |

corpeissioor weedable g per scheduls applica i Chaptor, whieh el b padd (o

the wiclim in L

Provided turtiner that i cases of acid atfach & s ol P One Jakh s bl be paid 1o ths v

wotinen TR days of the e

m
wor being Peoought o the vt of SESACTI S The onder granting
tren it be ageed by the 8T8 DS Cwitlien T dads of the matterbang '
Browaht fa (s st

mierm \'n}l“"L‘:]

soand the SLSA shall pay the vonpensation within X dus s ol passing of

nrdor Thereafier a0 addetomid suny of Bs 2 b e shall be e arded and poud o he vt as

Tl

expaditivusdy s powiiile and positively withn

! 13 RECOVERY OF COMPENSATION AW ARDED 7O THE VICTIM OR HER
DEFENDENTIS- -

Suljest to the pronisions of sub-section (33 ol Necton 357 4o the Code, or sub-section (3}
of Xection 39 of the Savaksha Sanbita the 5500 |
A nsUTute provevdings berors the compebent v

Nervives Lutharn . an proper cases.,

L for recovery of e compensalinm

grmted W e vionm o hir drpendentis) from poro somvible for ca

g loss or injun

a g restlt o the erimie comnitted by hin her
The ameumt, s recoverad. shall be deposied i W srem Victim Compenzation Fund.

T DEPENDENCY CERTIFICATE —

The antherds wmpowered o dssee the deperdenc oot e shadl skbte the same il o

porsal of Bflet danos arad oo o ghis preriod <tk e s endaed

Provided that the SUS VDS A mcase ol nomsienacie o T henendeney Cotilicate, alter SXpIry

P 1R davas mas provecd un

fig baias ol s atfdaor o s Biained from e claimet.

FALSAS "Compensation Seheme forwmmen Victins Sueivers of Seauad Assaultv’other
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i
i
! Under the Schemie, ne shaim muads by ihe victie o hee dependent(s). under sub-sestion {4yt
[ . P . - N - - .
Sewtion 33T o the Code o sghosection (43 o8 ~uvtion 396 o8 the Suraksha Sanhita hall
he enlertuined affer a perivd oF 3 var Tron e duke of aecimenve of the ofTenee or
conclusion uf ihe trial
Hinvever, tu duserving cases, cu an applicatios 0o fe i tine regurd, for reasons o be reeonded,
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