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OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE (SOUTH-WEST)
DWARKA COURTS, NEW DELHI.

Néi? 0SS —RP/YY

/Mis¢Endst/Genl/DWK/2026 Dated 2 ,/ 726

Sub: Judgment dated 29.05.2026 passed by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in
Miscellaneous Application No. 530 of 2022 in Writ Petition (Civil) No.
56/2004 titled “Prajwala v. Union of India & Ors.”

As directed by the Ld. Principal District & Sessions Judge (S-W), a copy of
Judgment dated 29.05.2026 passed by Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in
Miscellaneous Application No. 530 of 2022 in Writ Petition (Civil) No. 56/2004 titled
“Prajwala v. Union of India & Ors.”, is being forwarded herewith for information and

necessary compliance to:

1. All the Ld. Judicial Officers posted at Dwarka Courts Complex, New Delhi.
(Through email & Whatsapp).

2. Ld. Principal District & Sessions Judge's Secretariat (S-W), Dwarka Courts,

New Delhi, for information. (through E-mail).

3. Branch Incharge, Judicial Branch, Dwarka Courts, New Delhi for information &

follow up action, if any (through email).

(MANU GOEY KHARB)
Officer Incharge (General Branch)
Special Judge (NDPS)-02
Dwarka Courts : New Delhi
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
Moo = HoT
No. /DHC/Gaz.IB/G-2/SC-Judgment/2026 Dated:_ | 8 .07.2026.
From :
The Registrar General,
High Court of Delhi,
New Delhi.
To
1. The Principal District & Sessions Judge (HQ), Tis Hazari Courts Complex, Delhi.
2. The Principal District & Sessions Judge (North-West), Rohini Courts Complex, Delhi.
3. The Principal District & Sessions Judge (East), Karkardooma Courts Complex, Delhi.
4. The Principal District & Sessions Judge (North-East), Karkardooma Courts Complex,
Delhi.
5. The Principal District & Sessions Judge (North), Rohini Courts Complex, Delhi.
6. The Principal District & Sessions Judge-cum-Special Judge (PC Act) (CBI), RACC,
New Delhi.
7. The Principal District & Sessions Judge (New Delhi), Patiala House Courts Complex,
New Delhi.
8. The Principal District & Sessions Judge (Shahdara), Karkardooma Courts Complex,
Delhi.
\9/ The Principal District & Sessions Judge (South-West), Dwarka Courts Complex, New
Delhi.
10. The Principal District & Sessions Judge (South), Saket Courts Complex, New Delhi
11. The Principal District & Sessions Judge (West), Tis Hazari Courts Complex, Delhi.
12. The Principal District & Sessions Judge (South-East), Saket Courts complex, Delhi.
13. The Principal Judge (HQ), Family Courts, Dwarka, New Delhi.

Sub : Judgment dated 29.05.2026 passed by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in
Miscellaneous Application No. 530 of 2022 in Writ Petition (Civil) No. 56/2004
titled “Prajwala v. Union of India & Ors.”

Sir/ Madam,

[ am directed to request you to kindly download the Judgment dated 29.05.2026 passed by
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Miscellaneous Application No. 530 of 2022 in Writ Petition
(Civil) No. 56/2004 titled “Prajwala v. Union of India & Ors.” from the official website of
Supreme Court of India i.e. supremecourtofindia.nic.in and to circulate the same amongst all the
Judicial Officers working under your respective control for information and necessary
compliance.

Yours faithfully,

b /{/ \/\f‘\,f‘;\.’\/" ——

—GCeurt / Branch L=

w_qu (Ashok Sharma)
..6: SUEAL Assistant Registrar (Gazette-1B)

for necesggry acon For Registrar General.

Principal District &
(SW), Qw
Nate,......220 L0



M.A.No. 530/2022
in W.P.(C) No. 56/2004

ITEM NO.1502 COURT NO.6 SECTION PIL-W

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Miscellaneous Application No. 530/2022 in W.P.(C) No. 56/2004

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated
09-12-2015 in W.P.(C) No. No. 56/2004 passed by the Supreme
Court of India]

PRAJWALA Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & ORS. Respondent(s)

[HEARD BY: HON. J.B. PARDIWALA AND HON. R. MAHADEVAN, JJ.]
IA No. 38087/2022 - CLARIFICATION/DIRECTION
IA No. 38089/2022 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING AFFIDAVIT

Date : 29-05-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.B. PARDIWALA
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE R. MAHADEVAN

For Petitioner(s) :Ms. Aparna Bhat, Sr. Adv.
Ms. Rajkumari Banju, AOR
Ms. Karishma Maria, Adv.

For Respondent(s) : Mr. R. Ayyam Perumal, AOR
M/S. Arputham Aruna And Co, AOR

Ms. Aishwarya Bhati, A.S.G.
Ms. Shagun Thakur, Adv.
Ms. Shivika Mehra, Adv.
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Ms. Mehek Sandhu, Adv.

Mr. Rohit Ojha, Adv.

Mr. Raman Yadav, Adv.

Ms. Ruchi Kohli, Adv.

Mr. Akshay Amritanshu, Adv.

Mr. Syed Abdul Haseeb, Adv.

Dr. N. Visakamurthy, AOR

Ms. Chitrangda Rashtravara, Adv.
Mr. Arvind Kumar Sharma-aor, Adv.

Mr. T. V. Ratnam, AOR

Mr. Naresh K. Sharma, AOR

Mr. T. V. George, AOR

Ms. Kamini Jaiswal, AOR

Mr. P. V. Yogeswaran, AOR

Ms. Hemantika Wahi, AOR

Ms. Sumita Hazarika, AOR

Mrs. Anil Katiyar, AOR

Mr. Jatinder Kumar Bhatia, AOR
Mr. Arun K. Sinha, AOR

Mr. Rajesh Srivastava, AOR

Ms. A. Subhashini, AOR

M/S. Corporate Law Group, AOR

Mr. Anand Grover, Sr. Adv.

Ms. Tripti Tandon, Adv.

Mr. Purushottam Sharma Tripathi, AOR
Ms. Vani Vyas, Adv.

Mr. Prakhar Singh, Adv.

Mr. Sanjay Jain, AOR

Ms. K. Enatoli Sema, AOR
Mr. Amit Kumar Singh, Adv.
Ms. Chubalemla Chang, Adv.
Mr. Prang Newmai, Adv.

Ms. Yanmi Phazang, Adv.

Ms. Ruby Singh Ahuja, AOR
Mr. V. N. Raghupathy, AOR
Mr. Gopal Prasad, AOR

Mrs. B. Sunita Rao, AOR
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Mr. Divyansh Kumar, Adv.

Mr. Anil Shrivastav, AOR

Mr. Jogy Scaria, AOR

Mr. Mukesh K. Giri, AOR

Ms. G. Indira, AOR

Mrs. D. Bharathi Reddy, AOR
Mr. Ranjan Mukherjee, AOR

Mr. Sabarish Subramanian, AOR

Ms. Meenakshi S. Kamble, Adv.
Mr. Hitesh Kumar Sharma, Adv.
Mr. Amit Kumar Chawla, Adv.
Mr. Akhileshwar Jha, Adv.

Mr. Anupam Kumar, Adv.

Mr. Varun Varma, Adv.

Mr. Avneesh Arputham, Adv.
Mr. Ankit Sharma, Adv.

Mr. Avijit Mani Tripathi, AOR
Mr. Z.H. Isaac Haiding, Adv.
Mr. T.k. Nayak, Adv.

Ms. Marbiang Khongwir, Adv.
Mr. Aditya Kumar, Adv.

Ms. Niharika Dwivedi, Adv.
Mr. Narendra Pal Sharma,

Ms. Manisha Chawla, Adv.

Mr. Dinesh Kumar Mudgal, Adv.
Ms. Divya Mishra, Adv.

Ms. Suresh Kumari, Adv.

Mr. Jatin Malik, Adv.

1. Hon’ble Mr. Justice J.B. Pardiwala pronounced the judgment
of the Bench comprising His Lordship and Hon’ble Mr. Justice R.

Mahadevan.



M.A.No. 530/2022
in W.P.(C) No. 56/2004

2. The Miscellaneous Application is disposed of in terms of the
signed reportable judgment.

3. The relevant part of the signed reportable judgment is as
under: -

“That all the States/UTs notify “recognised welfare
institutions or organisations” 1in accordance with the
explanation to Section 15(6A) ITPA.

That all States/UTs prepare a State-wide list of social
welfare workers, with sufficient representation from all
districts, who may be eligible to form a part of the
non-official advisory body under Section 13(3)(b) ITPA.

That all States/UTs designate the ADGP level police
officer heading the Anti-Trafficking Bureau in their
respective States/UTs as the Police Nodal Officers for
the purpose of performing the functions as delineated by
us in the Victim Protection Plan.

That all States/UTs shall designate the Secretary,
Department of Women and Child Development in their
respective States/UTs as the Government Nodal Officers
for the purpose of performing the functions as
delineated by us in the Victim Protection Plan.

It shall be the responsibility of the respondent no. 1
to ensure that the aforesaid directions are duly
complied with within a period of three months from the
date of this judgment.

For the purpose of reporting compliance with the
additional directions mentioned in Paragraph No. 456,
the Registry shall notify this matter once again
sometime in September, 2026.

Tackling human trafficking for CSE, with its hidden
nature and multifarious forms, is indeed a very daunting
task. However, there 1is recognition from all corners
that it is an evil which needs urgent and consistent
attention. Various measures have been undertaken by the
multitude of stakeholders involved. However, throughout
this judgment, we have noted that these measures have
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not yielded concrete positive results. Thus, there is no
hiding away from the fact that much more needs to be
done. By formulating a victim protection plan, we
believe we have taken a major step in that direction. We
hope this effort will have a domino effect, leading to
much more sustained and coordinated action from all
stakeholders.

We are aware that a single plan will not be the answer
to all the trials and tribulations victims face.
However, our effort here should reflect more than just
the formulation of a plan. It should vreflect an
endeavour to give the victim centre stage and to
prioritise their needs. It should reflect an attempt to
view victims not as passive beings but as agents in need
of empowerment. Lastly, but most importantly, it should
reflect a commitment to the victims that this Court will
accord them the dignity that was always theirs.

We direct the Registry to send one copy of the judgment

to:
a. All the High Courts;
b. Home Secretary, Ministry of Home Affairs,
Union of India
c. Principal Secretary, Ministry of Women and
Child Development, Union of India.
(CHANDRESH) (POOJA SHARMA)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS COURT MASTER (NSH)

(Signed reportable judgment is placed on the file)
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