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TO:

SUPREME COURT OF
INDIA

NEW DELHI
D.NO. 39905 /ZO26|X

O4th August, 2026

DEPUTY REGISTRAR
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

The Registrar General,
Rajasthan High Court,
Jaipur, Rajasthan

e)
IN

S!I(.) Mr)Trl WRIT TRIMINA NO OF )0)6L

,$
ln Re: Order dated L7.O3.2O25 Passed by the High Coutt of Judicature
at Allahabad in Criminal Revision No. L449 of 2024 and Ancillary
lssues

Sir,

I am directed to forward herewith, a Certified Copy of the Reportable

Judgment dated 14s )uly, 2O26 passed by lhis Hon'ble Court in the matter

above-mentioned for your information, necessary action and compliance.

ln compliance of Order dated L4.07.2A?6, you are hereby requested Lo

upload the ReporVPublication/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.
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ln terms of para 24, all concerned authorities whether judictal,

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 concemed officers and personnel, so

that the principles embodied in the publication are meaninqfully understood

and effectively integrated into institutional practice.

Kindly acknowledge and report compliance to this Registry.

Yours faithfully,

DEPUTY REGISTRAR
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

Miscellaneous Application No. L99a of 2O26
)No. 1/2O25in Suo Moto Writ Petition {Criminal

4b 1r);622
ln Re: Order dated 17.O3.2025 Passed b_v

the High Court of Judicature at

Allahabad in Criminal Reyision No.

1449 /2024 and Ancillar_v Issues

JUDGMENT

SURYA KANT, CJI (Oral)

1 The origins of the present controvers_\: have been u,ell documented zrnd

do not require elaboratc reiteration. Neverthelcss, to briefly adduce thc

factua.l matrix of the case. this Court considered it necessarl' to take

cc;gniziurcc of certain observations macle b-v il learned Sing,lc Judge of thcr

High Court of Judicature at Allahabad in rhc judgment and order dated

17.O3.2O25 in Criminal Revision No. 1449/2O24. The matter was

brought to the attention of this Courl thror.rgh i.l letter datcd 20.03.2025

addresscd by a forum knou'n as 'We the Women of India'. Upon receipt

of the said communication, the matler s,as registered and rvas first takcn

up for copsideration on 26.03.2025.
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r) During the colrrse of the proceedings before this Court, a comprehensive

examination was undertaken of Lroth the correctness of the High Court's
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decision as n'el1 as rhe proprietl, of the obsen'ations contained therein.

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

conciusions rt'achecl b1. the High Court. The impugned judgment rvas

consequentlv held to havc been vitiated by an en'oneous application of

settled principles oI crimina1 jurisprudence. The Criminal r\ppeals

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

arrd the judgment and order dated )'7.O3.2O25 passed b-v the High Court

ivas set asidc. As.r natural consequence thereof, the matter stood

rernitted to the Co.rrt of the Special Judge (POCS()), Kasgtrnj. for

adjudication in zrccordance rvith l:ru..

Having held so. this Court alsc deemed it appropriate to take notice of a

broader and s1'sternic concern permeating various levels of the justice

cieiiverl' svsi,enr. namelr', the need lor judicial decisions in cases involving

sexual olfence:s to be informed not onl1, b1' hgal principle but aiso bv

sensitivity, r:ornpassiorr. arrd empathy. This concern assumes particular

significance in matters invoiving r,rrlnerable aldT'or minor r.ictirns cmd

u'itnesses, v.,hose engagenrent x,ith the criminai justice process dr:mands

rhe highest degree oljudicial care and sensitivity.

In this backdrop, this (lourt observed that judicial decisions musr

ernbody the r.,alues crf compassion, humality, and understanding. u'hich

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

system of ji:srice. It ftrrther ernphasiscd thett sustained institutional

nleasllres are rlecessar)- t0 in1.,r1arr,, and nurtUre a SenSitive and viCtim_

centric appro.rch arnongst members of the judiciary, rvhilc cnsuritrg that
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court procedures are similarly aligned to uphold the dignity and rights

of those who come before the justice sysLcm.

This Court therefore considercd it nccessa:l' to formulate appropriate

guidelines, informed by the vtews and recommendations of domarn

cxperts, s'hile rcmaining nrindful of thc various measures and initiatives

undcrtaken in the past to strcngthcrr tlrc administration of justice in

cases involving vulnerablc persons. 'l'o that end, Hon'ble Justice

.A.niruddha Bose, former Judge of this Llor,rrt :rnd Director of the National

Judicia.l Acaderny, Bhopal, u'as reqtrestcd to cons[itute and chair a

Committce of Experts cornprising lirur other domain specialists as

Members. The Corrrmittee was e trusted q.ith the task of prcparing a

comprelrensive report on the subject, 'Det'eloping Guidelines to lnculcate

Sensitiuity ancl Compassi<nr ir*o Judgles and Judicictl Processes in /he

Contert of Sental Offences ancl Other \tulnenthle Cases'.

Pursuant rhereto, Hon'blc ,lr"rstice Arrir-uddha Hose constituted a

Committee comprising: (i) .JtLstice Sonia (i. Gokani, Pormer Chief Justice

ol the High Court of Cir,rjarart; (ii) N1s- Anr.rradha Shankar, Advocate and

Irormer Director General of Police, Madh.va Pradesh; (iii) Dr. Surat Singh,

Advocate, Supremc Court of India; and (iu) Prof. Lucy T.V. Zehol,

Proiessor, DeparLment of Anthropolog,', North Eastern Hill Universitl',

Shillong. The Comrlrittce is stirlecl to have bc'en assistecl by Dr. Sonam

Jain, facultv member art tlrc National ..luclicial Academy, "tO *.. "n.r"n
Kailash Shr.rkul, District Judge. Nladh_va Pradesh cadre, and presently

OlUccr orr Special Duty ar tl"re Acaderrr,r'.

3 I i',,,.,

6



This Court also made certain obsen'ations $,1th a vicrv to ensuring that

the proposed (iuidelilres do n<.rt sufler rhc samc fate as sirrrilar initiatives

undertaken in the past. Upon reflecrion, it tvas recognised that one of the

principal shortcomtrgs of thc e:irlicr guidelines on thc use of gender

ncutra.l ancl non - stert'oty pical langr-ragc in judicia.l r+'riting qras that thcJ'

rvcre framed u'ith rcii:rcnce t() a predominantly anglicis('d rnodel of court

functioning.

Unlike thc corrm{)n a<iagc goes, r,vhat is good for the goose may not

alrtays be good for the gander, While rvell -intentioned, these previous

guidetines did not sufhcientll" account for the linguistic ald cttltural

diversity that characterises the indian judicial system, particularly at thc

District Judicialv and High Court levels, rvhere judicial proceedings and

juclgments are t.rften shapcd b1' regional languages, idioms. rnodes of

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

ensure that the proposed Guidelines are capable of meaningful

implementation across the diverse linguistic and institutional landscapc

ol the lndian justicre delivery system.

It is inrportant t() note at this junctur(' rhat this exei'cisc also i,.ssulttc:i

significance ir.r improving ancl cnhancing the lalguage generttlll'

crnployed in th(' collrse of court proceedings, arld in the drafting ol ordc:rs

and judgments. 'l'he trajecton' of leg:rl language has, admittcdly,

tr.versed a rather rvincring perth irom ivhere it once stood to where it
stands today. This is because the lzrnguage of the courts, and ofjudges
in particular, w.as ofttn complex and laclen u,ith legalesc. rendering it
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cliflicult for the layperson to comprehend. Over time, hor+'ever, courts in

lndia, erncl this Court itr particular', havc bccn mindful <'rf llris cor-rcern

and have made a conscious eflbrt towards rendcring the ianguage of thc

courts more accessible to l-he public at large.

1O. The ide a, esse ntiallv, is to ensure tha t people are made awilre of their

rights and responsibilities. Nlore particulari)". it is important to

ackno*{edge t}rat u'hen our decisions uldmately have t}re effect of

altering the course of ;r person's life, ir is imperative on us to ensurc that

such decisions a].e rendered in ternts ihat a-rc uttderstaldable to them.

't'his becomes cven more apparent lvhe n we turn to some of our initiarives

gearcd to'"vards rnaking j udgments av:rilablc to the public in re gional

Ianguages. Against this backdrop, u'e need to lay great emphasis on

ensuring tllat our final ciecisions are rendered in terms thzrt are

approachable. accessible and comprehcnsible across var-v'ing contexts.

so that tl-rc rich diversit,v of r.)ur countr.l does not become an impedimenr

to our goal of true accessibilit-v.

11. The Committcc was in that rcgar<l expresslv advised to prepare the

Guidelines irr clear arrd accessib'lt: languagr:. cerpable of being readilv

understood b1.' all stal<eholders, including laypersons. The Court furthcr

cmphasised that the Guidelines should avoid unnecessarv reliance on

tcchnical or abstruse terminolog, particularll' expressions borrou,ecl

from foreign languagcs or .;urisdictions, and insread rerrrain frrml-v-

grounded in the social realities:rnd livecl cxperiences ofthose who engage

rvith t}le Indian.Justice Deliverv Systern.

:) I i"' -'



12, Pursuant the:-eto. the Cnmmittee undertook the arduous task of

prcparing a s('t ol trlr"iidelincs that are ,rt once concise, practiceJ, ar1d

comprehensx'c. ri ith the objective of assisting membcrs of the judician'

al all levels. [n clue couLse. the Committee subrnitted its report and

accompanving publit r-rtron irr r:ompliance rvith the mandate entrusted to

rt. The publication trirces the evolurion of gender jttrispnrdence in tnclia,

righlighting thc j uclir:ian's continuilg commitment to fostcring ir more

inclusive anci. equ itabie .justice clelivery s-\'stcm.

13. The publicatrorr l'Lirth('r contains a dctailed discttssion on tht, lcgal

ir:irncs'ork sat-eeuarclilr3 vict ims agait-rsr stereotl ping ald victim

blaming, while illusrrating tire manncr in u'hich insensitive cross

examination and J.rolir:e lnterrcJqation mal'inflict secondary trauma rlpon

vicLirns eurtl, rrr man\ (:irses, (,perate as a significzrnt dr[errent to their

pursuit of justice. ()f particular significance is the cornpilation of

commonly cmpk:1,cd gerrcier:ed:end st.ereotypical expressions oftelr iouncl

in judicial discourse. .; uxtaposcd u ith suggcsted neutral alternatil es that

are bettcr suitrd t<.r lcgal reirsoning zrnd adjudication. The Committce has

thus endearroured t<l produce a practical and accessible resource cap;rblt:

ol gu iding judicial offir;ers in adopting iernguage and approaches thar arc

sensitive, inchr sive, and con sisl.en t with con stitutional r':rl ues.

14. The publication :rls<.r lurnishr.s valuable guidance on expressions that are

commonlv err: pioyecl in difli:rent regional arrcl .linguistic settings,
cl:trifving q.her her such eszrgc. m;i)- caJn, pejoratiuc Or discrimillatglv
r:onnr.,rations a[d, (.hcrc appr()priate, suggcstlng more respectfui and
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inclusive alternatives. This assuttics particular sig-nificance in rhe

context of refcrences to transgcnder pers()ns ald persons of diverse

sexual orientations. gender identities and expressions, and sex

characteristics (SOGIESC). r'here thc usc o[ accurate and dignified

terminologv is integral to szrfeguarding inclividual dignity and equality*.

15. The publication conclu<ies u,ith:r clcdicated section orr conducting court

procecdings $'it.h greatcl' contpassion and selrsit.ivit), setting out

practical measures to ensure that judiciai processcs itre respolrsive to

thc necds of vulnerablc persons lrhilc presening the fairtress.

impartialitl , and integrity of tlre adjr-iclicatory process.

16. This Court places on rccord irs cleepest appreciation for the painstaking

eflbrts of the Committee ir-r prepnring this pr-rblicatron. The u,ork reflects

carefi.rl deliberation, scnsitir.'itv. :rnd a kcen apprcciation of the rcalitics

of the Indian justicc clcliver-v svstcm. Orvitrg to its lucid presentation.

prerctical orientation. and case oi rcference, thc publication serves as a

vzr"luable read1, reckoner for judicial officers at every level.

17. We are accordingly fu ll_i satisfied rhat rhc publication mcrits acccptiince.

Thc same is approved :.rnd sh:rll sel1,e as a guiding resourcc for members

of thc jucliciatY, perlicr,rlarly u'hile de:rling u,ith matters involving scxual

<lflcnces and other cases concerning r-ulnerzrbl<) persons. Its adoption is

will indeecl promote greater consistency, claritv, and sensitivitv in

judicial discourse, rvhile errsuring that thc language and processes of the



courts remain elnchored in the values of dignit_v, compassion. and

empathy.

18. At the same rimc, u'e consider it necessan to clarifo that the use of

appropriate, inclusive. and scnsitive lan guzrge is a-n evolving exercise and

cannot be regarded as having attained linalit-v-.. As societal understanding

continues to develop, sc, too must the language crnploved by courts irr

the discharge oi their judicial funcdons.

19. The presenr publicarion mllst. therefore, be treated as the

commencemcnt of a continuing institutiorral endeavour rather thal its

culmination. tt sha-ll rcrnain incumbent upon thc judiciary'. and

particularl_r upon thrs Clourt, to pcriodica-ll-r. revisit zurd rcfinc thesc

staldards so as to ensllre thitt judicial discoursc across the countr),

remains consistcnt rvith conslitutional va.lues, reflects scnsitivity

tor+'ards all stakcholciers, arrtd speaks in a coherent and harmonious

l

2O. In vierv of the foregoing, rve direct the Registry of this Court to ensurc

that the puLrlicatir>n is uploardecl onto the rvebsite of the Supreme Court.

and that copies Lhcreof :rre circulatecl to all High Courts for similar

upload on their respective rvebsites, as eilso lbr onu'ard dissemination to

the District Judiciary functioning rvi*rin their rcspectivc jurisdictions.

Copies shall likcwise be circulated ro all Tribunais and other quasi-

judicial bodies. u'ho m:rv upload the sarne on their respective u,ebsite(s),

il an_r,.
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