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addressed to the Registrar,
Supreme Coun by designation,
NOT by name

FROM :

TO:

SUPREME COURT OF
INDIA

NEW DELHI
D.NO. 39905/20261X

04rh August, 2026

DEPUTY REGISTRAR
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

The Registrar General,
Rajasthan High Court,
Jaipur, Rajast h a n

MISCELLANEOUS APPLICATION NO. I.998 OF 2O26
IN

SUO MOTO WRIT CRIMINAL NO. OF 2026'! L)

,,,,,,L
ln Re: Order dated L7,O3.2O25 Passed by the High Court of,udicature
at Allahabad in Criminal Revision No. L449 ot 2O24 and Ancillary
lssues

Sir,

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

Judgment dated 146 )uly, 2026 passed by this Hon'ble Court in the matter

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

ln compliance of Order dated 14.07.2026, you are hereby requested to

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 offi cial 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.

BY SPEEqtpSr
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ln terms of para 24, all concerned authorities whether judicial,

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 prlnciples embodied in the publication are meaningfully understood

and effectively integrated into institutional practice.

Kindly acknowledge and report compliance to this Registry.

Yours faithfully,

DEPUTY REGISTRAR
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the High Court of Judicature

Allahabad in Criminal Revision

1449 /2024 and Ancillary Issues

1

REPORTABLE

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

Miscellaneous Application No. L998 of 2o26
in Suo Moto Writ Petition (Crimi;ral) No. Ll2025.i610i622

In Re: Order dated 17.03.2O25 Passed bv

at

No.

JUDGMENT

The origins of the present controversy have been well documented and

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

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

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

High Court of Judicature at Allal'rabad in the judgment and order dated

17.03.2025 in Criminal Revision No. 7449 /2024. Tl:e matter was

brought to the attention of this Court through a letter dated 20.O3.2025

addressed by a forum known as 1Ve the Women of India'. Upon receipt

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

up for copsideration on 26.03.2025.

During the course of the proceedings before t]"is Court, a comprehensive

exarnination was undertaken of both the correctness of the High Court's
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decision as well as the propriety of the observations contained therein.

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

conclusions reached by the High Court. The impugned judgment was

consequently held to have been rritiated by an erroneous application of

settled principles of criminal jurisprudence. The Criminal Appeals

arising out of Diary Nos. 15692 and 21813 of 2025 rvere thus a11owed,

and the judgment and order dated 77.O3.2O25 passed by the High Court

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

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

adjudication in accordance with 1aw.

Having held so, this Court a-1so deemed it appropriate to take notice of a

broader and systemic concern permeating various levels of the justice

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

sexua-1 offences to be informed not only by lega1 principle but also by

sensitivity, cornpassion, and empathy. This concern assumes particular

significance in matters involving vulnerable and/or minor victims and

witnesses, whose engagement with the criminal justice process demands

the highest degree ofjudicial care and sensitivity.

In this backdrop, this Court observed that judicial decisions must

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

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

system of justice. It further emphasised that sustained institutional

measures are necessary to inculcate and nurture a sensitive and victim_

centric approach amongst members of the judiciary, while ensuring that
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court procedures are simi-larly aligned to uphold the dignity and rights

of those who come before the justice system.

This Court therefore considered it necessary to formulate appropriate

guidelines, informed by the views and recommendations of domain

experts, while remaining mindful of the various measures and initiatives

undertaken in the past to strengthen the administration of justice in

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

Aniruddha Bose, former Judge of this Court and Director of the Nationa.l

Judicia-1 Academy, Bhopal, was requested to constitute and chair a

Committee of Experts comprising four other domain specialists as

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

cornprehensive report on the subject, 'DeuelopirLg Guidelines to Inculcate

Sensitiutty and Compassion into Judges and Judicial Processes in th.e

Contert of Sexual Offences and Other Vulnerable Cases'.

Pursuant thereto, Hon'ble Justice Aniruddha Bose constituted a

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

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

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

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

Professor, Department of Anthropologr, North Eastern Hill University,

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

Jain, faculty member at the National Judicia-1 Academy, ald Mr. Shrish

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

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

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

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

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

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

were framed with reference to a predominaltly alglicised model of court

functioning.

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

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

guidelines did not sufficiently account for the linguistic ald cultural

diversity that characterises the Indiar judicial system, parlicularly at the

District Judiciary and High Court levels, where judicial proceedings and

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

expression, ald loca-l context. The present exercise, therefore, sought to

ensure that the proposed Guidelines are capable of meaningful

implementation across the diverse linguistic and institutional landscape

of the Indian justice delivery system.

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

significance in improving and enhalcing the language generally

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

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

traversed a rather winding path from where it once stood to where it
stands today. This is because the language of the courts, and ofjudges
in particular, was often complex and laden with legalese, rendering it
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difficult for the layperson to comprehend. Over time, however, courts in

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

and have made a conscious effort towards rendering the language ofthe

courts more accessible to the public at large.

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

rights and responsibilities. More particuiariy, it is important to

acknowledge tl.at when our decisions ultimately have the effect of

a-ltering the course of a person's 1ife, it is imperative on us to ensure that

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

This becomes even more apparent when we turn to some of our initiatives

geared towards making judgments available to the public in regional

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

ensuring that our final decisions are rendered in terms that are

approachable, accessible alrd comprehensible across varying contexts,

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

to our goal of true accessibility.

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

Guidelines in clearr and accessible language, capable of being readily

understood by ali stakeholders, including laypersons. The Court further

emphasised that the Guidelines should avoid unnecessary reliance on

technical or abstruse terminolog,r, particularly expressions borrowed

from foreig-n languages or jurisdictions, and instead remain Iirmly

grounded in the social rea-lities and lived experiences of those who engage

with the Indian Justice Delivery System.

5 | Pa ge



12. Pursualt thereto, the Committee undertook the arduous task of

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

comprehensive, with the objective of assisting members of the judiciary-

at al1 levels. In due course, the Committee submitted its report and

accompanying publication in compliance with the maldate entrusted to

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

highlighting the judiciary's continuing commitment to fostering a more

inclusive and equitabie justice delivery system.

13. The publication further contains a detailed discussion on the 1ega1

frzrmework safeguarding victims against stereoqaping and victim-

blaming, while illustrating the manner in which insensitive cross-

examination and police interrogation may inflict secondary trauma upon

victims and, in many cases, operate as a significalt delerrent to their

pursuit of justice. Of particular signilicance is the compilation of

commonly employed gendered and stereolrpical expressions often found

in judicial discourse, juxtaposed with suggested neutral alternatives that

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

thus endeavoured to produce a practical and accessible resource capable

of guiding judicial oflicers in adopting language and approaches that are

sensitive, inclusive, arrd consistent with constitutional values.

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

commonly employed in different regional ald linguistic settings,
clafifying whether such i152g6 may carry pejorative or discriminatory
connotations and, where appropriate, suggesting more respectful and
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inclusive alternatives. This assumes parLicular significance in the

context of references to transgender persons and persons of diverse

sexual orientations, gender identities ald expressions, and sex

characteristics (SOGIESC), where ttre use of accurate and dignihed

terminologz is integral to safeguarding individual dignity and equality.

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

proceedings with greater compassion and sensitivity, setting out

practical measures to ensure that judicial processes are responsive to

the needs of vulnerable persons while preserving t1le fairness,

impartiality, and integrity of the adjudicatory process.

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

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

careful deliberation, sensitivity, ald a keen appreciation of the rea-lities

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

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

va-luable ready reckoner for judicial officers at every level.

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

The sarne is approved ald sha1l serve as a guiding resource for members

of the judiciary, particularly while dealing with matters involving sexual

offences and other cases concerning vulnerable persons. Its adoption is

will indeed promote greater consistency, clarity, and sensitivity in

judicial discourse, while ensuring that the language and processes ofthe
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courts remain anchored in the values of dignity, compassion, and

empathy

18. At the same time, we consider it necessa-ry to clarify that the use of

appropriate, inclusive, and sensitive language is an evolving exercise ald

cannot be regarded as having attained fina1ity. As societa-l understalding

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

the discharge of their judicial functions.

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

commencement of a continuing institutional endeavour rather than its

culmination. It sha-Il remain incumbent upon the judiciary, ald

particuiarly upon this Court, to periodically revisit arrd refine these

standa-rds so as to ensure that judicial discourse across the counfy

remains consistent with constitutional values, reflects sensitivity

towards all stakeholders, and speaks in a coherent and harmonious

volce

2O. In view of the foregoing, we direct the Registry of this Court to ensure

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

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

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

the District Judiciary functioning within their respective jurisdictions.

Copies sha1l likewise be circulated to all Tribuna_ls and other quasi-

judicia.l bodies, who may upload the same on their respective website(s),

if aly.

8lPage

\



21. Similarly, the aforesaid handbook shali be published by the Nationa-l

Judicial Academy and all State Judicia-l Academies on their websites.

Copies of the handbook sha-li further be forwarded to the Union and State

Law Departments; to the Nationa-1 Legal Services Authority, as a-lso the

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

of Women and Child Development, Government of India. Regiona-l

translations of the haldbook also be circulated amongst releva,nt

academicians, law universities and law colleges.

22. Tl:,e Directors General of Police and the Directors (Prosecution) of a-11 the

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

instructions to all poiice stalions within their respective jurisdictions to

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

23. The publication sha-ll serve as a mandatory guiding resource in matters

involving sexual offences ald other cases concerning vulnerable persons.

24. We further direct al1 concerned authorities, whether judicial,

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

the effective dissemination and implementation of the contents of this

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

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

initiatives for a-il concerned officers and personnel, so that the principies

embodied in the publication are mealingfully understood and effectively

integrated into institutional practice.
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25. Before we conclude, it is necessaqr to address an issue that was brought

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

Advocate, informed this Court that certain observations made by the

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

(SJ) No. 775/2013, are in direct contravention of the ratio ald legal

principles established in our prior order dated 1O.02.2026.

Consequently, the Registry is hereby instructed to seek guidance from

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

regarding whether it is necessar5l for this Court to register fresh suo motu

proceedings in this matter.

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

27. Ordered accordingly. Pending applicalions, if arly, stand disposed of in

tlle above terms.

., CJI.
(SURYA KANT}

,J
(JOYMALYA BAGCHI)

J

NEW DELHI;
JULY 14, 2026

(v. MoHANA)
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C-ontext

Since the days written languages became parl of our civilization, it

has helped us in expressing our thoughts in rvriting to cover a rvide section

of population. But privileged grotrps within society have also fotrnd ways

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

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

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

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

travel far and wide with these developments' Directly or indirectly, the

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

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

fundamental source of discrimination and denigration in all societies

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

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

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

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

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

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

related controversies.

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

related controversies dominating the courtrooms across the world, along

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

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

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

century howevet sexual discourse has gone beyond binary and has become

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

system.

One challenge that was initially not anticipated while the gender
jurisprudence was developing was the role of the complainant as the victim.

Gender related cases required a sensitive and empathetic j udicial approach.

Specifically in relation to allegations of sexual offences, graphical

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

often resulted in traumatizing the victim, making her relive the moment in

an open forum. A sexual assault, unfortunately, is still treated as a crime of
a different genre, and it still prevails as dormant prejudice in many cases

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

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

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

offence.

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

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

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

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

be advanced with awareness and practice. For inculcating sensitivity and

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

Emotional Quotient would have to supplement Intelligent Quotient in

discharge of j udicial function.

ln Suo Moto llrit Petition Criminal No. 1/2025, a bench presided

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

Joymalya Bagchi and N. V. Anjari4 had initiated Suo Moto proceedings
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ll

*. rElfltf't ' i 3" rclrgr
*.i r,:



upon an order by a High Court involving allegations ol the cornmission of
offences under Section 376 of the lndian Penal Code 1860 and Section I8

of the Protection of Children from Sexual Offences Act2012 (POCSO). In

the order of the High Court, a certain graphic descriptions of the offending

act was given. The High Courl had modified the sumnrons order, revising

the offences to he rrnder a lesser charge under Section 354B of the lndian

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

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

delivered on lOth Februa ry 2026.

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

Supreme Couft was pleased to direct:

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

Llpart from pointing out lhe legal Jlaws in the impugned jtrdgment, also

urged this Court to take cognisance of the insensitiviry- reflecteC in lhe

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

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

various instances of impassive judicial decisions, across clifibrent let'els of
the .judiciary, where .iudges and judicial fficers hat,e J.ailed to imbibe

compassion and empathy in the munner of httndling ttotters int,olving

sexuol ofences, especially when it comes to tulneruble und/or ntinor

victims and witnesses. ln this vein, the learned Senior C'omtsel/counselJbr

the parties have pleaded that certain guidelines mcty be loid down by this

Court to prevent such issues Ji"om arising in the future.

18. Wefind some strength in the issues raised before us. The judicial
system, as a cohesive framework, is designed to deliver justice and
satisfactiort to citizens who seek redressal of tlrcir grievances before it. To

meet such an objective, our efforts must not only be grounded in the sound
application of constitutional and legal principles but al.so foster an
environment oif compassion and empathy. The absence of either of these

I
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cornerstones would prevent judicial institutions from properly performing

their critical duties.

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

complete justice when it is inconsiderate towards the factual realilies of a

litigant and the vulnerabilities which they may befacing in approaching a

court of law. Our decisions as participants in the legal process, from laying
down the procedure that shall have to be faced by common citizens to the

final judgment passed in any given case, must re/lect the ethos of
compassion, humanity, and understanding, which are essentialfor creating

a fair and effective justice system.

20. There is no doubt that some action is required to be taken to

inculcate and nurture an inherent sensitivity and discernment into the

approach of members of the judiciary, as u,ell as into the accompanying

court procedures. Various steps, in this direction, have also been taken by
the Constitutional Courts of this country, from time to time, on the judicial
as well as administrative side. It seems, however, that the efforts thus far
hrtve not borne the Jruit tltut wtts expecletl.

21. That being so, we are hesitant to undertake, at this stage, afresh
and unguided attempt to lay down any guidelines, without the benefit of a

comprehensive understanding of the past endeavours of such nature

undertaken bv the dffirent Constitutional and statutory bodies, the on-

ground results of such efforts, and the ttarying scope of problems faced by

victims ond complainants in similarly sensitiye cases. An attempt of this

kind also should not be undertaken without the valuable opinions and

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

does not intuitively emerge out of litigative proceedings.

22. For this purpose, we request the Nattonal Judicial Academy,

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

...,..-,i.1 t..
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shall be presided over by Justice Bose as Chairperson and shall comprise

four other domain experts as Members, which may include practi.tioners,

academicians. and social workers.

23. We retluest the Committee oJ Experts to prepare a comprehensive

report on the mdter u/ 'Developing Guidelines to Inculcate Sensitivity and

Contpassiort into Judges and Judiciul Processes in the Context oJ Sexual

O{fences and other l,itlnerable Cases'. The Commitlee shall consrder the

previous mea.\ures undertctken, whether on the judicial side or the

adntinistrative side, to achieve such gouls, as well as the varying resuhs

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

after taking into ac'cotmt such previous endeavours and the variety of on-

g'ound experiences faced by different stakeholders across the jttdicial
system, prepore comprehens ive recommendations. The,se recommendotions

shall be in theJbrn of'Draft Guidelinesfor the Approach ofJudges and the

Judicial Systent When Dealing with Cases of Sexual Offences and other

Similarly Sensilive O<:currences lnvolving Vulnerable Victims,

Complainants, and/or W tnesses'.

24. T'he Committee shall, while preparing the report, bear in mind

the linguistic' divcrsit t* oJ' our natiorz. There are various exarnples of
olfen.s ive y,ortls url expressions, the use of which would ordinarily
constitute an oJfence under our penal lctws, but they are openly spoken by

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

oJ a cleur understanding of the <tffensive nature of such saying. It shall be

highly appreciated ( the Committee, as a part of its report, is able to identify

and compile such words/express ions, from different languages, so that they

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

better andfuller narralive of the trauma undergone by them.

25. It/hilc doing so, the Committee of Expert.s ntttst renind itself that
the primary beneficiaries of these Guidelines are the victims/complainants,
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26. To this end, we recommend that the Committee of Experts

prepare, preferably the entire report, and in any case at least the draft
guidelines, in simple language comprehensible to laypersons, whose

interests the guidelines seek to protect. The guidelines, we expect, will not
be loaded with heav-v, complicated expressions borne from foreign
languages and jurisdictions. They must be contextualised in the real and
lived experience of the stakeholders in Indian judicial process, ,n,ith direct
rekrence to the ethos, values, and social fabric of our country.

2,7 . The Committee ma1, even consider preparing translated versions

o/ certain public-/bcing sections of the guidelines. The objective is to fully
explain the various concepts to all readers, irrespective of linguistic and
legal proliciency.

28. We may also clarify that we, in no way, seek to restrict the

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

ll/hen an attempt is being ntade to explain and clarify the dffirent concepls,

rights, procedures, and best practices to be followed, the Committee must

ensure that the report is comprehensive and exhaustiye, including
appropriate and adequate explanations and illustrations wherever

necessary.

29. The Committee of Experts shall be at liberty to seek the

assistance ofother experts on this matter, such as linguistics academicians,

prosecutors, litigators, social scientists, and counsellors, as it deems

necessary.
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majority of whom are children, women of tender age, and members of
vulnerable sections of society. As such, the Committee shall ensure that the

Draft Guiclelines are tlevised in a manner so that they may be understood

and utilized easily by such persons, irrespective of their background and

means.



30. The Registy of this Court is directed to forward a copy of this

order to Justipe Bose, ancl w-e reeu€St hint to constitute the Committee of
Experts, pre-ferabh, within a period o/ two weeks. Counsel /itr the partie.s

are permitted tofile v,ritten submissions, charts, lists, and other documents,

which may be of relevance to the Committee, with the Registry of this Court

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

paperhooks of al.l the.se motter,s, shall be foru,ardecl to the Committee,

thereafter, for its cons ide r a I i o n -

31. The Chuirperson and the Members of the Committee of Experts

shall, for their valuable time and elforts, be paid such honorarium as may

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

by the Supreme Court of lndia.

32. We request the Committee of Experts to complete its

deliberations and submit o rcpcrt to this Courl, preferably within three

months.

j3. Having passed these directbns, x,e are of the considered opinion

that the suo motu writ petition regarding the order dated 17.03.2025, which

we haye alread-v set aside, need not be kept rryten. As and when the

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

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

single case. To thut effect, rhe 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 /br appropriate instructions.

34. Hence, in terms oJ'the directions isstted hereinabove, the instant

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

The present publication has been made in pursuance of the
directions of the Hon'ble Supreme court of India. A committee was



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

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

Shankar, Former Direitor General of Police, Madhya Pradesh, Dr. Surat

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

Professor, Department of Anthropology, North-Eastern Hill University,

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

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

Kailash Shukul, a District Judge of Madhya Pradesh Cadre presently Officer

on Special Duty at the Academy also provided inputs and administrative

support to the committee.

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

mainly to get response from various stakeholders of the criminal justice

system for their understanding of court language. The stakeholders were

judicial officers, witnesses and victims and they were approached through

the District Legal Service Authorities. 1-he composite response is Annexure

I to this publicatiol.

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

nature. The committee tried its best to capture the writing style of
judgements in relation to gender related issues and highlighted them, but a
publication of this nature cannot permanently act as guideline as language

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

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

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

language ecosystem which would weed away the offensive or undesirable

words or manner of description of certain acts. lt is also of critical
importance that judges and lawyers empioy, sanitizcd cxpression in legal
proceedings, so that victims get comforted in a court of law rather than

l IjEEff&. j& ;!!irr'Irra J'



being halbouring apprehension of being traumatized. Use of appropriate

expressions can help in eradicating deep-seated gender-based pre-iudices.

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

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

will inspire and encourage thinking persons in other walks of lit'e 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.

J ustice Aniruddha Bose



Gender Jurisprudence in lndia

Through a continuous judicial process, the judiciary in lndia has

consistently expanded the scope of gender justice while dealing with these

issues. The jurisprudence evolved through couft decisions highlight
protection of dignity, bodily integrity, equality and privacy. The courts are

playing a transformative role in dismantling patriarchal stereotypes,

recognizing intersectional vulnerabilities, strenglhening workplace and

institutional safeguards from dominant gender harassment. This led to the

recognition of reproductive and sexual autonomy, affirmation of the rights

of women, children, transgender persons, and queer communities/non-

binary in a gender neutral manner. Over the years several judgments

collectively reflect the judiciary's ongoing commitment towards building a
more inclusive society.
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No.

Name of the

Case (with

Year)

Factual Bricf Principle from the .ludgment
.rf the Hon'hle Srrpreme

Court of India reflecting the
transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
I Yusuf Abdul

Aziz v. State

of Bombay
(AIR r954 SC

32t )

Challenge to

Section 497

IPC (adultery

law) on

grounds of
gender

discrimination.
(section 497 of
IPC has

subsequently

been struck

down in the

case of Joseph

Shine as serial

no. 13 in this

table)
) C.B.

Muthamma v.

Union of India
((1979) 4 SCC

260)

First woman in

Indian Foreign

Service

challenged

discriminatory

promotion/serv

ice rules.

Court condemned sex-hased

service rules and affirmed
equality in public

employment, stating married

women cannot be put on a
worse footing than married

men.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

upheld the constitutional

validity of special provisions

for women under Article
I 5(3), recognizing that

substantive equality may

require protective measures in

favour of women.



S

No.

Name of the

Case (with

Year)

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

Court of 
'India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
3 Tukaram v.

State of
Maharashtra

((1e79) 2 SCC

t43)

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.

1 Ail India v.

Nergesh

Meerza
((1981) 4 SCC

33s)

Air hostesses

challenged

rules

mandating

retirement on

marriage/pregn

ancy.

The Court held pregnancy-

hased termination rules

arbitrary and unconstitutional,

calling such provisions an

insult to womanhood.

5 Bharwada

Bhoginbhai

Hi{ibhai v.

State of
Guj arat

((1e83) 3 SCC

2t't)

survlvor S

testlmony

questioned for
lack of
corroboration.

Rape The Court held survivor's

testimony does not require

corroboration, recognizing the

social stigma of reporting

sexual violence.

-l I 'ill
ra ,



S

No.

Name of the

Case ( rvith

Yea r)

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

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
6 State of Punjab

v. Gurnrit

Singh ((1996)

2 SCC 384)

Rape

survlvor S

privacy and

dignity drrring

trial at issue.

The CoLrrt cmphasized (lrr-

c ame ra ) proceedings, privacy

protection, and survivor

dignity, noting no woman

would humiliate herself by

making a false allegation.

1 Vishaka v.

State of
Rajasthan

((r997) 6 SCC
)tt \

Sexual

harassment of
social worker

:it workplace.

8 Sakshi v.

Union of India
((2004) 5 SCC

s 18)

NGO sought

child-sensitive

courtroom

procedures for
sexual offence

trials.

9 Anuj Gzu _e v.

Hotel

Association of
India ((2008) 3

SCC I)

Challenge to

law barring

women from
working in
venues serving

alcohol.

The Court framed the Vishaka

guidelines for workplace

sexual harassment at

workplace, affirming gender

equality includes protection

from such harassment.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

directed adoption of ch iltl-
sensitive adjudication to

prevent trauma to child
victims.

The Court held Iegislation

should be assessed by its

impact, not just aims, and

struck down exclusionaly

provisions as unconstitutional.



S

No.

Name of the

Case (with
Year)

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

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
10 Suchita

Srivastava v.

Chandigarh

Administration
((2009) 9 SCC

1)

Pregnant

woman with
intellectual

disability

sought

autonomy over

abortion.

The Court affirmed

reproductive autonomy as a

facet of personal liberty,

linking it ro dignity, bodily
integrity, and privacy.

ll National Legal

Services

Authority v.

[Inion of India
((2014) s scc
438)

Recognition of
transgender

persons' legal

rights.

The Court constitution ally

recognized transgender

identity, affirming dignity and

directing affirmative
measures for inclusion.

i2 Joseph Shine

v. Union of
India ((2019) 3

SCC 39)

Challenge to

criminalization

of adultery

law.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

struck down adultery law as

unconstitutional and rejected

patriarchal notions of
marriage.

l3 Indian Young

Lawyers

Association v.

State of Kerala

((2019) 11

SCC 1)

Women

challenged

exclusion from
entering

Sabarimala

temple.

The Court held exclusion

based on biology violates

dignity and equality, and

asserted constitutional

morality prevails over

patriarchal customs.

,.], I f flllfl..fffit. & ia-ai'r'r'r'-r3tr



S

No.

Name of the

Case (with

Year)

Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment
of the Hon'ble Suprerne
Corrrt of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
l4 Secretary,

Ministry of
Defence v.

Babita Puniya

((2020) 7 SCC

469)

Women

officers sought

permanent

commission in

the Indian

Army.

Thc Cor.rrt rcjccted

stereotypes about women's

roles and held women cannot

be denied equal opportunity

on the basis of physiological

or social assumptions.

t5 Lt. Col.

Nitisha v.

Union of India

((2O2r) ts
scc 125)

Challenge to

facially neutral

standards in

army selection.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

recognized indirect
discrimination and advanced

substantive equality
jurisprudence.

16

l1

Aparna Bhat v.

State of
Madhya

Pradesh

((2021) 3 SCC
)41 |

High Court had

madc

stereotypical

lemarks and

suggested

compromise in

raPe case.

The Court directed judges to

avoid gender stereotypes and

prohibited suggestions of
man'iage/compromise in rape

cases.

Attorney
General for
India v. Satish

((2022) 5 SCC

54s)

High Court

acquitted

accused under

POCSO based

on "skin-to-

skin" contact.

The Hon'ble S upreme Court

set aside the interpretation,

holding child protection laws

must be purposively

interpreted.



S

No.

Name of the

Case (with
Year)

Eactual Brief Principle from the Judgment
of the Hon'ble Supreme

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
18 Patan Jamal

Vali v. State of
Andhra

Pradesh

((2021) 16

scc 225)

Rape and

murder of a
Dalit woman-

The Court recognized

intersectionality,

acknowledging compounded

discrimination based on caste,

gender, and disability.

19 State of
Jharkhand v.

Shailendra

Kumar Rai

((2022) t4
scc 299)

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

condemned the test as

regressive and irrelevant to

consent, directing it must not

be conducted.

20

21

X v. Principal

Secretary,

Health &
Family

Welfare Dept.,

Delhi ((2023)

9 SCC 433)

Unmarried

woman

challenged

denial of
abortion after

20 weeks.

The Court held unmarried

women are equally entitled to

reproductive autonomy and

recognized marital rape for
limited purposes.

Deepika Singh
v. Central

Administrative

Tribunal
((2023) 13

scc 681)

Denial of
maternity leave

for non-

traditional

family
structure.

The Court recognized that

families in contemporary

society exist in diverse forms

and rejected stereotypical

assumptions regarding

caregiving and family roles.

.: 1_ ,:

u trd.Ead 'E .---'G

Use of two-

finger test in

rape

examination.



S

No.

Name of the

Case (wifh

Year)

Factual Brief Principle fronr the Judgment
of the Hon'ble Supreme

Court of India reflecting the

tr:rnsitiorr of Gender

Ju risprudence
')') Supriyo @

Supriya

Chakraborty &
Anr v. Union

of India (2023

rNSC 920)

Petition fbr

Iegal

recognition of
same-sex

maffiases

The Court declined

recognition but reiterated

queer rights to dignity,

autonomy, and protection

from discrimination.

23 In Re: Alleged

Rape and

Murder
Incident of a

Trainee Doctor

(2024 rNSC

613)

Institutional

response to

sexual violence

against a

doctor.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

emphasized institutional
accountability, safe working

environments. and survivor
dignity.

2,1 Dr. Sohail

Malik v. Union

of India (2025

SCC Online
sc 27sr)

Jurisdictional

challenge to

ICC under

POSH Act.

The Court clarified ICC's
jurisdiction extends across

departments and must uphold

the remedial intent of the

POSH Act.

25 Vaneeta

Patnaik v.

Nirmal Kanti

Chaklabarti
(2025 rNSC

1106)

Complaint of
continuing

sexual

harassment at

work.

The Court recognized that a

hostile work environment

may be continuing

harassssing, requiring

s urv ivor- sen s itive

interpretation under POSH

Act.

----_-_---_---_---_-_--__--+--._



S

No.

Name of the

Case (with
Year)

Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment
of the H on' ble Supreme

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
26 Nipun Saxena

v. Union of
India ((2019) 2

scc 703)

Protection of
identity and

privacy of
victims of
sexual

offences.

The Court reinforced the

statutory prohibition on

disclosure of the identity of
rape survivors and issued

comprehensive directions to

protect their privacy and

dignity throughout the

criminal justice process,

including in judicial records

and media reporting.

2't Manisha

Ravindra

Panpatil v.

State of
Maharashtra

(2024 rNSC

762

An elected

woman

Sarpanch was

disqualified

from office on

allegations that

she resided in a

house

encroaching on

government

land.

The Court recognized that

legal and administrative

actions against women elected

representatives may

sometimes be rooted in

patriarchal resistance to

women exercising authority,

particularly in rural

governance structures.

Note: The above table is only illustrative and not exhau,stive of the exlensive

jurisprudence developed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in advancing

gender justice and constitutional equality.

: ; 1.r' t
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t.egaI Protections ag:rinst Victinr-Blaming

Indian law already contains rape-shield protections to safeguard surviors

against victim-blaming. It reinforces the principle that consent must bc
judged on thc 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 repoft crimes without fear of character assassination. Section 146 ofthe
erstwhile lndian Evidence Act barred any insinuation about a complainant's

sexual reputation or character. In State of Jharkhand v. Shailendra Kumar

Rail, stressed this point that a woman's "sexual history is wholly
immaterial" to rape allegations, and it is "patriarchal and sexist" to suggest

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

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

sexuai experience "not relevant" to consent in a rape trial.i Likewise, the

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

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

"wholly irrelevant" and expressly barred by lawa. ln shor1, Indian courts

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

the credibility of her testimony.s

(2022) t4 SCC 299.
Patriarchal & sexist to assume that a sexually active \r,oman cannot be raped; Anyone
conducting 'two-finger' test will be guilty ol misconduct: SC,

https://www.scconline.com/blog/post/2022/11/0l/uto-linger-test-banned-sexually active-
women-can-be-raped-guilry-misconduct-supreme-court-legal-updates-research-guidelines-

news/#: -: text - ,o,/oE2 
o,/A0%9 D.

Ibid. (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:2 I0l3
Allahabad HC pulls up advocate for calling rape victim a woman of..easy virtue,,; says itviolates dignity & privacy under Article 21,

I

2

5



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 prcdisposition in most sexual assault cases.6 Such rules, aud

Article 5 of CEDAW (Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination against Women.) 1979, recognize lhat asking about a

woman's private life only perpetuates mlths and deters reporting.

Cross-Examination and Sexual History

In practice, victims are often subjected to harassing cross-

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

victim after the offence reaches trial stage. Judges have begun to rein in

such tactics. For instance one recent decision, ordered an immediate end to

the notorious "two-finger test" and remarked that whether a woman is

"habituated to sexual intercourse" is "irrelevant" to determining rape7. The

Clourt emphasized: "Nothing could be fwther from the trtnh, a v,oman's

sexual history is wholly immaterial while adjudicating u,hether the accused

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

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

sexually active is "patriarchal and sexist".

lndian trial courts are also bound by provisions that limit the Iine of
questioning to be adopted by defence lawyers towards the victims. Under

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

https..//wttw.scconline.com/blog/posr/2026/02/06/rape-sutnivor-character-ossussination-

allqhabud-hc/#:-:text:The%a20Court%20odded%o20thut%o20qnv,o-l"k20theo%20%20122.

Rule 412. Sex-Offence Cases: The Victim,
https://www.law.cornell.edu./rules/frdrule 412#:-: text=ok28a 29%20Prohibited%o20{Jses,pr
o c e ed i n g 04 2 0 i nv o lv i n go/o2 0 a I I e ge d %o2 0 s e x u a I oZ 

2 0 m i s c o nd u c t.

Lillu @ Rajesh v. State ofHaryana, (2013) l4 SCC 643
l



this means lawyers cannot use labels like "easy virtue" ol allege promiscuity
to discredit a victim. lndeed. courts routinely strike down such insinuations

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

that a teenager's two boyfriends justified her rape. lt was observed that "a
woman may be having easy virtue but that does rrt-rt rnean all and sundry carl

take advantage of this fact. She has a right to say no". The Hon'blc Supreme

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

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

submit herselfto sexual intercotrrse to anyone and everyone because she is

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

everyone-8

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

( r996) 2 SCC 384.

Contrasting Jutlicial Sensitivities: Progrcssive

Approaches and Persistent Prejudiccs

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

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.

ln State of Punjab v. Gurmit Singhe, a landmark 1996 judgment of
the Hon'ble Supreme Court of lndia, directed trial judges to actively protect

victims duling testirnony and that courts should not sit as silent spectators

while the victim is subjected to embarrassing, insulting or intimidating



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

incidents and were conscious enough to intervene in between when the

cross-examination goes beyond the ethical standard. The judgments reflect

a modem, gender-sensitive judicial approach which not only talks about

sentence but also focus on compensation, rehabilitation and society as a

whole.

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

were you there at that time? Why were you wearing this kind of clothing?

Why were you not accompanied by any men? Why did you report so [ate?

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

for registering a complaint, they are asked in disbelief, "Why now?" After

so many years, you have children; this happens in a marriage. You are so

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

bombarded with questions 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.r0. The court is the only place where a judge listens to all

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

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

power to control his court; directing the staff to offer basic courtesies by

oI}-ering a chair and water. A judge must be a little more alert and vigilant

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

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

body language should be observed by ajudge.

Across all levels of the j ustice 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

Inputs for Cuidelines for a Gender-Just Justice System With Reference'lo Women Survivors of
Violence, Abuse & Exploilation - (Note Prepared through a Consultative Process with Civil
Society Groups) By State Women's Commission, Madhya Pradesh.

t0



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

hai, itna kyn ho gctl,ct / (lt is a rnatter of home, what happened so much?)"

or ",\omjhauto kor lo, ghor bach ja1,ega, (Make a compromise, your house

will bc savcd.)" trivializing their experiences of violence and plessuling

them to compromise. Police and other authorities often question their

appearance witir comments like, "llpstic k laali lagakat" complaint likhv,cme

tttn,i hol (You have come to lodge a complaint wearing lipstick.)" or cast

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

(Wonten the,se dny.t are dromolir'.)." Survivors are also asked irlelevant and

intrusive questions about their personal life and conduct, for example. "lap
iss tarah kapde pehen kar rehti hain? (Do you keep dressing like this?)" or

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

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

traumatize ancl cleter them from seeking j ustice.l l

Testimonies within the guidelines highlight the reality of these experiences.

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

wait at the hospital and cluestioned 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 undetscore the systemic barriers and

the patriarchal attitudes survivors must confront at every stage, especially

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

gender-based discrim ination. r2

tl

l

lnputs for Guidelines ftrr a Gcnder-.lrrst.lustice System With Reference To Women Survivors of
Violence, Abuse & Exploitation (Note Prepared through a Consultative Ptocess with Civil
Society Croups) By State Wornen's Commission, Madhya Pradesh.

Inputs for Cuidelines 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 Courtl3 in December 2024 Mat. Appeal No. 706

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

expr6ssion, being part ofan individual's identity or an expression ofgeneral

aesthetics. lt is unpardonable and impermissible in any civilized society to
judge a woman solely based on her clothing or to draw conclusions about

her virtue or modesty, as such judgments are rooted in rigid notions of
patriarchy. The sartorial preferences that a woman makes are her own
choice, which cannot be subjected to moral policing or assessment,

particularly by courts. "

r3 xxxxx v. XXXXX, 2024:KER:91 g9g

t5fl,.; tr. irEEIlI' .ln :llr5.Ilfl' !' IDErlS' ri' tgl



l4

l5
Supra
2024 DHC 2524.
(1996) r SCC 490

lLule aeainst stereot--vping: A transition to
(]ender Just Society'

Judicial approaches in lndia have consistently rejected the use of
gender-based stereotypes in adjudication, particularly in cases involving
sexual oflences and gcndcr j ustice.

i. ln Apurnu Bhat v. State of M.Pla, the Hon'ble Supreme Court held that

courts must avoid stereotypes relating to a victim's clothing, lifestyle,

marital status. or sexual histoly, emphasizing that such factors are

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

undermine fairness and victim confidence, requiring courts to maintain

neutrality and avoid extraneous social assumptions.

ri. ln Sanghmitru v. Statets, it was further clarifled that professional

identity or gender cannot form the basis ofjudicial presumptions.

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

reinforced through statutory and doctrinal developments. Judicial

condemnation of' stigmatizing language is also reflected in Botlhisattwa

Gautam v. Subhra Chukrubortyl6, which addressed the seriousness of
sexual violence and the impact of societal biases on victims. The Hon'ble

Supreme Court in Aparna Bhat furlher clarified that consent cannot be

infened from clothing or prior sexual conduct, rejecting the "good

woman/bad woman" dichotomy.

Constitutional j urisprudence has also dismantled stereotypes embedded

in laws goveming marital and gender roles. ln Joseplt Shine v. Union of



Procedrrral safeguards also reflect this anti-stercotyping approach. ln,

Stale of Punjab v. Gurmit Singh2t, emphasized the relevance of in camera

trials to prevent reputational harm and stigma. The Sexual Harassment of
Women at Workplace Act, 2013 further institutionalizes protection against

humiliating or stereotyped questioning, recognizing such violations as

implicating fundamental rights under Articles 14, I 5, and 2 1 . lntemational
guidance, including CEDAW-based principles and the Bangkok General

guidance forjudges orr Applying Gender Perspcctive in South and Southcast

Asia (2022), cited in Aparna Bhat, also directs judges to avoid rigid notions

of a "real victim" and adopt context-sensit ive evaluations.

The evolution of anti-stereotyping jurisprudence is marked by explicit

overruling of earlier decisions. In Joseph Shind2, the Hon'ble Supreme

Court overrule d Sowmithri Wshnu u lJnion of India23, relectingnotions of
women as the propefty of husbands. Likewise, Navlej Singh

r7 (2019) 3 SCC 39.
18 (2017) 9 SCC t.
te (2018) lo scc r.
20 cRwPi466o/2oz I .(2024 :P HHC
2t Supra
22 Supro
2r AtR 1985 sc t618.

I I 8245-DB

,. 55 - lt -'flr-' ,i ---F I

Indial7, Section 497 IPC was struck down for treating women as passive

and subordinate, thereby violating Articles 14 and 15. Simitarly, Shayara

Bano v. Union of India18, invalidated triple talaq for perpetuating gender

inequality, while Navtej Singh Johar u LJnion of Indiate, held that laws

enforcing heteronormative gender roles are unconstitutional, grounding

anti-stereotyping in equality and privacy rights. In Yaslt Pol v. State of
Haryana2o, the Punjab and Haryana Court acknowledged that criminal law

cannot reinforce differential standards of sexual agency for men and

women.



JohaPaovenuled Suresh Kumar Koushal u Naz Foundalion2s, af{trmtng

that constitutional moraiity must prevail over outdated social norms that

cnforce gender and sexual stereotypes.
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Gendered/Stereotype f,anguage in

.ludgments':tnd Alternatives

It has been a longtime concern for j udges in lndia 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 ot the increasing

prevalence of crimes such as sexual assault, domestic violence, harassment,

and abuse. Women in India continue to face systematic discrimination,

sexual violence, domestic abuse. and harassment. In such circumstances,

insensitive courtroom remarks or judgments that rely on stereotypes may

discourage victims from reporting offences or participating in the justice

process. Judicial attitudes in sexual assault cases involving unconscious

women have often reproduced "rape myths" and questioned victims'
credibility rather than focusing on the accused's conduct26. Such language

can re-traumatize survivors and reinforce social prejudice instead of
promoting j ustice.

Since courts are institutions entrusted with protecting constitutional

values, it is incumbent upon judges to adopt language that is respectful,

neutral, and free from stereotypes. Sensitive judicial expression strengthens

26 Elizabeth A Sheehy, "Judges and the Reasonable Steps Requirement: The Judicial Stance on
Perpetmtion Againsl Unconscious Women" in SEXUAL ASSAULT lN CANADA: LAW,
LECAL PRACTICE AND WOMEN'S ACTIVISM (University of Ottawa Press, 2012) 483 ar

483485.7
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public trust, protects the dignity of vulnerable individuals, and ensures that

the j ustice system reflects principles of equality and human rights.

ln the case of Phul Singh v. State of Haryana2T, there are issues with
both the words used by the Court and the way it decided on the sentence, if
looked through gender justice lens raises concern. Accused of the crime

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

considered inappropriate today. Use of sensitive expressions has become a

critical component in judgment writing on gender related cases in

contemporary j urisprudence.

The following glossary is curated after anaiyzing the 125 Trial Court
judgments and we have also added some common words which are

stereotypical and may be avoided. It outlines problematic or outdated

phrases lbund in these judgments and suggests neutral alternatives that can

be used in legal contexts.

T raditional/Problematic
Phrase

Neutral, and legally appropriate
alternatives

The body of women as play

ground

Violated bodily autonomy of
complainant(s)/victi m(s)

Helpless woman; helpless

female

Survivor / Complainant

Where women are honoured, there

the gods rejoice

Avoid religious/cultural references;

focus on legal rights

Crime caused severe trauma to the

survivor

It destroys the very soul of a

helpless woman

Victimization, soul destroyed Survivor experienced harrn/trauma

21 (1979)4SCC4r3



Traditional/Problematic
Phrase

Neutral, and legally aPProPriate

alternatives

Female members/persons (for

victims)

Victim / Survivor / Complainant

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

Suffering from psychological

neurosis

Survivor may experiencing

trauma./distress

Woman in non-permissive

society

Pelson in a conservative society

Allow women to walk freely All individuals have right tomove

freely and safely

Sell-respecting woman Women may be used without any

adjective

Poor helpless minor girl Minor victim / Child survrvor

Hormonal changes, desire,

telnptation

Avoid physiological explanations

unless absolutely rtecessaly

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

gaining trust

Honour,

shame

Avoid "honour"/"shanre"; focus

on survivor's rights

Victim of another person's

lust

Victim/survivor of sexual

assault/violence

Stigma as inevitable consequence Focus on j ustice/rehabilitation

Outraged the modesty Sexual assau lt/violation ol-

bodily autonomy

Serious health consequences

as a female

Serious health consequences for

the victim,/survivor

q, J&..,riIIE. ; S :r-FFIII. $' TIEXII
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Traditional/Problematic
Phrase

Neutral, and legally appropriate
alternatives

Peruranent impact on girl's lilc Survivor may need ongoing

suppol't; focus on recovery

Survivor's bodilv autonomv was

violated

Lost her chastitv

No hue and cry, traveled

Calmly (to describe post occurance

behavior of the victim)

Avoid victim-blaming; focus on

facts

Minor / Child victim

She was a consenting party Consent is not legally valid for

minors

Tutored child Child witness; avoid assurnptions

about influence

Bid to defile chastity

Fueled by lust

Plosecutrix

Act of sexual assault/violation of
autonomy

Degrades the soul of the

helpless female

Spoiled her childhood /

ruined life

Causes severe harnr to survlvor

The crime had serious consequences;

focus on support

ivl inor girl/child Child victim / Survivor

Committed sexual assault /

violated the law

Satisfv his illicit lust

Sexual violence; avoid attribu ting

crime to "lust"

Victim / Survivor / Cornplainant

Cullibte or obedient daughter



Traditional/Problematic
Phrase

Neutral, and Iegally appropriate
alternatives

Haunt throughout her life Survivor may face ongoing

challenges

Physical relationship (for

rape/assault)

Sexual assault / rape (if the offending

act is non- consensual and/or victim is

a minor)

Disrobing (unless provided in the

statute)

Forced removal of clothing (part of
sexual assault)

Status and prestige of family

is at stake

Focus on harm to victim,/ survivor;

avoid "honour" shaming

Scars lefi remain Iifelong Survivor may need ongoing

support; focus on recovery

Helpless female Survivor

Her private part/chest/ vagiua,

victim girl

Use ncul-ral lredical/lcgal terrtts; refer

to child/survivor

Accused acted as with his

granddaughter

Focus on age difference &
power dynamics, not family

Destroyed Iile, betrayal,

shameful conduct

Modesty Bodily autonomy

Offends esteem/dignity Violation of survivor's bodily

autonomy and rights

Girl child is vulnerahle All children are entitled to protection

under the law

,eIE[,,.tr..lr-Er','l'&','rr-xl8l'ir"E-lI

Survivor experienced severe

harm



Traditional/Problematic
Phrase

Neutral, and legally appropriate
alternatives

Sex slave Survivor subjected to repeated

sexual violence/exploitation - while

being kept under control

Peryetrator of trafficking/sexr"ral

Exploitation (the term brothel may be

used if statutorily necessary)

Brothel keeper

Character evidence is irrelevant in

sexual otTences

Sterling character (victim's

character)

Lust satisfaction Act of sexual violence/assault:

Prudent attribute - avoid trivializ-ing

crime

Witness (mention education only if
legally relevant)

Illiterate/rustic witness

Sun'ivor / VictimWhore (derogatory term)

Inability to contl'ol emotions.

male-dominated strciety

Avoid rationalizing crime; focus

on accountability/law

In several cases, coufts are required to deal with situations where people

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

between persons who are not fbrmally married has acquired some element

of recognition.

In such situations parlicularly 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.

-----------j------.---_---_---.-



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 accepted and recognised term by International Labour Organisation

(ILO) also. However, the word prostitute rnay 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 'Gay'. For women'Lesbian' is still an acceptable term. For

third gender - in North India the word Hijra is used, in Tamil Nadu

Thirunangai refers to a transgender woman, and Thirunamhi refers to a
transgender man. In Karnataka Jogappa is used in gender-diverse

communities. These are implicitly pejorative and now the term which is

acceptable and dignified is intersex. It might be advisable to uses these in

court languages. Now, the term 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 titted 'Glossary of terms and concepts'
(https:/fuvlvw.unicef.ore/rosa./rned ial 1 761lfi1e/Genderglossarytermsandcon

cepts.pdf) which carries an exhaustive list of taking into account sensibility

of various region of the world.
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( ortrpassion:rte Court Practices

'l he lndian judiciary is moving from a traditional, accused-focused

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

mental well-bcing. 'Ihe 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 courpcrrsation scheme 201 8 (Annexure II) is one such step and

various welfare statues also provide directions in that regard

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

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

inquire from the Investigating Officer whether the directions issued in case

of Delhi Domestic llorking l4/omen's Forum v. Union of India2s are

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

also under a duty to inform the victim ofher right to representation before

questioning her and also to state the same in its report.

Directions categoricallv obligates the Investigating Offrcer 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

crimes

Ifl-egal Assistance is not provided or no Advocate is engaged by the

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

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

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

compliance by the IO within 48 hours.

( 1995) I SCC 14



Periodical monitoring on empanelment of Advocates at the level of
police stations in aid of the victims of sexual assault in the District through

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 S uperintendent of Police to the

Principal District Judge, ensuring due compliance of this necessity.

Victlm/ Witness Protection measures

Presiding officer ought not to wait lor the application of the victim
or of vulnerable witness as it is the legal obligation of the Presiding Officer
to ensure victim/witness protection. ln Mahender Chawla v. Union o-f

India2e, the Hon'ble Supreme Courl approved the Witness Protection
Scheme, 2018 which was formulated by the Ministry of Home Affairs,
Govemment of India. Under this scheme the witnesses were categorised in
A, B and C category as per threat perception. ln Sakshi v. LJnion of Indicfo,
victim-centric and child-friendly approach to the recording of evidence in
sexual offence cases was understood

Pre - trial Victim Counselling

This is a vital mechanism to alleviate anxiety and add to confidence

building. Trial judges ought to ensure that victims undergo such

counselling.

In camera trial
'frials in sexual offences and sensitive matters need to be held ir

camera. Section 366(1) ofBNSS, 2023 prescribes that the courts must be

open to the Public for the purpose of trying any offence. Exception to this
is provided in Sub Section(2) the trial ofRape or any offence under Sections

64, 65, 66, 67, 68,70 or Section 7l of Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita ( BNS) or

,e (2019) 14 scc 6t5
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under Sections 4.6,8, l0 of Protection of Children from Sexual Offer.rces

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

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

made permissibte subject to maintaining confidentiality of names and

identity. ldentity of victim is impennissible to be disclosed in any

proceedings and only initials ol pseudonym is pcrnitted as held

in Nipun Sarcna v. (Jnion of Indio3t .

Witness as a Guest:

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

the coufi. Howeveq many witnesses suffer long waits and poor treatment in

court, which can discourage them fi'om testifying. Courts ought to treat

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

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

Court in the case of State of IJ.P. v. Shantbhunath Singhl2 in the following
passage.

"Witnesses tremble on getting sutrmons from courts. in India, not

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

invited (through summons) for helping such courts with their testirnony for
reaching judicial findings. But the malady is that the predicarnent of the

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

rr (2019) 2 scc 7oi
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agony and ordeal suffered by witnesses who attended a Sessions court on

several days and yet they were not. examined in full. The parly who

succeeded in dodging examination of such witnesses finatly enjoyed the

benefit when the Sessions Court acquitted them for want ofevidence. The

only casualty in the aforesaid process is criminal j ustice." 33

This principle applies with more vigor and strength in criminal cases

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

occurrence/crime.

Preventing Secondary Victimization

Re-victimization, particularly in cases involving sexual offences,

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

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

after the original incident. Judges must avoid asking stereotypical or

blaming questions and should not force victims to interact with accused

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

It can further be prevented by following a trauma - infomed judging, avoid

rcpeated questioning, maintain colfidentiality 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.

ln the case of Aparna Bhatt v. State of Madhya Pradesh3a , the

Hon'ble Supreme Court directed the judges to refrain from asking

stereotypical questions. Neither victim blaming language in the orders nor

]]2001(4)scc667.
ta Supra
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any conditions in bail that forces the victim to interact with the accused need

to be reflected for the "proactive role" of the .ludge alone can ensrrre the

safe environment.

Proactive Judges and Cross-Examination

Maintaining a balance of Protecting Victim during deposition and

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

accused is utmost essential. The Hon'ble Supreme Courl 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
Indiass for child witnesses or vulnerable witnesses, prior to the enactment

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

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

if strictly necessary.

POCSO Act and Child Protcction larvs in India

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

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

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

"Support Persons" to the Child from the point of lodgement of FIR for
interacting with the Police machinery, medical ofTicers and hospitals, to

avert re-victimisation, was provided by the Hon'ble Supreme Couft in
Bachpan Bachao Andolan v. [Jnion oJ' lndia36.lt also mandates trial to be

completed within one year from the date of taking cognizance.

Establishment of Vulnerable Witness Deposition Center has strearnlined

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

t5 (zoo4) 5 scc 5 l8
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Points fbr Considerations

l. f-act-based references

J udicial 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.

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

cautioned courts against being influenced by myths and stereotypes

in sexual offence cases.

Caution with terms like 6'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

autonomy, and violation of personal integrity.

ln Rupan Deol Bajaj v: K.PS. Gillts, the Hon'bte Supreme Court

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

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

equal to consent

Absence ofinjuries, delayed reporting, or lack ofresistance does not

imply consent. Victims may respond differently to trauma. Cou(s
should avoid adverse inferences based on stereotypical expectations

of victim behavior.

t7 (1996) 2 SCC 384,
( 1995) 6 SCC 194
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ln Kaini Rajun v. State of Keralare, the Hon'ble Supreme Court held

that conscnt must be voluntary and unequivocal.

Gender-neutral, s u rvivor-centric terms

Languagc should dignified and inclusive and avoid reinforcing
gender stereotypes. Survivor-centric terminology recognizes the

experiences of all affected persons.

ln National Legal Sertices Authority v. {Jnion of lndiaa1, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court emphasized dignity and equality for all

gender identities.

or "minor" for victims under l8

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

recognized as a child. Child-sensitive terminology reinforces the

protective iiamework of the law.

ln Eera v. State (NCT of Delhi)at , the Hon'ble Supreme Court

re iterated the child-centric object of the POCSO Act.

"Victim" or t'survivorr" not t'prosecutrix"

'fhe tenr "prosecutrix" is procedural and impersonal. Expressions

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

oriented.

ln Aparna Bhat v. State of Madhya Pradesha2, the Hon'ble Supreme

Court stressed the importance of gender-sensitive j udicial language.

6
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Focus should be on autonomy, consent, and child rights

Judicial reasoning ought to prioritize hodily autonomy, informed

consent, dignity, and the best interests of the child rather than

notions of morality or honor. Ln Suchita Srivastava v. Chandigarh

Administrationaa, the Hon'ble Supreme Court recognized personal

autonomy as part of Article 21.

Recognize psychological and physical trauma

Sexual oflences may result in enduring emotional and psychological

trauma apart from physical harm. Courts must adopt a trauma-

informed approach while assessing evidence and evaluating the

conduct of the victim.

ln State of Karnatako v. Krishnappaa5, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

recognized rape as a violation of dignity and human rights.

9

1l

45
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Language ought to be child-sensitive

Judicial language must refrain from sensationalism, moralistic

observations, or stigmatizing expressions, particularly in matters

involving children.

ln Sakshi v. [Jnion of Indiaa3, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

emphasized child-sensitive procedures to prevent secondary

victimization.



I

Terms to be avoided

2.

All forms of victim-blaming

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

totally shifted to victim by questioning her conduct, lifcstyle,

clothing and delay in reporting and past relationships.

ln State oJ Punjab v. Gu"mit Sing#6, the Ilon'ble Supreme Coutt

cautioned against doubting victims on the basis of social

stereotypes.

Terms like "bashfulnessr" "honourr" or t'sanctiQ/"

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 Madhva PradeshaT, the Hon'ble Supreme

Court directed courts to avoid gender stereotypes and inappropriate

observations in j udicial 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 rights

bearing individual with equality and dignity.

In Joseph Shine v. l-rttion of lndiaas, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

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

Constitution.

3
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1 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. Judiciat findings must be individualized and

evidence-based.

ln Bharwada Bhoginbhai Hirjibhai v. State of Guiaratae, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court rejected stereotypical assumptions

regarding the conduct of victims of sexual assault and clarihed that

victims testimony does not require corroboration, recognizing the

social stigma of reporting sexual violence.

Honour/shame and chastity stereotypes

Such words showcase discriminatory attitudes and take violence as

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

consent and rights.

ln State of Maharashtra v. Madhukar Narayan Mardikafo, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court held that even a woman of "easy virtue" is

entitled to privacy and dignity.

Assumptions of exaggeration by women or families

Courts should not presume that allegations are fabricated or

exaggerated merely because they concem sexual offences. Such

assumptions perpetuate distrust toward victims and families.

ln State of Himachal Pradesh v. Raghubir Singh,st the Hon'ble
Supreme Court held that minor inconsistencies should not

overshadow the substance of the victim's testimony.

5
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7 Judgmental or sexualized descriptions

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

In ltishaka v. State of Rajasthan52, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
emphasized protection of dignity and gender equality at the

workplace and in public life.

Tcrms lil<c "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."

ln State of Karnataka v. Krishnappair, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

recognized rape as a violation of dignity and fundamental rights

rather than merely a crime of passion.

Biased, stereot-vpical, or blaming language

Language ofanyjudgment should be free from bias and prejudice-

Care should be taken to preserve the dignity of the survivor. The

language used should never be blaming; instead, it should be

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

In Aparna Bhat v. State of Madhya Pradesh5a, the Hon'ble Supreme

Court specificaily directed judges to refrain from using patriarchal

stereotypes and insensitive observations in cases involving women.

ti
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Training and Sensitivity

Sensitivity is an ongoing process that should be leamed regularly.

Training brings sensitivity towards victims, witnesses, and all vulnerable

groups. In lst Judges' case, S.P Gupta v. L-lnion of Indiari , the Hon'ble

Supreme Court contemplated training for making the Presiding Judge

independent of himself,

"But if the judiciary should be really independent something

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

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

training, continued practice and cultivation of a sense of
humility and dedication to dut--rt. These curb,s can neither be

bought in the market nor injected into the human system by

the written or unwritten laws. IJ these things are there even

rf ony of the protective measures provided by the

Constitution and the laws go, the independence of the

judiciary will not suffer But with all these measures being

there still a Judge may not be independent. lt is the inner
strength ofJudges alone that can save the judiciary. "

55 l98l supp SCC 87
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Anncxure I

Report on Feetlback Questions
Regarding Court Proceedings

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

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

Responses:

. Yes:86.4%o

. No:7.1%

. A little: (not specified in chart)

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

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

understand the legal proceedings and the language used by the

lawyers and judges in court.

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

and understandable language during the proceedings of your
case?

Responses:

. A lway s: 69 .3o/o

. Sometimes:25.7%o

. Never: (not specified in chart)

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

court proceedings in an easy and understandable language, while
25.7Yo said this happens sometimes.



3. Do you lind the Judge and lawyers sensitive and empathetic

towards you during the Court proceedings?

Responses:

. Always:59.3Yo

. Never: 9.370

. Mostly:23.6Yo

. A few times: 7.902

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

and empathetic, with 23.60/o reporting such behavior 'mostly'.

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

Responses:

. Always;66.4%o

. Never: (not specihed)

' Mostly:25.lYo
. A few times: (not specified)

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

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

5. As peryourown case experience, what do you think can improve

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

. Use of clear, simple language and less legal jargon.

. More time for parties to express concerns.

. Greater transparency, regular updates on case progress, and

clear explanations for adj oumments.

' Avoiding routine or mechanical handling ofcases, especially

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

Violence Act).
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. Strict accountability for any misconduct.

. lmproved coordination and patient listening.

. Separate waiting areas for victims and witnesses.

. Conduct proceedings in local language where possible.

. Politeness. respectful behavior and supportive environment.

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

victim or witness?

Responses:

. Yes: 17 .lo/o

. 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 seniol advocates or because of

pressure from the opposite party.

. Delays, repeated adjoumments, and lack of seriousness also

contributed to negative feelings.

. Some respondents found the environment supportive and did

not feel intimidated.

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

Responses:

. Prosecutor: l2.9Yo

. Judge: 14.3o/o

. Defence Lawyer: 7 .9%o

. Police: 12.1%o

I



. 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

tim es.

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

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

Responses:

. Yes: I9.-r9lo

. 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 you are facing in thc Court ns a

victim or witness?

. Many respondents reported no major challenges.

. Clommon challenges include:

'/ Repeated and unnecessary adjoumments

'/ Lack ol seriousness and accountability by lawyers

'/ Lack of communication and updates

,/ Emotional, mental, and financial hardships due to

delays

'/ Lack of separate waiting rooms for victims and

witnesses

'/ Pressure from police and opposite counsel

'/ Public shame and stress in recalling traumatic

incidents

...'. I rrflIllfl iL xr



'/ Lengthy trials and prolonged j ustice process

/ Some reported supportive and ,cooperative

proceedings.

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

'/ Speedy and timely trial and disposal of cases.

'/ Simplified legal processes and better guidance/support for
victims.

,/ Greater accountability for delays and professional

misconducl.

'/ Separate waiting rooms and proper victim protection.

,/ More awareness about legal rights and welfare schemes.

'/ lmproved coordination between police, prosecution" and

coufts.

,/ Friendly, respectful behavior by all stakeholders.

,/ Periodic legal education and awareness programs.

'/ Ensuring that every case is concluded within a reasonable

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

reported no suggestions.

Feedback on court proceedings indicates that most people view the

justice system positively. A large majority (86.4%) understand legal

processes, 66.4% feel heard by judges, and 69.3% find
j udges'corrrrrr unication clear. Over half believe judges and lawyers are

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

notable issues, especially regarding awareness and support for victims-
80.7%o 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 io
improve efficiency, victim protection, and procedural sensitivity, making it
more effective and user-friendly.
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'Victim Conrpensittion Scherne, 201 8
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l. sHoll.l-'t n t.ti ..\:\il) ( a)\ |\t EN('F]\ IE\I
( l) 'llrir Chaprcr n,r\ bc .trll.(l rlr. (innpurs:rrilm s.hu'rt fi'r \'\i{n.o

\ i(irrs/suni\oni of Seronl.\ssntrll,/othcr ('nm.r- 2lll8

(2) It sh.lll cor)re ir)lo lbr.c on Il^- date is arld irhell .r'dered hl Il.n l'ic Sulrrcrrrc (oul oi

irdin

(l) It shrll xfplvlorh. \i.rinrs rnd rtrrir dlp{ndt'lrr(s) $ho I','\,J sull.'rd L\. iniur\.
th. c:rsc nrirv hu. iL( a rcsull oflllr ollirrcr.orrnnitl.d and \ho rtquirJ r.hal'ililutiort

2. DlilltNnloNs

I) I'r this Ch:|Pter. rul:ss dre r'oolcrit oth.n\ ise reqrirds: -
(a) -C'odc 'rDrxos the Code ofCrir[inal Procedur.. 197-'] (2 of l9?,1): or

Tl'( llhndi.lr Nrcrril sul.lkshn srnhiti . :0t3

(b) 'Dcpcndcnt' inckrdcs husbtuid. f hdr. molher. grandpar.nls. unorrrricd d.:lughler rlrrd

rninor t'lrildren ol lhc \i.'lim nr delemrifltd b\ the Sl:rtc l-cqal Scrvi(.\ ,\r[|(xit\ or

Dislricl l-cqal Scniccs Arrthoritv on lhc h.Ltis ol lh. r,jpor I ol lht' sxh- l)i\i\r,nrrl
Irlagis(rxle ol'lhe col|certrd atea/Shli r Ilousc Olfi!.r hr\.rlig:rli'rg ()l)i(.r or orr th.
b:rsis ot nlalcrial plrtll on .ecord hy lho dcpeftlenl! b\'\vrt! ol rtlld.r\ n or on ill d\\rr

(l;) "Di:'lrict Lcg l Servlce! .\uthodrt-" 
'r.ans 
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( DI -S,\)corrst itut d under scr-l iorr 9 ofrh. Lcgal Scn ic.s r\ttlhorilils .\ 

':t 
. I rrs 7( .\ct 3 9

ol I98?)tbri Disrrid ol th. Nali(nr:rl Capil.l -ltrri.o^ ol l>lhii

(d) -lionn'nrexrB lon nppcrdpd lo tllc S(Ler". as rpf,licnhlc to lhis Clrxpl.!.

(e) liund rlrns Slirlc turxl i.c. ficlinl u)mf,trNalron lirnd cons(rtnl.d Llrilrr lhc StJtr
\:icti r Cornp.ns:rtion Schcore.

(t) ( rntml Fu'rd' nrcrn( tirnds recei\dd lioor CYCI S.lr.r)r,:. 20li

(g) 'lvonrcr Ynji{r (b pens.|tlffr Fund' orei6 r linr.l s.!regrl,:d tor dr\bursdn.rn
lbr \onr.:n {ictirn. od ofSlxte vidim ConrtErts.tio li'Id artd Ccntr.l litrkl
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(i) 7ajzrl ' nr*uu n\, hann cnlN.d lo bod)' or niod ol n l'.male.

(7,1 '-l/izar' Iretlrr. a girl child rrho hrs ol colrpl.ted th,i rg,: of l8 \calr

(l)'On':nce' nN.rnr olll'rrcc corrrrrrittcrl agrilst sonrcn punisht'hlc undcr lP( or !l! or
nrr! odtcr larv.

(l) -Prnrl Cqle mc.rrr lndian Pcnul Codc. 186{) (45 ol ltl( ). or N\rrr Srnltitr m(
Ithrlllr-:l \levu Srrhir{. 2023.

0n) 'Sch.dulc' llrearx s('lEdule applicable to this Chrpl.r,'l,rn ol-rllt scheDle.

( ) 
_saole l^gal Scntces .{uthodtr" orelllls the Srite l,cgal S.f\ic.r ..\urhoril\'(Sl.S.\).
nx d,:li cd in S.ction 6 ofthe L.gal S.^ir'.s Ar(hodlids .\.t. lr87 (.'19 ol tr87)

(')'S(tunl Asi!$ull l'irlirns'ueurs fcoralc rrho has srrft.rccl r)lcntal or phlsic.rl lltjur or
holh .Lu rcsnlt of\.\u: o0i[.c i chdi g Seclio'N ]76 (.\) ro (l.l) or sr(tion 6J (.\
kr nr) ol th. Bhxri\tl \r'nrr S rhih Scdior 154 (A) to (l))- or S(liors 65.6. 67.
68. 69. 70. 71.72.7.1. 7s. 7677. 7tl ol'rh. !Ll!31!l!I-L!!.Uli:!d!ti!!_sccrt!r :oe
IPC or Scclnn 79.,fthe Bhurilvr Nvovr Srnhirn.

(p) '\f'omrm \ricainv sun ivor of irhc. crimc' nrc:rns a lvontiu \\lx) hrr \ulT.r,jd ph\sr!rl
or ntenraI injun :rs:r result ofnnr ollcnce mcnli(n.d in thd rni.'h.d SLhedul€ irtck'ding
scctioN l0.l ll oc !!S!ig!..lgL!!$i Scction 326A or !ss!&!_!1l!l! s,r.rion 4r)8.\
IPC or )iccflon &5 BNS lirr crse of phvsical irju4 olthc 

'ralurc 
src.ificd i'r th.

schrdulc) inctrdi'rg lh. rfienrpts lllrd rbchcnr.

(2) \\'ords aod crpr.ssiDns u*-d in dris Chrptcr nnd not Gli cd lren. sh:rll hiNc tht.,mrt
Ir,:rrrirrg a\ a-ssiSllcd h lhcnr rn thc Codc ol Crmrnul Proccdur,i. t97.] or rnd rh. hdiun ]'rrrrl
Codc. l8(,0 or nhxdirx \aex k s fulshr sanhitx 202J or/ind lhr Bhx.liix \\.rn
srnhit,2l12l

:]. \\ ()f 11.:N \ l('u]ls (:()NtPt:\s.\l loi\.. l t.Nt)-

(l ) llt.rr!' sht l t)c r liud. rwneh. th! \Vorne[ ViL.lims Conrp.r)slltion l'tnrd lionr \vhi.h
rhc iol.)unl ol cornt-- sation.asdecidedb\-lheSlrtel.cgalSenices.\lnhonl\orl)islfl.ll-cg:rl
S(r\ ic.s ,\ulhorih. shall hc paid to tNL $onlo|| victim or hor dct^-ndcnt(r) $ ho h:r\. sUllirsd
lo!\ or irljurv as a rcsull ofnn ofleDc. and $lro r.qrire r.hrbiliration.
(2) 'nre '\\'oru.I Yictinrs Conrner|satior) Frlnd'shnll.o'[prise rhe li,lk\ringr -

(a) Conlribrtioo r.cri\'.d ftonr C\rClj S(.lteme.20l5.

(h) Bt'dgchn allocation in lhc shapc ol Craflrs-i'r-uid ro SI^S{ I'or \hi.h nc.rssx'1
provisiorr sltall hc Drtdc in thc ,!rnu:rl Budgct by thc Co\'onnncrl:

(c) .Ll\ !06r anrount ordcrcd t'r Civilrcrinri'ral 'liibrrnal to t'r dcposircd in this lin'd

(d) ,A.rrroort olcunlre sariorr r(.co\:ercd liom lhe Nrong docr/accuscd und.r.l.rusc ll ol'
lht Schcrnc:

IVAL.sA3 Conrpens!ti$n S(hente forrIorren VtctinN/Sunivolx ofSt'rurl.\ssrul(/olher
( rimcs -20)8"
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(r) l).,nrlion\ conlrih(tions lionr hrtcnrlli(lllal \atioo l t'hilrnlhropi\l ChruilrblL
hrnrluliofl: ()rg$iz.rtio s ard i di\.idlnls pennilted ht Slrle or (clllrrrl

(1) ( ,!nribrlions liolu rourp )ics nDdcr CSlt (('crq)ornt. Sori;tl l{csporNibiLt\ )

(l) I h. i,rid liurd shxll tt opcrrl.d b\ th. Stnre Itgnl Scn ic.'s Aurhoflry (SI.S. \ )

.l t.:t,t(; I tlt I u\ Iotr ( ()l\ IP l,r\s.\ I to\
\ son.n \i(rim u her dcf.ndcrr (s) n\ rhr ctr\c nrav hr'. shall I'c rligihlc li'r sfunr ,rl'

(o'np.,rs liinr lionr rrLrltiplt srhcnrcs applicablc tu hcr. lloscv.r.lhc co!)rP!')rsr(rorr rcrrr\sd
b! hcr nr rh. orh.r ,irhcmq\ \'ilh rcgard to Scclion -157-B Cr.l'.C or L29-q)!! shall hr takcu

rnIo r..ouor $hil,r d.cidirg d1t ,lrmnlrtn iu lh. such sub3.qu.nl nppli.'olidr

5 pR()( r;r)l Rr.i t.()R \, \l\t\(; APP|,t('.{l'I()\ BEI.'ol{F,',l'HE sl,s,\ OR I)1.S.\

\l:urd.ror\ ltporlillg ol ]-lRi: - Sllo Sl',l)(lP shrl! nrandnloril!'shrt sott hird conv of lflIl
inrrrtdiartlr rli.r ir\ rcgi\rru1()n rvilh Sr.rrc LcSal Scrliccs r\ulhorilr Dislricl Lcgal Srrri.rs
.\ulhorit\ Ll,u !unnnitrion,)l-ollirlccs co\'$cd in lhis Schcor,: \thich irch'd. S..li!'r)s -120.\.
.]5.1 \ t().1sll). :176-\ t() l7('l-1.:l()l!i. -198.\ or Scctions l2l. 7{, 75. 76. 18. sr.ti,,r$ 6-l (,i

scctlon 72. scciior li0. ta5 ofthc ltharlhn Nyarr snnhha (in c:sc ol pht'sr'al irriurl cottrc<l

'I tha\ S.h.!hrlc). {,r lhrl lhe (l S,{/DLS{ can. in deseninB cases. rnar suo{r,rto irrrtirrtc

pr.linritrr^!rrili..ti,rlol_i-r.lsforlhrpurposoofgrnnlofiricrinr.omp,rr\i{ilnr

\n ipplicrtr,lr l;r tht 
^\\ 

iril i,f illlerim. tinll conl!.nsxlion tin be lilcd b\ thr \'r.linr :!n,l d.

h.I D(ter(l.nrs ,rr thc sl IO (,flhc arca bclorc lonccrncd SL5.\ or DLS,\. Il lhnll b! suhmitltd

n, larnr 'l xlors \\irh i' cop) olrhe FiNt hlbrDario,r R.pori (l:lR) or crirn; rl .urri,lanrr ol'
rrl:ich cogri.,.rrre is lxlcr h\ ih,: Coun rud il rrrrl.rl)lii \lcdical la{on. D.xlh C(dili.Il.
\\ h. re.. .r r r ppll.,th lc. c()p\ (] l'i u{lqnl,rDl ' recomnrcndlt,o olljoudil'lh.lrixt is o\.r.

6 PI_ \( I ()t l ,t5G ()f \PPLI(.\',uON

lhr npfl'rxlx),r rcconlllrcndrtioD liu corDpcnsalin cnr bc mo!,:d cithcr hc|)rc lhr Sl,1l. j,.gnl

Scr\ i..s lulh,,rii\ or the .oire.nred Dislricl I.eg{l Scn'ices Autl().i(\ or il . r h. lilcd orlinc
,nrtrponnl $hr.hshxllbccrerted h1-llll Stuc Le8alScrviL..\.\ulhori!icr. Ihe Sr,:r.lx^ dlrhc

rc:pi.rivL l)l s \ sh.rlldL.iJc the.rpplicaliort/ recttrnrnc d:tli(nr n(xrd l,.hr. hxn lr.r la l'.r'

t:rplannakr: ln cfl<. ol ncrd i(ack viclirn lh. de.idilg iut\oril]- sh^,I he Cnnrn:rl lrunrl
CornJ,ensllti,rn llo,rrd rrr dirccted h\ llon hlc Supr le Coud in l.r\.-n)i \r. lrt)ion ol lndii
\\ l'CIt\lt- Il() 2001; ord.r drtrd 10.0.1.2015 r\hi.h ilchd.s Ld. Ditlrict & Scltiior). lnd{c.
l)\l sl r 

'\,1 
\',rg(,'n(\l(),,l rhc disrri(r.

? I ..t_IIrr:s t.\-t \t.\\ nIi.\1Y.\RDEI) BITIIIiS't.\tEOII I)tSTttI('t t.L(;.\t.
st.:tt\ I( I s.\l I()ll \.
'lh!SLS.\orl)l-S.{m\n\.rdcompcnsdiou(olh!.\ictinrorh.rdcpcrdurlslolhr!\lcnllls
sp.'!illed nr the schcduled.rflrchcd h.relo.
N4154 3 ( i'nrfx nsnitun Schrnr( for n onrer \'i(limVSun i\,oni of S(rurl .\s$ull/othrr
( rinr.s -2Ola"

,_-__-_-_-__-__----------__-_--_-tt
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ri. l,\('t oRs ro BB f ()NsIDllRltD \\ IlIl,r: ,\\T..\RDINC ( 0llPENSA',ttON

u hil. (t..'iding r nrrncr- lh. Slxte l -.gal Se^'ic.s Anthorit\,'District lr:gal Sen ices Authoritl'

nlrv trkc rnlo .onsidcration thc lbllowing f;rclors rulrtitrglo thc loss or nrirrr1'sulldrcd by lhc

Yi.rirn

( I ) (iri lil \' ot lhc oni rrsc and st(eri\' of nrcnlll or Ph\'sical haml or irilrn sutTcr.d bt lhc

(l) F:spe"dirure irrcurrcd or lilel\, to be irrcurred orr lhr medical rr.rlrnenl lbt ph]'sical

al)rl,or nrcntal tN.rllh inchdiirg .uurrs!'lling ol'lhc viclinr, luD.Yal. lrirvclli,g drrring

ful\ csligalion ifitlll lrirl (olher lh:rrr diot rlrotlct):

(l)t ss ofeducilio,rrl oppodurliltlls a corisc(Ne ce ofth. ofl;rEe. includirrg nbsare tionr

$hoolr.ollcge drrc lo rDclllal l.nu'tltl. bodily i,tjtrry. nredical lredlrrdrr, invettigalion rnd

lrirl ol'lhc ollnrcc. or an1' ollt.'r rcilJiou:

(.1) l.ss ol-,jnlplo\nrcrrl as a rcsrrlt of tht ollincc. inclrrdirrg ibscnrc lionr placc ol'

cnrplo)nrcnt drd lo rc lal lrrulnr. hodil)- iritlty, llEdical tteatrnctlt- ilNcstigrlion ard

lritrl ol lhe oll'ercc. (rrl)ny o(her r.:$o ;

(i) ]'Ie relntionship ot lhe riclinr lo lhe olferder. ifarli

(6) \\'hcrhcr rhe:rhrNc *:'s a sirgle isolal.rd i cidenc€ or whelher lhe abu\c look place over

.r F-riod ol linr.'r

(7) \\'h.rh.'r \idim h,:c:rnr nregrarrl ns a rcault of ro oll'cncc. \r'hcthcr sllc h{d trt u[dsr!,r
NI.dicil'lenlrir:rtionofl'reg:trDv(l\l'l'l')'gi\.dbinhloachild.in.lndirgr.habililxtiorr
Dcc& ol sL'.h ehild:

(t) \\'hcrhcr rhc \ iurinr conrrn.lld ll sc\urllt' trirnsnrill.d dis.rse (Sl D) xs r 
'(sulr 

ol'lhc
ol)crre.:

(!)) \\hclhcr lhc ! ictr nr .ootr:rctci.l hunran irnrnumdllicicrc\ rirus (tllv) t r rosull oflh!

( I (l) .\'r\ disrbiliti sullered b\ thc r idinr .N a re{uh of lhc ollbDcei

( I l) f, xnlial rondilrrnr ot rhe vrdil|) xglinsr $hout the ofl]l|!_e has tleen cornrrin.d so nr

lo dcrcnninc hcr nr.rd lbr rchrbilil.ltiol| .rnd rc-Lrtcg,rdion nccds ofthc victirn.

(12) t'r clsc of ilcrl h. lh. r8c ol dcectL\cd. hcr rronth l) ircund. ouubcr ol dcpcndcnt s. lilc
c\pectinc\'- firlrrre prolnotiorrrI gro$1h prospecls.tc.

( I :l ) O. rn\ orh !r liclor \1) ich rhc S L-S {'D LS A uri\' .o sider jtlsr ard sullicient.

ruALSA3 ( i,nrpensrlii,n schrnr( for n onren Viclims/Sur\ iYol:s of S{\url,\\srult/othcr
( rimcs-2Or8"

I
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, PROCI,])t Rt,t t,OR {;R.\N I ()ti C()ItptiNSA ()N

( l) \\ h(r!\.r r r..onl'I(nrlxrion is nud. b\ th( !oul1 li, .onu(lxnlion !md!r sub-s.ctio s

(2)i d.r 1.1),rlSc(li,)n.l:r-.1olthcCodc.or(subscctlors(2)nnd/or(Jlo,Se{io Jy6
of l!r(. llNsn,)r xD rppli.irion is nlrde h\-rn\, \icltrn or her depc'rd.Dl(s). urrd.r srrh-
scclion (.1) .l s;telron -ljl \ ol lic Cddc- ur undrr subs(Ctirm (.1) of S6.tion J.X of the
Stlnrkthr snnhil, !o lhc Strt. t-,.)g l Srniccs AulhAril! or l)istri.r l..gil S.n,iL,rs
.\ulhorn\. li)r nll.rirn cornp. snriol it shall prinra- lacie salislv itscll'q!:r !r)nrt^*nsi[i\)n
n.cds nnd rrl.rrrrlv ol rhc \i(lirr .\s r.gxrds rh. lir|al .onrpcnsrtio . ir shrll c\.nriI. ltr,,:

.irs. rnxl !rol'\ lllc rorlcnrs ol drc.hirD \\'ilh r.spccl lo thc lorsrifljurv xlxl rchnhilit: io

ead\ rs r ra\ull ol rh..rinr. xnd nu\ ilso crll tbr lv other relelillt illfonnlltroll
n\:('.sstln ti,r (l!,iiditrS lll. rlnirr

l'ro\ idcd th.( nr d.scn ing eascs and ir xll eid !(l:lcL cr\'s. .rl nnv !i ,r :llicr .ionrorissi(nl

ol lhc otlcnL.. S.cr,:tao. Sl.S.\ oI Sccr.lnn. Dl-S.\ nlnr ri/o Dora or irlicr prciilninan
\,er;ficalion ol rhe tnctl pr$:ced lo grflrl interior relief as mar be required ir lhe
cir. nislxn(.\ ol ci{h .a\o

(2) -llr. It(lu'n rs contrrrt)lil.d und.r sub'lcctio (5) of S.'(io 357i\ of the Cod.. or
Sedion.l9(, of rhr SuHli\hr Sinhlt, slull he coorplct('d c\l--dirir\$h'x d lhr n riod irl
no .;rsr shrll .\uNd l)c\ood si\tv dttys lionl the teNipl of th,: clni r?\:tilion or

l'ro\ idLd th t in {sc\ rll ircid xllrcl an rmount of lls. One la&h shnll be p:rid lo 1h.: liclirr
\ilhu l5 dr\s oftlr. nrnllcr hiog broughl lolhc rDliceof DLS.-\. l lN ordd granti g irlcrirr
cor)rfrrrsirlrofl shrll h. pNs.d bl Dl-S.{ within 7 dals oftlre nutter b.;ng broughl to irs

noliue xnd r|< SLS \ slrrll p.r\ the doup.:ns.tion \$thi" 8 da\s ('f paasi'rg ol lhd order

I h.rcrlt.r. ir .,mollnt ol Rs. 2 likhs sh:rll he paid to tI. yiflirn as drp,:ditiouslt nr po\sibl!'
nn,l p,^itrr.lr N ithir r\\ o t'lllnths ol lhc lirsl pr\rn(nl'
l'}r.\dcd lirlhcrthnl drc \'iclun m.rl .rlso be prid:nch lirtherxnlou l rs is !dmjssihle l'ndl'r
(h'\ S.h!ur.
fl) .\tirr.onsidcrrl;o, ol lh. nrrtl.r. lh! Sl-S..\ ot DLS.L as lhr ci$e rDn\. hc. ulx>n ils
srtirl:uiolr. .hxll d..id. lh. qL'.lnlrrr ol conrpcnsalion lo be:rrvnrd.'d lo lhc ri.lirn or hcr

dcpctt(t.n!.) rxling into :r,r..Llnl llrt l'rclors sru'n.rrt.d in Clatlse 8 ofthi S.he!)rc. rs pcr
\ehull'1. xpn.Id.at ro rhr\ !h]f'l.r tloNcler. itt dNct\i"g cnsst. lbr rrtNons lo hc rccordc(|.

lh. opp.r lnr'ir r)ru\ bc treccdcd.
\loreo\.r. ir cilse lhc ti('lirrr is nrirlor. the limil otcorrpensntion sh l ttc deenredto b,j

50o. high.r rhrn lh. rrornn rrcnliorcd i lhc S.hedulc q)pendcd lo lhis chaPt.r.

a tiiri\ tr itlo ui!'tdl dhtt.i h aAC 
'o 

ll tqtpc et'o' ol kt. l loc t,&r ?'ink )\ln n..s
:iotionrlkt4fn thk nN .tonlnd' no.:10! 3.9.t.1[ie.. 201I-CSRJ lioll ftH .ktt.l 09- I I-2t)I(,tiyt

t dnb,l .kd.nljLt ..c !La, otttlll k, ol&no"ol str.iolJnlat.k l 
"$|Jl/ut. 

ttt to Rt. 5 bcs tdk' n!!d
u rntnnlt ttttr,,!\ Lt'! t ht l ,bo\t tht .odq,.nsnna pril ht the t"luun c Stot. l,'fr n k h,\ ,al Cc ual
lien t'oa dt.t1o,, l'nn.l t; rkL lh,::.l0ln. tD 1t0l3 9t,ll'sc14t l-CStrLllL !,Hil.Col

lr'rLSA 3 "(i,nrl,{ nsrtion Scherrr. for lr omeo Yidimvsul.r i! ors of ScJlual ,\ssault/o(hcr
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(.1) llr. SLS.\ l)l-S.\ 'ru\ .:rll
.\ulhorit\ l'lstnl)lishnr.rrl Lrdi\ idrhl
ir)flcnrcntxriort ol th. Schrrnr

lir arl' r'ccord or lake n-ssislance liorlr :ul\.
Polr.c Coud (oncl'nrcd or c:ipcd lbr srrloolh

(5) Lr casc t.i:rl,nppcllal. (orul gi!cs liodirurs lhll lh. ,jrirnillnl conrplaiDl .l,ld th. rll,+aliorr
Ndre lilse. th,..n lrgirl Serlice. .{uthorir\ mr! iritiate proceediugs for recovert of
conrpclslti(nr- il-nn\'- grrntcd in pxtl or lill undcr Ihis Sch.mc. bclire ll|c _lrinl 

Coutt ,_or

ils rccor.^ :r-\ il-il \\cr. . lir)c

I(r. l lllt ()t{DllR I() t : PL\( t,:t) ()\ RI.t( ()ltD

Copt oltht ordcr ol intcrirn or linal corlrp,:rrsntion p:L***d trrder lhis Sch.'me shall be placed

orr rc.ord ol rhe lrirl Courl so xs i,) .Ixhle rh. rrial Courl lo piss in ippropride ord€r ol'
coD)r^-ns.rriur utrdcr s.,jrio 157 ol th. cod. or.Icgjs!:]2flr[Llc_lg.sbt4jt!!ElL. .\
lnr..op\ ol-thc ord.r lhall b. fo\idcd lo thc lO in c:!sc lhd nl:rller is pendirg

rrlcstig.rrion .r)d il\o lo Ihe vi.rjnr dcperdenl as the ('usc mx\'bc.

I I i\lE',l' ()t) ot r)tsut Rs[,)tE\] oF (r)l\tpLNs,\1 toN

( I)'lh. rrrou,rr ot cornpcnsrrion so ;rt.rdcd shall bc disbur:rcd hr tlrt SLS.\ br dcpositing
lh. sn|lt iu n llar i io lh.joinl or sintlc ni,ne oflh. !ictindepcndenl(s). h cnse lhc Iictirn
do.s not ha\'e ur\ barl ]ceoultl. rhd DI-SA concern Nould lircilitile openirg of a b3nk

rccourl Ir thc irrc ofthc ricrim and iI casr rhc \icli[i is" nrinor rlqrg \\;lh a gunrdi.rn

or i .:L\{. nrirDr as ir r child car. ilslilr(ion. rh! bar ( Accounl shall b. op€lcd \\'ittr thr
Srrl^..rintcndcnt ol lhc lrstituti(r] as CL.:rrdi.nr. lloB.\,rr. iD crls. lh. \ictim is a forcigrr
Dirtion.rl or :r r'.licc!'. rhe.ornper):irlron (-nn b. disburscd b\'\'a1'olcash cards.

ftrlerinr xl|rounl shitl be dishun".d in lirll. Ho\\ e\er. :)s far as lhe lirlal conrperBaiior an)ouot

is conctmrd- 7)"o (sc\.nr\ li\t p!rc(,tL) ol lhc sfi c shall h. pnt in.r li\cd dcfx)sil lilr a

nrinirDurn pcriod ol thr.r. \cnr\ and ihc r,:nrairine 25,1" (tr\.crrty Uvc prrcnl) sllall b!
x\ rilihl,r li,r utilirrlrorr rnd ililirl r\n!'N.s h\ th,,' ri.lirn.dcpcnd.rlt(s). :t\ the cas. nlal be.

(2) Lr lh. cxs. ol n i)rinoi'. 80"o ot rhe .]nroulrr ol cofirpels{ion so .r\vard.d. shall hc

dcp$it,jd in lltc li\,rd dcpo\it nceunx rnd shrll hr dra\n onlv on auairnn.nl ol'lhc agc ol'
ornjorit)-,. tlul nol b!.lbr. lhrrd \-cars ofth. d.posrr.

l'ro\.idcd thrt irr crccptior l c:rses. arnotrnls flrr1 bc \r.illrdra*n lor edrrcational or rDedical
or rnher prcssing and urg.[r rrL:ds ol rhe h.'rl.liciart rl the discr.liu) ofdl. SI-SA/ DI-SA.

(.1)'lh.iru(.r.:storthesu.itl\ingi lrl)ltti)nn.sh.rllhecr.dit.ddirecllyhvrhehanlill
lhc srrinBs :rc.ounr ol-ll'r \ ictirr.(l.I^.nd,j"l(s). on ntuolhly b:rsis r{hich ct'o hc rrilhdm$n
b\ th. h.n.fici:lr\

IVAISA ! "(i,nrFns.rlion Schrnrr for q orren \'idims/Sut"r'ir.or.:r of Scrrrl ,\ssaull/(lthrr
( dn'e\ -2O18-

tri. ;-Gra
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r2 IYI'titrl\r Rt:t.lt:r T() ntri \ r(-t"t\l
'llc SlxtL I .Ixl Scr\i(.s \ullr,'ril! or Di\ni(l I cgt'l Sc'!i!.s \r'lhorit\. rL\ rhc cnsc nrn\
he nrn| orrLr nrr n nr'.Irtc liNr-.i(l ildrlrr\ or n'.di.:rl hcrl('tits rr) he lnd. tl\ I'l;rhl.' lie,r

ofcost or in\ olh.r !lll€rnn rcli., (illcludrrg inr.rillr nrollelln courpcnN:rtion) lL( der'ned
ipfrdniil.. Io illelinl.: rh. {,llirin'' ol lhc \i.tn Iln lhc .crtiliclr. ol ! poli!c ollii$r. Nl
bclo$ th. r.nk ol lh. olllu-i't-.hrBc olthc polrtc slnli\rr- or l \l gislralL oi-lhd rr.n
coflccnr.d (,r on rl'e npt)l'.:rtio ol th,r !ictirn dopcrd.nls or suo nrdr).

lrovidcd that nq roor tr\ fir rppli.didn lbr lDnrl,.r1rlr r iii ruc,:i|cd hr l[,i SLS.\ l)l-S.\.
n sunr (rl lts ji,00-ornsllr.cr\c\xr.'rlrrpl,,Rs l(1.0{I) -shrlll,c irn'$cdirtch' d'rbtrxd
I o lhc ti.l illl througi prcloadcd ca.lt card lrorn r N ir( iol|:l listd lJinL bl lhc Scctcln^ . D [.s.\
o. \lcnrher St.rcrxn Sl.s \

Pro\idcd rhrt lhe- i'ncrir reticl so grnlled shrll not be less lha 25 perccrl ol-lhc ntir\ilnrtn
.ornr^-.nsatL,o rNir([rhl! i\ p.r \(lL\lL'l. rppl'.nhl.lo lhis ChJpllr. r\ln.h sh.tll hc pt'id lo
ll\: \i.linr rr lolilrl\.

Pro\id.d Iirdh.rthnl ir.j,rs.\ol rcidnllaclisrul]oflts.(lr!lrtkhrhllllh.nnidlolh.\'i.'linr
\rithir|5dJ!rollhellr ller berog hr,\ughl lo lhd ori.. ol Sl.SA DLS,\. ll)e ord.r grorlirS
i'rteri co'rt).nsrll(,rsh.'llh,-p$\tdhlthcSl.S.\.Dl.S.\$ilhiDTdr\soflh.nraucrhcirg
hroughr t,) irs neri.c .urd rhr sl-s.\ shrll p!\ rhc .orrr.nsalioo \ilhi ti d$\\ olpxssnt3 ol'

ordcr. Il.rcnftrrtui addiridr:rlsn"r ofIts.2 lalhs shrll berrrrrd.d:rndplidlorh.'\iclinr:rs
d\pedhior!l\ xr fossil'le ind B)silr\eh \tnhi'r l\\r' ro! rs.

13. REaO\ I,:Rl 0r ( ()\tPt:rS.\ ft()\ .\\\ '\tt!)l.:D lo [tt!: \'l("lli\l oR IIl.]R
DEPETD[,N'I'(S)

Subj.ct to rh. plo\ isi,nrs ol strl)+t.rion (l) ol S.crior .157.\ of rhc ( odc. ()r !g!:!Ss!l!9!.lp)
0f s(.Cliot J96,r th( Surnk\ht' snnhiln I|. Slxl. l.!i1xi Scr\iccs \ulhorir\- nr pr('t'.'r.rrscs

mrYi,NtitLrtcpr,j...dir*rh(li,full!Lr,nnp(l rl.\,n,,1'lx\lnrr.co\c4ol lh. c,)nrPcrtsrli,,rr

grimtcd to rhc \ rclior o. hcr dcp.rdttlr(s) liorr pcrso'r(s) r.sponsihlc lbr,i rsit)g lors or inju^
:1. r resull ol lhr.rirre .o nnirt.J h\ hiru hcr

T}e llnrotrltl- so re.or.,.(1. shxll he dcPsrtc(l i!r \\'onr:ur Vidnn Co'Ipetlsrtion Ft'Id.

1.1. DIiPU\t)Ft:i( \'( riRt .l( \',l lj.

-l-lrc;'ulhoril\ .nrpo\crt.l ro issL'. lhe &'pcnJ.n.\ ..nrliuld shlll isstl( lhe sanr,i \lithrll I
pcriod ot lill.L dr\s nld. irr ro.r\.. lhis p.ri{ shrll h. .\lcndr(l:

Pro(idcd lhnr rh. SLS.\ l)1.S,\. in easc oi norr-issuJlr.,j ol l)rF-'r(lcnc\ Crnillcrrc. .ncr c\pir\
of l5 dass. tDx\ proce,)d orr fic b:uis ol arr :tOidit\ il lo be obhircd lionr lh. chirirrurl

N/qLS/ 3 "( i'mpens.rti.)n s.hrorc for $ onrflr \ idirrs/sula i\'oni ol S(.trnl .\r$uk/oth(.r
( nntcs -201A'
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15. INOR vlCTt \lS

'lllaI il| cns.lhr \ictinr is.rrorlrhmr.d ruinor\!rllrcnl )\ par.rrl or lcgnl sLrtudi D lhe irnn)odia(c

relicl or lhe irleritn co'rtp.nsrri,nr shall he dishur{cd tri th. I}rnl ,\ccouttl ol lhe child. onened

undcr lhc gmrdixnshif' o, lhc Sul^-rirttcndcol. Child C.rrt Inrtittrtir s \ hcrc lh..hil(l i\ lodgcd

or tl &bsence lller.'ol. DtX) SD\[. as lh,: ctl\c nur\ t^\.

16. Lt\tl I:\TION-

t rrdcr rh. Schenr.. l|o .l:rnn nln(l! b,r- rhc Ii,irflr or h.r d.p.od.nt(s). under sLrh-scctaotl (4) of
S.cri()r 1i7.1 of the Ci"l". ur@*hall
bc ont.nairNd alicr n prri(xl of I rcan lronr lh. dt'lc ol ,xcurrcncc ol lhc ollcrr.c or
coflclusioo of Ihe lrial.

Ilo\(e!,:r. i desen il|g cnscs. oo rur irpplicalron fll.lde r lhrs r,,'g.rrd lbr r..rsorls lo h. re.ordcd.

lhe dchy d(yond thrce )dtm crur hc condoncd b! lhc sl^S.\s I)l.S-\r.

17.,\l'l'D.\L:

Iu cir$ lh. viclirn or hcr drpurd.nls xrc rxtl s:uisl'icd $ilh lh,.: qruunr.Dr ol lo lpl.lr.\rlioo
a\ar&d b! the Secrelarv. Dl-S,1. th.v cin fiL app.':rl rvilhin l0 di\s fionr lh!' dnl. ol r.ccipt
oforder belbre the Cltairpcrton, DI-S.\.

Provided lhrt. dela! io lilillg appeil nrav I^- .orrdored hy tl1e r\p!.llnte ,\uh,)rit\. ti)r rca\or)s

lo hc rcco(bd. itr d(.scrvirg cxscs. on an appli..lion nlad. in thas rcgard.

1'I IIF:PF,AI, & SAVIN(;S

(l) ht cirsc this Chaptcr is silcnt on turl' issre pcrlainiDg to \ii.'tirn Courpcns,rti.rn trr \\'onrcr.
lhe provisiorrs of \:ictirn Con)pensntion SchdrE oflhe Stal. \rorld be ippli!'rble.

(2) Nolhirg in ris Schcrtc shrllFncv.rt V ict irrs or lhc ir dcpcfldt[ls lnnn i'rslilrlillg.rr! Ciril
Suir or Clainr against tM pcrpcrrrtor ol oll.nr. or rn\ olhtr pcrso'r nrdir.ctlv rcspon\ible li,r
(rc sarnc.

l.:rpltrt,ttion: h is clarili.'d thrt this Chnpt.r docs nol rppl\ lo llrirx)r viclinrs undc' I'OCS()
Acl.2012 in so lar lls th.ir conrpels:rtio rssues arc to be dcill \tilh only h\ th. l.d. St.cirl
Couns xnder Sectiur Jl (,1) ol P()C S() r\.1. 2(l l2 xnd llrl$ (7) ol rhc l'(fs() Rules. 2012.

ruAtSA3 "Conrl|ensllion Sch€nre fors orren |ictinrs/Sur\ ilors ofScrurl .\ssiull/olhor
Crin|es -2OIa'

il1EIA. i[. rIIfliIlDE' 'iL IIILSII. tsi 'r 
,Ir{ ]ll ifl
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S( IIEI) l:Lr. r PPLI( .\BI.Ft't'O \\ Or ;.\ \'t( t t\t ()tr ( tu\Its

S. )(,. l'flirulxrr of h\\ or
i'Uurr

i\ l;Di ruDr Linrit of t'ppcr Li,llir ol'

I 1.o\s ot L,1i tu. 5 trUr L! l() i.rul

It\ 5 I rlh R. l0lrkh(irng Rape

R,|* Rs .r t-rtll It\ 7l-rH,

I I nnituil 5c\trJI.\\snll R. I lrkh It\ 7 J.rth

1 I oss of rv Lirnh ortixrl of
bod\ re\ulting itr A)"!
pcrmincnl disihilir\ .r

l(. -l lillr

l.6s ofrnv l.imh or r,rn of
t'od\ Brllin{ in .ro'. in(l
belo$ ril)". pLnniN

Rs. 2lrlh Us .r lrkh

1 l-os ofrnl limb rr part of
boJ-r. r6ulls'S r. !ho\ !
200i, unrl l*Iu l{P.
pJnnrncnt disrbilil!

Rs I l-rlh It\ i I rll,

\ I-oss ol rnv limh or prn ul'
bodl rquhing in b(lo$
20o; peman€nt d;rb,Ilr

R:. I t-rUr Its.2 LrLh

Gric\ ou plriical inju:!
or .oy mcnl,l iniu^
rquiriryduhilt)ri{,n

Rs. I LUr Its 2lit}l

l0 l.oss of l:octt, ic
Nlisud;ns! A qsnll ol

.f,\snull o.loss ol lLililitl.
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h ln crsc olnriurv rnuc tu i Li$ R\. 8 LrU,

In casc ofhiun tcss &rn
50e;

Rs. I Lilli R1. i lnll,

d In cJsc oliniun lcrtJ lhan
2rPi)

lds -l l-rkh Rr J Irllr

Notc: Il i qom 
' 

\ iclim ol sc)iu.l ars.uk.rcid ;'llacl is 6!c!!d l'nlLr onc o, r'n)rc c!rc3o.r oI $c
schcdulc. shc shall hc cntitlcd to bc considcr.d lor co biftd\alucofIIcco rt'.'rrrtion
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l()Rt\t I

.\ PI't,t( ,\ t l()N !oR l llt, .\\1.\Rt) otr c()\ll,ENS.\t t()\ t NI)l,tR
(()\tPtiNsr'r-t(t\sr'It],tIll.]lroR1\'oNli\\'l('It\ts/stR\I\()tts()ti\lt\t.\t
Ass.\ rt,T/o.tItl:lt cRt\tEs, 2018 FoR Ir\THU\urtNA t, Rt:t,tEl- l.()r{ \\ ()uI\
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I \rnrc ol lhc .\pplr(.!rl \ 
'rlrnr(s) 

or hdr
I)!pc,kL)'r(\)

2 .\gc ofrlld \.i.rin(s) or h.r rxp.ndcnt(s)

l (:r) fi hrr's N:rr^-

(1)) \lolh,rr'i N re

(c) SnoLrse's Ninre

l -.\ddr.ss olthr \:icli (s) orhcr Ih.ir ILi.tl(l.rll(s)

Dirl.:rnd l;nc r), lhe I cid!'rl

\\'hclh{r l:llt has bccn lodgld':

\\'h.thcr nrdicil e\aNi rrion ha-\ be.rr doncJ Il'
\'$.. .lose \lcdi('al Repon, r\'rlh Ce(ifi':.te
| \t. R(pod.

6 Slalus ol lrirl. il plnding. Il o\..r. cnclosc cop) ol
_iudelnclrt and ord.r oD srnl!'rlc('.

llis lh. nppli('turr bee'r asard!'d rr" coinpensation
b\ thr hirl coun or,rrry othcr Gorl. Bcn.\. Il. t'cr
si!. d.lrils.

l(, (;irc dcrril\ ol linarrcixl t\r^-ndilu..' losr i[errncrl

1l II r,i \ou i,rstirut.d nrr) ci\.ils$itr clairn llg.riI\l
lh( pcrr^-lr:rlor ol ollincc. ll f .s Si!. dLtlils.
S'gmrlnrc ol lhe Yidirr'hpend.nt
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