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Since the days v ritten languages became part of our civilization, it

has helped us in expressing our thoughts in writing to cover a wide section

of population. But privileged groups within society have also found ways

to make it a tool of empoweirent 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

navel far and wide with these developments. Directly or indirectly, the

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

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

fundamental source of discrimination and denigration in all societies

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

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

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

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

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

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

The 50s and 60s 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 political thinkers and social reformers, but that was mainly a

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

century, however, sexual discourse has gone beyond binary and has become

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

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

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

empathy and a rights-based approach has since emerged mainly through
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courts. Cases of Vshakha, 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 judicial 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 description of

the offending act in ajudgment 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 judicial function.

In Situ Moto Writ Petition Criminal Na. 112025, a bench presided

over by the 11on'ble the Chief Justice of India, Suiya Kant, with Justices

Joyrnalya Bagehi and N. V. Anjaria, had initiated Suo Mots proceedings



upon an order by aHigh Court involving allegations of the commission of

offences tinde:r Section 376 of the Indian Penal Code 1460 and Section 18

of the Protection of Children from Sexual Offences Act 2012 (POCSO). In

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

act was given. The High Court had modified the summons order, revising

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

Penal Codeand Sections 9 & 10 of the Protection of Children from Sexual

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

delivered on l 0u1 February 2026.

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

Supreme Court was pleased to direct:

"17. M. Gupta and Mr Phoolka, learned Senior Counsel, have,

apart from pointing out the legal flaws in the impugned judgment, also

urged this Court to take cognisance of the insensitivity reflected in the

impugnedjudgment 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 different levels of

the judiciary, where judges' and judicial ofifcers have failed to imbibe

compassion and empathy in the manner of handling matters involving
sexual offences, especially when it comes to vulnerable and/or minor

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

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

Court to prevent such issues from arising in the future.

18. Wefind some strength in the issues raised before us.The/udicial

system, as a cohesive framework; is designed to deliver justice and

satisfaction to citizens who seek redressal of their grievances he/ore it. lb

meet such can objective, our effouls must not only be grounded in the sound

application of constitutional and legal principles but also foster an

environment of compassion and empathy. The absence of either of these



cornerstones would pi•event4judicial institutions from properly pejfbr°ming
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 realities of a

litigant and the vulnerabilities which they, may he facing in approaching a

court oflaw. Our decisions as participants in the legalprocess, from laying

down the procedure that shall have to he faced by common citizensto the

final judgment passed in any given case, must reflect the ethos of
compassion, humanity, and understanding which are essential/or 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 well as into the accompanying

court procedures. Various steps, in this direction,

have also been taken bythe 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

have not borne thefruit that was expected

21. That being:so, we are hesitant to undertake, at this stage, afresh

and unguided attempt to lcry down any guidelines, without the benefit ofn

comprehensive understanding of' the past endeavours of' such nature

undertaken by the different Constitutional and statutory bodies, the on-

ground results ofsuch efforts, and the varying scope ofpr•ohlemsfaced byn

victims and complainants in similarly sensitive cases. An attempt of this

kind also should not, be undertaken without the valuable opmions and

suggestionsofdifferent domain experts which, in our judicial experienc€,

doer not intuitively emerge out litigative proceedings.

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

Bhopal, through its`Director; ,Justice Aniruddha Bose, andFortner" ,Judge of

this Court, to constitute a Committee fExperts. The Committee ofExperts
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shall be presided over by Justice Bose as Chairperson and shall comprise

four other domain experts as !'Member's;, which may include practitioners,

academicians, and social worker's,

23. We request the Committee ofExperts to prepare a comprehensive

report on the matter of `Developing Guidelines to inculcate Sensitivity and

Compassion into Judges and Judicial Processes in the Context of Sexual

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

previous measures under taken, whether on the judicial ,side or the

administrative side to achietie such goalc, as well as the varymg re,culic

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

e7fter taking into account such previous endeavours and the variety of on-

ground experiences faced by different stakeholders across the judicial

system, prepare comprehensiverecommendations. These recommendations

shall be in the forrn of `Draft Guidelines for<.the Approach ofJudges and the

Judicial System When Dealing with Cases of Sexual Offences and other

Similarly Sensitive Occurrences Involving Vilnerable Victims,

Complainants, and/Or YYrtnesses'.

24. The Committee shall, while preparing the report, hear in mind

the linguistic diversity of our nation. There are various examples of

offensive words cand expressions, the use of which ii'ozald or chowily

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

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

of a clear understanding of the offensive nature of such saying. It shall be

highlyappreciated ifthe Committee, as apart ofits report, is able to identifj'

and compile such ivor•ds/expressions, from different languages, so that they

do not unnoticed, and the complabiantslvictims are empowered to give a

better andfuller narrative of the trauma undergone by them.

25. While doing so, the Committee ofExperts mustrernind itself that

the primary beneficiaries ofthese Guidelines are the victims/complainants,
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majority of whom are children, women of tender age, and members of

r'ulnerable sections ofsociety. As such, the Committee shall ensure that the

Dr•afi Guidelines are devised in a manne • so that they trruv be understood

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

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 heavy, complicated expressions borne from fare gn

languages and jurisdictions. They must be conlextualised in the real and

lived experience of the stakeholders in Indian judicial process, with direct

reference to the ethos, values,; and social fabric ofour country.

27. The Committee may even considerpreparing translated versions
ofcertain puhlic-facing sections of the guidelines. The objective is to fllly

explain the various concepts: to all readers, irrespective of linguistic and

legal proficiency

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

Committee of Experts on the aspect of the volume of the droll guidelines:

When an attempt is being made to explain and clarify the different concepts;

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

ensure that the report is comprehensive . and exhaustive, including

appropriate and adequate explanations and illustrations' wherever

necessary

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

assistance ofother experts on this matte,r such as linguistics academicians

prosecutors, litigators, social scientists, and counsellors as it, deems
necessary.
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30. The Registry of this Court is directed to forwaroi a copy of this

order" to .Justice Bose, and we request him to constitute the Committee (?f

Exper!s, preferably within a period of two weeks. Counsel for the parties

are permitted to ifle written submissions, charts, lists, and other documents,

which may be ofrelevance to the Committee, with the Registry ofthis Court

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

paperbooks of all these mailers, shall be forwarded to the Committee.

thereafte,r for its consideration.

31. The Chairperson and the iviembers ofthe Committee ofExperts

shall, for their valuable time and efforts, be paid such honorarium as ma)'

be determined by Justice Bose, for which necessaryfunds shall he provided

by the Supreme Court of India.

32. We request the Committee of Experts to complete its

deliberations and submit a report to this Court, preferahly within three

months.

33. Having passed these directions, we are ofthe considered opinion

that the suo motu writ petition regarding the order date' 17.03.2023, which

we have already set aside, need not be kept open. As and when the

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

would be taken up in a holistic manner; not speciifcally in the context of a

single case. To that effect, the Registry is directed, upon receipt ofthe report

from the Committee ofExperts, to place the same before Hon'hle the Chief

Justice ofIndia on the administrative side for appropriate instructions.

34. Hence, in terms of the directions issued hereinabove, the instant

suo motu case stands disposed of Pending interlocutory applications, if

and; also stand disposed o.f "

The present publication has been made in pursuance of the

directions of the I-lot' ble Supreme Court of India_ A committee was
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constituted by the undersigned comprising of Hon'ble Ms. Justice Sonia G.
Gokani, Former Chief Justice of the I Iigh Court of Gujarat, Ms. Anuradha

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

Sii gh, Advocate, Supreme Court of India, and Prof. Lucy T.V. Zehol,
Professor, Department of Anthropology, North-Eastern Hill University,
Shillong. The committee was assisted by Dr. Sonarn Jain, faculty member

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

Ka lash Shukul, a District Judge ofMadhya Pradesh Cadre presently Officer

on Special Duty at the Academy also provided inputs and administrative

support to the committee.

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

mainly to get response from. various stakeholders of the criminal justice

system for their understanding of court language. The stakeholders were

judicial officers, witnesses and victims and they were approached through

the District Legal Service Authorities. The composite response is Amlexure

Ito this publication.

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

nature. The committee tried its best to capture the writing style of

judgements in relation to gender related issues and highlighted them, but a

publication of this nature cannot permanently act as guideline as language

evolve continuously. Words spoken on the streets cannot make its way into

judgements directly. In gender related cases; judgments have to be founded

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

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

language ecosystem which would weed away the offensive or undesirable

words or maimer of description of certain acts. It is also of critical

importance that judges and lawyers employ, sanitized expression in legal

proceedings, so that victims get comforted in a court of law rather than

i _ :a



being harbouring apprehension of being traumatized. Use of appropriate

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

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

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

will inspire and encourage thinking persons in other walks of life to bring

gender neutrality and sensitivity in their respective fields. The committee
also would like to thank all the State Judicial Academies for their support

for this publication.

Justice Aniruddhn Bose

..
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Cndr Jurisprudence in India

Through a continuous judicial process, the judiciary in India has

consistently expanded the scope of gender justice while dealing with these

issues. The jurisprudence evolved through court decisions highlight

protection of dignity, bodily integrity, equality and privacy. The courts are

playing a transformative role in dismantling patriarchal stereotypes,

recogmzmg intersectional vulnerabilities, strengthening v orkplace and

institutional safeguards from dominant gender harassment. This led to the

recognition of reproductive and sexual autonom:y, 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

mo:re inclusive society..



S.

No.

Name of the

Case (with

Year)

Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment

of the IIon'ble Supreme

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

1 Yusuf Abdul Challenge to The Hon'ble Supreme Court

Aziz v. State Section 497 upheld the constitutional

of Bombay 1PC (adultery validity of special provisions

(AIR 1954 SC law) on for women under Article

321 ) grounds of 15(3), recognizing that

gender substantive equality may

discrimination, require protective measures in

(section 497 of favour of women.

IPC has

subsequently
been struck

down in the

case of Joseph

Shine as serial

no. 13 in this

table)

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

Muthamma v. Indian Foreign service rules and affirmed

Union of India Service equality in public

((1979) 4 SCC challenged employment, stating married

260) discriminatory women cannot be put on a

promotion/serv worse footing than married

ice rules. men.



Name of the Factual Brief Principle from the .Judgment

No. Case (with of the Hon'ble Suprcre

Year) Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

3 Tukararn, v. Rape of a Public outcry led to reforms

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

Maharashtra police custody; survivor-centric interpretation

((1979) 2 SCC accused and statutory changes

143) acquitted due regarding consent and
to restrictive evidence.

reasoning on

consent.

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

Nergesh challenged based termination rules

Meerza rules arbitrary and unconstitutional,

((1981) 4 SCC mandating calling such provisions an

335) retirement on insult to womanhood.

marriage/pregn

ancy.

5 Bharwada Rape The Court held survivor's

Bhoginbhai survivor's testimony does not require

Hii j ibhai v. testimony corroboration, recognizing the
State of questioned for social stigma of reporting

Gujarat lack of sexual violence.

((1983) 3 SCC corroboration.

21.7)



S. Name of the Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment

No. Case (with of the Hon'hle Supreme

Year) Court of India reflecting the
transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

6 State of Punjab Rape The Court emphasized (in-

v. Gurmit survivor's camera) proceedings, privacy

Singh ((1996) privacy and protection, and survivor

2 SCC 384) dignity during dignity, noting no woman

trial at issue. would humiliate herself by

making a false allegation.

7 Vishaka v. Sexual The Court framed the Vishaka

State of harassment of guidelines for workplace

Raj asthan social worker sexual harassment at

((1.997) 6 SCC at workplace. workplace, affirming gender

241) equality includes protection
from such harassment.

8 Sakshi v. NGO sought The Hon'ble Supreme Court

Union of India child-sensitive directed adoption of child-

((2004) 5 SCC courtroom sensitive adjudication to

51 8) procedures for prevent trauma to child
sexual offence victims.

trials.

9 Anuj Garg v. Challenge to The Court held legislation

Hotel law barring should be assessed by its

Association of women from impact, not just aims. and

India ((2008) 3 working in struck down exclusionary

SCC 1) venues serving provisions as unconstitutional.

alcohol.



a N nte of' the Factual Brief
i
'. Principk is oin th€ Judgment

No , «'ve (ivCth of the Uon'hk Supreme

Year) j i ( ()u1't of ITPdia reflectin.,g the

t5aH;9tf0f of CendcY

Juriyi

10 Suchita Pregnant ( rI'he Cow affirmed

Srivastava v. woman with reproductive autonomy as a

Chandigarh intellectual facet of personal°liberty,

Administration disability linking it to dignity, bodily

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

1) autonomy over

abortion.

11 National Legal Recognition of ' The Court constitutionally
Services transgender recognized transgender

Authority \-. persons' legal identity, affrmmg dignity and
Union of India rights directing affirmative,

((2014) 5 SCC measures for inclusion.

438)

1.2 Joseph Shine Challenge to , The Hon'ble Supreme Court
v. Union of criminalization struck .down adultery law as

India ((201'9) 3 of adultery unconstitutional and rejected

SCC 39) law patriarchal notions of

marriage:

13 Indian Young Women. < The: Court held exclusion

Lawyers challenged based on biology violates

Association v. exclusion Ii orn dignity and equality, and

State of Kerala entering asserted constitutional

((?01.9) 11 Sabaumala morality prevails over

SCC 1) temple patriarchal customs.



S. Name of the Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment

No. Case (with of the Hon'ble Supreme

Year) Court of India reflecting the
transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

1,4 Secretary, Women The Court rejected

Ministry of officers sought stereotypes about women's

Defence v. permanent roles and held women cannot

Babita Puniya commission in be denied equal opportunity

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

469) Army. or social assumptions.

15 Lt. Col. Challenge to The Hon'ble Supreme Court

Nitisha v. facially neutral recognized indirect

Union of India standards in discrimination and advanced

((2021) 15 army selection, substantive equality

SCC 125) jurisprudence.

16 Aparna Bhat v. High Court had The Court directed judges to

State of made avoid gender stereotypes and

Madhya stereotypical prohibited suggestions of

Pradesh remarks and marriage/compromise in rape

((2021) 3 SCC suggested cases.

247) compromise in

rape case.

17 'Attorney High Court The Hon'ble Supreme Court

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

((2022) 5 SCC POCSO based must be purposively

545) on "skin-to- interpreted.

skin" contact.



S. Name of the Yaetual Brick Principle from the Judgment

No. ease (with of the ilon'hle Supreme

Year) ( ourt of India reflecting the

j f'ars➢ttu)n of Gender

.l prudencc

1.8 Patan Jainal Rape and The Court recognized.

Vali v. State of murder of a intersectionality,

Andhra. Dal.it woman: acknowledging compounded

Pradesh discrimination based on caste, '

((2021 ) 16 gender, and disability.

SCC 22>) _

19 State of Use of two-, The Hon'ble Supreme Court
Jharkhaud v. finger test in ' condemned the test as

Shailendra rape regressive and irrelevant to
Kumar Rai examination, consent, directing it must not

((2022) 14 he conducted. ".

SCC 299)

20 X v. Principal Unmarried ' The Court held unmarried

Secretary, woman women are equally entitled to

Health & challenged reproductive autonomy and

Family denial of recognized marital rape for

Welfare Dept., abortion after limited purposes.
Delhi ((2023) 20 weeks.

9 SCC X33)
_

21 Deepika Singh Denial of The Court recognized that

v. Central maternity leave families in contemporary

Administrative for non- society exist in diverse forms
Tribunal traditional and rejected stereotypical -

((2023) 13 family assumptions regarding
SCC 681) structure. caregiving and family roles.



S. Name of the Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment

No, Case (with of the Hon'ble Supreme

Year) Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

22 Supriyo @ Petition for The Court declined

Supriya legal recognition but reiterated

Chakraborty & recognition of queer rights to dignity,

Anr v. Union same-sex autonomy, and protection

of India (2023 marriages, from discrimination.

INSC 920)

23 In Re: Alleged Institutional The Hon'ble Supreme Court

Rape and response to emphasized institutional

Murder sexual violence accountability, safe working

incident of a against a environments, and survivor

Trainee Doctor doctor. dignity.

(2024 INSC

613)

24 Dr. Sohail Jurisdictional. The Court clarified ICC's

Malik v. Union challenge to jurisdiction extends across

of India (2025 ICC under departments and must uphold

SCC OnLine POSH Act, the remedial intent of the

SC 2751) POSTI Act.

25 Vaneeta Complaint of The Court recognized that a

Patnaik v.. continuing hostile work environment

Nirmal Kanti sexual may be continuing

Chakrabarti harassment at harassssing, requiring

(2025INSC work. survivor-sensitive

11.06) interpretation under POSH

Act.



Sa Name of the F'actal Brief Prniupk from th i l mull

No. Cogs€ (with Ot the Hon9bk SIHi)rcII1e

e r)
j

j
Court at india H'et1ectang the

i

t 'Qflnsit➢o6Y of Gender

! <mfl9rlS ➢➢'wicnc .

26 Nipun Saxena Protection of The Court reinforced the

v. Union of identity and staiutoty prohibition on ;

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

SCC 703) victims of rape sun ivors and issued

sexual comprehensive directions to
offences protect their privacy and

dignity throughout the

criminaljustice process;

including in_judicial records

and media reporting.

27 Manisha. An elected The Court recognized that
Ravindra woman` legal and administrative

Panpat l v. Sarpanch was actions against women elected
State of disqualified representatives may
Maharashtra horn office on sometimes be rooted in

(2024 1.NSC allegations that patriarchal resistance to

762 she resided in a vvolnen exercising authority.
house particularly in rural

encroaching on. governance structures.

government

land.

]Vote: .The above table is only „illustrative and not exhaustive of tlae extensive .

jurisprudence developed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court ofIndia in advancing

geiidei Justice and 4onstztutional equality



Legal Protections against VictimBiaming

Indian law already contains rape-shield protections to safeguard surviors

against victim-blaming. It reinforces the principle that consent :must be

judged on the circumstances of the alleged incident, not on the survivor's

personal history. It helps prevent secondary victimization during trial,

upholds the dignity and privacy of survivors, and encourages more victims

to report crimes without fear of character assassination. Section 146 of the
erstwhile Indian Evidence Act barred°any insinuation about a complainant's

sexual reputation or character. In State ofJhurkhund v. ShuilendrFa 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.` The court noted

that Section 53A ofthe Indian evidence Act explicitly makes a victim's prior

sexual experience "not relevant" to consent in a rape trial.3 Likewise, the
Allahabad High Court recently condemned a lawyer's attempt to call a rape

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

"wholly irrelevant" and expressly barred by law`s. In short, Indian courts

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

the credibility of her testimonv.5

(2022) 14 5CC 299.
- Patriarchal & sexist to assume that a sexually active woman cannot be raped; Anyone

conducting two- finger' test will; be guilty of misconduct: SC,
https:, www,scconline.cone%blog/post/?O22/11/O1/1vafinger-test-banned-sexuully-cactive-
tivorner -cart-Ge-rcr ?ectgrailt -miscandrrct-said?r<≥rrie-cou rt-legal-u ?mutes-reseczrc•h-gziitlelirres-
news/It -:text=;%E?%80%91.

' 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, 2U26:AHC:21013

Allahabad I-IC pulls up advocate for calling rape victim a woman of "easy virtue': says it

violates dignity &; privacy under article 21.

.71



This aligns with international rape-shield standards. For example, Federal
Rules of Fv dence in the U . forbid introducing a complamant's sexual

behavior or predisposition in most sexual assault cases. Such rules, and
Article 5 of CEDAVd (Convention on. the Elimination of All Forms of

Discrimination against „\\'omen.) 1979, recognize that asking about a

woman"s private life: only perpetuates myths and deters reporting.

CrossExarnination aiiR7 i xua1 k i S.ory

In practice, victims aie often subjected, to harassing cross-

examinat on designed to plant doubt. Maximum trauma ,is faced 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 notorions 'two-finger test" and remarked that whether a woman is
"habituated to sexual intercourse" is "irrelevant" to determining rape7. The

Court emphasized:":'Vothinncould Inc further from the ti uth, a woman' ,s

se'ual his 1O1 i is wiwily immater ial while adjudicating whether the acc used

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

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

sexually active is "patriarchal and sexist"`.

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

questioning to be adopted by defence lawyers towards the victims. Under

the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam, 202; (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

Mills:%i vww.sccvnline coin/blog!pos//2026l02%O6/rape-szrrvrvor-character-ass€zssinatiorr- .

allahcrbad hc'.`:M:tcrt 1ht'%20Cowt%20added°'c201hat%20arn%o["/2 0ncc%20o%20122.

Rule 412. Se Offence Cases: The Victim,

hitps:,',%wia•w law. cornell-edu,'rules!ti e/rile - r, 2': ;ted=%28a°%29%201'rbhibued' b2it1;sespr
ocecdm1,°/20involving%2QUllegecl°%20s .ruin,`'«2Omiscondu t.

` I.illu GJ Rajesh v; Stitt, of H<u rani, (2G 3) I i iC' 643



this means lawyers cannot use labels like "easy virtue" or allege promiscuity

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

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

that a teenager's two boyfriends justified her rape. It was observed that "a

woman may be having easy virtue but that does not mean all and sundry can

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

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

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

submit herself to sexual intercourse to anyone and everyone because she is

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

everyone.$

Contrasting Judicial Sensitivities: Progressive

Approaches and Persistent Prejudices

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

judgments from across the country and taken assistance from all the state

judicial academies. These judgments gave a mixed picture about the

perceptions and mind-set and also the approach of a judge while deciding a

matter. There were cases where judges were highly sensitized towards the

victim, witness, and vulnerable groups, like they were alert to the

vulnerabilities of women and children. They prioritized the rights of the

victim and balanced the social interest at the same time.

In Siate ofPui tab v Gurinit Sing/i9, a landmark 1996 judgment of

the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, directed trial judges to actively protect

victims during testimony and that courts should not sit as silent spectators

while the victim is subjected to embarrassing, insulting or intimidating

8 State (NCT of Delhi ) v. Pa»kaj { haudharv, (2019) 11 SCG 575

(1996) 2 SCG 384.



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

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

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

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

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

were 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 late?

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

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

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

well-off, dressed in 'a particular way. Ts 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.1°. 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' oiler basic courtesies by

offering a chair and water. A judge must be a little-more alert and vigilant.

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

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

body language should be observed by a judge. .

Across all levels of the justice delivery' system-be it the police

station, hospital, one stop crisis center, or courtroom---women survivors of .

violence face a range of discriminatory, insensitive, and victim-blaming

t° Inputs lbr Guidelines for a Gender-Just Justice System.With;Re.f'erence To Women Surviyors of

Violence, Abuse, & Exploitation (Note Prepared through a Consultative Process with Civil
Society Groups) By State Women's Comtnissiun, Madhya Pradesh.
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The Hon'ble Kerala High Court'' in December 2024 Mat. AppealNo. 706

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

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

aesthetics. It is unpardonable and impermissible in any civilized society to

judge a woman solely based on her clothing or to draw conclusions about

her virtue or modesty, as such judgments are rooted in rigid notions of

patriarchy. The sartorial preferences that a woman makes are her own

choice, whicli cannot be subjected to moral policing or assessment,

particularly by courts."

' XXXXX v. XXXXX, 2024:KER:91898



Rule against stereotyping: A transition to

Gender Just Society

Judicial approaches in India have consistently rejected the use of

gender-based stereotypes in adjudication, particularly in cases involving

sexual offences and gender justice.

i. InAparna Bhat n State ofi1LP14, the Hon`ble Supreme Court held that

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

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

irrelevant to consent or credibility and underscoring the need for judicial

sensitivity training. It vas held that stereotypical judicial observations

undermine fairness and victim confidence, requiring courts to ,maintain

neutrality and avoid extraneous social assumptions.

ii. In Sanglaniitra : State's, it was further clarified that professional

identity or gender cannot form the basis of judicial presumptions.

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

reinforced through statutory and, doctrinal developments. Judicial

condemnation of stigmatizing language is also reflected in Bodhisaffiva

Garttani v Subhra Chakrabortylh, which addressed the seriousness of

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

Supreme Court in Aparna Bhat further clarified that consent cannot be

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

woman bad woman" dichotomy.

Constitutional jurisprudence has also dismantled stereotypes embedded

in laws governing marital and gender roles. In Joseph Shine a Union of

14 Supra
' 2024 DHC 252'1

'b (1996) 1 SCC 490



India' 7, Section 497 IPC was struck down for treating women as passive

and subordinate, thereby violating Articles 14 and 15. Similarly, Shuyara

Bano v Union of India'$, invalidated triple talaq for perpetuating gender

inequality, while Navtej .Singly Johar v. Union of India19, held that laws

enforcing heteronormative gender roles are unconstitutional, grounding

anti-stereotyping i.n equality and privacy rights. In Yasli Pal a State of

Haryana'°, the Punjab and Haryana Court acknowledged that criminal law

cannot reinforce differential standards of sexual agency for men and

women.

Procedural safeguards also reflect this anti-stereotyping approach. In,

State ofPunjab n Gurmit Siragh21, emphasized the relevance of in camera

trials to prevent reputational harm and stigma. The Sexual Harassment of

Women at Workplace Act, 2013 further institutionalizes protection against

humiliating or stereotyped questioning, recognizing such violations as

implicating fundamental rights under Articles 14, 15, and 21. International

guidance, including CEUAW based principles and the Bangkok General

guidance forjudges on ApplyingGenderPerspectivein South and Southeast

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

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

The evolution of anti-stereotyping jurisprudence is marked by explicit

overruling of earlier decisions. In Joseph Shiite22, the Hon'bie Supreme

Court overruledSotumithri Vishnu n Union oflndiu23, rejecting notions of

women as the propci ty of husbands. Likewise, Navtej Singh

(2019) 3 SCC: 39.
(2oi7)yscc I.

' (201 3) 10 SCc 1.
'° c:rzWI',ac,60 2a21.t2024:1'l [C: i I8245-DB
=i Supra
'z s76 Y r
23 r\TR 1.985 Sc 1618.



Jolrar'4overruled Sureslz Kumar Koirslrnl ti: Naz Foundation', affirming

that constitutional morality must prevail over outdated social norms that

enforce gender and sexual stereotypes.

'-4 (2017 1 SCC 791
25 (2014) 1 SCC 1.



It has been a longtime concern Ior fudges in India to avoid

masculinity in deciding cases, as the basis or reasoning in judgments. 'I here
is a mistaken notion that masculiiuty is a natural phenomenon - a notion

which the judges aie actively confronting:novv. 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 vvomen and children, especially m light of the increasing

prevalence of crimes such as sexual assault, domestic"violence, harassment,
and abuse. Women in India continue to face - systematic discrimination. "

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

insensitive courtroom remarks or judgments that rely on stereotypes may

discourage victims horn reporting offences or participating in the justice

process. Judicial attitudes in sexual assault cases involving unconscious

women have often reproduced 'lape myths". and questioned °ictinls' ."
credibility rather than focusing on the accused 's conduet26, Such language°

can re-traumatize survivors and reinforce social prejudice instead of

promoting justice.

Since courts` are institutions entrusted with protecting constitutional

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

neutral, and free from stereotypes. Sensitive judicial expression strengthens

26 Flu abeth A Sheehy. `'Judgas and the Reasonahle;Steps R.equneniult: The Judiuii Stance can

Perpetration Against Unconscious lvomen' in S-F,XLAL .1S5AULI IN CANADA:. LAW ,
L:F G \I.I'RACTICB AND WO\-IFN'$ AC"I'IVISM (University of otta va T'iess. O12) 483 at
483-x85.7
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public trust, protects the dignity of vulnerable individuals, and ensures that

the justice system reflects principles of equality and human rights.

In the case of Phul Singh v. State of Haryana27, there are issues with

both the words used by the Court and the way it decided on the sentence, if

looked through gender justice .lens raises concern. Accused of the crime

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

considered inappropriate today. Use of sensitive expressions has become a

critical component in judgment writing on gender related cases in

contemporary jurisprudence.

The following glossary is curated after analyzing the 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 found in these judgments and suggests neutral alternatives that can

be used in legal contexts.

Traditional/Problematic Neutral, and legally appropm late

Phrase alternatives

The body of women as play Violated bodily autonomy of

ground complainant(s)/victim(s)

Helpless woman; helpless Survivor / Complainant
female

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

the gods rejoice focus on legal rights

It destroys the very soul of a Crone caused severe trauma to the

helpless woman survivor

Victimization, soul destroyed Survivor experienced harm trauma

27 (1979) 4 SCC 413



Traditiona1IFrob1eratil b Ne ttr , and 1cgdilh' a7 j pi'OpU te

Phrase i1ta "u atives

Female members/persons (fo.r f Victim L Survivor / Complainant ,
victims)

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

Suffering from psychological Survivor may experlenc g '
neurosis trauma/distress

Woman in non-permissive Person in a conservative society

society

Allow women to walk fieely All individuals have right tomove

fieely and safely

Self respecting woman Women may be used without any

adjective

Poor helpless rigor girl Minor victim / Child survivor

Hormonal changes, desire, Avoid physiological explanations

temptation unless absolutely necessary

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

gaining; trust .

Honour, Avoid "honour"! shame", focus

shame on survivor's rights

Victim of another pe'rson's ' Victir!sur i or of sexual

lust assault/violence

Stigma as inevitablcconsequenec Focus on justice/rehabilitation

Outraged the modesty Sexual assaultlviolation of

bodily autonomy

Serious health consequences Serious health consequences for

as a female the victim/survivor

__c _-
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Tradit onal/Probleinatic Neutral, and legally appropriate
Phrase alternatives

Permanent impact on girl's life Survivor may need ongoing

support; focus on recovery

Lost her chastity Survivor's bodily autonomy was

violated

No hue and cry, traveled Avoid victim-blaming; :focus on

Calmly (to describe post occurance facts

behavior of the victim)

Gullible or obedient daughter Minor / Child victim

She was a consenting party Consent is not legally valid for

minors

Tutored child Child witness; avoid assumptions

about influence

Bid to defile chastity Act of sexual assault/violation of

autonomy

Fueled by lust Sexual violence; avoid attributing

crime to "lust"

Prosecutrix Victim / Survivor / Complainant

Degrades the soul of the Causes severe harm to survivor

helpless female

Spoiled her childhood / The crime had serious consequences;

ruined life focus on support

Minor girl/child Child victim / Survivor

Satisf}` his illicit lust Committed sexual assault /

violated the law



TraditionaIlProbiematic Neutral, and legally appropriate

Phrase alternatives

Haunt throughout her life Survivor may face ongoing

challenges

Physical relationship (for Sexual assault / rape (if the offending

rape/assault) act is non- consensual and/or victim is

a minor)

Disrobing (unless provided in the Forced removal of clothing (part of

statute) sexual assault)

Status and prestige of family Focus on harm to victinzl survivor;

is at stake avoid "honou.r" shaming

Scars left remain lifelong Survivor may need ongoing

support; focus on recovery

Helpless female Survivor

Her private part/chest' vagina, Use neutral medical/legal terms; refer:

victi►n girl to child/survivor

Accused acted as with his Focus on age difference &

granddaughter power dynamics, not family

Destroyed life, betrayal, Survivor experienced severe

shameful conduct harm

Modesty Bodily autonomy

Offends esteem/dignity Violation of survivor's bodily

autonomy and rights

Girt child is vulnerable All children are entitled to protection

under the law



Traditional/Problematic Neutral, and legally appropriate
Phrase alternatives

Sex slave Survivor subjected to repeated

sexual violence/exploitation - while

being kept under control

Brothel keeper Perpetrator of trafficking;/sexual

Exploitation (the term brothel may be

used if statutorily necessary)

Sterling character (victim's Character evidence is irrelevant in

character) sexual offences

Lust satisfaction Act of sexual violence/assault;

Prudent attribute - avoid trivializing

crime

illiterate/rustic witness Witness (mention education only if

legally relevant)

Whore (derogatory term) Survivor / Victim

Inability to control emotions, Avoid rationalizing crime; focus

male-dominated society on accountability/law

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

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

between persons who are not formally married has acquired some element

of recognition.

In such situations particularly in relation to women terms like Concubine.

Kept/Keep, and. Mistress may be avoided. Partner would be the ideal

substitute which would extend to same-sex relationship also. Otherwise, the

expression girlfriend (in relation to women) may also be used.



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

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

more accepted and recognised term by International Labour Organisation

(ILO) also. However, the word prostitute may be used only when statutorily
needed.

For person with different sexual orientation LG'BTQIA+ 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 Hiyra is used, in Tanmil Nadu

Thirunangai refers to a transgender woman, and Thirunambi 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 SOGWSC (An acronym for sexual

orientation, gender identity, expression and sex characteristics) is gaining

acceptance.

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

gender equality titled `Glossary of terms and concepts'

(https:/R v.unicef.orglrosa/mediall76i/f le/Genderglossarvtermsandcon

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

of various region of the world.



The Indian judiciary is moving from a traditional, accused-focused

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

mental well-being. The aim is to reduce secondary victimization and

supporting them until they are fully rehabilitated. This marks a shift from

just punishing offenders to help victims heal and recover simultaneously.

Victim compensation scheme 2018 (Annexure 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 Officer needs to

inquire from the Investigating Officer whether the directions issued in case

of Delhi Domestic Working Women's .Eornm v. Union of India25 are
followed in providing services of Legal Assistance to the victim. Police is

also under a duty to inform the victim of her right to representation before

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

Directions categorically obligates the Investigating Officer to ensure

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

crimes

If Legal 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 TO, the Court either requires to direct such measure directly to the

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

of 10 to ensure following of such directions with the insistence of written

compliance by the IO within 48 hours.

- (1995) t sce 14
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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 Superintendent of Police to the

Principal District Judge, ensuring due compliance of this necessity.

Victim/ Witness Protection measures

Presiding officer ought not to wait for the application of the victim

or of vulnerable witness as it is the legal obligation of the Presiding Officer

to ensure victim/witness protection. In Mahender Chawla a Union of

India29, the Hon'ble Supreme Court approved the Witness Protection

Scheme, 2018 which was formulated by the Ministry of Home Affairs,

Government of India. Under this scheme the witnesses were categorised in

A, Q and C category as per threat perception, In Sakshi v Union ofIndia'°,

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

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

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

open to the Public for the purpose of trying any offence. Exception to this

is provided in Sub Section(2) the trial ofRape or any offence under Sections

64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 70 or Section 71 of Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita ( BNS) or

=" (2019) 14 SCC 615.
so 12004) 5 SCC 518
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under Sections 46,8,10 of Protection of Children from Sexual Offences

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

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

made permissible subject to maintaining confidentiality of names and

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

proceedings and only initials or pseudonym is permitted as held

in Nipun Saxena v Union ©fIndia31.

Witness as a Guest:

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

the court. However, many witnesses suffer long waits and poor treatment in

court, which can discourage them from 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 UP a Shamhhunath Sing/i32 in the following

passage.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

invited (through summons) for helping such courts with their testimony for

reaching judicial findings. But the malady is that the predicament of the

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

(2019) 2 SCC 703.

32 200 1(4)(4) SCC 667.



agony and ordeal suffered by witnesses who attended a Sessions court on
several days and yet they were not examined in full. The part\' who

succeeded in dodging examination of such witnesses finally enjoyed the

benefit when the Sessions Court acquitted them for want of evidence. The
a ,

only casualty in the aforesaid process is criminal justice." 3

This principle applies with more vigor and strength in criminabeases

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 - informed judging, avoid

repeated questioning, maintain confidentiality and clear c inmunicatidn.

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.

In the case of Apamna ]3hatt State of 1vladhya Pradesh34 , the

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

stereotypical questions. Neither victim, blaming language in the orders nor

s ?001(4) SCC 667.
;a 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 Judge alone can ensure the

safe environment.

Proactive Judges and Cross-Examination

Maintaining a balance of Protecting Victim during deposition and

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

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

traumatic confrontation with the accused in case of Sakshi v Union of

Indiajs for child witnesses of 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 Protection laws in India

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

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

24 of the 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 officers and hospitals, to

avert re-victimisation, was provided by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in

Bachj an Bachao Andolan v Union of Indra3b. It also mandates trial to be

completed within one year from the date of taking cognizance.

Establishment of Vulnerable Witness Deposition Center has streamlined

various issues and many of laudable provisions can be employed in the trial

of serious offences under BNS Act.

z (2004) 5 SCC 5,18
'6 2023 SCC Online Sc 1031.
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1. Fact-based references

Judicial reasoning should be based on evidence and not stereotypes,

assumptions, or moral perceptions about the victim's conduct or

character. Courts should rely on testimony, medical evidence,

forensic material, and surrounding circumstances.

In Slate of Punjab v Gurinit Singh;''; the Hon'ble Supreme Court

cautioned courts against being influenced by myths and stereotypes

in sexual offence cases.

2. Caution with terms like "outraging modesty"

Though the expression forms part of the statutory framework, it

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

patriarchal notions. The focus should remain on dignity, bodily

autonomy, and violation of personal integrity.

In Rupan Deol Bajal v Ii P.S. Gill38, the Hdn'ble Supreme Court

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

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

equal to consent

Absence ofinjuries, delayed reporting, or lack of resistance does not

imply consent. Victims may respond differently to trauma. Courts

should avoid adverse inferences based on stereotypical expectations

of victim behavior.

(1.996) 2 SCC 384,
ss (1995) 6 SCC 194
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In Iiaini Rajan v State ofKerala39, the Hon'ble Supreme Court held
that consent must be voluntary and unequivocal.

4. Gender-neutral, survivor-centric terms

Language should dignified and inclusive and avoid reinforcing

gender stereotypes. Survivor-centric terminology recognizes the

experiences of all affected persons.

In National Legal Services Authority v Union of Ind a4°. the
Hon'ble Supreme Court emphasized dignity and equality for all

gender identities.

5. "Child" or "minor" for victims under 18

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

recognized as a child. Child-sensitive terminology reinforces the

protective framework of the law.

In Eera v. State (NCT of Delhi) 1, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

reiterated the child-centric object of the POCSO Act.

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

The term "prosecutrix" is procedural and impersonal. Expressions

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

oriented.

In Aparna Bhat v State ofMadhya Pradesh42, the Hon'ble Supreme

Court stressed the importance of gender-sensitive judicial language.

39 (2013) 9 SCC 113
'° (2014) 5 SCC 438

(2017) 15 SCC 133
.42 S1rpra
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7. Language ought to be child-sensitive

Judicial language must ` refrain from sensationalism, moralistic

observations; or stigmatizing expressions, particularly in matters

involving children.

In Sakshi 1? Union of India¢', the Hon'ble Supreme , Court

emphasized child-sensitive, procedures to prevent secondary
victimization.

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

Judicial reasoning ought to prioritize bodily autonomy, unformed

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

notions of morality or honor. In° Suchita Srivastava .v Chandigarh

Acirrrinistration44, the Flon'ble Supreme Court° recognized personal

autonomy as part of Article 21.

1. Recognize psychological and physical trauma °

Sexual offences 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.,

In State ofKarnataka v Krishnappa4', the 1-Ion'ble Supreme Court

recognized rape as a violation of dignity and human rights.

a3
(2004) 5 SCC 518

.'4
(2009) 9 SCC. I

's

(2000) 4 SCC 75
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Terms to be avoided

1. All forms of victim-blaming

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

totally drifted to victim by questioning her conduct, lifestyle,

clothing and delay in reporting and past relationships.

In State of Pu,?oh v. G,rrinit Singh46, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

cautioned against doubting victims on the basis of social

stereotypes.

2. Terms like "bashfulness," "honour," or "sanctity"

Words like these are deeply ingrained in patriarchal thoughts that

link woman's worth with their sexual purity or family reputation.

Courts should instead focus on dignity, autonomy, and constitutional

rights.

In Aparnci Bhat v. State of'Mcrdhyn Pradesh4', the Hon'hle Supreme

Court directed courts to avoid gender stereotypes and inappropriate

observations in judicial orders.

3. Terms like "helpless female"

Women are :not weak, dependent or lack agency, expression like

these reflects gendered mind set. Court should look women as rights

bearing individual with equality and dignity.

In Joseph Shine v Union of India48, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

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

Constitution.

Supra
Supra

48 Supra



4. Generalizations about complainants

Courts should not assume that women or victims behave in a

uniform manner after trauma. Reactions to sexual violence differ

from person to person. Judicial findings must be individualized and

evidence-based.

In Bharwacla Rhoginbhai Hrrjihhai v. State of Uuja.rat44, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court rejected stereotypical assumptions

regarding the conduct of victims of sexual assault and clarified that

victims testimony does not require corroboration, recognizing the

social stigma of reporting sexual violence.

5. Honour/shame and chastity stereotypes

Such words showcase discriminatory attitudes and take violence as

a:n offence against reputation to the family. Courts should focus on

consent and rights.

In State of Maharashtra v. Madhukar Narayan 1/Iardikar'0, the

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

entitled to privacy and dignity.

6. Assumptions of exaggeration by women or families

Courts should not presume that allegations are fabricated or

exaggerated merely because they concern sexual offences. Such

assumptions perpetuate distrust toward victims and families.

In State of Himachal Pradesh V. Raghubir S ngh,5 ' the Hon' ble

Supreme Court held that minor inconsistencies should not

overshadow the substance of the victim's testimony.

` (1983) 3 SCC 217
a° (1991) 1 SCC 57
' (199) 2 SCC 622



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 Ushaka a State of Rajasthan'2. the Hon'ble Supreme Court

emphasized protection of dignity and gender equality at the

workplace and in public life.

8. Terms like "lust"

Such words not only showcase but implicitly accepts the

uncontrollable desire of men as a natural phenomenon but also it

weakens the acts. Courts should instead use legally precise terms

such as 'sexual assault." "sexual violence." or "offence."

In State ofKarnataka v. Krrshnappa'3, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

recognized rape as a violation of dignity and fundamental rights

rather than merely a crime of passion.

9. Biased, stereotypical, or blaming language

Language of any judgment should be free from bias and prejudice.

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

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

empowering, as language is the most important tool for

empowerment.

In Aparna Bhat a State ofMadhya Pradeshs4, the Hon ble Supreme

Court specifically directed judges to refrain from using patriarchal

stereotypes and insensitive observations in cases involving women.

sz Supra
(2000) 4 SCC 75

'a Supra
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Training and Sensitivity

Sensitivity is an ongoing process that should be learned regularly.

Training brings sensitivity towards victims, witnesses, and all vulnerable

groups. In 1st Judges' case, S..P Gupta v. Union of India's the Hon'ble

Supreme Court contemplated training for "making the Presiding Judge

independent of himself,

`But if the judiciary should be really independent sonwthing

more is necessary" and that we have to seek in the Judge

himselfand not outside. A Judge should he independei7t of

himsel.f A Judge is a human being who is a bundle of

passions and prejudices, likes and dislikes, affection and ill

will, hatred and contempt and fear aid recklessness. In order

to be a successful Judge these elements should he 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.y These curbs can neither be

bought in the market nor injected into the human system by

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

if . any of the protective measures provided by the

Constitution and the' laws' go, the independence ofthe

judiciary will not suffer. But with all these ineasiwc,s being

there still a Judge may. no! he independent. It is the inner

strength ofJudges alone that can save the judre ayy. "'

ss 1981 supp SCC 87



Annex.ure I

Report can Feedback Questions

Regardingg o r t Proceedings

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

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

Responses:

• Yes: 86.4%

• No: 7.1%

• A little: (not specified in chart)

• Most of the times: (not 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:

• Always: 69.3%

• Sometimes: ?5.7%0

• Never: (not specified in chart)

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

court proceedings in an easy and understandable language. while

25.7% said this happens sometimes.



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

towards you during the Court proceedings?

Responses:

• Always: 59.3%

• Never: 9.3%

• Mostly: 23.6%

• A few, times: 7.9%

A majority (59.3%) feel thatjudges and layers are always sensitive

and empathetic; with 23.6% reporting such behavior `mostly'.

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

Responses:

• Always: 66.4%

• Never: (not specified)

• Mostly: 2.5.7%0

• A few times: (not specified)

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

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

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

Presiding Officer's (Judge's) interaction and communication

with 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 adjournments.

• Avoiding routine or mechanical handling of cases, especially

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

Violence Act).

• ___._ - _____ - _ - - _k.-{ ----



• Strict accountability for any misconduct.

• Improved 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: 17.1%

• No: 82.9%

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

(b) When and where and why?

• Intimidation was cited during cross-examination, aggressive

questioning,, or due to unfamiliar environment.

• Some felt intimidated by senior advocates or because of

pressure from the opposite party.

• Delays, repeated adjournments, and lack of seriousness also

contributed to negative feelings.

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

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

Responses:

• Prosecutor: 12.9%

• Judge: 14.3%

• Defence Lawyer: 7.9%

• Police: 12.1%

r



J

• Others {Government/Organization/Institution}: 52..9%

More than half believe that other persons or institutions (besides

prosecutor, judge, defence, or police) arc most helpful in critical
times.

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

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

be protected, rehabilitation, compensation, etc.?

Responses:

• Yes: 19.3%

• No: 80.7%

A significant majority (80.7%) are not aware of the Witness
Protection Scheme or have not been made aware of it by the Judge.

9. What are the challenges that you are facing in the Court as a

victim or witness?

• Many respondents reported no major challenges.

• Commo:n challenges include:

✓ Repeated and unnecessary adjournments

✓ Lack of seriousness and accountability by lawyers

✓ Lack of communication and updates

✓ Emotional, mental, and financial hardships due to

delays

✓ Lack of separate waiting rooms for victims and
witnesses

✓ Pressure from police and opposite counsel

✓ Public shame and stress in recalling traumatic

incidents

ti =-------



✓ Lengthy trials and prolonged justice process

✓ Some reported supportive and cooperative

proceedings.

10. Any other suggestion/feedback to make the Criminal Justice

System robust and victim/litigantfriendly?

✓ Speedy and timely trial and disposal of cases.

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

✓ Greater accountability for delays and professional.

misconduct.

✓ Separatewaiting rooms and proper victim protection.

✓ More awareness about legal rights and welfare schemes.

✓ Improved coordination between police, prosecution, and
courts.

✓ Friendly, respectful behavior by all stakeholders.

✓ Periodic legal education and awareness programs.

✓ Ensuring that every case is concluded within a reasonable
timefame.

✓ Some respondents are satisfied with the current system and

reported no suggestions.

Feedback on court proceedings indicates that most people view the

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

processes, 66.4% feel heard by judges. and 69.3% find
judges'communicationclear. 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% are unaware of the Witness Protection Scheme, and many report

delays, adjournments, poor communication, and emotional stress.

r "3



Respondents suggest simplifying legal language, speeding up cases.

increasing judicial transparency-, and ensuring institutional accountability.

Overall, while the system is accessible and respectful, it requires reforms to

improve efficiency, victim protection, and procedural sensitivity, making it

more effective and user-friendly.
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het Depcndcnts or the SIIt,) o1' the at t betane mcetned SI S.A or I LS 1 It-shail be submitted
n Pom, 'I' alone with n Cony nf' he Full Infamtation Report (1'il ) or criminal ctntI,iisI p1' -
ichieh -o izance is talxn by the Curl anit it' av,tilahle Medical Rcport,' Death.Certificate,

ttilterever applicable, copy ot'j idgment recunnncatlation of anti if'the trial is cer.

6. P_I;:A( F OF't?ILING-0l' Al'PI.I('A'iiO5 -

Theapitlicaiiofureeotnnteitdation-t it eoutpensatioa can be tnow'cdeither beteie the' State Ligal
S.rio, S Authorits or the con,. nu DtstucI I ii Son ices Anthorit) ortt' can '1, tIllaI onitne

i o uportal which shall be created Ii:' all State I ea tl Scrtices \uthorjtietn.'llue es,elniv oi itie

re'peetn e DLSA shall decide the 'appiicatioui r_ecommcatdation tuoved betore.tutnthsr.as par .
the Schemc-

E p1nn.,t,on: In cagz oP aci1 cii i I. s icton the deciding anthont} shill be Criminal Injury
Conihen- thin B aid as duc,.td l'\ lion 'ble Suprvtita Court its Lanni c.;. LTnihn isf:India
t$.7'.CRAl1. 12912006 order dated lli 04 20IS sbueh includes U: Ohtrkt & Sc,tiion'- Judge, _

DM, 5P, Civil Surgeon CM I) o1'thc district. 1

7. R3 I IEFS TII > 1' MAY IIEAW':1RDED u' TIIE S'ATE,QR DISTRICT:LEGAL,
SERVI( `ES .I "11101111 V. -

`due SLSr\ or DLSA runs -an aid compensation to the 1dclim oilier dependents to extent as - '
specified to the sehcdttled att,,chad-It reto. __ _ _ _ _ _

- - NALSA's "(+Iompenyatiun'tae icnie ,r st,nnrn S'Ictims/Sari ivots of sexu tl Tssault/other-
(a)ntes -20IS"
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8. FAcTC)RS TO liE CONSII)I(RED WITTLEA'WAIUMNC: roR' pENavr1Ort--

White deciding a mailer, the State l cgi l Sorvic i: uthotitt'Distrk) Tags! v t c Vudio ity
may take into consideration the following taetors relating to the toss .or injwv utidred lrr the
victim:

(t) (4rnvit) of il ienec and sr rcrii _° c)lnent.ii orphysic it hirrtz 01 n tity soil red 1' the
victim;

(2) 3;tpeudi'.ii mcun`ed ai Iit<aly to I iu d ii the ii I :ii trc:rt iit i'urpitisizat'

nddoc meiuat hunith mdudin oims llin I the siciiiii fitnerttl, t ii Hots, dur;n

imestipatinn/ inqutridtrial (otherthsn diet mbugy);

(3) Le.tel lto tiontI i IU ot{itnity.ts a co❑cilnc oc nt tltc ,!lc, inClu lin;. lasencc front
sehool nII dii iametii ii trnittra. bodih ntlur iii iii irera iiizlit , to ti tip n and

trriitl of the offence, or any Ourr ra: an:

( ) loss of enipiovni ub it It. o14;tic. inIii iFi b ii It mi pl cc iti
mplo4menl do t > itiant it ii inn ,t; I ih utiitri iii Ii c lit ttmet t: itzsestigation u I

trial oftheoffenee. orim tit t can:

(5)'uuse relationship of list > rciiat I ti: Ili la it i v,

(6) Whuhcr the sbuee'a .c a Hinz I i_,ol its 1 tncidcttec or ii It tlterihe abuse took plac oi er
a period of It tc ..

(7) Y`hcihCrsis1 nl I ii I>ro ii,t it s nIt ol'fIi ,II tic . iltuiii r I hid tnt r

'Medicalfruninatr It nit (\1 III ,uveInthtoic 0dd including rehibilitiion

nsads of sash child:

(8) \\ hi dterihu. lc.tim tilt d il1 It i mutt Idi.z:,..a (STD) a itit of II
offence;

(9) Whether thevictirn omitmti dhui:n:niminutrodelicianeyvirus(t ltV);asaresultot'lhue
ofT2nce;

(10) ,any disability sutlbrcd by tht victim as a mutt of the.otierice;

(ll) Tiiiooialeoctditioit cut sh'rreom + ;anstsul mibe ill itc.- humMnm >mmitfitid', IS
to detentsina her need for r chabil It :tt ion and u -itticil lo>n it c,is of ti c`victim,

(12) In cat a ot'il' tlt, th ' a i>f deecitsad. Itcri l ittitly inrm::-ntunhcr r,t ulcp ndc tts Irft
sxpectnttry.:hatumprWnooonil auoto r, nl:tct efe,

(13) Or any other Factor which h u t Si SAID[Sr1 may considerjust raid sutfll ienL

NALS4 S "Compensation $elnnne furwonien C(ctims'Survtvocs'ofSeaual Asti iultlgthpr
('rites -2018'
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(,1) -Al hoover, a recontntetfthttion is node by th court for cotupennation wider sub-section
(2) sad or (3) of Section :3S7:y d the Codc, or (subscctions`(2) rtrtd 'or :(#},ofSectiu'n 36
of the 8\S or un application -is made liv sits ctint or her delxndent(s)iunder-sub-
section (4) of Section 357A of the Code, or under aibses'tfon (d) of Seetton_396 Of the
Si ihsh m -Snuliita to tic State 1: coal Set ices ..Sutherits or District Lost Service

\ elr,tits, fut interim rom pem;itiom it shall Priiva- facie sifts! t1Selfqua rontpzncattion

,needs and identtic of fit o victim As r !;aids the Pita! wmpen ation it. shall s:nniue'the
case and s'erifv tha content of the elaini viith respect to the lot' injury and:rehabilitation
needs as a msiilt of the crone stud in us al is call far -any other releizwt in`fornnhtion
neccsear}' fiir iiceiding the claim.

Pmcidcd dial in deserving ca cc and in ;ill old attact oases, at time after coinnussiun
of the ufl'ence, Secret«is. Sf OA or Sccrctars. D1 55 utav euesmw oi slier pratii»m u}

vcriti lion; pf the fact' proceed to grmt inleritti r licI`,ns' maybe t gntred in the
citcumst;mccs of eac11 coo.

(2) 71ie lniuire is contemplated undct uh•'eetion {5) of Section 357x1 ofths Ctide; tsr
Section 396 of the Simi ahvitsi'S:+nhita he uornpkt d e'paditiously and the period in

no, case shall esoccd fist nod snty ' !. -:. from . the receipt of the chum'pctition or.
[eeotiiuiendatihn_

P is-tidedihst iu caacs o1 at att oh an winunt of R One Ialt tall he paid t ltc S 11

within 15 4a of matter bciri" lit ott 1t to time aoticc of S "Iltc order-granting interim

COmpcnsation shall htap 5ru ;:v Dl S o'itlnn 7 dasi of the m tter hting hrottvlit'to its

notice xrd hici SI.S.S S1tall p:,t t is eoim>crisation reitltitt S dais of passim'' of tIi oider.

thci eafter, :w .uuvunt of IC. ? Iaklts sltt)l I, paid to the tietint as est7editiousn _l' t'

and positisah tt' hum ifits o ttionilhs oftlte Psi pa}nicut^

Provided further that the victim mas Ilse he p:ud stick further amount as is admix Bible nudat
11ii, Schanz,

(3) After consideration of the in ittrr, this SI SA or Dl SA; as th case mit_t he, upon its°

satisftetion; shall decide the Ritantum of cotnpeiisation to be warded to the v ictim:or her

dependait(s) 1 il, itt into acc moot 'II factorenuineratcd at 121st e 5 ottha Sclt ant;°as per.
schednte appended to this chapter; 11)Oeiiet, in do euvindcases, fort:si_ons to lie iecorded

the upper limit ntn}' hc-e"ceedcd:

5loraocer, in c;ise the victint is tumor, the limit of compen:-at ii n shall he deemed to be
$O"o indict th,ut the miiotwt Inetttiotted nt the Sclicdule :gipetidcd to flits dhaptct:

rc ,t, 1 h J sited:: ,i C Of o entltl i 1,, ,t diticoal'cnapznst lioa;,ofRXr 1 °foe n,,d Pont, .t(irrisfei-s
£in<naticalifFrntd.id,, iii nit rtaxnrrr ?5i ((i . 014-CSR-1U'QolrMHd (fated , I)1L2D16(Copv
at,,,'I

!t{< 5, 0'1ci i lay,; are ohs ci'.a5 ,/lii J i sl ip''ctat Is coal asstafoncetip (o/ts, lacy eitOItre
'tientot nt rvprntts °xr are;l ith , etc cau;i'to ' tot l„nd by lhr re spectnc' Stalel(i7c to icons ofCertastf
Vtctisr('onlpanssufian Prod C'nld- 'roc-'cl11 to -5J Y4 ,1.iio _D1d=GSR111.,t1HA,tjal

NAZSA's'Compemation Scheme forwon,en t ktlm&Sitnh;oisofSesnalAss auittbtt er-
C r(ptes -2Q181' _ _ " -
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(4) 'lie SLSA/DLS 1 nuiv call for any, record or take start; e from any.
Authorit}'113stablirhnuet,t tifdiridtrtl/ Police/Court concerned or enpect fur tnouth
impterftentatinn of the Sell i}tc.

(5) in in ti iaF' al irt<tin, , dm1 lba,vrnninal oomhlaint ,ux du aII lion.

hnire ted', , tlt n : I rric . 1allis,riIt may initial iius; i - r of

compettsuton.if ii. t.s kit ht han ,r I"ull underihrs Scheme: t tkre the lri,tl Court

its recovery as Wit wero u line,

10. THE ORDER TO Bl_ PEKE!) ON RECORD--

Copy ofthe order o£iuterim or£Inad compensation panted underthis ScIietrn shalt be placed
on record of th, to sl Court soars to enable: the trial Court to riuss an app r -gnat,s order of

compensation under Section 3?7 ofth6 Ci'de er Soctlur 3% of the Sutah,i,a SunlutiihA

ins. ropy of the order shall ba [n>vi the 1(3 in case the ninttar-is pending-
{

ins stib lion .nut atco IA> iii s ictini `d p ni the emc may be,

11. METOU OF I3iStIFt2fF:yIEv I' OF ( OAt1'FNr t7 tON --

(1) The anlouni et ceritei iulivtt su s<.ed shill fie di: b.iird he th; SL' ti:> dcpusniti-;

lb t ime-in ,t f nu`:; at 1H i `itt err t tale tin I Ut n is vitad it I tiltsl. In tinr
does not ltate nit I i' ;natant. the 1)1' 1 =,ncrrii St rt ld ti: iltt:ii iii ^, sI a Mink

aceouut inthc mmilc bt the ti tilt and in ti'S the vletai I. ittiuor shut ii lilt a guardian
or in case, minor is in + child r:,r_ institution, the hauL account atoll he_opeiited seilh the
Suik;rintendent of the In itii it .r> I di in..I Ion g sec in cane the victan a t foreign
national or a reto,, the in it lion can he disbursed hj"ncay of cash cards

interint zuuount shall be dt>6urued m t ttl !otvensr, is rants the [Inst compensation umnunf

is concern U 7S s (se nti Ii p re lilt) of the wale shall hi. pat itr'it i\ I dero sit litr r1
iiinnnunt period ii ilirci vein and .flit; rentaining 25% (twenty fire percent) :b ill be
available for ntih aria t tad initial e enses by the victinifdepend ntt ii. ;ui the s. a iut ybe:

(2) In the e _c isa hif if the amount of"cntupca it ion 1 an i r t d shut! be
depositor in [Itr Iud ulief ,,.it eu iu lnl ;tnd shall be drits+vt onl.lrti ,ittainiu<, t if the ,me of
majority, but huh L tue tliius eta of the deposit.

prof°ided that to ii ii it ttnacunta in in he withdrawn ₹ t It:,:atioiii ormadied

or out crpreceiii.mdt nti d,ofthe_ltcitetieiary 'it the di notion crlilt -155 lit Ss1,

(3) The interest on the stein i£lyiu; in kDR toms, shall h credited direeul hi the bank in
lit savings account of th 'ii tint `dependent(s). on monthly hnsis which nub withdrawn.
by the beneficiary

NALS4 a "Cotnpcrtss atzt)n $theme torn onten Vkthnwlaurvltors trf Sesnal`\wuult(ut₹ier
Crimes -2018"
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{1e vrnh nit•

hr- flaY ord1; far ii Hi ht ,i 1, . ' it a ha ntadt a a.L let

it r :rm I IEcr intCriin rctiaf (t tcle.dit rner I

apl i t :in e t, t l cia< i tiR 'tih !int c<a , a ;>1'1I tut

11Ci flt tlr. lUI1 th of t'cr-iu-Cl aIae h, p,,: __ .. _ uc a : i ii: tc U. tta

eon --,i•_d or i r _.;:I',L ion oft \'ICLin ltneifl I - ua

Pride! that a the Ir the SL1 ,h t \,

n t at 01 11 i'_ I l- a [h ca c ty: r, ut-,urn try R.. 1(J.ti( t' shall -c utlndl It it dhi'irl d

t'oiit ciinrth rnh 'i! aLl a.rh cad',am.tA'at Lord! 'iinkr the .,.,«iarc,DL'3A

r yIe;itl,;r hacnt,,r . Si_IS,A.

F'c . idc t hi It tttc_ iln.rint r l t 1' r ted -hall oat ra Lii than pet- Cant nt tl :.n

m iL., ti iii ,u-ud, l i ! r <s1 II C ladle 0' dna C!?jmLt. Ltrkt -.ill
tL .ietiin in totatit -.

Pry oLd lath-:; th_t in t : alas aI: a =t ro r'iL. Li: f L aG't I le paid t< the .. iim

^c itlitn !> kic 'I tha m;ltt r ` Wine 1 _-it [ , tl . ,t-id 'a 1 i l, ,

Lt.rit t c' itnimn.ation,dta!i lie pa : _ i ; Co St S 11)!,'a.A .,whin '72 ea'- Otet beit.r

bt ' 'At i .iCe :m I h. -L`; v -iwli t' m it o trzn ti t t2un ti day

td rllri a „,.t.Iam: 3 1 _'?:ilt, ,;all; r aim:t tdpiidlo •t!ma:

::' .s pm dial,'t r >srti h a'.ohi. t-am, ittonth'-

J3, RFt'(t ElL O2' ( (1111'F1A'a,A FILL :YmA VRI)L3) TO 'I IIY 1 I(IIJM OR Wd(

Sr i>t the pr'',--: ..ill-s at' ' ' :. ti„n i tl at. 27 ;'' I. (III!,' . ,'1- ti

ti1_5hLrr 1 3y;r r f the 5ettI:rt tr t_ , iittrt I t1t `:(at 1 t .st ', r r II ni r

min in .((tile hro e<<.rt>? I"doie the c itj 'Icai co Ot u( 'r r _a-f

ci til It t 1 C: i,nt ), .,, t ,n(si rep, tl iir_ t r ittltdt

taCirit ill tllo lItllle

lie amotum,.:i t::rr -era.t, .hall 1,. it ad Ia .-mt att', ot Li ..,ail tu' .t.. it Ihnd.

'Iiia ani i'lrit.S ampr,a Grad Ill fill ti' ta,','m1:IIJY eCr[iiI 1, 'dir I_tesuc the ci it. y eliiir a

p rin;t „I Hti rn r .l :mt1. nt n , a a., tii parird "1i itl be r rdcrf.

l'toe!,!ed thm the 'at 0 \, 15! di, wi c;is, II on-ia. t i e' e t U t r l aail . altarexpiry
on t it t it ii r th ct,uuo&nt,

fyp'0$," domp tiSntion,SC(u'tnI'ft'r_;trrrren\ictituo,tu'tiS1'IofSeSual_(swiL[ttIrir
C i-te sr''- -2
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15 MINOR vrcrIMs -

Thait in case the victim is an ort hatted minor vithoutsuty nirent 5 t5 it U>irnc ia>i ihaiuttv t mite

relief orthe interim oompcniatian shill be disbursed to.the hank Account. of the ohild, opened
undcrthe guardisutchip ot th Superintend ut, C htl ( tre Institutions whiore-tho child is lodCcd
or ut absence thereof Dill I Si )M. as ilie ;i nit's

16.:Lh' llTATtON-

Underthe Seheine_ no clahu mode S's tiint („ l:c} d p:ndenti ). undo' nb >cctio t 4i of
Section 9` l?,..t the Code. o ,.uh-section (.11 iif Sretii o $95 of to Sit dichs Siin(dta, chill

be entertained allot a p ud ni 3 hoot the data of o cunenua cf the otY,.nae or

conclusion of the tsicI,

hl n s*er, u1 d ing eases, onto ,ilaplict iii oS toad si tlu r :nil. fari scoti to be r.uirt(a I

the delay beyond three years can be end iced by the Si Sd> D Sys_

17. 1PPLAI

bt case the victim or her do' dent> arm not ta>i>oiod aii Iii 'the quantum-of'eomlrcnsution

to trded by the Secret try DI .y th a ii 5' up ii nil iii 0 ds}s from the date of receipt

of orderhe.forc the C(tnirf ot t)!

Provided that, delay^ to tiltn , appeal itS> 'I to r\pticlit Authority°, for reacottc

lob recorded,"in distni,> bii Ii hplic:ruoii tiiiid n In ro ittd.

18. REPEAL & SAVINGS-

(C) In case Lids Chapter i' > I0i>t on a 1> t soul>eitli1iit>> a 'icunt C,tnpensauoit I>p A\`rtitcn,
the prwisions nfVrctint Con etisuli m fi`h t tIi. St it oH be aopbcshkz

(2) Nothing iu this Schein: shsil pie> Dui `: tioi> t≥c her dependent: Crum jut +t tiling :ur, Civil

Suit or Claim again the I . , :'.dot i o11'onto .un outer >0> ott indtrc il; o' p. tts.ii'lo Cur.
the same.

Expianatiirna tt i≤ elaritied tliat this Cli>g ter does ,not apply to minor ylclhin under NHCS .

Act, 2012 in e • t.II as tbrir :wnp. n iiti>n iSues :pro to ic dceli csith unh I> tits Ld. Si'e:ial
Courts ttnder eetb,n 33 (8) oh I'QCSQ : tai, 2012 and Rules (7) oh the POCSH Rules. 'ta 12,

NAhSd' Cornpentaati0nSniteusefitrwnnten'V'isthus/SurvisorsofSett ualAssaaltlotheu.
C riot '> -.'il ii
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ti, Yn. 1':uticular.ci,flocs :r ylinimuni Limit of Upper I.iritpl
- - u;luro C'muptnti.ttion cotInpenaiboItt_

;'1 Coss of I iii. Rs: 5 Cakh Rs. 10 Lath.

2f Gang R: pe Ra: 5 I akli Rs 10 Lath

Rape Rs. 4 Ld1i __ Ra .7.Lakh`- -

# Unnatural Sexual #is4ault" Rs. ! lakh Ito. 71 akh

°SL I.nssOtl1lfV fnih0rpart'f Rs.2f.akh ''R.5_SLakh

6odc reault+ng in .SO'!
- pennan«tt dislhifdo or

ahoca

G; Lori of'nan I imh'r ,u t of I ' Inih " Rs.4Lat
body' resulting in 4uo and
ilclow 504n p nnaiicnt, ;

disuhilits

7 1.".offs of au}', lmih O1 pail of hs. I Ld.li • Rn La_th
bmI -resultin+g in alma ,
20°o acid l ore •!0 o

ptnmanCnt ,lh 0hl i i l

-Lose oI any limb or part of R II alit n. 2'Lal$

bode n.:ullinn in folio
120° palm!!! 012isak'ilitl.'

9 Grievous; pItt c_a injnrv, 12M. II Lii Rn.2Lalch

or .ann° mcntnl (njur5

ScqUICnil ltiliahilltati 'n

10- Luse, -0t, ' I-n ii i-S too [.nlih` n. a Lak11

Min nitgc an a 1 tinlt of
,M'auft or II oof Lit litl':

11 In _nod of :pt 'on v-on l's alit _I 4, L.tkl,
account of la-ap.

12 _ _ ,Victim, otllinnin
a

_

In ca.o_ot d,stifon moot Ra. 71 nih S n 8 Lath

oftaa,,r

6. In case of mu! C limn j0°o R Lnkh R9:.8 lakh..

a In o f injun' Icss fin,, 12 1 ikh Rn. 7 Lakh.

50;
d. In.as'cofI- -inn _0",, II. 21nih Rs.3LaId,

13 Victim s of;icid .\ttack-

a: In case o1 distigurement f lu. 71 ails Rx S Lnkb:

t'f tare.
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\otc: If a woman victim ofsexuaf assault/acid attack is covered under one or more category ofthe
schedule, she shall he entitled to be considered for combinedvalue of line eompensation.

NAtSA's "Cornpensatioa Scheme foc women VictimsfSur s'is ocs of Sextwl Assauttlothci
Crimes -2Q1&"

b.

f
In case ufinjiuy more
than 50%.

Rs. S Lukh Rs. 8 Latdt

G". Ta of Iujur' ia tleu R". i 1iakh
p

R5, 5 J akh

I d. In ease of injury less than
2(1%

Rs.; Lath Rs. A Lath
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FORM-I

.-U Ph1CA'rION FOR THE AWARD'OF c;OMPENSATION ltNDER
COlll'I. ,S t l l0' :SCIII \11I OR W'nVli:A \ 1( 1'P11S" t1RV'1%ORS O1 51'cl ' 1;-

ASS ULl'iOTIIER CRIMES, 20I i FOR iNTERI\1/l I\,tiLRELIEF FOR WOMEN

1. Damn n! Uto -i.pplicani A ictim(si ot;ltr
.Da endutt(s)

of tiw Victint(s) or h t I ep udcdt(::)

3 (u)-Fattier s Name'

(b) Motlicr;s Niune

(e 5(touce'r 'o litc

4. Flddiess ofths ictiin(s) or iior'their 1)cpetulctit(s)

Date and titttc of the Iiicitioul

6 Vhlicther I IR Inc b itlod d'

7 Viii llterio di ul eyuliiinattII) hash rid iie9 ii
}cc ii tosc'ci die al Rc I) tltCcrliticato '
1':\I. R poll:

_8: Stmiuc of l if nditi 1! o«r, m rt Oc (03p 01
Itid nie it 9n8 ord iii s ii ii

9;_ !hc lho'ipE plan l bean a« trded in', eoin[>enoOtrit`
Flu Intl calm or ; h u vll i Goc1 i ii

\t. IL ii

10 Give dciols of fiuntmi l c' pcuditur ° toss incurl ii

1l. 11tm.cOuin stinted itn icilx nit imlaim5gaiOd
`tltc p lrata>ho! ill Icy tic is clcEnils:

Signature oi't tC Vi4i nll)cpendetit.

4

i

t .

N i SA's "Cornpc xttOn Seli_cmn fortsuroen'c ictnn Stuxhorsof Sexual rl tqultfjtht❑
('rimuti -'©21,
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