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In terms of para 24, all concerned authorities whether judicial, i 
governmental or police authority to ensure effective dissemination and 
implementation of the contents of this Report/Publication/Handbook and 
organise orientation programmes, training sessions, workshops, seminars and : 

other capacity-building initiatives for all concerned officers and personnel, so 
that the principles embodied in the publication are meaningfully understood 
and effectively integrated into institutional practice. I 

Kindly acknowledge and report compliance to this Registry. 

Yours faithfully, 
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Miscellaneous Application No. 1998 of 2026 

in Suo Moto Writ Petition (Criminal) No. 1/2025 

In Re: Order dated 17.03.2025 Passed by 

the High Court of Judicature at 

Allahabad in Criminal Revision No. 

1449 /2024 and Ancillary Issues 
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JUDGMENT 

SURYA KANT, CJI (Oral) 

1. 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 Allahabad in the judgment and order dated
--

17.03.2025 in Criminal Revision No. 1449 /2024. The matter was

brought to the attention of this Court through a letter dated 20.03.2025

addressed by a forum known as We the Women of India'. Upon receipt
----··-·--

of the said communication, the matter was registered and was first taken

up for consideration on 26.03.2025 .
• "'!'..,. 

2. During the course of the proceedings before this Court, a comprehensive

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

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

. conclusions reached by the High Court. The imptlgned judgment was 
---·--- -

consequently held to have been vitiated by an erroneous application of 

settled principles of criminal jurisprudence. The Criminal Appeals 

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

and the judgment and order dated 17.03.2025 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 law. 

3. Having held so, this Court also 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 __ ) 

�
al offences to be informed not only by legal principle but also by 

\ sensi::i;: co�passion, and empathy. This concern assumes particular

'significance in matters involving vulnerable arid/ or minor victims and 

witnesses, whose engagement with the criminal justice process demands 

the highest degree of judicial care and sensitivity. 

4. In this backdrop, this Court observed that judicial decisions must

embody the values of compassion, humanity, and 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 ap_E:�ch amongst members of the judiciary, while ensuring that
--
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court procedures are similarly aligned to uphold the dignity and rights 

of those who come before the justice system. 

5. 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 vulnerable persons. To that end, Hon'ble Justice

Aniruddha Bose, former Judge of this Court and Director of the National

Judicial Academy, Bhopal, was requested to constitute and chair a

) Committee of Experts comprising four other domain specialists as 
I .....____. ·- ----

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

comprehensive report on the subject, 'Developing Guidelines to Inculcate

Sensitivity and Compassion into Judges and Judicial Processes in the 
-- ·----·--

Context of Sexual Offences and Other Vulnerable Cases'. 
'------

6. 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; (ii) Ms. Anuradha Shankar, Advocate and

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

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

Professor, Department of Anthropology, North Eastern Hill University,

Shillong. The Committee is stated to have been assisted by Dr. Sonarn

Jain, faculty member at the National Judicial Academy, and 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 that 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 predominantly anglicised 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 and cultural

diversity that characterises the Indian judicial system, particularly at the

District Judiciary and High Court levels, where judicial proceedings and

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

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

ensure that the proposed Guidelines are capable of meaningful

implementation across the diverse linguistic and institutional 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 enhancing the language generally

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

and judgments. The trajectory of legal language 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 of judges

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, and this Court in particular, have been mindful of this concern 

and have made a conscious effort towards rendering the language of the 

courts more accessible to the public at large. 

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

rights and responsibilities. More particularly, it is important to

acknowledge that when our decisions ultimately have the effect of

altering the course of a person's life, 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 and comprehensible across varying contexts,

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

to our goal of true accessibility.

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

Guidelines in clear and accessible language, capable of being readily

understood by all stakeholders, including laypersons. The Court further

emphasised that the Guidelines should avoid unnecessary reliance on

technical or abstruse terminology, particularly expressions borrowed

from foreign languages or jurisdictions, and instead remain firmly

grounded in the social realities and lived experiences of those who engage

with the Indian Justice Delivery System.

5 I Page 



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

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

comprehensive, with the objective of assisting members of the judiciary

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

accompanying publication in compliance with the mandate 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 equitable justice delivery system.

13. The publication further contains a detailed discussion on the legal

framework safeguarding victims against stereotyping 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 significant deterrent to their

pursuit of justice. Of particular significance is the compilation of

commonly employed gendered and stereotypical 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 officers in adopting language and approaches that are

sensitive, inclusive, and consistent with constitutional values.

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

commonly employed in different regional and linguistic settings,

clarifying whether such usage may carry pejorative or discriminatory

connotations and, where appropriate, suggesting more respectful and
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inclusive alternatives. This assumes particular significance in the 

context of references to transgender persons and persons of diverse 

sexual orientations, gender identities and expressions, and sex 

characteristics (SOGIESC), where the use of accurate and dignified 

terminology 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 the 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, and a keen appreciation of the realities

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

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

valuable ready reckoner for judicial officers at every level.

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

The same is approved and shall 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 of the

7 I Pave -
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courts remain anchored in the values of dignity, compassion, and 

empathy. 

18. At the same time, we consider it necessary to clarify that the use of

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

cannot be regarded as having attained finality. As societal understanding

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 ·J

commencement of a continuing institutional endeavour rather than its

culmination. It shall remain incumbent upon the judiciary, and

particularly upon this Court, to periodically revisit and refine these

standards so as to ensure that judicial discourse across the country

remains consistent with constitutional values, reflects sensitivity

towards all stakeholders, and speaks in a coherent and harmonious

voice.

20. 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,

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

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

\ the District Judiciary functioning within their respective jurisdictions. 

\Copies shall likewise be circulated to all Tribunals and other quasi-
·, 

judicial bodies, who may upload the same on their respective website(s), 

if any. 
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21. Similarly, the aforesaid handbook shall be published by the National

Judicial Academy and all State Judicial Academies on their websites.

Copies of the handbook shall further be forwarded to the Union and State

Law Departments; to the National Legal Services Authority, as also the

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

of Women and Child Development, Government of India. Regional

translation.s of the handbook also be circulated amongst relevant

academicians, law universities and law colleges.

22. The Directors General of Police and the Directors (Prosecution) of all the

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

instructions to all police stations within their respective jurisdictions to

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

23. The publication shall serve as a mandatory guiding resource in matters

involving sexual offences and other cases concerning vulnerable persons.

\24. 

\ 

We further direct all 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 all concerned officers and personnel, so that the principles 
"'-'-----· --··-

-

embodied in the publication are meaningfully understood and effectively 

integrated into institutional practice. 
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25. Before we conclude, it is necessary 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 and legal

principles established in our prior order dated 10.02.2026.

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 necessary 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 applications, if any, stand disposed of in

the above terms.

NEW DELHI; 

JULY 14, 2026 

. ..................................... , CJI. 

(SURYA KANT) 

.: ....................................... , J. 
(JOYMALYA BAGCHI) 

............... ( ......................... , J. 
I 

(V. MOHANA) 
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Since the days written languages became part of our civilization, it 

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

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

to make it a tool of empowennent 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 modem 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 ce1iain words or expressions often 

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

related controversies. 

The 50s and 60s of the last century witnessed caste, color, and class­

related controversies dominating the courtrooms across the world, along 

with gender. In fact, since the I 9th 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 

-) 

) 

) 

. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ti':\iT..� -- ··- ·-··---------�-------------------------_-_,.-_-______________ ....:

I 



· ------- -------------------------------------------------------------

�,.!\ i,1 

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 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 deten-ent for her to make a complaint. A graphic description 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-skilis. 

Emotional Quotient would have to supplement Intelligent Quotient in 

discharge of judicial function. 

In Suo Mota Writ Petition Criminal No. 112025, a bench presided 

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

Joymalya Bagchi and N. V. Anjaria, had initiated Suo Mota proceedings 

.. � h��;..�$ llil� z ;,; 
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upon an order by a High Coun involving allegations of the commission of 

offences under Section 376 of the Indian Penal Code 1860 and Section 18 

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

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 tn be imrler ;:i lesser charge under Section 3548 of the Indian 

Penal Code and Sections 9 & l O of the Protection of Children from Sexual 

Offences Act 2012. The judgment of the Hon' b le Supreme Court was 

delivered on 1 orh Febru<'lry 2026. 

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

Supreme Comi was pleased to direct: 

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

apart from pointing out the legal flmvs in the impugned judgment, also 
-··· -d ,!_: ,.., ···t +- t I, � �'":r ·- . ,,r ,1_,., ;,_ r>M ;,; ,;,-,, �,..,17,.., .,,.., ,.I; tl-utgr::. u1.tS \....,07,1.,. 1.u .al\.e e,Oc!,tll.:,011.ce VJ l/lc.. u,.Sc.11.SlloCll_.Y IC.-)LC..CLc..U. .n .ne 

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

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

various instances of impassive judicial decisions. across d�fferent levels of 

the judiciary, where judges and judicial officers have failed to imbibe 

compassion and empathy in the monner of ho.nd!ing 1natters involving 

sexual offences. especially when it comes to vulnerable and/or minor 

victims and witnesses. in this vein, the learned Senior Counsel/counsel for 

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

Court to prevent such issues fi·om arising irz the future. 

18. U,�find some strength in the issues raised before us. T he judiciaL

system, as a cohesive fi·ame.vork, is designed to deliver justice and 

satisfaction to citizens who seek redressal of their 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 also foster an 

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

) 

) 

) 
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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 realities of a

litigant and the vulnerabilities which they may be facing 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 reflect the ethos of 

compassion, humanity, and understanding, which are essential for 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 vvell 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, howeve,� that the efforts thus far 

have not borne the fruit thut wus expe<.:Led 

21. That being so, we are hesitant to undertake, at this stage, afi·esh

and unguided attempt to lay down any guidelines, without the benefit of a

comprehensive understanding of the past endeavours of such nature 

undertaken by the different Constitutional and statut01y bodies, the on­

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

victims and cornplainants in similarly sensitive 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 National Judicial Academy,

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

this Court, to constitute a Committee of Experts. The Committee of Experts 

,,;...: :..:ii;E.�e...�u-,i = .a, a ,,•1 



shed! be presided over by Justice Bose as Chaitperson and shall comprise 

four other domain experts as Members, which may include practitioners. 

academicians, and social workers. 

23. We request the Committee a/Experts to prepare a comprehensive

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

Compassion into Judges and JuJic.:iul l-'ruc;esses in the Context of Sexual 

0)/ences and other Vulnerable Cases'. The Commillee shall con:nder the 

previous measures undertaken, whether on the judicial side or the 

administrative side, to achieve suc:h guals, as well as the varying results 

seen on the ground through the implementation of such measures. Furthe1: 

after taking into account such previous endeavours and the variety of on­

ground experiences faced by different stakeholders across the judicial 

systern, prepare comprehensive recommendations. These recommendations 

shall be in the form of 'Draft Guidelines for the Approach of Judges and the 

Judicial Syste1n When Dealing with Cases of Sexual Offences and other 

Sirnilarly Sensitive Occurrences involving Vulnerable Victirns. 

Complainants, and/or Witnesses'. 

24. The Committee shall, while preparing the report, bear in 1nind

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

offensive ,vords and expressions, the use of which ivould ordinarily 

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

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

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

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

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

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

better and fuller narrative of the traiuna undergone by them. 

25. While dning so, the Committee nf Experts must remind itself that

the primary beneficiaries of these Guidelines are the victims/complainants, 

-) 

) 
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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 Guidelines are devised in a manner so that they may 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 feast the draft 

guidelines, in simple language comprehensible to laypersons, whose 

interests the guidelines seek to protect. The guidelines, we expect, will not 

be loaded 1-vith heavy, 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, with direct 

reference to the ethos, values, and social fabric of our country. 

2.7. The Committee may even consider preparing translated versions 

of certain public-facing sections of the guidelines. The objective is to fully 

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

legal proficiency. 

28. 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. 

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 be at liberty to seek the

assistance of other experts on this matter, 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 forward a copy of this

order to Justice Bose, and 1-·ve request him to constitute the Committee, of 

Experts, preferably within a period of two weeks. Cmm.sel fnr thP pnrtif'.s 

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

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

within tvvo weeks. These documents, along with a complete set nf thf'. 

paperhooks of all thesP mattt?rs. shall be fonvarded to the Committee, 

thereafte1: for its consideration 

31. The Chuirperson. and the tv.[embers of the Commitlee of Experts

shall, for their valuable time and efforts, "be paid such honorarium as ,nay 

be determined by Justice Bose, for ,vhich necessaryfunds shall be 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, preferably within three 

months. 

33. Having passed these directions, ·we are of the considered opinion

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

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

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

would be taken up in a holistic manne1: not specifically in the context of a 

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

from the Com.111.ittee of Experts, to place the same before Hon 'ble the Chief 

Justice of India on the administrative side for appropriate instructions. 

34. Hence, in terms of the directions issued herein.above, the instant

suo motu case stands disposed of Pending interlocutory applications, if 

any, also stand disposed of" 

The present publication has been made in pursuance of the 

directions of the Hon'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 High Court of Gujarat, Ms. Anuradha 

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

Singh, Advocate, Supreme Court of India, and Prof Lucy TV 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. Sh.rish 

Kai lash 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 questiormaire to all the State Judicial Academies 

mainly to get response from various stakeholders of the criminal justice 

system for their understanding ef court language. The stakeholders were 

judicial officers, witnesses and victims and they were approached th.rough 

the District Legal Service Authorities. The composite response is Annexure 

I to this publication. 

It was unique task before the committee to unde1iake 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 ce11ain 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 

· - - --- - ------ -- ---- - - - - ---- - - - - --
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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 Comi for being 

given this oppo1iunity. This exercise, the members of the committee feel, 

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

gender neutrality and sensitivity in their respective fields. The committee 

also would like to thank all the State Judicial Academies for their support 

for this publication. 

Justice Aniruddha Bose 

:> 
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Gender Jurisprudence in India 

Through a continuous judicial process, the judiciary in India has 

consistently expanded the scope of gender justice while dealing with these 

issues. The jurisprudence evolved through couii decisions highlight 

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

playing a transfo1mative role in dismantling patriarchal stereotypes, 

recognizing intersectional vulnerabilities, strengthening workplace and 

institutional safeguards from dominant gender harassment. This led to the 

recognition of reproductive and sexual autonomy, affomation 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. 

m��.1.!!>1?::.m:.z:i.ri.:11 



I 
I 

s. I Name of the

No. I Case (with

Year) 

1 Yusuf Abdul 
Aziz v. State 
of Bombay 
(AIR 1954 SC 

I 321 ) 
I 

I 

I 

I 

I ' ' 

' 

' 

I 

Factual Brief 

case of Joseph 
Shine as serial 
no. 13 in this 
table) 

-

.. 

Principle from the Judgment 

of the Hon'hle Supreme 

Court of India reflecting the 

transition of Gender 

Jurisprudence 

The Hon'ble Supreme Court 
upheld the constitutional 
validity of special provisions 
for women under Article I 15(3), recognizing that

I substantive equality may
") 

require protective measures in 
favour of women. 

I 
I

.. ) 

' 

2 ! C.B. First woman in I COLirt condemned sex-based 
Muthamma v. Indian Foreign service rules and affirmed 
Union of India Service equality in public 
((1979) 4 sec challenged employment, stating married 
260) discriminatory women cannot be put on a

promotion/serv worse footing than married 
ice rules. men. 

------------ --------------------
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s. 

No. 

Name of the 

Case (with 

Year) 

Factual Brief I Principle from the Judgment 

of the Hon'ble Supreme 

Court of India reflecting the 

transition of Gender 

Jurisprudence 

3 I Tukaram 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 sec accused and statutory changes 

143) acquitted due regarding consent and 

to restrictive evidence. 

reasoning on

consent.

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

hased termination rules 

arbitrary and unconstitutional, 

calling such provisions an 

insult to womanhood. 

s 

Nergesh challenged 

Meerza rules 

((1981) 4 sec mandating 

335) retirement on

marria ae/prean
b b 

Bharwada 

Bhoginbhai 

Hi1jibhai v. 

State of 

Gujarat 

((1983) 3 sec

217) 

ancy.

Rape 

survivor's 

testimony 

questioned for 

lack of 

conoboration. 

The Court held survivor's 

testimony does not require 

corroboration, recognizing the 

social stigma of reporting 

sexual violence. 

Jll?.:l��-'..:1- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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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 

Ju risp ruden ce 

I
6 State of Punjab Rape The Court emphasized (in-

v. Gurrn.it survivor's camera) proceedings, privacy 

Singh ((1996) privacy and protection, and survivor 
2 sec 384) dignity riming 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 

I Rajasthan social worker sexual harassment at 

I
((1997) 6 sec at workplace. workplace, affirming gender 
241) equality includes protection 

from such harassment. 

I
8 

I
Sakshi v. NGO sought The Hon'ble Supreme Court 
Union of India child-sensitive directed adoption of child-

I 

cc2004) s sec courtroom sensitive adjudication to 
518) procedures for prevent trauma to child 

sexual offence victims. 
trials.

9 Anuj Garg v. Challenge to The Court held legislation 
Hotel law ban-ing should be assessed by its 
Association of women from impact, not just aims, and 
India ((2008) 3 working in struck down exclusionary 
sec 1) venues servmg provisions as unconstitutional. 

alcohol. 

- - - - - --------------����-���������---------------- ------
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S. I Name of the
No. Case (with 

Year) 

10 I Suchita 
Srivastava v. 
Chandigarh 

Factual Brief 

Pregnant 
woman with 
intellectual 

Administration 
I 

disability 
((2009) 9 sec sought 
1) autonomy over 

abortion. 

Principle from the Judgment 
of the Hon' ble Supreme 
Court of India reflecting the 
transition of Gender 
Jurisprudence 
The Court affirmed 
reproductive autonomy as a 
facet of personal liberty, 
linking it to dignity, bodily 
integrity, and privacy. 

11 I National Legal I Recognition of I The Court constitutionally 
Services I transgender 
Authority v. persons' legal 
Union of India rights. 
cc2014) s sec

438) 
Challenge to 

recognized transgender 
identity, affirming dignity and 
directing affirmative 
measures for inclusion. 

The Hon'ble Supreme Court 12 I Joseph Shine 
v. Union of
India ((2019) 3
sec 39)

criminalization struck down adultery law as 

13 I Indian Young 
Lawyers 
Association v. 
State of Kerala 
((2019) 11 
sec 1) 

of adultery unconstitutional and rejected 
law. patriarchal notions of 

marnage. 
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 . 

. 
-
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I s. I Name of the I Factual Brief

! No
. I Case (with I

I 

Year) I 

14 I Secretary, \Vnme.n 

tv1inistry of officers sought 
Defence v. permanent 

I Bahita Puniy,1 comm1ss10n 10 

cc2020) 7 sec the Indian 
I 469) I Army.

15 I Lt. Col. Challenge to 
Nitisha v. I facially neutral 

\ standards inI Uni
_
on of India 

((2021)15 army selection. 
sec 12s) 

16 I Aparna Bhat v. 
1 

High Court had 
I � , ' d ! 2itate ol 

\ 
ma e

I Madh va stereotvpical 
I 

J 

I 
-' 

Pradesh \ remarks and 
cc2021) 3 sec I suggested 
24 7) 

1 
compromise in 
rape case. 

17 
I 

Attorney High Court 
General for acquitted 
India v. S atish accused under 
cc2022) 5 sec POCSO based 
545) on "skin-to-

skin" contact.

Principle from the Judgment 
of the Hon'ble Supreme 
C:onrt of Tndi� reflecting the 
transition of Gender 
J urispru<lem.:e 
The Court rejected 
stereotypes about women's 
roles and held women cannot 
be denied equal opportunity 
on the basis of physiological I ) 
or social assumptions. 
The Hon'ble Supreme Court 
recognized indirect 

I
I 

I discrimination and advanced I 

substantive equality Ijurisprudence. 
> 

The Court directed judges to I
avoid gender stereotypes and I

prohibited suggestions of 

I maniage/compromise in rape 
cases. 

I 
I 

The Hon'ble Supreme Court 
set aside the interpretation, 
holding child protection laws 
must be purposively 
interpreted. 

---------------------------------�---------------------------------
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s. 

No. 

Name of the 

Case (with 

Year) 

Factual Brief I Principle from the Judgment 

of the Hon'ble Supreme 

Court of India reflecting the 

transition of Gender 

Jurisprudence 

18 I Pa tan Jamal Rape and The Court recognized 
intersectionality, 
acknowledging compounded 
discrimination based on caste, 
gender, and disability. 

Vali v. State of murder of a 
Andhra Dalit woman. 
Pradesh 
((2021) 16 
sec 22s) 

19 IState of 
Jharkhand v. 
Shailendra 
Kumar Rai 
((2022) 14 
sec 299) 

20 I X v. Principal 
Secretary, 
Health & 
Family 
Welfare Dept., 
Delhi ( (2023) 
9 sec 433)

� -+---

Use of two­
finger test in 
rape 
examination. 

Unmarried 
woman 
challenged 

'--

denial of 
abortion after 
20 weeks. 

21 I Deepika Singh I Denial of 
v. Central 
Administrative
Tribunal
((2023) 13
sec 681) 

maternity leave 
for non­
traditional 
family 
structure. 

The Hon'ble Supreme Court 
condemned the test as 
regressive and irrelevant to 
consent, directing it must not 
be conducted. 

The Court held unmarried 
women are equally entitled to 
reproductive autonomy and 
recognized marital rape for 
limited purposes. 

The Court recognized that 
families in contemporary 
society exist in diverse forms 
and rejected stereotypical 
assumptions regarding 
caregiving and family roles. 

· ----------
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I s. Name of the 

No. Case (with 

Year) 

22 Supriyo@ Supriya Chakraborty & Anr v. Union of India (2023 INSC 920) 23 In Re: Alleged Rape and 
I \ Murder Incident of a Trainee Doctor (2024 INSC 613) 
1 

24 
1 

Dr. Sohail Malik v. Union of India (2025 SCC OnLine SC 2751) 125 Vaneeta Patnaik v. Nirmal Kanti Chakrabarti (2025 INSC 1106) 

Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment 

of the Hon'ble Supreme 

Court of India reflecting the 

transition of Gender 

Jurisprudence Petition for The Com1 declined legal recognition but reiterated recognition of queer rights to dignity, same-sex autonomy, and protection maiTiages. from discrimination. 
I 

Institutional The Hon'ble Supreme Court response to 
I 
emphasized institutional sexual vioience accountability, safe working I 

I against a doctor. 
i 

1 Jurisdictionalchallenge to ICC under POSH Act. 
Complaint of continuing sexual harassment at work. 

environments, and survivor dignity. 
I The Cou11 clarified ICC's I jurisdiction extends across \ departments and must uphold \ the remedial intent of the 
I POSH Act. The Court recognized that a hostile work environment may be continuing harassssing, requiring survivor-sensitive interpretation under POSH Act. 

-) 

) 
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S. I Name of the
No. Case (with 

Year) 

26 I Nipun Saxena 
v. Union of
India ((2019) 2
sec 703) 

27 I Manisha 
Ravindra 
Panpatil v. 
State of 
Maharashtra 
(2024 INSC 
762 

Factual Brief I Principle from the Judgment 
of the Hon'ble Supreme 
Court of India reflecting the 
transition of Gender 
Jurisprudence 

Protection of I The Court reinforced the 
identity and 
privacy of 
victims of 
sexual 
offences. 

An elected 
woman 
Sarpanch was 
disqualified 
from office on 
allegations that 
she resided in a 
house 

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. 
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 

encroaching on I governance structures. 
government 
land. 

Note: The above table is only illustrative and not exhaustivP. nf the extensive 

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

gender justice and constitutional equality. 
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Legal Protections against Victin1-Bla1ning 

Indian law already contains rape-shield protections to safeguard surviors 

against victim-blaming. Il 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 tric1l, 

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 complainc1nt's 

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

Rai 1
, stressed this point that a vvoman'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 The court noted 

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

sexual experience "not relevant" to consent in a rape trial. 3 Likewise, the 

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

survivor "a woman of easy vi1iue," holding such attack on character to be 

''\,vholly irrelevant" and expressly barred by law4
. ln short, Indian courts 

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

the credibility of her testimony. 5

2 

c2022) 14 sec 299. 
Patriarchal & sexist to assume that a sexually active woman cannot be raped; Anyone 

conducting 'two-finger' test will be guilty of misconduct: SC, 
hups:llwww. scconline. comlbloglpost/2U2 2/ 11 IU 1 lrwo-jinger-rest-banned-sexually-acrive­

women-can-be-raped-gui lry-m isconducr -supreme-co url -Lega l-updares-research-gu idelines­

news/#: ·-: lext-, %E2%80%VD. 

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 IO l 3 
Allahabad HC pulls up advocate for calling rape victim a woman of "easy vi11ue"; says it 
violates dignity & privacy under A.t1icle 2 l, 

) 

) 
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This aligns with international rape-shield standards. For example, Federal 

Rules of Evidence in the U.S. forbid introducing a complainant's sexual 

behavior or predisposition in most sexual assault cases.6 Such rules, and 
A1iicle 5 of CEDAW (Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of 
Discrimination against Women.) 1979, recognize that asking about a 

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

Cross-Examination and Sexual History 

In practice, victims are often subjected to harassing cross­

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

victim 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 rape 7. The 

Court emphasized: "Nothing could be further Ji-orn the truth, a vvoman 's 
sexual histo,y is wholly immaterial while adjudicating whether 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". 

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, 2023 (BSA) Section 154 and 155 
empowers the court to control over indecent/scandalous questions and 

insulting/an11oying questions to be put fo1ih during examination. In practice 

6 

7 

https:l/www.scconline.comlbloglposr/2026!02/06/rape-survivor-charac1er-assassina1ion­

allahabad-hc/#:-: text =The%20Court%20added%201ha1%20any. u/%20rhe%20%20 l 2 2. 

Rule 412. Sex-Offence Cases: The Victim, 

haps:llwww. law corn ell.edu/ruleslji·e/rule_41 2#:-: tex1=%28a%2 Y%20 Prohib ited%20 Uses,pr 

oceeding%20involving%20alleged%20sexual%20miscondua 

Lillu@ Rajesh v. State of Haryana, (2013) 14 SCC 643 
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this means lawyers cannot use labels like "easy virtue" or allege promiscuity 

to discredit a victim. indeed, cowis routinely strike down such insinuations 

as iITelevant. 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 vitiue but that does nul mean all and sundry can 

take advantage of this fact. She has a right to sc1y 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 

suhm it 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. 8

Contrasting Judicial Sensitivities: Progressive 

.t\pproaches and Persistent Prejudices 

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

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 State of Punjab v. Gurmit Si�gh9
, a landmark 1 996 judgment of

the Hon'ble Supreme Cou1i 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 embanassing, insulting or intimidating 

8 State (NCT of Delhi) v. Pankaj Chaudhary, (2019) 11 SCC 575 
9 c 1996) 2 sec 384.

--) 

) 

) 
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questioning. Judges did understand that women are reluctant to rep01i 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 plu-ases 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 repo1i 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-o ff, dressed in a paiiicular 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_ to_ 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 

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

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

moved out just to make her more comforiable. 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 

10 Inputs for Guidelines for a Gender-Just Justice System W ith 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. 
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statements. Survivors are routinely met with remarks such as, "Ghar ki baat 

hai, itna kya ho gaya? (It is a matter of home, what ,happened so much?)'' 

or "Samjhnutn kar lo, ghar bach jayega, (Make a compromise, your house 

will be saved.)" trivializing their experiences of violence and pn�ssuring 

them to compromise. Police and other authorities often question their 

appearance with comments like, "LipsNck laali lagakar complaint likhwane 

aoyi ho? (You have come to lodge a complaint wearing lipstick.)" or cast 

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

(Wnmen thesP dnys nre dramatic)." Survivors are also asked irrelevant and 

intrusive questions about their personal life and conduct, for example, "Aap 

iss tarah kapde pehen kar rehti hain? (bo 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 and deter them from seeking justice. 11

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 questioned about her "behaviour at home" before 

being examined. Another testimony from a trans-person stated being forced 

to strip for "identity verification" and being pressured to sign false 

statements, while also being mocked and denied access to family or 

respectful treatment. Such narratives underscore the systemic barriers and 

the patriarchal attitudes survivors must confront at every stage, especial.ly 

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

gender-based discrimination. 12

II 

12 

inputs for Guidelines for a Gender-Just .lustice System With Reference To Women Survivo,·s of 

Violence, Abuse & Exploitation - (Note Prepared through a Consultative Process with Civil 

Society Groups) By State Women's Commission, Madhya Pradesh. 

lnputs for Guidelines for a Gender-Just Justice System With Reference To Women Survivors of 
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The Hon'ble Kerala High Court l3 in December 2024 Mat. Appeal No. 706 

of 2024 delivered a judgment, stating that clothing is a fo1m of self­

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

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 vi11ue 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." 

13 
xxxxx V. XXXXX, 2024:KER:91898 

. - - - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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R.ule 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 

sex.Lkil offences and gender justice. 

1. In Aparna Bhat v. State of Jl1.P14
, the Hon'ble Supreme Cou1i 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 was held that stereotypical judicial observations

undermine fairness and victim confidence, requiring courts to maintain

neutrality and avoid extraneous social assumptions.

ii. In Sanghmitra v. State15
, it was fu1iher 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 slatutory and doctrinal developments. Judicial 

condemnation of stigmatizing language is also reflected in Bodhisatt1-va 

Gautam v. Subhra Chakraborty16
, 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 v. Union of 

14 Supra 
1s 2024 DHC 2524.
16 (1996) 1 sec 490 
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lndia17
, Section 497 IPC was struck down for treating women as passive 

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

Bano v. Union of lndia18
, invalidated triple talaq for perpetuating gender 

inequality, while Navtej Singh Johar v. Union of lndia19
, held that laws 

enforcing heteronormative gender roles are unconstitutional, grounding 

anti-stereotyping in equality and privacy rights. In Yash Pal v. State of 
Haryana20

, the Punjab and Haryana Court acknowledged that criminal law 

cannot reinforce differential standards of sexual agency for men and 

women. 

Proced1m::i l sc1frguards also reflect this ::inti-stereotyping approach. In, 

State of Punjab v. Gurmit Singh21
, emphasized the relevance of in camera

trials to prevent reputational ham1 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 A1iicles 14, 15, and 21. International 

guidance , including CEDAW-based principles and the Bangkok General 

guidance for j udges 011 Applying Gender Perspective in South and Southeasl 

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

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

The evolution of anti-stereotyping jurisprudence is marked by explicit 

overruling of earlier decisions. In Joseph Shine22
, the Hon'ble Supreme 

Couii overruled Sowmithri Vishnu v. Union of lndia23
, rejecting notions of 

women as the property of husbands. Likewise , Navtej Singh 

11 c2019) 3 sec 39. 
18 c2017) 9 sec 1. 
19 c2018) 1 o sec 1. 
2° CRWP/4660/2021.(2024:PHHC: 118245-DB
21 Supra
22 Supra 
23 AlR1985SCl6l8.
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Johar24overruled Suresh Kumar Koushal v. Naz Foundation25
, affirming 

that constitutional morality must prevail over outdated social norms that 

enforce gender and sexual stereotypes. 

24 c2017 1 sec 791
15 c2014) 1 sec 1.



Gendered/Stereotype Language in 

Judgments and Alternatives 

It has been a longtime concern for judges in India to avoid 

masculinity in deciding cases, as the basis or reasoning in judgments. There 

is a mistaken notion that masculinity is a natural phenomenon - a notion 

which the judges are actively confronting now. Sensitive judicial language 

is therefore not merely a matter of politeness; it is essential to ensuring 

fairness, dignity, and impartiality in adjudication. 

The need for sensitivity becomes even more urgent m cases 

involving women and children, especially in light of the increasing 

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

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

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

insensitive 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 justice. 

Since courts are institutions entrusted with protecting constitutional 

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

neutral, and free from stereotypes. Sensitive judicial expression strengthens 

26 Elizabeth A Sheehy, "Judges and the Reasonable Steps Requirement: The Judicial Stance on 

Perpetration Against Unconscious Women" in SEXUAL ASSAULT IN CANADA: LAW, 

LEGAL PRACTICE AND WOMEN'S ACTIVISM (University of Ottawa Press, 2012) 483 at 

483-485.7
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public trust, protects the dignity of vulnerable individuals, and ensures that 

the justice system reflects pri.nciples of equality and human rights. 

In the case of Phul Singh v. State ofHaryana27
, 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 ptu-ases 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 

ph.rases found in these judgments and suggests neutral alternatives that can 

be used in legal contexts. 

Traditional/Problematic 

Phrase 

The body of women as play 

ground 

Helpless woman; helpless 
female 

Where women are honoured, there 

the gods rejoice_ 

It destroys the very soul of a 

helpless woman 

Victimization, soul destroyed 

27 ct 979) 4 sec 413 

Neutral, and legally appropriate 

alternatives 

Violated bodily autonomy of 

I 
complainant( s )/victim( s) 

Survivor / Complainant 

A void religious/cultural references; 

focus on legal rights 

Crime caused severe trauma to the 

survivor 

Survivor experienced harm/trauma 

) 

I 

·------------ -------------------�� --------------------------------



Traditional/Problematic 

Phrase 

Female members/persons (for 

victims) 

Gold digger (economic motive) 

Suffering from psychological 

neurosis 

Woman in non-permissive 

society 

Allow women to walk freely 

Self-respecting woman 

Poor helpless minor girl 

Hormonal changes, desire, 

temptation 

She was enticed away (good faith) 

Honour, 

shame 

Victim of another person's 

lust 

Stigma as inevitable consequence 

Outraged the modesty 

Serious health consequences 

as a female 

Neutral, and legally appropriate 

alternatives 

Victim / Survivor / Complainant 

A void speculation; focus on evidence 

Survivor may experiencing 

trauma/distress 

Person in a conservative society 

All individuals have right tomove 

freely and safely 

Women may be used without any 

adjective 

Minor victim / Child survivor 

A void physiological explanations 

unless absolutely necessary 

Accused lured/abducted victim by 

aainin a trust 
b b 

A void "honour"/"shame"; focus 

on survivor's rights 

Victim/survivor of sexual 

assault/violence 

Focus on justice/rehabilitation 

Sexual assault/violation of 

bodily autonomy 

Serious health consequences for 

the victim/survivor 

llJ,.o.�,t;:11- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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Traditional/Problematic 

Phrase 

Permanent impact on girl's life 

Lost her chastity 

No hue and cry, traveled 
Calmly (to describe post occurance 
behavior of the victim) 

, Gullible or obedient daughter 

She was a consenting party 

Tutored child 

I Bid to defile chastity

I 
I Fueled by lusl
I 

Prosecutrix 

Degrades the soul of the 
helpless female 

Spoiled her childhood/ 
ruined life 

Minor girl/child 

Satisfy his illicit lust 

--·· ----

Neutral, and legally appropriate 

alternatives 

Survivor may need ongoing 
support; focus on recovery 

.. 

Survivm's bodily autonorny was 
violated 

Avoid victim-blaming; focus on 
facts 

Ivlinor / Child victim 

Consent is not legally valid for 
minors 

I Child witness; a�1oid assumptions 
about influence 

Act of sexual assault/violation of 
autonomy 

Sexual violence; avoid attributing 
l cnme to iusr 

Victim/ Survivor/ Complainant 

Causes severe harm to survivor 

The crime had serious consequences; 
focus on support 

Child victim/ Survivor 

Committed sexual assault/ 
violated the law 

I 

) 

I 
i 
I 

) 

I 

) 
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Traditional/Problematic 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 victim/ survivor; 

is at stake avoid "honour" shaming 

Scars left remain lifelong Survivor may need ongoing 

support; focus on recovery 

Helpless female Survivor 

------

Her private part/chest/ vagina, u�e 11eulral meu.ical/legal lerm�; refer 

victim oirl 
D 

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 

Girl child is vulnerable All children are entitled to protection 

under the law 

--
-- --- - ------- - -- _

_______
_
__

_
________________

_
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_ 



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

I 

Lust satisfaction Act of sexual violence/assault; 
Prudent attribute - avoid trivializing 
cnme 

Illiterate/rustic witness Witness (mention education only if 
legally relevant) 

r-----·---· . h-

Whore (derogatory term) Survivor / Victim 

[ male-dominated society ! on accountability/law

In several cases, couris are required to deal with situations where people 
having relationship with person other than spouses. Live-in relationship 
between persons who are not formally married has acquired some element 
of recognition. 

In such situations pariicularly in relation to women tenns 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. 

., 

) 

) 

) 
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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 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 No1ih 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 wo1ihwhile to refer to UNICEF publication on 
gender equality titled 'Glossary of terms and concepts' 
(https ://www. unicef.orn/rosa/media/ 1761 /file/Genderglossarytermsandcon 
cepts.pdf) which caITies an exhaustive list of taking into account sensibility 
of various region of the world. 

- -
- - -
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Coinpassionate Court Practices 

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

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

mental vvdl-lJeirig. The aim is to reduce secondary victimization and 

supp01iing them until they are fully rehabilitated. This marks a shift from 

just punishing offenders to help victims heal and recover simultaneously. 

Victim comµe11saliun 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 Couris of Judicial fvlagistrates, the Presiding Officer needs to 

inquire from the Investigating Officer whether the directions issued in case 

of Delhi Do,nestic Working H'omen 's Forum v. Union of Jndia28 are 

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

also under a duty to infom1 the victim of her right to representation before 

questioning her and also to state the same in its repo1t 

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 

cnmes 

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 10, the Court either requires to direct such measure directly to the 

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

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

compliance by the 10 within 48 hours. 

2s (l995)1SCCl4
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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 repo1i 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. ln Mahender Chawla v. Union of 

Jndia29
, the Hon'ble Supreme Cou1i approved the Witness Protection 

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

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

A, B and C category as per threat perception. In Saks hi v. Union of I ndia3°, 

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 of Rape or any offence under Sections 

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

29 c2019) 14 sec 615. 
30 c2004) s secs 1 s
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under Sections 4,6,8, 10 of Protection of Children from Sexual Offences 

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

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

made permissible subject to maintaining confidentiality of names arn.l 

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

proceedings and only inilials ur pseudonym is permitted as held 

in Nipun Saxena v. Union of lndia31
.

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. Cou1is ought to treat 

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

witnesses in Indian coU1is has been described by the Hon'ble Supreme 

Court in the case of State of UP v Shczmbhunath Singh32 in the following 

passage. 

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

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

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

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 couris should regard witnesses as guests 

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

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

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

31 (2019)2SCC703.
32 2001(4) sec 667.
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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 pa1iy who 

succeeded in dodging examination of such witnesses finally enjoyed the 

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

only casualty in the aforesaid process is criminal justice." 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 fu1iher be prevented by following a trauma - informed judging, avoid 

repeated questioning, maintain cuufiuenlialily 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. 

In the case of Aparna Bhatt v. State of Madhya Pradesh34 
, the 

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

stereotypical questions. Neither victim blaming language in the orders nor 

33 2001(4) sec 667. 
34 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,rnle" of the Judge alone c;::in ensme the 

safe environment. 

Proactive Judges and Cross-Examination 

.Maintaining a balance of Protecting Victim during deposition and 

paiiicularly 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 

Jndia35 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 ensw:_e 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 

Bachpan Bachao Ando/an v. Union of lndia36
. 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. 

35 c2004) s secs 1 s 
36 2023 SCC On! ine SC I 03 l. 
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Points for Considerations 

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. Comis should rely on testimony, medical evidence,

forensic material, and surrounding circumstances.

In State of Punjab v. Gurmit Singh37
, the Hon'ble Supreme Cou11

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 Deal Bajaj i-: K.PS. Gill38
, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

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

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

equal to consent

Absence of irJuries, delayed reporiing, 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.

37 c I 996) 2 sec 384, 
38 (1995)6SCC194 
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In Kaini Rajan v. State of Kerala39
, the Hon'ble Supreme Court held 

that consent must be voluntary and unequivocal. 

4. Gt::nder-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 Jndia40
, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court emphasized dignity and equality for ull

gender identities.

5. "Chiid" or ''minor" for· victims under 18

Under the POCSO Act, every person belO\y 18 years is legally

recognized as a child. Child-sensitive terminology reinforces the

protective framework of the law.

In £era v. State (NCT of Delhi)41
, 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 of JV!adhya Pradesh42
, the Hon'ble Supreme

' 
. 

Court stressed the importance of gender-sensitive judicial language.

40 

39 c20 13) 9 sec 113 

c2014) s sec 438 

c20 l 7) 1 s sec 133 41 

42 Supro 

") 

) 
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7. Language ought to be child-sensitive

Judicial language must refrain from sensationalism, moralistic

observations, or stigmatizing expressions, paiiicularly in matters

involving children.

In Sakshi v. Union of lndia43
, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

emphasized child-sensitive procedures to prevent secondary

victimization.

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

Juciicic1l rec1soning ought to prioriti?.e bodily ;ci11tnnnmy, infn1111erl

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

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

Administration44
, the Hon'ble Supreme CoU1i recognized personal

autonomy as part of A1iicle 21.

9. Recognize psychological and physical trauma

Sexual offences may result in enduring emotional and psychological

trauma apart from physical harm. Cou1is must adopt a trauma­

informed approach while assessing evidence and evaluating the

conduct of the victim.

In State of Karnataka v. Krishnappa45
, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

recognized rape as a violation of dignity and human rights.

43 c2004) s sec sis
44 c2009) 9 sec 1 
45 c2000) 4 sec 75 
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Terms to be avoided 

1. All forms of victim-blaming

2. 

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

totally shifted to victim by questioning her conduct, lifestyle,

clothing and delay in reporting <lnd past relationships.

In State of Punjab v. Gurmit Sirzgh.46
, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

cautioned against doubting victims on the basis of social

stereotypes.

Terms like "bashfulness" "honour:" or "sanctity"
' ' 

Words like these are deeply ingrained in patriarchal thoughts that

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

Courts should instead focus on dignity, autonomy, and constitutional

rights.

In Aparna Bhat v. State of Madhya Pradesh47
, the Hon'ble Supreme

Court directed courts to avoid gender stereotypes and inappropriate

observations in j uclicial 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 Jndia48
, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

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

Constitution.

46 Supra 

47 Supra 

48 Supra 

.I 

) 

) 
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4. Generalizations about complainants

Courts should not assume that women or victims behave in, a

uniform manner after trauma. Reactions to sexual violence differ

from person to person. Judicial findings must be individualized and

evidence-based.

In Bharwada Bhoginbhai Hirjibhai v. State of Gujarat49
, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court rejected stereotypical assumptions

regarding the conduct of victims of sexual assault and clarified that

victims testimony does not require conoboration, recognizing the

social stigma of reporting sexual violence.

5. Honour/shame and chastity stereotypes

Such words showcase discriminatory attitudes and take violence as

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

consent and rights.

In State of Maharashtra v. Madhukar Narayan Mardikar50
, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court held that even a woman of "easy vi1iue" 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 Singh,51 the Hon'ble

Supreme Cou1i held that minor inconsistencies should not

overshadow the substance of the victim's testimony.

49 (l983)3 SCC217 
c 1 991) 1 sec s 7 
(I 993) 2 sec 622 

50 

51 



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 Vishaka v. State of Rajasthan52
, the Hon'ble Supreme Comi

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. Cout1s should instead use legally precise terms

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

In State of Karnataka v. Krishnappa53
, 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

52 

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 impo1iant tool for

empowennent.

In Aparna Bhat v. State o/Madhya Pradesh54
, the Hon'ble Supreme

Court specifically directed judges to refrain from using patriarchal

stereotypes and insensitive observations in cases involving women.

Supra 
53 c2000) 4 sec 75

54 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, SP Gupta v. Union of lndia55
, 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 have to seek in the Judge 

himsel
f 

and not outside. A Judge should be independent of 

himself. A Judge is a human being vvho is a bundle of 

passions and prejudices, likes and dislikes, affection and ill 

will, hatred and contempt and fear 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 duty. These curbs can neither be 

bought in the market nor irUected into the /nun.an system by 

the written or unwritten lmvs. i
f 

these things are there even 

if any 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. it is the inner 

strength of Judges alone that cczn save the judiciary. "

55 
1981 supp sec 87



Report on Feedback Questions 

Re2:ardin� Court Proceedinos 
= � b 

Annexure I 

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 chai1)

• i\1ost of the times: (not specified in chm1)

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

understand the legal proceedings and the language used by the 

lawyers and judges in couri. 
- - '--

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

and understandabie ianguage during the proceedings of your

case?

Responses: 

• Always: 69.3%

• Sometimes: 25.7%

• Never: (not specified in chart)

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

court proceedings in an easy and understandable language, while 

25.7% said this happens sometimes. 

• 

., 

.. 

-, 
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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 that judges and lawyers are always sensitive 

and empathetic, with 23.6% rep01iing such behavior 'mostly'. 

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

Responses: 

• 

Always: 66.4% 

Never: (not specified) 

Mostly: 25.7% 

A few times: (not specified) 

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

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 dear, simple language and less iegai 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) . 

. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - _

_
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_
_
_
_
_
_
_
________

_ 
_ 
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• Strict accountability for any misconduct.

• Improved coordination :md 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/sca1·ed 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 supp01iive and did 

not feel intimidated. 

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

Responses: 

• Prosecutor: 12. �J <Yo

Judge: 14.3%

Defence Lawyer: 7.9%

Police: 12.1 %

') 

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

More than half believe that other perso[)S or institutions (besides 

prosecutor, judge, defence, or police) are most helpful in critical 

times. 

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

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

be protected, rehabilitation, compensation, 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. \Vhat are the challenges that you are facing in the Court as a

victim or witness?

Many respondents reported no major challenges. 

Common 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 

!,G!�Jl�;w1" -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - -
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./ 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/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

misconduct .

./ Separate waiting rooms and proper victim protection .

./ More awareness about legal rights and welfare schemes .

./ Improved coordination between police, prosecution, and

COUI1S.

/ Friendly, respectful behavior by all stakeholders.

/ Periodic legal education and awareness programs .

./ Ensuring that every case is concluded vvithin a reasonable

timeframe .

./ Some respondents are satisfied with the current system and

rep01ied 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'communication clear. Over half believe judges and lawyers are 

empathetic, and many do not feel intimidated in cou1i. 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.

) 

) 

.) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ��- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -,- - - - - - - -
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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. 

,-_-_____ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _________________________ - - r,:..,.,...,...c'!dill- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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1. SHORT TITI.J.: .-\�D (_'()\l,\IEr,,;cn1F:/\'"f 

(1) 111is Chapkr ma: he.: i.::tlkd the.: (:11111pt·ns:ifion Schl'llll' for \Vo111en 

\
-
i,1ims/S111·vin1r6 ofS,•xuul .\ssuult/othcr Crimr�. 2111K. 

(2} !t �;hall ;;L)in� into fnn:c 0n th..: tL.iti.? �1:,, �md \\ h..:n i·1rdcr1:d h� I iu11 ·hk Supri.:11h.: Coun l)f 

l11dia. 

(.l) Il .-:;hall �ipply to the vi..:1i111� and ll1i.:ir d.:pl.'.ni.k111(.,·1 \\'hl) h:1,·:: su!1',.:ri.:d l()S�< in_jtir�·- :ts 

th..: casi;: rn;1y bi.:. as a r1..·:-:ult l)t'th..: 1.)tli.:11c..: i.:LH1t111itt1.:d and \\hiJ ri.:quir..: r...:habilitation. 

2. OEF!NIT!ON'S 

I) In this Chaplc.'r, unkss tile.' L"t'lltcxt utlic.'I'\\ isc rc'quirc.'..;: 

(a) ··Colic" 1110:111, 111� Code ot'Crin1inal Pr,)ccdurc. 1'17_\ (2 of 1974): 1J1· ··sanhi1a" means 
Tiu• Bhar11Ya !'i�!o;:dk Sur:d�sh;.: Sa11hit:1. 20::!3 

(h) ·Dcprnclc·nt· includes huslund. f:uhcr. mother. gr�11dp,1rc,ns. 1111111:in-icd daugh1er ,111d 
111in1Jr children of· the \·i.:t11n a:-- 1..kt(.'n11i11�d h:· !h1..· St:1k I .cs;il Sc1TiL·t':-. :\11thorit: 1H· 
l)istriL·t [ . ..:gal S'--r\·iL ... :s Aut!Hffit.y on th...: h�L"i� n!' Iii,: n . ..:prn t l)!. lhL Suh- I )i\"isil.111:d 
�.-Iag,i(:tr:ltc: of th.:! co11L'1...'nii!d :irc.1.'Swtiei11 I Inusc Orli1:cr·[1i\ ��iig:11 ing OlliL'cr (\r 011 th� 
b:1�is or m:1r..::ri�11 plaL"i..:U on ri::cnrd h:' th� d�p..::ndc!nl� ti:·\\ ;1�· or at"lida,·it or un i1s o,, 11 
c11qu11-y. 

(c) "Distrkt J,egal S<.'rvircs .\uthority" J1h.:a11s lhc lJi-:trict [,.:gal S1..·n·i..:..:!-- . ..\u!hilrit:· 
(Dl.S.-\)consiitutcd under sc.,ion <) ot"thc Lcg;i! Scr,icc., .-\uthori11c, .-\cl. 1%7(.-\ct J9 
oi" 19R7:1 for" District oi"the :--:ati\l11:1I Capit:il T�n·iinn. ,)f l)ellii: 

tci) ·Fonn' 111�;�1!:-: t"un!l app..:[lc.kd ro th:..· S, .. :h..:111.: :1:. ;1ppliL·:1hk to this Chapkr. 

(i.:) ·Fund· 111i,,.:�111s Stat..: i'und i.i.:. ,·ii.;tim co111p1:.·n�al1l 1 ll 1·u11d u111:-:t1llll(:c.l u:,d..:r thi.: St�1k 
Viclirn Cmnpc11s;1tio11 Schcmt!. 

(t) ·('cntral Fund' llh�:\ns fund� rc,.:ci,'t:d ri-n:n C\"C!: S;.;!i�mc. :o:). 

(g) "\Yo11tt.·11 \"ic1i111 C'o111pe11sati1111 Fund' mt.":lll:-- :1 1·u11J :-.c.·gre"g.n�cl for dishurs..:11,c:111 
For \\'l)ll\�11 ,·ic1i1n, out of Stale \"i�ti111 Cn111p..-.•11s:1t1,_,n Fu11d alld C.:nlral Fund. 

/ lf-"irhin 1/ie Stare Vier 1111 Comp,:n.,(1rion r·11nd. c, sc11c.1n1k JJonk -�'-·co,uJf shall he maintoined 
us a poruon of thar /(lrger _ii1mJ 11"h1ch sh.:.:// con;l;;r: 1he Jimd., conrnh11red !Ender('/ "CF 
5-icheme hy ,\ If!: 1. { /()/ Cc)rllrJIJi11E:dfiD1Ji :\:'1rl.1hoyu r-1:uJ cl/Jc.Ir/ .fro111 ji,nJ.,· nx:fJ!Fc.'d iro111 rhe 
,\'tare 1 ·1cr1111 ( ·0111pens(1lion FHnd \chic:h :dwl/ he 111il1·st.:d nnlyJn,· ,·icr1111s co,.·ered 1t11dl!r 1his 
Chup1<:rj 

(h) ·(;O\'('Jll(IH.'llf 1 1nc�u1s ·s1:1!1.! (io\'�n1111..:11[
. 

\\ h�r,:\·..:r Lh(' St:1k \' ii...·u 111 C01llfh�11s:1ti1..rn 
S\.'.h1,.;1111,.; or th� Stak \ ·idi111 Cv!1qx:11:,;�itio11 Ft Lil Li i:-- in L'Olll...::\.1 and ·c..:ntr,tl C...io,·..:n1m..:11t · 
\\·hcrl!ver ('c:ntral Cio,·�nm1c11l \'ii...·tirn Cninpc:11:-.;!lirn1 Fu11d SL'l,�mc i:-- in cn11kxt a11d 
inclu,ks l.:T,. 

NALSA's "Comp,·nsation Scht·rnc- forwomt"n \"i<"Tims/Sun·i,·ors of"Sn11�l .\ssa1111/othcr 
C,·imes -2018" 
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(i) ·J11)11ry' means any ltann caus�d to bod,· or mind or a 1;,malc. 

(j) ':\fi,wr· means :J girl child who !ta� 11<1t c,llnpk!<!d the age of 18 vcars 

(k:) ·orrcnce� 11\1.:!ans of1(°11cl.' t.:Ollllllitt<.:J at,ai11!-.l \\ 0111--:11 punishahk und�r J PC �1r n�� llr 
any other law. 

(I) ·Pt'ttal Co,k· means Indian Penal Cod.:. 1.8(,(J (45 01· 1�(,<J): QI" Nnva Sanhita 111<·ans 
Bhar1iYa Nvava Sa11h.ita. 2023. 

(m) ·Schcdulr· means sd1.:dulc applicabl" to this Chaptcr.--Pan of the scheme. 

(n) "State Lcl!:11 Scr·vkcs Autholi�--· mcans the State l.cgal Scn·iecs .-\utlt0rit,· (SI.S.-\). 
as ddin.:d in Section 6 of'tltc Legal S.:n·ic.:s . -\utltoritics .-\ct. 1987 (.19 or 1')�7) 

(o) ·St·xual As�ault \"idir_ni' m\:.!a11s IC111ak will> h�1� sufr·...:-rl!d 1111.:11t.tl or physii...:al injury or 
both as a rcsull oCsexual offence including Sec tions J76 (A) to (E) or Section 6-1 (,\ 
� oJ' the flh:11tin1 'iva,·:i Sanhita Scctiou 354 (A) to (DJ_ or Sections 65, 66. 67. 
68. 69. 70, 71.72

1
7'1, 75

1 
76

1
77

1 
78 ol'the B h,irtiYa �Yap S:rnhita Scclion 509 

IPC o.- Section 79 of the llh:111iva Nv:1\'11 Sanhita. 

(p) ·\Von1a11 Victi1n/ sun'ivur of other ctirlH."'1 n1�ans a woman who ha!:- sun:.:rl..'.d physit.:;il 
or 111.:mal injury as a result of.1ny olTence mentioned in the all:Khc<l Schcduk including 
S.:ctions ]04 l:l or Section 8{) LINS S.:ction 326A. or Section 1 H LINS Section 4'.)X:\ 

ll-'L' or Section 85 BNS (in case of phvsic:il injury of the nature spcciticct in the 
sd1eduk) including the attempts and abclmcnt. 

(2) \\'ords and expressions used in this Chapter and not dcfinctl !tac-. shall h:\\·e the same 
111ca11ing as assigned t<> them in the Code ol L'ri111111:il Procedure. 19TJ or.and the lndian Penal 
Code. 1860 or llh:rrtiv:r c\"agal'ik Suraksha Sanhita 2023 or/and the I1h:rr1in, NY:l\·:r 
Sanhita 2023 

J. \\'O.\lEN \'I(Tll\JS COi\ll'ENSATION FCNJ)-

( l) ·111cr� shall b� a Fund. 11;uneJ�,: th� \\.'0111�11 Victims Co111pc11satio11 Fund rr0m whid1 
the :11nl1unt ofcnmp�11satio11: ;i::; dccid�t..l hy the Sl�Hc !..�gal Si;rvicc:'- _.\11thority or District I .l.!g:11 
Services .--\uthority. shall he- paid to the womc:n \'ictim or h..:r dependent(;;) \\'ho lt:ive sull"crc<l 
loss or injury as a rc:-sult of an ofl�nc� and who r..::quirc rehabilitation. 
(2) The ·Women Victims Con1rcnsation f'und· shall eon1prisc the folloll'111g:. 

(a) Contribution rccci,·ed from CVCF Scheme. 2015. 

(b) lJudg.:t,u-v allocalion in lite �hapc or Grru,ts-in-aid to SI.SA for \\'hich necessary 
provision shall be ma<lc in thc Annual Budge:l by the Govcnrn1cnt; 

(c) .'\11�· cosl amount onkrcd by Civi11Cri1ni11al Tribunal to b,· deposited in thi., Fund. 

(d) A111ount of CDltIJh!llsrnion recover�d fro,n tht: \\·rong doc:r'n�i.::ust:d und�r l.·laus� 14 of 
the Schcmc: 

NALSA ·s "Com p,·nsation Scheme, for wonH·n Virtims/Sut-Yin>rs of Snual .-\ssault/of her 
Crimes -2018" 
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(,·) l)<Jllilliom:c0n1ribu1io11s frulll lnkmalional· :-S:a1io11al' l'hiL1111hrvpis1: Ch:tri1;,l1k 
lnsiilllli,ins· OrgaJ1i7.atio11s and indi,·idu:tls pcnnilte<i h,· Sl:tk or (.',•11\r:tl 
Gov1..·n1111cnt. 

(f) Contribution:- from �rnnpa11iLs unckr CSR (CL'!lh)f.tk Sth:i:d Rcspunsiliilily) 

(:I) ·111c said Fund sh:111 be ,,p.,r:tkd hv the Stal" Legal Ser\'iees . ..\11\h0ri1y (SLS . ..\). 

4. ELIGIBILITY FOR COI\IPENSXfiON 

. \ \\ oman vi dim or her Ll\!p('1Hk11t (s) a:-- the L�Lt.;1..'. may h,:_ shall he ..:I ig,ihk li.1r �rant or
L'OlllpL·nsation !'rom multipk �ch1..·1i:t,:s appliL·ahk to h,:r. I h)\\\.:\-....T. the cu1np1.·nsa1i011 r1..·l..'...:ih:d 
bv h,·r in th,: <>Iller ,;,·h,:m..:,; \\'ilh regard 10 Scctic>n 357-13 Cr.l'.C <>r J'.)(j Jp;:-:;:-; shall be lil>:,11 
into a...:count whili.:- d�ciding th,: qw111tum in thL :;u..;h '.;llh'.iLqu�nt nppli.:ntion 

S. PROCEffURE FOR 1\1.\h:T:\C; APPLICATrO'i BFFOlzE TflE .'-; LSA OR DJS.\. 

�!andatory Rq,orting ot· F!Rs: - SHo;sp,.!)C!' shall nrnndo10Iily sh:<re .soti-li;m\ e<>r,· ut· I· rn 
i111111..:Ji:..ikly allLr its registration with St:.il.c Legal Si..:n·ici::s :'\uthorit�•:Districl I .1..·g�d Si..:r•:i1...·cs 
.-\uthority qua t:on1111issio11 uf oll"i.:-n1...·cs t:oh.:ri.:d in this Sd1i.:nh.: which i11L"lud.: S1..·c1 il111s .126. \. 
.l5� _.·\ lo .,s,m. 376.\ to :l76E. 3048, 498A or Sections 12-1. 7-1 75. 76, 78 .. 'icdions 63 ro 
Srrrion 72. Srction 80. 85 oft hr Uh1111lY:1 NYaya S,rnhit:1 (in c:Lse ,,t'phvsicol init1r,·c,:\\·ercd 
in tl1i� Schcduk). '.'-P that the ST ,SA./01 ,SA can .. in dc:-serving cas<::s. 111,1�· suo-n1.1tn initi:1k 
pr..:li,ninat')' \·critic.ation or focl!-:- for lh1..� purpos� of grant of int�rim (O!llp\.·11, ... ;nion. 

:\n application ft)r the award nf interim:' final co111J)CJ1!<1tinn �an b.:: til�t.l hy the Vii...:tim a11d·r�r 
l<,:r D,p,11dcn1s ,,r the SI-IO of the area b..:for, ,·on<.:,rncd SLS:\ ur DLSA It ,i1«il lx ,t1bmi1kd 
in Fon11 -r along with a L"opy of th� first InfL,111rnti0n RLport {FlR) or i.:rimi11al co111p!ai111 l)f 
\Vhid1 cog11i�:111(:c is l�tkcn by tli!.! Court and if �1vailahl� \l�dical lL�port. [);;::;1th (\:rtiti::�1lc-. 
whi.:n.:YLr appli1..·abk. cop:: oljud�mcnl.' re-co1nmcndalion of court ii' th1..· tri:LI is o\·.:r. 

6. PLACE OF FILING OF .-\1'.l'LlC\TION .... 

Th-.· applicalion,-' r1..·...:lJm1111..:ndation ror cc. . .n11p...:11s,1tion can b\.· m1...n11..·d 1,,;ith1..·r before th ... · Sta!..: L...:g.il 
s�1Tic�s Aulhl>rity or tlic LOl1C�!1Ud District [ . ..:gnl S..:!n·icc:.::; .-\uthorit:· l)I' it ...:;111 he.· ril�d 1Hdit1c 
"" a portal which shall he crca\ctJ hy all State I..c:gal Scrvicts .-\ulhoritics. '[he Sccrclcu,· or the 
respective DI .S:\ sli:ill Jcci<..IL the applicalinn! rccommcnd:1tio11 1110\·�d hLfor� him.her :is p .... ·r 
th� Schi.:1nc. 

Explanation: 111 cnsc of acid attack \·ictim the deciding authority sh,,11 he Criminal Injury 
Compensation Floe1rtJ as directed h\' Ho1i't1k Surr�mc Cm1r1 in I .:t�rni ,·,. l.lnion 01· lndi:t 
\.V.P.CRi\lL 129/2006 onkr daicd l0.0-l.20l5 whic:h indt1dcs Ld. Oi,tri<.:I & Sessicins .lt1tli;,'. 
01\L SP, Ci\'il SurgconiC\[0 c1f'thc dislricl. 

7. RELIEFS TIL\T \I:\ Y IlE ,\ W.\ROED flY THE ST.\TE OR D[STR!CT I .EC.\ I. 
SF:ffflCF.S A 1:TIIORITY. 

T\Jt:' SLS.�\ or l)LS.A may aw:1rd cu111µ...:11s.1tio11 lo th..: \'iL·lim or h1,,;r di.:µ..:1H.knl� tu th..:- ..:xknl a� 
sr.cciti.ed in the sd,ccluled anadiccl hs:relo. 
NALSA 's "Contpt.•nsation Sclu•1ne ftu·women Vic:tims/Su,·Yivors of St·sual ,\ssault/othlT 
Criml's -2018" 
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8. FACTORS TO rm CONSIDERED WIIILE .-\ WARD IN(; COi\Il'ENS.-\TION 

\.\-'hik dc.:iding a nian.:r. th.: State I .egal ScrYi.:�s Auihority/Di,tri.:t Legal ScrYi.:,,s Autlwrity 

may t;ih..: into .:onsi,kration th.: following ra�tor.s relating to th.: loss or injurv sull..:.r..:d by the 

\"iL·tilll: 

(I) (jra,·itv or th.: ofl",;n,c and s�vcrilv or 111e11lal or physical ham, or inj111s ,ulTcrcd b:, th..: 

\'i1..·tin1: 

(2) E�pe11diturl! incu1T�d nr likely to be" in�un-..::d on th� 1nedical trr:..1t111�11l for rliy�i1..·al 

;uH.l'or n1L11t�i1 health int..:ludi11g couns.i.:lling of the vi�tim. f'u11, .. :ral. tra,·Llling during 

·invc,tigalioni inquiry! t1-iad (other than diet mon.:y): 

(3) Wss of t:ducati1...,nal opportunity as ;1 co11s1?qt1c!nce of the offl!n1..·�- induding ;1bsi:ncc from 

sdHh)l..'Lollt!gt! due! ll) rnc11t:1l trauma. hodily injury. 111t:dical trc:-itm�nt, in,·c�tigation a11t.i 

trial of the ollL"nl.'.�. or any otl11.:r r�a."on: 

( 4) I .t.\SS or ...:111ploy111�111 as ,1 result of thi.: o1T.:rnx. including abscncc fru111 pl:h .. ·1..· of 

c111plvy111�nl du� tu tnl!ntal trauma., bodily injury. m�ciical tr(!aUn�nt. i 11\\�stigalil)11 :u1d 

trial uf th� otl'enct!. llr :111y nlher r�a..;;on; 

(5) 11,e r�lalion,hip or the ,·ictim to the offender. if any; 

({,) \\'h�th�r the uhus..: was a singk isolatt:d in..:ilknc(! or whcth..:r lhL abus� tnuk rL..1L·L o\·t::r 

a pi.:riod oCtim.:: 

(7) \\'h..:th..:r ,·ictim h.:carn�· pr�gnnnl as a rci::.ult oflhc ollcncc. whether sh...- li;nl tu u11lkrt•.1, 

1' kdical Tcm1ination of l'reg11a11c\ (1'·[Tl') 1 give bi11h to a child. including rcl1.1bi I it:ition 

111:!eds u1·sucl1 child: 

(!\) \Vh1.:thcr lht.! \'idim co11lrach..:d a s�.,ually tran�miltcd Uis.:asi.; (STD) a:-. a 1csull or 1111..· 

oll.:11t.:.:: 

(9) \Vh.:th..:r th..: \·ictim i.:011tr:1ckd human i111111unocklici.:nc� \'iru� ([IIV) as :1 rt.:sull or th..: 

ol1�11c�: 

( 10) .\11,· Jis:ibilitv suffcrd ti>· the vi..:tim a, a result ofrhc olfonce: 

( 11) rinan.:.ial t:011dit1on ofth(! victim ag;.1i11st wh(,tn the on'c!ncc h<.L" he...-11 ..:0111111int:tl !-:o :,� 

tu ddcnninc her ni..�ccJ ror rt.:h;.ihilitatiun anc.l ri.: -l.nti..:gration n�t.:cls or lhi..· vit.:tim. 

( l 2) ln ca�c c..)r l.kath. th..; agt.: of di..·ct.:asi.;d_ hc:r monthly i111..:rn1h.:. 1H1111ht.:r or tk·pendi..:11ts. I if"...: 

"'-Pe.:tan.:y. J'utur� promotionaL·gro\\·1h prosp.,�t, de. 

( 13) Or anY other factor which 1h.: S LSA}DLSA may �011.sid�r just aJ1d sulri..:icn1. 

NALSA ·s ··comp,•nsation Sch,.me for wom<'n Vidims/Sut-Yivors of Sexual ,\ssault/oth,·r 
Crimes -2018'" 
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, 
')_ l'ROCfl)liRL FOR GR.--\i\T Of (.'0\ll'Ei\S,--\TIOi\ 

I
(I) \\'lier ... ·, �r. a r...: ... :n11111h.:nd:11ion is 111at.L .. : by lh\..· L·tn1r1 J'lJr L11rn111..:ns,1ii0n u1Hkr suh-:,,..._·l.:lioii:..; 

I 
( 2) �nd·or O) ,)r s�<:1.i,)11 J 57.-\ of the Cod.::. or (subsections (2) nn<l/or (J) of" Section J'.16 

I of the Hi\SS or :111 ;1ppii1.:;i1in11 is m:1tk hy :iny victi111 or hi:.r Jc:pc11dc-11l(5.): U\lJcr �uh-

1 s�..:tiu11 (--l) <>i" Scdiu11 .\57.\ oi"thc Cude. ur under subsel'lion (4) of'. Set:tion 396 of the 

J 
Sur-..d<."4h:l �a11hita lt' lh..:: S!:1k !.\.'.gal Sl.·1Yiccs ..:.\uth,xit:· c.,r l)i�1rii:-1 I . ..::gal S1.T\"l1.·,.:s 
.-\u1hont�·- for int...·rirn \.'.'omp..:11�atio11 it shall prima- faci..: satist\ ilsi:lr Ljlla ..::rnnp..:nsati\)11 
1 i...:1..:ds 11111..l idcnlit�· o!· tit..: ,·i...:ti111 . .-\s r...:g11rds tlii..· ll11itl 1.·01111h.:11,:ition. it shall 1.·x:1mi11L the 
1.·:l�,.,: :md , Lril\ ihL con11..·11t'.; oC thL" i..:!:1im 1.\·ith ri.:spci.:t to !h1..· !1Jss:inju1:,' :md r,.:!iahi lit:it in11 
111..:i..:J� .1:-. ;1 ri.:sult o!' th(: \.Ti1111.· ;inLI ma�· :1lso call for ;uty llthl.:!r rck,·ant in!'0n11;1ti"11 
n...:ecs,ar:,· l"nr c..k...:idi11g thL ..:!aim 

I 

11 
11 

r 

Prn\·itkd lk1l i11 d...::-:...:n ing L':1s1.·� �111d in :ill aL·id �lttach casLs. al ;1ny ti111...: afti..·r c•.>1rn111:-=.�Hrn 
l)r th..: oth·nc..:. S,.,:cri..·tary. SLS.\ or ScLrctary. DL.SA ma�· suo nwco llr after pr..:ii1ni11ar� 
v�rificatiL)ll tlf 1h� facts pn)L'l!�d to gra111 interim relief as may he- required in the 
1..·1r1..·umsla111..·L·s l)I i.;�1Lh L·:1-.:i.; 

(2) ·11,c 111L1u11·,· "·' c.:,11k1npLHcd under suh-s.:ction (5) of s�ction .157,-\ ,,r 1he Cude. <>r 
.'it'ct inn ]96 of I ht' Su "1ksha .'ianhita shall he cnmpkrcd e\pcd1ti1lusl\' :ind the· pcri,,d in 
Ill) <."<!SC sh:i\J L".\LL; . .'d b�:·onc\ si;\!y days rrom !hi.! r.:ci.:ipt of lhL t.:lai111.-pditillll l'f 
r ... ·L·\11111111..·11tbit ion: 
PnH·i<li..'d lha! in L:1s\.·s t'!' acid atlaL'h. an amount of' Rs. Oni.:: lakh shall h� paiLI h> lhL· \·idim 
111th111 15 da,·s ufthc ,natter being brought to til� nulice ofDLS.-\. ·t11c urckr gra11ti11g i11tc-ri111 
Lomp,.:11satio11 �h;dl h� p:1..'-��..:d by DI.SA. v:ithin 7 days of the matt�r hcing hrough1 h.l i1.s 
11oiiLt: and Ilic.· s r .S. \ shttll ra:· the co111rcnsation within 8 d::iys nr rassi11g Df !h� nnJc:r. 
Thl.'.rL:1lt,,:r. ;1n ;rnhHllll 01' R'.'.. 2 lakh.' -.;IJ:1!! h� paid lo th<.!- \'iL�tim �1s cxpcditiousiy as rus�ihk 
,111J fhlsi1i,·� 1� \\ i11ti11 l\\l) lllLllllh� urth,: llr�l pi..!.ym .. .:nt* 

i'n1,·1LieU ru11hi::r 11lat Ilic Yictirn m�1y ;1Jsn he paid :--ud1 further arnuunt a:-. i:-: i!dmi:-;�ihk U!1dcr 
,t,i:-. s ..... 1i1..·111L°. 
(.1) . -\Jli..T co11si,:kr:HiUli l)r th( 111;ttl�r. th� SLS.-\ or DLS:·\. as th..:- C.tS{! may b..:-. llJh'll ils 
,a1i,f:-h.:lion. !:-h:dl cki..:id..: the qu:11110111 or i..::0111pi..:11sation to b� award..:d lo th..: vidi111 1....'r her 
ckpL:11d('11t(s) 1:1/-.,ing itH0 J('Ll)llllt tlii..: r;,i.:tur:-; i.:11tlllll.!f'at...:d in Clausi.! 8 of'th ..... · Scheme-. :1� per 
i..:t.:li..:duk :1ppt.:nLkd ln lh1s l.'."l1:1pkr. HO\\C\'l.:!r. in Jc!'.crvi11g i.:as�s. l�>r ri...·asons lo hL· rt:i..:11rJcd. 
th,._· uppLr limit 111;1� bi..: L'.\:...:...: ..... ·d,.:d. 

\turc.�ov�r. in 1..·�1.i..c the: \·ictim is minor. the li111it ofcompc11�atio11 �hall b� dec:m�<l ltl bl.' 
50''o high..:r than th,.; �llllOlllll lllt.:1ltio11i:cJ in th..; Sd1eduk arr..::11tkd to this chapta . 

.., 1·,d,m� 1�/ .--lt:rd allaLi.. a,·,! ulso �-nfl!l.-d lrJ ad�ii11u11:1l comp<:!11so11u11 offl�. I fat· 1it1do!r Pnni�· :\lr111,·t,:r's 
.Vu111.111:1/ R.:l1,:fF1111d 1·1rlo! fllo!nl11ra11dum no. }.JOI J,.Q .. f.-t\!isc., ]()J..J-CSR .. /1/.Gu/,,\ ff/.:� dukd 00. //._""fJlfJ(t·op.,· 
uuar.:h.:d! 

f ·H.·/1m., ,:J .-lctd .-11.'a�·k a,,: :..1L,·o 1.:11111/,:d lo udd11umul .,'JNCial ji11u11�:wl u.,·sislu111.-L' IIJJ lo Rs. j lcJL·., whu IIL'.::I 
r, .•:r1m.·11t ,,q,,·11f,•, u1·�·! LJIJ..i ubu1\• till' t-umr,:11.rntiun puid b.1· thl! r,;,,7;i!r..·1A·,: S't:.Jfe. l/T}· 111 r,:nns ,.1!'Ct·1Hf"ul 
I ·,l·nni l.'on1pt'11)·:.1t11J11 1-"imd G11iddm.•s-_:u16. nv. J..JO'i 3.·9-1 .\Jisc:]01..J-CS!llll, ,\JH.·l.Go/ 

NA!_SA ·s "Comp,•ns�tion Sd1t'11H· for-women \'i<'tims/SurYiYors of Sexual ,-\ssault/other 
Cr-illll'S -2018" 
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(4) ·111� SLS.-\ DIS-\ 111a)' call 
,\u1lwri1,· L,1.ihlish111�111 u1di,·id11al1 
i1nrk111..:11t;11io11 orLli..: Sdh:111.::. 

fL)f any record or tal-:.c <t�sista1t.:c frL1111 an\ 
Pol i'-·l:.:Court 1..·unci:11h.:<l or ..::-.:p..:11 tOr s1nooth 

(5) ln \:as.: trial 'appdlak L·uut1 giv..:s linding� lhal th..:: ,.;ri111i11al .:0111plai111 and Ilk· a!kgalivn 

\h.Te !'alsc:-. th..:11 [ �gal Sc:1Tic1..";-: AutlH>ri1y 111ay inilialc procet!dings for rc:('O\·cry of 

i.:-0111p..:11s;1ti\)ll. ii' any. grankd in p:u1 or full under this St.:-hc1nt.:. hdiJre th� Tri�d Cnu11 for 

its r .... ·co\"\..TY as ii. it \\·1...·r..: a l'in1..· 

10. THE ORDEI{ TO BE l'L.\CliD O.\" RECORD-

Copy or th..:: ord..:r uf i11t..::rim or fo1;il ..:01np�11.c;;1tio11 pass,.::d und..::r this Sd1c-,n� shall bi: p lac�c.l 

Ull rc(�)rd nf th� 11·i�il Court so a� lt) enable th� tr i..11 Court to rass an approrriat� order nr 

cu111rcnsati\l11 1111<.kr Scc1i011 357 vi' the Cl)lk vr Section 396 of the Surs1ksha Sanhita . . \ 

1n1c c"I-" oi' !he M,kr shall be provided to th� 10 in cas� th� mailer is p�nding 

i1n·�stigat1Pn :rnd ;1l�n to th� \·ictim ·c.kp�ndt!nt as the ca.r.;� ma:: hi::. 

JI. i\lETHUD OF OISl3l'HSE:\1£NT OF C'Ol\'ll'E;\'S.-\TION 

(I) ·111c a111c•11111 01· co111p"1satio11 so a\\'ardcd sh"II be disbur,;cd b:, · the SLS.'\ by dcrositing 

th� same in ;1 IJ:111.k in th(' joint or s.ingk n.u111.? ofth� \·icti1n/dcµ�11d�nl(s). In ens(' the Yit:ti111 

dc,<s nol ha,·< �m�· hank :.iecnunt. the" DLS A. conc�rn would focilitak opt:11i11g nf n hJnh: 

:1L'L"l.llllll in !hi..: 11:11111..· 0f th...: \·ict irn and in l'.'.JS'-.'.. the vidi1n is a minor along wi1h ;1 guarcJia11 

or in La�i.:. 1ni1 1ur is i11 a child car� i11�titutiu11. thi.:: bank acl'.'ount shall be: opc111.:d with the 

Sup1..·1 i11t...:11tkI1l ur tlii..: l.nslitulii.Jll as Guardi.111. lli.)\\'L'Vi..:r. in c:as\! thi..: viclim !s a run:ign 

n:itit)ll:tl vr a r�fug1..�1..�. thi: 1.'0lll!lt!llS.:Hion can bi! di�bursed h�' way of cash cards. 

[nti.!rim ;1mqu111 shall be Jishursc.>1.I in full. Howc\·er. as for as the linal cornpc11satio11 amo unt 

i:-. L"01h.:1..·n1i.:<l. 75<•(l (s�\·i.:nly fi\·c pLr...:,:nt) tlf thi.: s:inh: shall he put in a li.xi.:d di.:posit for �1 

minimurn pi.:rind \)f thr,.:...: �·cars :md thi: ri.:111ain ing 25 1!·0 (l\\\::11ty fivi: pcrci:nt) sh.tl! hi.: 

:1\':1i l:1hk r1lr ut1lii'.ali1.H1 and i11iti:d i.:.xpi:::ns�s hy th� \·iclimidi.:pi.:ndi.:11t(s). :1.� thi:: cas.i.: m:1y hi.:. 

(2) In the .:a�� or :l rni11nr. R011 n or the.' :JlllOUllt of (:Olllpc.'n.�atinn so :.1wardcd. shall b� 

di..:p1..)siti.:t.f in tJi1..· fi.\1.·d d�J1ll...:1( <1Ll.'.OU!ll i:llld shaJI h\! drawn Olliy i..>11 attai11111i.:11t oft\i.,: ag1..· of 

llliljl,rity. bul nol bi.:rur..: thri.:i: �·t:,1rs of the deposit. 

l'rL1 \·itkd 1h:1t i11 e'.\i.:i.:ption:11 L:11.:��- amounts 111:iy be \\'ithdrnwn for i..:ducnlion al  or 111�<lii:al 

nr ,nhcr rr�,,,11g a11d urgent need, of 1hc he11"f1.:iary at the clis.:r.:ti,111 of the SI .S.-\; Dl .S.-\. 

(]) ·111" i111er"st n11 1he sulll. ,r l\·111g 111 f'DR fonn. shall he cr.:dited diredl\ hv th" ha11� in 

t li....: s:1\·ings account ortlh: victim.c.kpi..:n(knl(s). 011 1nu11lhlybasis \\hich can bi.: withdrawn 

by thi.: hi:n..:-lici,u�' 

NALSA ·s "(.'om p,·nsation Srhena• fo.- w 11111en \'iftims/Sun·i\'on, of s .. x,wl .-\ssaultiother 
C,·imes -2018" 
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12. 1\TFfH,\l rn:uu TO Tiff \'ICTI\I 

Tl,i.: St:1ti..· I .1.:g;ll S..:n il.°,.::-- . \utlllH·it;-· l,r f)is1ri1...·1 I .i..:g;d S..:1Tici.:s .\utlil)rity. <.l" th..: Gisi.: ma�· 
hr'. 111:1y or1l1..�r f�,r i11llH\'rli;H� tin:1-:iid f:1ciiit>' l\r lll�di(;:11 hl:!th!flts Il) he m:1ci� ;lvaiL,h!� !fi..:c 

01· ...:ost or :u1y oth�r i11kri111 ri.:'li1...•r (i111.:luding interim mo111.!tary L·o111p�11salion) ;Ll..i J('Lillcd 
:1pprnrri;1k 10 ;,\ll'.\'i;\k lh1..'. .,1J!h:rill!?. nl.lh1..: \'iCJilll on lhC (L'!1ifo,.::�\l� ora poliL·� l)[

.
fiLLf. llll{ 

l.h:in,\· thi..: r:111h. or llii.: nfllc..:r-i11-L·li;1rg(' uC th..: pP!icc slatil)n. or a .\·lagi!::trn112 ot· 1h12' a1\:.1 
L"011!2i..:ll\..:d 0f ll!l tllL' ;1pp!ic:itiUJ1 url!i..: \'iL·tilll· dqJt:lldt:lllS 01' Sllll llh){O. 

Pn.;,·id..:d 1h:n n� :10011 ll:t th..: uppli..:11ti1.)11 !'or compi.:n::in1io11 i�� ri.:c�i-.-�d hy th..: SI .S.\ DLS.\. 
a :-.lllll l)r Rs.5000 - \}I" �IS liit.· l ... �lSt.' \\ :1rr.111ts ur to Rs. i o.ono--- shall h..:: 111llll1:<li;itcly dishtrrst.:d 
to th .. : ,·i1..·tim through rrdoad..:d cash 1.::,rd rnJIH ;\ Nat:1)11:1\iscd Uanh. by thi: S..::crdary. IJL.S. \ 
or ,\krnh�r Secr..::lary. SI .S.-\. 

Pn),·idcd that the'� i11tc'rin1 rc.>licf so granted shall rn)l b� lc�s than 25 p�r cent c.�fthc 111a.,i111urn 
cn111p1..·11sat1011 ;J\\;1nbhk ;ts rl...'r SL·li..::dLtk: applit.·ahk tu this Ch�1ph.:r. \\"hich :-;;hall hi.; raid tn 
ilh..' \"ii..·\ i111 111 lul:tlil: 

Pro\·i,kci furtih..'r ih:11 i11 L·asLs oi" acid atiaL'h: a �um \)fl(s. On� lakh shall hi! paid to th� \'ictim 
\\· it\J i11 15 d,I\·, Pi" tile 111al!er bci11g brought to tile notice of' SI .S.-\-'Df .S.-\. ·n,c ,H·der g,-�nting 
111l1.:ri111 cnn11k·11satil.1J1 sh:11! hi.! rasscd hy the Sl.S:\.T)LS.-'\ within 7 Jay!-. orth(' m;:illcr hL'ing 

• hrnught tl) i1s llLHi..:-c :rnci thi.:- SL.SA sh:dl PJY !he ct1n1pt:11salion within 8 c.b:vs or p:1.1..;sing ot" 

ordLr. ·n11..·r�afLLr an additional surn ofRs.2 lakhs shall hi."! :.nv:1rci..:d and r,aid to th� victim :1s 
..:.-...:p..:-ditiuu:,;.ly a� pl)Ssihk ;1nd positi\d�· H"ithin t\\'G months. 

lJ. llEC-0\-Eil.i' OF CO:'<ii'l•::'\s.\TlO\ .. \\\'ARDEf) TO TliE V!CTl!\l OR !!ER 
DEPE.'\l)Ei\T(S) 

Subji.:c: 10 Lili.: rro\ isi,.,n:-. u!· sub-s,.:ctiun (3) of Si.:ction J57 . ..\ or Ille CodL. or sub-sc"<:tiou (3) 
nf Section JlJ(. nf fhl' :-:;u,·,1k'ih:• ,....; ,111hit;1 the! St�ltc l.eg:1i S�rYic�s .1.\uthority. in pn.,p�r c:,.,i:::s. 
!lli.t>' i11:-;{itufc r,rt 0!L°CL0din�� hi.:!·t.,f,� t]1.__• L"l)!llpL'kn! L't)l\J"! ofJa\\' f"tH r•..:Ct'\:"Lf�,' oflht.' �l)l11fh!l1Si.llion 
granlL'd to thL ,·iL"tim or hLr dLpt.:nd("nt(s) l"rom p�rson(s) rc�p011sibk for cau�ing !u:::s or injury 
HS. a r<:-.u!t n!" th..: ; .. :ri11;;::- L�)11\111 illt::d h,· liirn 'li.:!;· 

Tli� :\lllllUlll. �o r.::-LO\'.!l'-!'d. ,1i�i11 ht di.:1w,it�d in \\\H11,u1 \'iclitn C01npe11satio11 ru11d. 

1--1. DFI'l-::'-:D!·:�CY CERT!f-'IC.·\TF- -

ThL :iutlh)rity Lmpo\\t:r�cl to i.,�uc: lllL� tkpi.!11Lk11c>· ccrtif1c:-1ti.:: shall i!-Slh..' the sr.m11.: ,,·ith111 a 
pLriL\d nl" lil"t...::\.."ll Uays anU. in 110 ca.s...::. this p..::riod sh;i\\ bi.; ,.:.\tcnd�d: 

J->nJ,·id.:d that th1..· SLS .. \:·I )I .S.-\_ in t.·as,: uf llL)J1-is:-.ua111.:L of"' D..:p('11c.k-11...:y (.\.·rtil"i ... ·at('. art....:r i.;:-.:pir;-' 
of 15 d.1:'s. Illa:,.: prOL"\?'L'd 011 thL' basis l)j" all �tnidavit lO b� Obt:1it1�d fl"Olll th� daillli.UIL 

NALSA ·s ''Compensation Sch,·111<· for w 11111<·11 Virrims/Sun·h·ors of s .. �ual .-\ssault/othl'r 
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15. M[NOR \:ICTli\lS -

·111a1 in case thi.: ,·ictin1 is an 0qJha11�d minor without �u1y par..:11l 0r kgal guardian th(! imm�di:tlL' 
relief' or the interim co111pe11s;i1in11 shall he Jishurscr.J to the Flank .'\c..:nunt of' the child. opened 
under the guardianship oft he Sup,·rintc11de11t. ChiJJ Cir,· l11sti1utio11s where the child is lodged 
or in absence thereof. l)l)O.'Sl)�I. as the case may be. 

16. LL\[[TATION-

l lnd�r 1'1� Sch..:111..:. no clai111 mack by tile! \·ictilll or 11..:r dcp..:11dc11t(s). u nd..::r sub-sc:ction (4) of 
Scctin11 :157.\ nfthc Code. or suh-sl'l'lin11 ('1) of Section 3% nfthe Sur.tksha Sanhita. shall 
bi..: i.,:.11k11ai11i..:d afkr ii pi..Tilld or J �·1..·ur.:; rrom th� Jak or occun-..:nc..: or lh..: olTi..:111..:..: ()f 
co11clusio11 0f the trial. 

I [owt!,·i::r. in c.lL!sLrYing cases.. 011 an ;1ppli...-:atio11 made in this regard. for reasons 10 hi.:- r�cordL'd. 
the d..:la\' hcy,md thr<!c ,·ear, c:u1 k co11dn11c<l hv the S 1 S.-\s!Dl .S.-\,. 

17. APPE.-\L: 

111 casi.: 1h..: \·iclim l)r hi..;r tkpcnd1..·nts :1r� 11<.'l satislil.!d \\'ilh 1hi.: qu,u1lu1n of comrh:nsation 
a\l·ard,cd by the Sccrctarv. Dl .S.-\. the\' can fik aprcal \\'ithin 30 davs frc,111 the date ,if rcccirt 
of orJer hdore the Chairpcr,011. DLS . .\. 

Pro,·ided th:11. ddav in filing appeal mny he condllncd hy the .-\prellalc .\uth,irity. for reasons 
tn h12 rc:i..:\,nkcl, in di..."SlTVing c;1sc�. on a11 application mad,.; in this. fL'gard. 

18. RF.PF .. .\ L & S.-1. VINCS-

( l) In i.:asi.: 1his Chnpt..:r is siknl on �ul\ issu� pertaining to Vi1:ti1n Comp�ns,l!ion tu \Vl,nicn. 
the provisions ,_,r \'ictirn Co111pe11s:1ti,,11 Scheme of the State would be applicable. 

(2) Noll1i11g i11 this Sch...:mi..: sit.ill prt.:\·1..·111 \'ictims or tlil..'.ir tli.:pi..:11d1,,,·111� from i11stitu1i11g any Civil 
Suil nr Claim ag:tin�I thi..: pi.:rpi.:1rator 01· ofl�1h.�c: or a11y Lllhi.:r p.::rson indirt:...-:11�· rc!iponsihk for 
thL· s.atn1..·. 

Explanation: It is ciari[icd that this Chapkr d<lcs not apph· I<> 111i11or victims under l'OCSO 
. -\ct. 1012 in so far ns tli�ir L'Ompcnsa1io11 issues ar� to be ck:1!1 with only hy th� I.d. Special 
Coun, under Scctiu11 11 ci-:) of' l'OC'S<) ,\ct.2012 and R11ks (7) nl'thc POCSO Ruks, 2012. 

NALSA ·s "Com rwnsation Scheme for wn111,·n Victims/Sun·ivor·s of Sc, ual .-\ssanlt/othcr 
Crimes -2018" 
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SC!IEDLI.F. . .\PPUC.-\Bf.F: TO \\'Oi\lE:\ \'!CTI!\! OF C!Ui\IES 

S .. 'k 

2 

P:ir!icul:i:-s of !ns�� or 
i11jur\" 
Loss of L�i.: 

Ci:rng R;1pc 

\lini:11u;;; Limit nf 
C<111�t·11,::Jti1.111 

I Ks. 5 L1\J1 
I 

R,. 5 L,kh 

�---- I lbpc i\..'\. --l L.1kh 

(, 

7 

8 

9 

]() 

11 

12 
"· 

b. 

C 

d. 

I� 
a. 

l.:nn.Jtur:il S1.::':uJI .. \S'-.Jtdt R,. -1 l .. ,\.:h 

I ,o!-is nf ;rny J ,imh or p;l!"t of ] R�. !.. 1 .. ,kh 

I 

hotly resulting in 8(1" o 
perm:im.:nl dis.'.lhil1t:· or 
.,hon:: I 

I I 
I .os.s oi' .,ny I .imh or part of I Rs. 2 I .,kh 
bud: n.:sulting in 40°·0 ;md 
hdow xuu u p:..11n:in�nl 
disabilit.\ 

l_oss of :iny limh or p;1rt of 
I b�dy rc�t�lting in abu\·i.: 
. 2l1° i., ;111{1 hdow 40° (J 

pcrm�incnl clis�ibility 

Luss or �iny \Unb or p;in uf· 
bod�· fL"')tdti.ng i.n bdO\\ 
20° 0 pr.:m1;1111::nt tli:-.:.ibilit: 

Gri1.:,·ou� pJi�:sic:il in_jur�; 
or :my mental tn_jury 
r..:<.1uU·in� rr..:h:1bilit:1tlun 

Loss 111' Fodu:-. u.:. 
i\lisi.:.:111·i;1g..: ;,s ii fi--"'illil ur 
.-\ssau!t or loss ur l"i..11ility. 

k.,. I l..,kh 

R.s. I L,IJ1 

l•'.s. I l.:ilJ, 

R,. 2 l 01kl1 

In CJS<:: or prc:gn�tnL'.�' un I l<.!\.-3 i ... ,kh 
:iccounl or r;ip..:. 
Victims of Burning: 
ln c:1sc or dist"1gurc.1n1..:nl 
of C,15.:: 
In c;1sc: ur more !kin )(J0 ,, 

lr1 c.:isc of injury lt:ss th..1n 
50�o 
ln e:isL'. ofl�s thJn 2t)I-'" 

Vidims of .\cicl :\tl:tck-
In l::tst.: of di:,Jiguremcnt 
or [1i;t.:. 

Rs. 7 L,kh 

Rs. 5 I .:okh 

l{s. � I .. 11,h 

Ri. 2 I .. ,kl, 

Rs. 7 L,kli 

l !ppt�r Limit or 
,:111\�tt.:ll.',"li(1l\ 
Rs. 10 L,kh 

Rs. 10 T..akh 

Rs. 7 l..01J1 

I{.,. 7 I .. ,kh 

l{s. :i I ,.:ikh 

l<..s. -l lc11'h 

l(s. l.:i\J1 

Rs. 2 Lakh 

R.,. °2 1. ... �1kh 

Ks.� l.oi<h 

l<-s.4 L:ikh 

Rs. 8 Lakh 

Rs. 8 L.:,kh 

l{s. 7 1.:,J.:h 

Rs .. � I _,1.:1, 

Rs. 8 Ls1kh 

i 
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