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Letter No. 695(:}/0 (,D
Dated, Ranchi Q. (T « ,)/é
To,

All the Principal District & Sessions Judges of the State
Including the Judicial Commissioner, Ranchi.

Subject -~ Regarding Reportable Judgment dated 14.07.2026 passed by the
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in the matter of Miscellaneous
Application No. 1998 of 2026 in Suo Moto Writ Petition (Criminal ) No.
01/2025 along with Copy of Guideline/Handbook on Judgment and
Gender ( Sensitivity and Compassion in Writing Judgments)

Sir,

I am directed to forward herewith the Photocopy of Reportable Judgment
dated 14.07.2026 passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in the matter of
Miscellaneous Application No. 1998 of 2026 in Suo Moto Writ Petition (Criminal)
No. 01/2025 along with Copy of Guideline/Handbook on Judgment and Gender
(Sensitivity and Compassion in Writing Judgments) for your kind information

and needful.

Encl: As above

Yours sincerely,

v

Registrar(Judicial)
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REPORTABLE
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

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

JUDGMENT

SURYA KANT, CJI (QOral)

Nitin
Talreja
N D et by

Date: 2026.08,02
20:36:40 + 0530

The origins of the ‘present controversy have been well documented and
do not reduire 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,

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 observations contained therein.
Upon such consideration, this Court found it difficult to concur with the

conclusions reached by the High Court. The impugned judgment was

consequently held to have been 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 a;nd 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.

Having held so, this boui‘t also deemed it appropriate {0 take notice of a
broader and systemic concern permeatlng various levels of the Justlce
delivery system namely, the need for Jud1c1a1 dec131ons in cases 1nvolvmg
sexual offences to be informed not only by legal principle but also by

sensitivity, compassion, and empathy. This concern assumes particular

significance in matters involving vulnerable and/or minor victims and

witnesses, whose engagement with the criminal justice process demands

the highest degree of judicial care and sen_sitivity.

In this backdrop, this Court dbserved that judicial decisions must
embody the values of compassion, humanity, and understanding, which
are indispensable to the admi‘r‘lis:tration ef a fair, restns'ive, and effective
system of justiee. it further emphas'ised that sustained institutional
measures are necessary to incﬁlcate énd nurture a sensitive and victim-

centric approach amongét 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 Jjustice system.

This Court therefore considered it necessary to formulate appropriate
guidelines, informed by the views and recommendations of domain
experts, while remaining mindful of the various measures and initiatives
undertaken in the past to strengthen the administration of justice in
cases involxlzing' vulnerable persons. To that end, Honble Justice
Aniruddha Bose, -formf:r Judge of this C-oi.‘lrt and Director of the National
Judicial Academy, Bhopal, was requested to constitute and chair a
Committee -of Experts comprising four other domain specialists as
Members. The Committee waé 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’. .

Pu;suant ' theréfo, Hon’ble Justice Anifﬁddhé' Bose constituted g
Committee comprising; (i) Justice Sonia G. Gokani, Former Chief Justice
of the High Court of Gujarat: (i) Ms. Anuradha Shankar, Advocate and
Former Direcfof General of Policé, Médhya 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. Sonam

Jain, faculty member at the National Judicial Academy, and Mr. Shrish

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

Officer on Special Duty at the Academy. -
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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 rgpogﬁised 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,

Unlike the cofnmon adage gbes, what is good for the goose may not
always be good for the gaﬁdef. While well—intént'ioned,'these previous
guidelinéé did not sﬁfﬁciently -él.ccounf fc;r the. lingﬁis‘tic and cultural
diversity that characterises the Indian judicial system, particularly at the
District Judiciary aﬁd High Court levels, whcré 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: Gtiidcl_iﬁes .are capable of meaningful
implementation across the diverse linguistic and institutional landscape

of the Indian justice delivery system.

It is important to note at this juncture that this exercise also assumes
signiﬁcance in improving | and enhéncing : the languaée generally
employed in the course of court pr’oééediﬁgs, and lin the drafting of orders
and judgments. The ‘trajectory of legal lénguégé has; admittedly,
traversed ‘a rather windiﬁg‘pa‘th from where it once stood to ﬁs}hére it
staﬁds today. This is becaﬁée 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.

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 ultlmately have the effect of
altering the course of a person s life, 1t is imperative on us to ensure that
such dec1s1ons 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 impedime_nt

to our goal of true accessibility.

The Committee was ir that.rega:rd exp'resely‘advised to 'pi'ep:are the
Guidelines in clear and acces$ible language, capable of being readily
understood bj/ all stake’holders,.l incIudihg laypersc:):ns.' The Court further
emphasised that the Guidelines sﬁouid avoid ﬁnneeeésary reliance on
technical or ébstruse terminblbgy,' pérticulérly 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. - -
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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
accompaﬁying 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.

The publication further contains a de’failed .disc-ussion on the legal
frarhework safeguarding victims against Steréoty’ping and victim-
blaming, while illustrating the mannér in which insensitive cross-
examination and police interrogation may inflict secondary trauma upon
victims and, in many cases, operaté As a signiﬁ‘cant deterrent to their
pursuit of j‘us‘tice. Of " particular si-gﬁiﬁcance 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. 'I‘he'Committe_e 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.

The publication also furnishes valuable guidahce_o.n expressions that are
commonly employed in different fegional and’ iinguistic settings,
éIarifying whether such usage may carry pejorative or discriminatory

connotations and, where appropriate,. suggésting more respectful and
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inclusive alternatives. This assumes particular significance in the
context of references to transgender personé 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.

The publication concludes with é dedicated section on conducting court
proceedings with greater compassion‘ and ':S(énsitiﬁ:ity, setting out
practical méasures to ensure that judicial pr'oce'séeé are responsive to
the needs of vulnerable peréoris whilé presé'rving the fairness,

impartiality, and integrity of the adjudicatory process.

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. ;
: L

We are accordingly fully satisfied tﬁét the publicatioﬁ mérits acceptaﬁce.
The same is apprbved ahd shajl Seﬁré as é guiding resource for members
of the ju‘dicia_ry,‘ particularly while dealing with matters involving sexual
offences and other cases coﬁcer"ning vul-neréble persons. Its'édopti'on is
will in&eed promote | greater cons'istency; clarity, and sensitiﬁty in

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

empathy.

the same time, we consider it necessary to clarify that the use Iof
appropriate, inclusive, and sensitive lanéuage is an evolving exercise and
cannot"be regarded as having attained finality. As societal understanding
continues toﬂ develop, so too must the language employed by courts in

the discharge of their judicial functions,

The present publication must, therefore, be treated as the
commencemeﬁt of é continuing institutionell endeavour rather than its
culminétion. It shall remain 1ncumbent upon the judlmary, and
partlcularly upon thlS Court, to per10d1ca11y revisit and refine these
standards so as to ensure that judicial diéco‘uréé across the country
remains consistent with cohstifutidnal values, reflects sensitivity
towards all stakeholders, and speaks in .a coherent and harmonious

voice,

In view of the .foregoing, we direct thé Registry bf this Court to ensure
that the publication is uploaded onto the website of the Supreme Court,
and that copies thereof are circulated to all High Courts for similar
uiﬁload on their reépéctive v.vebsit‘esl és" aiéo for onward dissemination to
the District Jud1c1a1y funcnonmg Wlthln their respectwe jllI‘lSdlCthIlS
Coples 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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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
translations of the handbogk also be circulated amongst relevant

academicians, law universities and law colleges. -

The Directors General of Police and the Directors (Prbséchi:ion) 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 fegistering an FIR or filing a chargesﬁeet.

The publication shall serve as a mandatory guiding resource in matters

involving sexual offences and other cases concerning vulnerable persons.

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.
...................................... , CJL.
(SURYA KANT)
............ ereasviresessasnisnsentasascny Jo
(JOYMALYA BAGCHI)
......................................... , J.
(V. MOHANA)
NEW DELHI;
JULY 14, 2026
) ‘ ) 10 | Page
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Context

Since the days written languages becaine part of our civilization, it
has helped us in expressing our thoughts in writing to cover a wide section
of population. But privileged groups within society have also found ways
to make it a tool of empowerment and also an instrument of denigration to
retain their high position in the society. Language gained super-prominence
after the printing press was invented in 1492 and has been witnessing
quantum jump in its reach and-power with digitalization. Human thoughts
travel far and wide with these developments. Directly or indirectly, the
deep-seated prejudices within the societal hierarchy also travel to distant
places through modern means of cqmﬁiunicétib_hﬁ 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 systérn's often play a vital
role in the process of resistance. Judges have spoken in different ways,
addressing the problem, and the use of certain words or expressions often
helped us to gauge or assess the overall attitude of the society in gender-
related controversies. "

The 50s and 60s of the last century ;\,vitnessed caste, color, and class-
related controversies dominating the courtrooms across. the world, along -
with gender. In fact, since the 19th century, the gcnder issue has been
engaging political thinkers and social reformers, but that was mainly a
binary controversy involving men and women. From the rmiddle 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

https:!!workplace.mgovc|oud.inf#mail__applmaiHfolderlinboxlpﬁ 785825252072028400 - 6/74
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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
repres_entation 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 ‘tfial, tries to highlight the dress, or general
appearance of the victim as also the time arid location at the time of the
offence. ' B | - |

Facing cross-examination by a lady victim of a crime of this nature
often act as deterrent for her to make a complaint. A graphic description of -
the offending act in a judgment multipl’iés' the victim's trauma. This is where
empathy of the criminal justice system is a vital necessity in gender related

- crime. Empathic ability, sociologists would advise, is an innate trait but can
be advanced with awareness and practice. -For inculcating sensitivity and.
empathy-at all levels, in all cadres, along with imparting training of
substantive laws, the judges would: also require to be trained on soft-skills.
Emotional Quetient would have to supplement Intelligent Quotient in
discharge of judicial function. o

In Suo Moto Writ Petition Criminal No.. ]/2025-, 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 Moto proceedings

HIE
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upon an order by a High Court 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). In
the order of the High Court, a certain graphic descriptions of the offending
act was given. The High Court had modified the summons order, revising
the offences to be under a lesser charge under Section 354B of the Indian
Penal Code and Sections 9 & 10 of the Protection of Children from Sexual
Offences Act 2012. The judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court was
delivered on 10" February 2026.

After dealing with the order of the High Court on merit the Hon’ble
Supreme-Court was pleased to direct:

“17. Ms. Gupta and Mr. Phoolka, learned Senior Counsei, have,
apart from pointing out the legal flaws in the impugned judgment, also
urged this Court to take cognisance of the insensitivity reflected in the
impuigned judgment towards the. plight of the minor girl, who is alleged to
have. been the victim of sexual offences. They submit that there have been
various instances of impassive judicial decisions, across different levels of
the judiciary, where judges and judicial officers have failed to imbibe
compassion and empathy in the manner of handling matters involving
sexual offences, especially when it comes 10 vulnerable and/or minor
victims and witnesses. In this vein, the learned Senior Counsel/counsel for
the parties have pleaded that certain "guidélines may be laid down by this
Court lo prevent such issues from arising in the future. '

8. We find some strength in the issues raised before us. The judicial

_ system, as a cohesive framework, is __desz'gned 1o deliver justice and’

satisfaction to citizens who seck redressal of their grievances before-it. To

.meet such an objective, our efforts must.not only-be grozifzded in the .sjound
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 judzczal institutions ﬁom properly performing
their critical dities.

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

complete justice when it is inconsiderdte towards the Jactual realities of a
- ‘Iztzgant and the’ vulnerabzlztzes whlch lhey may-be facmg in approachmg a:

- court of law Our decisions- as particzpants in the legal process, from: laymg

. down the procedure that shall have to bé faced by commion cifizens 1o:the -

fi nal Jjudgment 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
. zr1culcaz‘e and nurture an inherent sensmvny ‘and. -disceriument mto the:
“approach of members of the Judtczaiy, as well-as mto the accompanymg.'

court procedures. Various steps, i’ this direction, Have also been taken by

- the Constitutional Courts.of this.country, from:timeto tine, on.the Judicial.

as: well as administrative. szde 1t seems, however that the efforrs thus fai SR
£ have: not borne the: ﬁ‘uzt that was expected ST A N s

".Z

and"ungulded attempt to lay down any guidelines, without the benefit of a
com_prehenszve understanding of the past. endeavours of such nature:

-victims-and-complainants iri similarly sensitive cases. An attempt of this’
kind. also should not be underraken wzthour the. valuable opinions and
suggesnons of di ﬁ"erenr domain experts which; inour Judzaal experler.'ce .

does not mtumvely emer ge out of lzrzgatrve pr oceedzngs i SCC

oM 22 F or thzs purpose we. request the; Natzonal Judtczal A’n

e 285 T Tiat being so, weare: hesrtanr to urzderrake at this stage a freshi“'-'b

""ndei ‘taken by the.different’. Constrtutzonal and staturory bodies, the. on-“-f‘_:_
& groimd Fesulls of suck eﬁorts and the. varymg scopé‘of problems faced by5.

'Bhopal th ough s Director, Justzce Amruddha Bose and. former Ju_ ge of o
this. Court, ro constitute a Commzftee of Experts The Commmee of Experts?
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shall be presided over by Justice Bose as Chairperson and shall comprise
four other domain experts as Members, which may include practitioners,
academicians, and social workers. ‘

23. We request the Committee of Experts to prepare a comprehensive
report on the matter of ‘Developing Guidelines to Inculcate Sefisilil)ity and
Compassion into Judges and Judicial Processes in the Context of Sexual
Offences and other Vulnerable Cases’. The Committee shall consider the
previous measures undertaken, whether on the judicial side or the
administrative side, to achieve such goals, as well as the varying resulls
seen on the ground through the implementation of such measures. Further,
after taking into account such previous endeavours and the variety of on-
ground experiences faced by different stakeholders across the judicial
system, prepareﬂ comprehensive recommendations. These recommendations
shall be in the form of ‘Draft Guidelines for the Approach of Judges and the

 Judicial System When Dealing with Cases of Sexual Offences. and other
Similarly ~ Senmsitive  Occurrences Involving  Vulnerable  Victims,
Complainants, and/or Wilnesses'. '

~ 24. The Comimittee shall, while preparing the report, bear in mind
the linguistic diversity of our nation. T here are various éxamples of
offensive words and expressions, the use of which would. 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 Commiltee, 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 trauma undergone by them.

.25, While doing so, the Committee of Experts rust remind itself that -
the primary beneficiaries of these Guidelines are the victims/complainants, ~

hitps:fiwarkplace . mgovcloud.inf#mail_a ppfmail/folderfinbox/p/1 786825252072028400 10/74
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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
Drafi 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 Commiltee of Experts
prepare, preferably the entire report, and in any case at least the draft
guidelines, in simple language comprehensible to laypersons, whose
interests the guidelines seek 1o protect. The guidelines, we expect, will riot
be loaded with 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.

27. The Committee may even consider preparing translated versions
of certain public-facing sections of thé guidelines. T) he 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 fo restrict the
Committee of Experts on the aspect of the vohime of the draft guidelines:.
When an attemp! is being made 1o explain and clarify the different concepls, -

' rights, procedures, and best practices. to be followed, the Compnittee 15{1},:3? '
ensure that the report Is comprehensive and exhaustive, including
appropriate and adequate explanations and illusirations wherever
necessary.

29. The Committee of Experis-shall be at liberty o seek the
assistance of other experts on this maiter, such as linguistics academicians,
prosecutors, litigators, social scientists, and counsellors, as i deems
necessary. ‘

ot e e M

_..-—-._._—___'—....—._._...—___.___.___._—__..-____—______‘—_—_
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30. The Registry of this Court is directed to forward a copy of this
order to Justice Bose, and we request him to constitute the Committee of
Experts, preferably within a period of two weeks. Counsel for the parties
are permitted to file written submissions, charts, lists, and other documents,
which may be of relevance to the Committee, with the Registry of this Court
within two weeks. These documents, élong with a- complete set of the |
paperbooks of all these matters, shall be forwarded to the Committee,
thereafter, for its consideration.

31. The Chairperson and the Members of the-Commiltee of Experts
shall, for their valuable time and efforis, be paid Such.honora'rium as may
be determined by Justice Bose, for which necessary funds shall be provided
by the Supreme Court of India. '

32. We request the Commiltee of Experts (o 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 fur‘nisl% its report to this Court, the same
would be taken up in a holistic manner, not specifically in the context of a
single case. To that effect, the Registry is directed, upon receipl of the report

" from. the Committee of Experts,-to place the same before Hon’ble the Chief L
Juistice of India on the administrative side for appropriate instructions.

34. Hence, in terms of the directions issued hereinabove, the instant
suo motu case stands disposed of. Pending interlocutory applications, if
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 T.V. Zehol,
Professor, Department of Anthropology, North-Eastern Hill University,
Shillong. The committee was assisted by Dr. Sonam Jain, faculty member
at the National Judicial Academy in completing the work. Mr. Shrish

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

on Special Duty at the Academy ‘also provided inputs and administrative
support to the committee. : : :

We had also sent a questionnaire to all the State Judicial Academies
mainly to get response from various stakeholders: of the criminal justice
system for their understanding of couft lénguage. The stakeholders were
judicial officers, witnesses and;vic’:c-in}s and they were approached through
.the District Legal Service Authorities: The composite response is Annexure
I to this publication. |

It was unique task before the committee to undertake a work of this
nature. The committee tried its best to capture the writing style of
judgements in relation to gender related issues and highlrighted 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’ .
Tanguage ecosystem. which would weed dway the offensive or undesirable

words or manner of description of certain acts. It is also of critical
importance that judges and lawyers employ, sanitized expression in legal
proceedings, so that victims get comforted in a court of law rather than

hllps:Ilworkplace.mgovclo,ud.inl#mail_applmai1lfolderlinboxipl‘]785825252072028400 .
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being harbouring apprehension of being traumatized. Use of appropriate
expressions can help in eradieating deep-seated gender-based prejudices.

The comniittee is grateful to’ the Hon’ble Supreme Court for being
given-this opportunity. This exercise, 't'he 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 court decisions highlight
protection of dignity, bodily integr{ity,f equality and privacy. The courts are
playing a transformative 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, affirmation of the rights
of women, children, transgender persons, -and queer' communities/non-
binary in a gender neutral manner. Over the years several judgments
collectively reflect the judiciary’s ongoing'commitlﬂent towards building a
more inclusive society. ' .
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26 | Nipun Saxena | Protection of The Court reinforced the

v. Union-of identity and . statutory prohibition on
| India ((2019) 2 | privacyof =~ | disclosure of the identity of .
SCC 703) victimsof | rape-survivors and issued
sexual | 'chprehensi\fe directions to
offences. prbtcct their privacy and
di;gnity throughout the

criminal justice process,
including in judicial records
| and media reporting.

27 | Manisha Anelected | The Court recognized that
| Ravindra - woman legal and administr‘ative'_
Panpati] v. Sarpanch was | actions against women elected
State of ‘disqualified | representatives may '
.| Maharashtra | from office-on | sometimes be rooted in-
Tl (2024 INSC. . allegations that- | patriarchal resistance to
762 she resided in a | women exercising authority,
house particularly in rural
encroaching on { governance structures.
government.
land.

Note: The above table is only illustrative and not exhaustive of the extensive
jurisprudence developed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in advancing
gender justice and constitutional equality.-
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Legal Protections against Vicﬁm-Blaming

Indian law already contains rape-shield protections to safeguard surviors
against victim-blaming. It reinforces the principle that consent must be

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

- personal history. It helps prevent secondary victimization during trial,
upholds the dignity and privacy of survivors, and encourages more victims
to report criines without fear of character assassination. Section 146 of the

- erstwhile Indian Evidence Act barred any insinuation about a complainant’s
sexual reputation or character. In' State of Jharkhand v. Shailendra Kumar
Rai, stressed this point that a Womag’s' “sexual history is wholly
immaterial” to rape allegations, and it is “patriarchal and sexist” to suggest
she cannot be believed merely for béing séx_ually active.? 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.> Likewise, the
Allahabad High Court recently condemned a lawyer’s atterhpt to call a rape
survivor “a woman of easy virtue,” holding suchr attack on character to be
“wholly irrelevant” and expressly barred by law® In short, Indian courts
now reaffirm that a survivor’s teputation or past has no place in determining
the credibility of her testimony. g a

1 (2022) 14 SCC 299. - ‘

2 Patdarchal & sexist to assume that a sexually active woman cannot be raped; Anyone
conducting ‘two-finger’ test will be guilty of  misconduct: . SC,
https:/iwww.sceonline.com/blog/post/2022/11 /01/two-finger-test-banned-sexually-active-
women-cdn—be-raped—g;ihy-misconduct-sm;reme-coyrt'-'legal-updates-research-guidelines-
news/#:~:text=, %E2%80%9D. ’

3 Jpid. (The said provision is incorporated in Section 48 of the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam
(BSA), 2023) . E

4 Bechan Prasad v. State of U.P. and Another, 2026:AHC:21013

5 .Allahabad HC pulls up advocate for calling rape victim a woman of “easy virtue™; says it

" violates dignity & privacy under Article. - 21,
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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.® Such rules, and
Article 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 teaches trial stage. Judges have begun to rein in
such-tactics. For instance one recent decision; ordered an immediate end to
the notorious “two—ﬁngér test” and remarked- that whether a woman is
“habituated to sexual intercourse” is “irrelevant” to determining rape’. The
_'Court“emphasized: “Nothing could be further frém the truth, a woman’s
sexual history is wholly immaterial while adjudicaling whether the accused
raped her”. Tt 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 prdvfsions that limit the line of
quest;iénin'g to-be adopted by defence lawyers towards the victims. Under

. the Bharatiya"; Sakshya AdHhiniyar, 2023 (BSA) Section 154 and 155
empowers the court to control over indecent/scandalous questions and "
insulting/armoying questions to be put forth during examination. In practice

https:/fwww.scconline.com/blog/pos 1/2026/02/06/rape-survivor-character-assassination-
allahabad-he/8:~:text=The%20Court%20added¥%20that%20any,of%20the 262026201 22.

6 Rule412..Sex-Offence Cases: The Victim,
https:/fwwwlaw.cornell.edu/rulesfre/rule_41 2Hi~ctext=%28a%29%20Prohibited%20Uses,pr
oceeding%20involving%20alleged?20sexual %20misconduct.

7 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, courts fbﬁtinel"y strike down such insinuations
as irrelevant. For exlample, the Bombay High Court rejected the argument
that a teenager’s two boyfriends justified her rape. It was observed that “a
woman may be having easy virtue but that does not mean all and sundry can
take advantage of this fact. She has a right to say no”. The Hon’ble Supreme
Court held that Even if the prosecutrix, in a given case, has been
promiscuous in her sexual behaviour earlier, she has a right to refuse to
submit herself'to sexual intercourse to anyone and everyone because she is
not a vulnerable object or prey for being sexually assaillted by anyone and
everyone.® o - |

Contrasting J udiciﬁ’l Sensitivities: Progressive
Approaches and Persistent Prejudices

For the purpose of the study the committee analyzed 125 Trial Court
judgments from across the country and taken assistance from all the state
judicial. academies. These judgmeflts gave a mixed picture about the
perceptions and mind-set-and also the épproa’éh 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 balariced the social interest at the same time. | ' '

In State of Punjab v. Guirmii.Singh’, alandmark 199_-‘6 judgment of

the Hon’ble Supreme-Court of India, directed trial judges to actively protect
" victims during testimony and that courts should not sit as silent spectators
while the victim is. subjected to embarrassing, insulting or intimidating

8 State (NCT of Delhi) v. Pankaj Chaudhary, (2019) 11 SCC 575 .
9 (1996) 2 SCC.384. :
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questioning. Judges did understa_nd'that women are reluctant to report such

_incidents and were conscious. enough. to intervene in between when the
cross-examination goes f’_)_éyond- the ethical standard. The judgméﬁté reflect
a modern, gender-sensitive judicial approach which not only talks about
sentence but also focus on compensation, rchabilitation and society as a
whole.

The other side of the story is where the terms and phrases like why
were you there at that time? Why were you wearing this kind of clothing?
Why were you not accompanied by any men? Why did you report so late?
are frequently used. In matrimonial cases, when women approach the police
for registering a complaint, they are-asked in disbelief, "Why now?" After

.50 many years, you-have children; this-happens in-a marriage. You are so
well-off, dressed in a particular way. Is your story real? Women are
bombarded with questions like this. Not just the police station, the same

* kind of trauma they face in some one stop centers, by support persons, in
jails, hospitals, etc.!’. The court is the only place where ajudge 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 alert and vigilant
while the victim is deposing. Make sure that unnecessary people should be
moved out just to, make her more comfortable. Not just her words but her
body language should be observed by a judge. u

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-.J‘ﬁ'sth Justice System With Reference-Tdeni‘eP Survivors of
Violence, Abuse & Exploitation — (Note Prepared through a Consultative Process with Civil
~ Society Groups) By State Women’s Comniission, Madhya Pradesh.
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statements. Survivors are routinely met with remarks such as, “Ghar ki baat
I{mi-, itna kya ho gaya? (It is a matter of home, what happened so much?)”
or “Samjhauta kar lo, ghar bach jayega, (Make a compromise, your house
will be saved.)” trivializing their experiences of violence and pressuring
them to compromise. Police and other authorities often question their
appearance with comments like, “Lipstick laali lagakar complaint likhwane
aayi ho? (You-have come to lodge 4 complaint wearing lipstick.)” or cast
doubts on their intentions, saying “Aqj. kal ki auratein drama karti hain
(Wome;?thei_sé days are dramatic.).” Sur\}'ivors are also asked irrelevant and
intrusive questions about their persoqél life and conduct, f()r example, “Aap
iss tarah kapde pehen kar rehti hain? (Do you keep dressing like this?)” or
“Aap ka behaviour kaisa hai ghar mein? (How is your Behavior at home?)”
" These statements, instead of building the surviVof’s- confidence, further
traumatize and deter them from seeking justice.”t -

- Testimonies within the guidelines highlight the reality of these expetiences.
One survivor s_haréd 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 attii'tidES survivors must confront at évery stage, especially
those from marginalized backgrounds who face additional caste, class, or
gender-based discrimination.'? SR '

A

1t Inpits for Guidelines for a Gender-Just Justice System With Reference To Women Survivors of
Violence, Abuse & Exploitation - (Note Prepared through a Consultative Process with Civil
‘ Society Groups) By State Women’s Commission, Madhya Pradesh.
12 Inputs for Guidelines for a Gender-Just Justice System With Reference To Women Survivors of
Violence, Abuse &-Exploitation — (Note: Prepared through a Consuitative Process with Civil
Society Groups) By State Women's Commission, Madhya Pradesh.

https:lfworkplace.mgovcloud.inl#mail_applmaillt'olderlinboxlpl1785825252072028400— : 28/74




8/4/26, 12:55 PM {1.524 unread) - Inbox - Mail (rgjhc-jihr@nic.in)

The Hon’ble Kerala High Court!® in December 2024 Mat. Appeal No. 706
of 2024 delivered a judgment, stating- that clothing is a form of self-

* expression, being part of an individueﬂ“’-snident_ity 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 virtue or modesty, as such judgments are rooted in rigid notions of
patriarchy. The sartorial preferences -that-a woman makes are her own
choice, which cannot be subjected to moral policing or assessment,
particularly by courts." - o

13 XXXKX v. XXXXX, 2024:KER:91898
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Rule against stereotypmg A transition to
‘Gender. Just Society o

Judlclal approaches m India have con31stently rejected the use of
gender—based stereotypes 111 adjudlcatlon partlcularly in cases 1nvolvmg
' sexual offences and- geridér justice. et

i. InAparna Bhat v. State of M.P", the Hon’ble Supreme Court held that
- -courts must avord stereotypes relatmg to a victim’s clothing, lifestyle,
| mantal status, ol sexual history,’ e1npha51zmg ‘that-such factors are

irrelevant to consent or cred1b111ty and underscorlng the need for _]ud1c1al
sensitivity training. It was held that stereotyplcal judICIal observations
undermine fairriess and victim conﬁdence réquiring courts to maintain
neutrality and avord extraneous social assumptlons

)

11111 Sanghmltm " State’ 1t was further clarrﬁed that professwnal
‘*1dent1ty or gende1 cannot form the bas1s of _]ud1c1a1 presumptlons

3 ;-"'The exclusmn of sexual h1story and character-based reasoning has been
. remforeed through statutory . ‘and . doctrinal deVelopments Judlcral R
" condemnation of stigmatizing language is also reflected in Bodhisattwa
Gautam v. Subhra Chakraborty™, whick addressed the seriousness of
. sexial violence and the-impact of societal’ biases.on victims. The’ Hon’ble .
s 'Suprerne Court in Aparna Bhat' further Clatified:; ‘that"consent’ ‘cannot be B
,ﬂfmferred from clothing or prior sexual” conduct, rejecting the “good'
woman/bad woman’” dichotomy.’

g Constitutional jurisprudence’ has also dlsmantled stereotypes. embedded: - -
in laws govermng mantal and gender roles In Joseph Shme V. Umon of

‘-'4“;‘4"

4 -.§upra _
15 .2024 DHC 2524. -
16 °.(1996) 1 SCC 490
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India’’, Section 497 IPC was struck down for treating women as passive
and subordinate, thereby violating Asticles 14 and 15. Similarly, Shayara
Bano v. Union of India’®, invalidated triple talag for perpetuating ‘gender
inequality, while Navtej Singh Johar v. Union of India®’, held that laws
enforcing heteronormative gender roles are unconstitutional, grounding
anti-stereotyping in equality and privacy rights. In Yash Pal v. State of
Haryana?’, the Punjab and Haryana Court acknowl]edged that criminal law
cannot reinforce differential standards of sexual agency for men and
women.

Procedural safeguards also reflect this anti-stereotyping approach. In,
State of Punjab v. Gurmit Singh??, emphasized the relevance of in camera
trials to prevent reputational harm and stigma. The Sexual Harassment of
Women at Workplace Act, 2013 further institutionalizes protection against

implicating fundamental rights under Articles 14, 15, and 21. Intetnational
guidance, inc.luding CEDAW-based principles and the Bangkok General -
guidance for judges on Applying Gender Perspective in South and Southeast
Asia(2022), cited in Aparna Bhat, also directs judges to-avoid rigid notions
of a “real victim” and adopt contexf-schSitive’f-evaluaﬁoné: '

The evolution of anti-stereotyping jurisprudence is marked by explicit
overruling of earlier decisions. In Joseph Shine??, the Hon’ble Supreme
Court overruled Sowmithri Vishnu v. Union of India®, rejecting notions of

|
humiliating or stereotyped questioning, recognizing such violations as
women as the . property of husbands. Likewise, Navfej Singh

17 (2019) 3 SCC 39.
18 (2017)9 SCC 1.
19_(2018) 10 SCC 1.

|+ "2 CRWP/4660/2021.(2024:PHHC: 118245-DB
" Supra’ - o “
Stipra

3 AIR 1985 SC 1618.
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Johar*overruled Suresh Kumar Koushal v. Nag Foundation?, affirming
that constitutional morality must prevail over outdated social norms that
enforce gender and sexual stereotypes. | '

2

. % (20171 SCC 791
% (2014)1.8CC 1.
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Gendered/Stereotype Language in
Judgments and Alternatives

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

_mascuhmty 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 ensurmg
fairness, dignity, and impartiality in adjudlcauon

The need for sensitivity becomes even more urgent in cases
involving women and children, especially in light of the increasing
prévalence 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 “rapc myths” and questioned victims’

- credibility rather than focusing on the accused’s conduct®®. Such lariguage
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 te adopt language that is respectful,
- neutral, and free from stereotypes. “Seﬂsiti\‘ge judicial expression strengthens

26 Elizabeth A Sheehy, “Judges and the Reasonable Steps Requirement: 'I‘he Judicial Stance on
Perpetrauon Against Unconscious Women™ inn SEXUAL ASSAULT IN CANADA: LAW, )
. LEGAL PRACTICE AND WOMEN’S-ACTIVISM (Un1ver51ty of Ottawa Press, 2012) 483 at. o

483-485.7
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public trust, protects the dignity of vulnerable individuals, and ensures that
the justice system reflects principles of equality and human rights.

In the case of Phul Singh v. State of Haryana?’, there are issues with
both the words used by the Court and the way it decided on the sentence, if
‘looked through gender justice lens. raises concern. Accused -of the crime
was said to be motivated by "sex stress” and other phrases may be
considered inappropriate today. Us¢ of sensitive expressions has become a
critical component in judgment writing on gender related cases in
contemporary jurisprudence.. | - o “

The following glossary is curated after analyzing the 125 Trial Court
judgments and we have also added some common words which are
stereotypical -and may be avoided. It outlines problematic or outdated
phrases found in these judgments and suggests neutral alternatives that can
be used in legal contexts.

alternatives

Se

The body of wornen asplay | Violated bodily aufénom__y. of

ground | _ |complaihant(s)/victim(s) -
|Helpless woman; helpless = Sirvivor/ Complainant -~ = -
female ' ‘ ’ o

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

the gods rejoice focus on legal rights
- | It destroys the very soul of a : Cﬁine Caﬁsed severe trauma to the
" | hiclptess woman - survwor s RN
Victimization, soul destroyed Survivor experienced harm/trauma

. PO(1979)4SCCAI3 - o et D e
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Female members/persons (for
‘victims)

. ‘Gold digger (economic motive).

Avoid speculation; focus on evidence

‘Suffefing from ps"y_chological

Neurosis

Survivor may experiencing
trauma/distress

| Woman in non-permissive
| society o

Person in a conservative society

iy

Allow women to walk freely

[Allindividuals hé;i{é"right tomove

freely and safely

Self-respecting woman

Women may be used without any
adjective

| Poorhelpless minor gitl |

" {Minor victim / Child survivor

Hormonal changes, desire,

{temptaticn

Avoid physiological explanations

unless.absolutely necessary.

| :She-w_as enticed away (good faith)

Accused lured/abducted victim by

gaining frust

Honour,

-|shame

| Avoid “honour”/“shame”; focus -

|on survivor’s rights

Victim of another person’s

fust

Victim/survivor of sexual

assault/violence

Stigma as inevitable consequence

Focus on justice/rehabilitation

Outragcd the modesty

Sexual aSsgult/vio'lati'on of

| bodily autonomy

1Serious health consequences

as a female

Serious health consequences for

the victim/survivor
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iy LN L W e S

Survivor may need ongoing

support; focus on recovery

Lost her chastity Survivor’s bodily autonomy was
| violated
No hue and cry, traveled Avoid victim-blaming; focus on

| Calmly (to describe post occurance | facts
behavior of the victim)

Gullible or obedient daughter. Minor / Child victim
She was a consenting party | Consent is not legélly valid for
minors L
Tutored child Child witness; avoid assumptions
about influence _
Bid to defile chastity Act-of sexual assault/violation of
autonomy
Fueled by lust Sexual Viol_enpq; avoid attributing
' crime to “lust” '
Prosecutrix Victim / Survivor / Complainant
| Degrades the soul of the | Causes severe harm to survivor

helpless female

Spoiled her childhood / | | The crime had serious consequences;
ruined life ' focus on support

Minor girl/child Child victim / Survivor

Satisfy his illicit lust | Committed sexual assault /

violated the law
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R Ty R e A SR I

itional/Problematr

T gy 2
1 4 ; | LR
Approp. a-.t;%; Al

e

Nrased RS s yaalternativ
Qmww*%&&“ SRS =wq_yxw£§§%§f%stw Y s

ghout ler life ‘Survivor may face onigoing

challenges -

g Physical relationship (for | Sexual assault / rape (if the offending’
' i rape/assault) act’is non* consensual and/or victim is - | "
T . a minor)

. f;Qis@jﬂing(unless'_p;qvit:}ed inthe ;Fbrk::ec;l removal of clothing, (part of -
T R

- Status and prestige of family . {Focus.on Rarm to-Victim/ survivor;
|isatstake = . ' |avoid “honour” shaming,

- |SGfSleft fomain-lifelong: * | Strvivor niay need’ongoing © . - [ Tt
. ) : - |support; focus onrecovery. . I A

‘:ﬁe'l'p'les‘s female - - | Survivor . : R A

T ‘Hcii_private'palﬂchest/ ‘vagina, Use.neutral medical/legal terms; refer
wdvieimgid - . ¢ [tochild/surviver o -

- Accused'acted'as with'his Focus on age difference'& ™
| granddaughier | powerdynamics; not family

_ |autoiomy-and rights ¢ - 77| -
Girl child is vulnerable All children are '_entitled to protection .
| | uiider thé law

Co g pe"s"&gged.-1=if¢;abetr'aya1, - [|Survivor experienced severe” " n
- Ivdety 7 |Bodilyswonomy - i |-
i [Offesds estesmiignity - - |Violation of suvivor's bodily - |-

37174
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ﬁ“ﬁ’ﬁ“
3 Sex slave I Survwor subj ected to repeatcd
e lsexual VIOIence/explmtatlon whlle
. bcmg kept under control

e '-Bfothel_ keeper Perpetrator of trafﬁckmg/sexual o
e ‘ Explmtatlon (the térm brothel may, be N

T |used. if statutorily necessary). '

g Sterhng character’ (V1ct1m s Character ev1dencc 18 irrelevant i m

character) SR sgxual offenccs o e .
E lL:_ustjsatlsfacti'on ‘ | Aét of sexual v1olcnce/assault .

: Prudent attrlbute av01d tr1v1ahzmg

Pt TH%t@taté?r@stié witess | - - W1tness (mentlon educatmn«only if = s
: . IR ¢ legally relcvant) ¥
-__"‘thre (derogatory term) Surv1vo1 / Vietim' . :
Inablhty 1o control emotions, - | Aveid rat10nahzmg crlme focus h
. male—dommated socwty ‘of accountal;ttlty/law |

-

cht/Keep, and Mlstress may be avo1ded Partner would be the 1dea1
substitute wlnc}h'would extend to same-sex re_latmnshlp also. Otherwise, the
- ,egpqus"sibq-,giﬂfr‘iénd (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 prostitiite may be used only when statutorily
neéded. ' |

For person with different sexual orientation LGBTQIA+ is an umbrella term
which is used. The term homosexual is in common use but may be
substituted by ‘Gay’. For women ‘Lesbian’ is still an acceptable term. For
third gender — in North India the word Hijra is used, in Tamil Nadu
Thirunangai refers to a. transgender, woman, - and Thirunambi refers to a
transgender man. In Karnataka Jogappa is used -in gender-diverse
communities. These are implicitly pejorative and now the term which is
acceptable and dignified is intersex. It might be advisable to uses these in
court languages. Now, the term SOGIESC (An acronym for sexual
orientation, gender identity, expréﬁss’,ion and sPex, fcharacter'istiés).is gaining
acceptance. ' o -

In this regard it may be worthwhile to refer to UNICEF publication on
gender equality titled ‘Glossary of = terms and  concepts’
(https://www.unicef.org/rosa/media/ 176 1/file/Genderglossarytermsandcon
cepts.pdf) which carries an exhaustive list of taking into account sensibility

of various region of the world.
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Compassionate Court Practices

The Indian judiciary is moving from a traditional, accused-focused
system to one that centers on victims—protecting their privacy, dignity, and
mental well-being. The aim is to reduce secondary victimization and
supporting them until they are fully rehabilitated. This marks a shift from
just punishing offenders to help victims heal and recover simultaneously.
Victim compensation scheme 2018 (Annexure II) is one such step and.
various welfare statues also provide diréctioné in that regard

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

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

inquire from the Investigating Officer whether the directions issued in case

 of Delhi Domestic Working Women’s- Forum v. Union of India®® are

. followed. in'providing services of Lég"ﬁli"As'si;s,taI;C'é“td: the victim.. Po‘lipe‘ié

- alsorunder a duty to inform the victim of her right to pepresentétib'n before
" questioning her and also to state the same in its report.

Directions categorically obligates the Investigating Officer to ensure
supporting a rape. victim right from the time.of filing of FIR till the end of
~ the case. This can be extended to-the victims of other nature of serious
crimes
If Legal Assistance is not provided‘ or no Advocate is engaged by thie
victim privately or the Presiding Officer is not satisfied with the answer. of
the- 10, the Court. either requires to direct: such fmeasure -directly to- the
District Legal Service Authorities and it-can also direct the superior officer
of IO to ensure following of such'dircc:t‘iq;ls? with the'insistence. of written
. compliance by the IO within 48 hours.. ‘

2% (1995)1SCC 14
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Periodical monitoring on empanelment of Advocates at the level of
police stations in aid of the victims of sexual assault in the District through
. monthly mesting of the Principal District Judge, the Superintendent of
Police and Secretary DSLA can better administer the issue. Alternatively, a
written monthly report be sent by the Supenntendent 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 légal obligation of the Presiding Officer
to ensure victim/witness protection. In Mahender Chawla v. Union of
India®, the Hon’ble Supreme Court approved thé Witness Protection
Scheme, 2018 which was formulated by the Ministry of Home Affairs,
Government of India. Under this scheme the witnesses were categorised in
A, B and C category as per threat perception. In Sakshi v. Union of India’®,
victim-centric and child- friendly approach to the recording of ewdence in

» “sexial offence cases was understood :

Pre - trial V1ct1m Counselling

This is a vital mechanism to alleviate anxiety and add to confidence
building. Trial judges ought to -ensure that v1ct1ms undergo such
counselling. ' L '

In camera trlal

Trials in sexual offences and sensitive matters need to be held in
camera. Section 366(1) of BNSS, 2023 prescnbes that the courts must be
open to the Public for the purpose of. trying any offenice. Exception to this
is prov1ded in Sub Section(2) the tr1al of Rape or any offence under Sect1ons

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

» "(2019) 14 SCC 615.
30 (2004) 5SCC 518
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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 and
identity. Identity of victim 1s impermissible to be disclosed in any
proceedings and only initials or pseudonym is permitted " as Held
in Nipun Saxena v. Union of India®'. -

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 tesjcifyiilg. Courts ought to treat
witnesses with respect and ensure their needs are met. The travails of the
witnesses in Indian courts has been described by the Hon’ble Supreme
Court in the case of State of U.P. v. Shambhunath Singh** in the following
passage. " |

“Witnesses tremble on getting summons from coﬁrts, in India, not
because they fear examination or 'crosg-examination.in courts but because
of the fear that they might not be éxamined at all for several days and on all
such days they would be nailed to the precincts of the courts awaiting their
chance of being examined. The witnesses, perforce, keep aside their
avocation and go to the courts and wait and wait for hours to be told at the
end of the day to come again and wait and wait like that. This is the
infelicitous scenario in many of the courts in India so far as witnesses are
concerned. It is high time that trial courts should regard witnesses as guests
invited (through summons) for helping such courts with their testimony for
reaching judicial findings. But the malady is that the predicament of the
witnesses is worse than the litigants themselves. This case demonstrates the

31 (2019) 2 SCC 703.
32 2001(4) SCC 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 party 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 seén -actual

- gccurrence/crime.

Preventing Secondary Victimization

Re-victimization, particularly in cases involving sexual offences,
domestic violence, child abuse, workplace harassment, and gendef;based
violence, refers to the repeated traugné 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 yictims to interact with accused
persons. The judge’s proactive role creates a safer environment for victims.
It can further be prevented by follow_i’r"lg d trauma — informed judging, aveid = -
repeated questioning, maintain confidentiality and clear communication.

- Court should have clear comprehensive pdlices 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. o

In the casé of Aparna Bhatt v. State of Madhya Pradesh , 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) SCC 667.
M Supra
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any conditions in bail that forces the victim to interact with the accused need
to be reflected for the “proactive role” of the Judge alone can ensure the
. safe'environment.

_Proactlve Judges and Cross-Exammatron

| Mamtammg a balance of Protectmg V1ct1m during deposmon and
- partlcularly when under cioss- exammatlon while. ensurmg the rights of. the
: jaccused is' utmost essentlal The Hon’ble Supreme Court has dlrected‘
" establishment of Video link or testimony, béhind the screen to avoid- any -
 traumatic confrontation with the- acctised 'in- case” of Sakski v.” Union of
India® for-child witnesses or vulnerable witnesses, prior to' the enactment
of POCSO Act; 2012. Tudges must-also control: inappropriate quc.ésrtiOns,=
.especially about the victim’s sexual history, and ensure these are only asked
.. if strictly necessary'. ‘

POCSO Act and Chlld Protectlon laws m India -

Pre-recordmg of child’s statement shall have to be by a woman
: ‘ofﬁcer af the child’s res1dence or at a place of chlld’s chorce as. per sectlon¢ RN
:24 of the Act and w1thout the chrld seemg the: accused Dlrectlon of grantmg o
B -“Support Persons” to the Child: from the pomt ‘of 1odgement of FIR" for*. S
interacting with the Police machmery, medical officers and hosp1tals, to
avert re-victimisation, was provided by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in
Bachpan Bachao Andolan v. Union of India®. 1t also mandates trlal to be
‘ -_;._'completed within - -one . . year- from the: date of: taking cogmzance ‘
. ,'":.Estabhshment of Vulnerable Wltness Deposmon Center has streamlined-
various i$sues and many of laudable provmons can be employed in the trial
of serious offences upder_BNS Act. .

- -

o _:_.735 (2004) 5 scc 518 .
e 2023_ SEC. Onlme SC 1031
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Points for Considerations
1. Fact-based references

Judicial reasoning should be based on evidence and not stereotypes,
4 assumptrons, or moral percept1ons about the victim’s conduct or
“character; - Courts should " rely- on testimony, medlcal evidence,
- forensic material, ancl surr oundmg crrcumstances

In State of Punjab v. Gurmit: Smgh” the Hon’ble Supreme Court
cautionéd courts: agamst bemg mﬂuenced by myths and stereotypes
in sexual offence cases. S

2 ~ Caution w1th terms hke “outragmg modesty

Though the expressron forms part of the statutory framework it

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

patnarchal notions. The focus should remaln on dignity, bodlly
.autonomy, and vrolatton of: personal mtegrtty

- L In Rupan ‘Deol: Baja/ v. K.PS. thl” the Hon ble Supreme Court) '
- lnterpreted “modesty” in the Gontext of a woman’s ‘dignity.

C30 Trauma—mformed language may be used,yrm resrstance 1s not‘ N
BER equal to consent ol TR LTl e

' Absence of 1njur1es, delayed reportmg, or lack of re31stance does notw

' lmply consent. Victims may responddifferently to trauma Courts
should avoid adverse mferences based on stereotyplcal expectatlons
-.of v1ct1m behav1or L :

¢ (1996)28CC /4, L. . L. s i SRR
B (1995) 6 SCC 194 G e e e e
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In Kaini Rajan v. State of Kerala®, the Hon’ble Supreme Court held
that consent must be voluntary and unequivocal.

4, Gender-neutral, survivor-centric terms

Language should dignified and inclusive and avoid reinforcing
gender stereotypes. Survivor-centric terminology recognizes the
experiences of all affected persons.

In National Legal Services Authority v. Union of India®, the
Hon’ble Supreme Court emphasized dignity and equality for all
gender identities.

5. “Child” or “minor” for victims under 18
Under the POCSO Act, every person below 18 years is legally

recognized as a child. Child-sensitive terminology reinforces the
protective framework of the law.

In Eera v. State (NCT of Delhi)*, 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 Madhya Pradesh*, the Hon’ble Supreme
Court stressed the importance of gender-sensitive judicial language.

% (2013)9 SCC 113
“©  (2014) 5 SCC 438
41 (2017)158CC 133
2 Supra
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7. Language ought to be chiidégensitive

Judicial language must refrain from sensationalism, moralistic
observations, or stigmatizing expressions, particularly in matters
involving children. ‘

In Sakshi v. Union of India”, the Hon’ble Supreme Court
. emphasized child-sensitive procediires to prevent secondary
victimization.

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

Judicial reasoning ought. to prioritize bodily autonomy, informied
consent, dignity, and the bést interests of the child rather than
notions of morality or honor. In Suchita Srivastava v. Chandigarh
Administration™, the Hon’ble. Supreme Court recognized personal
autonomy as part of Article 21. '

9. Recognize psychological and physical trauma
Sexual offences may result in enduring emotional and psychological
trauma apart from physical harm. Courts must adopt a trauma-
informed approach while assessing evidence and €valuating the
conduct of the victim. ' :
In State of Karnataka v. Krishnappa®, the Hon’ble Supreme Court
recognized rape as a violation of dignity and human rights.

43 (2004) 5 SCC 518
% (2009) 9 SCC 1
4 (2000) 4 SCC 75
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Terms to be avoided

1. All forms. of victirﬁ-blaming

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 and past relationships.

In State of Punjab v. Gurmit Singh’, the Hon’ble Supreme Court
cautioned against doubting victims on the basis of social
stereotypes.

2. Terms like “bashfulness,” “honour,” or “sanctity”

Words like these are deeply ingrairied in pafriarchal thoughts that -
link woman’s worth with their sexual purity or family reputation.
Courts should instead focus on dignity, autonomy, and constitutional

rights.

In Aparna Bhat v. State of Madhya Pradesh?’, the Hon’ble Supreme
Court directed courts to avoid gender stereotypes and inappropriate
observations in judicial orders.

3. Terms like “helpless female™

Women are not weak, dependent or lack agency, expreSsibq like
these reflects gendered mind set. Court should look women as rights
bearing individual with equality and dignity. |

In Joseph Shine v. Union of India®; tlie Hon’ble Supreme Court
emphasized dignity, aﬁtonomy, ana e‘qhal.statﬁsbf women under the
Constitution. '
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4, Generalizations about complainar_l-ts"

Courts should not assume that women or victims behave ina
uniform manner after trautna. Reactions to sexual violence differ
from person to person. Judicial findings must be individualized and
evidence-based. '

In Bharwada Bhoginbhai Hirjibhai v. State of Gujarat®, the
Hon’ble Supreme Court rejected stereotypical assumptions
regarding the conduct of victims of sexual assault'and clarified that
victims testimbny does not require corroboration, recognizing the
social stigma of reporting sexual violence.

5. Honour/shanie and chastity stereotypes .
Such words showcase di'scrimihatoryﬂhﬁitudes 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 Mardikar®, the
Hon’ble Supreme Court held that even a woman of “easy virtue” is
entitled to privacy and dignity. |
6. Assumptions of exaggeration by women or families

Courts ‘should not presume that allegations are fabricated or
exaggerated merely because they concern sexual offences. Such
assumptions perpctuate distrust toward-victims and families.
In State of Himachal Pradesh v. Raghubir Singh,’' the Hon’ble

~ Supreme Court - held thatminor inconsisténcies should not
overshadow the substance of the victim’s testimony.

4 (1983).3 SCC 217
0 (1991) 1 SCC 57
231.(1993) 2 SCC 622 -
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7 ‘Judgmental or sexualized"'deSCrfptiOns ‘
Judicial langhage:, :should. remam neutral and professwnal and must

not contain unnecessary comments about appearance hfestyle or
sexual hlstory | ” ‘ ' k

In Vishaka v State. of Rayasthan” the Hon’ble Supreme ‘Couit -
emphasized protection of dignity. and gender . equality at the_.'
workplace and in public life.

.o

8 : 'Terms like “lust”

. -Such words not only showcase but 1rnp11c1tly accepts the
'uncontrollable desire of men as a natural phenomenon but also it
weakens the acts. Courts should ‘inistead use legally prec1sc terms

_Such as “sexual assault ”? “sexual v1olence 2 or “offence '

I State of Kamaiaka V. KI zsh;:appcfj the Hon’ble Supreme Court
= recogmzed rape as.a vrolatlon of. drgmty and fundamental rlghts
" rather than merely a crime of passmn

9: Blased stereotyplcal or blammg language

. Language of any Judgment should bc free flom b1as and preJud1ce
-+ Care should be taken to” preserve the dignity of the survivor. The.
- language used should never be blammg, instead, it should be
o empowermg, as language “is the ‘most 1mportant tool for
empowerment "

In Aparna Bhat v. State of Madhya Pradesh54 the Hon’ble Suprerne
LR 'Court spemﬁcally dlrected Judges to réfrain from using patrlarchal
R stereotypes and msensmve observatrons ini cases 1nvelvmg women

2 Supra
. $%(2000) 4 SCC 75
- “Supra.
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Training and Sensitivity

Sensitivity is an ongoing process that should be learned regularly.
Training brings sensitivity towards \}jct-inis, witnesses, and all vulnerable
groups. In 1st Judges’ case, S.P. Gupta v. Uniion of India> , the Hon’ble
Supreme Court contemplated training- for making the Presiding Judge
indépendent of himself, . ' |

“But if the judiciary should be really independent something
more is necessary and that we have to seek in the Judge
himself and not outside. A Judge should be independent of
himself. A Judge is a human being who is-a bundle of -
passions and prejudices, likes and. dislikes, affection and ill
will, hatred and contempt and fear and recklessness. In order
10 be a'successful Judge these elements should be curbed and
kept under restraint and that is possible only by education,
training, continued prﬁacfi&;e_ and cultivation of a sense of
humility and dedication fo duty. Th_esé ‘curbs can iiéithér be
bought in the market nor injected inio the human system by

" the written or unwritten laws. If these things are there even
if any of the | prorecti've "measures  provided by the

Constitution and the laws go, the independence of the
Jjudiciary 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 c_'aﬁ_savef the judiciary.” ’

551981 supp SCC 87

e e e e b v e e L
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| Anneituie I
Report on Feedback Questions
Regardm‘Dr Court Pmceedmgs

: 1 " Do you understand the legal proceedmgs and the languagelused
by the lawyers and Judges i in ‘Courts in your case/matter"

Responses:
IR Yes: 86.4%
Joe o Noi71% |
. Alittle: (not spec1ﬁed i chart)
. Most of the times: (not sPecrﬁed in chart)

A large ma_]onty (86 4%) of respondents reported that they
S understand. the legal proceedmgs;and the language used __y' the
- lawyers anhd Judges in court; " P e T L dd e

.. o ‘a
£

"2, B Whether Judges explain’ to you the court proceedmgs in an easy .-

- and understandable language durmg the proceedmgs of your
~case? |
Resp_onseS°-
.  Always: 69.3%
. Somet1mes 25, 7% n _
. Never (not specrﬁed n chart)

Most respondents (69, 3%) 1nd10ated that _]udges always explam the * ‘_
“court, proceedmgs in an easy and understandable language, wh11e >
—25:7% said- thls happens sometunes : ' .

htips:/iworkplace.mgovcloud.in/#mail_app/mailffolderfinbox/p/1785825252072028400 ) ' 5274



8/4/26, 12:55 PM (1.524 un‘readr) - Inbox - Mail (rgjhc-jhr@nic.in})

3. ' Do you' find the Judge anh lawyers sensitive and empathetic
towards you during the Court proceedmgs"
ResponseS'
+  Always: 59.3% .
«  Never:93% ... N T L - e
..« “"Mostly: '23' 6% S S T
. A few times: 7. 0% ‘ T '

A majority (59. 3%) feel that Judges and lawyers are always sensmve
and empathetic, with 23.6% reportmg ‘such behav10r mostly

4. '_ '. - Do you feel that you are bemg heard by the Judge"
Responses. .

. Always 66 4%

. ~ Never: (not spec1ﬁed)
. Mostly: 25.7% R .
R A few- -times: (not spemﬁed) “'_*' KRR

e o 66 4% of the respondents feel that they are always heard by the
" judge, and.25.7% feel that they are mostly-heard. |

5.  Asperyour own case expernence, what do you think'can lmprove
Presiding Officer’s (Judge’s) interaction and communication
with you? ' ‘
. Use of clear, s1mple language and less legal jargon.
. More time for. partles to express concerns
. Greater transparency, regular updates on. case progress, and:
' cléiir explanations for adj ournments.
. Avo1dmg routine or mechamcal handhng of cases, espec1ally
: . sensitive ‘ones (e. g under Sect1on 498A ]PC Domestlc s
'"'i"Vlolence Act) L R J ., fh . -
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. Strict accountability for any misconduct.

Improved coordination and patient listening,

Separate waiting areas for victims and witnesses.

Conduct proceedings in local language where possible.

Politeness, respectful behavior, and supportive environment.

6. (a) Do you feel intimidated/scared at any point in the Courtasa
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-éxamination, aggressive
questioning, or due to unfamiliar environment.

. Some felt intimidated by senior advocates or because of
pressure from the opposite party.

. Delays, repeated adjournments, and lack of seriousness also
contributed to negative feelings.

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

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

. Prosecutor: 12.9%

. Judge: 14.3% _

. Defence Lawyer: 7.9% -

. Police: 12.1%
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.- Others (Govermnent/Orgamzanon/Instltutlon) 52 9%

More than half believe that other persons or 1nst1tut10ns (be31des
prosecutor, judge, defence, or ‘police) are ‘most helpful in critical
times. ' -

8 - Are you aware ‘of Wltness Protection Scheme under new law?

- Has. the. Judge made you aware of that which ‘includes r1ght to
be protected, rehablhtatwn, compensatlon, etc.?

Responses: v
| ' Yes: 193%
.+ No:80.7%
A significant majonty (80.7%) are not aware of the Witness
Protec‘non Scheme or have.not been made aware of it by the Judge.

9, " What are the challenges that you are facing in the Court as a’
victim ‘'or witness?" =

s

. Many respondents reported no maJ or challenges

: . . | Common challenges 1nclude

""" 9/ i'““,Repeated an unnecessary adjournments :
v ';Lack of serlous'ness and ‘accountablhty by. lawyers
v . Lackof comirfiunicatioti and updates
v 'Emotlonal mental, and financial hardshlps due 6.
‘ delays o _ :
A a=Lack of. sepalate waltmg rooms for v1ct1ms and
: )_ W1tnesses f SRR
4 Pressure from police: and oppos1te counsel
v

..incidents

https:/tworkplace.mgovcioud. inf#mail_app/mailffolder/inbox/p/1 785825252072028400
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ey

v Lengthy trials and prolonged jUSthC process e
/" Some reported supportive  and cooperatlve o
proceedlngs P B T -

10. .. “"’.Any other. suggestmn/feedback to make the Crlmmal Justlce
R ‘:System robust and v1ct1m/11t1gant frlendly" |

peedy, an; tnnely trlal and d1sposa1 of cases

L Slmpllﬁed lega“; £OCes:
'v1ct1msr N

t

More awareness about legal rrghts and welfare schemes

v Improved coordmanon between pollce, prosecutlon, and

3 i ¥ . - - VT R

- - ‘_courts AR

: Frlendly, respectfu "behav1of“by all stakeholders

"’Perlodlc legal educat1on and awareness programs

e Ensurmg that every case 1s concluded W1th1n a’ reasonable

reported 'no suggestlons

Feedback oni court proceedlngs 1ndlcates that most people V1€W‘ the
_]USthG systeny: pos1t1vely A Targe maJorrty (86 4%) understand legal _
processes, 66.4%. feel  heard by “judges, “and - 69.3% - ﬁnd -
Judges eommumcatron clear Over, half believe Judges and lawyers are’ e ‘
empathetlc, and. many do riot feel 1nt1m1dated in-court.. However, there aré
notable issues, especmlly regardmg awareness and ‘support for. V1ct1ms——"
80 7% are unaware of the Wltness |

.

:otectron Scheme, and =rnan -‘"report' )
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ondents suggest s1mp11fy1n‘ ‘ legal llanguage, specdmg up cases, S

mcreasmg JlldlClal transparency, and. ensurmg 1nst1tut10nal accountablhty

i Overall while the system is accessible and respectfiil, it requlres reforrns to
1mprove efficiency, victim protection, and procedural sensitivity, makmg it

-more effectwe and user—frlendly

+

| 57174
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Background

Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in"W, (€. No. 56572012 titled Nipun Saxena Vs,
Union-of India.opined that “if wonld he appropriate it NALSA sets up a Commnittee of dbout 4
or 5 persoiis who can prepare Model Rules for Viefim Compensation for sexial offences and
acid anacks, taking: into, dccownt the submmsians riade:hy the learned Amicus. The learned
Amicus as well as the learned Solicitor General*hmre offered to assist the Committee as and
when required. Thé Chidirperson or the nominee of the C}rafrpersan of the National
Commission for Women shoutd be assaciated with the Comnirtes. "

In \'lew of the above, NALSA sel up cmum]!lu consmmg of lhe followmg members
for prepuration of Model Schenie:” e =

Ms. Pinky Angnd
Addifional Solicitor General

Shri Rakesh Srivastava
‘Secretary, Ministcy of Women and Chi
Goveriment.of India

Shiei Surinder §. Rathi,
Director, NALSA .

Ms. Arijn Rathi Rana,.

Joint. SeLretary )

Departmient of. chal Allhirs,

Mum.zry of Law and Justice, Govt. of India™

Shri K. L. Shurma,
Joint:Secrctary - . .
National Commission for Women

Ms..Bharti Al

Co-Direcior,
HAQ: Centre for Child Rights
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The Committee held rounds: of méstings and il was decided 10 prepare a séparate |
“Chapter” of a “Sub-Scheme* within the existing Vietim Compensation Scheme for victims of i
sexual assaull. ’

The Committee drafted Part — I1-of the V‘ICIIII‘I‘; Compensation Scheme and invited |
- stiggestionsicomments from various stakt.holdcm on lhc draft. Taking into consideration the
. T suggestionsicomments, the Commiltee has’ finalizéd e Compensatlon Schemne for women
S ‘ Victims/Survivors of Sexunl Asssult/othes Crimes anil ‘siibmitted ‘Ihe same before The .
Hon"ble Supréme Court of India on 24.04.2018.

Submissiens were made before the Hon™hle Bench and other stakeholders were also
heard on 10.05.2018: Additionu] sug;,geslidhs received during the ledring were also
1 . incorparated -and final Scheme was filed before the Hon'ble Supreme.Court of India on.
11.05.2018. On this day, afler heurmg, NALSA and Ld. Amiciis Curiae, Hon'ble Bench was
pleased 1o accept this Scheme nid dirceted all the Stalc Governmenty/UT Administrations (o
implemnent the same in their res.pecnw. Stales/UTs. :_

i =
.’ d P

Hon'ble Supreme Courl of %ft‘ldlﬂ f'\};r;henobbcrw.d‘llml while nothing ‘should be tuken
away fmm this Scheme bt it do S ng :pm“lude [lm}St'ue Governments/UT Administrations

(Surinder 5. Ra(hi)
Director, NALSA

. - : P — s _-.._...—.__...__—_.—_.._
.-'-.-"'-—__"'_.\‘-—"‘J- _""_—-—_.—"'_.'-—'“—_.-._—f"u—'—_"-._.—""u-"u-_—'“‘"m—.—-_.——___-".——_‘_n—__"'_ ,_ o M B Wy S e Rt Nl e -
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1. SHORT TITLE AND COMMENCEN
(1) This Chapter may be eafled the Compensation Scheme  for Women

Victims/Survivors of Sexual Assault/othicr Crimes,; 2018..

1t shall come itio force-on the-date as anid when ordered by Hon’ble Supreme Couit of
India.

(3 It shall apply to the victims and hoir dc‘pcnde_nt(s} \vhe'ﬁu\'c_sdifc&d loss, injury, us
the case muy be,.as a result of the-offence committed and who requtire rehabilitation.

2. DEFINITIONS.
1) In this Chapier, unless the confext otherwise requires; —

{@) “Code” means the Code.al Criminal Procedure, 1973 (2 of 1974); or “Sanhita” means
The Bhartivi Nagarik Suraksha Sanliita 2023..

“Dependent’ includes husband __fa:gh_‘\er&(:'hmhér,_ grandparents, unmarried daughter and
sminior childrén of the vig%i_i;‘iﬁ;délcﬁ I

District Legal Services Authoritviy *g.liéffbas,g +of (h& report of the Sub- Divisional
Magistrate-of the concerned fll'féﬁ# :‘iq‘ ~I§u$e'1 Iﬁéeq.{lnvqsli_gaﬁng Officer or on the
basis of naterialplaced gif }ﬁh A % hdnts by svay of affidavit or.on.its own
enquiry. ' Teenitd i

S

P&%‘ t Logal Services Authority

"l)is_trici:-ngnl_St;‘%ﬁé%%\&u'ﬂ'n} %y n{cg‘ I 2ol
(DLSA)corstitied i a0 Eih %gx_ffs jicss dutloritis Act, 1987(Act39
i Sl GApital TErtoryof

£S5
of 1987) fﬁf-h'D@ipc%?%}%ﬁgﬁag s D:’J}ﬁ;

‘Form’ mems-_fd;q}{n peﬁ'i{ngdii_oth' L{Séi‘l‘q.li :gs:::‘i;ppﬁénblé&t?lhis Chapter,

y.. 4‘.‘ ‘...; E e b i
Fund® means State 'flﬁid'&e%@%mmggﬁﬁ%@cmmiméd pnder the State
Victim Comjpensation Scheg;:%. SR BEGE R

o=,

i o /
‘Central Fapd® means funds rcceivcd&f;o::n CVCF Scheme, 2015

“Women Vietim Compeqs:i_tiun‘_-l"_lmil’.u'ni_eahs a fund segrepatéd for disbursement
for women victim, .out-of State’ Vigiini:.qupéﬁ_Salioﬁ Fund and Central Fund:
[Withinithe State Victint CompenddtionTind, a separate Bank Account shallbe maimaiped
as a portion of that larger find which shall ‘eovitain they funds contFibutéd under CVCF
Scheme by MHA, GOI contributed, from NirbhayaFund apart from flunds received from the
State Victin Compensation Fund which shall be wiilised only for-victims covered under this

Chapter]

(1) ‘Governanent! means ‘Staté: Government’ wherever (he' State. Vietim Compensation
Scheme or the State Victim Compensation Fund is’in context and *Cenlral Government®

whergver Central Govémment' Viefim. anjpensalion-‘I-'und.-ﬁcheme’;is in eontexi-and
includes WYTs. '

IVALSA'S "_(Zt;m_pensnﬂon Scheme forw omen Victims/Survivors of Sexual Assault/other
Crimes -20187
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() ‘Injury’ means any hamm caused to body or mind of a female.
() ‘Minor’ means a girl cliild who hasnot compléted the age of 18 years.

(k) *Offence’ means offence committed against women punishable under IPC ot BNS or
any other law.

(1) “Peunl Code’ means Indian Penal Code; 1860'(45 of 1860); or Nvayn Siiiihita means
Bhartiva Nyaya Sanhita, 2023.

‘ T I | (m)“Schedule’ means schedule applicable 10 this Chapter/Part of the scheme.

(n) “State Lepgal Services Authority™ means the State Legal Services Authority (SLSA), : .
as defined in Séction 6 of the Legal Services ‘Authorities Act, 1987 (39 of 1987) ' L

R (0)"Sexunl Assault Vietims” means female. who has sullered mental or physical injury or Co L
T bolh as a resull of sexual ollence including Sections 376 (A) 10 (E) or Section 64 (A e s
SRS e m) of the Bhartivi 1\ym=u$nnfum §ecunn 154 (A) 1o (D), or Sections 65, 66. 67, Lo |
e 68 69; 70, 71,7274, 75, T6.77: 7 o%m‘hha Fiixa Nvayn Sanhita Sectien 509 S e
. IPC, or Section 79 of theBh wi\u‘“bnhhlm \' Lo
B B . ‘f‘\%ﬁ . g )
. “ e :
{p) “Woman Vlchml survhm-o [-other- c!'imé It 1é.m ﬂg wuman who has su{fered physical - %
: or mental injury as . rc.sl.l}l oft nu“oﬁm emmned it lhe attached Schedule including L
e ‘Sections 304 B or Scctil '8l BNS/ %clmuﬁ%ﬁf‘nrﬂwﬁun 124 BNS SLC“OI'[ 498A ‘ : §
T IPC or-Section 85 Bi\'ﬁfb(: oAb yeieal’

gchodulid) mcludmg e nfte

RN

A*"\h o

4 3
(2) Words nid, mpressmns%f Cihis (,lnpkr and q"ui“ {I“ fied lget ¢, shall have the same
meaning s issigned to lhmgl in théCode of Criminal Procéitire, 1973 afand the Indian Pennl
Code, 1860 or Blmrtlv “Na g'u*ik,anmlmhn Sanliita, 2023 _or/nid tlm Bhnrﬂvn Nvayp
§ﬂnhita 2023 ’ g},” . B

[ 1y  There shall be a Fund, mum.ly lhe Women Vi mums Compens:'lhon Fund from which
h thie amount of compensation, as decided by the Stafe- Legal Services. Aulhur:ly or District Legal R ‘h j' 9
Services Authority, shall be pmd 1o the worieés victim ‘or her dependerit(s) whic have suffered : '
loss or injury as a resull of an offence and who reqture rehabilitation.
e e (2)  The *“Women Victims Compénsation | Fund’ shall comprise the following: -

e el (a) Contribution received from CYCF Schietne, 2013,

(b). Budgetary allocation in the $hape.of Grafls-in-aid 1 SLSA-for-which necessary ‘ ST e
provlsmn shall be made'in the. Annuul Budg,el by the (rovcmmcnt o S

(&) Any cost amount ordered by le!(.rumuu] Tnbmml to be deosnc.d in lhne.}und A

(d) Amount of compensation recovered from lht wrong doer/qcctmd under clause 14 of S _
the Scheme; ] , _ T . N

NALSA'S "Compensation Scheme forwomen Victims/Suirvivors of Sexunl Assault/other
Crimes -2018* ’ ’

https:/fwarkplace.mgovcloud.inf#mail_app/mailfolder/inbox/p/17858252562072028400 63/74



B/4/26, 12:55 PM (1,524 unread) - Inbox - Mail (rgihé-hr@nic.in)

I3 ‘7 o g o i
: - 4{.Page )
: T (6) Denations/conitributions from Fiternationall Nationals Phi.fmul,ltbfiistf('_haritabla | A
e Iustitwions/  Organizations and  individuals pennmed by State or Central St .
o Government. . : .t

‘) Contributions from companies under CSRB(Corpi'nmm'Sacria] Responsibility)

“ T (3)  'The said Fund shall be 0});.l'i'llu([ by the ‘ilah. ch,u! 3crvwcs Aulhorny (SLSA)
. . 4. I“LI(,]IHLI'I \’ I'()R COMPB NSATiON o :

‘i : a2 e I A woman vicl:im or her depéndent (3} as t}_]e ease may be, shall be eligible for grant of
T s compensation from multiple schemes applicable to hér. Howéver, the compensation received ) : )
: by her in the other schemes with regard to Section 357-B Cr.P.C or 396 BNSS shall be taken A .
" i ngo accouint while deciding the gquantum in the such subseqguent application = g S

3. PROLI‘DURL FOR MARING A,P]’IJI(‘ATlON REFORE THE SLS'\ OR DLSA-—

- S Mundatorv Reponting of FIRs: - SHQI?I’IDLP sha[l mandalonly blmrc aol‘tfhard copy of FIR f‘: dreL
unmedntcl\ after itg regmmtmn }v Iy Stglu: chnl a&ervu. Aulhontw'f)lsuul Lcyﬂ Services :

Authiority quu vommission of olhnc Scln.mc \\hu,h include Sections 326A,

S
An application for the ‘\}nrd;g g;n:l,, uogaﬁyeg:e'\
her Deperidents or the SH@ oi‘lh arn.a'be{'orc nxi@gmcd‘SlS_-
in Form ‘I’ along’ wnh .Lgéopy ol ¥ lwrst Inlurmutnon ch' !
which cognizanes is t.ma.ﬁ’py, the Couri :md Lf_ mmluble \1edlca1 Rs.port Déath Certifs icate,
wherever applicablé, copy of Juc‘l;,lm ﬁ _rédﬂlmn o{' mtﬁ it the trid is ‘over.,
ra ”w o mnv s

L

6. PLACE OF FILING OF A.[’l.’L'Iéf\ TIOR3 (0

The .ippl;calmnfnwnun endation for compmsnuo i ean be moved either befote the-Slate Logal
Services Authérity or thé-concerned. Dl‘ill‘lbl I.ega] Services Aullmm), or it-can be filed online
on a portal which shall be created by all State Legal Sorvices Authorities. Tha Su.ruary of the
respective DLSA shall decide the application/ recommendation moved before him/er as per.
the Scheme. . L o T

" oo prlan.ntuon* In case of acid attack \lchm the dt.cuimg nuthomy shall be Crinyinal Injury
. Coinpensalion: Board as directzd by Hon'ble Supreme’ Cmm in Laxmi-vs. Union of India
W.P: (,RML 129/2006 order dnted- 10:04.2015 which mcludes Ld. District & Sesgions Judge,
DM, SP, Civil.Surgeon/€MO ol' the district,

=

7. RELIEFS THAT MAY BE A\\'.‘\ RDLD BY.TH ES I c\I‘E ORr: DISTRI("T LEGAL
SERVICES AU’I‘H()RITY -

The SLSA or DLSA may award comp;nsulmn 10 the victim or her dependents to'the extent ns
specified in the scheduled attached hereto,

NALSA's "Compensntion Scheme for women Victims/s ’aurvhors of Sexual Assd ultfother

Crimes -2018*
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8 FACTORS TO'BE CONSIDERED WHILE AWARDING COMPENSATION - ) Lo T

While deciding a matter, the State Legal Services f\ulhonly;’Dnsmcl Legal Services Authorn) .
may take into consideration the following Factors telating 10 the Joss or injory sulfered by the '
victim: -

(1) Gravity of'the offence and severity of’ mental.or physical harm or injury suffered by the .
victim;

(2) Expenditure incurred or likely to be incirred on the medical treatment for-physical
andfor mental health including counsélling of tie victim, foneral, travelling during
investigation? inguiry/ trial {other than diet mcncv)

(3) Loss of educational oppomunlv as a congequence of the o{‘fcncu, mcluc[mg p absence from
schoolfcollege due to mental trauma, bodily. umu}, medical treatment, investigation and
1rial of the offence, or any olher mu.on x )

(4) Loss of employment as (a rcsul; d f‘ h 7 6l“fcnce,r|f1cludmg absence from place of
employment due to menial mum b hoiﬂy |IlJ u:yi medtcal treaunenl, investigation and

1rial of the offence, or anxmhcr-.‘?én“é? 4
St

R s

(5) 'l'hc relationship ofllle,wmnm o thg o
* {u’ i
|1gl'é*'

a period of timeges

(7) Whether victim b\fm{e pmgnam asa I'Lbllll ol lhcﬁ)ﬂpnica, k\hcthcr stie hud 1o undergo
Madical lennmmmn‘ol Pregn'lm,v (M'I‘P)! give bu"ih to zm.h'ld including rehahilftation
needs of such child; ™ + m

AL

($) Whether the victim commutea a sp 'uriﬁ Lrl‘li'm:g‘}‘ uc% disease (STD) as™a result of the
offenee; ’ "'i“f-' S -

(%) Whether the victim contracted e immuuodehcn.ncg,' virus (HI\T) as-a resull of the

2

offence;

{10) Any disabilily suffered by the victim as_--a _fc.%hl; of the.offence;

(113 Finandial condition of the viclim against wliom the offence has been committed so as
to ddcnnme her need for rehabilitation and re- mlcgr\tmn needs of the viclim.

(12) In case of dualh the age of deceased, her monthly i income, mmzber of dependents, life
expecmncv firture promotional/growih’ pro:\pt:cts efe.

(13) Or any other Tactor which the SLSNDESA.:'rmy'con'sider just and sufficient. -

Y

NALSA’s "Caompensation Scheme for women Victims/Survivors of Sexual Assault/other
Crimoes -2018*
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9. PROCEDURE FOR GRANT OF COMPENSATION-—

(1) Wherevet, a recommendation is'made by ihe court for compensation undér sub-sections
{2) and’or (3) of Section 357A of the Code, or (subsections andfor (3) of Section 396
of the BNSS or an application s made by aby-victin of her dependent(s), under sub-
section (4) of Section 357A of the Code, or-under subsection (4) of Sectlon 396 of the
Suraksha Sanhita to the State Ticgal Servites Authérity or. District Legal- Services
Authority, for inferim compensation it shall prima« fhcie satisly jlsclf qua compensation
needs and jdenlily of the victim, As regards ihe final compensation, it shall examine the
case and-verify the:Contents of the claim with réspectto the lossfinjury and rehubilitation
needs as a resolt of the crime ond Ay also call for any other relevant information
necessary for deciding the claim.

Provided that in deserving cases and’in all’acid atlaék cages, at any time afler-commission
of the offence, Secretary, SLSA or Seerelary, LA muy site moto or affer preliminary
verification of the facts proceed to gmnl interim relief as may be -required in the
circusnglances of éach case.

Mire

(2) The injuiry as comemp]ah.d'und 'r l}uli.echou (5) 6]’ Section 3574 of the Code, or
Sectlon 396 of the Suraksha Sarhita*aial] l;c" comp i»‘d uxpedltmuqlv angd ithe period-in
no casé shiall oxceed b'.y ndrsmym_diq irony«ihag reccipl of lhe cI'um:’pc.uhon or
recommnendution: é;: W:ﬁ% = bww”z s .
Provided thint in-cases of ac;dm{{m}: N’ oiu{ft: qf Rs.‘;On _.xkh shal] he paul o the victim
wilkiin T5 days ofthe malwg;‘bumg%bmugh fo 111; no”hc‘:: of )I,.SA Ihc order granting intérim
componsalion.shall bc pnsse.:lvﬁv M h fﬂi&mw ch;'s gﬁihe m.nlcr being broug,hl to iis
notice and the SLSA:shall’} paﬁ'ﬁle compms'luon wuh{ Sﬁnys of passing of the order,
Thereafter, an amony oF@Rs 2¢£akhs shall b& paid to théﬁkum%s expeditionsly ak possible
and’ positivety within l\:‘qpmnlhs‘qgﬂm ‘figst puymenl;’ A
Provided further that the \-,uunmay f 'j‘wwd s‘t'lch ﬁlﬂhﬁ} amount as is admissible nnder
this Scheine, L ok T
1 (3) Afler consideration of ihe nmuer, he Sl 8A or DLSA, as the case nny be, upon its
salisfaction, shall decidé the quantun of compensation 1o°be awarded to the. victim or her
dependent(s) taking intp sccount the factors enumerated in Clause 8 olthe Scheme, as per
schedile.appended tothis chapier, HowiVer, u). dcsurvmg cnsa for re.isons 1o'be recorded,
the upper limit may becxcéeded.

Moreover, in ease the victint is'minor; the lifnit of compensation shall be deemed 1o be
50 higher than the amount nientioned in ihe Schédulc_nppc;ﬂed to this chapter.

= Victims of detd atioek are alse entitled to ada‘mrma! cmxp»mmmn af Rs. I lac under Pripie Minister's
National Relief Fund vide memoranion fo. 2401 30040 ise./2014-CSRITGol MHA dated 09.11. "0!6(::0}1}
attached)

Fictims of Aéid Attack are also entitied fo odditional s;rmmri f mmozai’ assistance uy to Rs. 5 ldes who need
treatmant expanses owr and above the compensation paid by the respective Stare/UTs in terms of Central
Fictim Compénsation Fund Guidelines-204 6, no. "-1013"94 ﬁnmnam.cmm AIAAG]

NALSA’s "Com pem:ﬂion Scheme forwomen \" tdlms/qunivors of Sexual Amull!olher
Crimes -2018" .
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‘ . (4) The SLSA/DLSA may call for any’ record or fake assistance from any
_ s ’ Authority/Establishment/Individual!  Police/Court concerned or expert for smooth T
- o implementation of the Scheme. . 0 -

(5) Tncasetrinl/appellate court gives findings that the criminal complaint and 1he allegation ST
were Jilse, fhen Legal Seivices Authority may iniliate proceedings for recovery of ’ '
compensation, if any, granted in-part or fuli under this Scheme, before thie Trial Court-for
its secovery as,if it were a fine -

s 10, THE ORDER TO BE PLACED ON RECORD--
’ e e Copy of the order of interim or final compensation passed under this Sclieme shall be plaged
' L of record-of the trial Courl so as 1o enable the trial Courl to. pass an appropriate order of
R compensation under Scction 357 of the Code or, Section 396 of the Surnkisha Sanhita, A
vt s true copy of the -order shall ,l}d‘i‘fpm‘i’fd?ﬁd fol1he’JO in case ‘the matter is pending
« " investipation and also o lh’e«iﬁhﬁ1!d¢§£ﬁ“@§i§i§%}}l}é a.asé‘inav be. )
AR

H A
[
LI

-

. . - : LAk -
. . A {1) The wmounit of ‘:Omf_’c‘z!:;é,i‘ii?“‘g, "'c'\;_:g_d;cdi "(}@l:t;c’d"
. the same’in a Bank: ill:}yhej_fiinl L s\ihg%_‘r_”m}u’c’oé' u}c s A
dozs not have any bank Hecaunty the DESATconicer onldifacilitate opening of o bank
agcount in the name ‘d‘f‘lllné'{';;c‘g ?a.nd in ense. the vié{aﬁgqi@-f{ :111136? along with a guardian .
or in case, minor is in _?ﬂhildtl'x’f‘i‘rc ingtitiition, the bm@ﬁccuuﬁf shall: be opengd with the
Supcrintendent of--thc‘Iﬁs"ljguio:1‘«m~%(};wg§i r&,%jgg‘évcr_,«iﬁ?émc the vietim is ‘a foreign
3O gt iy

- . Py o RIS 5 % F
wational or a refuges, the compépsation'ad Isbursedibyt way of cnsh cards.

4 i b
i by the SLSA by depositing
Vidépendeni(s). In case the-victim®

i 5

. ) AR Toew ‘»‘;f;“ﬁ:’

Interim amount slinl} be disbursed in fit F?'iigiv%\?er, as [ar as the final compensation ameunt
is concerned, 75% {seventy five percent) of the same shall be pul-ima-fixed deposit for a
minimum’ period of three years and the reaining 25% (wenty five percent) shall be

available forutilization and initial expenses by 1hé ¥ictini/dependerit(s); s the case may be.

(2) n the case of a miner, §0% of the amoimt of compensation 50 awarded, shall be
deposited i1 the fixed deposil account and shall be déawi only on aftaiinméint of the age of
majority, bist not before thrée years-of e tleposit,

4

Provided that in exceptional cases, amonnts may:lre withdrawn for educational ot medicsl
or other pressing arid urgent needs of the beneliciary at the discrotion of the SLSA/ DLSA. e o

(3) The fnterest on the sum, if Tying in Fl)lt'fonn.:slmll b credited directly by the bapk in
e savings account of the victim/dependent(s), on monthly basis which-can be wilhdrawn
by the beneficinry

NALSA's “Compensation Scheme for women Victims/Survivers of Sexual Assault/othier
Crimes -2018" : : .
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12, INTERIM RELIEF TO THE VICTIM—

‘. o The State Legal Services Authority-or Districl Legal Services Authority, as the ense may v

- ' be, may order for inmediate first-aid facility or medical benefits 1o he made avajlable free o

LA of cost or any other inteiim reliel (including interim‘monetary: compensafion) as decmed el N
" approprinte, to alleviate the sullering of the-viclim on the ceriificate of & police officer, not - ' ; ;

. = below the rank of the officer-in-charge of the-police station, or a Magistrate ol the area L

- - concerncd or on the application-of the victiny dependents or suo mote. A

Provided that as soon as the application for compensation is received by the SLSA/DLSA,

' e 1 sum of Rs.5000/- or as the case warrants up fo Rs. 10,000/--shal! be immediately. disbursed -
o 1o the victim through preloaded cash card froim a Nationalised Bank by the-Seeretary, DLEA

‘ or Member-Secrctary, SLSA.

Provided hat the, interim relief so granted ﬂtull;nélb'cflcss than 25 per cent of the maxinim

ko

compensation awardable as p_t‘:l“SEi\ dule 'qpiqlir;glflc. ‘;‘"thfjsx‘ Chupter, which shall be paid to
[ Y i ey

SRR the vietim in tolality. 2 f%"ﬁ‘?’j%b W
- . ENs A 3
Lo . e SN R . -
o . Provided furthef that in cases of detd aﬂnaﬁ: _su:;xﬂ,of Rs:One lakh shall be paid.to the victim

A e P .
within 15 days of the matter !)f@:ixgﬁ Brougl hour:ézgf SLEA/DLSA. The order granting
interim compensation shalkhé pagsed by th

Led

: ;"LZDI;S_}\,i{'iﬂlin 7 davs of the matier being
e . 23 Ty oo Fp inn T Mafs et LT s
brought to its netice and ll;c_jsl.,s;%l}’zdlngg lﬁ‘bﬁm?pﬂ:g(s}a%gnw1lhm-8 davs of passing of
order. 'I'hcreuﬂer‘an'raddiliﬂ&ﬁ‘hlx‘sﬂi;&n “ofRb.2 1akhs shi fvﬂ{"f‘,’ﬁae‘i and paid to the victim as
3 oA : y

vl

. . expeditiously us pns’si[ilc, n'i'u‘g ;‘iﬁ’f : "
. . Qﬂ uf_.-o.,?}w - o ‘;ﬁ’ ?r:'{ ‘
. 13. RECOVERY OF-COi}'l‘l’ENSATlON.A\\’;\RDED"I’%:I‘ ML VICTIM. OR HER
: DEPENDENT(S)— Sy Wi ien® o S
) S ; A

. y £ Cen .
Subject Lo the provisions of sub—sc&i\':;n (Ei) 0&30“01}“@57#\ of the Code, or sub-section (3}
of Sccilon 396 of the Suraksha Sanhita c%?aie i'l:\s:'!ngul Services Authority, in proper cases,
may institute proceedings before the compétent court of Jaw fof recovery of ihe compensation
granted 1o the vietim or her dependent(s) from person(s) responsible for causing foss or injury
as a result of the crime commitied by himéher,

The amouit, s recovered, shall bé deposited in Woman Vidtim Compensation Fund.

14. DEPENDENCY CERTIFICATE—

The authority empowered 10 issug the dependency cerlificate shall issue the same within a
period of fillecn days and, in no ease, this period shall be extended:

Provided that the SLSA/DLSA, In case of non-issuance of Dependency Ceﬂiﬁcalc, afler expiry
of 15 days, may proceed on ihe basis of an affidavit 1o.be obtained from the elaimant.

ual Assault/other

NALSA'S "Compensalion Scheme forwomen Victims/Survivors of Sex
Crimes -2018% : :
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ey X

U 15 MINOR VICTIMS -

i That in case the victim is an orphaned minor without any parent or legal guardian the immediate

. - relief or the interim compensation shail be dishursed to the Bank Accowit of the child, apened

T under the guardianship of the Superintendent, Chitd Care Instiwtions where the child is lodged
or in absence thereof, DDO/SDM, as (he case may-be. .

16. LIMITATION- '

Under the Scheme, no'claim made by the vietim or her dependent(s); under sub-scetion {4y of
Section 357A of the Cods, or sib-seciion () of Section 396 of the Suraksha Sanhita, shall
be entertained afler a period of 3 years “[rom the dite of occurience of the offence or
conclusion of thetrial. i - ‘ o .

Howaever, in deserving cases, on an application made in this repard, for reasons 1o be recorded,

the delay beyond three years can be condoned. gy the.SLSAs/DLS As,
S} o

17. APPEAL: ' AN o T
S ¥ g‘ i

i

e o
In ense the vietim or her dependcuf&ar‘é 3ﬁot § t}g‘lcﬂﬂwhh the quantim ‘of compensation
swarded by the Setretaty, DLSAL lh%-z:c:m il pen‘{ withifi 30 days 1rmn ihe date of Teteipt
of order b..f‘orn.. the (‘lunrpcrs%mi )]" A "Efw?s 5, B e

e g:,.i.rd.

#ih
18. REPEAL & SAVI N’GS—--’”‘m

L3
(1) In case this Chupler is s:lmt o'ﬁ;dn) lssuw.g nammg !ux{"‘ttun Coimpénsation to Women,

e pmvmom of Victim Compensaugn Schésﬂe‘njf 1haSlme would be. applicable.

(2) Nolhmh it this Scheme shall prevent Vietims or their dcpeudcnl% from institoting any Civil
Suit or Claim against the perpetator of offence of :my other person indirestly responsible for
the same. _

Explanntions 1t is clarified that ihis (.haptcr dm.s nol applv 10" minor viclims umkr POCSO

Act, 2012 in.so Jar as their compengation-issues:are to be dealt with only by the Ld. Special
Courts under Section 33:(8) of POCbO Ai:l 2012 “and Ru[cc (7) of thc POCSO Rules, 2012,

NALSA’s "Compensntlon Scheme for women Vi ctims/Survivers of Sex ual Assa ulifother
Crimes -2018"
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SCHE l')UL!. AI‘I’IJ C '\IiT R '1"'0 \VO]\‘T EN'VICTIM OF CRI MF.F(

8. No. [ Porticulnrs ofloss or Minimum Limit of Upper Limit-of
I injury ) Compénsition com pepsation

1 Loks of Life Rs:'5 Lakh | ‘Ra. 10 Lakh

p Gang Kape s 5lakh R 1073k

3 Rape Rs, 4 Lakh Rs 7 Lakh

4 Unnatural Sexual Assaull. | Rs. 4 Lakli Rs. 7 Lakh

3 T.oss of any Lanbor paylof | Re. Z Lalkh ‘Rs, 5 Lakh

body resulting n 80% [
permanenl  disability or | 7
above

[ Tooss olanyl .unborp-\rluf Rs,.
| body resulting in 40%: nnd
below  80% pcnmncn
disability

Rs, 4 Takh

7 { Toss ol any hmhn puitel-d,

,lmd\ resulling, n:is e

209 -and helow 4013

pcrmancnl dl«slﬁ;zlltxi ‘R“w
P

] Logs of any hm

1 body nsulhug
20% péemaiiem d:sabﬁ;l\'

- A

9 Grievans  phygical m_)uq?p
or any ‘memal u’gur\"-f

‘eduiring mluﬂuhmmn K *

s, 3 Lakh

\M@g«w- o ‘\1‘ ¢
NaRire 3{:} .
10 Tize of . Fodis - i Ha, 21lakh- - R 3-Lakh -
Miseuriage as a result ol-|~ to .

Assauli or Joss of fertility.

%

T |n coe. uf: pr’ugn:m'éy on Re3Lakn Rs.4 Lakh

- | account of fars; -+ s | DI R R .
12 Victims of Buming: . -© o ) . )
. ~ [ Tn case'of disligurement. | Rs. TLakh ., o Rs. 8 l..nkh

| of case B R :

[} In case of more lh.'m 50% R)s STakh Rs 8 l.akh
T n case b m;ur) 1t.ss ﬂmn TRs. 30akh . Rs 7 Lnkh

L |50% . N . .
d. ln caso ofle.ss lhan = Rb 2Lakh Re. 3 Lakh

13 TVictims of Ac;d AttacL- - . .
a. | In"cose of distigurement Rs. FLakh ‘Rs. & Lakh
of [ace, X

NALSAs "(‘ompensnﬂnn Scheme fm-women Vldlnm!Sun'h-om of %mnl Assaml-t;'other
Crimes -2018~

*“_"__.,_.._....._.,.._.:_...._..__.___..____.._.....

e e e T I T R R T s B
- ;

' - et

— e s - i — _-......——.-—.——-_.-.——-..——___.__._ ?
.....__.._._——"‘.—_—_-..—_.-.— i T T TR
h y

hups:ﬂworkplace.mgovclc}ud.in/#maiil_app/maiUfoldérﬁnb’oxfpﬁ7‘358252520726283160". ' : - 7074



re

B/4/26, 12:55 PM (1,524 unread) - Inbox - Mall (rgjhc-jhr@nic.in) :

i FUa I e e L PR R Y i S W W )

Invease el injury more’ 1 Rs.5Lakl = .~ ‘Rs. 8 Lakh
than 50%. ) N T ) :.
Incise bl injury lessthan | Rs. 3 Lakh Rs. 5.Lakh

i1 Sma O . B

T ncnse of mjunr Tess than Res. 4 Lakh

20%

Note: Ifa woman victim of sexual assaiill/acid atiaek is Boveied wnder one or more culegory of the
sthedule, she'shall be entitled to he considered for combined value of the compensatioii,

NALSA%S “Compensition Scheme for women Vietims/Survivois of Sexunl Assault/other
LCrimes -2018"
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o

kS

S 12| Page A . C
) [ . - . - B ) ) .-J' . .‘ ) I". )
o FORM —{ ' e -
- APPLICATION FOR THE AWARD OF COMPENSATION UNDER
. - COMPENSATION SCHEME FOR WOMEN VICTIMS/SURVIVORS OF SEXUAL
] 2 ‘ ASSAULT/OTHER CRIMES, 2018 FOR INTERIM/FINAL RELIEF FOR \WWOMEN .
' " 1. Name of the Applicanl Victim(s) or her ’ ' :
" Dependent(s) . . ) e
me 7 Age of the Victim(s) or her Dependent(s) : S e
o kX (2) Father’s Name s M, ;
- 1. (b) Mother’s Nume ‘ ‘
. e . () Spouse™s Nanie . . I ‘ }ﬁ.’ ! -
’ .- 4. Address of the Victim(s) or berftheir Dependent(s) . i
C ‘ 5. Date and time of the Inci,d.cnlﬁ" ETI e -
o Nt _»""'\?ﬁ‘» TN i e - .
.3 - Ahoar 17 T T i ST - “
. .,' 6. Wlu,ih“.r FIR hds'bden It}:_iﬂ%m{ Y % ‘9 f:r."f‘fé“‘::\ ; _
i 7. Whether medical examination hagheer . i, . )
: yes, enclose }\fleqic{;‘l R_é‘pnm_t.;lggm !E?Efjca;g 5 o w0 '
- I . f?.h-[. chgn. t‘ii{k ¥ ::"":: ’?.g t&g _‘_q:.t :, . .
Lo 3. Statis of tridl, if pONOINELILOYSR aclosé cop
T judgment tind o'i'dc%t(fiﬂ"séﬁ%‘n of 1
: T WO DR AT o f
s 9. Has the apﬁ]icpnt‘béﬁgﬁ?’ﬁ\i'ardqd'pny‘qomiieifé_;j;tji&{:if“ i
’ by the trial c‘?:u‘n{ orang other Govt, agency. Ifi¥es |
e ive details. iy ", S a £l
R give detai s. .t“'z{:‘ il ~AF
L 10 Give details of financidl expéiiditiare/ 10ss ncvirred e s .
E L , . R e R A . : A
11 Have you instituted any civil soitP¢liiniagainst : - - o
. the perpetrator of offence, If yes give-details. - - S - e
Signature of the VictinyDependent. x0T
r - - - . - . - - Lo - . - ., . .
e NALSA's “Compensation Scheme‘forwomc_u_Vlcﬂnlsfs_ulw'lvors of Sexuanl Assault/other
< Crimes -2018* . -
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