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MisceUaneous Applicatior No. L99a oI 20]26
in Suo Moto Writ petition {Criminall No. tl2O2rE

In Re: Order dated 17.03.2O25 passed by
the High Court of Judicature at
Allahabad in Criminal Revision No.

7449 /2024 arld Aacillary Issues

Nitin
Talreja

C€{r xi

JIIDGMENT

SURYA XANT. CJI torall

1. The origins of tlle presett controversy have been well documented and

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

factual matrix of the case, this Court considered it necessarlr to tal<e

cognizance of certain observations made by a Iearned Single Judge of ttre

High Court of Judicature at Allahabad in the judgment a,Id order dated

17 .O3_2O25 in Criminal Revision No. ),449 /2024. The matter was

brought to the attention of this Court through a letter dated 2O.O3.2O25

addressed by a forum lo1own as "Itr/e the Women of India,. Upon receipt

of the said communication, the matter was registered zrnd was fit:st taken

,".#;::::-::."-: 
".fore,his 

cour,, 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 tlerem'

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

conclusions reached by the High Court- The irnpugned judgment was

consequently held to have been vitiated by an erroneous applicalion of

settled principles of criminal jurisprudence. The Criminal Appeals

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

a-Ild thejudgment and order dated 17.03.2025 passed by the High Court

was set aside. As a natural consequence thereot t}-e matter stood

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

adjudication in accotdarce with law.

flaving held so, this Cou also deemed it appropriate to take aotice of a

broader and systemic concern permeating various levels of the justice

delivery system, namely, the need forjudicial decisions in cases involving

sexual offences to be informed not only by legal principle but also by

sensitivity, compassion, arrd empattry. This concern assumes particulai

sigrrifrcaice in matters involving 1'r-rlnerable aid/or minor victirns and

witnesses, whose engagement with tie crirninal justice process demands

t] e highest degree ofjudicial care arrd sensitivity

In this trackdrop, this Court observed that judicial decisions must

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

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

system of justice. It further emphasised that sustained institutional

measures are necessary to inculcate and nurture a sensitive ald victim-

centric approach amongst members of the judiciary, while ensuring that
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5.

court procedures are similarly aligned to uphold the dignity ard rights

of those who come before the justice system.

This Court therefore considered it necessary to formulate appropriate

guidelines, informed by t}le views and recommeitdations of dornairl

experts, while remaining mindfut of the vaiious measu.es arld initiatives

undertaken in the past to strengthen the administration oI justice in

cases involving wulnerable persons. To t].at end, Hon'ble Justice

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

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

Committee of Experts comprising four other domain specialists as

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

comprehensive report on the s]jb:ecf, 'Deueloping Guidelines to Inculc@te

SensitiuitA and Compassion into Judges and Judicial Processes in the

Context of Sexual Offences and Other Vulnerable Cases' .

Pursuant tlereto, Hon'ble Justice Aniruddha Bose constituted a

Committee comprising: {i) Justice Sonia G. Gokani, Former ChiefJustice

of the High Court of Gujarat; (i4 Ms. Anuradha Shankar, Advocate and

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

Advocate, Supreme Court of lndia; ald (iu) Prof. Lucy T.V. Zehol,

Professor, Department of Anthropolos/, North Eastern Hill University,

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

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

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

Oflicer on Special Duty at the Academy.

6-
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7. This Court also made certain observations with a view to ensuring that

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

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

principal shortcomings of the earlier guidelines on the use of gender

neutral and non stereotypical language in judicial rrriting was that they

were frarned with reference to a predominantly anglicised model of court

functioning.

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

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

guidelines did not sulficiently account for the linguistic and cultural

diversity that characterises the Indian judicial system, particularly at the

District Judiciary and High Court levels, wherejudicial proceedings ald

jud$nents aie o{ten shaped by regional languages, idioms, modes o{

expression, aIrd local context. The present exercise, therelore, sought to

ensure that the proposed Guidelines are capable of mearlingful

inpleBentation across the diverse linguistic ald institutional laldscape

of tlle lndian justice delivery system.

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

signilicance in improving and enhalcing the language generally

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

and judgnents. T}.e tiajectory of legal lalguage has, admittedly,

traversed a rather winding path from where it once stood to where it

stands today- This is because the tanguage of t}Ie courts, arld ofjudges

in particular, was often complex arrd laden wit]l legalese, rendering it

a-
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difhcult for tl.e lalperson to comprehend. Over tirne, however, courts in

India, and this Court in paiticular, have been mindful of this concern

a.nd have made a conscious effort towa-rds rendering the lalguage of the

courts more accessible to tie public at large.

lO. The idea, essentially, is to ensure that people .Lre made aware of their

rights and responsibilities. More particularly, it is important to

acknowledge that when our decisions ultimately have the effect of

a-lterirrg the course of a person's life, it is imperative on us to ensure that

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

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

geared towards making judgnents available to the public in regional

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

ensuring that our firral deci.sions are rendered in terms that are

approachable, accessible and comprehensible across varj/ing contexts,

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

to our goal of true accessibility-

11. The Committee was in t}Iat regard expressly advised to prepare the

Guidelines in clear ald accessible language, capable of behg readily

understood by all stakeholders, including laypersons. The Cqurt further

emphasised that the Guidelines should avoid unnecessary reLiance on

technical or abstruse terminolory, particularly expressions borrowed

from loreign lalguages or jurisdictions, and instead remain frrmly

grounded in tf'e social realities arld lived experiences of those who engage

with the Indian Justice Delivery System,
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12. Pursuant thereto, the Committee undertook the arduous task of

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

comprehensive, with the objective of assisting members of the judiciary

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

accompanying publication in compliance with the marrdate entrusted to

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

highlighting the judiciary's continuing commitment to fostertrg a more

inclusive arrd equitable justice delivery system.

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

framework safeguarding victims against stereoqnling and victim-

blaming, while illustrating the manner in which insensitive cross-

examination arrd po[ce interrogation may inflict secondarjr trauma upon

victims and, in many cases, operate as a significart deterrent to their

pursuit of justice. Of pa-rticulai' significance is the compilation of

commonly employed gendered and stereotl4)ical expressions often found

in judicial discourse, juxtaposed with suggested neutral a-lternatives that

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

thus endeavoured to produce a practical aIId accessible resource capable

of guiding judicial officers in adopting language and approaches that are

sensitive, inclusive, and consistent with constitudonal values.

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

commonly employed in different regional ald linguistic settings,

clarifying whether such usage may carrjr pejorative or discriminatory

connotations and, where appropriate, suggesting more respectful and
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iaclusive alternatives. This assumes particular signilicance in the

context of references to trarsgender persons a-nd persons of diverse

sexual oi'ierrtations, gender identities and expressions, and sex

characteristics (SOGIF,SC), where the use of accurate and dignilied

terminolos/ is integral to safeguarding individual dignity arrd equality.

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

proceedings witi greater compassion a-nd sensitivity, setting out

practical measures to ensure that judicia-l processes are responsive to

the needs of l,ulnerable persons while preserving the fairness,

inpartiality, and integrity of the adjudicatory process.

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

efforts of the Cornrnittee in prepaning this publication. The work reflects

careful deliberation, sensitivity, and a keen appreciation oI the realities

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

practica.l orientation, zrnd ease of reference, the publication serves as a

valuable ready reckoner forjudicial officers at every level.

17. we are accordingly fully satisfied t]lat the publication merits acceptance.

The same is approved and shal1 serve as a guiding resource for lnernbers

of the judiciary, particularty while dealing with matters involving sexua-l

offences and other cases concerning \,'ulnerable persons. Its adoption is

will indeed promote greater consistency, clarity, and sensitivity in

judicial discourse, while ensuring that tie language and processes ofthe

7lPage



courts remarn anchored in the values of dignity, compassion, and

elrlpathy.

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

appropriate, inclusive, and sensitive language is al evolvir:rg exercise and

cannot be regarded as having attained fina1ity. As societal understanding

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

the discharge of theirjudicial functions.

19- The present publication must, therefore, be treated as tlle

commencement of a continuing institutional endeavour rather than its

culmination. It shall remain incumbent upon the judiciary, ald

particulady upon this Court, to periodically revisit and refine these

standards so as to ensure that judicial discourse across the country

rernatrs consistent with constitutional values, reflects sensiti\riLy

towards all stakeholders, and speaks in a coherent and harmorious

voice.

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

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

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

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

t}le District Judiciary functioning within their respective iurisdictions.

Copies shall likewise be circulated to all Tribunals a.rld other quasi

judicial bodies, who Irray upload the sane on their respective website(s),

if a.y-
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21. Similarly, the aforesaid haldbook shall be published by the National

Judicial Academy and all State Judicial Academies on t]leii websites.

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

Law Departments; to the National Legal Seryices Authority, as a]so t}Ie

State, District and Tatuk kgal Services Authorities; arld to tie Ministry

of Women and Child Development, Government of India- Regional

translations of the handbook also be circulated amongst relevant

academicials, law universities and law colleges.

22. The Directors General of Police and the Directors (Prosecution) of a1l t]le

States a.re also directed to inplement the handbook, arrd to issue

instructions to a.ll police stations witldn theii respective jurisdictions to

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

23. The pubLication shal1 serve as a mandatory guiding resource in matters

involving sexual offences and other cases concerning l'r-rlnerable persons.

24. We further diiect a-ll concerqed authorities, whether judicial,

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

the eifective dissemination ald irnplementation of the contents of this

publication. To t].at end, they may organise orientation programmes,

trai1ing sessions, woikshops, seminats, and other capacity-building

initiatives for all concerned oflicers and personnel, so that the principles

embodied in the pubtcation are mea;ringfully understood and effectively

integrated into institutional practice.
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25. Before we conclude, it is necessarjr to addiess an issue that u/as brought

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

Advocate, informed this Court that certain observations made by t-l-e

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

(SJ) No- 775/2013, are in direct contravention of tl.e ratio arrd 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 t}le administrative front,

regarding vrhether it is necessarjr for this Court to register fresh suo motu

proceedings in tlis matter.

26. With these directions, the natter stalds disposed of.

27. Ordered accordingly, Pending applications, if any, stand disposed of in

the above terms.

.....,..................................., J.
UOYMALYA BAGCHI)

ITEW DELEI;
Jt Ly 14, 2026
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Context
Since the days written languages became part of our civilization, it

has helped us in expressing our thoughts in writing to cover a wide section
ofpopulation. But privileged groups within society have also found ways
to make it a tool ofempowerment and also an instrument of denigration to
retain their high position in the society. Language gained super_promiaence
after the printing press was invented in 1492 arld has been witnessing
quantum jump in its reach and power with digitalization. Human thoughts
travel far and wide with these developments. Dtectly or indirectly, the
deep-seated prejudices within the societal hierarchy also travel to distant
places thrcugh modem means of communication. Gender is one of the
fundamental source of discrimination and denigration in all societies
subsisting in the world. But where there is discrimination, it is natural
human response to resist, and such resistaace has given rise to reform
movements which history will testify. The legal systems often play a vital
role in the process of resistance. Judges have spoken in different ways,
addressing the problem, and the use of certain words or expressions often
helped us to gauge or assess the overall attitude of the society in gender_
related controversies.

The 50s and 60s ofthe last century witnessed caste, color, and class_
related controversies dominating the courtrooms across the world, along
with gender In fact, since the lgth century the gender issue has been
engaging political thinkers and social reformers, but that was mainly a
binary controversy involving men and women. From the middle ofthe 20th
century however, sexual discourse has gone beyond binary ald 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 mair y through

:--.-_-j.--------..----------.-
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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 ofthis new jurisprudence into our legal

system.

One challenge that was initially not anticipated while the gender

jurisprudence was developing was the role ofthe complainant as the victim'

Gender related cases required a sensitive and empathetic judicial approach'

Specifically in relation to allegations of sexual offences' graphical

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

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

an open tbrum. A sexual assault, unfortunately, is still treated as a crime of

a different genre, and it still prevaits as dormant prejudice in many cases

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

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

upp"**.. of the victim as also the time and location at the time of the

offence.

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

oftenactaSdeterrenttblheltomakeacomplainl.Agraphicdescriptionof
the offending act in a judgment multiplies the victim's trauma This is where

empathy ofthe criminat justice system is a vital necessity in gender related

cri^.. empathi" ubility, sociologists would advise' is an innate hait but can

beadva.'cedwithawalenessandpBctioe.Forinculcatingsensitivityand
empathy at all levels, in all cadres' along with imparthg trahing of

substantive laws, the judges would also require to be trained on soft-skills'

Emotional Quotient would have to supplement Intetligent Quotient in

discharge of judicial function'

kt Stto Moto Writ Petition Criminal No 1/2025' a bench presided

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

Joy-uly" Bagchi ancl N. V Anjaria had initiated Suo Moto proceedings



::--::----------.----------

upon an order by a High Court involving allegations ofthe commission of
offences under Section 376 of the Indian penal Code lg60 and Section 1g
ofthe Protection of Children from Sexual Offences Act 2012 (pOCSO). In
the order of the High Court, a certain graphic descriptions ofthe off.ending
act was given. The High Court had modihed the sunmons order, revising
the offences to be under a lesser charge under Section 3548 of the hdian
Penal Code ard Sections 9 & l0 ofthe protection of Children from Sexual
Offences Act 2012. The judgrnent of the Hon,ble Supreme Court was
delivered on 10ft Iebruary 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 Counsel, have,
apa flom pointing out the legal Jlaws in the impugned judgment, also
urged thk Court to take cognisance of the insensitiyity reflictecl in the
impugned judgment tovrards the plight of the minor girr, who is a egetr to
hqye been the yictim of sexual offences. They submit that there hav) beenyarious instances of impassive judicial decisions, across diferent le.tels of
the jttdiciary, where judges and juclicial officers hat" failed to imbibe
compdssion and empatht in the manner of handling mattels inyolying
sexual offences, especially when it comes to yulnerable and/or minoryictims and witnesses. In this yein, the learned Senior Counsel/cottrsel Jbr
the parties have pleaded that certain guidelines mcry be laid dow by this
Court to prevent srtch issues frou arising in the future.

18. Wefind some strength in the issues raised before w. Thejudicial
system, as a cohesive frameworN is designed to cleliver justice qnd
satisfaction to citizens who seek redressql of their grierances Lelore it. m
meet such an objectiye, our effor* must not only be grcunded in the sound
application of constitutional and legal principles but also foster an
enyironment of compassion and empathy. The absence of either of these

-





cornerstones y)ould preyent ju!.lici{tl instibnion$ from properly performing
their critical dtiies.

19. No judge or judgment of alry court can be expected to do
complete justice when it is inconsiderate towarcls the factual realities of a
litigant ond the vulnerabilities which they may be facing in approaching a
cottrt of law. Our decisions as participants in the legal process, from laying
down the procedtre that shall haye to be faced by common citizens to the

final judgment passed in any gben case, must reflect the ethos of
compassion, humqnity, and understanding, which are essentiql for creating
a fair and efective justice q)stem.

20. There is no doubt that some (lction is required to be taken to
inculcate and nurture an inherent sensitivity and discernment into the
approach of members of the jttdiciary, as well as into the qcconpanying

court p )cedures. Various steps, in this direction, have also been taken by
the Constitutional Courts of this country, from time to time, on the judicial
as well as administratiye side. It seems, howeyer, that the efforts thw far
hqve not borne thefruit that wos expected.

21. That being so, we are hesitant to undertqke, at this stoge, afresh
and unguided attempt to lay doy)n any guidelines, without the benefit ofa
comprehensite understanding of the past endeqvours of such nature
undetlaken by the different Constitutional and statutory bodies, the on-
ground results of such efforts, and the varying scope of problems faced by
victims and complainants in similarly sensitive cases. An attempt of this
kind also should not be undertaken without the valuable opinions and
suggestions of dffirent domain experts, which, in our judicial experience,

does not intuitilely emerge out of litigative proceedings.

22. For this purpose, we request the National Judicial Academy,
Bhopal, throttgh its Directo4 Justice Aniruddha Bose, andformer Judge of
this Court, to constitute a Committee of Experts. The Committee of Experts



shall be presided over by Justice Bose as Chairperson and shall comprise

four other domain experts as Metnbers, tvhich may include practitioners,

academicians, and social workers.

2 3 . Ile request the Committee of Experts to prepare a comprehensive

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

Compassion into Judges and Judicial Processes in the Contet of Sexual

Offences antl other Vulnerable Cases'. The Committee shall consider the

previous measures undertaken, whether on the judicial side or the

administrqtive side, to achieve such goctls, as well qs the varying results

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

after taking into account such previotts endeavours and the variety of on-

ground experiences faced by different stakeholders qcross the judicial

system, prepare comprehensive recommendations. These recommendations

shall be in theform of 'Draft Guidelines for the Approach ofJudges and the

Judicial System lYhen Dealing with Cqses of Sexual Olfences and other

Similarly Sensitire Occurrences In",olving Vulnerable Wctims.

Complainctnts, and/or Witnesses'.

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

the linguistic diversity of our nqtion. There are various examples of
offensive words and expressions, the use of which would ordinarily

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

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

ofa clear understanding of the offensive nature ofsuch saying. It shall be

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

and compile such words/expressions, from dffirent 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 blt them.

2 5 . While doing so, the Committee of E;xperts must remind iBeA that

the primary beneficiaries ofthese Guidelines are the victims/complqinonts,



--::.::-----------------

majority of vhom are children, women of tender age, and members oJ
vulnerable sections ofsociety. As such, the Committee shall ensure thqt the
Drafi Guidelines are deyised in a manner so that they may be understood
and utilized easily by such persons, irrespective of their background and
meqns.

26. To this end, we recommend that the Committee of Experts
prepare, preferably the entire report, and in any case at least the draft
guidelines, in simple language comprehensible to laltpersons, whose
interests the guidelines seek to protect. The guidelines, we expect, will not
be loaded with heary complicated expressions borne from foreign
languages and jurisdictions. They must be contexhalised in the real and
lived experience ofthe stakeholders in lndianjutlicial process, with direct
reference to the ethos, values, and social fabric ofour country.

2,7. The Committee may even consider preparing tronsl.tted yersions
of certain public-facing sections of the guidelines. The objective is to fully
explain the yariolts concepts to all readers, irrespectiye of linguistic ancl
legal proficiency.

28. We may also clarify thot we, in no way, seek to restrict the
Committee of Experts on the aspect of the rolume of the draft guidelines.
When an atlempt is being made to explqin and clarify the different concepts,
rights, procedures, and best practices to be followed, the Committee must
ensure that the report is comprehercive and exhaustiye, including
appropriqte and adequate explanations and illustrations whereyer
necessary.

29. The Committee of Experts shall be at liberty to seek the
assistance of other experts on this matter, such as linguistics academicians,
prosecutors, litigators, social scientists, end counsellors, as it deems
necessary.



30. The Registry of this Cotfft is directed to forward a copl' of this

order to Justice Bose, and we request him to constitute the Committee of

Experts, preferably within a period of two weehs Counsel for the Parties

are perruitted tofile written submissions, charts, lists, and other documents'

which may be ofrelevance to the Commrtteq with the Registry ofthis Court

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

paperbool<s of all these mqtters, shall be fonvarded lo the Committee'

thereafter, for its considerqtion-

jl. The Chairperson and the Members of the Committee of Experts

shall, for their raluable time and eforts, be paid such honorarium as may

be determined by Justice Bose, for which necessary fttnds shall be provided

by the &tpreme Court of India.

j2. We request the Committee of Experts to complete its

t)eliberations and submit a report to this Court, preferably within three

nonths.

33. Hatting passetl these directioru, we are of the coraidered opinion

that the suo moht writ petition regarding the order dated I7'03'202 5' which

we have alreacly set aside, need not be kept open As and t hen the

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

would be taken up in a holistic manne4 not specifically in the context of a

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

from the Committee of Experts, to place the same before Hon'ble the Chief

Jzrstice of India on the administrative side for appropriate instructions'

34. Hence, in terms ofthe directions issued hereinabove, lhe 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



constituted by the undersigred 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 Aathropology, North-Eastem Hill Universiry
Shillong. The committee was assisted by Dr Sonam Jain, faculty member
at the National Judicial Academy in completing the work. Mr Shrish
Kailash Shukul, aDistrict Judge ofMadhya pradesh Cadre presently Officer
on Special Duty at the Academy also provided inputs and administrative
support to the committee.

We had also sent a questionnaire to alt the State Judicial Academies
mainly to get response from various stakeholders of the criminal justice
system for their understanding of court language. The stakeholders were
judicial officers, witnesses and victims and they were approached through
the District Legal Service Authorities. The composite response is Amexure
I to this publication.

It was unique task before the committee to undertake a work ofthis
nature. The committee tried its best to capture the writing style of
judgements in relation to gender related issues and highlighted them, but a
publication of this nature cannot pemanently act as guideline as language

evolve continuously. Words spoken on the streets cannot make its way into
judgements directly. In gender related cases, judgments have to be founded
on which should be built upon empathy and sensitivity and it would be also

for the members of legal community as whole, to collectively create a
language ecosystem which would weed away the offensive or undesirable
words or marurer of description of certain acts. It is also of critical
imponance that judges and lawyers employ, sanitized expression in legal
proceedings, so that victims get comforted in a court of law rather than
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being harbouring apprehension of being traumatized. Use of appropriate

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

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

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

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

gender neutrality and sensitivity in their respective fields- The committee

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

for this publication.

Justice Aniruddha Bose



Gender Jurisprudence in India

Through a continuous judicial process, the judiciary ir India has

consistently exparded the scope of gender justice while dealing with these
issues. The jurisprudence evolved through court decisions highlight
protection of dignity, bodily integrity, equality and privacy. The courts are
playing a transformative role in dismaatling pakiarchal 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 commitment towards building a
more inclusive society.



S.

No,

Name of the

Case (with
Year)

Factual Brief Principle from the Jud$nent
of the Ilon'ble Supreme

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
1 Yusuf Abdul

Aziz v. State

of Bombay
(AIR 1954 SC

321 )

Challenge to

Section 497

IPC (adultery

law) on

grounds of
gender

discrimination.
(section 497 of
IPC has

subsequently

been struck

down il the

case of Joseph

Shine as serial

no. 13 in this

table)

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

upheld the constitutional

validity of special provisions

for women under Article
15(3), recognizing that

substantive equality may

require protective measures in
favour of women.

2 C.B.

Mutharnma v.

Union of lndia
(1979) 4 SCC

260)

First woman in
Indian Foreign

Service

challenged

discriminatory

promotion-/serv

ice rules.

Court condemned sex-based

service rules and affirmed
equality in public
emplolment, stating married

women caffIot be put on a

worse footing than mard€d

men.
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S.

No-

Name of the

Case (with

Year)

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

3 Tukaram v.

State of
Maharashtra

(i979) 2 SCC

143)

Rape of a

minor girl in
police custody;

accused

acquitted due

to restrictive

reasoning on

consent.

Public outcry led to reforms
in rape laws, shifting focus to
survivor-centric interpretation
and statutory changes

regarding consent and

evidence.

4 Air India v.

Nergesh

Meerza

(r 981) 4 SCC

335)

Air hostesses

challenged

mles

mandating

retirement on

marriage/pregn

ancy.

The Court held pregnancy-

based temination rules
arbitrary and unconstitutional,

calling such provisions an

insult to womanlood-

5 Bharwada

Bhoginbhai

Hirjibhai v-

State of
Gujarat
(1983) 3 SCC

217)

Rape

survivor's
testimony

questioned for
lack of
corroboration.

The Court held survivor's
testimony does not requ e

coroboration, recognizing the

social stigma of reporting
sexual violence.



S.

No.

Name of the

Case (with

Year)

Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment

of the IIon'ble SuPreme

Court of India reflecthg the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

6 Srate of Punj ab

v. Gumit
Singh ((1996)

2 SCC 384)

Rape

survivor's
privacy ard

dignity durhg
trial at issue.

The Court emphasized (itx -

camera) proceeditg s, PrivacY
protection, and survivor

dignity, noting no woman

would humiliate herself bY

making a false allegation.

7 Yishaka v.

State of
Raj asthan

(1997) 6 SCC

24t)

Serual

harassment of
social worker

at workplace.

The Court framed the Vishaka

guidelines for workplace

sexual harassment at

workplace, affirming gender

equality includes protection

from such harassment.

8 Sakshi v.

Union of India
(2004) s scc
s 18)

NGO sought

child-sensitive

courtoom
procedures for
sexual offence

trials.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

directed adoption of child-

sensitlve adjudication to

prevent tuauma to child

victims.

9 Anuj Garg v.

Hotel

Association of
India ((2008) 3

SCC 1)

Challenge to

law barring

women from

working in
venues serving

alcohol.

The Court held legislation

should be assessed by its

impact, not just aims, and

struck down exclusionary

provisions as unconstitutional.



S.

No.

Name of the
Case (with

Year)

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

Court of India reflecting the
transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
10 Suchita

Srivastava v.

Chandigarh

Administration
(2009) 9 SCC

1)

Pregnant

woman rvith

intellectual

disability

sought

autonomy over

abortion.

The Court affirmed

reproductive autonomy as a

facet of personal liberty,
linking it to dignity, bodily
integrity, and privacy.

1l National Legal

Services

Authority v.

Union of India
((2014) 5 SCC

438)

Recognition of
transgender

persons'legal

rights.

The Court corstitutionally
recognized trans gender

identity, affirming dignity and

directing affirmative
measures for inclusion.

1: Joseph Shine

v. Union of
lndia ((2019)

scc 39)

Challenge to

criminalization

of adultery

law.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

struck down adultery law as

unconstitutional and rejected

patdarchal notions of
marriage.

l3 Indian Young

Lawyers

Association v.

State of Kerala
((2019) 11

SCC 1)

Women

challenged

exclusion from
entering

Sabarimala

temple.

The Court held exclusion

based on biology violates

dignity and equality, and

asserted constitutional

morality prevails over
patriarchal customs.



S.

No.

Name of the

Case (with
Year)

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

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

t4 Secretary,

Ministry of
Defence v.

Babita Puniya
(2020) 7 SCC

469)

Women

officers sought

permanent

commission in
the Indian

Army.

The Court rejected

stereoB?es about women's

roles and held women camot

be denied equal opportunity

on the basis of physiological

or social assumptions.

15 Lt. Col.

Nitisha v.

Union of India
((2021) ts
scc 125)

Challenge to

facially neutral

standards in
army selection.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

recognized indirect
discrimination and advanced

substantive equality
jurisprudence.

16 Aparna Bhat v.

State of
Madhya

Pradesh

(2021) 3 SCC

247)

High Court had

made

stereotypical

remarks and

suggested

compromise in
rape case.

The Coun directedjudges to

avoid gender stereotypes and

prohibited suggestions of
marriage/compromise in rape

cases.

17 Attomey

General for
hdia v. Satish

((2022) s SCC

545)

High Court

acquitted

accused under

POCSO based

on "skin-to-

skin" contact.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

set aside the interpretation,

holding chitd protection laws

must be purposively

interpreted.



s.
No.

Name of the
Case (with

Year)

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

Court of India reflecting the
transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
t8 Patan Jamal

Vali v. State of
Andhra

Pradesh

\(.2021) t6
scc 22s)

Rape and

murder of a

Dalit woman.

The Court recognized

intersectionality,

acknowledging compounded

discrimination based on caste,

gender, and disability.

t9 State of
Jharkhand v.

Shailendra

Kumar Rai

((2022) L4

scc 299)

Use of trvo-

finger test in
rape

examination.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

condemred the test as

regressive arld irelevant to
consent, directing it must not

be conducted.

20 X v. Principal

Secretar_Y,

Health &
Family
Welfare Dept.,

Delhi ((2023)

9 SCC 433)

Unmarried

woman

challenged

denial of
abortion after

20 weeks.

The Court held unmarried

women are equally entided to

reproductive autonomy and

recognized marital rape for
limited purposes.

21 Deepika Singh

v. Cenkal
Administrative

Tribunal
(2023) t3
scc 681)

Denial of
matemity leave

for non-

traditional
family
stlucture.

The Court recognized that

families in contemporary

society exist in diverse forms

and rejected stereotypical

assumptions regarding

caregiving and family roles.



S.

No.

Name of the

Case (with
Year)

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

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
22 Supriyo @

Supriya

Chakrabony &
Anr v. Union

of India (2023

rNSC 920)

Petition for
Iegat

recognition of
same-sex

mariages-

The Court declined

recognition but reiterated

queer rights to dignity,
autonomy, and protection

from discrimination.

23 In Re: Alleged

Rape and

Murder

lncident of a

Trainee Doctor
(2024 rNSC

6r3)

Institutional

resPonse to

sexual violence

against a

doctor.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court

emphasized i-ustitutional

accountability, safe working

environments, and survivor
dignity.

24 Dr. Sohail

Malik v. Union

of India (2025

SCC Online
sc 2751)

Jurisdictional

challenge to

ICC under

POSH Act.

The Court clarified ICC's
jurisdiction extends across

departments and must uphold

the remedial intent of the

POSH Act.

25 Vaneeta

Patnaik v.

Nirmal Kanti
Chakrabarti

(2025 INSC

1106)

Complaht of
continuing

sexual

harassment at

work.

The Cout recognized that a

hostile work environment

may be continuing

harassssing, requiring

survivor-sensitive

interpretation under POSH
Act.



S.

No.

Name of the
Case (with

Year)

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

Court of India reflecting the
transition of Gender
Jurisprudence

26 Nipun Saxena

v. Union of
India ((2019) 2

scc 703)

Protection of
identity and

privacy of
victims of
sexual

offences.

The Court reinforced the

statutory prohibition on

disclosure of the identity of
rape survivors and issued

comprehensiye directions to
protect their pdvacy and

dignity throughout the

criminal justice process,

includirg in judicial records

and media reponfug.
27 Manisha

Ravindra

Panpatil v.

State of
Maharashtra

(2024 rNSC
'762

An elected

woman

Sarpanch was

disqualified

from office on

allegations that

she resided ir a

house

encroaching on

govemment

land.

The Court recognized that

Iegal and administrative

actions against women elected

representatives may

sometimes be rooted in
patriarchal resistance to

women exercising authority,
particularly in rural

governance structures.

Note: The above table is only illusftative and not exhaustive of the ertensive
jurisprudence deteloped by the Hon'ble Supreme Coun of India in advancing

gender justice arul constitutio al equality.



Legal Protections against Victim-Bla ming

Indian Iaw aheady contains rape-shield prqtections 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 suwivors, and encourages more victims

to report crimes without lear of character assassination. Section 146 of the

erstwhile Indian Evidence Act barred arly insinuation about a complainant's

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

Rajl, stressed this point that a woman's "sexual history is wholly

immaterial" to rape allegations, and it is "patriarchal and sexist" to suggest

she cannot be believed merely for beiag sexually active.2 The court noted

that Section 53,A ofthe Indian evidence Act explicitly makes avictim's prior

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

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

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

"wholly irrelevant" and expressly barred by lawa. In short, Indian courts

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

the credibitity of her testimony.5

(2022) t4 SCC299.
Patriarchal & sexist to alsume that a sexually active woman cannot be mped; Anyone

conducting 'tDo-finger' test rvill be guilty of misconduct SC,

hips://w\rw.s.conli e. conl/blog/post/202 2/ I ) /0 ) /two fngersestbanned-sexually-acttue-
women can be raped gti y niscondrct-suprcne-court-legal-rpdates-research-g idelines-

nen s/#:-: tert=.%E2o/30%9 D.

Lid. (The sa;d provision is incorporated in Section 48 of the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam
(BSA),2021)

Bechan ftasad v. Slate of U.P and Another 2026:AfiC:2 I 01 3

Allahabad HC pulls up advocate for calling rape victim a woman of 'easy virtue"; sals it
violates dignity & privacy under Article 21.



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

Rules of Evidence h the U.S. forbid htroducing a complainant's sexual

behavior or predisposition in most sexual assault cases.6 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

ln practice, victims are often subjected to harassing cross-

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

victim after the offence reaches trial stage. Judges have begun to rein in
such tactics. For instance one recent decision, ordered an immediate end to
the notorious "two-finger test" and remarked that whether a woman is

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

Court emphasized: "Nothing cotrld be further from the truth, a v)oman's

sexual history is wholly immaterial while adjudicatingwhether the accused

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

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

sexually active is "patriarchal artd sexist".

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

the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam, 2023 (BSA) Section 154 and 155

empowers the court to control over indecent/scandalous questions and

insulting/annoying questions to be put forth during examination. In practice

hips://||t*-.scconline.can/blog/pon/2026/02/061rupe-s rt h,or-characterassassination-

allahabad-hc/li.-.te:it=The%21court%2qadded%20that%20any,of,t20the%20%20122.

Rule 412. Sex-Otrence Cases: The Victim,
https://wwr.luw.cornelL.edrlrules./fre/,'ule 112*:-:text:%28a%290,62qProhibitetr'/d20Uses,pr
a c eed i n g%o2 0 i nt o lv i n go/a2 0 al I e ge.C%2 0 s exua l%2 0 m i s c onduc t

Lillu @ Raiesh v. State ofHaryana, (201i) 14 SCC 643



this means lawyers camot use labels like "easy virtue" or allege promiscuity
to discredit a victim. Indeed, courts routinely strike dovvn such insinuations

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

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 ofthis 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 herselfto sexual intercourse to anyone and everyone because she is

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

everyone.8

Contrasting Judicial Sensitivities: Progressive

Approaches and Persistent Pre.iudices

For the purpose ofthe study the committee analyzed 125 Trial Court
judgments from across the counhy and taken assistance from all the state

judicial academies. These judgments gave a mixed picture about the
perceptions and mind-set and also the approach ofajudge while deciding a

matter. There were cases where judges were highly sensitized towards the
yictim, witness, and vulnerable groups, like they were a.lert to the

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

victim and balanced the social interest at the sarne time.

h State of Punjab r. Gurmit Singhe, a landmark 1996 judgment of
the Hon'ble Supreme Court oflndia, directed trialjudges to actively protect
victims dudng testimony and that courts should not sit as silent spectators

while the victim is subjected to embarrassing, insulting or intimidating

3 State (NCT ofDelh, !. Pankaj Chaudhary, (2019) I I SCC s75
e (r996) 2 scc 384.



questioning. Judges did understand that women are reluctant to report such
iacidents and were conscious enough to intervene in between when the
cross-examination goes beyond the ethical standard. The judgments reflect
a modem, gender-sensitive judicial approach which not only talks about
sefltence but also focus on compensation, rehabilitation ard society as a
whole.

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

well-ofi 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.10. The court is the only place where ajudge tistens 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 Ajudge 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 ajudge-

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

I0 lnputs for Cuidelines for a Gender-J ust J ustice System With Reference To Women Su.vivors of
Violence, Abuse & Exploitation (Note Prepared through a Consultative Process with Civil
Societ] Groups) By State Women's Commission, Madhya Pradesh.



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

hai, itna lrya ho gaya? (It ts a matter ofhome, what happened so much?)"

or "Samjhauta kar lo, ghar bachjayega, (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,'Zipstick laali lagakar complaint likhwane

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

doubts on their intentions, sayrng "Aai kal ki auratein drama kqrti hain

(Women these days are dramatic.)." Srtrvivors are also asked irrelevant and

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

iss tarah kapde pehen kar rehti hain? (Do you keep dressing like this?)" or

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

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

traumatize and deter them from seeking justice.l I

Testimonies within the guidelines highlight the reality ofthese experiences.

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

wait at the hospital and questioned about her "behaviour at home" before

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

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

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

respectful lreatment. Such narratives urderscote the systemic barriers and

the patriarchal attitudes survivors must confront at every stage, especially

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

gender-based discrimination. 12

lnputs for Guidelines for a Gender-J ust J usti€e System With Reference To Women Survivors of
Violence, Abuse & Exploitation (Note Prepared through a Consultative Process with Civil
Society Groups) By Stare Women's Commission, Madhya Pradesh.

lnputs for Cuidelines for a Gender-Just Justice System With Reference To Women Survivors of
Violence, Abuse & Exploitation (Note Prepared ,hrough a Consultative Process with Civil
Society Groups) By State women's Commission, Madh)a Pradesh.
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The Hon'ble Kerala High Courtr3 il December 2024 Mat. Appeal No. 706
of 2024 delivered a judgnent, stating that clothing is a form of self_
expression, being part ofan individual,s identity or an expression ofgeneral
aesthetics. It is unpardonable and impermissible in any civilized society to
judge a woman solely based on her clothing or to draw conclusions about
her virtue or modesty, as such judgments are rooted in rigid notions of
patriarchy. The sartorial preferences that a woman makes are her own
choice, which cannot be subjected to moral policing or assessment,
particularly by courts. "

13 xxxxx 
'. xxxxx- 2024:K!,R:9t 898



Rule against stereotyping: A transition to

Gender Just Society

Judicial approaches in India have consistently rejected the use of

gender-based stereotypes in adjudication, particularly in cases involving

sexual offences and genderjustice.

r. lt Aparna Bhat v. State of M.P14, the Hon'ble Supreme Court held that

courts must avoid stereot)?es relating to a victim's clothing, lifestyle,

marital status, or sexual history emphasizing that such factors are

irrelevart to consent or credibility and underscoring the need forjudicial

sensitivity trainhg- It was held that stereotlpical judicial observations

undermine faimess and victim confrdence, requiring courts to maintain

neutrality and avoid extraneous social assumptions.

ti. lt Sanghmitra v. Statd3' it rvas further clarified that professional

identity or gender carutot lbrm the basis ofjudicial presumptions.

The exclusion ofsexual history and character-based reasoning has been

reinforced though statutory and doctrinal developments. Judicial

condemnation of stigmatizirg language is also reflected in Bodhisuttwa

Gautam v. Subhra Chakrsbor4l6, wlich addressed the seriousness of
sexual violence and the impact of societal biases on victims. The Hon'ble

Supreme Court in Aparna Bh further clarihed that consent cannot be

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

woman tad woman" dichotomy.

Constitutional judsprudence has also dismantled stereotypes embedded

in laws goveming madtal and gender roles. ln Joseph Shine v Union of

1i zo24 Dac2521.
16 (1996) r scc 490



IndidT, Sectiorl 4gT IPC was struck down for treating women as passive

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

Bqno v. Llnion of India8, invalidated triple talaq for perpetuating gender

inequaliry while Navtej Singh Johar v. (Jnion of Iniliale, held that laws

enforchg heteronormative gender roles axe unconstitutional, grounding

anti-stereotyping in equality and privacy rights. In Yash Pol v. Stdte of
Haryana2|, the Punjab and Haryana Court acknowledged that criminal law

cannot reinforce differential standards of sexual agency for men and

women.

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

State of Punjab v. Gurmit Singh2l, emphasized the relevance of in camera

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

humiliating or stereot)?ed questioning, recognizing such violations as

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

guidance, including CEDAW-based principles and the Bangkok General

guidance lorjudges onApplying Gender Perspective in South and Southeast

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

ofa "real victim" and adopt context-sensitive evaluations.

The evolution of anti-stereot)?ing jurisprudence is marked by explicit

overrulhg of earlier decisions. In loseph Shin42, the Hon'ble Supreme

Court overruled,sa wmithri Wshnu v. Union of Indid3, rej ecting notions of

women as the property of husbands. Likewise, Navtei Singh

r (2019) 3 scc i9.
'& (2017) 9 SCC r.

', (2018) t0 scc r.
,0 cRwP/4660/2021.(2024:PHHC:I18245-DB
)r Supra

n ArR 1985 sc 1618.
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lohalaovsrruled Suresh Kumar Koushal * Naz Foowlatior4, atrrmiog
that eonsjitutional morality must prevail over outdaled sosia.l norms that
mforce geoder and sexual stereotypes.

a eol71scc79t?t e0l4) I scc.l.



Gendered/Stereotype Language in

Judgments and Alternatives

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

masculinity in decidhg cases. as the basis or reasoning injudgments. There

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

which thejudges are actively confronting now. Sensitive judiciat language

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

iaimess, dignity, and impatiality in adjudication.

The need for sensitivity becomes even more urgent in cases

involving women and childreq especially in light of the increasing

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

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

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

insensitive courtroom remarks or judgments that rely on stereoqpes may

discourage victims from reporting offences or participating in the justice

process. Judicial attitudes in sexual assault cases involving unconscious

women have often reproduced "rape mlths" and questioned victims'

credibility rather than focusing on the accused's conduct26. Such language

can re-traumatize survivors and reinforce social prejudice instead of

promoting justice.

Since courts are institutions entrusted with protecting constitutional

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

neutral, and free from stereot)pes. Sensitive iudicial expression strengthens

26 ElizabethASheehy,'JudgesandtheReasorableStepsRequirementTheJudicial Srance on

Perperration Against Unconscious women" in SEXUAL ASSAULT lN CANADA: LAw-

LEGAL PRACTICE AND WOMEN'S ACTIVTSM (Unive'sit-v of Ottawa Press' 2012) 483 at

483 -185.7



public fiust, protects the dignity ofvulnerable individuals, and ensures that
thejustice system reflects principles ofequality and human rights.

In the case ofPhul Singh v. State ofHaryana2?, 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 concem. Accused of the crime
was said to be motivated by,,sex stress,,and other phrases may be
considered inappropdate today. Use ofsensitive expressions has become a
critical component in judgment writing on gender related. cases in
contemporary jurisprudence.

The following glossary is curated after aaalyzing 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 altematives that can
be used in legal contexts.

Traditional/Problematic
Phrase

Neutral, and legally appropriate
alternatiyes

The body ofwomen as play
ground

Violated bodily autonomy of
complainant(s)/victim(s)

Helpless woman; helpless

female
Survivor / Complainant

Where women are honoured, there

the gods rejoice
Avoid religious/cu lrural relerences:

focus on legal rights

It desffoys the very soul of a

helpless woman

Crime caused severe trauma to the
survivor

Victimization, soul destroyed Survivor experienced hann/fauma

,' (1979) 4 SCC 4tl



TraditionaVProtrlematic
Phrase

Neutral, and legallY aPProPriate

alternatives

Female members/persons (for

victims)

Victim / Survivor / Complailant

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

Suffering from psychological

neurosis

Survivor may exPeriencing

trauma./distres s

Woman in non-permissive

society

Person irt a conservative society

Allorv women to walk fieelY A1l individuals have right tomove

freely and safely

Self-respecting woman Women may be used without anY

adjective

Poor helpless minor girl Minor victim / Child survivor

Hormonal changes, desire,

temptation

Avoid physiological explanations

unless absolutelY necessary

She was enticed away (good faith) Accused lured/abducted victim bY

gaining trust

Honour.

shame

Avoid "honour"/"shame"; focus

on survivor's rights

Victim of another person's

lust

Victim,/survivor of sexual

assault/violence

Sdgma as inevitable consequence Focus on justice/rehabilitation

Outraged the modesfy Sexual assaulVviolation of

bodily autonomy

Serious health consequences

as a female

Serious health consequences for

the victim,/survivor



TraditionaUProbl ematic
Pbrase

Neutral, and legally appropriate
alternatives

Permanent impact on girl's life Survivor may need ongoing

support; focus on recovery

Lost her chastitv Survivor's bodily autonomy was

violated

No hue and cry, traveled

Calnoiy (to describe post occurance

behavior of the victim)

Avoid victim-blaming; focus on

facts

Gullible or obedient daughter Minor / Child victim
She was a consenting party Consent is not legally valid for

minors

Child witness; avoid assumptions

about fufluence

Bid to defile chasrity Act of sexual assault/violation of
autonomy

Fueled by lust Sexual violence; avoid attributing
crime to "lust"

Victim / Survivor / Complainant
Degrades the soul of the

helpless female

Causes seyere harm to suryivor

Spoiled her childhood /
ruined life

The crime had serious consequenccs;

focus on support

Minor girUchild Child victim / Survivor
Satisfy his illicit lust Committed sexual assault /

violated the law

_------.--.------------.--------
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Traditional,/Problematic
Phrase

Neutral, and legally appropriate
alternatiYes

Haunt throughout her Jife Survivor may face ongoing

challenges

Physical relationship (for

rape/assault)

Sexual assault / rape (if the offending

act is non. consensual and/or victim is

a minor)

Disrobing (unless provided in the

statute)

Forced removal of clothing (part of
sexual assault)

Status and prestige of family

is at stake

Focus on harm to victim,/ survivor;

avoid "honour" shamhg

Scars left remain lifelong Survivor may need ongoing

support: focus on recovery

Helpless female Survivor

Her private part/chest/ vagina,

victim girl

Use neutral medical/legal terms; reter

to child/survivor

Accused acted as with his

granddaughter

Focus on age difference &
power dynamics, not family

Destroyed life. betrayal,

shameful conduct

Survivor experienced severe

harm

Modesty Bodily autonomy

Offends esteem/di gnity Violation of survivor's bodily

autonomy and rights

Girl child is vulnerable All children are entitled to protection

under the 1aw



TraditionaVProblematic
Phrase

Neutral, and legally appropriate
alternatives

Sex slave Survivor subjected to repeated

sexualviolence/exploitation while
being kept under control

Brothel keeper Perpetrator of trafficking/sexual

Exploitation (the term brothel may be

used if statutorily necessary)

Sterling character (victim's

characte,

Character evidence is ireleyant in
sexual offences

Lust satisfaction Act of sexual violence/assault;

Prudent anribule - avoid triviaJizing

crime

Illiterate/rustic witness Witness (mention education only it
tegally relevant)

Whore (derogatory telm) Survivor / Victim

Inability to control emotions,

male-dominated society

Avoid rationalizing crime; focus

on accountability/law

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

having relationship with person other than spouses. Live-in relationship
between persons who are not formally married has acquired some element
ofrecognition.

In such situations particularly in relation to women terms like Concubine,
Kept/Keep, and Mistress may be avoided. Partner would be the ideal
substitute which would extend to same-sex relationship also. Otherwise, the
expression girlfriend (in relation to women) may also be used.



Words like prostitute, call girl, fallen women and escort are widely used in
common parlance but may be substituted with the word sex worker as it
more accepted and recognised term by Intemational Labour Organisation
.(ILO) also. Howevel the word prostitute may be used only when statutorily
needed.

Forperson 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 ar acceptable term. For
third gender in North tndia the word l{ra is used, in Tamil Nadu
Thirunangai refers to a transgender woman, and Thirunambi refers to a
transgender man. ln Kamataka Jogappa is used in gender-diverse
communities. These are implicitly pejorative and now the term which is
acceptable and dignifred is intersex. It might be advisable to uses these in
court languages. Now, the term SOGIESC (An acronym for sexual

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

ln this regard it may be worthwhile to refer to LNICEF publication on
gender equality titled 'Glossary of terms and concepts'
(https://www.unicef.ore/rosa/media./1761/file/Genderglossar!.termsandcon

cepts.pdO which carries an exhaustive list oftaking into account sensibility
ofvarious region of the world.



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 {lom

just punishing offenders to help yictims heal and recover simultaneously.

Victim compensation scheme 2018 (Annexure II) is one such step and

various welfare statues also provide directions in that regard

From the time the matter ofthis nature reaches the Court ofSessions

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

inquire from the Investigating Officer whether the directions issued in case

ofDelhi Domestic Working llomen's Forum v. Union of Indids are

followed in providing services oflegal Assistance to the victim. PoLice is

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

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

Dhections categorically obligates the Inyestigating Omcer to ensure

suppofiing a rape victim right from the time of hling ofFIR 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 orno Advocate is engaged bythe

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

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

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

compliance by the IO within 48 hours.

?3 (1995) 1 SCC 14



Periodical monitoring on empanelment ofAdvocates at the level of
police stations in aid ofthe victims of sexual assault in the District through
monthly meeting of the Principal District Judge, the Superintendent of
Police and Secretary DSLA can better administer the issue. Altematively, a

written monthly report be sent by the Superintendent of Police to the
Principal District Judge, ensuring due compliance ofthis necessity_

Yictim/ Witness Protection measures

Presiding ofhcer ought not to wait for the application of the victim
or ofvulnerable witness as it is the legal obligation ofthe Presiding Ofiicer
to enswe victim/witness protection. Itt Mahender Chai,la y. Llnion of
India2e, the Hon'ble Supreme Court approved the Witness Protection
Scheme, 2018 which was formulated by the Ministry of Home Affairs,
Govemment of India. Under this scheme the witlesses were categorised in
A, B and C category as per tkeat perception. ln Sats/ri u {lnion of Indido .

victim-centric and child-friendly approach to the recording of evidence in
sexual offence cases was understood

Pre - trial Yictim Counselling

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

building. Trial judges ought to ensure that victims undergo such

counselling.

In camera trial

Trials in sexual offences and sensitive matters need to be held in
cqmera. Section 366(l) olBNSS, 2023 prescribes that the courts must be

open to the Public for the purpose ol trlng any offence. Exception to this

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

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

2e (2019) l4 scc6ls.
30 (2004) 5 scc 518



under Sections 4,6,8,10 of Protection of Children from Sexual Offences

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

Publication ol any material relating to the same is though prohibited, it is
made permissible subject to maintaining confidentiality of names and

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

proceedings and only initials or pseudonym is permitted as held

ln Nipun Saxena r. union of India3t .

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 treatnent in
court, which can discourage them from testifying. Courts ought to teat
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 o;f U.P v. Shambhunath Singh32 in the following
passage.

"Witnesses tremble on gettirg summons from courts, in lndia, not

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

ofthe fear that they might not be examined at all for several days and on all
such days they would be nailed to the precilrcts ofthe 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 t'ait like that. This is the

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

concemed. It is high time that tial courts should regard witnesses as guests

invited (thrcugh 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

rr (2019) 2 SCC 70i
r'?2ool(4) scc 667.



agony and ordeal suffered by witnesses who attended a Sessions court on

several days ard yet they were not examined in ful1. 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 aloresaid process is criminaljuslice." 
jJ

This principle applies with more vigor and strength in criminal cases

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

occurrence/crime.

Prevenliog Secondary Victimization

Re-victimization, particularly in cases involvhg sexual offences,

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

violence, refers to the repeated trauma suffered by survivors due to

insensitive institutional, Iegal, medical, social, or investigative processes

after the original incident. Judges must avoid asking stereotypical or

blaming questions and should not force victims to interact with accused

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

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

repeated questioning- maintain confidentiality and clear commutication.

Court should have clear comprehensive polices and accessible support

system. Also, promote awareness and education campaigns for public for

reducing stigma and misconceptions about the victim. A strict prohibition

on gendered and moral cornmentaxy.

In the case of Aparna Bhcttt v. Stqte of Madhya Pradeshsa , the

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

stereotypical questions. Neither victim blaming Ianguage in the orders nor

r] 200r(4) scc 667.



any conditions in bail that forces the victim to interact with the accused need

to be reflected for the "proactive role" of the Judge alone can ensure the
safe environment.

Proactive Judges and Cross-Examination

Maintaining a balance of Protecting Victim during deposition and
particularly when under cross- examination while ensuring the rights ofthe
accused is utmost essenlial. The Hon'ble Supreme Court has directed
establishment of Mdeo link or testimony behind the screen to avoid any
traumatic confrontation with the accused in case of Sakshi t. Union of
Indids for chrld, witnesses or vulnerable witnesses, prior to the enactment
of POCSO Act, 2012. Judges must also control inappropriale questions,

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

if strictly necessary

POCSO Act and Child Protection laws in India

Pre-recording of child's statemenl shall have to be by a woman
o{ficer at the child's residence or at a place of child's choice as per section
24 ofthe Act and without the child seeing the accused. Direction ofgranting
"Support Persons" to the Child from the point of lodgement of FIR for
interacting with the Police machinery medical officers ard hospitals, to
ayert re-victimisation, was provided by the Hon'bte Supreme Court in
Bachpan Bachao Andolan y. (Jnion of India36.It also mandates trial to be
completed within one year from the date of taking cognizance.
Establishment of Vulnerable Witness Deposition Center has streamlined
various issues and many oflaudable provisions can be employed in the trial
ofserious offences under BNS Act.

ri (2004) 5 scc 5r8
16 2023 SCC ontine sc 1olt.



Points for Considerations

1. Fact-basedreferences

Judicial reasoning should be based on evidence and not stereot)?es,

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

character. Courts should rely on testimony, medical evidence,

forensic material, and surrounding circumstances.

ln Stak of Puniab v. Gwmit Singhs-- the Hon'ble Supreme Court

cautioned courts against being influenced by mlhs and stereotypes

in sexual offence cases.

2. Caution with terms like "outraging modesty"

Though the expression forms part of the statutory framework, it
should be used cautiously as it may reflect morality-based or

patriarchal notions. The focus should remain on dignity, bodily
autonomy, and violation of personal integrity.

ln Rupan Deol Bajaj v. K.PS. Gill38, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

interpreted "modesty" in the context ofa woman's dignity.

3. Trauma-informed language may be used; no r€sistance is not

equal to consent

Absence ofinjuries, delayed reporting, or lack ofresistance does not

imply consent. Victims may respond differently to trauma. Courts

should avoid adverse inferences based on stereotypical expectations

of victim behavior.

)1 (1996) 2 SCC 384,
(1995) 6 SCC 194



4.

In Kaini Rajan v. State of Keralde , the Hon'ble Supreme Court held

that consent must be voluntary and unequivocal.

Gend€r-neutral, surviyor-centric terms

Language should dignihed and inclusive and avoid reinforcing
gender stereot)?es. Survivor-centric terminology recognizes the

experiences of all affected persons.

In National Legal Sen,ices Authority v. [Jnion of lndiaao, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court emphasized dignity and equality for all
gender identities.

"Child" or "minor" for yictims 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.

ln Eera t. State (NCT of Delhi)at, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
reiterated the child-centric object of the POCSO Act.

"Victim" or "survivor," not "prosecutrix"

The term "prosecutrix" is procedural and impersonal. Expressions

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

It Aparna Bhat v. State of Madhya Pradesl242, the Hon'ble Supreme

Court stressed the importance of gender-sensitive judicial language.

5.

6.

3, (2013) 9 scc l136 (2014) 5 scc 4384t Q0t7) 15 scc 1334 Supra



Language ought to be child-sensitive

Judicial laaguage must refrain from sensationalism, moralistic

observations, or stigmatizing expressions, paxticularly in matters

involving children.

In SaAsii v. (Jnion of Indiaa3, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

emphasized child-sensitive procedures to prevent secondary

victimization.

Focus should b€ on autonomy, consent, and child rights

Judicial reasoning ought to prioritize bodily autonomy, informed

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

notions of morality or honor In Suchita Srivllst(wa u Chandigarh

Administationaa, the Hon'ble Supreme Court recognized personal

autonomy as part ofArticte 21.

Recognize psychological and physical trauma

Sexual offences may result in enduring emotional and psychological

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

informed approach while assessing evidence and evaluating the

conduct ofthe victim.

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

recognized rape as a violation of dignity and human rights.

7.

8.

9.

(2004) 5 SCC sl8
(2009) 9 SCC l
(2000) 4 scc 7s



1.

2.

Terms to be avoided

All forms of victim-blaming

Victim-blamhg 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 Singha6, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

cautioned against doubting victims on the basis of social

stereot)pes.

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

Words like these are deeply ingrained in patriarchal thoughts that

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

Courts should instead focus on dignity, autonomy, and constitutional

rights.

In Aparna Bhat t. State of Ma.dlrya PradeslzaT, the Hon'ble Supreme

Court directed courts to avoid gender stereotypes and inappropriate

observations in judicial orders.

Terms lik€ "helpless female"

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

la Joseph Shine y. Union of lndiaas, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
emphasized dignity, autonomy, and equal status ofwomen under the
C onstitution.

1

Supra
Supra
Supra



4. Generalizations about complainants

Courts should not assume that womerr or victims behave in a

uniform mamer after trauma. Reactions to sexual violence differ

from person to person. Judicial hndings must be individualized and

evidence-based,

In Bharuada Bhoginbhai Hirjibhai v. State of Gujarale, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court rejected stereot,?ical assumptions

regarding the conduct of victims of sexual assault and clarified that

victims testimony does not require corroboration, recognizing the

social stigrna ofreporting sexual violence.

Ilonour/shame and chastity ster€otypes

Such words showcase discriminatory attitudes and take violence as

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

consent and rights.

Itt State of Maharashtra v. Madhukar Narayan Mardikafo, the

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

entitled to privacy and dignity.

Assumptions of exaggeration by women or families

Couls should not presume that allegations are fabricated or

exaggerated merely because they concem sexual offences. Such

assumptions perpetuate distrust toward victims and families.

ln Stcte of Himachal Pradesh u Raghubir Sizgh,sl the Hon'ble

Supreme Court held that minor inconsistencies should not

overshadow the substarce ofthe victim's testimony.

5.

6.
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7. Judgmental or sexualized descriptiotrs

Judicial language should remain neutral and professional and must

not contain unnecessary comments about appearance, lifestyle, or
sexual history.

In Vishaka v. State of Rajqsthazi2, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
emphasized protection of dignity and gender equality at the

workplace and in public lile.

8. Terms like "lust"

Such words not only showcase but implicitly accepts the

uncontrollable desire of men as a natual phenomenon but also it
weakens the acts. Courts should instead use Iegally precise terms

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

br State of Karnataka v. Krishnappas3, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
recognized rape as a violation of digrdty and fundamental rights
rather than merely a crime ofpassion.

9. Biased, stereotypical, or blaming language

Language ofanyjudgment should be free from bias and prejudice.

Care should be taken to preserve the dignity of the survivor. The
language used should never be blaming; instead, it should be

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

In Aparna Bhat t. State of Madllya Pradeshsa , the Hon'ble Supreme

Court specilically directed judges to refrain from using patriarchal
stereot)?es and insensitive observations in cases involving women.

Supra
(2000) 4 scc 75
Supra



Training and Sensitivity

Sensitivity is an ongoing process that should be leamed regularly.

Training brings sensitivity towards victims, witnesses, and all vulnerable

groups. In lst Judges' case, S.P Gupta r. tlnion of lndidi , the Hon'ble

Supreme Court contemplated training for making the Presiding Judge

independent of himself,

"But ifthejttdiciary should be really independent something

more is necessary and that we hcrve to seek in the Jttdge

himself ond 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, ctfection and ill
will, hatred and contempt andfear andrecklessness. In order

to be e successful Jtrdge these elements should be curbedand

kept uncler restrqint ond that is possible only by education,

training, continued practice and cttltivation of a sense of
humility and dedication to duty. These curbs can neither be

botrght in the market nor injectecl into the human system by

the written or unwritten lans. If these things qre there even

f any of the protecthle mmsures protided by the

Constitution and the laws go, the independence of the

judiciary v,ill not suffer But with all these measures being

there still a Judge may not be independent. It is the inner

strength ofJudges alone thet cen save the jttdiciary. "

55 198I supp SCC 87



Annexure I
Report on Feedback Questions
Regarding Court Proceedings

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

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

Responses:

. Yes- 86.4%o

. No:7.1%

. A little: (not specified in chart)

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

A large majority (86.4%) of respondents reported that they
understand the legal proceedings and the language used by the
lawyers and judges in court.

2. Whetherjudges explair to you the court proceedings in an easy

and understandable language during the proceedings of your
case?

Responses:

. Always: 69.3%

. Sometimes: 25.7olo

. Never: (not specified in chm)

Most respondents (69.3%) indicaled that judges always explain the
court proceedings in an easy and understandable language, while
25.7%o said lhis happens somerimes.



3. Do you find the Judge and la\ryyers sensitive and empathetic

tolvards you during the Court proceedings?

Responses:

. Always: 59.3%

. Never:9.3%o

' Mostly: 23.6%
. A few times: 7.90lo

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

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

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

Responses:

. Always:66.4%o

. Never: (not specified)

. Mostly: 25.7Yo

. A few times: (not specified)

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

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

5. As peryour own case experience, what do you think can improYe

Presiding O{Iicer's (Judge's) int€raction and communication

with you?

. Use ofclear, simple language and less legal jargon.

. More time for parties to express concems.

. Greater transparency, regular updates on case progress, and

clear explanations for adj oumments.

. Avoiding routhe or mechanical handling ofcases, especially

sensitive ones (e.g., under Section 498,4 IPC, Domestic

Violence Act).



. Strict accountability for any misconduct.

. lmproved coordination and patient listening.

. Separate waiting areas for victims and witnesses.

. Conduct proceedings in local language where possible.

. Politeness, respectful behavior, arrd supportive enviroffnent.

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

Responses:

. Yes: l7.l%

. No: 82.9%

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

(b) When and where and why?

. lntimidation was cited dudng cross-examination, aggressive

questioning, or due to unfamiliar eflvironment.
. Some felt intimidated by senior advocates or because of

pressure from the opposite party.

. Delays, repeated adjoumments, and lack ofseriousness also

contributed to negative feelings.
. Some respondents found the environment supportive and did

not feel inrimidared

7. Who do you think can prot€ct/help you in that critical time?

Responses:

. Prosecutor: 12.902

. Judge: 14.3%

. Defence Lawyer: 7 .9o/o

. Police'. l2.l%o



. Others(Govemment/Organization4nstitution):52.9%

More than half believe that other persons or institutions (besides

prosecutor, judge, defence, or police) are most helpful ir critical
times.

8. Are Jr'ou aware of Witness Protection Scheme under new law?
Has the Judge made you aware of that which includes right to
be protected, rehabilitation, compensation, etc.?

Responses:

. Yes; 19.3%

. No: 80.7%

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

9. What are the challenges that you are facing in the Court as a
victim or witness?

. Many respondents reported no major challenges-

. Common challenges include:

/ Repeated and unnecessary adjoLrmments
y' Lack ofseriousness and accountability by lawyers

/ Lack of commr.rnication and updates

r' Emotional, mental, and financial hardships due to
delays

/ Lack of sepaxate waiting rooms for victims and

witnesses
y' Pressure from police and opposite counsel

r' Publlc shame and stress in recalling truumatic
incidents



/ Lengthy trials and prolonged justice process

,' Some reported supportive and cooperative

proceedings.

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

System mbust and victidlitigant friendly?

r' Speedy and timely trial and disposal ofcases.

/ Simplified legal processes and better guidance/support for

Yiatims.

/ Greater aqcountability for delays and professional

misconduct-
y' Separate waiting rooms and proper victim protection.

/ More awareness about legal rights and welfare schemes.

/ Improved coordination between police, prosecutior! and

courts.

/ Friendly, respectful behavior by all stakeholders.

r' Periodic legal education and awareness progr{rms.

.,/ Ensudng that every case is concluded within a reasonable

timeframe.

/ Some respondents are satisfied with the curent system and

reporled no suggestions.

Feedback on court proceedings indicates that most people view the

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

processes, 66.4% feel heard by judges, and 69.3% find
judges'communication clear. Over half believe judges and lawyers are

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

notable issues, especially regarding awareness and support for victims

80-7o/o xe unaware of the Witness Protection Scheme, and many report

delays, adjoumments, poor communication, and emotional stress.



Respondents suggest simp[rying legal language, speeding up cases,

increasing judicial transparency, and ensuring institutional accountability.

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

improve efficiency, victim protection, and procedural sensitivity, making it
more effective and user-ftiendly.



Annexure II

Yictim Compensation Scheme, 2018

1\'--s_7""$-\1po

Compensation Scheme for Women Victims/Surir.ors of
Serual Assault/other Crimes - 2018

National Legal Services Authority
l2rl1- ,amNasd Hou*. SrEhjahm Roa4 Ns Dcthi
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Hotr bl. Supr€nr cdun of Indir in $.p, (c)No. j6J,20l21irlcd \pnn SaNn, vs.
L nion Dl lrdi. opnEd $d -rr * dtu be opprop.ta.. ii !.tLS\ s.t! n? a Ca,Mttee ofabdtt !
ar:yerso,s\'hDconprepdetbnaRute,.ict-tictintCo,Ve"sd,dbrsdtat.dIerc*and
@td attacb talinS hro occahi ,he eb jttlon, ha.le b, the leorwa ),htc,r_ Th. latu.d
LlnttLt nr nei dr the ledtned Salint 5etunn hdz a1ferc.t b dsetl the Cbh ttuee ar anJ
the rc.1uizd. the Ch rye^ah ot the tuDtNe of tte Chanpqso" ef the )rdomt
CDh tt siu tbt tt anea shauA ha awiate.] tnh fie ( aD,,nk..

In !i$r ol lhc ibor., N-\tS.\ srl up a cofurill.c coNGlins of LtE tolloBing m.nlblN
fo. p..ptuniotr of nloil.l S.h.nE:

$dnional Sou.no.c.nml

Shd R.tesl Snrstnra
si.(1!r}. l6risl+ of N orno od C[ild D.rltopDrar.

Addirisnal s.celarj . nlnisr].of llotrF .{IriB.

Scniix ldveat.. S{pr.ne Cotrrt ol-hdir

Unnb.r sccr.tr4. :\.\l-Sr

DcparlrD.d ef L.s.l.\lIni(
l\fttsln' .f I^v and JtErn!, Cor1. of tndi.

Nrtionnl Commixsion lor Wm..

IIAQ: C.dr. f.r Chnd Righrs



The Conmnl.e hrld ronnd. ol meerings rnd ii ras d.cided Io PGpre ! sepdle
*C'h+r.a or a --suh-S.hdnr-- silllin th. .risring viclim Con4$satun Schem. br ! idnns !l'

lle co,nnitld ddtlrd Pan II of ih. \'icdrs Co r.Gdion S!it6. md inril.d

$'gg.slionr uonm.Dt\ tionl ttios sari.hold.F on 0E dmn. Tali'g inlo conridcarion dt
s{egcstions rona!. .: lh. Cotn 1.. td finalizcd lh. Cmpc@tim SchcDr ror $d€n
viciitrdstrFtrox of scrEl \s.Elt/orher C,in s Nd snt'nrin.d lhe saE 6rfor. ihe

Hun_ble SLprdre C@ri ollndiaon 2J.0r2013

Submissionr *<e nrd. b.ibr. rhe Eon bl. Ben.n dnd ollEr strli.told.6 $.r. rlro
hdrd o. 10.052018..\dititioml suggsliB d.ilrtl du.ing fi. h.uing !rer. iLs!

lNoqDralrd md 6n.l SclE,E $s fil.d b.fde 1Ie Ilm bL supre$e Com oa Ldia on

I l.oJ.2o I 8 ()lr thir d{. .[.r h.rn{g \"V-Ss and l.d .\nius cun:e Hon bl. R.nch $'\
plea{d b tuc.pL !Ii5 ScneDc ard di.tcl.d .ll l[. Sut Gdtmr ts]UT \dnrinis..arions ro

impl.menr rh. sr.r. i! dr.ir rdp.cri\? Shles,LTs.

Hoo bl. Supr.m. (oun of Indin aldltd obsened thal \!hil. nolhioe snoutd be t*.n
aNrr_ liD$ ttir s.I..r.. bu it dB nor tdlude ilt Stde Gor..rnl.nrs lrT Adrnrislraiions

LloD adlinq lo dt nh's.



I)A&T.IT

Th. ahq,rir cc ril.d in $is prn nrl be cjlt.d ...lm|lttrsrion Sr:horr ror \\,.nEr
victitas/Su niroB of tesurl A$.urroth.r Crih6"

I\D}:\

ir'lasn ! "(1)n D<Brrion lkhen€ for $on.n yidimrslstroB of srx6t .{s.ulrorher



2lts9e

r. SHORT TTTLF:.lIiD CO]ITMENCEf ID!'I

(l) nrG Ch{r.. mrt tc c.ll.d r5. aompmsti@ Schrme fot Womo

Vi.aimvsu-iL6 of Se$nl ,\srolroth.r Crim.s. 2013.

(2) Ii shntl .ode nto inrie on rh. dd. as ad lhen ord{nl b\ Ilm bl. SuPr.nr. Coun Dt

(3) I1 snrll +p\ L) rhc \ idiN nd nr.i' d.pendlnl{s) \,'ho hlvd sunr..d l$s. inju{ ar

rhecxs.,rar be- d rElulof lhe olt n..$nmrniedDdLrho.iquna r.nabililrtion'

l- DEINfltO^_S

1) I1! dis Chnpr.., u.les dE $nre{ odre$'s. r.quird:

(a) _code tu.&r ln. con. ol cnnrinal ftN.dwe. l9Tl (2 of l97 r)i o. 't@i!!:g:ilE
Th. Bhnn! N'3$ik Sumksn, Sinhil! 20?3

&) D.pcndol-ntludd hurbmd.lth.. dorhe. gr dpd.nL!, unDmied dlugl]r* rnd

minnr cniBren olrh. \'ldiin ar d.r.mined bI lh. $in. bgal S-!ic6 nlrhorill dr

Disrri.l L.grl Slrrir( .ldnorit! on rlle bsn of !E tpon ot Lh. S(b_ Divisional

rllg$n1. .lllE .! .ned r.rsr.don }1oue OIic{ lN'e$igrtirg oin... d on tlE

h.sis of m,1.n phucd o. Nord by lh. d.nendenrs bI ta! of,tidrY{ or on lrq o\rn

(.) Dislrict Lcs.l SerYl.6 \urhoriq" m.c llc DnEid rrgal ssi!_<s Aulho'irt

( DLS.\).o,Nitu1.d udd s..1imr I ollht Legal s.6 ies AudDnri.s 'u1. 1931Ad 39

or'l 93il tur r Disri.l of$. \.'ariu&l Cq,iril T.Eilor! of Delhi:

{d) 'Fom nr.ais !m .!P.nded lo rlt s.t.m. ns applic.bL to this Cnapl{.

le) fmd nrelm Slit. tbd i.. \iL1in $nDeelion flNl consftul.d u.d.r lh. Sl.1t.

f i.tim Compe6ilidr SJEDE

(l) CeiHl rutrd mans turds rd.ntd fom c\,CF S.h.hr- 2015

(s) '\\.m.n vktin conp.nstim Fud' ntam a fund s.g.gared tor disbtadnenr
fo. sonr. idnn. dr oa shL \ icti Co'.p*dion rmd sd c.nhl Eund

[tithi the gateti.4 Co qentdtiDh /-ind- a sepn,a\4 Bd,k -icinit th1]t b! tnaintoine'1

ds a panon of that laryer f@d r-htch shatl cantoin th. lthds contntfi.lt ntLt CICF
$he .ntrlqA (iol cohthb tert.flanlithhdtlt Fuhd aP. ltdlrhe! rde^vl.fl.h lhe

Sttteta.h 'l:a pen\ltion FM.t nhch $uil h. lis.d onb'far \i.tnni d er.d nd't Ih\

(h) -Cortmnrenl nr.ts shre Corenxn+Da *h.k'I.r the Siill ti.inn Comp.Gzridn
s.n.me or dE Stat tioito c.,nP.nsalion Iind is in.oal.\1ord C.oFnlGo\.,m.nl'
rheErer cdht Coron.nr vi. n Co,np.nsdid Futd ScL.me i! in co e\t a

DAEA ! 'ComFrariot S.heme for*onrd \'l.limrsun ioc of Sc\url lsulr/otht.



(, 1rj{a nr.ans {,\ n.nn cars.d lo bodt or nird ofa rmil..

,) -Uitr,' DEah, g .hitd Nho ts nor coollel.d rtE lg: or ll J.rs.

{}i) Oirenrc nc..i otEhc. ..mr if,ed asrh< $o,n.D punishalr. hdcr IpC or Ilf! or

(lj P{rl Cud. m.u\ lndi Prnd Co!. rt6o(4j of rt60l; o,Irr}, Srhits mms
Bharlir, \mr, srnhih 2o2:t

tn) -s.h.dutc nr.ans scnedul. appli.all. torhisctEp!.rrd of ttE sch..!e

O) Stnk r?ed s.dice \uthong i ,reMs $e Stn Le€rl sei-ics Adhori$ 6LSA)_
N deir!.di. s.crioD 6 ottn.L.g,ts.^.i..s -{udrdti.s A.r. r9r7(,]9.t198?)

tr'Seru.l Asulr \.idihi rn*rsf.frde ihot.s sun*.dDtnr.t orphrsicrr ir.jN o.
ho(r as r r-{'lr or k\ul otrde. in.l nls sr.Liuns ]76 tl) ro (t ) or_!s4&(!l\
!9-4) ol dr. Bt'.tiu l1$n sinhitl sedio 3sl (A) L (D). M s.rrions 6s. 66. 67.
64. 69. 1tl. 71.12.1). 7a. 16i7. 7A ol $. !tIn..tr. \rnva SrnhX] S.dion j09
Irc oridiq -9otit'r Bhrnn, Nrutr S"nhirr,

{p)-tromnn Yicttud ruFno. ol orh€r crime' mdns a Nom r \\tp hN surLrcd ph\xird
or mc,hl i'rjuNds aresultolnly otTqr.. m.trtis.d in th..nr.h.d Srn.dur. nrctudine
S..rions l0.l B o. Satim &l BNS g.flion 326A or S<lion r2a BIs S..rion 4r8A
IP( d )!d!!_ES_Blt , iL.r "r pr".i"-r r,,*l.irr-.'iiiii;.rii.a,. n.
s.lrduls) i!.lrdi'rg lh. attem?r. lnd,birD.nr.

il) \uxds nd c\pr*siotrs u--d in this chnpl.r.nd.or d.lined tEr. shilt n.!c rltr sdr.
nr.lnnrg as .rsignrd lr lhen in lhc cel. ot-C.iftjnJ Pro*a.rq 1913 d,!rt rtr lndid p.nal
(, dr 'SL,r,,r AFJrrir, ].!Jn[ soEL\hJ:unh n 20t3 oixnd lh. Bhxfrhr \\nr.
rxnhir,2023

u tt'oltlr\ ltcrl\ts (]ottpt^s.tlIoN ]LND

(l) llre.: shlll b. I trul4 rrm.l!_ ir. \ronlen vi.tinrs coop.ns.tion rund riom \nich
(re an$Lnl ol..'npnsarion. ,s d..ided b! rhe Slal L.gl sdiLis :\lnho.nr tr Disn.t irgit
S{ri... Atrtlo.ir>.- 5hnll b. paid ro rl* ryonNn victin o. h..Idr.nd.n(9 rho havr $,II.r.d
loss o! iljrry 6 a .$ult of dr otlin . md $lb Eqlln. r.n$ikmion.
(l) nE \rr rtr \'isnns cdnp.nsxior alrnd shatr conlri$ dr. aoltorrnrgr,

(r) CJnnib' ian (can.J don' (\ CI. sch.me. ?01:

(b) IJud$h( alldarion in fic slapc ot Oarl!-in-a'd to sr,sA br rvhicn nccess
ptu\FrJr,l,alj nJnr'-( ur'hr.\nnurl 8u'lgLlb),,hJCJt.nnn

(.) \n\ .c( {rduor ordr.d b} Civi!( rinriml 'liil,{nrl b br d.pGn.d in &is Iud.
(d) \}oMr of .onpersarion (ro\E J lmn rhe $Ms dcir.bed und.r clause I + of

,\TLSI ! "Com p3nslion SchcDr nr $on6 1-i6inl9sun iEh of Srxurl .\:\a{ll/other



(e) Dofuli@s .onlributims frqn lrl.matimal Nadosl nnhdh@pi$ Cnritaut
r$litulion\ oismhnqs dld indiiduh P.nnined b-Y Shle o. C.Dlhl

(0 Cml,iburio.s aom.mpai.s und.r csR{Curldrd. socirl Rc$o$ihilii_)

(3) T]re sxid Iru.d shnll tt op{.ren [r l!. Stnle Lg.l se.i.\- A,{ho.itv (SLS.\)

4. ELICtBtLIT\' I OR COrlPEliS-\TlOlt

:\ *ofrnn vi.riR s hcr 
'l.pend.n! 

(s) * lh. c$c mr! b.- shrll b. .ligibE lnr gra of
.mp.nsiliofl fun nn'hipl. .*.ar* ,pplilabl. lo h!r' flo$ctcr.dE comlsalion r'c.iled
6y ny tu th. o$.r srnorli Nilh reg&d to S.clis 3J7.8 C.?.C or 396 Btr-SS slall b. bi.n
i,to a.couor nhile d..idiogllre quntrmr i.lh. su.lr subs.quel rppli.iliotr

5. PROCEDCRI] lioR nlrIiI^"C A PI'1,ICA'[IO:\- BEFORTI TIIE S LSA OR DLSA

nlardddrl R.podnlg.lFIRsi - sHoSP DCP shall hurlarorily shar sotuhlrd c.py ol FIR

idrn.di.leh nlGr nr r.gidrlrn)n uilt Sut Legal S.niPs Authonrt Disrri.t L.gal S.ni$s
Aurhoril) ${.onnnnrion oaol'Ic''s cor r.d in tfiis s.,"'".' \nici ;trud. s{'ion\ 1126A

1.r.\ to.lj{). r7o\ b rTbl .lurB. l98.\ or sdim! l2l. 7{ 'i _6. ?& ScfiioB 6J ro

S.crton 72. s.(ti$ lO.85 oftn Al.d1rn N$t! Sshtt! (itr.$. ofphvs,c.l idtq'.ord.d
itr rhis sch.dul.). so rhd Lh. sl,sArDLsA 6. in d.s.^'ing .a*s. ma) su&nroto niliie
pR.linilaiw n.jli.anod offa.ls for th. purlFsc of grsnl oI idqiD codpsbalion.

.\n nptli..tion a.r Ihe a\r lrd .l idernn/ fiul .odP€ns3lion carl b. til.d br., Ih. \.idnn {lld or

hdD.p. cdr..llr sUO ofthcnran fore lon .m.d SLSAo. DlsA.lt shull bd subnil!.d

ir l-om _I ilon2 \ilh.copr oldre Fiat lrldtnlio! R.porl (I IR) orcnnihl.ondann of
\n1i.l' coB izrn.! is lrkar bl dr. Coun aM ifav,ilabl. \ledic R.ron- D.ath Ccdlitar..
\ir{cr$ ippli.abl.. cop\ oaj udg.lel/ ecomnr.n&tion of conn if lhr rid is or.r

6_ PL-\CE O[ I;tLti(C OF -\ppLtC-\IION

l1I ,pplicatid r..onnnend.ddr ld !'on4cNalion cd b. do\ed eitlc. bcId. th. S ral! Legal

sfli.ls auilori! .r rlB c.ne.ded Dist ict t:sol S 'ii.s ._\lthdit) or il .s be til.d onlirc
on r Fnal {hir'h sl,rll br ...ai.d b! nll Sute t.stl Sfvilts nuihtrni.s. I]E Se.relfl'of0!.
..spe.rn= DLSA shall d.oid.1I. .l,liotiod r-ur'nerdnrim moRd helbr.lrinrih.t a! F.

tlrpllurlon: h {s. of n id alra.L }i.ln! th. ti!.idnig aurho.jlr shnll t. Crinri,ll ].jory
corD.ns,rion Unrd $ diB*terr h! Eon-blr sntdne Coud in trmi !s. Union ol Indii
r\.P.CtuUL l2r:006odir dard 10,or.2015 \rhich inclllds Ld. Dislricl & Sssioh ludg..

Dr\l- SP, Ciril StredDC\lO DI dr. dislri.L

7, RELIEIS'TII,\T }f\!'BE {IV \RDED BI TIID ST.\Tf, OR DIS RTCT I-E(j.\L
Sf,R!'ICF.S A I'T HORITY.

'I}. SLSA o. DLS-I m+-' n$rd cornplns.lion ro dr. ridin ff Ler d.poddts to l[. !'\1eu a
\nrJ'i".d rn rh<.ch<dul.d rnrJlNd h<r4d.

ALS,4 9 "Com0.mtion S.n€Dc for $ umm I i.linlsrFn os of S.tral As, ulroth..



8. F.T(TORS AO BE CO\SIDERED IYITILE -i\,\] ]\RI}II{(; I'O]\TPENS,\'IION

\rhile d.cidnrga,rn r &e SLl.I-€srl S.n i.* Adlrorit) Disri.r l,egnl S.nilis lurhodr_\'
nu! 1r(. inlo .on\derotion rt. lblloving hdoF rel.ring b rh. l6s Ly injtn iuil.r.d b! r.

( t ) Gravirv ol {re olltnc. ind ere.itv ol Entll or rh$i.,l hamr or i,rjury rT.redb) lhe

(:) F-^-r.nditure in.ured o. liL.ly ro b. ir.m.J on tlt r.di.at rr.ah..r rbr ph):r.f,t
md or mcrr,l h.,11[ i.cludine e$ueuins of li. ;.ri'n- aunerrl. tBv.Inl3 d{rids
nnesliefi'on iquiA trirl (ortl{ $!tr die roEr )l

(l) Loss of.du..liotral opportuliry as. cqNequence oadreorenc.. in.tudnrg.6sd* fom
sq+o.l:roll.ge du.lo D.nlcl huh( b.dilt nrj ry- r.di.al rr..tn.nt, inr.sltgdion ind
r.ialofft. dl+u orriv odkr rrd\o.:

(+l l-o\s of nplo! rhr rs: r6ul oflhc orrn... in.luning.bJ!,.c liou ph.r of
snplorrRd dn. lo ne !l rrauna. bodilt nrjlf-v. nEdiil trcaLn ,rL iN .nisarioo ord
lrinl of :e oilnc. or rnl otnd redorl

(i)The.elationshiporlh.\i.li ro rh. 6fe{rer. if a,\i

(6) WlDdr.. dr shurc $rs r sirgle isolded in.id.n* or Nhdh.r l11t abuse b.k phc. ov.r

i?) $ h.tncrlidinr bram. pr.suDl as ar.srll oIrh. oll_ch.... \ncLhcr{r.nnd b u .rgo
ll.di.il I mlnr.rion oil'Eg.rrcr (i\ITPI gi!. bi.rn lo n .tild. i a.lL,rlii,g Ehf,hiliriiidl
ne.ds ol'socll.hildl

(S) \\'hdh.r tI. firlinr.o lraclrd ! s.\nal\ trl.min.d disra.JisTD).\ r rcsux oanrc

(r) \\'Idhc, [r. rictim Noi6c1.d hmm iBnunod.*.i'acr lirus (Iilt) d r rstrlr oi 
'h.

( l0) Alrr disrlrilirt lulli.ed b\ dr. lidin as r rdtrlt ofllE olILNi

( I I _r Eitun.i,l .o ito" oaih. ri.rinr €anB1 Nhor the oftinc? lB b. .cnmifi.d io $
ro dll.mrinc hcr nc.d f.. rehabililrliotr a.d rc-nn.sltior tu.dr oI th. virlinr.

(tl) Lr .isu of dcnln. lhc asc oI d'r.t!sdl. hr ro,lhl)' nruulc. nuub.r ol dcp.udunlt. lili
.rr.ctanc!- fulGi p.qtroriotrnl sro$i pNsr,.ca er.,

( l3 ) oi Mv o{r.r fidor \rhi.h tlE sl-:A Dlf.l Nr\ .dsid.rjLB drd snfici.nr

flrLSA3 (].mposlrion S.hemefor{m6 \'t.laorJsuFiro6 orS.\ml lsdrdh.r



9, PROCEDTTRE TOR GR{III OF C'O}IPDNAITTON ,

(I) $iu.!e r r.$ nn.Rhlion is nrdc by lhc.ou( aor.oDpms.1io, undd sub-s.dioos

{ 2) od tr (l) of Sectiotr 357A of tlE Cod.. or ($b!.itqt {2) and/o. (3) or s..nd 3et
6r t|[ B:\-ss oru xtpli.dim is nud. bt st ri.lim o. ner d+d'd.i{, und.r s'b-
$.Liotr (4) ur Ssrio, r57.\ or rl'. Coa.. or gsLr-!sEss!9q.tgE!8s!!saj129_qlllq
srDIsi, saniitr to tn. SGte Ggel Scs-i.,s A norill or Dnrri.l ksal smic$
.\dtunrr aor ntrnio .omr.Nation n snall prinu- fa.ie salist nku qu. .omptns.lion
r..& ind idcnlilr oI rh. liclin. r\s resrI llt tin @op.Nrnon- i! sh,ll .Mik lrr
!u.- d ve.ili rh. !o .als otthe rl,inr {nh $pert lo lhe l.s injrr! and Nlrbiln{ior
n..6 6 a r.sull of $. qnn. d m.r llso €ll aor mt odE rel.rut iofomr{ion
n.c.ssrry tnr d.ciding rl..hnn.

Po\ id.d rhur in &s.d iDg o$c\ aDd in nll eid anlel css. al nn) lnn! nflcr conrnrissnD

oaii. ofl-.n .. src..tft'. SLSA or S..relar-\., DLSA na! sa? ,,,rd o. after ptulnninaN
Erificalion df nre ar.Ls prded to gnln i,trerin eliel $ nr.r b. equir.d i. nr.
.n uonnnc$ of..ch .*c

1?) Th. ituttri\-' .s .dn.mphred rhder sub{..tid {i ) of S.diotr .}i?1 ot rh. Co(G d.
Bj!I!196.9!!]3_Sc!]tsj!!_S4Eg_slEll h..ompld.d cv.diliouslr uil,. p.riod in
,o .a. shsll c$ed b.rmd si\ly d{!s trem fio rc*-ipr of 

',r 
.ltrimactirion ,{

!tulided $ar i. cLs{ 6la.id dtn.l ar amsnr of tu. O"e hlh rndlbe poidtu $. Licrid
*ithft l5 dn)x of(h. mat.r t ins brcushl lo l[. nolic. of DLS.L 11,. .rdtr gr.nling inifim
comp.rs{iofl sfirll h. p$s.d by DLSA $ithin 7 dala .lllr. .dr:r b.ing btulgh1 td ns
.oric. .nd dr. Sl,S.\ slrll paf rhe conr!.6ari6 \rithi S days ofpstsing.l'tlE o'n r.

Thfealt . $ an.ml ol Rs.2la(hs shillh. raid to &elidnr s.$edntuus\'Ni,o*ihl.
n psnir.l! \ inin lso nlonths ofrh! islp+m.ntr

Prorided lirth.i dd nre ricri ma! alro b. plid strctr tunhf anourl rs is ldmissibl. hd$

(l) A.A.r coNid.ntion of lbe m3tLi ilE sllA o! DLs-\ s lhe .6. na) bi npon ns
srislrdq- siall d$idc ln. qu.luo of .mr.'MtiDn ro b. rszr(l.d to th. wi.lim tr h..
d.pord.nris) h$rs ntro arcoLtr{ dr fjdoR.nu,!.r,t d i. ClarB€ 3 ofrhe s.herh.. &\ p..
i.hedult app.nd.d brhir.l+t.. Ho\revcr i. ds.^ingcisa_ lb.r.isunsro b.F.orn.d
it uppr linrit mr be.$?.ded

tlor.o\ d- i, .a. !h. ri.6n is ornDr. th. hnil ol comp.oention sh.ll be d..med t6 h.
J0oi, high.rilun lhe .noun ,rdlided in ti. Sch.dnl. +p.nd.d to lhis.h4.r
4 tnnN oI rtil ote* pB o15o 4ldtha b o,r;tutut.hrpafl,h or R' j lN.tu.put Mt a4i
ldbo] R li1l Futd \1d. nind hrhn tu :l0l rot rti\,a0t415R- Lt LltE: t*t d N t t 2a laarpt

trch6 oI r,i .1tb.t u. ako ahtl"d b qLlhuut tp{o4t Jinarot 0tu6. ry b n' t ta.t 1o tp.t
iQttun /iv,$ e'{ ar;lda12 tht ron4udid phd bt thr aqE.^t !bt!l,T b uns ulcottui
t t.nn can , ncbdt r.ud auin !iE:-10t6, le )!a1j'9t \tj:t,2a111s:8:11t. Mkical

Nn(sa I "Cbmp.Briotr scn.nre rornrmrn vl.rimrsrniros or sr\ tr.I A$lulrother



,.,:

1{) lle SLSATDIJ1 nr,v .all lor ar,y r$ord or ht. GsislaN tidn ftrv
.\LIl'o.ir, l:bt,li.hm-!t L dnid',rt Potrr CJLi .'.n.rm.J q (\p.n tor r.orir
inrtl.hentari.n ol-(N s.henr

(5) Lr clr. uinlnpp.tlalc ooud gilts rinding ld dE .nlrind .oDplrnr &d rhe alleaalion
sd. inls.- lh.n Lsdl s.d.i.6 .\ud1orir} msr inni . p .d,linss an r+ot.^. ot
comlrns nn ifan\'- err*.d in pan !.tntl n.d., dris Scn.me,6.lnBlh. Tnat Coui tnr
iLs r.coNNas irir \'!.! s iac

]O, III' ORD!'R1-O BE PL,\CI!D O\ AI(oRD

copr ofdr. o.d..ofinEnm o, fin.l.dorp.m.tio. p6s., uddrhis s.hdn.st[It be plac.d
.n re.drd ofilE lrirl conn so !s nr drnble rh. trial Coun lo p.ss rn rlFr,,niare ordn of
ronrp.ns*ion under Sl..lion lt7 oI{r aod. or !i..tio, 396 uf thr Suflkfi! srn} n_ '
lrlE .dp! ol dr. ordei !h.U bc prolid.d ro lhe Io in c$. lne m.I.. as prndios
nltstigaiion Md .ho to !h. ridi ,d.psrdsr E rlE .ase mr! b.

|| \r} r lrrrDot, Dlsat RTEIIEIT oF apltpE\sATIo\
( I ) 

-l-lD mout ol con,p.iEirion so a$anld shall h disbs.d b! lhc s]-s.\ b d.,.siring
rtcm,nenr.E ]l nll]t joh o' sinsl. @r of dE yi.rim.d€pfl1d.n(9. r! {s ilE wi.tir
dos nor hx\t &r! ba,( accorhr $e DISA cdlrm sould focitihle olrealrg ota bant
rc.unor ir th. 

'un. 
oalltlirLin d itrcsc dN vi$nn isnrrinor nlorg$ilh n gn,rdi"r

o. in csc. nrnror is nr , clild c{e ilsliinio{. rtE bdni r.Nn' sl:a[ h. lpr ed Fid] rh.
SlP.rint nd.$ ofit lmtitutid.s Curdi.n. UoEey.( i" ..s. fi. lictim i. a ld:-ign
natdral or n r.tug.e th. comrehsolion cm b. disbonrd bs n s! of .sh ca.ds.

Inred.r aiount slull be disbuEed in fult. Holrever 6 Iar rs lb. ,i. il c.npe'Lsdion aoomr
ir concem.d. 75r)i, (sr!.Drv fi$ F,r.{0 oa tlE tu. shrll b. pul in a likd d.posit lir x
nrinimrm pdiod oI lh.e tcd and li. lmririne !5o] (strrt fire pdrnl) shall b.
xl,ilible to. utitiarioD dd nliliil .rleE.s bvth. ri.dn d+.nden(s)..s the cGe nm] bc.

{2) hr th. case of . miror 8090 ol rlE drounr ol conrrEnsnios $ Niarded. shxll b.
dcpNirld in th. li\ed d.posil accohr ed sldl t. dra\u orly on rtbi,nh. L of G. ,g. oa

.hjorilr. bul Dot b.ior. lltr* r:s ofliE d.pont.

Prorided rhat nr c\.eprio,rl .xes. amounts nrlr 6e $nndmM for edrc.rior l o. medical
.r o rer pr.s{rg and ug.nr eeds of D henefi.i"A ar nD dis.r.rion of$. SLSA, DI-SA

(3) The nner6t oD llE rur if l:,,,nrg nr FDR i'omr. slull b. cEdil.d dir..tlt bv tbs h I iD

tlt sr6rgs aeoMr ollh. \ nlima.p!n&(s] .n nro.rhly ha\is ]vhi.h can bc sit}d6lvn

/jJArSAI Comperclrion Sci.m. for $omm Vidims/Srn ilo6 or Se\uxl .\sdt/oth.r



8lr.E.

I2 I,\'TERI!I RILIEF TO lHE IICTI}I
'nr Shte L.grl S.nic.s -\t[norit:- or Distid l,.g,l Scni..s ,\ulhornl a'i]e.ase na]
b.. rar or.ler lDr nnnEdiar. nm-rid fdilni" .r medi.d bfl.tilr lo bi 

'h!de 
arrl,bl. fE.

olcosr or nI olh.r tuenm ..li.f{including ior.rin mo..iaq .onrpe*rtion) s d..m€d

approtnit.. ro rl!Ii... re suil.iog oflhe lici'n on tlle..'1ifi.lt ofapoliE oIic., *n
b.lor dE mnk of {a om!.r-i -.narg. of lh. ooli.. sl.lidr d a }Lsi\Lab oa ln. !...
..n m.do.orihi ippli.,rio,r of lheYicri.L drp.nd."r1o.sm nn*o

Ptuvid.d dur er snon B rh. dpplicdion fm @Bpds ion is ro..iEd h! li. sl-S.\ DI-s.\.

r sur ofRs iooo - orisrieca**arunts!, b Rs. 10.000 -shall b. innnedi{.il disbn6.d

toltcvidi $ro$nFcload.dcashc{d!_ruNrNationdiscC BanlbJlhrs.cr.l.'.DLSn
or\!..$.. Sec..tary- SLS1.

Pro\ided ih!! {r.- nn..ifl,.liefso smn!?dshlll et b. i*srlmn 25 p.r.dn .lllE nrNnnunr
Llmpisrtion .\ d!hl. il I,er sct.{rdL rrplicable tofiis Ch!Pl..- \Lhi.h thrll nc !,in lu

Porided til.ile. tlur ir !Lr.s ol acid alta.k 
" 

sur oflti. On. L'U1 n)all br Paid 10 lne vi.lin
$idrin lJdrrsol&.nr r.r b.ins b.oush to llr. notiL! ol S!S.{ Dt51 -nt otdd ganins
i.t.rim conc.nsdion sirll Lr. pas.d by llte sLsA DLs.l Rilhin 7 dlls ol!h. nrn.rhenrg
boushr tD iB.drir. rfld de SLSA shlll pry." ltre.odF,enon rvnhin 8 &F olpassing.f
o.d.r. IEE&frrr ar ddnional sun of Rs.2 la$s Fhall be aqa.ded ud pid ro rh. li.lim ,s
r$.dirionslr ar possibl€ rd p.siliv?l! \rithir nvo nonths

13- ITJiCOVERY OF COIIPENS.\TIO\ -{1f-{RDED TO TIIE vtCIL\t oR ttER
DEPEIDIiiYI{S)

Subjecr ro drs pro\ inons ol sub.s.\ uon {l) oi s.c,:M J ! 7 \ o' . ('odl..r !9[:!s!i9!.j],
!t!sa!s.96-d!te-!q4sX4_S4!E!th.sratLcsalse^i.sr.tdnorin.i.p..Dfi!iss-
mdt insrihtr. pro.e.dnrgs b.fi* dE cutper.nt.oun o[la$ ldre.or. ol$..onp.nsdn,r
smtld to rh. r ictim d her d.?end.dc) f.oo p.6dG) RspNibt lnr carEirs l6s or inju{
as a resull of nr .ine .ornrinsd b! lin h.r

TIE moun. sd rsor.red, sbrrl h. d€posn.d in t|omo Vidim Comt ens!1ion Fud

r{ rrDPE\DEfia5 arDR,l.rrtc-{l E

Tn. a{dMit! dm!$\re..d 10 isrG th. d.pr d.hr,\ eeniicr.3hxll iss{o lac une $ilhnr .
p..iod .f 6n..tr dat3 and- in nr) *c- dns p.riod slEll b! liendd:

Ptuidcd &.trhc StSlDl-s i,.ao ofnd-issuerd oft)'p.od.tr+ ClniiL.rc. $.rc\pi+
ol15 d*i dar,, p.&Ed o rh. bdis of.tr affdnrir 10 b. ob'aiied ton tlE.l!i,.rn

t{e6/4 3 "a'.mpcNrtion Schcm. forr md Ii.rimVsuF'iroE of Sexu.l \srdt/othrr



15. TIINOR VlCrIrlS -

l1d dr.rh.\icriris. otpluu.dmnrorrvinD rit Pr{t.i l.g.l surdi r rhe imnEdi'r'

r.lielo.dB nrr.rir.onr!..s:ron rhill h. di:bEs<d io lh. Ba i Ac.on! of$'lhild- oP'n'd

undc.lhr euuJidshil olLhe sup.rnrbnd.nr chnd Circ Innn(t6ns \rh'__ lhe 'til'l is lodsrd

or nr $sence dr..eol-- DIX) SD\l- rs th. .6. ma-a b.

16. LL\IIITTION-

t nder d,. s.hdn.. o .l.irn m.dr hr- dI. ridn' d h.r d+drrLn(s). md* sub{{tion (+) of

s.rnor :iJ7.\ oa tlte Code. or sob $dim a r) tf Sernm 396 of rtu StrElish{ Sdhil! shall

b. .nl*.nNd ali.r r p.riod oI I ).au trom th. drle of e'E'c' ot lh' o1I'n'L or

Ho\re\ er. iI des.n ire c.se( dr or @plicariol nrd. tu t|is Egrd lor €sons to b' r"ord'd'
lhe LlrlJt h+ ond thre. ).s .s b. condmEd bJ" th. sLS 1r DI -s,\s.

17. ,Urt r-rl-:

h .xs. rh. vi.ri,! .r h.r d'F...il!tu nre rut sritlid rvilh $. qumrtm o1 .drPdN.tion

$a .d by lh. S..r.rN. DLSA. ihel.ar fi1. app.il $i6ifl .]O dals tion th. d'R of "c'iF
.l o'n.r 6.tbre lh. Chai.p6on. Dt S.\.

Pr.viJ.dlhdr delar n1 filnrg lpP.nl nat ltr .drdon.d b:i nre APFIltrt. \rhorir.. lor red'trs

10 b. !.conl.d. nr drsrdrg tlsis- on napplicariotrftd. h tnir trgrnt.

ra. REPI:|,& sAr'lNGs

(1) h.!$ this Clrpt.. is \il t ona\-' issn p.rhirina to victim coml'osrion to won'n'
lh. pnnisioc of \ i.nr conip.ns.tioa s.h*n. oillE srat (ould b' a!plic'61'

12) \olhing ntis Scn.nic shJ I pte(dn 1 icft$ or th.ir drpcnd.nls lNn nNdnrlnrg {rv Ciil
suir orclais aglirs! il!. p.!,etalor of of.n.. r anv oth.r pdsm itrdieca!' r.spqsibt tur

Erpl.'uti..: ll is cl,rifi.d drar tni-. C[afl.] does ml aPtlt lo nrircr!i'li'ni ud* IOCSO

i\.r.2012 irr so llr I !hii. LuDp.trmlion Isnes ir. to b. d..hrilh onlv bv 0i' l-d Speciil

Counr u.d.r Se.lion ll (i) oiPoCSO '\.t.2012 
&d Rlles(7) ofrh. POCS() R 's-20ll'

Nr6n3'Comp€saiion S.h€ .forsom{ lt.timVsun}roE otSsutl'\ssadt/'thE
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1

.1

r.6:orrnrL'6borPrnot
M) r6ultins in 3lr9o

rremr.*r disibilis or

Lneol v l-'mh or par ol

belol Sto" pcmftnt

Ls oa,n\ tim6nprdot
bdly r*ulting io aborr
209; md bcldY .t{po

L6.f 3nr limb&Fn uf

Gr.vu6 phFr$l iajq
ci ml m$bl injla

\li:rdu.arrBulroI

rn c6e or Er.em.t of,

t2

S{'EEI}I]T,F: .\ PPI,I(-ABI,E TO \\'ONI EN IIC'TIltl OF 
'ITIII}:.S

N,qls/ 3 "(lompcNtion S.heme for{ M,o f idimrsuEiron of S€rlrt A$aurrotier



r. o& ori.jlrt i6!6

N:tui r! w(nm rjdnn ofe.\ql ss.l!,:Eid alEt is olqE t eds dc q ne abs!ry or rnc*hc&le$€sttnltbeerid.dtob.msidodforcmbin drillcof rrcomFisrioi:,

rilalsr 3 "Cmpqsd@ S.h€Ec fo, sm.n Victi,ncsriro- oas-_r A;"d ;;
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E9B!!-i
.\P!LICA-I toli roll TEE A1\'-4 ! D Or COIIPINSATIO\ U NDER

co\p;Ns-\atoN scrtEuE FoR lvoNlLN \1crn61strRvl1_oRs oli sE\u..'ll-

ii"iiniiornr,.o aor,trrt, 20tB roR INaERT\'FINAI' REt'tEF FoR \\'orlE\

E! "C- p.*,ton S"lt.d. for qonrR YidlmJsu-lrtrE or s'tn'l '\s3't'lllothcr

1mi dl L\e :\ll)li(d 1 idih(s) d h..

.\..irb. \ trt0 .)d lN D'?dd.n(n

4. ffi l-t.l * t *,tn n D!'P.ndntG)

5

a

tule and ti.t. ofdE nr.ide,l

\iriiir L'ttl tu t'eco t.,tsed'

i trat,-Jii.aldl .run,inrtioo t d b*n dme, Il
t$- er.lGe V.di..l R.pon/ Dead! Certilicit

It$Nlrial. iIp.nding lt o'.r cNlos. cop-w oI
judsnax.!d o.it . on senlence

ll-r' nurrplicmt b<t ar.saed mt o'lpasariot
b\ lh. lnil .oun or my oih.J Go11 .g.n't' [- !t5

l0 Eliiieait' or ma.i,t .sp.nanu../ l.ss ioc!ftd

1l llnre yotr n$rhd.d rntci'i!suit' chntr rglt st

th.p€.s,rdorof olldcc [ !d gi!.d.bih
SisEtR ol E \:innn DeFnd..t.

- --.----.-------..----:.-------



-.----------_---_---._---------- :-.-----------------------.-----



r&1


