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Context
Since the days written languages became, part of our civilization, it

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

of population, Btrt privileged gror.rps within society have also t-oLrnd ways

to make it a tooi ,tf emporvennent and aiso an irstrument of clenigration to

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

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

quantum jr*p in its reach and power with digitalization. Hurnan thoughts

travel far ancl w:de with these developments. Directly or indirectly, the

deep-seated p,rejLrdices within the societal hierarchy also travel to distant

places through nrodern means of communicatjon. Gender is one of the

[undamental source of discrimination and denigration in all societies

subsisting in the world. But where there is discrin-rination" it is r-ratural

human response to resist, anci sucir resistance has given rtse to reform

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

role in the process of resistance. Judges have spol':en itt different ways,

addressing the problenr, and the use of ccrf:a.jn 'vortis c)r expressions r:ften

helpecl us to gauge or assess the overall attitLrd: of the society in gender-

related controversies.

The 50s and 60s of the last centurl,rvitne;sed caste. color, and class-

related contr6velsies dominating the courtroonls across the rvorld, along

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

engaging political thinkers and social reformers, but that rvas mainly a

binary controversy involving men and rvonten. I'rom the middle of the 20th

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

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

workplaces a-lso 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 sinc,l emerged mainly thu-ough
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courts. cases of vishakha, Nargesh Meerza, Githa Hariharan Naz
Foundation, are some of the decisions coming from our Hon,ble Supreme
Court which reflect the integration of this new jurisprudence into our legal
system.

One challenge that was initially not anticipated while the gender
jurisprudence was developing was the role of the complainant as the victirn.
Gender related cases required a sensitive and empathetic j udicial approach.
Specifically in relation to allegations of sexual offences, graphical
representation of the offending act in course of trial in an open courtroom
often resulted in traumatizing the victim, making her relive the moment in
an open forum. A sexual assault, unfortunately, is still treated as a crirne of
a different genre, and it still prevails as donnant prejudice in many cases
that a victirn is also complicit in some way. That is why, often, the defense
lawyer, in the course of a trial, tries to highlight the dress, or general
appearance of the victim as also the time and location at the time of the
offence.

Facing cross-examination by a lady victim of a crime of this nature
often act as deterrent for her to make a complaint. A graphic description of
the offending act in a judgment multiplies the victim's trauma. This is where
empathy of the criminal justice system is a vital necessity in gender related
crime. Empathic ability, sociologists would advise, is an imate trait but can
be advanced with awareness and practice. For inculcating sensitivity and
empathy at all levels, in all cadres, along with imparting training of
substantive laws, the judges would also require to be trained on soft-skills.
Emotional Quotient would have to supplernent Intelligent euotient in
discharge ofj udicial function.

rn suo Moto writ Petition criminal No. l/2025, a bench presided
over by the Hon'ble the chief Justice of Ind,ia, surya Kant, with Justices
Joymalya Bagchi and N. v. Anjaria, had initiated suo Moto proceedings
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upon an order by a High Courl involving allegations of the commission of

oflences under Se,ction 376 ofthe Indian Penal (iode 1860 and Section l8

of the Protection of Children from Sexual Offen<:es Act 2012 (POCSO)' ln

the order of the High Court, a certain graphic der;criptions of the offending

act rvas given' The High Courl had mociified tht' sLrll1lllons ot'der' revising

t6e offenc,es to he: rrnder a lesser charge under Section 3548 of the lndian

Penal Code and Sections 9 & 10 of the Protection of Chilclren fi-otl Sexual

Offences Act 2012. The judgment of the Hor'ble Supreme Coufi was

clelivered on 10tl' February 2026-

After <lealing with the order of the High (loui1 on merit the Hon'ble

Sr-rpreme CouLl was pleased to direct:

"17. Jds. Gttpta and Mr. Phoolkct, learned Seniot' Counsel, have,

apat-t Jiom pointing otfi the lego-l flav,-, in the imintgnerl jttrlgmenr, rtl'srt

iirged tliis Coui't io take cognisance of the in;;ensitivil,' reilcctc:d in tltc

impugned judgment towards the plight of the mtnor girl, whc is alleged to

hat,e beel the' ,-ic'tint of sexual olfences. Thel; sttbtnit thci the're hav'e heen

t,ct-t-ious ittstances of impctssive judicial c{eci.siortt, t:(.'/'o.s.s clifferent laYsl:: of'

the juciiciary, u,itere luriges and judicial oJfice-rs hot'e /'ailed to intbibe

compassion ond entpctthy in the rncrnner of hmdling tttcrtiei'.; int'ctlvittg

,;exual. offenc-e.s, especially vvhen it comes to t'ulnerctble dtld/'or tninctt'

t,ictims and v,itnersses. In thi.s vein, the l.earn.ed ilenior Cotrn.relicctttnsel-for

the parties have pleaded that certain guideline: n'tuy be luicl down fiy thi-t

Cc-turi to prevenl. such issttes frorrt uris'irtg in the -tuture.

t B. 't/t'e find sonte strength in tlte lsszres raised beJbre tt-s. The judicial

system, as ci cc,hesive framework, ls d.esigned to delivet' justice and

stztisfactiort to ci,tizens who seek redressal of tlteir grievance.s before it. To

meet such an objective, our efforts must not on],t be grottndetl in the sound

application of c:onstitutional and legal princi.ples but also foster on

environntent of c'ontpctssion and empathy. The absence of either of these



cornerstones would prevent judicial tnstitutions from properly performing
their critical duties.

19- No judge or judgment of any court can be expected to do
complete -iustice when it is inconsiderate towards the factual realities of a
litigant and the vulnerabirities which they may be facing in approaching a
court of law. our decisions as participants in the legal process, from laying
dov''n the procedure that shail have to be faced by common citizens to the
final judgment passed in any given case, must reflect the ethos of
compassion, humanift, and understanding, which are essential for creating
a fair and effective justice system.

20' There is no doubt that some action is required to be taken to
incttlcate and ntfftu.re a.n inherent sensitivity and discernment inlo the
approach of mentbers o/ the jucliciary), as u,ell as into the accompanlting
court procedures. various steps, in this direction, have also been taken by
the constitutional courts of this country, -fro* time to time, on the judicial
as u'ell as aclministrative side. It seems, howeveri that the efforts thus far
lmve not borne tlteJruit lltut wus expectetl.

2l. That being so, we are hesitant to undertake, at this stage, aJi.esh
and ttngttided artetnpt to ray down any guiderines, without the benefit of a
comprehensive tmderstanding of the past endeavours of such nature
undertaken by the difibrent Constitutional and statutory bodies, the on-
ground results of such efforts, and the varying scope of problems faced by
victims an,l complainants in similarly sensitive cases. An trttempt of this
kind also should not be undertaken wtthout the valuable opinions and
suggestions of dffirent domain experts, which, in onr judicial experience,
does not intuitively emerge out of titigative proceedings.

22' For this purpose, we request the National Judicial Academy,
Bhopal, through its Director, Justice Aniruddha Bose, andformer Judge of
this Court, to constitute a committee of Experts. The committee of Experts
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shctlt be presidetd. ot,er by Justice Bose as Chairpctrson and sholl contprise

fotu' other domain experts as Members, which ntty incltde practitiotters'

academicians, and social workers.

23. We yequest the Contmittee of Experts to prepare a conxprel'Lensive

report on the ntcttter of 'Developing Guidelines to Inculcate sensitivi4t cutd

Contpassiort ittto Jurlges cffuJ Jucliciul Prttcesses in the Cctntext oJ Sen'nl

Offences and othet' lirlnerable Cases'. Tlte Com'nillee shull consrder the

previotts measltrei; unclertaken, whether on tlrc judicial side or the

adntirtistrative sidtt, to acltieve s'uch gt-tctls, aS Will aS the varyittg results

Seen on the grctttncl throttgh the implementation of sttch measlu"es' Further'

a.fter takilg ilto accolttlt sttch previous endeavolrs and the variety oJ on-

ground experienctts fac:ed by dffirent stakehotders across the judicictl

SyStem, prepare con'tprehensir)e recommenclation's- The'Se recorumendatictns

shall be in thefot'nt oJ- 'DraJi Guidelines for the Altproach of Judges and the

Judicial Systent W'hen Dealing v,ith Cases of Se.xual Offinces and other

Similarty Sensitive Occurrences InvolvinS' Vulnerable Victittts'

Complainants, and/or lilitnes s es''

24- Tlltz Ctlmntittee shall, while preparinl! the reporl, berlr. in mind

the linguistic: diversiQ o-f otu' nation. There are various exdmples '/
offensit,e y,ords an.d expressions, tlte L$e of which would ordinarillt

constitute an tffince mtd.er our penal laws, but ':hey 
are openly spolcen by

members oJ'ottr society in local dialects, ostensibly because of the absence

of ct clear un/erstancling of the offensi,,te netrtre of such saying' It shall bc

hi.ghly appreciaterl f the Comntittee, as a part of its report, is abie to identify

and compile sttch word.s/expressions, fro* dffirent languages, so that thelt

do not go unnotic,zcl, ctnd the complainants/victin's are empowered to give a

better anctfulter rmrrative of the trauma undergc'ne by them'

2 5. l4lhilc doing .so, the Com.mittee of Expert,s rtr.tt,st rentfutd itself thtt

the primary beneficiaries of these Guiclelines are the victims/complainants'

------------------:::----::----:'-:-------------'
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majority of whom are children, women of tender age, and. members of
vulnerable sections of society. As such, the Committee shall ensure that the
Draft Guidelines are devised in a manner so that they may be understood
and utilized easily by such persons, irrespecttve of their background and

26- Tb this end, we recommend that the committee of Experts
prepare, preferabllt the entire report, and in any case at least the draft
guidelines, in simple language comprehensible to laypersons, whose
interests the guidelines seek to protect. The guiderines, rl)e expect, wiil not
be loaded with heavy, compricated expressions borne from foreign
langttages and jurisdictions. They must be contextualised in the real and
litted experience of the stakeholders in Indian judicial process, with direct
reference to the ethos, values, and social fabric of our country.

2,7 ' The Contmiltee may even consider preparing translated versions
oJ'certain public-Jitcing sections of the gttidelines. The objective is to fully
explain lhe various concepts to all readers, irrespective of linguistic a,d
legal proJiciency.

28- we may arso crarify that v,e, in no way, seek to restrict the
C)ommittee of Experts on the aspect of the volume of the draft guidelines.
When an attempt is being ntade to explain and clarifu the dffirent concepts,
rights, procedures, and best practices to be followed, the committee must
ensure that the report is comprehensive and exhaustive, includtng
appropriate and adeqr.nte explanations arui illustrariun.s wlrcrever
necessary.

29- The Committee of Experts shall be at liberty to seek the
assistance of other experts on this matte4 such as linguistics academicians,
prosectiors, litigators, social scientists, and counsellors, as tt deems
necessary.
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30. The Re;4istry of this cotu't is directed to font,ard a copy of this

order to Justtce. Brtse, and we reqttest him to constitute the Comntittee of

Experts, prderabtl, within a period of two v,eeks. Cou.n.,sel. for the portir''s

are permittecl to fihz v,ritten sttbmissions, charts, li,sts, and other docurnents,

which may be oJ relevance to the Comntittee, with the RegistrSt of this Cotrrt

within two weeks. The.se documents, along u'it.h a cotnpl'ete 're't of the

paperhook,s oJ-rill the.se, motter',s, ,shall he font'mclecl to the Comntittee,

th.ereafte4 fo r its cons idera.t i.o rt.

3I. Tlte Chcrirperson and thc ltlentbers of the Comtnittee of Exper"ts

shall, for their t,alnable time and el/brts, be paid such honorariunt as nlav

be determined by./tLstice Bose, Jbr tvhich rtecessul'yfunds shall be pro'-ided

by the Suprem<z Cc'urt of India-

32. Iwe reqttest the Cotnrnittee of E'xpert-s t() complete its

cleliberations and sttbrnit a reporl tc this Court, preferabll; witliiit three

months.

j3. Having pctssed these j.iractions, v;e are of the considered opittion

that the suo n'totu w'rit pciition re.gctrding tl'te orcle'' ciatecl 17'03'2025' which

w-e have already set Q-sicle, neecl ttot be kept open- As and v'hen the

Cr,tmmittee of Experf-s is able to /itrnish its repo"t to this Coru"t, the sante

w,ould be taken tttrt in a hctlistic: ttt(tnnet', not specificaLl' in the context of a

single case' To thctt ffict, the Regi'str]' is directed' upon receipt of the report

fro* the Committee of Experts, to plctce the sante: before Hon'ble the Chief

Justice oJ India on the aclministrative side for appropriate instructions'

34. Helce in terms of tlte directions isstted hereinabo've, the instant

suo motu case stands disposed of. Pending int<lrlocr'ttory applications' if

any, also stand di,sPosed of-"

The present publication has been made in pursuance of the

directions of the Hon'ble Supreme court of India' A committee was
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constituted by the undersigned comprising of Hon'ble Ms. Justice Sonia G.
Gokani, Former chief Justice of the High court of Gujarat, Ms. Anuradha
Shankar, Former Director General of police, Madhya pradesh, Dr. Surat
singh, Advocate, Supreme court of India, and prof. Lucy T.v. Zehol,
Professor, Department of Anthropology, North-Eastern Hill University,
shillong. The committee was assisted by Dr. Sonam Jain, faculty member
at the National Judicial Academy in completing the work. Mr. Shrish
Kailash Shukul, a District Judge of Madhya Pradesh Cadre presently Officer
on Special Duty at the Academy also provided inputs and administrative
support to the cornmittee.

We had also sent a questionnaire to all the State Judicial Academies
rnainly to get response frorn various stakeholders of the criminal justice
system for their understanding of courl language. The stakeholders were
judicial officers, witnesses and victims and they were approached through
the District Legal Service Authorities. The composite response is Annexure
I to this publicatiorr.

It was unique task before the cornmittee to undertake a work of this
nature- The committee tried its best to capture the writing style of
judgements in relation to gender related issues and highlighted them. but a
publication of this nature cannot permanently act as guideline as language
evolve continuously. Words spoken on the streets cannot make its way into
judgements directly. In gender related cases, judgments have to be found,ed
on which should be built upon empathy and sensitivity and it would be also
for the members of legal community as whole, to collectively create a
language ecosystem which would weed away the offensive or undesirable
words or manner of description of c.ertain acts. It is also of critical
importance that jLrdges and lawyers empioy, sanitized cxpression i1 legal
proceedings, so that victims get comforted in a court of law rather than



beir-rg harbouring apprehension of being traurretized. Use of approprtate

expl'essions czrn help in eradicating deep-seated p:ender-based prejudices.

The cgmnrittee is grateful to the Hon'ble Supretne Courl for beir-rg

given this opporlr-rnity. This exercise, the members of the cotntnittee feel,

will inspire a1d encourage thinking persons in cther walks ot'lit'e to bring

gender neutraiity and sensitivity in their respeclive fields. The commiltee

also would like to thank all tire State Judicial A:ademies for their supporl

for this publicatic,n.

J ttstice Anir uddho Eose



Gender Jurisprudence in Inclia

Through a continuous judicial process, the judiciary in India has
consistently expanded the scope of gender justice while dealing with these
issues- The jurisprudence evolved through courl decisions highlight
protection of dignity, bodily integrity, equality and privacy. The courts are
playing a transformative role in dismantling patriarchal stereotypes,
recognizing intersectional vulnerabilities, strengthening workplace and
institutional safeguards from dominant gender harassment. This led to the
recognition of reproductive and sexual autonomy, affirrnation of the rights
of women, children, transgender persons, and queer communities/non-
binary in a gender neutral manner. Over the years several judgrnents
collectively reflect the judiciary's ongoing commitment towards building a
nrore inclusive society.
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Principle from the Judgment
of. the Hon'ble StrPreme

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence

Factual BriefS

No.

Narne o,f the

Case ('with

Year)

The Hon'ble SuPlelne Cor-tt't

uphe ld the constitutior-ral

valiclity of special Provisions
for vromen under Article

15(3), recognizing that

subslantive eqLralitY niaY

require protective measut'es itt

favour of women.

Challenge to

Section 497

IPC (adultery

law) on

grounds of
gender

discrimination.
(section 497 of
iPC has

subsequently

been struck

down in the

case of Joseph

Shine as serial

no. 13 in this

table)

I Yusut- Abdul
Aziz v. State

of Bcmbay
(AIR 19:;4 SC

32t )

Cou .t condemned sex-based

serv:ce rules and affirmed

eque lity in public

employment, stating married

wonten cannot be Pr,rt on a

won;e footing than married

men.

First woman in

Indian Foreign

Service

challenged

discriminatory

promotion/serv

ice rules.

) C'8,
Muthamtna v.

Union of India
((t979) 4 SCC

?60)
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No.

Name of the
Case (with

Year)

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

aJ Tukar-am v.

State of
Maharashtra
((re7e) 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-centri c interpretation
and statutory changes

regarding consent and

evidence.

4 Air India v.

Nergesh

Meerza
((1981) 4 SCC

33s)

Air hostesses

challenged

rules

mandating

retilement on

marriage/pregn

ancy.

The Court held pregnancy-
hased termination rules
albitrary and unconstitutional,
calling such provisions an

insr:lt to womanhood.

5 Bharwada

Bhoginbhai
Hirjibhai v.

State of
Gujarat
((leB3) 3 SCC

2r1)

Rape

survivor's
testimony

questioned for
lack of
corroboration.

The Court held survivor's
testimony does not reqr-rire

corroboration, recognizing the

social stigma of reporting
sexual violence.
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S.

No.

Name of the

Case (wiith

Yr:ar)

Factual Brief Principle from the Judgment
of the Hon'trle SuPreme

Court of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurislrrudence

6 State oi Punjab

v. Gurtnit

Singh t.(1996)

2 SCC 38r-)

Rape

survivor's

privacy and

dignity drrring

trial at issue.

The Coirrt cmPhasized (irt-

camer a) proceedings, PrivacY

protection, and survivor

dignity, noting no woman

would humiliate herself bY

makirg a false allegation.

1 Vishaka v

State of
Rajasthan

((r997) 6 SCC

) 41\

Sexuai

harassment of

social wclrker

at workplace.

The Court framed the Vishaka

guide ines for workPlace

sexual harassment at

workplace, affirmirtg gerider

equal.ty includes Protection

from such harassment'

oo Sakshi r,.

IJnion of trndia

((200/,) 5 SCC

s 1B)

NGO sought

child-sensitive

corrrtroom

procedures for

sexual offence

tr ials.

9 Anuj Garg v.

Hotel

Associatirtn of
India ((2008) 3

scc t)

Challenge to

law baning

women from

working in

venues serving

alcohol.



S 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

r0 Suchita

Srivastava v.

Chandigarh

Administration
((200e) e scc
1)

Pregnant

woman with
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.

11 National Legal

Services

Authority v.

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

Recognition of
transgender

persons' legai

rights.

The Court constitutionally
reco gnized trans gender

identity, affirming dignity and

directing affirmative
measures fcrr inclusion.

t2 Joseph Shine

v. Union of
India ((2019) 3

scc 39)

Challenge to

criminalization

of adultery

law.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court
struck down adultery law as

unconstitutional and rej ected

patriarchal notions of
marriage.

1
aJ Indian Young

Lawyers

Association v.

State of Kerala
((2019) i 1

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.
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The F.on'bie SuPleme Court

recog rized indirect

cliscri mination and advanced

substirntive equalitY

jurisprudence

The (lourt directed judges to

avoid gender stereotypes and

prohicited suggestions of

man'iage/comPromise in raPe

CASES.

The lIon'ble SLlPrelne Court

set aside the interPretatton,

holding child Protection laws

mllst be pttrPosivelY

interpreted.

:---_---_---_-_----_------__--_

S

No.

Namt: of the

Case (with
Year)

Factual Brief Principle from the Judgmeltt
of the Hon'ble SuPreme

Corrrt of India reflecting the

transition of Gender

Jurisprudence
Thc Court rcjccted

stereofypes abor'rt women's

roles :rnd held women cannot

be denied equal oPportr-rnitY

on the basis of PhYsiological
or social assurnPtions.

t4 Secret:u'y,

Ministry oi
Defenc;e v.

Babita Puniya

(Q02q 7 SCC

469)

Women

officers sought

permanent

commission in

the Indian

Arrny.

15 Lt. Col.

Nitisha v.

Union of India

((2021) 1s

scc 12s)

Challenge to

facially neutral

standards in

army selection

i6 Apalna Bhat v.

State of
Madhya

Pradesh

((2021) 3 SCC

247)

High Court had

made

stereotypical

remarks and

suggested

compromise in

rape case.

fi Attomey
General f,tr

India v. Satish

((202'2) s scc
s4s)

High Court

acquitted

accused under

POCSO based

on "skin-to-

skin" contact.



- :a11a1111 .j__-________-___=

-
o
-
o
o
C
7
{
o
TI
(-
C
U
o
T
C
n
mI
rr
-

w
E]

S

No.

Name of the
Case (with

Year)

Factual Brief
of the Hon,ble Supreme
Court of India reflecting the
transition of Gender
Jurisprudence

Principle from the Judgment

l8 Patan Jamal

Vali v. State of
Andhra
Pradesh

((2021 ) 16

scc 22s)

Rape and

murder of a

Dalit woman.

Court recognized
rntersectionaiity,

acknowledging compounded
discrimination based on caste,
gender, and disability.

The

19 State of
Jharkhand v.

Shailendra

Kumar Rai
((2022) 14

SCC 299)

Use of two-
finger test in
rape

examination.

condemned the test as

regressive and irrelevant to
consent, directing it must not
be conducted.

The Hon'ble S upreme Court

20 X v. Principal

Secretary,

Health &
Family

Welfare Dept.,
Delhi ((2023)
9 SCC 433)

Unmarried

woman

challenged

denial of
abortion after
20 weeks.

women are equally entitled to
reproductive autonomy and
recognized marital rape for
Iimited pLrrposes.

The Court he.ld unmarried

21 Deepika Singh
v. Central

Administrative
Tribunal
((2023) 13

scc 681)

Denial of
maternity leave
for non-

traditional

family
structure.

families in contemporary
society exist in diverse forms
and rejected ster.eotypical
assumptions regarding
caregtvrng and famil

The Court recognized that

y roles

;, '.' 'f .:i,r 
a .. a. -,
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of thrt Hon'ble SuPreme

Court of India reflecting the

l-rarrsitiorl o[ Gertder

Principle from the Judgment

Jurisprudence

Factual BriefName of the

Case (wil.h.

Year)

S

No.

recognition but reiterated

qLreer r ights to dignitY,

elltoncmY, end Protection

from discrimination'

The Coutt declinedPetition for

legaI

recognition of

same-sex

rnan lages

Supriyo @

Supriya

ChakrabortY &
Anr v. Unirln

of Indiit (2023

tNSC 9,20)

')')

The Hcn'ble SuPretne

eurpha.sized institutional

accountabilitY, safe working

envirc nnlents, and strrvivor

dignit-v.

CourtInstitutional

response to

sexual violence

against a

doctor.

In Re: .Alleged

Rape and

Murdet'

Incident o{'a

Trainee D<>ctor

t2024INSC
613)

23

jurisdiction extends across

departnrents and must uPhold

the remedial intent of the

POSII Act.

The C ourl clarified ICC'sJurisdictional

chalienge to

ICC under

POSH Act'

Dr. Sohail

Malik v. Llnion

of Ind:,a (2.025

SCC Online
sc 275 1)

24

Cornplaint of

continuing

sexual

harassment at

work.

Vaneeta

Patnaik v.

NirmzLl Kanti

Chalaabarti
(202s INSC

1 106)

25
The (lourt recognlzed that a

hostil e work envirr:lntnent

rnay ]1s contintring

harassssi ng, requiring

survivor-sensitive

interpretation under POSH

Act.
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S.

No.
Name of the
Case (with

Year)

m the Judgment
of the Hon,ble Supreme
Court of India reflecting the
transition of Gender
Jurisprudence

Principle fro

26 Nipun Saxena

v. Union of
India ((2019) 2

scc 703)

Protection of
identity and

privacy of
victims of
sexual

offences.

urt reinforced the
statutory prohibition on
disclosr-rre of the identity of
rape survivors and issued
comprehensive directions to
protect their privacy and
dignity throughout the
criminal j ustice process,
including in judicial records

The Co

and media reportlng
2l Manisha

Ravindra

Panpatil v.

State of
Maharashtra

(2024INSC

762

An elected

woman

Sarpanch was

disqualified

from office on

allegations that

she resided in a
house

encroaching on
government

Iand.

urt recognized that
legal and administrative
actions again.st women elected
representatives may
sometimes be rooted in
patriarchal resistance to
women exercising authority,
par-ticularly in rural
governance structures.

The Co
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Note: The above table is only
jurisprudence developed by the
g e nd e r j us ti c e and c ons tittttional

illttstrative and not exhau,rti,e of the extensive
Hon'ble Suprente Cottrt of Inclia in ctdvancing
equaltty.
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Legal Protections against victinr-Rla rning

Indian law already contains rape-shield protections to safeguard surviors

against viotim-blarning. It reiflforces the principle that consent must bc

judged on thc circutnstances of the alleged incidtlnt, not on the survit'or's

personal history. lt helps prerrent secondarl' r'ictimization cltuing trial'

upholds the dignit)' and privacy of survivors' and encoLlrages more victims

to report crimes without fear of character assassiration' Sectior-r 146 of the

erstwhile lndian Evidence Act barred any insinuat:on abor-tt a complainant's

sexual reputation or character. ln State of Jharkhxtd v' Shailetdra Kumcu"

Rait . stressed this point that a lvoman'S "st)xual history is rvholly

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

she cannot be believed merely for being sexualll' active'l The cottrt noted

that Section 53A oIthe lndian evidence Act explicitl)' *rakes a victim's prior

sexual experience "not relevant" to consent in a rape trial'r Likewise' the

Allahabad High courl recently conclemned a law;rer's attempt to call a rape

surrvivor 
..a woman of oasy vifiue,,, holding such attack on cltaracter to be

..wiiolly irrelevant" and expressiy barred by lavra' itt sllott' inclian ccut1s

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

5

the creclibility of her testimony'

I QO22) 14 sc(l ?.99

I Patriarchal & sexist to assuhre that a sexually active 'vorran cannot be laped; Anyone

conducting 'trvo-t-tnger' test will be gu lty of rlisconduct: SC'

https://lvww.scconline.cclnt/blclg/post/2022/11/01/nvo.|inget-test-banrted-sexllalll,active.
women-ccln-lle-raped-gutlty-miscotlduct-.suprenle-cotu.t-legll-ttpdcttes-researclt-guideLines-

netvs/#:'';text-'94829/o80%9D' - ^r, '

3 tbid.(The said plovision is incorporated in Section 48 of the Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyam

(BSA),2023)
a Bechan Prasad v. State of U.P' and Another' 2026:AHC:21()13 r ((^^^.. .,i-r,,o,,.
5 Allahabad HC pulls up advocate for calling rape victim a woman of "easy vi|tue"; says rt

violates rtignity &' privacy ttnder fu1icle 2l '

-::----:------:------::----:::::--'-----::---



This aligns with international rape-shield standards. For example, Federal
Rules of Evidence in the U.S. forbid introducing a complainant's sexual
behavior or prcdisposition in most sexual assault cases.6 Such rules, a1d
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.

C ross-Examination and Sexual History
ln practice, victims are often subjected to harassing cross-

examination designed to plant doubt. Maximum trauma is faced by the
victin-r 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
CoLrrl emphasized. "Nothing conld be further -fro* the truth, a t+,oman's

sexual histot7t is wholly immaterial while adjudicating whether the accused
raped her " . It noted the probative value of her testimony "does not depend
upon her sexual history," and that treating her as dis-believable for being
scxually active is "patriarchal and sexist".

lndian trial courts are aiso bound by provisions that limit the line of
questioning to be adopted by defence lawyers towards the victims. Under
thc Bharatiya Sakshya Adhiniyarn, 2023 (BSA) Section 154 and 155

empowers the court to control over indecent/scandalous questions and
insultiny'annoying questions to be put forth during examination. ln practice

https ://tvww. scconline. com/blog/pos t/2026/02/06h'ape-sw'vivnr-character-assass inatir-tn-
allahabad-hc/#:-: text:TJteoZ20Court%20added%20thqto%20anv,o/%20the%20%20122.

Rule 412. Sex-Offence Cases: The Victim,
https://rtru,- law.cornell-edu/rules/Jie/rtrle_4I2#:-; text:%28a%29g420p rohibited,%20{/ses,pr
o c e ed i n g(%2 0 in vo lv i n g%t2 0 a I I e ge d%2 0 s exu o l%o2 0 m i s c o nduc t.

Lillu @ Rajesh v. State of Haryana, (2013) t4 SCC 643
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this means lawyers cannot use labels like "easy virtue" or allege pron-riscuity

to discredit a victirn. lndeed. cour-ts routinely stritr-e down such insinuations

as ineievant. Iior ,:xample, the Bombay High Ccurl rejected the argunrent

that a teenager's t'wo boyfriends justified her rap:. It was obsen'ed that "a

woman may ber ha',ring easy virtue but that dt-res rxrl rnean all and sundry can

take advantage of t.his fact. She has a right to say no". The Hon'blc Sr-rprerne

Courrt held ttrat Irven if the prosecutrix, in 1 given case. l-ias been

promiscuous in hr:r sexual behaviour earlier; sh: has a right to refuse to

suhmit herself to sexLtal interc,olrrse to anyone anC everyone becar-rse she is

not a vulnerable object or prey for being sexuall., assaulted by' anvone and

everyone.s

Ccntrzrsti ng .l udicial Sensitivities: Progressil'c

Approaches and Persistent Prejuclices

For the: purpose of the study the committe,: analyzed 125 Trial Coufi

jr-ulgments from across the country and taken assistance frorn ali the state

judicial acadcrlies. These judgments gave a mixed picture about ti-re

perceptions arLd rrind-set and also the approach c,f a jr-rdge while deciding a

n-iatter. There were cases where judges were highly sensitizecl towards the

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

vulnerabilities; of women and children. They ptioritized the rights of the

victim and baianced the social interest at the same time.

ln stat'e o1'Punjab v. Gtrmit singhe, a le ndmark 1996 j udgment of

the Hon'ble Supreine Cor-rrt of India, directed trial judges to actively protect

victims during tel;tiruony and thal- courls should not sit as silent spectators

while the victim is subjected to ernbarrassing, insulting or intimidating

State (NCT of Delh' ) v- Pankaj Chaudhary, (2019) 1 1 SCC 5; 5

(r996) 2 SCC,i84.

6



questior-ring. Judges did understand that women are reluctant to report such

incidents and were conscious enough to intervene in between when the

cross-exarrination goes beyond the ethical standard. The judgments reflect
a rnodem, gender-sensitive judicial approach which not only talks about

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

rvhole.

The other side of the story is where the terms and phrases like why
were you there at that time? Why were you wearing this kind of clothing?
Why were you not accompanied by any men? Why did you reporl 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 lnany years, you have children; this happens in a maniage. You are so

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

bornbarded with questions like this. Not just the police station, the sarne

kind of trauma they face in some one stop centers, by support persons, in
jails, I"rospitals, etc.l0. The courl is the only place where a jr-rdge listens to all
sucl-i problerns. Women speak up in courf 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

offerir-rg a chair and water. A judge must be a little more alerl and vigilant
while the victim is deposing. Make sure that urulecessary 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

lnputs fbr Guidelines for a Gender-Just Justice System With Reference To Women Survivors of
Violence, Abuse & Exploitation - (Note Prepared through a Consultative Process with Civil
Society Croups) By State Women's Cornmission, Madhya pradesh_
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statements. Sr-rrvivors are ror,rtinely met with remarks such as, "Ghar ki baat

hai, itna b,a hct gct)tol (It is a matter of home, rvhat happened so much?)"

or",\omjhotrta kctr lo, ghor hach jcryega, (Make a compromise, )/our house .

will bc savcd.)" trivializing their experiences c,f violence and plessuling

them to compromise. Police and other autho.:ities often question their

appearance witir r:omnrents like, "Lipstick laoli ltgcrkar contplaint likhtvane

ctcqti fus7 (Yo,-r have come to lodge a complaint wearing lipstick.)" or cast

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

(Wonte.n the.se' rJrtvs ore riromolic.)." Srtrvivors ale also asked irrelevant and

intrusive questiorrs about their personat life and <:onduct, for example. "Arl,
iss taralt kapde pehen kar rehti ha.in? (Do you keep dressing lil<e this?)" or

"Aop ka behaviour kai.sa hcti ghar mein? (How i; your behavior at home?)"

These statement:;. instead of building the survivor's confidence, further

traurnatize and rlt:ter thern lrom seeking-iustice.lI

Testirnonies ivithin tl"re guidelines highlight the reality of these experiences.

One survivor shared how. after suffering visible, injuries, she was tnarle 1o

wait at the hospital and questioned about her "behaviour at l.Iome" before

being examined" Another testimony from a trans-person statecl being torced

to strip for "id:ntity verification" and beinil pressured to sign talse

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

respectful treatment. Such narratives underscorr: the systemic barriers and

the patriarchai attitudes survivors must confront at every stage, especially

those from nrarginalized backgrounds v;ho face: additional caste, class, or

gender-based discrimination. l2

lnputs for- Crrideltnes fbr a Gender'-.lrrst.lrrsfice Sysfem Witlr Reference To Wotnen Sirrvivors of
Violence. Al;use & Exploitation - (Note Prepared througlt a Consultative l)rocess u,ith Civil

Society Groups) t3y State Worren's Commission, Madhya Pradesh.

lnputs for C,-ridel'nes for a Gender-Just Justice Systern With Reference To Women Survivors of
Violence, Altuse & Exploitation - (Note Prepared throug,r a Consultative l)rocess r.vith Civil

Society Croups) I3y State Women's Cornmission, Madhya Pradesh.
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The Hon'ble Kerala High Courtl3 in December 2024 Mat. Appeal No. 706

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

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

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

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

her virlue 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 coufis. "

r3 xxxxx v. XXXXX,2o24:KER:9l89B

-
o
-
o
o
C
7
-lo
T1
(-
C
o
o
T
C
7
mI
r
-

:E

w
U

i #.*'ii i-i

-

; ai li'r,li {ii,i-. -il$j * ir I i* ,fil-.f,':X,*i #,:ff fr ,'i ri; ;iF-IF-,::SF. fr *l'* I 'i rir.F.:r*,.iWS &*,



Il.ule against stereoty,ping: A transition to
Cender Just Socir:tv

Judicial ztpproaches ir-r India have consistently rejected the use of
gender-based stereotypes in adjudication, parti:ularly in cases involving
sexr-ral oflences and gendcr jLrstice.

i. rn Apurntt Bll,at v. state of M.Pta, the Hon'ble Supreme cor-u1 held that
courts must avoid ster-eotypes relating to a victim's clothing, lifestyle,
maritai slatur;, or sexual history, emphasizing that such factors are

irrelevant to consent or credibility and underscoring the need for judiciai
sensitivitl' training. It was held that stereotypical judicial observations
undermin,: fa rness and victim confidence,_rt:quiring coufts to maintain
neutrality and avoid extraneous social assumptions.

ii. In Sanghmit,ru v. Statels. it was further :larified that professional
identity or-gender cannot form the basis ofjtLdicial presumptions.

The exclusion of sexual history and characte,-based reasoning has been

reinforced tlrror-Lgh statutorv and doctrinal developments. Judicial
condemnatiorr of stignratizing language is also reflected in Bodhisattwa
Gautam v. Snbh'ra Clzukrabortlt6, which addressed the serior-rsness of
sexual violence and the impact of societal biases on victirrs. The Hon'ble
Supreme Cotrfi in Aparna Bhat furrther clarifi,:d that consent cannot be

inferred fronr cJothing or prior sexual conduct, re-lecting tl-re "good
woman/bad u,oman" dichotomy.

Constitutional jurisprudence has also dismantied stereotypes embedded

in laws governinl3 marital and gender roles. rn.Ioseph Shine u Llnion of

l4

l5

l6

Supra
2024 DHC2524.
(1996) r SCC 49i)

E

__-=



-i.fjjjjjj_-_-_-*_______:_

IndiatT, Section 497 rPC was struck down for treating women as passive
and subordinate, thereby violating Articles l4 and 15. Similarly, shayara
Bano v. union of Indials, invalidated triple talaq for perpetuating gender
inequality, while Navtej singh Johar v. (Jnion of Indiate, held that laws
enforcing heteronormative gender roles are unconstitutional, grounding
anti-stereotyping in equality and privacy rights. Ln yash pal v. state oJ.
Haryana2q, the Punjab and Haryana Court acknowledged that criminal law
cannot reinforce differential standards of sexual agency for men and
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Procedtrral safegLrards also reflect this anti-stercotyping approach. ln,
State of Puniab v- Gurmit Singh2l, emphasized the relevance of in camera
Lrials to prevent reputational harm and stigma. The Sexual Harassment of
Women at Workplace Act, 2013 furlher institutionalizes protection against
humiliating or stereotyped questioning, recognizing such violations as
implicating fundamental rights under Arlicles 14, 15, and.) 1. Interrrational
guidance, including cEDAw-based principles and the Bangkok General
guidance forjudges olApplying Gender Perspcctive in South and Southeasl
Asia(2022), cited inAparna Bhat, also directs iudges to avoid rigid notions
of a "real victim" and adopt context-sensitive evaluations.

The evolution of anti-stereotyping jurisprudence is marked by explicit
overruling of earlier decisions. ln Joseph sltind2, the Hon,ble supreme
Courl overruled Sowmithri Wshnu v. llnion of Inttia23, rejecting notions of
women as the property of husbands. Likewise, Navtej singtr

t1 (2019) 3 SCC 39.
rs (2017) 9 scc t.
re (2018) l o scc l.
20 cRwp/4660 lzo2t.(2024:pHHC: I 18245_Dts2t Supra
1? nupra
2r AtR 1985 sc 1618.

;lji ,:f ,,i., $|i.hl.,F,tf.E,r't 1':l-ri:1 ::fr Sr.q, r:':r: tz ' ,ii$t,i,*1$8;r



Joha?aoverruled ;lttresh Kumar Koushal v. lYuz Founelstiot't2s, affirming

that constitutiqnal moralit;, must prevail over orttdated social r-rorms that

cnforce gender anil sexual stereotypes.

24 eoll 1 sc(l 79 i

25 (2014) i scc 1.



Gendered/S tereotype Language in
,Iudgments and Alternatives

It has been a longtime concern for judges in India to avoid
masculinity in deciding cases, as the basis or reasoning in judgrnents. There
is a mistaken notion that masculinity is a natural phenomenon - a notion
wl-rich the judges are actively confronting now. Sensitive judicial language
is therefore not merely a matter of politeness; it is essential to ensuring
faimess, dignity, and irnpartiality in adjudication.

The need for sensitivity becomes even more urgent in cases
involving women and children, especially in light ot' the increasing
prevalence of crimes such as sexual assault, domestic violence, harassment,
and abuse. Women in India continue to face systematic discrin-rination,
sexual violence, domestic abuse. and harassment. In such circumstances,
insensitive courtroom remarks or judgments that rely on stereotypes may
discourage victiins from reporting offences or parlicipating in the justice
process. Judicial attitudes in sexual assault cases involving unconscious
worren have often reproduced "rape m)/ths" and questioned victims,
credibility rather than fbcusing on the accused's conduct26. Such language
can re-trauinatize 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 ianguage that is respectful,
neutral, and free frorn stereotypes. Sensitive judicial expression strengthens

26 Elizabeth A Sheehy, "Judges and the Reasonable Steps Requirement: The Judicial Stance on
Perpetration Against Unconscious women,' in SEXUAL ASSAULT lN CANADA: LAW,
LEGAL PRACTICE AND WOMEN'S ACTIVISM (University of Oftawa Press, 20 t2) 483 at
483485.7
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public trust, protec;ts the dignity of vulnerable individLials, and ensures that

the-iustice system reflects principles of eqr-rality and human rights.

ln the c,ase of Phul Singh v. State of Haryana2T, there are issues witl-t

both the words usod by the Court and the way it decided on the sentence, if
looked through ge:nder justice lens raises concern. Accused of the critne

was said to be rnotivated by "sex stress" anti other phrases may be

cor-rsidered inappropriate today. Use of sensitive ,txpressions has become a

critical cornprtnetrt in judgment writing on gender related cases in

contemporary i urisprudence.

The following glossary is curated atter analyzing the 125 frial Courl

judgments and ra,e have also added Some common words which ale

stereotypical rnd may be avoided. It outlines problematic or outclated

phrases tbund in t.hese judgments u.r,l rr-gg.sts nt:utral alternatives that can

be rised in leg;il contexts.

77 (1979) 4 SC(-- 41 1

Tradition al/I'roblematic
Ilhr:rse

Neutral, arLd legally appropriate
rrlternatives

The body of wornen as play

-qround

Violated hodil'l atttonomY o1'

complainantls)/victim( s t

Helpless wontan; helpless

l'emale

Survivor / Conplainant

Where wolnen are ltonoured, there

the gods rejoice

It destroys the very soul of a

helpless woman

Crime caused severe lraltma to the

survivor

Victimization, sou. destrrtyed S urvivor expe :ienced [-rarrn/trauma

Avoid religious/cultr-rral references,

focus on iegal rights



Tradition allProblematic
Phrase

Neutral, and legally appropriate
alternatives

Female members/persons (for

victims)
Victim / Survivor / Complainant

Gold digger (economic morive) Avoid specuiation; focns on evidence

Suffering fr om psychological

neurosis

Survivor may experiencing
trauma/distress

Woman in non-permissive

society

Person in a conservative society

AIIow women to walk freely A11 individuals have right romove
freely and safely

Self-respecting woman Women may be used without any
adjective

Poor helpless minor girl Minor victim / Child survivor
Hormonal changes, desire,

tenrptatiou

Avoid physiological explanations

utries s absolutel)r r)ecess al'y

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

Honour,

shame

Avoid "honour"./"shame"; focus

on survivor's rights
Victirn ol another person's

lust

Victim/survivor of sexual

assauit/violence

Stigma as inevitabie consequence Focus on justice/rehabilitation

OLrtraged the modesty Sexual assault/violation of
bodily autonomy

Serious health consequences

as a female

Serious health consequences for
the victim/survivor
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Traditi on:ll/Pro bl ematic

Phrase

Neutral, and legally appropriate
alternatives

Pennanent impzrct on girl's life Survivor may l eed ongoirtg

support; focus r)n recovery

Survivor's bodLly ar-rtonomy was

violated

Lost her chastity

No hue and cry traveled

Calmly (to describe post occurarlce

behavior of the victim)

Irulinor / Child .rictim

Avoid victim-Llaming; foctts on

facts

Gullible or oberlien, daughter

She was ? consr:nting party Consent is not legally valid for

minors

Child witness; avoid assumPtions

about influenctt
TutoLed child

Bid to defile chastity

FLreled by lust

Act of sexual z ssaulVviolation of

autonomy

Sexual violence; avoid attributing

crime to "lust"

Prosecr-rtrix Victim / Survi vor i ComPlarr-rant

Degrades the srtul of the

helpless femalc

Canses severe harm to survl\/or

Spoiled her childhood i
ruined life

The crime had serious consequences.

tocus on sllpport

Minor girl/child Child victim / Survivor

Committed se.<ual assault /

violated the law
Satisfy his iilicit lust



Traditi onal/Probl ematic
Phrase

Neutral, and legally appropriate
alternatives

Haunt throughout her life Survivor may face ongoing
challenges

Physical relationship (for

rape/assault)

Sexual assault / rape (if the offending
act is non- consensual and/or victim is
a minor)

Disrobin-e (unless provided in the

statLrte)

Forced removal of ciothing (part of
sexual assault)

-Status and prestige of family

is at stake

Focus on harm to victim/ survivor;
avoid "honour" shaming

Scars left remain lifelong Survivor may need ongoing

support; focus on recovery
Helpless female Survivor

lJsc rre u [r'al rnedi cal lle gal lerrr rs ; rcl'cr
to child/survivor

Her pri rrate par-t/chest/ r,agina,

victim girl

Accused acted as r.vith his

granddaLrghter

Focus on age difference &
power dynamics, not family

Destroyed Iife, betrayal,

shanteful conduct

Survivor experienced severe

harm

Modesty Bodily autonorny

Violation of survivor's bodily
autonomy and rights

Offends esteem/dignity

Girl child is vulnerable All children are entitled to protection
under the law
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Neutral, and legally aPProPriate

a lternatives

11 several cases. courts are required to deal with situations wirere people

having relaticrnship with person other than spcuses- I.ive-in relatic-'nship

between persons who are not formally married tLas acquired solrle elenrent

of recognitiorL.

In such situations particularly in relation to worlen terms iike Concubine,

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

substitute which rvould extend to sarne-sex relati,tnship also. Otherwise, the

expression gi1lfri:nd (in relation to wornen) ma) also be used.

T radi tion alff'r'oblema tic
I'hrztse

Sex slave

Brothel keeper

Sterling character ( victim's

character)

Survivor subje:ted to repeated

sexual violenct:/exploitation - while

being kept under control

Perpetrator of r raffickin g/serual

Exploitation (tte term brothel may be

used if statutorily necessarY)

Character evid:nce is irrelevant in

sexuai otfence;

Lust satisfaction

Illiterate/rustic wi trress

Act of sexual violence/assattlt:

Prudent attribute - avoid trii'ializing

crime

Witness (mention edr-rcation only if
legally relevant)

Whore (derogatory term)

Inability to control emotiorls,

rnalc-donri nate d s<tc i etv

Survivor / Vic:im

Avoid rationalizing crirne; locus

on accountability/law



Words like prostitute, cail girl, fallen women and escort are widely used in
common parlance but may be substituted with the word sex worker as it
more accepied and recognised term by International Labour Organisation

(LO) also. However, the word prostitute rnay be used only when statutorily

needed.

For person with different sexual orientation LGBTQIA+ is an umbrella term

which is used. The term homosexual is in common use but may be

substituted by 'Gay'. For women 'Lesbian' is still an acceptable term. For

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

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

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

acceptable and dignified is intersex. It rnight be advisable to uses these in
court languages. Now, the term SOGIESC (An acronym for sexual

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

acceptance.

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

gender equality titled 'Glossary of terms and concepts'

://www.unicef. rosa,/ al 761

cepts.pd0 which carries an exhaustive list of taking into account sensibility

of various region of the world.
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(- onrpassionate Co urt Practices

'I'he lndian judiciary is moving from a tr,rditional, accused-focused

system to one that centers on victims-protectin6; their privac1,, dignity, and

tnental wull-l;eirrg. fhe airr is to. reduce secondary victirnization and

supporting th,:m until they are fully rehabilitateJ. This marl<s a shift from
just punishing oflenders to help victims heal and recover simultaneously.

Victirn colnptrusaLion scherre 2018 (Annexure II) is one such step and

various welfare statues also provide directions in that regard

From the time the matter of this nature re;rches the Court of Sessions

Judge/ the C,rurls of Judicial Magistrates, the .?residing Oflicer needs to

incluire from the lnvestigating Officer whether the directions issr-red in case

of Dethi Domeslic Working l4/ornen's Forunt v. (Jnion of India28 are

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

aiso und.er a dutv to inform the vic.tim of her rii;ht to representation belore

questioning he.r zrnd also to state the same in its reporl.

Directions categorically obligates the Inr estigating Officer to ensure

supporting a rap,3 victim right from the time of filing of FIR till the end of
the case. This can be extended to the victims of other nature of serious

crimes

If Legal z\ssistance is not provided or no Advocate is engaged by the

victim prirzalely or the Presiding Officer is not ;atisfied with the answer of
the IO, the Cotut either requires to direct su;h measure directiy to the

District Legal Sr:rvice Authorities and it can aiso direct the superior officer

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

compliance lry the IO within 48 hours.

28 (199s) l SCC l4
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Periodical monitoring on empanelment ofAdvocates at the level ofpolice stations in aid of the victims of sexual assault in the District tluough
monthry meeting of the principar District Judge, the Superintendent ofPolice and secretary DsLA can better administer the issue. Alternatively, awritten monthly report be sent by the Superintendent of police to thePrincipal District Judge, ensuring due compriance of this necessity.
Victim/ Witness protection measures

Presiding officer ought not to wait for the application of the victim
or of vulnerable witness as it is the legal obligation of the presiding officerto ensure victim/witness protection. In Mahender chawra v. (Jnion ofIndia2e, the Hon'ble Supreme courl approved the witness protection
scheme, 20rB which was formurated by the Ministry of Home Affairs,
Goverrunent of India' Under this scheme the witnesses were categorised inA' B and c category as per thleat perception . In sakshi v. [Jnion of Inclicfr,
victim-centric and child-friendly approach to the recording of evidence in
sexual offence cases was understood

Pre - trial Victim Counselling

This is a vital mechanism to alieviate anxiety and add to confrdence
building. Trial judges ought to ensure that victims undergo such
counselling.

In camera trial

Triais in sexual offences and sensitive matters need to be held in
camera' Section 366(1) of BNSS,2023 prescribes that the courts must be
open to the Public for the purpose of trying any offence. Exception to this
is provided in Sub Section(2) the trial of Rape or any offence under sections
64, 65, 66, 67, 68,70 or section 7r of Bharatiya Nyaya sanhita ( BNS) or

ze (2019) 14 scc 615
30 lzoo+;5 scc 5t8
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Lrnder Sections 4,6,8,10 of Protection of Chil'drer from Sexual Offences

Act,2012 where the trials are'to be conclucted in camera' Printing or

Publication of any :naterial relating to the same is though prohibited' it is

made permissible subject to maintaining confidentiality of names arrd

identity. Identity ttf victim is impennissible t] be disclosed in any

proceedingsarrdonlyiniLialsUl.pseudorrymispcrrnittedasheld
rn Nipurt Sacena v. [Jnion of India3t '

Witness as a Cluest:

witnesl;es are crucial for justice and shor"r d be treated as guests by

the cour.. However, many witnesses suffer long waits and poor treattnent in

court, which can discourage them from testifying' Courls ought to treat

witnesses witLr res;pect and ensure their neecls ar3 lret' The travails of the

witnesses in Jndian courts has been described bv the Hon'ble Supreue

court in the case of stcfie oJ U.P. v- Shantbhttttath singhs2 in the following

passage.

,.witnesses tremble on getting su11-Il110ns fronr courts' in lndia' not

becausetheyt-ear.examinationorcross_examint.tiotrit-tcourtsbutbccaurse

of the fe.ar theLt they rlight not be examined at all for several days and on all

such days they would be nailed to the precincts of tl-re cout-ts awaiting their

chance of being examined.. The witnesses' pertbrce' keep aside their'

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

end of the ctay to come again and wait ancl w'ait like that' This is the

infelicitous s,cenario in many of the coutls in i'rclia so far as witnesses are

concerned. lt is )righ time that trial coutls shoulJ regard witnesses as gttests

invited (through summons) for helping such corrts with their-l-esLiLlotry for

reaching juciicizLl finclings. But the malady is that the predicament of the

witnesses is wor:se th:rn the litigants themselves ' This case demonstrates the

Ir 12019) 2 SC(l70:;
r2 zootl+; scc 667



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

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

succeeded in dodging examination of such witnesses finaliy enjoyed the

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

only casualty in the aforesaid process is criminal justice." 33

This principle applies with more vigor and strength in crirninal cases

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

occurrence/crime.

Preventing Secondary Victimization

Re-victimization, particularly in cases involving sexual offences,

dornestic vioience, child abuse, workplace harassment, and gender-based

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

after the originai incident. Judges must avoid asking stereotypical or

blarning questions and should not force victims to interact with accused

persons. The judge's proactive role creates a sat-cr environment for victims.

It can furlher be prevented by foilowing a trauma - infonned j udging, avoid

rcpeated questioning, maintain ct-rnfidentiality and clear communication.

Court shor-rld have clear comprehensive polices and accessible support

system. Also, promote awareness and education campaigns for public for
reducing stigma and misconceptions about tl-re victirn. A strict prohibition

on gendered and moral commentary.

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

H<-rrr'ble Supreme Court directed the judges to refrain frorn asking

stereotypical questions. Neither victim blaming language in the orders nor

33 2oo r(4) scc 667
3'r Supra
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any conditions in cail that forces the.victim to inte'ract with the accused need

to be reflected for the "proactive role" of the .Irrdge alone can enstre the

safe environment.

Proactive Jurlges and Cross-Examination

N{aintaining a balance of Protecting Victim during deposition and

parlicularly uhen under cross- examination while ensuring the rights of the

accused is utmost essential. The Hon'ble Supreme Court has directeci

establishmenl of Video link or testirnony behird the screen to avoid arry

traunratic confrontation with the accused in c;lse of Sctkshi v. Llnion or

lndia3s for child witnesses or vuinerable witnesses, prior to the enactlretlt

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

especially about':he victim's sexual history, and ensute these are only asked

i f strictll, necessitry.

POCSO Act anrl Child Protection laws in lnclia

Pre-r,:cording of child's statement sha I have to be b;r a rvoriutn

otlicer at the child's residence or at a place of child's choice as per sectioLr

14 of tlie Act anci without the child seeing the ac:used. Direction of grantir-rg

"support Persons" to the Child from the poirLt of lodgement of FIR tbr

interacting rvith the l)olice machinery, medicz,l officers and hospitals. to

avert re-vict.imisation, was provided by the llon'ble Supreme Courl irr

Bachpan Bachao Anclolan v. (Jnion of India36. lt also mandates trial to be

completed within one year from the date of taking cognizauce.

Establislulent of Vulnerable Witness Deposition Center has streamlir-red

various issr-r,:.s aad many of laLtdable provisions can be employed in the trial

of serious olTences under BNS Act.

3s1zoo+;5scc5tB
36 2023 SCC Orrline SC 103 I
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Points for Considerations

Fact-based references

Judicial reasoning should be based on evidence and not stereotypes,

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

character. Courls should rely on testimony, medical evidence,

forensic material, and surrounding circumstances.

ln State of Punjab v. Gurmit Singh37, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

cautioned courts against being influenced by rnyths and stereotypes

in sexual offence cases.

Caution with terms like "outraging modesty"

Though the expression forms part of the statutory framework, it

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

patriarchal notions. The focus should remain on dignity, bodily

autonomy, and violation of personal integrity.

In Rttpan Deol Bajaj v: -&.PS Gill38, the Hon'ble Supreme Courl

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

Trauma-informed language may be usedl no resistance is not

equal to consent

Absence of injuries, delayed reporling, or lack of resistance does not

imply consent. Victims may respond differently to trauma. Courls

should avoid adverse inferences based on stereotypical expectations

of victim behavior.
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rn Kaini l?.ajanv. state of Kerala3e,the Hon'ble Suprerne court held
that crtnsent must be voluntary and unequivocal.

Gend er-neutral, survivor-centric terms

Language; should dignified and inclusive and avoid reinforcing
gender st.ereotypes. Survivor-centric te:rpinology recognizes the
experienc:es of all affected persons.

In National Legal services Authority v. flnion of Indiaa)" the
Ilon'ble Surprerne Court emphasized dignity and ecluality for. ull
gender identities.

"Chiid" or "minor" for victims under 18

Under the PocSo Act, every person below 18 years is legallv
recognizr:d as a child. Child-sensitive terminology reinforces the
protective framework of the law.

rn E<:ra v. state @cr of Delhi)4l, the Hon'ble Supreme Court
reiteratecl the child-centric object of the pOCSO Act.

"Viclim" or "survivorr, not,.pt.osecul rix',

The lern: "prosecutrix" is procedural and impersonal. Expressions
such as "victirr" or "survivor" are rr.ore sensitive and clignity-
oriented.

rn Aparna Bhat v. state of lvladhya praa'esh42 , the Hon'ble s uprenre
Court stressed the importance of gender-sensitive jLrdicial language.

q

6.
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Language ought to be child-sensitive

Judicial language must refrain from sensationalism, moralistic

observations, or stigmatizing expressions, parlicularly in matters

involving children.

In Sakshi v. (Jnion of Indiaa3, the Hon'ble Supreme court

emphasized child-sensitive procedures to prevent secondary

victirnization.

Focus should be on autonomy, consent, and child rights

Judicial reasoning otrght to prioritize hodily atttonomy, infonned

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

notions of rnorality or honor. In Suchita Srivastava v- Chandigarh

Adntin.istrationra, the Hon'ble Supreme Court recognized personal

autonomy as part of Arlicle 21.

Recognize psychological and physical trauma

Sexual offences may result in enduring emotional and psychological

trauma aparl from physical harm. Courls must adopt a trauma-

informed approach while assessing evidence and evaluating the

conduct of the victim.

Ln State of Karnataka v. Kri.shnappa4s, the Hon'ble Supreme Court

recognized rape as a violation of dignity and human rights.

43 (2004) 5 SCC 518
44 (2009) 9 SCC 1

.,s (2000) 4 scc 75
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1

Terms to be avoided

2.

' AII forms of victim-blaming

Victirn-blarning is a parl of rape culture where the responsibility is
totallv shifted to victim by questioning her conduct, lifcstyle,
clothing and delay in reporling and past relationships.

rn Stttte oJ'Punjab v. Gurmit Singha6, the IIon'ble Supreme Court
cautionecl against doubting victims on the basis of social
stereot.vpes.

Terms like "bashfulnessr" "honourr, c,r,,sanctity,

words like these are deeply ingrained n patriarchal thoughts that
link wonran's wolth with their sexual pr,rrity or family reputation.
courts should instead focus on dignity. autonomy, and constitutional
right:;.

rn Aparna Bhat v. state of Madhya praaeshaT, the Hon'ble supreme
Court directed cour-ts to avoid gender st:reotypes and inappropriate
observatjons in j r-rdicial orders.

Tei-nrs like "helpless female"

wou-ien are not weak, dependent or k ck agency, expression like
these reflects gendered mind set. Court should look women as rights
bearing individual with equality and dip;nity.

rn Jc;seph shine v. (Jnion of Incliaas, tle Hon'ble Supreme court
ernphasized dignity, autonomy, and equitl status of women under the
Constitution.

Supra
Supra
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4 Generalizations about complainants

Courts should not assurne that worlen or victims behave in a

unifonn manner after trauma. Reactions to sexual violence differ

from person to person. Judicial findings must be individualized and

evidence-based.

In Bharwada Bhoginbhai Hitjibhai v. State of Gujaratae, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court rejected stereotypical assumptions

regarding the conduct of victims of sexual assault and clarif,red that

victims testirnony does not require corroboration, recognizing the

social stigma of reporting sexual violence.

Honour/shame and chastity stereotypes

Such words showcase discriminatory anitudes and take violence as

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

cclnsent and rights.

In State of Maharashtra v. Madhukar Narayan Mardikars), the

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

entitled to privacy and dignity.

Assumptions of exaggeration by women or families

Courts should not presume that allegations are fabricated or

exaggerated rnerely because they conceral sexual offences. Such

assumptions peqpetuate distrust toward victims and families.

ln State of Himachal Pradesh v. Raghubir Singh,sl the Hon'ble

Supreme Court held that minor inconsistencies should not

overshadow the substance of the victim's testimony.
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7 Judgnrenl,al or sexualized descriptions

Judicial language should remain neutral and professional and must

not contain unnecessary comrnents about appearance, lifestyle, or

sexual history.

In l/ishaka v. State of Rajasthans2, the Hcn'ble Supreme Court

emphasized protection of di.qnity and gender equality at the

workplace; and in public life.

Terms likc "lust"

Such words not only shou,case but implicitly accepts the

uncontrollable desire of men as a naturll phenornenon but also it
weakens the acts. Courls should insteaci use legally precise tenns

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

7n State ci Karnatctka v. Krishnappa|3, tre Hon'ble Supreme Court

recognized rape as a violation of dignity and fundamental rights

rather than merely a crime of passion.

Biased, stereotypical, or biaming language

I-an-euage of any judgment should be fr:e from bias and prejudice.

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

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

empoweling, as language is the rnost imporlant tool for
empowerment.

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

Court specifically directed judges to re..rain from using patriarchal

stereotypes and insensitive observations in cases involving worren.

8.

52 Supra
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Training and Sensitivity

Sensitivity is an ongoing process that should be leamed regurarly.
Training brings sensitivity towards victims, witnesses, and all vulnerable
groups. In lst Judges' case, s.p. Gupta v. union of India55 , the Hon,ble
Supreme court contemplated training for making the presiding Judge
independent of himself,

"But if the judiciary should be really independen.t something
more is necessary and that u,e have to seek in the Judge
himself and not otrtside. A Juctge shoulcl be independent of
himself. A Judge is a httman being who is a bttnd.le of
passions and prejudices, rikes and clislikes, affection and ill
will, hatred and contempt andfear and reckle.s.rness. In order
to be a successfulJudge th.ese elements should be curbed and
kept under restraint and that is possible only by education,
training, continued practice and cultivation of a sense of
humiliry* and dedicatio, to duw. These cttrh,s can neitlter be
bought in the market nor injected into the httman sltstsrn fiy
the written or unwritten laws. If these things at.e there even.
,f any of the protective measl.tres provided by the
constittttion and the latus go, the independence of the
judiciary will not suffer. But with all these measlil,es being
there still a Judge may not be independent. It is the inner
strength of Judges alone that can save the judiciary. ,,
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Annexure I

Report on Feetlback Qur:stious

Regarding Court P rocer:clin gs

Do you unrlerstand the legal proceedings and the langttage used

by the lawyers and Judges in courts in your case/mzrtter?

Responses:

Responses:

7

. Yes:86.4o/o

. No .7 .1o/o

' A little: (not sPecified-in charl)

' N4ost of the times: (not specified in chart)

A large majority (86.4%) of respon<lents reported that they

understan,J tire legal proceeclipgs and lhe language used by the

lawyers and judges in court-

whether judges explain to you the court proceedings in an easy

and understandable language during the proceetiings of, yottr

case?

. Ahvays: 69.3%

' Sotnetimes: 25.1Yo

. Never: (not sPecified in chart)

Most respontlen Ls (69.3o/o) indicated that judgcs alwtiys explain the

court proceedings in an easy and undr:rstandable language, while

25.1% said this happens sometimes'



3 Do you find the Judge and lawyers sensitive and empathetic
towards you during the Court proceedings?
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Responses:

Responses:

5.

Always: 59.3%

Never: 9.3%

Mostly: 23.6Yo

A few times: 7S%
Arnajority (59.3%) feel thatjudges and lawyers are arways sensirive
and empathetic, with23.6% reporting such behavior .mostry,.

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

. Always: 66.4yo

. Never: (not specified)

. Mostly: 25.7%0

. A few times: (not specifiecl)

66-4yo of thc respondents feei that they are always heard by the
judge, and 25.79/o feel that they are mostly heard.

As peryour own case experience, what do you think can improve
Presiding officer's (Judge's) interaction and communication
with you?

. [Jse oi clear, simple language and less legal jargon.

. More time for parties to express concerrls.

' Greater transparency, regurar updates on case progress, and
clear explanations for adj oumments.

' Avoiding routine or mechanical handling of cases, especially
sensitive ones (e.g., under Section 49BA IpC, Domestic
Moience Act).

EII!.*.x, i ,-i -, :i:i 6 Y -.aa..i -



6.

. Slrict accountability for any misconc urct-

lmproved coordination and patient Iistening'

' Separate waiting areas for victims atrd witnesses'

. conduct proceedings in local language where possible.

. Politeness- respectful behavior. and l;upportive enviroment'

(a) Do you I'eel intimidated/scared at any point in the Cout't as a

victim or witness?

ResJronses:

Responses:

7

n -/e s: \J .1"/o

. \o. B29Yo

Most respo;rdents (82.9%) do not feel intinridated or scared in court'

(b) When and where and whY?

. Intimidation was cited during crosl;-exatninatiort, aggressive

questioning, or due to unfamiliar environment'

. Sotne felt iltirnidated by seuior advocates ot because 'lf
pressure from the oPPosite PartY'

. Deiays, repeated adjournments, and lack of serioustless aiso

contributed to negative feelings'

. Some respondents found the environrtent suppgrlive and did

not feel intimidated.

Who clo you think can protect/help you in that critical tirne?

Prosecutor 12.9oh

Jtrdge: 14.3%

Defenc.e Lawyer: 7.9%

Police: l2.l%

------------------------------------------i-_--

I

-



Others (Go tution): 52.9%

More than half believe that other persons or institutions (besides
prosecutor, judge, defence, or police) are most helpful in critical
tirnes.

8. Are you aware of witness Protection scheme under new raw?

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

Responses:

. Yes: 19.39lo

' No:80.7%o

What are the challenges that you are facing in thc Court as a

victim or witness?

9
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Many respondents reported no major challenges.

Common challenges include:

,/ Repeated and unnecessary adjournments

./ Lack of seriousness and accountability by lawyers

,/ Lack of communication and updates

,/ Emotional, mental, and financial hardships due to

delays

,/ Lack of separate waiting rooms for victims and

witnesses

,/ Pressure from police and opposite counsel

./ Public shame and stress in recalling traumatic

incidents

;-:: ;i: '::- .r.i tJ ;i. f: ; .ir5'= if'{f-I: f T'l:.''

A significant majority (80.7%) are not aware of the Witness

Protection Scheme or have not been made aware of it by the Judge.

l.j, :r. :-I ? t. f. S: . r! ; I
, i .;' ::,i:1 $(.l. 17 S ,\ ,



'/ Lengthy trials and prolonge d justice process

'/ Some reported supportive and cooperative

proceedings.

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

System nobust and victim/litigant frientlly?

'/ Speedy and timely trial and disposal of cases.

'/ Sinrplified legal processes and br:tter guidance/support for
vicLims.

'/ Greater accountability for d:lays and professional

misconduct.

'/ Selarate waiting rooms and properr victim protection.

'/ More awareness about legal rightr; and welfare schemes.

'/ lrlproved coordination between police, prosecution, and

couils.

'/ Friendly, respectful behavior by ell stakeholders.

'/ Periodic legal education and ar,r,areness prograrrs.

'/ Ensuring that every case is conc;luded w'ithin a reasonable

tirueframe.

'/ Some respondents are satisfied vrith the current system and

reporled no suggestions.

Feedback on court proceedings indicater; that most people view the
justice system positively. A large rrajority (86.4%) understand legal
processes , 66.4yo feel heard by judges, and 69.3% find
judges'coturnunication clear. Over half believe judges and lawyers ale

empathetic, and many do not feel intimidated in cour1. However, there are

notable issues, especially regarding awareness and support for victims-
80.7% are Lrna\.vare of the Witness Protection Scherne, and many report
delays, adjournments, poor communication, and emotional stress.



Respondents suggest simplifying legal language, speeding up cases,
increasing judicial transparency, and ensuring institutional accountability.
Overall, while the system is accessible and respectful, it requires reforms to
improve efficiency, victim protection, and procedural sensitivity, making it
more effective and user-friendly.
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Annexure II

\rictim Compensation Scheure, 2018
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Il:rckgrriurrd

. [Ion'hle Srrprcnrc Court ol'lndir irr \\:.P. (C) No- 565,2012 lirlcd \ipurr Sarerru \:s.

Llrrionrrl'lrrdiiropirrcdtlral"rrrlarr/r:/lleappr.,pridl€ {i,Y.iL.\,, ltutsttpaCotttrttitleeqfuhcnLtl
or -i p<rsons vlto can ptcpatc,\lodcl llttlt:s.[or lit.lttt Conrpensatiott/br st:.u,al o/lences and

ocid dIl<tcl;s iokinR tnto dccott,t( Ilp stthntsstons nade hS'lhe lcctrncl ..ltntctts. T'he leurnal
.'ltnicus tts v'ell q.t the leo ned Sttlicit<tr (iencral huve o1J'ered l(, .rJ.vJ/ the (-<nnnittee us atul
vhen rcqttired. 'ilte L-hairpattrtn or the notninee o.f the Chatrperson ol' tllc :\'ationdl
t.'.'rttnnission _ibt' l['oue n .:hottl.] he LJssociatcil v ith the ('otu,llle... "

lrr vicrv ol'thc ahorc, N..\l-S.-\ sl'l up a conunittcc crrrtsistirrg olthc lbllrlrving ll!'rlrbL'rs

lbr prcp:rratioo 01' \lo(tcl Sch.'trc:

Itls. l'irrkr' .,\rrarrd

-Lddiliorral Solicitor (icncritl

Slrri l{lkeslr Srivastava
Sccrr.tln. \linistn-* ol \\'outcrt illd Child D.'r'cloptncttL
Govcnrrrrerrt ol' hdi:r

Slrri -1.\'.S- n-. Prrrsa,l

Adcliti,rnal Secretan'. lrlirristrl' of Ilonre -\fl'rin.
(ior.e-rnnrcrtl. ol- Lrdir

\[s. Lrdila Jaising.
S cuior .\dtoc:rtc. Suprcruu Ctrttrl ol' [ltd rlr

Slrri .\lok .-\grrtr'ril
\ [enrbcr s^rcrLrtun'. \.\1.,S,\

Slrri Surirrdcr S, Ilatlri.
l)irecttrr. N..\.I .S.\

ir'ls. ,\nju Rill"lri Rrtna-

Joint Sccrclirn,-
DLrpafl nrcl) t o1' Lcg,al .{lTuirs-
tr'lirristry ol'l,arl antl Justice. Citn1. ol'hrdia

s^hri K.L. Slr:rnrra-

.loirrt Srcrcttn.
r.\ationaI Cc'nrnrissiorr Ibr \\'txncn

It'ls. llhlrti .,\li
Co-l)ircctor.
ll.{Q. Cerrtrc Iur Clriltl Itiglrts
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The Coltrrttitte,r h,:ltl rourrds of' rrectings :rrrd il rrrs tjr.-'itlcd to l)rdpJt !' ir scp:rrll(
''Cltilpt'jr"or:r"Srrh-Sclrurrc''s,itltinlhcc:.i:rlinri\iiclirn(iorrrptrriati.irrl.iehinrrli,r riclrrrrst,l'
s!'-\uirl :rssiu ll

'llte Cortttttitt.'c draft.'d l'rrrt Il ot'tl)c Victirns ('ourpcrrslrlicrn Sclrcrnc rurd rrrrir".tl
Sttggeslit:ttscr-.rr)nrcnls lir)rl r,:rrirurs rt:rkaltnl,lrrc,rrt tha rlrrll. -[;r[:ittq itrto corr.itlcr:rlion llt.,
stlgqcsliolls'cotlrtlrctrts. thc Conrtrittcc lrirs lirrrlizctl tlrc (.'llrpcrrsatiol Sclrcrrrc lbr rl6rrrcl
\:lctlltrs/Srtrr{rlrt's of Scrull.\ssartlt/oihcr ('rinrcs rrrtl srrlrrrrtlctl llr< sarrre lrcli.re thc
[]on'hle Suprern.'(ltrtrrl rrt lrrtlia orr 2{.0J 201S

Suhnlissi()ns \\are nrilde hefirrc tlre Florr'lrl.. Ilcrrclt:rrrd rllrc.r stll.tlrolrlcrs \icT!'itlsr)
[tc:trtl ou l0-(J5.2()18..\dtlitionll strqqrslions rcccivctl tlrrring tlrc [rrrrrrrg rrcr.:rlsr.,
ilrctrrpt;raled rncl tilral Schertte rvrrs filet'i hel'ore tlrc Ilorr-hle Suprcrnc Corrn ol ltr.lir orr
I1.05..]0 13 ()rr lltir dar'- alltr hcrrinq \.\l .S.\ arrrl Ld .,\rrrietrs ('rrri;r.:. Ii,'n'hlr [-lcrrelr rr:rr
pl,:ascrl to :rcccpl tltis Schctut :urd dirccltt! rll tlrt Strtc (;clcnlnlcrlts I l .\ch,,rirrirrtr:rtiorrs tr;
intplernerrt the s:rnre iu theil respective Shtes [ 'l\.

Ilort''rlc Sullrctrrc Cotrrl of lndia tirrther obscr\c(l tlret rr rile trollrilq slrprrld h-.rrkcrr
at\rll-lrotn tlris Sclrenre. htn il tlrtes not prcclude lhe Stalc (ior'<nrrrr.'rrls li-l',\drtrirrisiratiorrs
lronr adtling t() llr!. licllcltrc.

( Srl irrrlcr -'i. l{alh i )

l)ilcctor. )'.1.\1.S.\
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-l'hc Chrptcr corrtlirr'-d irr tlris p:rrt shall bc c;rllcd "(-irnrpcnsirtirln Sclrcrrlt fttr \\'tittttn
\ iclinrs/Sun itors ol'Setrrll ..\ssnult/ctlter Cfrinres"

I\t)D\

S- No. CJrntcrrts Prgc rrr(s)

I)cfinitiorrs ...-.. 2-3

\\rorncn \iictirrrs Ciortrpcrrsirtion l;tutr1...,......."... --'........'....3-{

Iiligihility ftrr cotrrpcnsltti(,r1.................... --.'..--'...-.........-....J

Proccrlurc frrr nrnkirrg applicltion bcfrrrc
lhc SLS.-\ or DLS-{

6. Pl:rcc of filing of rrpplicrrli(|n.. '.............-.-...{
7. llclicfs tlrnt rnal' bc :ru':rrdcd b1'

thr stlltt or l)istrict l,cgll Sen'iccs Auf ho,'li\' .-----.-.--...--..-l

8. l;aclors to bc colBidcrcrl whilc au rrding cottrpcnsn6oll .....'....---.....'.......5

9. I>roculurc for gntnl of colupcltsrti(111....-...----........... --.------G1

I (1. 'l hc onlcr to hc phced ott rectrd......... .-.'.......'.-'-.............' 7

1t.l\lcttrorl of disburucnrcntof conrpclrsatiolr.'.............'......,...............'..'-..'..7

1 2. Inloirrr rclicf to thc rlctirn........ -.......,.......,-...-.-..---....-....... I
13. Rccolcr'l'of collrpcnslltlott [lr,tllled to thc

lictinr or her rkpcndcnt(s)..................-... .....----.--.--.-.---.----.I

lJ. I)cpcrrrlcncl ccrtilicxlc..".. -...--......-....--......,1

IVALSA3 "()onrpensation Schernc forl orrren Victinrs/Surlivot: o1'St:rttal ,\ssnull/othtr
(lrinres -2018-
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r. s H() ttT't' r 1',.I.],r N D (:o],ft\ I ENCtt:t I E,N.r

( I ) llris chaPtcr nlirl bc crllcrl rhc (irnrprrrsariorr scherrrc firr \\ rrrrrt.n
VittinrslSrrtrirtrr ol'Strunl -\ssilrtlt/othcr ( rinrcr- 201 J.

(2) It *lrrrl Jotirt irlt() tbrcL'on the dale .rs arrd nlieri r;ru'eleti h,'litirr-lric Suprtrrrc Coprl ()t'

Intlia.

(-j) tt shrll rrpplv to llrtr victints and thcir dcpcndcrrt(s) rtlrrr I rvc sullL'rc(l l,r:r irrjrrrr. rrs

tltr'citse tll:t\/ ttc. as ir rcsult oillrr olli'nce cr)nltnittcd llnd .t,ho rutlrilc rrlr:rtrilil;rtiorr.

2. DEr''tNrnoNsj

1,1 hr this Clurpter. unlcss tlre ccrnle\l olh?nrise re(luitcs: -
(rI) '-C-odt" lllentrs thc Cod!'ol'Crinrinal Pmcedure. 197.1 (2 r:l lg7{): (,,1' 'snrrhitrr" lncnn.s

IlSlrtrrttir.r frg:

(h) 'Dcp(Il(lclrt' itrcltldcs husb:urd. l'atlrr. rnolher- glandl)ar,,nls. rtltrrrirn'i.'d cl;rrrgltter;rrrd
ttrirltlt cl:iltlrcn ol'llrc victinr as rlelemrirrctl bv thc St:rtc Lcqirl Scrlit.-s \rrtlrt,rilr ,rr
l)istrict l.cqal Sr'rr,iccs .{uth,;ritr. on tlrr. ba-sis of thc rr.Port trl'the SLrh- l)irisi,rn;rl
\{lgi:rtrate ol'tlte ct>ttcrrtted arra,'station IIouse tlllicer'htvesliqillinq ()l)lccr.rr ern tlrc
b:lsrs ol rll:ltdrii.tl placed on record bv thc dcpcntlcnts hv rrar. ol irllidx\ tt or ()n its ()\\ n

L"ll(ll.lir1.

(c.) "l)istrict l.egal Senlccs..\uthr)dty" rnciuts (hc District Lcgll s-cnires .\ulh,)rilv
( Dl .S:\)corrst ittt(e d uuder ser'tion 9 ot'the Legal Scn'ices .,\ulhorir rcs ,\ct. I txl Tr ,.\cl .1,.!

ol-1987) lirr a Distr-ict olthe )iaiiural Capiral -ltrrirorr o 'l)elhi:

1d,t 'Forrrr'nl\';uts ti-\rnl t{JI)s!ldcd tu ihc Sclrc'rrrc s rpplicrrtr c to tlriri Clt;rptrr

(c) 'l;untl'trrcrtns Slatc liurtl i.c. \.iclinl contpensctlon liur,i errnstirrrlctl rrntlcr thc Srrre
\.rictin: Cornpclts:ttion ScllL.nle.

(t) '('clltrnl Fuud' rrr"'rrns tirrttls received tl.oDl ( \'Cl: Stlrcrnr'. 2(] l-i

({) '\\'orrrtrr Viclinr C.'onrpensntion Fund' l}leins;r lirrrt selregirt<<l ti)r rlisl)1r'sL'1rcr)t
lbr rrorrrcrt r.ir:tirn. otrt oFSt;rtc \,ictint ('orrrprnsaticrn lirr rd antl Crntr;rl I rrrrrl

f ll ilhin ttrc Slate l''ictint Contpensdliotl l.'tmal. d s<'pdratc !]ttrti.4cc,:nrnt :h<rll he,ntit,nt(!it!cd
irs .t ponion ol thtfi lcil.ger limd rhich sholl contdil the.littds contrtltltad rrnlttt (.'l ('l:'
-lclr!]ne h;':\lf[..1. (-;()l con!ibt!ta.i-lirtrt lvirhholtr Frutd iqxtr'.li'oilt.t.itn.].t r€L.tt\:r,(!./i-iirn rltc,

Stute I'ic"ittt {'otttpensulion Ftutd vhich slnll he nhlised onlv lbr Ictitrtt cot,tretl rtndtr tht s

(-.'ltupterJ

(h) -(iovcrrrrrrcn(' nle:uls 'State Goventrrrerrl' rr,herevr'r th: State Yictirrr Cornp,:nsatir:n
Scltt ttlc ot tltu Statc ViutiIrr Cutrrlxrrsxtiou liund is in corr L'\1 alld 'CcnlrnI (i()\.cnuncrrt'
rvherlrer Cerrtr-al Cioventtuent \;ictirrr Cornperrsalie'rr F.rnd Sclrerrrc is irr corrrcst :rrrd
incltrtles Ll'['-s.

NALS4's "( ontpcnsa(ion Schernc forrlonren Yictirns/Surlirr rs ol'$crual.\ssault/othcr
C'rinrcs -2(.t8"
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(i) 'Injuq,'u)clns ilnv hanl carrsed 1o trotN.or nrrrr<.1 ol'a l'ernalc.

()')Iiuor' rl.iu'ls:tgirl childrvholrasrtotc()nrl)lclcdtheagcof-lgr.crrs.

1l)'Offorrce' rttcatls tlll'.'ttcc ctlttilrtitlcd :rguill.sl rr,rrlen purrish:rlllc rrntlcr IpC or lJI rrr
:rrrt'otlt..r lnv.

(l) 'Penal (.'odr" nruulrs lndirn Pcnnl Cotlc. 1.86() (45 ol'tg6t)). or.Nr.ar,a sunhita nrerns
llharlir':r Ntat,rr Salrhitrr. 2023.

(nr) 'Schctlulc'u)eirns sL'hedule applicable to this chlptcr,lr,.fl of thr schcrne.

(n)'-stirrc l,cgll scrticcs.{uthorihi'meuls rlle Sratc l,egal Scn.ices .,\urlroritr,(sl.s.\).
as d.'llrrcd irr Scctiou 6 ol'rhe Legal .Sen.ices .\uthorities AL-(. l9lr7 (.r9 of lgsi)

3lt-.ri1e

(o) -Scrull ..\ss:rult \ticlirrrs'rrrc:rrrs lcrtralr rr{:o Irrs strflcrutl lrcrrt;rl 6r phvsical irritrn,or
bollt as a restrlt ofscrrr:rl otlcrtc.: inclurline Scctiorrs 37rr (.\) ro (lr) or ,!SSl&!-.ltl.ll!
lo rrr) ol'-th.. Bhnrtivu \r.atn Sirnhitl Sectiorr J54 (.{) to (D)- or Sccrions 65. 66. 67.
68. 61). 7[. 7l-72,71, 75. 76.77 . 71t ol'thc ll lr r rt i v:r \r':r1.r s,.:rnhil:r Sccliorr -i()g
IPC or Section 79 rrl'the Ilhndiva ;:-rrn}it:r.

(p) '\Vont:rrr Victiru/ sun'ir.or of other crinre' ntc.ans a !\:onlrn rr.llr lurs strllcrcd pltl.sierl
tlr ttteltlltl injttn rts e result ot'lnv ol'ferrce nrdr)ti(),ied itr tlrc rtlitchcd Scherlule iriclirtiirrg
Scctions l(l'l L] ol- Strction tli) liNS Scction 326,.t or S)rqtiorr lZ-l ltNS Secricril 49t(.\
ll'c or Scction !15 IINS (in case of plrl,sicirl i,.r.i,,r,:Ifii!-iir,ffi.,..ifi.,rr i1 rlrt
sehrtltrle) irrclrrdirrg thc tltenlpts lnd Jbcltlrnt.

()) \\'r)r(ls ilt)d clltrcssiotts uscd in this Chaptcr:rnd not dcfirr.'d her..- s|rrll 6uyc t6c simrc
ttltrttittg :rs assiqtrctl to lhcrtt in the Codc ol Crrnrrnal lJxlccdurc. l97J or. arrd thc ltdiarr p.'rral
Codc. 186(t ,,t
Senhil:r 2(l2J

.1. \\'o_\ I ti N \. I ( -f I I IS (:()i\I t, I,:NSAI'ION I;t"iNI)_

( | ) Ilrcrc sltrrll ht a l;tttrd. ttiuuelv. tlru' \\jouren Victinrs Corrrpcrrsltion l:rrrrcl ll.onr rvlriclr
lllc f,lllotlt)t ol'cotttpr'ttsirtiol!. as dc'cided br1 the Srure Lcgal Serr,ices .\rnhorir\ trr Disrl.lcr Lcgal
Scr!i.'cs r\utlroritr'. shall hc paid t<l thc tvcrnrr:rr victim or ltr,r dcpcndcrrt(s) rr.lr1l lravt srrlll,rttl
lq'ss or i,iur'is a rcsrrll ofarr or'li,c.'and *,lrrr rc<ltri'e rchabilitaticr..
(l) 'I'he '\\rorrrerr \:ictinrs corrrpensatiorr Furd'shall cor,Prise rhe rillkxvirrg: -

(:r) C'orrlribrrtiorr r..cEir.etl fi-orrr CVCIr Sc-hc-rtre. 2Ul-5.

(h) ULrdgctan' allocatiott in tltc shapc ol- Crant-s-in-aid ro SI-S"\ lbr rvhich ncccss,,..
prori.sio^ shall bc rrrader itr thu rtrnrrul Buclqct bl.tltc C,vcnrmt.l:

(c) .\rrr cosl arl)(r(tllt rtrdcrcd lry Civil,'Crirninal'liibrrrrrrl to [r.'tlcposilctl in tlris lirrrrtl.

(rJ) -\rrr.rtrrrr ol'c'orttllelts;rliott rl'coNL'red liorn tlte \\:rol1g docr,,acclrsed l111lcr clause l.{ ol'
thc Sclrcrrrc:

NALSA'i "(lonrPetlsr(ion Schente frtr rr onren Victirns/.Sun,ivorri of St:ru:rl ..\ssirult/oflrrr('rinres -20)8"

-
o
-
oo
C
n
-{
o
l'l
C-
C
U
o

=
C
n
mI
rr
-

w
U

:l :I 'iY -fl_* -4 S, n I , i.t IT'_E .ry !t. ll:Y."r' 1-\ .. . .:, .:r--i - -i- .f,ri-, -.



4lr'rLt,'

(c) l)orraiii,rrts eolltribtltions liont In(cnraticrrlal' Naliou;rl" l'hihrrtlrrolist
ln.-tittrtiortr ()rganizatiorts :rld irrdit'idulls ptnnille( lrv Stlltc
(ior crrtrtttrtl

Clru itrr[.lc
or' ('cntritl

(D (','rrtr ilrtrf ions ii'unr colnp;utics rurdct CSll (C)r,rlorirtc So. i;rl lle sl>r-rrlsiiriiilr )

(.1) 'l-r"'s:riri l;rrrrd sh,rll lre openlted hv th.'Stnte Leqal Scrliccs Atrthorin' (st.-S.\).

..1. Irt,t(; I trI LIt.\, tjolt (.()l\ Ip l.lN s.\.il oN _

.\ \\opltrr 1i.:litrt pr ltcr rJcl:.rrtlcttl (s) as thc cil\c rllrv h.'- shall hc cligihlc lirr qralrt rtl'

c(nllllclls rli()n l.url rrttrltiplt scltcttlcs apPlieal'lc lo hcr' Ilrl'ruvcr- ltc uoltlpctts:tliott r''ecircrl

lrv hcr in lltc trt,tcr seltcnl": s'illr tcgartl to Scc(ion -l-s?-ll Cr'I''C o- '196 U\SS shall hc t'rkcrl

ilto :rc"-,:ttttl rr lril.' dceidlrtg rll!' (lLl(rlltrnl: itr th.':itrch lrttb:ictltcnl npplir'ttitln

-( pr{()('}:t)(rRI,t t:oRi\t.rKI\(;.\Pl'l,l(:A'l'Io\l}},lrollF. 1'llEsl,-\..\()RI)1,S.\

\lauda16rr. ll..1ro11irrg ol'FlRr: - SllO,Sl',DC'l'slrrll rrtartdatodll'shrttc soh l11r{ s1rpr,'ol'lilll

irrrnrcdirrttl\ rli(:r il\ rcgislrati()n rvith St;rtc l-egal Scrviccs .'\utho:itr''District Lcgrrl Scr'..iecs

..\slheril\ tpr:r ;trrrurrrssion ol-olli'rtccs crlvcrcd in this tjclrcnrt rrhiclr irtcltrd.' Sccti"rrs ll(i.\

.l5J \. to.15.lt) .17(i.\ to .1761:.-10'lB.49SA or Scctions 12'1.7-l' 75' 76' 7ll' Sr:cti'rns (r-1 t'r

Scction 72. Scction lJ0. ll5 of the llhnrtlYn n-r'rrIn Srurhltn (in c:r.c ol'ph\sical ittlttt I c,rr'crc.l

irr llri* ljthcLlr lr-). srr llret the ST,S-{,'DLSA carr. irr desen'ing crscs. lllilv stt(r-rrrr\l(l it}rli:r1.

prrlit:rirrr\ r'crilicatirltr ol-llcts [brlhr'Ptrrp(-]so of gr'rnt of inlcrinl uotttpc[sltli'rtl

.\rr applicrfiorr !itrtlr.. arvirrd olinterirn.. tinirl cOrtrl>erlsaliotr call tr: fllcd hr thc 1.-t.titrr:rtttl or

lter Dcpcrrtle nrs ()r lhc SIIL) t,f thc arca bclor,: tonccrtrcd SLS'\ or DLS.\. li slt:rll lru subrnitt':rl

irr lj,,nr 'l' rl -rng r'.jlll l 6q.p\. ol the First lltl'e'r.l]ralir'tl R.'pcn (l:lR) or critr:irrll Lrrrltl)lirirll t)l'

!\-l!i.l! rl):1ri7 rpcL' i: tr!.<!l h\, tlle Courl ltrtr! il':rvlilrbl: -\;lctliclrl Ilt:1r:n- l)callr C'j11;li!r(c'

rrhcrcr:r:pp,idrlrlc. copr,ofjUtlqntcltt.'reco,Unrcndtrtiotl ol'cotlrl il'tlrc trirl is ,rrtr.

t'. P 1..\ (' l:. t) lr tjl l- I N(; (.) t'' . \ l' P L,[(],\'[l(-)i\

l lrc :rptrlicrrti,rn rrc,ltrrrrcn<lltiorr lol courpcnsa(iorl ciur hL. tttrrrcd citlrt:r bc[-tx'c thc State Lrqrrl

Scr r.ic. s .{Lrllrorilr, or llre conecrttetl t)iSfrict I-egal Sertices Authoritv or il carl hr l'ilrd rrrrlirrc

6rr rr pcn:rl slrirlr slrall hc cre:rted br, lll Statc l.,cgrrl Scrvic.-s .\tttlroritics. 'l'ltc Sccrctlrn ol'lltr

rt:l)ecti\,. Dl.S.\ slrrrll c.lccidc tlre application,'recorrrrttentlltirrtt trolctl htlirrt lrrrtt ltcr rs Ict

[lrr Sclrctrte.

I.-splnrr:rtiorr: Irr crse ot'acirl rrnirck r,ictinr lhe decidirrg rttrtho'itv slrall [re Crirtlin:rl lnjLrrr'

Crtrrrp,:nsltir n lloard ils dirccled hl Hon'hle Srtprertre Coun irr Laxtt]i \s- [lrriotl ol lntlir

\\r.l' C I{\lL l1):)006 rrrtlcr tlat.:<l 10.01.2015 rvhich incltrtlcs LC. District & SL'ssiurs 'ltrJgc'

Di\ l. : I'. C ir i I Strrgct,n.'C\l (.) o[' thc distriut.

7. Ittat.IIiI;i'l'lL\1' l{.\\' RI!:\\V,\RDED BY TIIIi ST'\'[r' OII Dts'tRIC''I' I'Ii(;'\l'
s Fr. ItV t( j.:N ..\ I :1' tIORI'r \'.

'l lrc SLS.\ cr DLS-{ rIil1 il\':rrtl corupcnsaliorr to thc victittr or I cr dcpctrdctlts tr) tllc cN{srtl ls

sp.ci lied irr tlrc schetluletl :lndcllcd llcrelo.

NALS 4's' ( trntptnsr(ion Sclrettlt fot'rt ttntul Victims,/Surr ivr rs of Sextrill,\sstrtrll/oth( l'
('rirrrrs -2018"
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s. I:-\c1'ort'i ro Br'r c'on*srDtillril) ['IIIr,Ii..\\\:..\RDING c:o]\o,ENs-_rTIoN _

\\'hil". dcciding il ntancr. tlrr- Slate L-egol Sen.ic*.s At(horitl.,rDistrict L.cgal Se^.i(.es _{.uthorirr.ttta! l:tkc into considcratitxt thc lirlltnvirrg lautoni rclating lo thc [()ss or injun,suflcrc4 lrv r6ctir'lirrr:

( I) (jravit]'trl'tlt.'rrl'lirtcc ancl scr'.'ritv ol'rncntnl or phvsir:al lrarnr or iniurr sutTrrctl br. lhe
vir-li rrr:

(2) F'spcrrditurc irrctttTcd or liLclv to be incrrred orr thc nredical treatnrerrl lbr phrsiu.al
;urrl"or trlctltrl ltcalth incltrtling courrscllirrg ol'th!- \,ictinl, ftur,:ral. travclling tluring
iuvt'stigation intprirv; trial (orhcr than tlict nroue5..):

'-1) 
Loss rriedttr'aticrlul oPponunitv ils a cous!'qudnce of'the ofltnc-e. ilcluclirrg atrsc'c-e ltonr
scltool''college dtte to tl:etrlal traurua. lrodilv injun,- nredical treiltrnent, iniestigation.ntl
lriul ol'tlrc olli'ncc- or an-r, ollrcr rcirson:

({) l.trss or'cilrprcrvnrorrr :rs ;r rcsrrrr of thc ol'rirrcc. incrucrirrg ubscncu. riorrr pr;rcc <-rr.
ctttploltttettt dlrc to ln!'tltal ttatuua. bottily iniury, rueclicat trefltlrelL irrr.cstigntio,:ur4
lri.rl ol-rha ollerrce- ()r xrr\., ot-her rclrton;

(5) 1'he relalir>rrsltip rtl'rhe r-iclinr ro the ot)'ender. il':ur-r.;

(6) \\'hcthcrthcahLtserrl-sasirrgleisolate'tlincidcnceorl4rclhcrthcirbusclookplace.r,er
a pcriod ol'tirnc:

(7) \\'hcth"'r.iclint hcc:anrr nreSnilr)t :rs R r!'f,ulr ofrho olltncc. rr{rctlrcrshc hltl [. rnrtlcr'o
[t ledical -l'entt 

itt:rtion of l)regnancv (i!1'1'p1r giYe birtlr to n ctrild- in.-luclirrg rehabilitation
rrecds ol strch cltild:

(li) \\'hclhcr tltc .iutinr c.tttraclud a scsuall-r'trarrsnriltetl tlisr.asc (STD) iis :i result .l'rhc
o0i'rrc..:

{9) \\rhcthcrthc'ictilncotltr:lclcdhunrlrlinlnrurrodr:licicucvvirns(LIIV)iNarc}-ullofthc
otlirru-c:

( l()) .\,\'disabilirv sull'eretl hv the *icrinr as a res;uh oltlre ol,tb,ce:

( I I ) Firreilcial ('olrditiorl ol'rhe vir'titr agirirrsl rvh(rllr the oftirrce lliLs hcerr corrr,ined 
"-o 

as
ro rlctcnninc hcr nccd rirr rchabiritrrtion rncr rc'intcgralion ucr.tls or t1c vir;tiru.

( I 2 ) [rr cirsc ol ttclth- lhc agc ol'deecirscd. hcr nroulhly irrcornc. nuurbcr ofd!.porrtlr:nts. [iIL
c-\J)ectanc\.- l'trtrrre prorrrotiorral.gro\}th prospecls etr_.

( I3) Or luv othr'r facror s,lrich the SLSA.,DLSi\ u.ury cousider-jr,tsr ald sulTicient.

NALSA's "(.'onrpcnsution Scherrrc frr
( rinres -2OlS"
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( I ) \\.hcrcr,cr. u rscrlrrrilrrndirtion is rrrltlc l;\ tltc cctrtl lirr eutrtPctlsilliott tllltlcr stth-stclrotis

(2) rno,trr'(J),:'l Srcti,)n .157.\ ol'tlre Coclc. or (subscctlons (2) ,rtr(l/or (J) ol Scctioll J96

of lhc llNs:i or rrr trpPli.:rliur is trllttie hv atrY \.ictittr or llet de|ettclettt(s)- rrttder rrtlr-

scctiorr ('l) rtl scetiutr .157.\ ot thc Cotlc' or q4l:!gBs!!l!!-('l) ()l'Stctiun JXr r)l lhc

srrnrkslr:r Srrrhitr td thc slntt [.cglrl scrTir-cs Atltlnritt' r.r' l)istrict l c'qiri strvices

.,\rnlrrtritr'- tirr irrrtriln cortrptnsa(iotl if shall prinra- I'rrc'ie satisl'r' itsell'c1tra colllpcnsiltiorr

noc(L\ iltd itctrtih.0l lltc lictirlt. ..\s rc5artls lltrt litlal doulP(ll:lrliOtl' it shull txlrrtrirrt tttc

casc rrrtl rcril'r.tlrr conlcllls olthc chinr Nilh rcspcct to tlrc lo;s,/injury lnd rs'lratrilit:rtion

nceds rrs r tcsttlt ol llte crilttc iIllJ ltlilt illso cflll ft;1 lvll rrtlter releviul( ittl'otrtt'tLiott

nrcLrsriiln' li, r dccitli lt':, tltc cl ;ti rtr.

[rrrrr.i,-lcd th.rt irt dcscr|irrq cuscs ancl in rll :rcid [tluck cascs- ilt anv tilIC itlitr ctltlttttissit'rr

rrl' tlti olli'rct. Scctctln - Sl'.S.'\ or Sccr'lillf , Dl-S-\ nrar' stto ttlotc' rrr itiicr ;;rciitttittrlr

r,erill:ati.rrr ol' tlre llcts I)rocccd to qrirttt ittleritrt reliei as rrrir\ l)e re<ltrircd irr tlrc

airctt,trsl;t,r,.,* tll cltih .::tsc

(2) 'lIe irr,lrrilr,ir. corrt!'ntl)lllcd under stlh-s.clion (5) ol'Sc',:tion-157'\ trftlte co'leor

s".lit]u]-9.I,f!]tsJi.Idd],!sghjj4-sltatllrccolrrpl..tr.tl.:spctlitiorrsll.rrttltlt.'ptr.trtlitr
no cirsc :rltrll t-rcctd [x1'c'ntl si:rt' t1a1s licrnt lhc rccciltt ol tltt cl:rirtt'pctili'rtl t't

rc'dol ltl l)cll(lilt i t-\ll:

Pro'idctl tlrrt i, c:rsr,s ol'rcid lfi.ack lr.r urr]ount ol'lls. Orre lallr shnll [re prid t,r lh'r r'ictirrr

u,ithLrr l5rl:rrso[-thinrattcrbcingbrorrghttothtnoticeofL)LS.\.'lltcortlcrgratttirrgirtcrirtl
coilI)('tlsiltiollshaflhcp:usscdbvDl'sArvitlrirr?da1'softhenrilttcItrritlgllrorrp'lrttoits
noti(ic iril(l tlre St.Sr\ s!r.rll pa-r'lhe uorrrpcnsaliotr rvitltitt 8 dals ()l'p:L\sitlg ollhe ordcr'

Tlrerrallcr rn ilnr()011 ol' Rs, 2 lrllrs sltell be pairl tO tltr vit:1irt r aS eSperlifiotrsiV as possihlc

rrttJ p,rsirir elr rr itltirt lut:t trrunlhs ol'lltc lirst pavtn'rtll+

l,rt.,..irl..cl I,nllerllriil t1e r.ic1ir1 rnil\':llso bc paid suclr tirrther i'ttottrtl irs is Jdlllissihl!: tllltlL'r

(ltir Sehcttli.
("1) 1IlLr .-.ltisiilcrlliotl 01. tllC lllltl.r. tlrc SLS.\ r:r Dl-S.\. ;ts lltt. clts.. lllfl\.hr.. l.l[x)t) lls

satirlhcriorr- slrrll <luciclc the (luillltrnl ol conrpcllsiltion lo bc arYirrdet{ lo th"'r;ietirl or lrcr

clepurtlerr.ls) ttrkirtr3 irrr<l :lccoullt [ltu lircltrrs eltttrtrerrltcd ill c iltlse 8 octllc sclttrlte Is pcr

sclt:thrlc ,rppc[tlc<l l(\ tlris cllrplcr. FIorr,cr,cr- in tlcscrVirlg crseS- lirr rcitstlns lrt hc rccrrrtlctl'

lltc trppcr liltlit rtta'' bc c.tctctlcd'

,\,lor.o'er- ir: t.ise tlre r,ictirrr is nrirror. tlre linril o['corttpertsiltioll ..chitll be deelrtd Io L'c

_i0(; highcr tlrrrr tlrc irrrt0trrrl iltculiorrcd in rhc Sclrctlrrlc :rppcrrtled to tltis chapttr'

' Ij(r,i,.r )l )ti.l olltek uft olt<t lttnll!.1 l', sllithqiil 'cntpcilfllian 
r l'Rs' I ltc trntfur ['tiote 'l/irtr'r/rr'r

NoriortlR:liel Frr,,.t'',,io ',',n'i,'l'"''hmno 2J0l j9J"n /i't '?01J'L'SR-;ll'(r-o'Ii)fll-{ 'lolcd09 
1l':UI(t(co?:'

stt!..lRd)
j luc's iltrt trLctl

l!mts tl (--!ttlrrl

NALS A.s ..('onl pcnsir tiOn li ch etn e tir r rI 0ttl etr \' it:ti ms./su rlir" I rs o[' s cl rtir L \ ssil trlt/ot h t r

(lrinrrs -2O-18-

I Nt tl nb't t l,'vtralJri of(, aqil obott lu anqvtt.:otion
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(.1) -lhe SLS.A.,DI-S.\ rnar. call
:\uthoritr.iIstahl ishrrrcrrt. ILrd i r.idtr;rlr
inrplcrt)cntxtion ol' thc Schtrrrc.

tirr arv r.'cord ol lake
lloli. c CuLrrt cr)ncl'nlcd or

ilssistatlce tiorn irr\.
t-\pcrt lbr snroollr

(5) Lr uasc triirl/rrppcllirt.'cotrrl qivcs llntlirrgs tlrat rhc clirnirr:rl conrplairrl arrrl 15c atlcga(iop
rvere lltls... tltcrr [..cgal Sen-iu* Autlroritr. nla\. initiate procecdints lbr rec.oven, <lf
uollrpulsiltioll- tl':trtv. grlttlcrl irl [):l11 or lirlt rrndt'r this Schernc. bclilre lhc lrial Courl t'rlr
ils rccovcn. as il'il rlclc ir llrrc

l(,. 'ilIu oItDut|t() Ilt pt,.\(:ul) ().\ tu:_C()ru)_

CoPv of tlrc ord.'r o'l ir)lcrirn or lirral crrrnp.,ns:rtiorr plsscd rrrrder.lhis Schr.rrre shall be lrlaced
(,rl reL'or(l of'tlrc rri:rl Collrl so rs L) en:ihle the trial Courl to pitss :lt al)pn)priilte ot.der ()t'
c()t)lpL:nsati()n uildcr Sc.ti()ll -.1j7 Ul llrr Codc or Scctiorr J96 0f.the Suruksha Sanhita
tr.rrc c()p\ ol' ll)c rrr(lL'r' slrrrll bc' protitlcd to thc lo in cirsc lhc nrnll!.r is pendinq
irrvcstigrrriorr iu)(l rlro to lhe liL-t;nt depotdenl as tlre ctsc rllrv lla.

I t. i\lli'fl.lot) o!' DIslltiRSEtlENl' oF col\{pE}ri.\.iloN

( l) -l1lc 
untotrrtt oI cotttpcnsrtic,rt so rrrr;rdctl shall hr. disburucd h.r. tlrc SLS.,\ br dcpositingl

thc srrttt.' irt a Dlrl}. in the joinl or singl.'nlurre ollh('r,iotirtr,depcncl.'nt(s). Ll r-ase the r,ictiut
docs rlot ltave :utt' b:tnk ar-counl- rhe DL,SA conccrn rvould lircilitate rrperrirrg of a hatrk
:rcctrrrutinthcn:urrcolthcr.ictirlantlirrcasc tltr:riulirrrisantinorrltrrrgrrillraguanlirrr
or in c;Nt. tr)itlor is irr a child carc irtstilr,tliurr. the barrli accorurl slrall lrc open.-d n.irh tlrt
Strptrillttrl(lc!lt ol- tht Lrstitutiorr ls Crrardirn. llorvcr.cr. iu casc tlc viclirtr is 1 lbrcigu
nirtiorr:rl or;r rctirg.'.'- rhL'.]oillpdr)s:llion cflll he disbursed h\'\'av olL.ssh c:llds.

Ilrterinl Jtttoutll sh:rll tre dishursed in tirll. LIorr,er,er, ils lnr ils the linal conrpensrtion anroulrt
is ctlttc.'nrcd- 7-i0o (5g1'g1111, lirc pcrccnt) ot'tlrc sanrc shall hc put in I lixcd dcposit lirr a
rrininrrrrr p.'riod ol' thru'c vcars arrcl thc rcmaining 2.5,1o (t\\.cr)t\' fir,c pcrccnl) slrall he
:n'ail;lhlc lirr utiliz-ation and initirl r\llcnses ht.tlre uictitrr dcpcntlurt(s). a\ lllc case 1t1\,[)e.

(2) Irr tltc' casc tll'il rttittor. SOqn ol'tllc druortrrl trl'corrrlxn.srttiorr so arvardcd. shall h",
dcpositud irr tlrc lisccl dr'prtsit aecottttt arrtl slrall hc drarvrr orrlv on altailrncrrt ol'1[r, agu 9l'
rtra.jt'ritr'- brrl rrol lrclbrc tlrruc r.cars ol'lhe d!-posit.

I'rcrvitled thal irt cscelrtiotltl c:tses. ilnlor.lnts nr:rr'[rc rvitlrdraun lbr cdLrcationaI or grerlical
or r)lher pressiltg;rrtd urg.'rtI rrecds ol'tlre hc'netlciar\.at the discreriorr olthe SLS-{.i I)l,SA.

(3)'l}c irrtc'rc'st trrt tlte stutt. il lt'ing irr FI)lt tbnn. shall hc crerlited directly hr,the halk irr
tltc sevings rucotrt'|l ol'lltc victint,jtlu'pcntlcrrt(s)- on rrrorrllrlv b:rsis rrlticlr can bc rvil[1{r11yn
bv thc b.'neliu'i;ur.

NALSA's "(iontpensation Schettrt'titrn onren \.ictinrs/Surr.iv()ri-. (lf Scrual -.\ssault/other(linres -2O.18"
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-flrc 
St:rtc Lrg:rl Scniccs .\rrtlrlritt trl f)istriet l.cgrl Scrriccs \utltoritr'. its tltc easc tltil'

Ire rrrrr.rrrri.:r i'rrr irrtrrrrtdilre lrrsr-ritl irciiirr'()r nredic;rl hcrr.:lits l.r he ttr;tcie rtrlilllhlc lice

olcr)st or:ln\ olhcr irr(erirrr reli..l'(irrclurlirrg iiltcrirrr rttottetrt.\ cotlrpctts:tliotr) ;ts dccrtted

ilp[)rrlnri:rt.i to all.:r,irrt.: tlr.: srrtlcritrg ()l'lhr victirn on llrt L](rlil cltlc ol il n()liL:c ttlliecr. trol

bcl,tr, t6c riltk ol'tltc rrlllccr-irr-ch;rrgc oithc policc slatirrt. tr a -\lrttlislratc ,tl'thc trc:t

collc(:lrl.d or oll tlre ;lpplicatioll of(hd Vic(ill) dL'pcrtdcllls or stt't t'llrrttr'

lro\,,dcd tlrilr [s 30on lu rh. Ipl)li.oti(rrr lirr cornpcnrrtitrn i: rc,:ci:cd hv tlrc SLS.\ I)1,S.\-

astrrrrol-lt:.5i)()(t -r.rr.rrllt(:cJsc\\:trr;iltt\trpl.,Rs. ifl.00()-shill bcirrlrrcrliatell'dislrLnsctl

lo th.r \-idti11 throrrgh ptcloltlctl r':rsh r-rrrd [i6;11 x lrvltir:rrrliscd Uxnli [rt'thc Sccrctrn'. l)t-S-'\

or \lcrrrlrer Secre tan'. Sl.S.jr.

prot.itled llra( thc. iilteri|ll reliel'so griluted slrxll nr)t Lre less tltart 25 llcr certt ol'tl)c lllit\illltlrrl

L:(!rtr)ct1sf,tr()r'r rrrrtrtlahlc ils n\'r s(llc(ltllc applicalrlc 1o tllis Ch'rptcr- rr.lrich slrrll hc paitl to

llrc r iclirn rrt totrlit\.

pr()r icl..d ll rrtlrcr thflt irr cltscs ol'rcid illlrck r sunr c,l'lls. (.)rre l:ri'llr slrall ht paid to lht viclinr

rr.ithiil l:tlaYsol tltenlntrcrbcingtrroughltolllenolice ol')-l .S\'-l)1.S.\. llttordcrgtarrling

intet itn ct)nrl)cnsatiorr slrrll bc prsscd hl the sl.Sr\, I)1.s.\ rvrrl in 7 daYs rtl'llrc rttatlcr hcitt!:

hroughl t() its tt.rrict ilr)d lhL- Sl--s-.\ slrall pav lhc cotlrputrsrtiorr rtithitr 8 tlar s ol- p;ts<irr1 o['

oril.r 'fllcrcirfler iur additional stltll r)l'lls.2 lakhs slrall lr4 xrvltttltd xll(l pxid ttl tlt'' r'ictittt lts

esp':<titiot slv as ptlssible ilnd lx)sitiveh rvitlritt lu'o tllt)tltlts'

13. lti'-(O\ i':ll\'{}i; i'()\tPi'i\s.\-i'i(}\ -\\\'-\lll)!r-l)'!-(i fiil' \-I( iii\l ()l{ iIi;'!l

l)[PIj\DIN r(.\)

Strbjcrt ro tlre pror isirlis ol'srrlr-:itcliorr (3) ol s,uctiorr -l j'7.\ rrl'lhc ('otlc. or !!t:!SS!ig!-Ll3)

Uf .scclion J96 0f tlrq 5ut.,rkslrrr Srrnlrif ri illc 51Jt.' Lii:ri :i.'rr i" ;. .\utlltlrilr'. itt 1lr'rpe r crlrcs'

n){\.r itrstitill(.pr{)ccrdi!lqs lrcliir.. tltt cr)nlpctcnl crtrtrl ,.'l-larr' 1i'r 'tcCYcn ()l'llla c()n1[]dllsJlt()ll

grilntcd lo tlr.. r-iclinr rtr lrcr dcpcntlcr)l(s) lil)rlt persoll(s) rcsl:,lttsthlc lol catrsirrg loss or ittitttr

its a resttlt ol tlrc crirtte totttrttiltcd lrt hirrt.lrer

Tlte .ttttrlrull, so recol er<d. slrrll lle tlcl-'t'sitcd ill \'\'r)lll:ul \.ielilrt Crltlp;rrsilti()ll Fttrl(l'

r {- D IiPI]]; I)F:N(l\' (:liR'f I I''l ( l:\T F.-'-

-l'lrc rlthorit\ curl{r\\,cr!'(l to isstrc tlr.'drpcntltrrcv r.'flilicirlJ ;lrall isstrt lltc s;utrt i(itltttr I

pcriorl ol'liliecrt ditl's ittrrl. itl no casc. lhis pcriod shrll lrc crlcnt ctl:

pror.idcrllh.rltlrcs[.S.\ l)1.S..\-irreirsc,rl-rrtrn-issrruttccol'DtpttrtlcrrevCcrlilicirtc.irltercspirr'
ol 15 dar,s- []a\: I)roceed orr the [Ilsis ol'arl :rnid;rvit to bc ,)btril dd Iiolu th. cltittr:urt'

NAL::A's "(irrnrpclsu(iqnScherrrclb1rlqnrrrt\-it'titrrs,/Sttn'ir',)rr-ofS('\..trJI .\sslull/0thtr
C rinrcs -2()18"



-
o
-
oo
C
n
-{
o
l1
C-
C
U
oI
C
T
rnI
t-
1-

-

w
U

9 | i;r c1.:

15. ItINOR \,'IC]TINIS -

l}at irt case tlr.' r'ictirtr is an otphiur':d rllinor \vitlrout iu)\.plrdltt or lcg:rl guiu.diarr t6e ilrnrcdiat..
reliel or the irttcrinr corllpcnsrliolr sitall ba dishurscd to the BurrL ..\cr.rrurrt ol-the clild. operretl
trrttle-rtltc grrartlirnsltip ol'thc SLrpcrinl.cntlcrrt. Child Clrc Instirutiorrs rrhcrc thc chiltl is lotlgctl
ol'in abl-L.nce therc.ol. DDO.SDN{- as the case nlit\. bt.

t6. t,nII'tA't'toN-

I lrtdcr llte Sc]tentc- rro clairrr rrradc [r1, the r,.ictirrr or l)cr dcl)cl]dc1t(s)- rrrrrJcr suh-scc.ti6rr (.1) ol'
;^edtion J-i7.i\ of'tlre Crttle- or sub-srction ({) of Scctirrn J96 ol'thc Sunlkshr Slrrhita. sl:all
bc urltcrlairtctl alicr a Jrcriotl of --l vcanr liorl tlrc dalc ol' rrccsrrcr)cc ol' lhc o[Icrruc or
c,)lrchrsiorl ol the tlial.

I Iorvever- ilt des.'n'irtg cascs- on arr lllplic:ttiorr rrrltic in tlris re_qlrcl f'or reas6rrs to hc recortjetl,
lhe d.:111. br'\'()ll(l tllrcd \cars dtu.l lrc corrdorred br. thc S1S,\s, I)l.s-.\s.

17..\l'Pli-.tL:

[tt ca-se lhc Iictitrt tlr lr.rr dcpctttlcrtts lrrc nol. srrtisfiuti uith thc quiultutu rrl'corrrpqrsatiorr
a\\'ilr(lcd b1'lhe Secrcr;u-r'. Dl-S.{. dre'r'can filc appcal \.ithin -10 davs ll.L)1r th.'<lntc ol'rcccipr
olorder bcfbre the Chirirperson. I)tS-\.

ProVitied thrlt. delav irr filirrg appeal rrrav lre corrdorred hv ttre ,.\ppellate .\ulh,)rit\.. ti)r rcirsor)s
to hc rcctrrtlcrl. irr rI,.sr:rvint citscs. ou arr applicaliou nratlc ir.r this rc-garcl.

18. RE,PF,.r,t. & STVIN(iS-

(l) [n casr' tlris CJrapttr is silcnt on iurt isstrc pcrtainirr_q to \ii"1irn C'ol]tl)!.ssxtio1 lo \\r6nt*1.
llre provisiorrs of \iictinr conrpensirtiorr schenre ollhc srare u.ould be lpplicahle.

(2) Ntrllring irt this Sulrcntt sh;rll prttcrtt Victirrrs or tlrcir tlcpcrr.ltnls li'opr irrsritulirrg alr\j Cit,il
Suit or Clainr :rqainsl llrc pcrpclrtt(lr ol <rll'..111. r>r arrt,ollrcr pcrsorr irrdircclh.rcsponsihl., f.rrr
lltu sinrt.'.

lirplitnatiott: [t is clalillcd thal tlris (,'hapt.'r do.'s rrol rpplv to nrirrr>r r,iclirls urrtki I)()C'S()
-{ct- 2012 irr so l'irr as tlte ir corrtpertsrl;L)n issues ilrL: k) I)L'dc:rlt rritlr only lrr.tlrr I.d. Special
Ct)ttns trtttler Scctiorr JJ (R) ol'POCSt) ,\ct. 2()12 iur(l Itrlcs (7) nl rlrc P()C'S() [lulcs.20l2.

NALSA'5 "C-'ontpelrsrlion Schelne forrlottten Viclinrs/Surlivorr- of Scrrrrl :\ssarrlt/oflrer
Clrinres -2OlB"

i,$A &.s 5 i. i xt .*l{*}H.6 & ifi.* ir i e1,':L,fg.&.5xll,$,.ii r,.f iir, ,i ,*1.:Kff,i&S;f, i,] :.:. K.,rt,.::E"H$;
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S( I IF:I)(JI,Ii .\ I,I(].{I}I,E TO \\'Oi\IF,N \'I( I OI; (rlu;\Il.li

NALSA's "(lt,nrpensil(ion Schetnct'rrrNonren \-ictinrs/Sun'irrrts rtl'St'rttuL\ssrttll/rtfhe r
(lrinrts -20.1 B"

t lppi,r l.irriii oi'

i,,l ll lr rl\a l i' I lr

i\linirrurrr l,imit r;f
Corrr pr,rr rul iou

S. l{o. l'xrticulnr: ol' !oss or
injurr

Rs. 5 LrkI Rs Il) Lrrklr1 Lo,*s ol Lilc

Rs. 10 l.rkhRs- i [.rkh

Its. 7 l;rlJriis. 4 l.rklr

Cirng Rrpe

li;rpe

l{-s. 7 J .rkhRs. -l LrkhJ []nn:trrml licsurl,\sseull

lG I I ililll<s. I l.rkhLoss ol'rnv Linrh or pirt of
bc,dr rcsultinq irr ${)"o

perrnancrlt disrbilirv or

above

lG. I l.rkhlls. 2 I alJr(i Loss ol'rnv Lirtrh or part of
hotlr rusultin.r in 40'lorntl
bclorr 30'. pLlnincnt
rliir h ililr

lis. : I rUrRs. I l-rkhI-oss ol'rnl iinrb or parl ol'
bodt. rcsultinc in rborc
2()9i, rnri [relnv JOo,

pcrnancnt disabiliit'

It.2l-rkhfu. I LrlJr8 Loss of .rny limb or prrt ul'
botlv rrrullng in bclos

2()o o pcrmrnenl disatrilitr

li..2l.rUrGrii,.ou,; plrlsicrl injtu'1.

i)r irn\ mcntll in.iu.i'

rctluilinr rchrhilitrtion

Rs. I l-rHi

l{. -i I .rlhl(s. 2 l;rlhInss of ljoultrs i...
irli-suru iage is il ruatrlt ol-

.\ssaull or lor;s ul-lcrrilit',.

l(t

ils..l l-akhIts..i I:khI In casc of l)rcgnrncr 0n

rccounl of nl)c.
t2 ms 01:

Rs. 7 Lrkhln crsc ot-disliturqnc'nt

Its I l;tkhRs. 5 [;rkhb. In crse ofnrors thrn :09"

Its. 7 l;rkhlis. I l:lilrc. I'w rrTinju'1 lcss tlun
i ()o:o

Its I I rklrRs. I Irkhd In casc oflqxs tlrrn l0o"

\rictinrs ol.\cid ;\ttck-lr
Rs- 7l;rkhit. ln crse 0f di-slisureuren(

ol l'acc.

.>
I

7
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b. ln crse ofiniury rnorc
th:n 509h.

I\. 5 Laldr Rs. 8 LalJr

C. In casc r:f iljun. lcss t.han

5(P.;,
Rs. .l I.a[.]r Rs. 5 Irkh

tl- In crso of injur-y lcss llran
2(Y!'o

Rs. 3 Lrkir Rs. { LuUr

Notc: I1' a rt'ontatt vict irn o.l'scxua I essaullicid r tlack is coucrcrl undcr onc or nrorc ca tcgorv o.l-tlrc
sclrcdulc- slrc shall hc cntitlcd to l^* considurcd tbr comtrincd valuc of trrc cornPensation.

NALSA's "Conrpclslrrion Schcnrc lor.
C'r'inrcs -2018"

*'onrcn Victirns/Sur.vivor:s of >-csu:rl -{ssa uIt/o(]rcr

:iL .i :{{:S,l*r, .ii-,li,.-. i i I ;cn,;&;{g:#.g.,E$;fl,I I , .,:. . :-X0,- x$iiffiE&&:'n1:l : :i :,ffiE&:1itr&r&x,ili? t;r :.i ;
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r'0ltl\l -l
.\l'I'l,lClA.l'l(rNl;()I{'lllli.-\\\'r\RI)()lr(iO)ll'liNS'r'l'l()\L'NI)l';l{

('a)\lPI,lNs,\',i'r(r\- sa'IIF'.i\tti li(-)R \\'()iltliN VI("1'i\ls/slll' \'I\'()lts ()li sI''\l i \ I

.\sS:\t rl.'t/O.IItllll CIRI\'Ills, 2018 FOR IN'f FllLI\'VITIN'-\l' lIIll'lEI" F()ll \\'()\ll!\

N A LSA's "( lo ntpcnsrrtitltr Schettre for rr ttntett Yir:ti rns/Su tTirrrt s tt[' Scs ttil I .\ ssa trll/rttht' r

(irinres -20I8"

I Nirnlc ol ttrc -,\pplicarrt \:ictttrt(s) trt hcr

D.:p.rttlurtt(s)

2. .\ric of thc Iir,tirrr(s) ()r hcr L)cpcu(lcut(s)

(;rt ["uthe r-s Ntrne

(b) \{olher's Nanre

(c1 Sp<rrse's Nanre

.I \ 1,1.-*. ^f rir.' r-.r ircr.' t ltcir l)cptrtdtnt(s )

D rtr antl li,tte incidclt

6. \\'lrcth.'r [i] It lurs lodgctt')

\\' h.'11i.'r nr td icill e\arlrir);ttion hit.:; bc.:rt dr':t'l Il'
ii:-s. cnclose \{cdical Reporti Dcarh Cerlil-rt'lte
:I'. \[. Rcpod.

E. S : attrs rrf tr i ;rl. il' ptudi ng. U' o r'.'r. cltc'losc cop)' of

.jL dqnrcrrt r ttrl ordcr olt scntcncc.

(). ll S 1hc rppl icrurt been rrvarded nllv corrr pensirti

lrr thc lria] cttrrl or iut]'
qitc tlctails.

othcr Gol (. xgcnc! u. -r:'r's

10 (iivu dctaiis ol' lltt:rttuial txpcndilrtrc" lrrss irrurrnud

ll I Iirve \'(ru iDstittt1ed alllr ai\.il
thc pcrpclrrtor ol'ol lincc. Il'

stril; clrrirtt itg.rirtsi

lcs givc dctails.

S i,lil11Ure ol' the Victirrr ID:perrdL'rlt.

l.
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