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F.  No. 24013/372/2022-SC/ST-W

an{a ti€EFr{/ Government of India

aF inffl/Mi.nistry of Home Affairs

Hian g{:ffl ITarFT /Women Safety Division

2ndFloor,MDCNationalstadium#in/NewDelhi-110001.
fanEF /Dated: 2Oth April, 2023.

dr #ITo

The Chief Secretaries of all States & UTs

iarm/SUE)ject:  "Two-finger Test" or per vaginum examination  is not prescrihec! as
one off the procedures to be .ac!opEecE whiEe examining survivors of sexual assault
aEid   raxpe-   OrcEer   dated   31.10.2022   of   the   Hon'ble   Supreme   Court   of   India in
Criminal  Appeal  No.1441  of 2022-imp!ementation  of the direction  of the Hon'bBe
Supreme Court of India regarding

aTErfu/Sir

I  am  directed to forward  herewithjudgement  dated 31.10.2022   by the  Hon'ble
Supreme  Court of India in  Criininal Appeal  No.1441  of 2022 in the context. of the above
mentionec! subj.ect.  The  Hon'ble  Supreme  Court of  India has directed that the  two-finger
test shall  not be  undertaken  in  any manner while examining  su'rvivors  of sexual  assault
and  rape.  To this extent,  the Apex court has  directed that adequate step  may be taken
to-

a.  Ensure that the guidelines formulated by the Ministry of Health and Family Welfare
are circulated to all government and private hospitals;

b.  Conduct workshops for healt'n providers to communicate the appropriate
procedure to be adopted while examining survivors of sexual assault and rape; and

c..  Eeview the curriculum in medical schools with a view to ensuring that the "two-
finger test" or per vaginum examination is not prescribed as one of the prdcedures
to be adopted while examining survivors of sexual assault and rape.

2.        It  is  requested  to  widely  circulate  the  Apex  Court  order  to  the  all  the  authorities
concerned  in  the  State/  UT  Government  to  sensitize  them  for  strict  compliance  of  the
Same.                                                                                     i

8TRE / Yours faithfully,

.qiIFTRE/Encl.: As above. O\L

(tF8F=altEridFPlt|r{/Lakshmikfanta'Latdar)

an{tT q{tFT{ * 3tr rfu /Deputy Secretary to the Govt. of lndja

EFBITq ri.ITele No. 23075293; E-mail/ gha:lakshmikanta.halder@gov.in
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aF inffl/Ministry of Home Affairs
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F. No. 240i 3/372/2022-SC/ST-W                           fanai /Dated: 2oth April, 2o23.

qian,copy to :

1.  The Secretary,  Ministry of Health &  Family Welfare,  New Delhi.
2.  The Secretary,  Department of.Personnel &` Training,  New Delhi.
3.  The Secretary,  Department of Legal Affairs,  New De`hi.
4.  The Secretary,  Legislative Department,  New Delhi.
5.  The Secretary,  Department of Justice, New Delhi.
6.  The Secretary,  Ministry of External Affairs,  New Delhi.
7.  The Secretary,  Ministry of Defence,  New Delhi.
8.  The Chairman & Chief Executive Officer,  F{ai!way Board,  Ministl-y of Flai!way,  New Delhi.
9.  The Secretary,  Depatiment of F}evenue,  New Delhi.

10.  The Secret-ary, .Depatiment of Admihistrative Be forms & Public Grievances,  New Deihi`
11.  The Director,  Central  Bureau of Investigation, New Delhi.
12.  The Director General,  National !nvestigating Agency,  New Delhi.
13.  The  Director General,  Central  Reserve Police Force,  New Delhi.
i4..   The  Di:-ector G.e.neraj,  Assa.in F]ifles,  New  Delhi.
i5.  The Dii.ector Gene!.ai,  lndo Tibetan  Border Police,  New. De!hj.
16.  The Director General,  Central  Industrial Security Forces,  New Delhi.
17.  The Director General, Sashastra Seema Bal, New Delhi.
18.  The Director General,  National  Disaster 'Besponse Force,  New Delhi.
19,  The Director General,  Narcotics Control .Burea.u,  New Delhi.
20.  The.Director General,  Bureau of Police  P`esearch a.nd Development,  New Delhi.
21.  The Additional Secretaries/Secretaries (Home)  of all States & UTs.
22.  The DGPs;'Commjssioners of all States & UTs
23.  The Joint Secretary (C&lc),  MHA,  North Block,  New Delhi
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1]. NO. .36§89raoi8 /sEc-II~A
SUPREM.E COURT 0F INI)IA
NEW DELHI
01st November, 2022

I    TIIE REGISTRA`R.
•IN Trip HIGH cO{jRT OF :]HARKEIAND.AT

RANCHI'
DIST.R(CT-`RENCHI,JHARKHAND

.pil): i484s9n022 IN CRL.A. NO.i44i#Oz2
(SEC II-A)

2`EN£Tc:Ei:*`BEGE|:A:R=:,En:::,Slap::[°NsmDGE?slEti]t%;onz2IHceIA.No."4i#o22

[REFS-.sEssloNs:mlALr`'®r36'or200ey

9   "E SECRETARY, MINISTRY OF HEALTH Ate    .plo: i4846i#o22 IN CRL.A. NO.144l#022
FA.MmywELF:un,
ii6.S-E~riN'ri~B-N-i-dF'INDIA, N]RMA*t.BHAWAN,        tsEc n-At
DlstfucT- GEN.TRA.L , DELHI

HTREs.ECRirTARy,:MINisTRyoF.IIdME.AFFAIRs,pi|]:i48462m22INcRI,.A.NO.144i#022
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA ,.,.
NORTH BIjocK, DtsTRICT. cENThAL ,~DmH[       (SEC H-A)

_I_RIMINAL APPEAL No. 1441 OF 202_2_
{Fro:inq`p`JndgmchtandOrd9[dri`edthc27ihJanuary.`Z0|8Ofine:I]IGIICOURT.OFJ[lARKIIANDATriANcm,.,
jm.RKRAND in cRLA`D NO. i§38 6f..zO.06)                                                                                                       q

THE .STATE OF mARKi-]AND

SI.IAILENDRA KUMAR RAT @ PANDAV RAI

VERSUS
... Appellant(s)

... Respondent(a)

•Sir,

Please  find .enclosed .herewith. a certified copy  of this  {Ion!ble Court's Rfportable Judgment dated..3lst  Octol>.Br,
.2022, passed in the xpa.tier above menfroned, along with 8£hedulc. cphtaining full cause title Of the parties, for riccessary
agtion,if any.

;uAdsgedi=::ed,odya#°nib:e£°nufinedpaTep6L::tst6:aLo#:esJndo8fems:[y°&:ee#:`:#edfotr°fi#;I:ie:h&::npyq:fE:
Judgemenqureetions.                                                                                                                                                            .`    t

'Please acknowledge receipt.

Yours.faithfully,

Copy ,0 :-.
1  Ms. MndhusmitaBora (edy.)

mboraedv©gmail.cozn
2 Mr. 'Braj Kishore Mishra (ndv..).

edvb:Fajmishr8@ginall.com
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lN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
~J,

£±minal Appeal _No 1441  of _2L&22

The State of Jharkhand

versus

Shailendra Kumar Rai @ Pandav Rai
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PART A

1.         This appeal arises from thejudgment of the High court ofJharkhand dated

27 January 2018. The High Court allowed the appeal by the respondent and set

aside  the  order  of  conviction  and,  consequently,  of  sentence  passed  by  the

Additional Sessions Judge,  FTC-ll Deoghar, on  10 October 2006 and  11  October

2006respectively.TheSessionsJudgehadconvictedtherespondentforofrehces

punishable under Sections 302, 376, 341  and 448 of the Indian Penal Code 18601

and sentenced him to suffer imprisonment for life.

A.     Background

2.         The case of the prosecution isthatthe respondent  enteredthe house of the

victim and deceased in Narangi village, on the afternoon of 7 November 2004. It is

alleged  that  he  pushed  her to the  ground  and  committed  rape  upon  h.er,  while

threatening to kill  her if she sounded an alarm. She called out for help,  at which
J\.

point the respondent allegedly poured kerosene on her and set her on fire with a

matchstick. Her cries for help led to her grandfather, mother , and a resident of the

village to come to her room. The respondent is alleged to have fled the scene upon

seeing them.

3.         The victim's family (along with the villager) extinguished the fire and took her

to Sadar Hospital, Deoghar, where she was admitted and underwent treatment for

the  injuries  sustained  by  her,  The  station  in-charge  at  PS  Sarwna,  received

information regarding the incident and travelled to Deoghar, where he recorded the
.~

1  "'PC"

En
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victim's   'fard beyan' on the same day (i.e., 7 November 2004).  In her statement,

she narrated the incident as described in paragraph 2 above.

4.         FIR  No.163  of 2004  was  registered  at  PS  Sarwna  on  the  basis  of the

statement of the victim and the investigation commenced. Lal[an Prasad was the

10  and  later,   Suresh  Yadav  took  over  the  investigation  from   him.   Upon  the

completion of the investigation, the 10 submitted a charge-sheet under Secti.on` 173

of the Code of Criminal Procedure 1973 for offences under Sections 307, 341, 376

and  448  of  the  lpc.  The  victim  di-ed  on   14  December  2004,  leading  to .the

submission   of   a   supplementary   charge-sheet   against   the   respondent,   with

reference to Section 302 of the lpc.

5.         The respondent denied his guilt.

6.         During the trial, the prosecution examined twelve witnesses in support of its

case and the defence examined three witnesses. An overview of their testimonies

in chief- and cross-examination as well as their status as witnesses follows:

i.      An overview of the testimonies of the witnesses examined by the

prosecution

a.      Lallanprasad.PWll

7.         La]lan prasad, the station in-charge of police station sarwna, deposed that

he received information regarding the incident on 7 November 2004,  upon which

he  trave.led  to  Deoghar.  He  recorded  the victim's  statement at Sadar Hospital,

Deoghar on the same day,  in  his own  handwriting, and  read the contents of her
.`
\,

declaration to her. She affixed her signature to the declaration in his presence, and

12.
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he  signed  the  declaration  as well.  Also  in  Lallan  Prasad's  presence,  the  grand

father  and  mother  of the  victim  and  co-villager  affixed  their  signatures  to  the£`

declaration and Dr. RK Pand.ey certified that the victim was fit to make a statement

and affixed his signature to the statement. Lallan Prasad stated that Dr. RK Pandey

was present when he recorded the statement of the deceased.

8.        Thereafter,   he  recorded  the  statements  of  Dr.  RK  Pandey,  and  other

witnesses.     A     senior     nurse,     Rekha     Dasgupta,     produced     the    victim's

undergarments;  Lallan Prasad took them into custody and prepared a seizure list

recording the same.

9.         The  10  stated  that he  examined the  scene  of the  crime  and found  burnt

clothes, an empty bottle of what seemed to be kerosene, and dust in the veranda,

where the crime is said to have occurred. He observed that the wall and the floor

had burn marks. He seized the burnt clothes and the empty bottle and prepared a

seizure list. He also recorded the statements of various other witnesses.

10.       In response to the questions posed to him during cross-examination;: L`allan

Prasad stated that he did not make a requisition to the CJM, Deoghar to record the

statements of either the respondent or the deceased. Further, he did not request

the doctor on duty at the time or the civil surgeon to record the victim's statement.

He  stated  that  he  recorded  her  statement  himself  as  her  health  was  rapidly

deteriorating.

11.       He stated that he was unable to rememberwhether the victim was admitted

in the lntensive Care Unit or the general ward, as well as the number of patients in

the same ward. The 10 testified that he did  not find a matchbox,  kerosene lamp.

13
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lantern, or any other material which could light a fire at the scene of the crime. He

stated that he did not send the empty bottle which he had seized .from the scene

of the crime to a laboratory because he was transferred soon after he seized it.

b.       Dr. RK pandev. PW 6

12.       Dr.   RK   Pandey,   a  Medical   Officer  at  Sadar  Hospital,  testified  that  he

examined the victim on 7 November 2004, when she was brought to the hospital

to  treat  her  burn   injuries.   He  certified  that  the  deceased  was  mentally  and
i.``

physically fit to make the statement.  Dr.  RK Pandey was examining a. patient on

the table adjacent to the deceased when the latter made her statement to Lallan

Prasad.

c.       Dr. Minu Mukheriee. PW 9

13.       Dr. Minu Mukherjee, a Medical officer at sadar Hospital, deposed that she

was a member of the Medical  Board constituted to examine the victim when she

was  undergoing  treatment for her injuries.  She testified  that the  Medical  Board

examined the deceased on 7 November 2004 and made the following findings:
{\

a.      The deceased had sustained burns in herpubic region, breasts, and the

frontal area of her scalp;

b.      No foreign hairwas found in the pubic region of the deceased;

c.      A pathological report based on a vaginal smear revealed thatthere was

no spermatozoa (living or dead) in the pubic region of the deceased;

14
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d.   A vaginal  examination  revealed that two fingers were  admitted ..'e.asily;

and

e.      The  deceased  had  14  upper and  lower teeth, which were  incomplete.

The pubic symphysis was 40%. An X-ray of her wrist indicated that she

was below 17 years.

14.       Based  on  their  examination  and  findings,  the  Medical  Board  was  of the

opinion that:

a.      Thedeceasedwasabout l6years of age; and

b.       The possibility of intercourse could not be ruled out although no definite

opinion could be given in this regard.

The  Medical  Board's  findings  as  well  as  its  opinion  was  recorded  in  a  r'eport

prepared by Dr. Minu Mukherjee. The other members of the Medical Board affixed

their signatures to this report.

15.       In  response  to  the  questions  posed  to  her during  cross-examination,  Dr.

Minu  Mukherjee  stated  that  mobile  sperm  can  be  spotted  up to  72  hours  after

intercourse   and   non-mobile   sperm   can   be   spotted   up   to   7-10   days   after

intercourse. She further stated that the deceased may have engaged in intercourse

prior to date of the alleged crime, and that the admission of two fingers in her vagina

meant  that  she  was  habituated  to  sexual   intercourse.   She  also  denied  the

defence's suggestion that she prepared the medical report because higher ranking

officials pressurized her to do so.

15
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d.      Dr.RMahto,PW8

`.'`

16.      Dr. R Mahto, the Deputy superintendent at sadar Hospital, testified that he

conducted  a  post-mortem  examination  on  the  body  of  the  deceased  on   14

December 2004 and made the following findings:

a.      The body had multiple ulcers scattered across it, with scabs on the head,

face  and  chest.  These  injuries were caused  by deep burns and were

about six weeks old;

b.      Various dissections revealed that the skull was intact, the brain matter

was pale, the lungs were pale, the right chamber of the heart contained

blood  and  the  left chamber was  empty,  the  stomach  and the  urinary

bladder  were   empty.   The   liver,   the  spleen   and  the   kidneys  were

congested.

17.       Based on  his findings,  Dr.  R Mahto concluded that the victim's death was

caused  by septicemia, which was a result of the deep burn injuries sustained by

the victim. He recorded his findings and opinion in a post-morfem report,

18.       In  response  to  the  questions  posed  to  him  during  cross-examination,  he

stated that those who  suffer from  septicemia  may experience a  change..in their

mental  state,  due  to which  they  may  be  irritable  and  unresponsive  upon  being

asked any questions. He also stated that the doctor who was treating the deceased

referred her to the Bokaro Bum Hospital.
\

e.      Suresh Yadav, PW 12

16
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19.      Suresh Yadav, a police ofricer at ps sarwna, deposed that he took overthe

investigation of the case from Lallan Prasad on 18 November 2004. He submitted

a charge-sheet under Section  173 Of the Crpc for offences under Sections 307,
..`-       i

341, 376 and 448 of the lpc. When he learnt that the victim died on 14 December

2004, he went to Sadar Hospital and prepared an inquest report under Section 174

of the  Crpc.  Thereafter,  he  received  the  post-mortem  report  and  submitted  a

supplementary charge-sheet against the respondent, with reference to Sectioh 302

of the lpc.

f.       Rekha DasauDta. PW 7

20.      Rekha  Dasgupta, a nurse at sadar Hospital, was a witness to the seizure

list  prepared  by  Lallan  Prasad when  the  undergarments  of the  deceased  were;`

seized.

Hostile witnesses

21.      The following witnesses initially supported the prosecution's case but were

later declared hostile:

a.       Parvati Devi, PW 1  (motherofthe deceased);

b.      Bibhuti Bushan Ray, PW 2 (grandfather of the deceased);

c.       MritunjayRay, PW3;

d.      SanjayKumar,PW4;

e.      SunilKumarRoy,PW5;and

10
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ii.    An overview of the testimonies of the witnesses examined by the

defence

a.       Dhirend_raRai. DW1

22.       Dhirendra Rai, a resident of Narangi village, deposed that a false case had

been instituted against the respondent and that one Kashi Rai and the respondent

had a disagreement concerning the irrigation of certain  land.  He testified that he

entered the house of the deceased and saw that she was on fire but did not make

an attempt to extinguish the flames. According to him, none of the family members

of the deceased were present at the time.

23.       In  response  to  the  questions  posed  to  him  during  cross-examination,  he

stated that he had not made a statement to the police personnel who visited the

village to investigate the crime.

b.       Dasrath Tiwarv_,_DW 2

24.      Dasrath  Tiwary,  a  resident  of  Narangi  village,  deposed  that  he  saw  the

deceased after she had sustained the burns, and that she was not in a position to

speak.

c.       Balmukund Rai, D_W_3

25.       Ba]mukund  Rai,  a  resident of Narangi  village,  testified  that the  dece.ased

sustained burns as a result of an accident While she was cooking.

EIl
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`i

iii.    The decision of the sessions court

26.      By its judgment dated  10 October 2006, the sessions court convicted the

respondent of offences under Sections 302, 341, 376 and 448 of the IPC. By its

order dated  110ctober 2006,.the Sessions Court sentenced the  respondent to

ri.gorous imprisonment for life for the offence punishable under Section 302 of the
`.`-     \

lpc  and  rigorous  imprisonment  for  10  years  for  the  offence  punishable` under

Section  376  of the  lpc.  These  sentences were  directed  to  run  concurrently.  A

separate  sentence was  not deemed fo be  required for the offences  punishable

under sections 341  and 448 of the lpc.                                                                      .t`

27.      The  Sessions  Court's  conviction  was  based  on  its  appreciation  of  the

evidence on record as well as the position of the law, in the following terms:

a.      The defence's averment that there was no certificate as to the mental

fitness  of the  declarant / deceased  at the time of recording  the  dying

declaration was rejected because Dr. RK Pandey had certified that the

deceased was mentally fit to make a.statement;

b.      The argument of the defence that the family members of the deceased

being declared hostile witnesses was fatal to the prosecution's case was

not accepted because .it was not the prosecution's case that the hostile

witnesses were eye witnesses to the incident complained of.  Instead,

the hostile witnesses were sought to be examined to establish that. the
\

deceased told her family members that the accused raped her and set

her on  fire.  The Sessions Court noted that the  hostile witnesses .may

have been persuacied not to testify against the accused through bribes

12
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PART A

or because of threats to their life or property. Th.is fact alone would not

Prove fatal to the prosecution's case;                                                      f

c.      There is no barto a police officer recording a dying declaration;

d.      PW 11's testimony that Dr. BK pandey certified thatthe deceased was

mentally  and  physically  fit  instead  of  Dr.  RK  Pandey  {PW  6)  was  a

typographical  error.  Hence,  the  defence's  suggestion  that  a  doctor
...'    \
i..I

named BK Pandey was on duty at Sadar Hospital and that he refused to

certify  that  the  cieceased  was  physically  and  mentally  fit  tc.  make  a

statement was rejected;
\:

e.      Dr.  RK pandey's testimony that the deceased was in agony does not

lead to the conclusion that she was not fully conscious while making a

statement to the 10;

f.        Dr.  Minu Mukheriee's testimony that she did not find any Signs of rape

does  not conclusively answer the question  of whether the resp.pn`dent

raped  the  deceased.  Opinions  of  medical  officers  will   not  discredit

witnesses of fact; and

9.      The fact that`the bottle seized from the place of the crime was not sent

for chemical analysis does not lead to the conclusion that the respondent

did not pour kerosene on the deceased.

The Sessions Court concluded that the dying declaratlon was voluntary, cred`ble,

and did  not suffer from any infirmities.  It therefore held that the prosecution had

proved  its  case  beyond  reasonable  doubt,  and  convicted  the  respondent  of

13
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offences punishable under Sections 302, 341, 376 and 448 of the lpc on the basis

of the dying declaration.

iv.    The High court'sjudgment on appeal

28.      The respondent preferred an appeal before the High court ofJharkhand. By

its judgment dated 27 January 2018, the High Court set aside the judgment of the

Sessions Court and acquitted the respondent, for the following reasons:

a.      The  family  members  of  the  deceased  were  declared  to  be  hostile
I:.i

witnesses;

b.       Dr.    RK   Pandey   stated   in   his   examination-in-chief   that   the   dying

declaration  was  recorded  in  his  presence.  However,  he  contradicted

himself. during the cross-examination, where he stated that he was with

another patient in a room adjacent to the one in which the deceased was

being  treated.  Hence,  the  dying  declaration  was  not  recorded  in  his

presence;

c.       In response to a question posed to him during cross-examination;.Pr, R

Mahto stated that the victim's family had received advice that the victim

ought to be taken to Bokaro Burn Hospital for better treatment but they

did not do so;

14
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d.      The  statement  made  by  the  deceased  is  not  admissible  as  a-d.ying

declaration   due  to  the  decision   in   Moti   Singh  v.   State  of  Uttar

Pradesh;2 and

e.       Dr.  Minu  Mukherjee  (PW 9) did  not find  any sign  of sexual  intercc)urse

when she examined the victim.

For these reasons, the High Court held that the prosecution had failed to prove the

charges against the respondent beyond reasonable doubt. The appellant invoked

the jurisdiction of this Court under Article  136 of the Constitution and challenged

the  decision  of the  High  Court.  Notice was  issued  in  these  proceedings.dn  2

January 2019.

a.     .ssues

29.      Based  on  the  submissions which  have  been  canvassed  on  behalf of the

parties, two questions arise for determination:

a.      Whether the statement of the deceased is relevant under section 32(1)

of the Indian Evidence Act 1872;3 and

b.      Whetherthe prosecution has proved the charges against the resp.pn}dent

beyond reasonable doubt.

2 AIR 1964 SC 900
3 "Evidence Act"

15
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C.     Submissions

30.       Mr.   Vishnu   Sharma   led   arguments   on   behalf   of   the   appellan't.`  His

submissions were:

a.      The  High  Court  has  not  appreciated  the  evidence  correctly:  Dr.  RK

Pandeywasattendingtoapatientonthetableadjacenttothedeceased,

and not to a patient in a room adjacent to the one in which the deceased

was present; and

b.      The post-mortem examination of the deceased was conducted within 12

hours of the time of death. The post-mortem report concluded that the
.,\

cause of death was septicemia due to the burn injuries sustained by her.

31.      The submissions urged  on  behalf of the appellant have be'en  opposed  by

the  respondent,   whose  counsel   Mr.   Braj   Kishore  Mishra  made  the  following

submissions:

a.      Although the dying declaration indicates that the respondent raped the

deceased,  the  Medical  Board's  report  stated  that  no  definite  opinion

could be given in this regard. There is no evidence other than the dying

declaration to show that the respondent raped the deceased; and
.,\

b.      The  victim  died  around  a  month  after the  occurrence  of the  incident

complained  of.  The  statement  made  by  the  deceased  to  the  10  is

therefore not a dying declaration.

16
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D.     Analysis

i.      The statement of the deceased is relevant under section 32(1) of

the Indian Evidence Act 1872
/
i..I

a.       The victim died due i_o_the burn injuries sustained bv her

32.      The  post-mortem  report prepared  by Dr.  R Mahto  (PW 8) states that the

cause of death of the victim was septicemia, which was a result of the burn injinries

sustained  by  the  victim.  The  defence  has  sought  to  assail  the  veracity  of this

finding.

33.       In  response  to  a  question  posed  to  him  during  cross-examination,  Dr.  R

Mahto stated that he distinctly remembered that the doctor who was treating the
`

deceased  referred her to Bokaro Burn  Hospital.  However, she was  not shi.ft6d to

this  hospital.  The  unnamed  doctor  who  supposedly  referred  the  deceased  to

Bokaro Burn Hospital was not named as a witness in the proceedings before the

Sessions Judge and was not called to depose in evidence. Counsel appearing for

respondent in the proceedings before the High Court argued that the fact that the

deceased   was    not   shifted   to   Bokaro   Bum    Hospital   was   an   intervening

circumstance.  He urged that consequently, it was not proved that the deceased

died because of her burn injuries. The suggestion appears to be that the death of

the  victim  could  have  been  prevented  if  the  advice  supposedly  given  by  the
.,.i

unnamed doctor (to shift her to Bokaro Burn Hospital) was heeded. As noted in the

segment on the High Court.'s decision, the High Court accepted this argument and

held that the statement of the deceased could not be treated as a dying declaration

since the cause Of death was not established.

17
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34.      Dr.  R  Mahto's  statement  that  another  doctor  referred  the  deceased  to

Bokaro Burn Hospital is relied upon to urge that such a reference did indeed take

place,  and that it was  ignored.  Counsel for the  defence seeks to  rely on  Dr.  R

Mahto's testimony to establish that:

a.      An unnamed doctorexamined the deceased;                                      {'-\

b.      This doctor formed the opinion that the deceased ought to be treated at

Bokaro Burn Hospital;
\'

c.      This doctor referred the deceased to Bokaro Burn Hospital;

d.      The deceased and her family ignored this advice; and

e.      The  victim's  death  could  have  been  prevented  if she was  treated  at

Bokaro Burn Hospital instead of Sadar Hospital.

Dr.RMahto'stestimony(onlytothelimitedextendthatheseekstotestifyasiothe

opinion  of another doctor who supposedly referred the deceased to Bokaro Burn

Hospital)  is  inadmissible  in  view of Section  60  of the  Evidence Act.  Section  60

stipulates that oral evidence must be direct:

"Oral evidence must be direct. - Oral evidence miist, in all cases,

whatever, be direct; tliat ls to say -

if it refers to a fact which could be seen, it must be the evidence of
a witness who says he saw it;

if it refers to a fact which could be heard, it must be the evidence of
a witness who says he heard it;

if lt refers to a fact which could be percelved by any other sense or
in any other manner, it must be the evidence of a witness who says
he perceived it by that sense or ln that manner;

18
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lf lt refers to an op[nion or to the grounds on which that op!n[on
is held, [t must be the evidence of the person who holds that
opinion on those grounds:

Provided  that  the  opinions  of experts  expressed  ln  any treatise
commonly offered for sale, and the grounds on which such opinions
are held,  may be proved  by the -production of such treatises if the
author is  dead  or cannot  be  found;  or  has  become  incapable  Of
giving evidence, or cartnot be called as a witness without an amount
of delay or expense which the Coijrt regards as umeasonable:

Provided  also  that,  jf  oral  evic!ence  refers  tct  the  existence  or
condition  Of any maten.al  thing  other than a  document,  the  Court      .:`.. }
may,  if it thinks fit,  require the production Of such material thing for
its inspection."

(emphasis supplied)

35.      Here, thefactthat an unnamed doctorreferred the deceased to Bokaro Bum
.,

Hospital was sought to be e§tablished indirectly. The unnamed doctor's opinion as

to the best course  of treatment for the deceased was sought to be brought out

through Dr. R Mahto's cross-examination. This ]s impermissible due to the interdict

in Section 60 of the Evidence Act, in terms of which any oral evidence which refers

to  an  opinion  must be  the  evidence  of the  person who  holds that opinion.  His

testimony (as to the limited point on whether the victim was referred to Bokaro Bum

Hospital by another doctor) is therefore inadmissible and would amount to hearsay.

However,  his testimony in  his examination-in-chief as well  as his other answers

during  the  cross-examination  are  not  vitiated.  His  testimony  refers  to  his`  own

opinion  and  the  grounds  on  which  he  holds  it.  The  remaining  portion  of  his

testimony, including on the cause of death of the victim, is no doubt admissible. Dr.

R Mahto's testimony is clear that the cause of death is septicemia caused by the

bum injuries sustained by the victim.
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36.      The High court relied on this court's decision in Moti singh (supra)to reach

the conclusion that the victim's statement was inadmissible as a dying declaration.

In  that  case,  the  accused  was  alleged  to  have  shot the  victim.  The  victim``was

admitted to the hospital, treated for his injuries, and discharged thereafter. He died

a few weeks  after having  sustained  the gunshot wounds and  he was cremated

before a post-mortem examination could be conducted. This Court held that there

was no evidence on record as to the cause of death of the victim. Consequently,

his statement was not considered a statement as to the cause of his death..or any

of the circumstances of the transaction which resulted in his death, under Section

32(1)  of the  Evidence  Act.  The  High  Court's  reliance  on  Moti  Singh  (supra)  is

misplaced  because in the present case, the post-mortem report establishes that

the victim died as a result of septicemia caused by her burn injuries. Therefore, the

statement of the victim in the present case is indeed a statement relevant as to the

cause of her death and in regard to the circumstances which eventually resulted in

her death, as elaborated upon in the subsequent segment.

b.      The statemen_i of the deceased relates to the cause of her death

•  and  the  circumstances  of the  transaction  wh.Ich  resulted  in  her

death

37.      Section 32 of the Evidence Act provides that in certain cases, statements by

persons who cannot be called as witnesses (and are therefore unable to give direct

evidence) are relevant. .Dying declarations are made relevant under sub-clause (1 )

of Section 32:

"Cases in which statement of relevant fact by person who is dead or

cannot  be  found,  etc.,  is  relevant.  -  Statements,  wr..tten  or

20
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verbal, of relevant facts made by a person who fs dead, or who
cannot be found, or who has become incapable of glving evidence,
or whose  attendance  cannot  be  procured without  an  amount  of
delay  or  expense  Which  under  the  circumstances  of  the  case
appearstotheCourtunreasonable,arethemselvesrelevantfacts
in the following cases: -

(1) When it relates to cause of death. -When the statement is
made by a person as to the cause of his death, or as to any of
the  circumstances  of tlie  transac(ion  which  resulted  in  his
death,  in  cases  in  which  the  cause  pf that  person's  death
comes into question.

Such statements are relevant whether the person who made them
was or was not, at the time when they were made, under expectation
of death, and vyhatever may be the nature of the proceeding in which
the cause of his death comes into question.

PART D

„

(emphasis supplied)

38.       In terms of section 32, statements (eitherwritten or verbal) of relevant facts

are  themselves  relevant facts  when  they are  made  by the following  classes  of

people:

a.      apersonwhoisdead;

b.      a personwhocannotbefound;

c.      a person who is incapable of giving evidence; or
`:,\
`,`.

d.      a person whose attendance cannot be procured without an amount of

delay or expense.

Clause (1 ) indicates that in cases where the cause of a person's death comes

into question, a statement made by that person is relevant when it relates to:

a.      thecauseofdeath;or

21
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b.      any of the circumstances of the transaction which resulted in death.

39.       In the present case, the statement satisfies the conditions laid down i~n sub-

clause (1) of Section 32 as it relates to both, the cause of death as well as to the

circumstances  of the  transaction  which  resulted  in  death.  This" is  because  the

statement clearly described that the respondent poured kerosene on her and set
I

heron fire.The.post-mortemreportconcludesthatthecauseofdeathissepticemia

caused  by  the  burn  injuries  sustained  by the  deceased.  The  statement  of the

deceased   indicates  that  she  sustained  the  burn  injuries  as  a  result  of  the

respondent having poured kerosene on her and setting her on fire.

40.       In  addition,  the  statement of the  deceased  discloses  that the  resp`pn`dent

raped her before setting her on fire - this is a description of the circumstances of

the  transaction  which  resulted  in  her  death.-.The  statement  of  the  deceased,

therefore,  satisfies the  conditions  in  Section  32(1) and  is  itself a  relevant fact.  It

shall be considered to be a dying declaration for the purpose of adjudicating this

appeal.

c.      The admissibjlitv and Drobative value of the dvina declaration

41.      There is no rule to the effectthat a dying declaration is inadmissible when it

is recorded by a police officer instead of a Magistrate.4 Although a dying dec.laration

ought to ideally be recorded by a Magistrate if possible, it cannot be said that dyihg

declarations recorded by police personnel are inadmissible for that reason alone.

4 State of Karnataka v. Sharlff (2003) 2 SCC 473; Bhagirath v. State of Haryana (1997) 1  SCC 481
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The issue of whether a dying declaration recorded by the police is admissible must

be decide.d after considering the facts and circumstances of each case.

42.      In Khushal Rao v. Sfate of Bombay,5 this court formulated the yardstick
.,\

•~t

against which dying declarations may be evaluated:

"16 .... (1 ) that it cannot be laid down as an absolute rule of law that

a dying declaration cannot form the sole basis of conviction unless
it ls corroborated:

(2) that each case must be determined on its own facts keeping in
view the circumstances in which the dying declaration was made:

(3) that lt cannot be laid down as a general proposition that a dying
declaration  is  a  weaker  kind  of  evidence  than  other  pieces  of
evidence;

{4) that a dying declaration stands on the same footing as another
piece of evidence and has to be judged in the light of Surrounding
circumstances  and with  reference to the princiF)les governing  the
weighing Of evidence;

(5) that a dying declaration which has been recorded by a competent
Magistrate  in  the  proper  manner,  that  is  {o  say,  in  the  form  Of

questions and answers, and, as far as practicable, in the words Of
the maker of the declaration, stands on a much higher footing than
a dying declaration which depends upon oral testimony which may
suffer   from   all   the   infirmities   of   hiiman   memory   and   hLlman
character, and

(6) that in order to test the reliabilify of a dying d?claration, the court
has to keep in view, the circumstances like the opportLlnity of the
dying man for observation, for example, whether there was sufficient
light if the crime was committed at night; whether the capacity of the
man to remember the facts stated, had not been impaired at the time
he was making the statement, by circumstances beyond his control;
that the statement has been consistent throughout if he had several
opportunities of making a dying  declaration  apart from the official
record of it; and that the statement had been made at the earliest
opportunity and was notthe result oftutoring by Interested pa"es."      {

23
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43.      The  fact  that the  dying  declaration  is  not  in  the  form  of  questions  and

answers does not impact either its admissibility or its probative value, as held  in

Ram Bihari Yadav v. State of Bihar:6

"9 .... Generally, the dying declaration ought to be recorded in the

form  Of questions  and  answers  but  if a  dying  declaration  is  not
elaborate but co'nsists of only a few sentences and is in the actual       .:LT.` +:t.
words of the maker the mere fact that it is not in question-answer
form cannot be a ground against its acceptability or reliability."

44.      Indeed, as recognized bythis courtin  surinderKumarv. Stateofpunjab7

it may not always be possible to .record dying declarations in the form of questions
`

and answers:

"19.  Insofar as the case before us is concerned, we may only note

that there is no format prescribed for recording a dying declaration.
Indeed,  n6  such  format  can  be  prescribed.  Therefore,  it  is  not
obligatory that a dying declaration should be recorded in a question-
answer form. There may be occasions when it is possible to do so
and others when lt may not be possible to do so either because of
the  prevailing  situation or because of the pain and agony that the
victim might be suffering at that point of time."

45.       In  its  judgment,  the  High   Court  incorrectly  observed  that  in  his  cross-

examination,  Dr.  RK Pand.ey stated that he was examining another patient in the

adjacent room when the victim`s dying declaration Was recorded. The record of the
JL

cross-examination indicates that Dr.  RK Pandey stated that he was examining a

patient on  the adjacent table (not in  the.adjacent room as erroneously stated  by

the  High  Court).  The  High  Court  mistakenly  relied  on  this  fact to  hold  that  the

victim's statement could not be treated as her dying declaration, Dr. RK Pandey's

answer to the question he was asked during cross-examination makes it clear that

the dying declaration cannot be rejected on the ground that he was in anoth;I r.oom

6 (1998) 4 SCC 517
7 (2012) 12 SCC 120
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when  it  was  recorded  -  he  was  evidently  in  the  same  room  and  the  dying

declaration was recorded  by Lallan  Prasad  in  his presence.  Both  Lallan Prasad

and Dr. RK Pandey have attested to this fact during their examination(s).

46.      Dr.  RK  Pandey was  also satisfied that the  deceased was  physically and

mentally  fit  to  make  a  statement,  and  certified  the  same  in  writing.  The  dying

declaration was recorded in the victim's words and read out to her, after which she
.''        `b•{,        `.

affixed her signature to it. We have no reason to believe that the statement was a

result  of tutoring  or that ti'`e  deceased  was  incapable  Of  making  a  statement.

Nothing on the record indicates that there was any enmity between the deceased

and the respondent, which would lead the deceased fo narrate an untrue account

of events and falsely implicate the respondent.

47.      Further, Lallan prasad was unable to rememberwhetherthe deceased was

admitted in the general ward or the lcu. This fact does not impeach the authenticity

of the dying declaration because Dr. RK Pandey has testified that it was recorded
.`,''\

i`..

in his presence.

48.      We are therefore satisfied that the dying declaration was made voluntarily

and  is true. The deceased was in a competent state of mind when she made a
i

statement to Lallan Prasad.
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ii.      The  prosecution  has   proved  its  case  against  the^respondent

beyond reasonable doubt

49.      The dying declaration makes it abundantly clear that the respondent raped

the deceased,  poured  kerosene on  her, and  set her on fire. The cause of death

was septicemia, which occurred as a result of the burn injuries. Hence, the victim's

death was a direct result of the injuries inflicted upon her by the respondent. There

is nothing on record which- gives rise to reasonable doubt as to the respondent's

guilt.                                                                                                                                                                                                    ..

50.      Learned  counsel for the respondent has urged that the Medical Board did

not find  any evidence  of rape  and  that the  respondent  is therefore  not guilty of

raping the deceased. The  report prepared by the  Medical  Board  stated that the

possibility of intercourse could not be ruled out although no definite opinion could

be given in this regard. A lack of medical evidence as to th,e commission of rape

cannot be taken to  mean  that no  rape was committed  upon the  deceased.  Her

dying declaration unequivocally states that the respondent raped her before setting

her on fire and there is no rule mandating the corroboration of the dying declaration

through  medical  or other evidence,  when the  dying  declaration  is  not otherwise

suspicious.

51.      In vishnu v. State ofMaharashtra,8this court held thata medical expert's

opinion is not conclusive as to the existence of any fact:

"The opinion of the Medical.Officer is to assist the court as he is not

a witness of fact and the evidence given by the Medical  Officer is

8 (2006) 1  SCC 283
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really of an  advisory  character and  not binding  on the witness of      '.': ``
fact."

52.      In state of uttar pradesh v. Ram sagarYadav,9 this court held that there

is neither a rule of law nor a rule of prudence that a dying declaration cannot be

acted upon unless it is corroborated:

"13. It is well settled that, as a matter of law, a dying declaration can

be acted upon without corroboration.  (See Khusfra/ Rao v. Sfafe of
Bombay[AIR   1958  SC  22  :1958  SCR  552   :1938  Cri   LJ   106]
•, Harbans Singh v. State of Purtyab LAIR 1962 SC 439 .. 1962 Supp

(1)   SCR   104   :   (1962)   1   Cri   LJ   479]   ;Gapa/s].ngivv.Sfafe   Of
A4.p. I(1972) 3 scc 268 : 1972 scc (cri) 513 : 1972 cri Lj  io45] )
There is not even a rule of prudence which has hardened into a rule
of law  that a.dying declaration  cannot  be  acted  upon  unless  it is
corroborated. The  primary effort Of the court has to  be to find out      .'
whether  the   dying   declaration   is   true.   [f  it  is,   no   question   of
corroboration arises. It is only if the circumstances surrounding the
dying declaration are not clear or convincing that the court may, for
its assurance, look for corroboration to the dying declaration."

53.      PW 1 -5 and pw 10 (beingthefamilymembers ofthedeceased and other

persons  known  to  her)  were  declared  hostile  during  the  proceedings  in  the

Sessions  Court.  It is  common for witnesses to turn hostile after the death of the

victim  (or  even  prior  fo  it)  for  a  variety  of  reasons.  In  Ramesh  v.  State  of

Haryana,10 this Court noted some of the factors responsible for witnesses turning

hostile:

..'\
i`.

"44. On the analysis of various cases, the following reasons can be

discerned which make witnesses retracting their statements before
the court and turning hostile:

(i) Threat/Intimidation.

(ii) Inducement by various means.

(iii) Use of muscle and money power by the accused.

9 (1985)  1  SCC 552
10 (2017) 1  SCC 529
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(iv) Use of stock witnesses.

(v) Protracted trials.

(vi) Hassles faced by the witnesses during investigation and trial.

(vii)  Noii-existence  of any clear-cut legislation to  check hostility of
witness.

48. Apart from the above, another significant reason for witnesses
turning hostile may be what is described as "culture of compromise".
Commenting  upon  such  culture  in  rape  trials,  Pratiksha  Bakshi

I"Justice is a Secret : Compromise in Rape Trials" (2010) 44, Issue
3,  Contributions to  lndian Sociology,  pp. 207-233.I  has highlighted
this problem in the following manner.

PART D

"...    The   normalising   function   of   the   sociolegal   category   of

compromise converts terror into a bargain in a context where there
is  no witness  protection programme. This often accounts for why
prosecution  witnesses  routinely turn  hostile  by the  time  the  case
comes on trial, if the victim does not lose the will to live .... "'                     .;`  `

54.       In addition to these factors, witnesses who know the deceased victim may

turn  hostile  because  they  wish  to  move  on  with  their  lives.  Testifyi`ng  as  to  the

circumstances  surrounding the  rape  and death  of a loved  one can  be a deeply

traumatizing  event,  which  is  only compounded  by the  slow pace  of the criminal

justice system.

55.      That certain witnesses including the family members of the deceased were

declared hostile is insufficient to cast doubt upon the prosecution's case. It was not

the prosecution's case that the hostile witnesses were eye witnesses to the crime.

Rather,  these  witnesses'  testimonies  were  relevant  mainly  to  show  that  the

deceased  consistently  stated  that  the  respondent  raped  and  murdered  her,  to

different persons. The absence of evidence which establishes the consistency of

the dying declaration over a period of time is not fatal to the prosecution's case. As
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noted previously, the dying declaration was recorded in the victim'§ words and read

out to her, after which she affixed her signature on it.

56.      Dhirendra Rai (DW 1) testified that a false case had been instituted against
(`--   ?

the respondent but failed to provide a convincing reason for his opinion. wi are

not  persuaded  that a  small  disagreement  regarding  the  irrigation  of land  would

prompt the deceased to falsify rape charges against the respondent or lie about

his  having  set  her  on  fire,  especially  when  she  was  not  party  to  the  alleged

disagreement about the irrigation of land.

57.      Dasrath Tiwary (DW 2)  deposed that the deceased was unable to speak

after she was burnt. This is patently false as established by the testimonies of both

Lallan Prasad and Dr. RK Pandey. Dr. RK Pandey certified that the deceased was

physically and mentally fit, and was present while her statement was recorde}d by

Lallan  Prasad.  Dr.  RK Pande.y did not have any animus towards the respondent,

nor  has  the  defence  suggested  that  he  did.  He  had  no  reason  to  give  false

testimony regarding the victim's health, or to give a false certificate of fitness at the

time her statement was recorded.

58.      Balmukund   Rai   (DW  3)  testified  that  the  deceased  was   injured  while

cooking. We find this to be wholly unconvincing. Nothing. emerges from the record

which suggests that the deceased had any reason to concoct a story implicating

the respondent. Further, nothing suggests that Balmukund Rai was presen`t in the

victim's  home  when  the  supposed  accident  took  place.  If  he  did  witness  the

accident, it begs the question of where he went when Dhirendra Ra[ supposedly

entered the victim's house. The dying declaration has greater probative value than
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Balmukund  Rai's testimony and we are inclined to accept the version of events

narrated in the former.

59.      For these  reasons,  we  find  that the  prosecution  proved  its  case beyond

reasonable doubt before the Sessions Court. The High  Court ought not to have
•.t^

``.-

overturned the Sessions Court's judgment for the reasons discussed  previously.

While this Court does not ordinarily interfere with orders of acquittal passed by High

Courts,  it may  exercise  its  power to  do  complete justice  and  reverse  orders  of

acquittal to avert a miscarriage of justice.11 We therefore set aside the High C6urt's

decision dated 27 January 2018 and restore the Sessions Court's judgment dated

10 October 2006 convicting the respondent of offences punishable under Sections

302,  341,  376  and  448 of the  lpc,  as well  as  its order dated  110ctober 2006

sentencing  the   respondent  to   rigorous  imprisonment  for  life  for  the  offence

punishable under Section 302 of the IPC and rigorous imprisonment for 10. years

for the offence punishable under Section 376 of the lpc. These sentences are to

run concurrently. The respondent shall be taken into custody to serve the sentence

immediately.

E.     Parting remarks

60.       While examining the victim, the Medical Board conducted what is known as

the   "two-finger   test"   to   determine   whether   she   was   habituated   to   sexual

intercourse. This Court has time and again deprecated the use of this regressive

and invasive test in cases alleging rape and sexual assault. This so-called t6.St has

no Scientific basis and neither proves nor disproves allegations of rape. It instead

11 Satbir v.  Surat Singh  (1997) 4 SCC 192; State of Punjab v. Ajaib Singh (2005) 9 SCC 94
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`r

re-victimizes and reltraumatizes women who may have been sexually assaulted,

and is an affront to their dignity. The "two-finger test" or pre vaginum test must not

be conducted

61.       In  Lil.u  v.  State  of  Haryana,12  this  Court  held  that  the  "two-finger  test"

violates the right to privacy, integrity, and dignity:

"13 .... rape survivors are entitled to legal. recourse that does not re-

traumatise  therri  or  violate  their  physical  or  mental  integ`rity  arg
dignity. They are also entitled to medi`cal I)rocedures conducted in a
manner  that  respects  their  right  to  consent.  Medical  procedures
should   not  be  carried  out  in  a  manner  that  constitutes  cruel,
inhuman, ordegrading treatmentand health should be of paramount          ``'
consideration while dealing with gender-based violence. The State
is under an obligation to make such services available to survivors
of sexual violence. Proper measures should be taken to ensure their
safety and there should be no arbitrary or unlawful interference with
their privacy.

14. Thus, in view of the above, undoubtedly, the two-finger test and
its  interpretaton  violates  the  right  of  rape  survivors  to  privacy,
physical and mental integrity and dignity."

62,      Whether a woman is "habituated to sexual intercourse" or ``habitual to.sexual\

intercourse" is irrelevant for the purposes Of determining whether the ingredients

of Section  375  of the  lpc  are  present  in  a  particular case. The so-called test is

based on the incorrect assumption that a sexually active woman cannot be raped.

Nothing  could  be  further  from  the  truth  -  a  woman's  sexual  history  is  wholly

immaterial   while   adjudicating   whether  the   accused   raped   her.   Further,   the

probative value of a woman's testimony does not depend upon her sexual history.

It is patriarchal and sexist to suggest that a woman cannot be believed when she

states that she was raped. merely for the reason that she is sexually active.
•.,     `.

12 (2013) 14 SCC 643
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63.      The legislature explicitly recognized this fact when it enacted the criminal

Law (Amendment) Act 2013 which /.nfer a/j.a amended the Evidence Act to i`Lsert

Section  53A.  In terms of Section 53A of the Evidence Act, evidence of a victim's

character  or  of  her  previous  sexual  experience  with  any  person  shall  not  be

relevant to the issue of consent or the quality of consent, in prosecutions of sexual

offences.

{``

64.       The  Ministry  of  Health  and  Family  Welfare  issued  guidelines  for  'health

providers in cases of sexual violence.13 These guidelines proscribe the application

of the "two-finger test":

"Per-Vaginum examination commonly referred to by lay persons as
'two-finger test`, must not be conducted for establishing rape/sexual

violence  and the size of the vaginal  introitus  has  no  bearing on  a
case of sexual violence. Per vaginum examination can be done only
in adult women when medically indicated.

The status of hymen is irrelevant because the hymen can be tom
due  to  several  reasons  such  as  cycling,  riding  or  masturbation
among  other  things.  An  intact  hymen  does  not  rule  out  sexual
violence,   and   a   torn   hymen   does   not  prove   previous   sexual
intercourse.  Hymen should therefore be treated like any other part      `:-.
of the genitals while documenting examination findings in cases of
sexual  violence.  Only  those  that  are  relevant  to  the  episode  of
assault (findings such as fresh tears,  bleeding, edema etc.) are to
be documented."

65.      Although the "two-fingertest" in this casewas conducted over a decade ago,

it is a regrettable fact that it c6ntjnues to be conducted even today.

13 Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, Government of India, "Medico-legal care for survivors../ .victims
of sexual violence" (19 March 2014)
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66.      We directthe union Governmentas well as the state Governments to:

a.      Ensur.e  that  the  guidelines  formulated  by  the  Ministry  of  Health  and
is`.

Family Welfare are circulated to all government and private hospitals;

b.      Conduct workshops for health providers to communicate the appropriate

procedure to be adopted while examining survivors of sexual assault and

rape; and

I::eview the curriculum  in  medical schools with a view to ensurin'g` that

the "two-finger test" or per vagt.nun examination is not prescribed as one

of the  procedures to  be  adopted  while  examining  survivors  of sexual

assault and rape.

67.      A copy ofthisjudgmentshall be shared with the secretary, Ministry of Health

and  Family Welfare, Government of India. The Secretary,  Ministry of Health and

Family Welfare, Government of India shall transmit copies of this judgment to the

Principal  Secretary  (Department  of  Public  Health)  of each  state.  The  Principal

Secretaries in the Departments of Health of each state shall also be responsible

for ensuring the implementation of the directions issued in Part E of this judgment.

The Secretaries in the Departments of Home of each state shall in .addition issue

directions to the Directors General of Police in this regard. The Directors General

of Police  shall,  in  turn,  communicate these  directions  to the  Superintendents  of

Police.
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68.      Any person who conducts the "two-finger test" or per vagI.nun examination

(while examining a person alleged to have been subjected to a sexual assault) in

contravention of the directions of this Court shall be guilty of misconduct.

69.      The appeal is allowed in the above terms.

70.       Pending application(s), if any, stand disposed of._--,-...-----

r\

.".....................-....-..-....-..-...J.

[br. Dhananjaya Y Chandrachud]

..„.....".........-...-.......-......-....J.

[Hima Kohli]

New Delhi
October 31, 2022
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Police Headquarters, Shillong, Dcf\.i.  •.,.

ifeq@gfroalaya-793001
..-. . -. ,.--.--. de,_`

23.

ilo-
Direc€oL. G.-a`neral of PoliceP®!iceHeadquarters,Aizwa]-796001,LIHfljzora!n,

A

24 in;i.A|,ri'ni-d=anaral  nf DAli.a

ulb_ F``.!agaj.an.d,lps,[ic€iHeadquarters, Kohima-•19700fl±,Ptiagaianc!

25'

ulo-
i  DIG.ectoF' IGenera! of Police,®dislta5`ta'tePo,1§ceHeadquarters,iBa[`:s[.!iB.azar,Guttack-753001

Y

26.

ndo-
I  qy!sp[Ac']:®r General of Police,PuEtiuche!.ryPL`J.!ifelfea.dquaprters,No.4,iB:trTunac;i::.i;;a_t'6o50o|

27. a'jire;ci.a:r 'Genera[ of Police,

ilo-     I P|!!1jabF:o!!'c&iHeairJquarters, Sea-9,

£[o.aiadjgarh-160009

28. Iular- Digrgctsr Gene.ra[ of Police,ELajasi:h!anL®o!!G€.Headquarters,Jaipur,P`acasth.Eilt.-303002

29. L-)iriEGtor tGgneFTa]  of Police, Sikkim

+ndo- Po!i.ce Headquarters,

i

#jar}g.1.®k ~ 737flo1, Si[(kim

30. +a- fiDirect.ol' General ®f Police, Tamilg\Jac!u.3\do,fl,KamarajarSalai,F`,.€`J,Lq-i?crlej(:h+?nnai..£00004,TamilNadu



® SPEED POST BOOKING LIST

±Aanm[::f9s°e°nLd::i:;sCTe.r#deodd:fNfi5e]33Dated_2i|otry/1o23

S.No. Receipt No. Addressee and designation WeightoftheArticle SpeedPostChargeRs.P..

31. 2uoB ,8t2 , 2C>2.2.r Direc.to.I-General of Police,
ec`s:rttp Teiangana,

-RE-ifei      `us` 85'i3Lakdi Pool Police Headquarters,
Hyderatoad-500004, Telangana

32. ulo- Dire¢toF. Genel.al of Police, Tripura a#83` &pa-a,5.tLiii}iiJi..|'.a/Red/M,i
i`•-ifi...,,==`'Ml:'C.

Police Headquarters,
£Pigarta§a -799001, Tripura

33. Director Gener:I of Police,

io'
i]¥'€ar Hraciesn

Police Headquarters,
S5gna.Eure B|]6!ding
•GomtEnagar Vis.Ear, 9th Floor,

Tower-2,u.P-226010

34. Dii-ectoFT General of Police,

ulo -        i'  utt,ea'a!(hand•12-5uishash H[oad, Dehradun-

2.48®fll,
Ut.tarakh.and

35.

ulo-
E)ireGtor General of Police, West
B..lLn8.i:,I

l`JatyJ.ann:-ed q€.?.5 Sarad Chatterjeie Road,

H4i}W!.3`!'rj-7j,1|0d°i

36.

ndo-
B!tspe{:{tor G:enera! of Police,

ELakshadweep
nJT oF Lakehadweep, Kavaratti-
68:E555



•,`

tl®-
®

SPEED POST
SPEED  POST BOOKING  LIST

(An lso 9001 : 2008 Certified Office)
Name of sender  SC/ST-W Code No 133 Dated: :    21.04.2023
S.NO. Receipt No. Addressee and designation Weight oftheArticle Speed  PostChargeRs.P..

1. F.NO. Chief Secretary
24013/372/2022- Government of Andhra Pradesh
SC/ST-W 1st Block,1st Floor

A.P Secretariat Office,
Velagapudi -522 503

2. F.NO. Chief Secretary
24013/372/2022- Government of Arunachal pradesh       .
SC/ST-W Civil Secretariat ltanagar -791111

3. F.NO. Chief secretary
24013/372/2022- Government of Assam
SC/ST-W Block-C, 3rci  Floor, Assam

Sachiyalaya Dispur -781006, Guwahati

4. F.NO. Chief Secretary
24013/372/2022- Government of Bihar
SC/ST-W Main Secretariat, Patna -

800015
5. F.NO. Chief Secretary

24013/372/2022- Government of Chhattisgarh
SCISIT-" Mahanadi Bhawan,

Mantralaya
Naya Raipur -492002

6. F.NO. Chief Secretary
24013/372/2022- Government of Goa
SC/ST-W Secretariat, Porvro.im,

Bardez, Goa-403521.
7. F.NO. Chief Secretary

2401 3/372/2022- Government of Gujarat
SC/ST-W 1st Block, 5th Floor

Sachivalaya, Gandhinagar -
382010

8. F.NO. Chiefsecretary

1-i+,

24013/372/2022- Government of Haryana
SC/ST-W 4thF[oor,Haryanacivil                                .'-.          .       ,`

Secretariat

uE=sector-1,.Chandigarh -                             I a160019

9. F.NO.24013/372/2022- CGh=ve:rsne=ee=:TfH.\macha|pradeshl               i  4

PR   ?0?3
iP,',-

SC/ST-W
IHPSecretariat,Shimla- '`I

171 o o2                                                       '..I"7T,7rn I/c
10. F.NO. Chief secretary                           .~.'

•... , .

24013/372/2022- Government ofJammu &Kashmir             't``
SC/ST-W R. No. 2/7, 2nd, Floor Main

Building

Civil Secretariat, Jammu -
180001Bhubaneswar -751001



SPEED  POST BOOKING  LIST

(An lso 9001 : 2008 Certified Office)
Name of sender  SC/ST-W Code No 133 Dated: : : :    21.04.2023
S.NO. Receipt No. Addressee and designation Weight OftheArticle Speed PostChargeRs.P..

11 F.NO. Chief secretary
24013/372/2022- Government of Jharkhand
SC'ST-W 1st Floor, Proj.ect Building

Dhurwa, Ranchi -834004
12 F.NO. Chief Secretary

24013/372/2022- Governement of Karanataka
SCISIT-" Room No. 320, 3rd Floor

Vidhana Soudha, Bengaluru -
560 001

13 F.NO. Chiefsecretarty
24013/372/2022- Government of Kerala
SC/ST-W Secretariat,

Thiruvananthapuram -
695001

14. F.NO. Chief secretary
24013/372/2022- Government of Madhya Pradesh
SCISIT-" MP Mantralaya, Vallabh Bhavan

Bhopal -462004
15 F'NO' Chiefsecretary

24013/372/2022- Government of Maharashtra
SC/ST-W CS Office Main Building, Mantralaya

6th Floor, Madame Cama
Road, Mumbai -400032

16 F.NO. Chief secretary                                                      `-...

*-¥,,t€•-;>
24013/372/2022- GovernmentofManipur                                  ''..'       ..,.`  I
SC/ST-W S.Omupl:a:I,°%o°o`Ldseorctar.'at          I     S=.Ssts

17 F.NO.

;::v::fr:n:i:e:n:t::fatMBeu:Ida,'nagya         /           ' i

_C=_
24013/372/2022-SCIST-IN "T     I.-•.;i:....,...I-....

R,iangBu.iding,ROomNo.32['^gr#Oi;;..MeghalayaSecretariat,Shillong-793001

18 F.NO. Chief Secretary
y„t*.,t,,

24013/372/2022- Government of Mizoram
SC/ST-W New Secretariat Complex,

Aizwal -796001

19 F.NO. Chief Secretary
24013/372/2022- Government of Nagaland
SC/ST-W Civil Secretariat, Kohima-797004

20 F.NO. Chie`f Secretary
24013/372/2022- Government of odisha
SCISI.IN  . General Administration

Department
Odisha Secretariat
Bhubaneswar -751001



SPEED POST BOOKING  LIST

(An lso 9001 : 2008 Certified Office)
Name of sender  sc/ST-W code No 133 Dated:.:       21.04.2023
S.NO. Receipt No. Addressee and designation Weight OftheArticle Speed  PostChargeRs.P..

21. F.NO. 24013/372/2022- Chief Secretary
SC/ST-W Government of Punjab

Chandigarh -160001

22 F.NO. 24013/372/2022- Chief Secretary
SC'ST-W Government of Rajasthan

Secretariat, Jaipur -302005
23 F.NO. 24013/372/2022- Chief secretary

SC/ST-W Government of Sikkim
New Secretariat,
Gangtok -737101

24 F.NO. 24013/372/2022- Chief Secretary
SC/ST-W Government of Tamil Nadu

Secretariat, Chennai -
600009

25. F.NO. 24013/372/2022- Chief Secretary
SC'ST-W GovernmentofTripura

Agartala-779001
26. F.NO. 24013/372/2022- Chief Secretary

SC/ST-W Government of Uttar Pradesh
1st Floor, Room  No. 110
Lalbahadur Sastri Bhawan
Uttar Pradesh Secretariat,
Lucknow -226 001

27 F.NO. 24013/372/2022- Chief Secretary
SCISIT-" Government of Uttarakhand

4 Subhash Road,
Uttarakhand secretariat                     .`    `.
Dehradun -248001                             :.   t`tst

28. F.NO. 24013/372/2022-SC/ST-W
::jve:rsne:reentta?fwest Bengal        ;;-    i?SS`

•.-drF=

/,
Nabanna,13th  Floor, 325,
s#raantd#Eaer]ee Road,                           2  1 ',`•,I

shibpur, Howrah-711102            :PE/{nf/S.._

29 F.NO. 24013/372/2022-
::jde::eacnr:tnadryNjcoba r                      "  Jr°'Jtfe.

h.-... /
SC/ST-W

'rty#g.i:..- '

Administration
Secretariat, Port Blair -
744101

30 F.NO. 24013/372/2022- Chief Secretary
SC/ST-W Govt of Chandigarh

Government of Chandigarh
R.No 47, 9th  Floor, Haryana Civil Secretariat
Sec-1, Chandigarh



SPEED  POST BOOKING  LIST

(An lso 9001 : 2008 Certified Office)
Name of sender  sc/ST-W code No 133 Dated: :     21.04.2023
S.No. Receipt No. Addressee and designation Weight oftheArticle Speed PostChargeRs.P..

31. F.NO.24013/372/2022-
Chief Secretary

SC/ST-W Govt of Dadar & nagar
Secretariat, Moti, Daman -
396 220

32. F.NO. Chief Secretary
24013/372/2022- Govt of Daman & Diu
SC/ST-W Secretariat, Moti, Silvasa,

Daman -396220
33 F.NO.24013/372/2022-

Chief Secretary
SC/ST-W Govt of NCT

Delhi Secretariat, lp Estate,
New Delhi -110002

34. F.NO. Chiefs.ecretary
24013/372/2022- Govt Lakshadweep
SC/ST-W Lakshadweep, Kavaratti -

682555
35. F.NO.24013/372/2022-

Chief Secretariat, Goubert
SCISIT-W

S:::::'erry -605001              i `i3= `fsS L
36. F.NO.24013/372/2022-

cGh:vof.,SneT.e#tf.,angana             21   RPR
•g=ES'

SC/ST-W
WHyderabad                                    . t ,t

37 -do- ..!'C's.

..L,..'..   .

•\.....,
..,:s*i;i;:..A.`-...."

38

39.

40.



SPEED POST BOOKING LIST

`

(An lso 9001  : 2008 Certified Office)
Name of Sender  SC/ST-W Code NO 133 Date -21.04.2023
S.No. Receipt No. Addressee and designation WeightoftheArticle SpeedPostChargeRs.P.-

1. F.NO. 24013/372/2022-SC/ST-W Principal Secretary (Home)
Government of NCT of Delhi
C-Wing, Delhi Secretariat
I.P Estate, New Delhi.

2. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)
Governmerit of Karnataka
R. no 219, Second Floor, Vidhan Sabha
Banglow 1-56000.1

3. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal  Secretary (Home)
Government of Gujarat
1st Floor, Sadar Bhawan, Sec-10,
Gandhi Nagar Gujarat-2382010

4. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (H ome)
Goverhment of Sikkim
New Secretariat Anand Bhawan,
Development Aria Gantok ~737101

5. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)
Government of Tripura
New Secretariat Complex Post
Official Secretariat, Agratala-3 799 010

6. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)

•*.  ,,y,hi.,f,*,,-_

",   ¥   :bet

Government o.f Himachal Pradesh
H.P Secretariat, Sh.imla-171002

7. F.NO. 24013/372/2022
::Lvnec:::es:tc::¥d#J:=::desh      /R/o434,4thFloor,Bhopal

`S\,7„
'i`I,.,.E``Gs{:`.,:

rt`
8. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal   secretary (Home)     .             ' ry34"8. „f%?7'i::,:~..+

Government of Maharashtra               -,    `dy:
Home Department, 2nd Floor, R.No •zR!;;;.
203 Mumbai-32

9. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)
Government of Bihar
Old Secretariat, Patna

10. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)
Government of Chandigarh
R,No 47, 9th Floor, Haryana Civil
Secretariat, Sec-1, Chandigarh



SPEED POST BOOKING LIST
(An lso 9001  : 2008.Certified Office)
Name of Sender  SC/ST-W Code NO 1.33 Date -21.o4.2o23
S.No. Receipt No. Addressee and designation WeightoftheArticle Speed PostChargeRs.P..

11. F.NO. 24013/372/2022- Principal Secretary (Home)
SC/ST-W Government of JharkhandPrajeetBhawan,DhurvaRanchi

12. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal  Secretary (Home)GovernmentofPunjabR.No327,3rdFloor,PunjabCivilSecretariatSee-9A,Chandigarh

.13. F.NO. 24013/372/202.2 Principal Secretary (Home)GovernmentofKera[aR.no357,MainBlock,GovernmentofSecretariatTrivandrum-695001

14. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)GovernmentofTamilNaduChennai-600009

15. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)GovernmentofWestBengalNabanna30thFloor,Havada-711102

16. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)GovernmentofTelanganaHyderabad-500022ji_

17. F.NO. 24013/372/2022

:r:::jrpnaL:netc::t:¥atr::hm#d+DevendraSahastriBhagivan,
.,ssiJSS

• ` -.`. . -'t.i-Fss€setsseto,

4 Subhash Road, Dehradun-248001i.`,- I-','
18. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)  ' i.i.

\•., '(I             ' I

Government of Goa `.`..;,,..........

•.:.....i2nd Floor,  Porvorim, Goa-
•  r`;ti  j```.+`:```

403521 •   :i..-I.\.           ..

19. F,NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)GovernmentofJammu&KashmirCivilSecretariat,Jammu-180001

20. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)GovernmentofA&NIslandAdministrationSecretariatPortBlair-744101



SPEED POST BOOKING LIST

'`I/

(An lso 9001  : 2008 Certified Office)
Name of Sender  SC/ST-W Code NO 133 Date -21.o4.2o23
S.No. Receipt No. Addressee and designation Weightof.theArticle SpeedPostChargeRs.P..

21. F.NO. 24013/372/2022- Principal Secretary (Home)
SC/ST-W Government of Daman&.Diu

Secretariat fort Area Moti
Daman-396220

22. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)
Government of Uttar Pradesh
R. no 123, Sh  Lal Bahadur

Shastri Bhawan
Lucknow-226001

23. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal  Secretary (Home)
Government of Andhra
Pradesh
A.P Secretariat , Velagapudi-
522503

.24. •F.NO. 24013/372/2022
Principal Secretary (Home)
Government of Arunachal

Pradesh Civil. Secretariat
Itanagar-791111

25. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)

a,   ,
Government of Haryana
Civil Secretariat Sec-1,
Chandigarh-160019 +¥ .``

26. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 pF-pg^:ul:s-i.:^:S^fUSF   iAssamSachivalaya \a`   T ,jc,,.-1/",_uses
Dispur-781006                           ..`...+.`.t..:.. zrpp

27. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal secretary (Home   .' •.     ..`         I
-\,,..,:;....,1.-

Government of Manipur
South Block, Old Secretariat
lmphal-795001 \+

28. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)
Government of Meghalaya
Main Secretariat Shillong-
793001

29. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)
Government of Mizoram,
Secretariat Complex Aizwa]-
796001

30. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Hohie)
Govt of Nagaland
Civil Secretariat Kohima-
797004



SPEED POST BOOKING LIST

`!;=¢.',.  //

(An lso 9001  :.2008 Certified Office)
Name of Sender  SC/ST-W Code NO 133 Date -21.o4.2o23
S-No. Receipt No. Addressee and designation WeightoftheArticle SpeedPostChargeRs.P..

31. F.NO. 24013/372/2022- Principal Secretary (Home)
SC/ST-W Govt of Dadar & NagarSecretariatMotiSilavassa-396220

32. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal  Secretary (Home)GovernmentofLakshadweepKaravati-682555

33. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)GovtofRajasthanSecretariat,Jaipur-302005

34. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)GovtofPuducherryGoubertAvenuePuducherry-605001

.t
>-,',",'ri!*;,,~. I .,.

.35. F.NO. 24013/372/20'22 Principal Secretary (Home)GovtofOdisha

/pqth
-'"',,.`f,'.I,£S

Bhubneshwar-751001

36. F.NO. 24013/372/2022 Principal Secretary (Home)   ...'.GovtofChhattisgarh 'r-'B€t;:=.;. y''`•...,,,

Raipur-492002 it

37'

38.

39.

40.
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SPEEED P`Q,s¥ B9oE,NG L,ST                  NODAL OFF,CERS ,AHTus,              i:::i:±±.r:i±;:±tisi-jH`T==:a--I.
;...t.,*..i:....v;--r.  `it`.?i,,;.,.I,i".i  ,   ;-.-t`-f3.-!3-PST:I.:+`---:::

(-A.n |so gooi`':2608 Certified office)           i                                                                  .+:L'.:.;€t¥.;€¥Eil`¥iB€¥`=i#?`=T.`
.*                                   ,                                                                                    I                                                                                                                                 g;Tr.i;di!;'{5.i:;i,:.£L+|tL`::=`='€¥.!€.::.\:=;i:`.-:  r=€  `Lf-:Li!1r.::.±-I.,.!h?

`=::`     ,:.'  -.  -`.    `=f-;  ...;i_:    :-,`-`;'`::

=N5iTiiffsETn-deTSC/ST-W,WSDivisiohDate-28/04/2023

-rirI -q5ndSiIBi2fjH3±sei.sinTIN~i~Dr..PFatap-Singh,~Advocate,
(Punjab & H`aryana[ High Court)
Fomer DIG, CRPF), Village Nag]aj

`tp.`'. P.O. Handesra District S.A.S, Nagar
Moha]i (Punjab)-140501

:2..``
`7firfAIiI;2njkyir2:stisIT-IN,.i,(''i The Seefe`tary`, .I

Department df Legal Affairs,
E-|r22, Law Officers Chamber,

` 2ndt F]o6r Supreme Court of India,
New Delhi.

I--      +;`3.-I:. i;Gdr:ii±j2.n!5ir2;seiEF±drr-_.'~[/z±hj|D_it.€a:t6`fG.6h6£a.I,     ` -

--`-
§as-halfa Se'ema Bat, Block-v; (Eai§t)

!`\                                                                     t'                `,` R.K. Puram, Vasant Vihar, New Delhi-66
\.h,1

•4.I.,rI;.,,`J`,`+:.5..-'`.+`,-
:.   tyofl |3;R2|2f ]2:2;8c|s;r-w3t---i.'`,y}`•`/ The Directo`r General,

+t+fuareoti.cs`Contro[ Bureau,                            ,LLwe§t B|66k.No'.  1  Wing 5,`.                       Th``      J¥{

New Central Water Commission, }
Sector-1, R. K. PL!,ram,
New Delhi-110066'-7ft!giv,i3g+izJbe:*isIT.IN
The Dirsct6P`-Ge.pe.I?rl of As§am Rifles
JUUk+Mud\U`nnain6d F`dad,-'  >.<"€4      .A   r.   :3

U-.1, `Carlappa Vjhar, Delhi Cantonment,

New Delhi:il 0010
6. •T5m:i|ce|2!m:3-se|SIT-" Director General of Police, Bihar

Police Headquarters, Old Secretariat,
Patna, Bihar-800015

7. T5Oui|ce,nfn3-sic|s;IT-" Director General of Police,
Madhya Pradesh Po`lice Headquarters
Jeha.ngirabad, Bhopal462008,
Madhya Pradesh

8. 1:EikyHi|ce,|2!m:3-sic|s;rr-"i The Home Secretary,
Government of Madhya Pradesh
Bhopal

+*`    .&`.1`

9. 15011/03/2023-SC/ST-W

::o:vne:F8¥;on:t::freBfh¥;              i Tfr-_
qg-§•`saJ -

.j•        i            u!®Ap#a8ae              i



•e
CHALLAN

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS

NAME OF  DIVISION WS Division

File  No. F. No. 24013 /372/2023-SC/ST-W

Date 28.04.2023

Name and Address of the The Secretary
Addressee Department of Personnel & Trainin

North Block, New Delhi .,. . .,                  .  .. !fi\ -.;,

Signature of Receiver Along With
His Name, Designation and Date
of Receipt



•©
CHALLAN

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS

NAME OF DIVISION WS Division

File  No. F. No. 24013 /372/2023-SC/ST-W

Date 28.04.2023

Name and Address of the The Secretary
Addressee Legislative Department

Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi
Signature of Receiver Along With
His Name, Designation and  Date
of Receipt



NAME OF  DIVISION WS Division

File  No. F  No  24013/372/2023-SC/ST-W

Date 28.04.2023

Name and Address of the The Secretary
Addressee Departmentof|ustice

Room No. 14
26 Mansingh Road, )alsalmer House
New Delhi -

Signature of Receiver Along With -
thgrHis Name, Designation and Date

)`}1

-     \R`esAof Receipt
v.             rep     %fagr`\



CHALLAN

MINISTRY 0F HOME AFFAIRS

NAME OF  DIVISION WS Division

File  No. F. No. 24013 /372/2023-SC/ST-W

Date 28.04.2023

Name and Address of the The Secretary
Addressee M/o External Affairs,

E Block Central Secretariat
New Delhi

Signature of Receiver Along With
His Name, Designation and Date
of Receipt



CHALLAN

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFA.RS

NAME OF  DIVISION WS Division

File  No. F, No. 24013 /372 /2023-SC/ST-W

Date 28.04.2023

Name and Address of the The Secretary
Addressee M/o Defence

South Block, New Delhi                 I,`
Signature of Receiver Along With

-----:---:-----`-
His Name, Designation and Date
of Receipt

%®......



NAME OF  DIVISION WS Division

File  No. F. No. 24013 /372/2023-SC/ST-W

Date 28.04.2023

Name and Address of the The Chairman & Chief Executive Officer.----`-'
Addressee Railway Board  A                rpri I,"

M/o Railway, !Ra9| Bhawari,;tIN`dw Delhi
Signature of Receiver Along With
His Name, Designation and  Date
of Receipt



CHALLAN

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS

NAME OF  DIVISION WS Division

File  No. F. No. 24.013 /372 /2023-SC /ST-W

Date 28.04.2023

Name and Address of the The Secretary
Addressee Department of Revenue

M/o Finance, Room No. 6 N.o|!kE±o`fk' NewDelhi!fi."i.

Signature of Receiver Along With
..                                                                          .                                                                              ,,

His Name, Designation and Date
of Receipt

&:5=0



CHALLAN

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS

NAME OF  DIVISION WS Division

File  No. F. No. 24013 /372 /2023-SC /ST-W

Date 28.04.2023

Name and Address of the The Secretary
Addressee Department of Administrative Reforms &

Public Grievances

Sah:Swa:ny:::'npa°u]£#Hrse¥N:e::dDa:I:?te]
Signature of Receiver Along With

•..,,iREes               3..,     `    ,I    i,,.=
His Name, Designation and  Date
of Receipt



CHALLAN

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS

NAME OF DIVISION WS Division

File  No. F. No. 24013 /372 /2022-SC/ST-W

Date 28.04.2023
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