\ 2248 1
| TEM NO. 2 COURT NO. 6 SECTI ON PI L

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 56 OF 2004
PRAJWALA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling O T. and office report)
(FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL)

Date: 11/12/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE S. B. SI NHA
HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. S. BEDI

For Petitioner(s) Ms. Aparna Bhat, Adv.
M. P. Ramesh Kumar, Adv.
Ms. Anuradha Singh, Ad.

Gool am E. Vahanvati, SG
Vi kas Si ngh, ASG

S. WasimA. Qadri, Adv.
Aani sh Bhal | a, Adv.

Hri shi kesh Bar uah, Adv.
Sushma Suri, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

Vi kas Si ngh, ASG

S. Wasim A Qadri, Adv.
Sushi | Kumar, Adv.

D. S. Mahr a, Adv.

B. V. Bal randas, Adv.
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M. CGopal Singh, Adv.
M. Mani sh Kumar, Adv.
M. Anukul Raj, Adv.

M. Gopal Singh, Adv.
M. Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

Ms. A. Subhashi ni, Adv.
Ms. Sunita Sharma, Adv.

M. D.S. Mbhra, Adv.
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M. ©Mhd. Noorul | ah, Adv.
Ms. Rachana Sri vast ava, Adv.

M. Aruneshwar Cupta, Addl . Adv. Genl .
M. Naveen Kumar Singh, Adv.
M. Shashwat Gupta, Adv.

M. R K Pandey, Adv.
M. Arun K. Sinha, Adv.

Ms. Jayashree Anand, AAG



For

NALSA

M

M.

K. K. Mahal ik, Adv.
Aj ay Pal, Adv.
Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.

Vi krant Si ngh Bai s, Adv.
Vi bha Dutta Makhija, Adv.

D. N. Gobur dhun, Adv.
Pi nky Anand, Adv.
Ceeta Luthra, Adv.

Gaurab Banerji, Sr.Adv.
Joydeep Mazundar, Adv.
Ruby Si ngh Ahuj a, Av.

K. N. Madhusoodhanan, Adv.
R. Sat hi sh, Adv.
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M. Ataf H Naiyak, Adv. Gen.
M. Anis Suhrawardy , Adv

M. B.B. Singh , Adv
M. Kumar Raj esh Singh, Adv.

Ms. Hemanti ka Wahi, Adv.
Ms. Pinky Behera, Adv.
Ms. Jesal Wahi, Adv.
Ms. Shi vangi, Adv.
Ms. Sangeeta Singh, Adv.

Ms. Kanmi ni Jai swal , Adv
M. Saurav Datta, Adv.

M. Tara Chandra Sharnm, Adv.
Ms. Neel am Shar nma, Adv.
M. Raj eev Sharma, Adv.
M. Ajay Sharnma, Adv.
M. T.V. Ratnam Adv.
M. A Mariarputham Adv.
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Ms. Aruna Mat hur, Adv.
for M S. Arput ham Aruna & Co.

M. R Ayyam Perunal , Adv
M. S. Vallinayagam Adv.

M. Ranjan Mukherjee , Adv

M. V.G Pragasam Adv.

S. Joseph Aristotle, Adv.

S. Prabu Ramasubr anmani an, Adv.

Mani sh K. Sar an, Adv.
N rmal K. Anbresht ha, Adv.

M
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M. J.S. Attri , AAG
. Vijay K. Jain, Adv
B.S. Banthia , Adv

M. P.V. D nesh, Adv.
Ms. Sindhu T.P., Adv.

M . Khwai rakpam Nobi n Si ngh , Adv
M. Tarun Janmwal , Adv.



M. S. Biswajit Mitei, Adv.

M. Radha Shy

M. Anil Sh
M.

Ms.
M.

M. Sanjay
M.

Ms.

am Jena, Adv

rivastav , Adv
Riti Raj, Adv.

Al ka Agrawal , Adv.
Anuvrat Shar ma, Adv.

R Hegde , Adv
Amit Kr. Chaw a, Adv.

Pi nky Anand, Adv.

M. Copal Prasad , Adv

M.

M. Sanjay
Ms.

for M S. Cor por
Ms.

M.

M.

Ms.

M. Anuvrat
M.

M.

Ms. Sunmita
M.
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for M.
M.

M.

UPON heari ng counsel

CRDER
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Raj esh Pat hak, Adv.
Jain , Adv

Ri ku Sar ma, Adv.
ate Law G oup

Suparna Srivastava, Adv.
Mani sh Shar ma, Adv.
Raj esh Srivastava , Adv

Al ka Agarwal , Adv.
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Shar ma, Adv
Upamanyu Hazari ka, Adv.
Satya Mtra, Adv.
Hazari ka , Adv

Aj ay Sharma, Adv.
Raj eev Shar ma, Adv.

Manoj Saxena, Adv.

Raj neesh Kumar Singh, Adv.

Rahul Shukl a, Adv.
T.V. Ceorge, Adv.

Manjit Singh, Addl. A G
Vi kram Si ngh Mawari , Adv.
T.V. Ceorge, Adv.

Amt Meharia, Adv.
M P. Mehari a, Adv.

S. S. Shinde, Adv.
Asha G Nair, Adv.
V. N. Raghupat hy, Adv.

J. K Bhatia, Adv.
B. N. Jha, Adv.

the Court made the follow ng

A | arge nunber of prayers have been made in this wit petition
in regard to the sexually exploited womren and children. Proposals have

been made for forming 'VictimProtection Protocol’
cue stages of rehabilitation

rescue and post-res

for the pre-rescue,
of commercially and



sexual | y exploited wonmen and chil dren

The Central Governnment did not raise any objection in regard
to the nmaintainability of the wit petition. The Parlianent also
anended the Act.

The | earned Solicitor General was fair enough to have
5

di al ogues with the counsel for the petitioner fromtinme to tine, with a
view to seeing the utnost benefit which can be conferred to the
trafficked and sexually exploited wonmen and chil dren

There exists sone difference in the approach of the Mnistry of
Horme, on the one hand, and the Mnistry of Wmen and Child
Devel opment Departnent, on the other.

A joint plan of action for formulation of the Protocol is also
under preparation. However, keeping in view the nature of the reliefs
sought for in the wit petition vis-a-vis the larger issues involved,
nanely, the jurisdiction of this Court to deal with a matter of this
nature, we are of the opinion that it deserves hearing by a |arger
Bench. W, therefore, direct that the matter be referred to a three-
Judge Bench.

Let the records of the case be placed before Hon' ble the Chief

Justice of India for passing appropriate orders.

(A.S. BISHT) (PUSHAP LATA BHARDWAJ)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



