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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

These matters relate to the conmplaints of sexual harassnent in working p
| aces.

In Vishaka vs. State of Rajasthan, (1997) 6 SCC 241, this Court issued certain directions as
to how to deal with the problem All the States were parties to that proceedings. Now, it
appears that the directions issued in Vishaka case were not properly inplenented by the

vari ous St at es/ Departnments/ I nstitutions. In a r ej oi nder af fidavit filed on b
ehal f of t he

petitioners, the details have been furnished. The counsel appearing for the various States
submit that they would do the needful at the earliest.

It is not known whether the Committees as suggested in Vishaka
case have

been constituted in al | t he Departments/Institutions havi ng nmenber s of t he
staf f 50 and

above and in nost of the District level offices in all the States nenbers of the staff working

6
in some  offices woul d be nore than 50. It is not known  whet her t he
Commi tt ees as
envi saged in the Viaskha case have been constituted in all these offices. The nunber of

complaints received and the steps taken in these conplaints are also not available.
Ve

find it necessary to give sonme nore directions in this regard.

We find that in order to co-ordinate the steps taken in this regard, there sh
ould

be a State | evel of ficer, i.e., ei ther t he Secretary of t he Woan and
Child Vel fare

Department or any other suitable officer who is in charge and concerned with the wel fare of



wonen and children in each State. The Chief Secretaries of each State shall see that an

officer is appointed as a nodal agent to collect the details and to give suitable direc
tions

whenever necessary.

As regards factories, shops and comercial establishnments are concerned, the

directions are not fully conplied wth. The Labour Conm ssioner of each State shall take

steps in that direction. They shall work as nodal agency as regards shops, factories, shops

and commer ci al est abl i shnent s are concer ned. They shal | al so col | ect t he
details

regarding the conplaints and al so see that the required Commttee is established in such

i nstitutions.

Counsel appearing for each State shall furnish the details as to what steps h
ave

been taken in pursuance of this direction within a period of eight weeks. Details nma
y be

furni shed as shown in the format furnished by the petitioners in the paperbooks. A copy of

this format shall formpart of the order. The above facts are required at the next date of

heari ng. A  copy of this or der be sent to t he Chi ef Secretary and C
hi ef Labour

Conmi ssi oner of each State for taking suitable action.

Post the matters after eight weeks.

( Satish K Yadav ) ( Veera Verma )
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