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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following

ORDER

Pursuant to our orders dated 11.08.2017 and 09.10.2017,

Secretary in the Ministry of Women and Child Development of

Government of India addressed a letter dated 13.10.2017 to

Chief Secretary of all the States / UTs (except Sikkim

Meghalaya)

the

the

the

and

with a copy to the Principal Secretary/Secretary in



charge of Women and Child Department in all the States / UTs.

letter reads as follows:

“Dear Chief Secretary,

In continuation to this Ministry's letter of even
number dated 28.08.2017 and subsequent reminder dated
03.10.2017 on the subject cited above, it is informed
that the requisite information/reply in the matter is
still awaited from your State.

2. The above mentioned Writ Petition was heard by the
Hon'ble Supreme Court on 09.10.2017 and, in its order
dated 09.10.2017 (copy enclosed), the Hon'ble Court has
made it very clear that this matter has to be taken up
very seriously by the State Governments failing which
the Hon'ble Court may take some action including
seeking an explanation from the concerned Secretary in
the state Government dealing with Women's Welfare along
with payment of heavy costs.

3. I shall be very grateful, if you could take up the
matter personally and ensure that a report on the
status in your State/UT is sent to us at the earliest
possible so as to enable us to cply with the Hon'ble
Supreme Court's direction.”

The

We have been informed by the learned ASG through an affidavit

filed by the Ministry of Women and Child Development that the

following States / UTs have not even bothered to respond to the

letter sent by the Secretary in the Ministry of Women and Child

Development of the Government of India:

1.

2.

Uttrakhand
Madhya Pradesh
Karnataka
Gujarat
Mizoram

Assam



7. Himachal Pradesh

8. J&K

9. Punjab

10. Tamil Nadu

11. Arunachal Pradesh

12. UT of Dadra & Nagar Haveli

The remaining States / UTs have given an incomplete response.

We are extremely pained to note from a reading of the
affidavit and complete lack of a positive response from the State
Governments / UTs that there is very little concern, if at all, for
the welfare of women of the States / UTs. There is no use in
making grand statements and submissions in favour of gender Jjustice
while the State Governments and the Government of UTs do not even
have five minutes time to respond to the Ministry of Women and
Child Development for the sake of women. This absence of concern
is not going to take forward the rights of women in this country.

In view of complete lack of concern shown by each and every
State Governments / UTs, we direct for the time being as follows:

1) The 12 State Governments / UTs that have not responded to the
Secretary, Ministry of Women and Child Development will deposit
costs of Rs.2,00,000/- each with the Supreme Court Legal Services
Committee within a period of four weeks from today;

2) The State Governments / UTs that have given an incomplete
response to the Secretary, Ministry of Women and Child Development
will deposit an amount of Rs.1,00,000/- with the Supreme Court

Legal Services Committee within a period of four weeks from today;



3) All the State Governments / UTs must, if they have any concern
for the welfare of women of their States / UTs, respond giving full
details as desired to the Secretary, Ministry of Women and Child
Development, Government of India within three weeks from today;

4) The Secretary in the Ministry of Women and Child Development
will compile the information in the form of a chart and place it on
affidavit before this Court.

We hope and expect the State Governments / UTs to show at
least some degree of sensitivity to women's welfare.

We make it clear that in case adequate responses are not given
to the Secretary, Ministry of Women and Child Development, we will
be constrained to require the presence of the Chief Secretary in
the States / UTs in this Court to explain why they have not
responded and why they do not care for the women of their States /

UTs.

Learned ASG informs us that Swadhar Greh for widows has been
constructed in Vrindavan, Mathura (UP). Photographs have been
shown to us. He requests that the State of U.P. be directed to
supply electricity and water to Swadhar Greh.

Learned counsel for the State of U.P. has been handed over the
photographs. She says that she will take instructions and ensure

that electricity and water is supplied to the Swadhar Greh.

We have received the report of the Committee constituted by

our order dated 11.08.2017. We compliment the Committee for the



excellent work that it has carried out. The Secretary General will
formally communicate our compliments and gratitude to each member
of the Committee for their excellent effort.

A copy of the report may be given to the learned ASG, learned
counsel for the petitioner, learned counsel for NALSA and learned
counsel for the National Commission for Women for implementation.

Learned counsel appearing for NALSA says that a scheme has
been prepared “Ensuring Access to Justice for Widows Living in
Shelter Homes”. She says that she will file it during the course
of the day and will serve the scheme on the Government of India,
the Committee constituted by this Court, National Commission for
Women, State Legal Services Authority, learned counsel for the
petitioner and to all the States / UTs for comments on
implementation of the scheme.

List the matter on 30.01.2018.

I.A. 131832

Learned counsel for the applicant seeks leave to withdraw the
application.

The application is dismissed as withdrawn.

(MEENAKSHI KOHLI) (KAILASH CHANDER)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
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