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PREFACE 
 

HAQ: Centre for Child Rights (HAQ) is a human rights organisation working for the recognition, 
protection and promotion of all rights for all children. HAQ is driven by its goal to mainstream 
ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ƘǳƳŀƴ ǊƛƎƘǘǎ ƛƴ ŀƭƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ǘhrough knowledge creation, 
evidence based advocacy and communication, direct support for children in distress, 
collaboration and partnership.  
 
Taking this forward, we have engaged extensively on issues concerning children and 
governance with a focus on ŎƘƛƭŘ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ ƧǳǎǘƛŎŜΦ !ŎŎƻǳƴǘŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƛǎ 
ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ǘƻ ƎƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ I!vΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ нн ȅŜŀǊǎ ǎƛƴŎŜ ƛǘǎ ŜȄƛǎǘŜƴŎŜ, has highlighted 
a need to strengthen the existing systems with knowledge and tools that can help build such 
accountability towards children and their rights. In 2019, CivicDataLab (CDL) approached HAQ 
with an opportunity to join hands in developing technology based tools to track 
implementation of laws and policies concerning children. The opportunity became a reality 
when AGAMI launched its Data4Justice Challenge and HAQ and CDL could find the much 
needed support to initiate exploration into the field of judicial data accountability as part of 
access to justice with a focus on the rights of children.  
 
The last two decades have witnessed a plethora of changes in the law and policy framework 
for child protection. While some of it has been led by evidence, some has been a response to 
populist demands when an untoward incidence takes place awakening public conscience on 
critical issues such as juvenile justice, child labour, child marriage, child sexual abuse and child 
trafficking. Even as the laws are put in place, little attention is paid to their implementation 
and often enough failure to implement a law properly becomes a reason to change the law 
instead of investing in generating evidence that provide informed solutions. HAQ has been 
particularly concerned about this and has thus engaged with some of these laws extensively. 
One such law has been the Protection of Children from Sexual Offences (POCSO) Act, 2012.  
 
In 2018, HAQ released two reports that looked into the implementation of the POCSO Act in 
Delhi and Mumbai. While these reports draw attention to important aspects of the law 
ranging from disclosure of crime by a child to registration of a formal complaint and an FIR, 
police investigation, timely completion of victim testimony and trial, victim compensation and 
rehabilitation of children, there is a need for continuous research on similar lines to generate 
data that can help identify the gaps and challenges that need to be addressed in order to 
enhance the efficacy of laws. Using technology for research can go a long way in generating 
real time data analytics and this report is an outcome of one such attempt.  
 
There is still a long way to go! Due to data limitations as well as technical challenges, this 
report is restricted to analysis of implementation of the POCSO Act in Assam, Delhi and 
Haryana. We hope to overcome the challenges in the near future through continued and joint 
ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ǿƛǘƘ /5[ ŀǎ ƻǳǊ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊΦ aƻǊŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘƭȅΣ ǿŜ ƘƻǇŜ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ŀ ά/ƘƛƭŘ 
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PǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ [ŀǿ LƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ¢ǊŀŎƪŜǊέ ǘƘŀǘ ƎƻŜǎ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ǘǊŀŎƪƛƴƎ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘe 
POCSO Act.  
 
Engaging with judicial data implies engaging with the eCommittee of the Supreme Court. The 
ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ǘƘǊƻǿǎ ǳǇ ŀ ǎŜǘ ƻŦ άƴƻƴ-ƴŜƎƻǘƛŀōƭŜǎέΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ, if considered by the eCommittee, can 
help improve judicial dŀǘŀ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ŀŎŎŜss to justice. Finding key dates, 
outcome of a hearing, orders and judgements online without compromising on the privacy 
and confidentiality of children will not only aide research and generation of evidence for law 
and policy reform but can be empowering for children and their families in a big way, without 
making them dependent on a lawyer to fetch them the documents that they ought to receive 
as a right. 
 
²Ŝ ƘƻǇŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƭƭ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƭŜ ŦƻǊ ǳǇƘƻƭŘƛƴƎ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ǊƛƎƘǘǎΣ ƭŀǿ ŜƴŦƻǊŎŜƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ 
justice delivery, including the National Commission and State Commissions for Protection of 
Child Rights, who are meant to oversee implementation of laws relating to children, will gain 
from such efforts.  
 
On this note, we seek continued support from all individuals and agencies who share a vision for 

barrier free justice for children and look forward to more opportunities like the AGAMI 

Data4Justice Challenge that can help us build on our work.  

 

 

 

 

Bharti Ali 

Co-Founder & Executive Director 

HAQ: Centre for Child Rights 
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PREFACE 
 

We at CivicDataLab work at the intersection of data, tech, design and social science to 

strengthen the course of civic engagement in India. We work with communities to co-create 

tools, datasets and processes that bridge the gaps between data, research and 

implementation. Access to information has always been a major challenge in the discourse 

around law and justice in our country. A crucial component that can bring more transparency 

and accountability to our systems of law and justice is the data from courts, which is 

technically available, but often hidden behind CAPTCHAs. This makes it difficult for anyone 

interested in understanding and creating solutions for the space to access the data for 

research and analysis. 

 

We collaborated with the team from HAQ: Centre for Child Rights (HAQ) on studying the 

implementation of the POCSO Act using data from courts. Our objective was to learn more 

about the challenges associated with accessing this information and develop tools to access 

the data from courts. The task would have been simpler if the courts had Open API in place, 

or a well-documented process that one can follow to get access to these datasets. However, 

these resources are not available in the public domain. Even if one manages to get access to 

these datasets, the task of using them (read, process, analyse) gets more difficult because of 

lack of documentation and standardisation associated with these datasets. A lot has already 

been written on these aspects. We hope that the e-Courts Committee takes cognizance of 

these issues so we can look forward to working with a more accessible e-Courts portal in the 

near future. 

 

Over the course of this project, we managed to get access to all the court cases registered 

under the POCSO Act for three states - Assam, Delhi and Haryana. We observed a lot of 

diversity in the way states have been managing the cases on e-Courts. This further restricted 

us in automating the data cleaning and data processing workflows, which made the process 

of creating a robust and standardised dataset for research more time-consuming. Therefore, 

we had to limit the scope of this analysis to just three states. We enumerate our data 

preparation process in detail in the following chapter - άLƴǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ aŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅ ƻŦ 

ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎŀǎŜǎέΦ  

 

We would like to thank the HAQ team for supporting us in understanding and handling these 

datasets, helping us learn about the case management protocols and for guiding us with the 
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analysis. Moving ahead, we would like to work towards opening up datasets for other states 

to build on the existing research. One of our objectives is to design de-centralised processes 

for sourcing these datasets and partnering with various organisations across the country to 

better inform legal research and advocacy. In this regard, we would like to open up other 

relevant datasets to research on other critical issues of public interest and work with the legal 

community to develop data standards that can be adopted to study the implementation of 

various other laws in the country.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Gaurav Godhwani        Apoorv Anand 

CivicDataLab         CivicDataLab 
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CHAPTER I  

INTRODUCTION AND METHODOLOGY  
 

INTRODUCTION 

 

Child protection in India has received significant attention over the last two decades through 

new schemes, policies, and legal reform. However, the vast legal framework on child rights is 

not backed by data which can help monitor and improve the implementation of these laws. 

¢ƘŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ /ǊƛƳŜ wŜŎƻǊŘǎ .ǳǊŜŀǳ όΨb/w.Ωύ has limited and outdated 

data and there is no consistency in data to measure certain trends in crimes against children 

over a period of time.   

 

Using technology to work on data from the judiciary is the need of the hour. Technology can 

help provide and use data tools to cull out relevant data while reducing time and manual 

effort.  

 

Child Rights Law Implementation Tracker 

 

While much has been achieved in terms of strengthening the legal framework for child 

protection, violence against children continues to be on the rise. Therefore, the question to 

ōŜ ŀǎƪŜŘ ƛǎ Ψ²Ƙŀǘ ƘŀǇǇŜƴǎ ŀŦǘŜǊ ŀ ƭŀǿ ƛǎ ǇŀǎǎŜŘΚΩ ¢ƻ ŀƴǎǿŜǊ ǘƘƛǎ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴΣ ǘǊŀŎƪƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 

implementation of these laws by analysing relevant data is important. HAQ: centre for Child 

Rights, in collaboration with CivicDataLab (CDL) as the technology partner, is working on 

ŎǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ ŀ /ƘƛƭŘ wƛƎƘǘǎ [ŀǿ LƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ¢ǊŀŎƪŜǊ όΨ/w[L¢ΩύΦ ¢ƘŜ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ 

to generate large scale, dynamic and systematic data through an interactive and live platform 

that will help strengthen evidence-based advocacy efforts on access to justice for children. 

The project will also help in measuring progress on Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 16 ς 

Access to Justice, from a child rights perspective.  

 

Given the wide ambit of laws on child protection, the Child Rights Law Implementation 

Tracker will be developed in a phased manner. With support coming through the AGAMI Data 

for Justice Challenge for the first phase of the tracker, the focus in this phase has been on 

tracking implementation of the Protection of Children from Sexual Offences, Act, 2012 

(POCSO Act). This report is a result of attempts made in that direction. 

 

Scope of Research  

 

The research undertaken for this report covers cases of sexual offences against children which 

have been registered in the Case Information System (CIS) of the district courts and for which 
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trial has been or is being conducted under the POCSO Act in 2 States of Assam, and Haryana 

and the National Capital Territory of Delhi.  

 

InitiallyΣ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ I!vΩǎ ǇǊƛƻǊ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŦƻǊ ŎŀǎŜǎ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ th/{h !Ŏǘ 

in Delhi and Mumbai and an analysis of existing data for all States/UTs, 7 States/UT were 

identified for research, viz. Assam, Haryana, Delhi, Jharkhand, Maharashtra, Kerala and West 

Bengal. However, once the team embarked extracting data for research and undertook 

preliminary analysis, the challenge of non-standardisation of data extracted made the task 

difficult. Besides, the timeline for the first phase supported by AGAMI was set at six months. 

Accordingly, a decision was taken to focus on 3 States/UT i.e. Assam, Delhi and Haryana in the 

first phase, leaving the other States /UTs to be covered in the next and future phases of the 

project.  

 

The main source of data for research is cases uploaded on the e-Courts web portal.  Cases for 

eight years starting 2012 to 2020 have been considered, though the cut-off date for the year 

2020 varies for each State/UT. This is because data for the 3 States/UT has been downloaded 

at different points in time. For Assam, the cut-off date is 23 April, 2020, while for Delhi, it is 

07 March, 2020 and for Haryana it is 21 March, 2020.   

 

METHODOLOGY  

 

A. Selection of Cases and Data Challenges 

 

As mentioned above, the primary source of data has been the e-Courts services portal - 

https://services.ecourts.gov.in/ecourtindia_v6/. Other data relied upon for comparisons 

include data retrieved from the Crime in India reports of the NCRB and data presented in 

response to certain questions raised in the Parliament of India as well as news reports.  

 

The first filter to use has been the relevant act, viz. the POCSO Act. All data available from the 

ongoing and disposed cases on the e-Courts platform using this filter was downloaded. This 

was further narrowed down to filter cases under the POCSO Act for the three States/UT 

covered in this study and their respective districts. 

 

The raw data collected from the e-Courts platform for each of the downloaded cases was then 

arranged systematically into various columns representing different data fields in an excel 

sheet. The following are some examples of the data fields:  

- CNR No.: a unique 16-digit Case Number Record assigned to each case registered in 

the CIS 

- Hearing dates: Date of first listing, Date of next listing and Purpose 

- Registration details: Registration no., Date of registration  

- Filing details: Filing no., Date of filing 

https://services.ecourts.gov.in/ecourtindia_v6/
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- Court name 

- Designation of Judge 

- Case type 

- Nature of disposal 

- tŜǘƛǘƛƻƴŜǊ ŘŜǘŀƛƭǎΥ tŜǘƛǘƛƻƴŜǊ ƴŀƳŜΣ ƴŀƳŜ ƻŦ tŜǘƛǘƛƻƴŜǊΩǎ !ŘǾƻŎŀǘŜ 

- wŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘ ŘŜǘŀƛƭǎΥ wŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘ ƴŀƳŜΣ ƴŀƳŜ ƻŦ wŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ !ŘǾƻŎŀǘŜ 

- Subordinate court information 

- Transfer information 

 

Initially, 36,408 cases, pending and disposed, were downloaded - 7240 from Assam, 13207 

from Delhi and 15601 from Haryana.  

 

With confusing and mixed data coming through, more filters had to be used to arrive at the 

number of cases that would truly fall within the ambit of this research and reduce the margin 

of error. These were ς άCase Typeέ ŀƴŘ άDesignation of JudgeέΦ   

 

I. Case Type 

 

The first question that arose was whether all case types emerging from the large case data 

pool were in fact case types wherein a trial under the POCSO Act had been or was being 

conducted?  

 

For a type of case to fall within the ambit of this research, the trial of the case must be 

conducted as per the provisions of the POCSO Act. Section 28 of the POCSO Act states that 

for the purposes of providing a speedy trial, the State Government shall in consultation with 

the Chief Justice of the High Court, by notification in the Official Gazette, designate for each 

district, a Court of Session to be a Special Court to try the offences under the POCSO Act. 

Thus, it is understood that a case under the POCSO Act can only be tried by a court of sessions 

and is commonly referred to as a sessions case or SC case. 

  

From the data fields that are available on the e-Courts portal, variations are found in the case 

types, both between and within the 3 selected States/UT. Some of the case types are listed 

herein below exactly as extracted from the portal: 

 

- SC 

- PRC (Police Report Cases) 

- Bail Matters 

- Complaint Case (C R) 

- Special Case POCSO 

- POCSO Act 

- Sessions Spl POCSO 
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- Misc. Adoption Case 

- AB Anticipatory Bail 

- Police Report Case JJB PRC JJB 

- G R Cases J.J.B 

- G R case Warrant 

- Special POCSO 

- Special( P and C) 

- Special Case (Children) 

- Special Case (POCSO) 

- Special 

- Special ( Pocso Act ) 

- Special (POCSO Act) 

- Sessions (Special) 

- Criminal Appeal 

- Juvenile Act Cases 

- Title Suit F. A. 

- CHI 

- CHA 

- D.V.Act 

- M 

- Remp 

 

With such variations emerging in the case types even after using the filter of the relevant Act, 

a decision had to be taken on which case types would be applicable for the present research. 

The filter of ά5ŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ Wudgeέ and ά/ase Typeέ were thus used simultaneously to zero 

down on the case types that represented a legitimate trial under the POCSO Act by a sessions 

court, i.e. a sessions case. The case types that have been finally considered are as follows:  

 

- SC 

- Sp Procso 

- Spl. POCSO 

- Special(POCSO) Case 

- Cases Under POCSO Act 

- Special Case POCSO 

- POCSO Act 

- Sessions Spl POCSO 

- Special POSCO 

- SC T2 

- Special Case ( P ) 

- Special (POCSO) 

- Special Case 
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- Sessions Case  T II 

- Sessions Case 

- Sessions ( Spl.) 

- Sessions Spl. (C) 

- Special Sessions (POCSO) 

- Sessions Special (POCSO) 

- Special(Children) 

- Spl. POCSO Act. 

- Spl. P.O.C.S.O 

- Sessions Case Type 2 

- Special POCSO 

- Special( P and C) 

- Special Case (Children) 

- Special Case (POCSO) 

- Special 

- Special ( Pocso Act ) 

- Special (POCSO Act) 

- Sessions (Special) 

- POCSO 

- SpecialPOCSO 

- Special A 

- Sessions  Spl 

- Sessions Spl. 

- Spl (pocso) 

- PCSO Act 2012 

- Sessions Case Type-I 

- SPL(Pocso) 

- SPL(N) 

- Pcso Act 

- S C 

- S.C. 

- SC AND ST ACT 

- SC-ST 

 

Variations are found even in the way and manner in which case types are mentioned in the 

e-Courts portal. For example: 

 

- SC, S C, S.C. 

- Sp Procso, Spl. POCSO, Special(POCSO) Case, SPL(Pocso) 

- Pcso Act, PCSO Act, 2012, POCSO, POCSO Act, Cases under POCSO Act 
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Such lack of standardisation put forth a challenge while consolidating and analysing data.   

 

Broad categorisation of Case Types as the next step 

 

For ease of reference and data computation, the selected types of cases have been 

categorised under broader headings: 

 

- Sessions Case (SC) 

- Sessions Special POCSO 

- Special Case 

- Sessions Special 

- POCSO Act 

- Special (POCSO) Case 

- Special Case 

- SC-ST Act 

 

For reference, details of categorisation of case types for each State/UT under study is 

provided in Annexure 1.1.  

 

After using the aforesaid filters, the count of the total cases came down to 19798, with the 

share of each State/UT being as follows:  

 

Assam ς 5799, Delhi ς 9366 and Haryana ς 4633.   

 

II. Designation of Judge 

 

In accordance with the POCSO Act, an "appropriate" judge who can conduct trial of cases 

under the POCSO Act is a sessions judge. Ψ5ŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ WǳŘƎŜΩ has thus been used as a filter 

to select only those cases that have come up before such appropriate judge.  

 

Variations are found even in the designations used for the appropriate judge, both between 

and within the 3 States/UT. The list of variations that reproduced below is exactly as extracted 

from the e-Courts portal without any change in punctuations, space between words or use of 

small and capital letters. 

 

- Addl. Sessions Judge,( FTC) 

- Addl. District & Sessions Judge 

- Addl Dist. and Sessions Judge 

- Chief Judicial Magistrate 

- CASE IS NOT ALLOCATED TO COURT. 

- District and Sessions Judge 
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- Distrct & Sessions Judge 

- Munsiff No. 1 cum JMFC 

- Addl.District and Sessions Judge, 

- SDJM , Kaliabor 

- Addl. Dist & Session Judge( F. T. C) 

- Munsiff cum JMFC , Kaliabor 

- Addl. District Judge ( FTC ) 

- JMFC2 

- Addl. District and Sessions Judge 3 

- Sub-Divisional Judicial Magistrate 

- NA 

- Addl. District and Sessions Judge No. 1, Kamrup Metro 

- District and Sessions Judge, Kamrup Metro 

- S.D.J.M S 1 

- Principal magistrate J.J.B 

- Additional Sessions Judge - POCSO 

- Additional Sessions Judge 

- Special Judge (CBI) 

- Additional District Judge 

- Special Judge 

- Judge Family Court 

 

The above list shows that apart from the Additional Sessions Judge and the Additional 

Sessions and District Judge (which squarely falls under the designation of a Sessions Judge), 

the designation of some judges falls under the broad category of Judicial Magistrate Ist Class, 

Judicial Magistrate IInd Class, Magistrate, Sub-divisional Magistrate, Civil Judge,  etc. As these 

designations do not fit the requirement of a sessions judge for a trial under the POCSO Act, 

cases in their courts have not been taken into account.   

 

For reference, details of the άDesignation of Judgeέ ƛƴ ŜŀŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ о States/UT considered for 

this study have been provided in Annexure 1.2.  

 

Exceptions under the Case Type and Designation of Judge 

 

For Assam, cases before a judge designated as Assistant Sessions Judge form part of the 

research because an Assistant Sessions Judge has the power to conduct a sessions trial. One 

case before a judge designated as Civil Judge No. 2 has also been taken into account as a 

perusal of the case revealed that it is a case under section 6 of the POCSO Act, which has been 

transferred to a Civil Judge who also has the charge of an Assistant Sessions Judge. The said 

case has been disposed of after a duly conducted trial.  
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Perusal of 5 cases from Haryana before the court of a judge designated as the Principal Judge, 

Family Court led to further probe into the structure of judicial services in the State, which 

clarified that a Principal Judge, Family Courts is a judicial officer of the same rank as the 

Additional District and Sessions Judge. These 5 cases have hence been taken into account for 

the purpose of this research. 

 

While perusing a sample of cases from Delhi, trials under the POCSO Act were found under 

the case type άCr. Caseέ and άCr Caseέ before judges designated as Additional Sessions Judge 

and Special Judge. A total of 8 such cases have been taken into account for this research, while 

cases under ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ǘȅǇŜ άCr. Caseέ and άCr Caseέ wherein the designation of the judge is 

Metropolitan Magistrate (MM) have been dropped as the MM is not a sessions judge.  

 

Further, while inspecting a sample of cases from Assam under the case type variation 

ά{Ŝǎǎƛƻƴǎ ό {ǇƭΦύέ ŀƴŘ ά{Ǉƭ όǇƻŎǎƻύέ, 3 cases were found wherein the designation of the judge 

is mentioned as Chief Judicial Magistrate. Although the case type is legitimate i.e. Sessions 

Case, the designation of judge is not appropriate as explained earlier.  Therefore, these 3 

cases are not included in the final count of cases for this research.  

 

In the data sheet that emerged from compilation of all case-wise information downloaded 

from the e-Courts portal, 153 cases (from Assam and Delhi) had to be tagged as NA under the 

ά5ŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ WǳŘƎŜέ ŦƛŜƭd as the requisite information is not available. In addition, there 

are 2 cases (from Assam) tagged as "CASE NOT ALLOCATED TO COURT." under the 

ά5ŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ WǳŘƎŜέ Řŀǘŀ ŦƛŜƭŘΦ  In these cases, even though designation of the judge is not 

known, the court complexes are those of the District and Sessions Judge and hence these 155 

cases have been taken into consideration for the purposes of research. 

 

Cases relating to Juveniles (Children in Conflict with the Law) 

 

In Haryana and Assam, as explained below, a few cases types mention juvenile or CCL, 

indicating that these relate to children in conflict with the law. 

 

Assam: 

- Juvenile Cases 

- Juvenile Act Cases 

- J J B Case 

- Spl (CCL) 

- SPECIAL JUVENILE 

- SPECIAL JUVENILE CASE 

 

Haryana: 

- JJB  
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- JJB.  

 

A perusal of the such cases from Assam shows that the judges presiding over these cases are 

designated as Additional Sessions Judge, District and Sessions Judge, Judicial Magistrates, 

Principal Magistrate, etc. For the cases from Haryana, the presiding judges are found to be 

designated as Judicial Magistrates, Principal Magistrate etc.  

 

Upon a combƛƴŜŘ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ά/ŀǎŜ ¢ȅǇŜ ŀƴŘ ά5esignation of Judgeέ a decision was taken to 

include only those cases of children in conflict with the law that are before a sessions court 

judge since it implies that the child was transferred to such court to be tried as an adult.  

 

Therefore, for the State of Assam, 12 cases under the case types άSpl (CCL)έ, άSPECIAL 

JUVENILEέ ŀƴŘ άSPECIAL JUVENILE CASEέ wherein the designated judge is a sessions judge are 

taken into consideration. For the State of Haryana, none of the cases under the case types 

άJJBέ and άJJB.έ have been taken into account as they are cases before judges designated as 

Judicial Magistrate or Principal Magistrate, implying that these are cases where the presiding 

judge is holding the charge of a Juvenile Justice Board meant to deal with children in conflict 

with the law as children. 

 

At this stage, the count of cases further came down to 19803, with the share of each State/UT 

being 5796 from Assam, 9374 from Delhi and 4633 from Haryana.  

 

III. The Final Count of Cases 

 

Further challenges faced in deciding on the final count of cases to be considered for research 

are as follows: 

 

Missing Year of FIR  

 

In 1309 cases from the 3 States/UT, information with respect to the year of registration of the 

First Information Report (FIR) was found missing under the άCLw 5Ŝǘŀƛƭǎέ ƻƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ 

e-Courts pages. While downloading such cases, the value for each of these cases in the raw 

Řŀǘŀ ŦƛƭŜǎ ǿŀǎ ŎŀǇǘǳǊŜŘ ŀǎ ΨлΩΦ  

 

Although the year of FIR is unknown for the said cases, all other relevant information was 

available for the purpose of research. The breakup of these cases between the 3 States/UT is 

1250 from Assam, 36 from Delhi and 23 from Haryana.  
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Invalid FIR Years 

 

The POCSO Act came into force with effect from 14 November 2012 and therefore only those 

cases registered under the POCSO Act from 2012 to 2020 have been considered for this 

research. While perusing the άFIR detailsέ certain cases were found with the year of FIR 

mentioned as prior to 2012 or with no year mentioned at all. There are a total of 20 such cases 

from all 3 States/UT, which have not been taken into account.  

 

- 14 cases with FIR number without the year, e.g. 9, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 201, 506, 1913, 

2081, 2106  

- 6 cases with FIR year prior to 2012, e.g. 2005, 2009, 2010, 2011  

 

Missing Districts from Haryana 

 

On the e-Courts portal, the district of Narnual is displayed as Mahendragarh whereas district 

Nuh is displayed as Mewat. There are no cases from Narnaul (Mahendragarh), Nuh (Mewat) 

and Karnal in the total count of cases considered for the research. 

 

At the time of data mining from the e-Courts portal, the team did not find any case from the 

district of Nuh (Mewat) due to technical hurdles. Later it was found out that a total of 156 

cases from the State of Haryana have been missed out because of poor network and poor 

functionality of the e-Courts server. In addition, there are 36 cases from the district of Karnal 

and 55 cases from Narnaul (Mahendragarh) district that are not part of the final count of cases 

because of invalid case type, i.e. case types such as REMP, CHI, CHA etc. 

 

 
 

The final count of cases considered for this research thus comes to a total of 19783 cases from 

the selected 3 States/UT, with 5786 cases from Assam, 9366 cases from Delhi and 4631 cases 

from Haryana. 
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B. Other Limitations & Challenges in Data Computation and Analysis 

 

Apart from challenges faced at the time of selecting and deciding on the final number of cases 

to be studied, significant challenges were faced during data analysis due to lack of uniformity 

and standardisation in the use of terminologies, the manner in which information is written 

and uploaded on the e-Courts portal and absence of key indicators to measure 

implementation of a law.  

 

I. Nature of Disposal 

 

Of the total 19783 cases, the number of disposed cases is 8097. A few examples of the nature 

or type of disposal of cases, as downloaded from the e-Courts portal are given below. 

 

Disposal Types  

 

- Filed 

- ACQUITTED 

- Convicted with Fine 

- TRANSFERRED 

- Disposed of 

- DISMISSED 

- DISCHARGED 

- Transferred to CJM Court Complex, Guwahati 

- ABATED 

- Transfer 

- QUASH 

- UNTRACE 

- PROBATION 

- P.O. CONSIGN 

- ALLOWED 

- FINE 

- SineDie 

- CANCEL 

- CONVICTED 

- Sent to JJB 

- Declared Juvenile. 
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Variations in each Disposal Types 

 

Each type of disposal has variations in how it is written or mentioned in the e-Courts portal, 

pointing to the lack of uniformity and standardisation that pose a challenge in consolidating 

and analysing data.   

 

A few examples are hereunder: 

- Abated ς ABATED, ABATED., DEATH, DEFENDANT / RESPONDENT / ACCUSED DIED 

- Acquitted ς Accused are Acquitted., Acquited, ACQUITTED, Acquitted on benefit of 

dought, Acquitted., Judgment is delivered in the open Court, The accused person is 

acquitted. 

- Convicted ς Convict is Sentenced to Fine., CONVICTED, CONVICTED AND FINED, 

CONVICTED AND RELEASED ON PROBATION, Convicted and Sentenced, Convicted 

with fine, LIFE IMPRISIONMENT, LIFE IMPRISONMENT, UNDERGONE 

- PO Consigned ς CONSIGNED, CONSIGNED AFTER PROCEEDINGS U/S 299 CR.PC, PO 

CONSIGN, PO CONSIGNED 

 

Broad categorisation of Disposal Types 

 

For ease of data compilation and computation, the selected types of disposal have been 

consolidated under the following broad categories depicting the nature of disposal in a case: 

 

- Abated 

- Acquitted 

- Convicted 

- Discharged 

- Transferred 

- Quashed 

- Untraced 

- PO Consigned 

- Other Disposal  

 

All the different variations of disposal type that fall within these broad categories have been 

taken into consideration. Details of categorisation of nature of disposal for each of the 3 

States/UT are provided in Annexure 1.3.  

 

It is pertinent to note here that the analysis is not error free. For example ς ΨvǳŀǎƘŜŘΩ όŀƭƻƴƎ 

with its other variants) as a nature of disposal on the e-Courts portal are actually cases which 

have ended in acquittal after the respective High Courts have quashed the FIR. However, the 

concerned trial courts have disposed these cases as ΨvǳŀǎƘŜŘΩ. In order to reflect the way 
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disposal is recorded, it was imperative to include these cases under a distinct category of 

ΨvǳŀǎƘŜŘΩ instead of adding them to the category of cases disposed as Ψ!ŎǉǳƛǘǘŜŘΩΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊΣ 

there are four different ways of mentioning άPO ConsignedέΣ as demonstrated above under 

the section on variations in each disposal type. Though the number of such cases is small 

making the error minor, there is a need to standardise the manner in which the nature of 

disposal is recorded by the concerned courts and uploaded on the e-Courts portal.  

 

This is even more necessary when the disposal is wrongly recorded and uploaded on the e-

Courts portal and order and judgements are not available to verify and ascertain the exact 

nature of disposal. For example, while going through the orders available for some of the 

cases from IŀǊȅŀƴŀ ŦŀƭƭƛƴƎ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƘŜŀŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ Ψ/hb{LDb95ΩΣ ǘƘŜ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŘƛǎǇƻǎŀƭ 

mentioned on the e-Courts portal is different from what the order states. In one such case 

the accused had died and the nature of disposal should have been recorded ŀǎ ά!ōŀǘŜŘέ, 

instead it figures as Ψ/hb{LDb95Ω. In another case where the nature disposal is mentioned as 

Ψ/hb{LDb95Ω, the Punjab & Haryana High Court has actually quashed the proceedings. Upon 

reading the judgment in one case from Assam where the nature of disposal is recorded as 

Ψ/ƻƴŎƛƭƛŀǘƛƻƴΩ on the e-Courts portal, the sessions court has convicted the accused under 

section 4 of POCSO Act and sentenced the convict to 7 years of imprisonment along with  

granting compensation to the victim. Instances like these make the entries on the e-Courts 

portal unreliable and lead to data riddled with errors.  

 

II. Acts and Sections / Offence related Data 

 

The field of άActsέ and άsectionsέ on the e-Courts platform provides information about the 

laws and legal provisions under which the FIR is registered in a case.  

 

Gaps and Challenges ensuing from Acts and Sections recorded in the e-Courts portal 

 

While perusing the Acts and sections applicable to the cases, a few challenges emerged in 

comprehending and standardising the data for computation and analysis.  

 

(i) There are different ways in which the same Act (law) is referenced in the e-Courts 

platform. Examples of a few, exactly as the way they appear on the e-Courts portal, are 

as follows: 

 

- IPC ς Indian Penal Code, 1Indian Penal Code, IPC, I.P.C. (Police) 

- POCSO Act ς Protection of Children from Sexual Offence Act 2012, Protection of 

Children from Sexual Officences Act, 2012, Protection of Children, Protection of 

Children from Sexual offence  Act POCSO2013, Protection of Children from Sexual 

Offences Rules, PREVENTION OF CHILDREN FROM SEXUAL OFFENCES ACT 
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- Cr.P.C. - Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, Code of Criminal Procedure, Cr. P.C., Cr. 

P. C., Cr.P.c 

 

(ii) Names of the Acts do not corroborate with the section numbers mentioned. Section 

numbers which belong to the POCSO Act are mentioned under CrPC or IPC or ST/ST Act 

and vice versa.  

 

Under Act(s) Under Section(s) 

IPC 4, 6, 8, 12, 17 

POCSO Act 376, 377, 366A, 120B, 354, 323, 354, 451, 3(2)(v), 3(1)(W) 

Cr.P.C. 506, 376, 376F, 34 IPC, 354D, 509, 34, 8, 363 

 

(iii) Few cases appear with a name of an Act that is not relevant for the present research, 

e.g., The Factories Act, 1948, The Partition Act, 1893, The Forward Contracts Regulation 

Act, 1952, The Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 1973, The Indian Telegraph Act, 1855, 

The Indian Tolls Act, 1851, Prize Chits and Money Circulation Scheme (Banning) Act, 

1978, The Indian Red Cross Society Act, 1920. However, the legal provisions or sections 

of law mentioned against these Acts belong to the IPC or CrPC or the POCSO Act or the 

SC/ST Act. The Act names and the corresponding section numbers, as mentioned on the 

e-Courts portal, are given hereunder: 

 

Under Act(s) Under Section(s) 

Indian Red Cross Society Act 506 

Indian Red Cross Society Act 10 

Foreign Exchange Regulation Act 366, 376, 384, 506 

Forward Contracts Regulation Act 376, 363 

Indian Telegraph Act,1855 377 

Indian Tolls Act 366 

Prize Chits and Money Circulation Scheme (Banning) Act, 1978 3X 

Provincial Small Cause Court Act 1887 -- 

Partition --- 

 

For a few cases, the name of the Act is available but the corresponding section number 

is missing.  

 

(iv) Some of the section numbers are unclear and some have the name of the Act written 

under the heading Ψ¦ƴŘŜǊ {ŜŎǘƛƻƴόǎύΩΦ 

 

Under Act(s) Under Section(s) 

I.P.C(Police) 3636 

I.P.C(Police) -1 

Protection of Children from Sexual Offence Act 2012 Pocso 

SC/ST Act -2, II, 1, 392V, 69, STACT, SC 
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Thus, identification of the section or legal provision under which a case falls became 

challenging.  

 

(v) In certain cases, the main substantive section of the POCSO Act is mentioned but the 

correlating sub-section is missing. For example, there are several sub-sections under 

Section 3 and 5 of the POCSO Act that specify the type of penetrative sexual assault 

(PSA) and aggravated penetrative sexual assault (APSA) respectively. Unless the sub-

sections are available, it is difficult to conduct a more nuanced analysis of data. There 

are only 75 cases where relevant sub-sections are mentioned, limiting the analysis to 

the broad categories of PSA or APSA.  

 

(vi) There are a total of 1,116 (one thousand one hundred and sixteen) cases where either 

no section of the POCSO Act is mentioned or those mentioned are sections 16, section 

17, section 18, section 34. As a result, the said cases could not be categorised and have 

been clubbed under the heading ς άhŦŦŜƴŎŜ ƴƻǘ ƪƴƻǿƴέΦ 

 

Rules followed while standardising the Acts and Sections 

 

(i) Principal offence rule: Where a case is booked under more than one sections of the 

POCSO Act, the rule of principal offence has been used for data compilation and 

analysis. This implies that the type of offence is decided on the basis of the section of 

the law that carries greater punishment. This is also the rule followed by the NCRB. 

For example, if a case is booked under sections 4 and 6 of the POCSO Act, it has been 

counted as a case under section 6, which carries higher punishment. Similarly, a case 

booked under sections 4, 8 and 10 of the POCSO Act is counted as a case of penetrative 

sexual assault under section 4 since that carries a higher punishment.   

 

(ii) Punishment clause and not the substantive clause: For offence related data 

computation, the punishment provisions have been relied upon instead of the 

substantive provision of law that describe the nature of offence. For example, if a case 

is shown as a case under sections 5 and 6 of the POCSO, it is counted as a case under 

section 6 as section 5 describes the offence of aggravated penetrative sexual assault 

and section 6 lays down the punishment for it.   

 

While defining aggravated penetrative sexual assault under section 5 of the POCSO 

Act, the law lays down several clauses to specify the type of offences that qualify as 

aggravated penetrative sexual assault. Clause (g) of section 5 for instance, deals with 

gang penetrative sexual assault on a child (or gang rape in case of girls) and clause (m) 

deals with penetrative sexual assault on a child below the age of 12 years. Since the 

punishment for all the specific clauses under section 5 is the same as provided in 
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section 6 of the POCSO Act, the punishment clause has been considered. In such cases 

it has not been possible to carry out a detailed clause specific analysis because 

required detail is available for a miniscule number of cases and where available, 

absence of daily orders and judgement make it difficult to verify and check. 

 

III. Purpose of Hearing 

 

Variations in the Purpose of Hearing and Broad Categorisation 

 

The purpose of hearing for each stage of a case in the criminal justice proceedings has 

variations with respect to the way and manner in which it is written and mentioned on the e-

Courts portal. A few examples have been laid down hereunder: 

 

- Prosecution Evidence ς Plaintiff Evidence, Plantiff Evidence, PROSECUTION EVIDENCE 

U/S 299 CR.P.C., Petitioner Evidence, Pws, Prosecution Witness, Cross examination of 

Prosecution Witness, Evidence of I.O, Evidence After Charge 

- Charge ς Charge, CONSIDERATION ON CHARGE, Issues, Consideration of Charge (C.C), 

Hearing on C. C., Charge Order, Framing of Charges, Hearing arguments on Charge 

- Statement of Accused - Statement of Accused, 313 Cr.Pc, STATEMENT OF ACCUSED 

U/S 313 CR.P.C. 

 

Lack of standardisation in the manner in which each purpose of hearing is mentioned on the 

e-Courts portal put forth a challenge while consolidating and analysing data on number of 

hearings by purpose of hearing. For ease of reference and practical use, the purpose of 

hearings is captured through the following broad categories on the basis of available 

information: 

 

- Miscellaneous Appearance 

- Charge 

- Prosecution Evidence 

- Miscellaneous Order 

- Judgment 

- Miscellaneous Arguments 

- Statement of Accused 

- Final Arguments 

- Bail 

- Defence Evidence 

- Miscellaneous 

- Other Evidence 

- Sentence 

- Transfer 
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There are certain purposes of hearings which cannot specifically be clubbed under any specific 

category. Such hearings and can happen at any stage of a trial. For example, in order to take 

interim measures, the courts divert from the regular trial proceedings, call for appearance of 

accused, hear arguments and then pass necessary interlocutory orders. These hearings are 

categorised under the broad heading ƻŦ άMiscellaneous Appearancesέ (Appearances, 

Appearance of accused, Production of accused, Production Warrant, Presence etc.), 

άMiscellaneous Argumentsέ (Arguments, Further Arguments, Misc. Argument etc.) and 

άMiscellaneous Orderέ (Order on Application, Necessary Order, ORDER (Criminal) etc.). Other 

hearings, i.e. Admission, Admission Hearing, Summon to I.O., Consideration, Misc. cases, etc. 

are also not a specific stage of trial and do not fall under either of the headings mentioned 

above. These are categorised ŀǎ άMiscellaneousέ. 

 

States/UT-wise details of the Purpose of Hearings are provided in Annexure 1.4.  

 

IV. Judgments 

 

From a total of 19,783 cases in all the selected States/UT, 11,686 cases are pending as on the 

date when last set of data was extracted for the three States/UT.  Of the 8097 disposed cases, 

judgments are available only in 3,590 as shown in Table 1.1 that follows.  

 

Table 1.1 
No. of Judgments Available in Disposed Cases 

Assam, Delhi & Haryana Combined 
2012 to 23 April, 2020 

 
 
State / UT 

Judgment 
Available 

Judgment Not 
Available 

Total Disposed 
Cases 

Judgments Available 
in Disposed Cases (%) 

Col. A Col. B Col. C Col. D = [Col. A/ Col. 
C]*100 

Assam 1152 1554 2706 42.57 

Delhi 328 2018 2346 13.98 

Haryana 2110 935 3045 69.29 

Total 3590 4507 8097 44.34 

 

There is a vast difference in the number of judgments being uploaded on the e-Courts 

platform in different States/UTs and there is no standard practice in this regard too. Of a total 

of 2,346 cases disposed in Delhi, judgments are available on the e-Courts portal for only 328 

cases i.e. 14% of the disposed cases. In comparison, Haryana has a total of 3045 disposed 

cases, of which judgments are available for 2,110 cases i.e. 69% of the disposed cases. 

Similarly, the State of Assam has a total of 2,706 disposed cases and judgments are available 

for 1,152 cases i.e. 42% of the disposed cases. Compared to Assam and Haryana, Delhi 

appears as lagging in uploading judgments. It appears Delhi is strictly following a letter from 

the Judge in charge of the eCommittee of the Supreme Court of India dated 16 July, 2013, 

which restricts uploading of data with respect to certain cases such as sexual offences against 
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children except case number and case status. A copy of the letter is available at 

http://delhihighcourt.nic.in/posco/DAILY%20ORDERS.pdf and also pasted here for the 

benefit of readers.  

 

 
 

While non-availability of judgments is one problem, the other relates to the manner in which 

judgments are written and lack of standardised practices in this regard. Section 354 of the 

http://delhihighcourt.nic.in/posco/DAILY%20ORDERS.pdf
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CrPC lays down certain mandatory requirements for what a judgment should contain. 

However, not only do different courts follow different styles of writing judgments, a lot of 

critical information pertaining to a case is also missing. Given that in cases of sexual offences 

daily orders are not meant to be uploaded, it becomes even more pressing to ensure that 

critical information is not missed out in the judgments. 

 

V. Privacy and Confidentiality versus Judicial Data Accessibility, Transparency and 

Accountability 

 

Increasingly, in India, orders and/or judgments pertaining to cases of sexual crimes are not 

being made available on the e-Courts portal. The non-availability of relevant information 

affects the right to information of the parties in a case, making them fully dependent on their 

counsels, increasing their vulnerability to corrupt and exploitative practices. It also hampers 

bona fide research, review and social audits that are necessary for good governance.  Keeping 

in mind the fact that information with respect to a case is confidential and any information 

on a public platform revealing the identity of the victim/survivor can be detrimental to their 

rehabilitation and well-being and would be a violation of their rights, there is a need to 

identify a way to achieve the twin goals of privacy and confidentiality of victims and witnesses 

and judicial data transparency, access and accountability.  

 

In order to understand how different jurisdictions deal with the issue of confidentiality of 

information and judicial data access and accountability, the students of Macquarie University, 

Sydney ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ŀ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ I!vΥ /ŜƴǘǊŜ ŦƻǊ /ƘƛƭŘ wƛƎƘǘǎ ǘƛǘƭŜŘΣ ά.ŀƭŀƴŎƛƴƎ /ƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ 

Confidentiality and Judicial Accountability: A Cross-Country Comparison of Best Practices 

wŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ /ƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ tǊƛǾŀŎȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ǊƛƳƛƴŀƭ WǳǎǘƛŎŜ {ȅǎǘŜƳέ1. The report can be accessed from 

https://www.haqcrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/balancing-childrens-confidentiality-

and-judicial-accountability.pdf  

 

The report examines and evaluates the different approaches followed by different 

jurisdictions to protect the confidentiality of children, particularly those who have been 

victims of sexual crimes, whilst maintaining judicial data transparency and accountability. The 

cross-country comparison of policies and practices make clear ǘƘŀǘ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ŎƻƴŦƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭƛǘȅ 

and judicial transparency are not mutually exclusive. It is possible for States to maintain 

anonymity of children through simple name suppression measures which would then enable 

the release of court documents without endanƎŜǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎƘƛƭŘΩǎ ǇǊƛǾŀŎȅΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ also 

reveals that there are countries and courts where, upon taking necessary permissions, 

 
1 Kane, E., Maddison, T., Nicholas, T., and Emilia, T. .ŀƭŀƴŎƛƴƎ /ƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ 
Confidentiality and Judicial Accountability: A Cross-Country Comparison of Best tǊŀŎǘƛŎŜǎ wŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ /ƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ 
Privacy in the Criminal Justice System. LAWS4052, International Participation and Community Engagement.  
HAQ: Centre for Child Rights, New Delhi, India  and Macquarie University, Sydney, Australia. 2020. Available at: 
https://www.haqcrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/balancing-childrens-confidentiality-and-judicial-
accountability.pdf 

https://www.haqcrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/balancing-childrens-confidentiality-and-judicial-accountability.pdf
https://www.haqcrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/balancing-childrens-confidentiality-and-judicial-accountability.pdf
https://www.haqcrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/balancing-childrens-confidentiality-and-judicial-accountability.pdf
https://www.haqcrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/balancing-childrens-confidentiality-and-judicial-accountability.pdf
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researchers get access to the case information. No State does this perfectly, however an in-

depth appraisal of each makes it clear that it is possible to strike a balance between judicial 

data accessibility, transparency, accountability and protection of children.  

 

Countries which form part of the research include - Australia, Canada, Germany, Hong Kong, 

Malaysia, Nepal, New Zealand, Philippines, Singapore, South Africa, United Kingdom, United 

States.  

 

Some Best Practices Emerging from the Study 

 

Chart 1.1 represents an overview of the best practices which the States have in place.  

  

  Strong  
Non-identifying 
Features (XYZ) 

Redacting 
Names 

E-Courts Accessible 
Court 
Judgments 

Clear 
Privacy 
Legislation 

Clear 
Accessibility 
Legislation 

Clear Process 
To Access Court 
Documents 

Australia               

Canada               

Germany               

Hong Kong               

Malaysia               

Nepal               

New Zealand               

Philippines               

Singapore               

South Africa               

United Kingdom               

United States               
Green = Strong (Practices are in Place) 
Yellow = Moderate (Improvements Required) 
Red = Weak (Non-Existant or Otherwise) 

 

Countries / States that are notable in their successful balance between anonymity and access 

to information are: Australia (NSW), Singapore, Hong Kong, United States, United Kingdom. 

 

- Strong Non-Identifying Features 
 

Best Practice: United Kingdom; Australia (NSW); Philippines 

Most States examined employ some form of name suppression measures to protect the 

ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛǘȅ such as utilising initials or pseudonyms. This practice ensures that 

there is anonymity of children involved in the case, whether as victim, witness or 

perpetrator. Furthermore, when the child reaches adulthood, they can decide whether 

or not to continue with maintaining their anonymity.  This empowering feature allows 

victims of sexual crimes to take autonomy over their own lives.  
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- Redacting Names 
 

Best Practice: Australia (NSW); Malaysia; Singapore 

The majority of States have redaction mechanisms in place on a formal level, which 

ensure that private and confidential information is removed or erased from a record 

before it is shared.  {ǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ ǘƻǘŀƭ ǊŜŘŀŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ƴŀƳŜǎ are identified 

as better than those that do not.  

 

- e-Courts 
 

Best Practice: Singapore, Australia (NSW), Germany 

e-Courts present the best ability to access court judgments.  Whereas visiting courts can 

be difficult and inaccessible in certain locations, the e-Court system ensures that 

geographical location does not impact the ability to access court documents.  

 

- Accessible Court Judgments 
 

Best Practice: United Kingdom; Hong Kong 

Whilst policies and processes are important for accessing files, if in practice files cannot 

be accessed, such policies and processes become redundant. Among many States studied 

in the report, the practicability of accessing court documents has been difficult to 

ascertain, particularly due to limitation of internet searches. The States that provide 

consistently published court documents are identified as better than those that do not. 

Those States offer court judgments for predetermined relevant parties. Best practice is 

also identified where parties, when applying for court documents, can request for the 

specific aspects of the case they are seeking (such as submission of evidence, charge 

sheets, expert reports and judicial reasoning). This is permitted in Singapore through the 

Integrated Case Management System for certain lower courts.  

 

- Clear Privacy Legislation 
 

Best Practice: Australia (NSW); Nepal; Singapore 

States that have accessible and clear legislation relating to how privacy interacts with 

child sex abuse cases are identified as better than States that do not. Even where the 

legislation offers discretion (such as the Magistrate's decision with respect to ǘƘŜ ΨōŀƭŀƴŎŜ 

betǿŜŜƴ ǊƛƎƘǘ ǘƻ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƛǾŀŎȅΩύΣ ǘƘŜ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ is considered to be sufficiently 

clear. 

 

- Clear Accessibility Legislation 
 

Best Practice: Hong Kong; Canada; United States 

Determining whether or not access is to be granted regarding case records is, in some 

States, made clear through the relevant legislation. A process to access court records 




