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HIAYTT uH

"oy feam @ wfgermadt ot Treror sifdfaem, 2005 ar gRem & 8, fSraH wReor s, e smeer ofk anfefes Tga
M &, P fohadh ek FRASRIa TR Tardr ¢, ik AfSIde & T+ ufehar Y Tt 82"

] faar & afgenett o wreror sifafaaw, 2005 o aga
RETHb IUT, fARTI &<t et ht urrar (Locus
Standi) 3ik afSieee & et fAfdes ufshar

HI’ier

TRl fear & afgersi o dreror sifdfaam, 2005 (D.V. Act) ffed afgarssi et ArRen ok gremwe T8d 3
ITet Yeh WTasiter faem ¢, i 9at=a =imare™ = S. Vanitha v. The Deputy Commissioner, Bengaluru
Urban District (2020) ¥ Qeh hedTUThRl 3R HTHTISIh- 31T STIHTAT Sl G et arelT fATS I JHT 8|
59 rfAfaH & dga @18 «ft Afgen (w18 fanfed gt a1 fog-37 Wy #) St e ey # 361 8, a8 goul SR Afget
Redert g1 & e fAenrad gt &t Tepd 8, eifes Hiral P. Harsora v. Kusum Narottamdas
Harsora (2016) H GUH ehlé = "aareh gou" chl Hehtof 1 el e o fea o1 afSide & aver ar1 12 &
Jed I 81 arett ufehar e wu ¥ RAfae uepfd &t gidt & 8k a8 Cr.P.C. &l 4RT 200 & d8d Pl ATORIAR
frRrad w81 &, siar foh Shaurabh Kumar Tripathi v. Vidhi Rawal (2025) 5 @nfua frar mar g1
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aiq ffar & Afgarst &1 gearor srf¥faw, 2005 & 8T g... I - fawga RAsdwor

1. fasqd fascwor
g fgia:

01 &< GRET Ut & faqa uepfal
SfAfYw & dgd Al i U A8 & ot fafdes rfert 81 3718 9RT 18 & dgd T=eruT Jmeer (S g, Iafts, Tudh
T YUY §LITdR0T ht AehdT ), URT 19 & ded Harg Smeer (1T R H g 7 ST AT dehfcteh SITary chl aIT), 3R
4RT 20 g 22 & dgd 3i1ffes Agd g gsit1 A 8, Virginia Regina Da Silva e Lobo v. Julio Cosmo Lobo
(2008) I

02 gram =R (Shared Household) & g &7 S1fdahR

ST Afge o1 3ra= 1T R H 3§+ I YRR 31d AT § 3R 38 hael 39feI¢ AT =gl fehaT ST JepdT aifeh
Ut o1 Afereh=T g A-T9R & U 8, S. Vanitha v. The Deputy Commissioner, Bengaluru Urban District
(2020) | glaiteh, S.R. Batra v. Taruna Batra (2006) & fgid & dgd, afe guf Ay &u @ g/ &Y s efik

3 (exclusive) Tuf & 3R g8 et URaR <t Soft & 8T a7t ot 38 "Qren eR" =781 A1 51 HehdT|

03 i foharch AT fRIPRId &R TehdT & (Uraar SR &)

g of fifea afger s foheht +f Twr ufaardt & arer ren @R & g Teier 7 Eh @ (Sad fia-37 uidR +of eanfaer €), @
37TdeA & Tohdl 8, Poonam v. Vijay Kumar Jindal (2015) | 4 @l¢ = Hiral P. Harsora v. Kusum
Narottamdas Harsora (2016) ® 9RT1 2(q) ¥ "a%h g3u" (adult male) rsaf &t fAeea o f@am &; 50
gRumTEEy, Afger RedaRT (S O a1 791e) & Ik ot fReprad &<t &t 51 "ahdt 8, Varsha Kapoor v. UOI
(2010) | gTeiifeh, &RT 19(1)(b) & 31UdTE & dgd foheht Afgen ufdard! et @ &t T15 &R T ge (FAshIfd &) @t
TSI ATE1 AT ST ewdl, Smt. Saraswati Devi Soni v. Rajendra Soni (2019) |

oa ARSI & THE AR iR werd fafdes ufthar

¥RT 12 % Igd URd 3TSit Geh STURTIYeh fRIhrId -1g! 8, Sfech ATTRe Jad UTd e o iy Ueh Ferm AnTRe IUaR &l
g4fIy, 39 IR Cr.P.C. &l YRT 468 & dgd Muiikd THg-HHT <l uredl AR &l gidt, Priyank Shukla v. Yugal
Kishori Shukla (2019) | AfSIEE I TS U g & 3 el & +fiar grarg 6t ugelt IRRE aa st gidt & 8k
EA: 60 AT & ffaR ATt a1 FUeRT SR 1 U &A1 81T 8, Zeba Khan v. State of U.P. (2018) |
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aiq ffar & Afgarst &1 gearor srf¥faw, 2005 & 8T g... I - fawga RAsdwor

05 3IdRY Igd 3R 3fded & TNy i 1ferT
ARSREE o U RT 23 & dgd YehdRWT (ex-parte) SR Agd STELT SR e i guf fert g1 39k Sraran, Afoge
T YRT 12 & T TS H UfehaTeHeh =T 3R HehaH] chl Sgetd el Aeh & foIQ a1 & TeATERHAT el &S e ag dne
(amendment) &R & Fi siafifga rfet off 8, Kunapareddy @ Nookala Shanka Balaji v. Kunapareddy

Swarna Kumari (2016) |

06  3MTffen Tgd hl WAdT 3R WRUT-UIVUT Sl JHTIST

YRT 20 &h dgd &t ST arefl Mfeen T8d Cr.P.C. &l URT 125 & d8d WRUI-UIV0T & JHHIGR 3R Wd &1 39 UT & &

foTg w1 125 Cr.P.C. &Y 9% <1dt ohl A1feld AT 311aThk el 8, Rajesh Kurre v. Saftu-abai (2008) | gTilch,
Srfareardt AR &5 g1 IR Ar™Terdl et &l SISl & dgd & T8 gl ol <1 faden & 3T garte

(adjustment) @<= A1RY, Jitendra Banwakde v. Savita Banwakde (2024) |

<graTedl A 39 9 @ foRa:

07  Ydied ATATAY <hl gfBehlUT
Yafea raTerd 3 wE fohar & foh et 12 & swrfargdt uepfa & & g & sror afege &l 39 W gifde w0 @
" RIS HFH" (cognizance) @i i STaTehdl g1 Bidl, gleliich $od ~ATTerd fAfdreh UfehaT o guanT &l Ak o
foIT 4T 482 Cr.P.C. & dgd SRiaTg! &t T d TohdT 8, Shaurabh Kumar Tripathi v. Vidhi Rawal (2025) | 9%
ST, ARG GRT G UTR i & Ugel 8- AT RUlE (DIR) WR faaR e srfAard =gt 8, $iR difsa Afger
&4 a1 YeohaHT TRR St o THY UfAaTd! 3 A1 Teh gt 8 § @1 SHfHard T8l 8, A I7eh! Irst R | fafded sifdar
HISG 8, Prabha Tyagiv. Kamlesh Devi (2022) |

08 I MIATAY h fA=aTd

I Tl 4 wE fhar § o 3.t gae & dgd @dd SiSit dhael <aTflies AfSIe & THel I Tohd! g, thifett apld &
Tgl, Brundaban Patra v. Rajalaxmi Patra (2011) | 39 3{dTal, ¥RT 27 & dgd Uit oh hadt et Far
(temporary residence) @ TR TR it AT o &1 SIfARR &5 A 711 STraT €, Zeba Khan v. State of U.P.
(2018) |

09 BTl &l faahrg

giferar fAufat & agd, afs fonedt Afge o1 ufaardt o a1y eRe] dee 381 8, dt ad= # daifge dee TAT (defieh) 819 &
a1 +ff g8 gd <l e 4T & R Rafee iR arfien Wgd & foIg Sirde &R Gehd! 8, Nazia Habeeb v. Mohd
Najam Khan (2024) 1

sifaoffa &= ar Samafaar:
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aiq ffar & Afgarst &1 gearor srf¥faw, 2005 & 8T g... I - fawga RAsdwor

10 SfAfAam & uldsgaelt @y 6 D

2., yae wiasaeeft (prospective) A 1 FafU ARG YREAT SATGFhdTS ehl 3iieh o ol Srfafad ar g+ (26
JTREER, 2006) ¥ gd i geATs IR AR &R FendT 8, Afh ifafAas & ar] g+ ¥ uge I 81 geht gearsii & forg
gfdarél il &RT 31 & dgd delcieh & ¥ ITRaT a1 &fed 78l fhar ST FehdT, Criminal Petition Nos. 346 and
7978 0f 20091
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aiq ffar & Afgarst &1 gearor srf¥faw, 2005 & 8T g... IT1 - wifafs graur

11. Gifdferep U@em s e

SECTION 18, PROTECTION OF WOMEN FROM DOMESTIC VIOLENCE ACT, 2005 — PROTECTION ORDERS

g UTauT Afoie ol Hifea aafad o uer & TRETUT SM1EeT SR e i AfekT SaT & dTfch Ufdardl ot axe] fedr & el @l aed,
IGh hRIRIA TR YAl i IT ITY HUch it T ehl ST Tah |

"The Magistrate may, after giving the aggrieved person and the respondent an opportunity of being
heard and on being prima facie satisfied that domestic violence has taken place or is likely to take
place, pass a protection order in favour of the aggrieved person and prohibit the respondent from
— (a) committing any act of domestic violence; (b) aiding or abetting in the commission of acts of
domestic violence; (c) entering the place of employment of the aggrieved person or, if the person
aggrieved is a child, its school or any other place frequented by the aggrieved person; (d)
attempting to communicate in any form, whatsoever, with the aggrieved person, including
personal, oral or written or electronic or telephonic contact; (e) alienating any assets, operating
bank lockers or bank accounts used or held or enjoyed by both the parties, jointly by the aggrieved
person and the respondent or singly by the respondent, including her stridhan or any other
property held either jointly by the parties or separately by them without the leave of the
Magistrate; (f) causing violence to the dependants, other relatives or any person who give the
aggrieved person assistance from domestic violence; (g) committing any other act as specified in
the protection order." 3gd: Criminal Petition Nos. 346 and 7978 of 2009

SECTION 12, PROTECTION OF WOMEN FROM DOMESTIC VIOLENCE ACT, 2005 — APPLICATION TO MAGISTRATE

Tg oRT YIS cafa, Treror sifdanrt a1 3t ok @ fonelt o1 aafaa gRT AfSIEe & Ut Wgd & g side &= &t ufthar
3R gAaTS g Fue &l IHy-THT Sl J@ifchd St &

"(1) An aggrieved person or a Protection Officer or any other person on behalf of the aggrieved
person may present an application to the Magistrate seeking one or more reliefs under this Act:
Provided that before passing any order on such application, the Magistrate shall take into
consideration any domestic incident report received by him from the Protection Officer or the
service provider. (2) The relief sought for under sub-section (1) may include a relief for issuance of
an order for payment of compensation or damages without prejudice to the right of such person to
institute a suit for compensation or damages for the injuries caused by the acts of domestic
violence committed by the respondent... (3) Every application under sub-section (1) shall be in such
form and contain such particulars as may be prescribed or as nearly as possible thereto. (4) The
Magistrate shall fix the first date of hearing, which shall not ordinarily be beyond three days from
the date of receipt of the application by the court. (5) The Magistrate shall Endeavour to dispose of
every application made under sub-section (1) within a period of sixty days from the date of its first
hearing." 3gd: Shaurabh Kumar Tripathi v. Vidhi Rawal, Syed Abdul Tahewar v. Saira Begum
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aiq ffar & Afgarst &1 gearor srf¥faw, 2005 & 8T g... IT1 - wifafs graur

SECTION 19, PROTECTION OF WOMEN FROM DOMESTIC VIOLENCE ACT, 2005 — RESIDENCE ORDERS

g YRT Afide i difed afad & aren =R 7 38 & SR S 2811 et a1 Ufdardt ol denfctien STTaT UG & il (AGer &
gret e Sméer IR e Y srgAfa &t 81

"(1) While disposing of an application under sub-section (1) of section12, the Magistrate may, on
being satisfied that domestic violence has taken place, pass a residence order— (a) restraining the
respondent from dispossessing or in any other manner disturbing the possession of the aggrieved
person from the shared household, whether or not the respondent has a legal or equitable interest
in the shared household; (b) directing the respondent to remove himself from the shared
household; (c) restraining the respondent or any of his relatives from entering any portion of the
shared household in which the aggrieved person resides; (d) restraining the respondent from
alienating or disposing off the shared household or encumbering the same; (e) restraining the
respondent from renouncing his rights in the shared household except with the leave of the
Magistrate; or (f) directing the respondent to secure same level of alternate accommodation for the
aggrieved person as enjoyed by her in the shared household or to pay rent for the same, if the
circumstances so require: Provided that no order under clause (b) shall be passed against any
person who is a woman." 3gd: Criminal Petition Nos. 346 and 7978 of 2009, Syed Abdul Tahewar v.
Saira Begum, P. Rajkumar v. Mrs. Yoga @ Yogalakshmi, Shashi Kant v. State of U.P.

SECTION 22, PROTECTION OF WOMEN FROM DOMESTIC VIOLENCE ACT, 2005 — COMPENSATION ORDERS

g UTaYT A et fAder & <l srgafa dar ¢ fob ufdardt e feam & aror g8 =tel, Amflies drgar 3k HreHTe e Hehe &
forg difea aafeT ot gemasn ofk gaifm &1

"In addition to other reliefs as may be granted under this Act, the Magistrate may on an application
being made by the aggrieved person, pass an order directing the respondent to pay compensation
and damages for the injuries, including mental torture and emotional distress, caused by the acts of
domestic violence committed by that respondent.” 3gd: -
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aiq ffar & Afgarst &1 gearor srf¥faw, 2005 & 8T g... IT1 - wifafs graur

SECTION 27, PROTECTION OF WOMEN FROM DOMESTIC VIOLENCE ACT, 2005 — JURISDICTION

g URT I AT o &A1 MARR &F ol TRUTNT Pt & STaf difsd afa sifdfad & dgd wgd & ol sfaed arr
gohdl gl

"(1) The court of Judicial Magistrate of the first class or the Metropolitan Magistrate, as the case
may be, within the local limits of which— (a) the person aggrieved permanently or temporarily
resides or carries on business or is employed; or (b) the respondent resides or carries on business
or is employed; or (c) the cause of action has arisen, shall be the competent court to grant a
protection order and other orders under this Act and to try offences under this Act. (2) Any order
made under this Act shall be enforceable throughout India." 3gd: Shaurabh Kumar Tripathi v.
Vidhi Rawal
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JaTfeen Hee geA & are oft aren e & A
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aiq ffar & Afgarst &1 gearor srf¥faw, 2005 & 8T g... IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

IV. WWWUT 25 &9 wisd

o1 Shashi Kant v. State of U.P.

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2019-05-17 - A482/582/2009

g ATHAT Yo adifgen faare ¥ Hafdd & S8l Uit (Opposite Party No. 2) & The Protection of Women from Domestic
Violence Act, 2005 & dgd fard & fferR 3R T8d o forg smder famar am1 Feredt srarerdl 3 ufd @l uht & fag smare e &=
g1 ufd A1g 2,000 3 &1 foheran & &t s feam o, ord ufa 3 59 3= =amarera # gt & oft | gars & SRM, a1 el = smoeft
TeHfd 4 fare ot Yersr o1 (ot foram| =amarerd = uaft & GHsiid &t Tt hed gy et fear & ufd st uet &t ufd A1g
2,500 U T YA BT 3R GeheHaTSit & @ o ®U H 3,500 3T hl YehHsd A T WA AT 38 FHEId & ary et
STaTeTd] S TG ol RN e e

frofa I AR = AT foh €RT 12 3R 19 & dgd AfSikge il Aard & sméer uikd & a1 quf sifder 8, fored uf &t
ST Tt o forg simare gRAfa s a1 38k THReT foheTg a1 o7TdT™ et ol fder &A1 dw 81

“Section 12 and 19 of The Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act 2005, which are relevant for
the instant case needs to be quoted herein- below:- “12. Application to Magistrate:- (1) An aggrieved
person or a Protection Officer or any other person on behalf of the aggrieved person may present an
application to the Magistrate seeking one or more reliefs under this Act... Provided that no order under
clause (b) shall be passed against any person who is a woman.”

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2019 Ha UPHC011702042009

o2 Zeba Khan v. State of U.P.

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2018-11-14 - CRLR/3056/2017

g ATAeT T3] fgar ¥ grem sifafaaw (Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005) & d8d R Qe JTfaahl &
&f1g IfIeR & (territorial jurisdiction) ¥ Heifad g1 aTfarerdl Ut = IAQR Y Srarera # Ak gt i off, Safe afa &r as
o1 feh <ifeh T 3refie # g3 ot 3R Uit a6 38 261 oft, iy IHYR & SfeTeld ol TS 1 AR To! &1 Feredt srererd 3
STfIPR & ! Tal SEIAT AT, Afch T AR 38 WIS o [T | I ATy = W fopa fop S1fafam &6 e 27 & agd
'aggrieved person’' & TR Far & SMUR WR A S7aTeld I AfIRR & ST | T 3 AH ot G faar & forg et
SreTd ® aro St fean & arfos aredt 3 R wR SifdeR &3 97 fRar s adh|

Rrofa  ATATT A RITA hl URT 12 & dgd AfSRge i Afkral SR ufcharate gwa-wimst st J@ifed forar, o uge gaars
& fafer i feT o +fiaR oo vt SR T16 AT & iR ATt & fRueR & v & ot fafdres Ader g1

“Application to Magistrate.— (1) An aggrieved person or a Protection Officer or any other person on
behalf of the aggrieved person may present an application to the Magistrate seeking one or more reliefs
under this Act... (4) The Magistrate shall fix the first date of hearing, which shall not ordinarily be beyond
three days from the date of receipt of the application by the court. (5) The Magistrate shall endeavour to
dispose of every application made under sub-section (1) within a period of sixty days from the date of its

mn

first hearing.

VITARK ffds Rad - mu-fig 10 / 21



aiq ffar & Afgarst &1 gearor srf¥faw, 2005 & 8T g... IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

03

04

05

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2018 g UPHC011904172017

Brundaban Patra v. Rajalaxmi Patra
ORISSA HIGH COURT - 2011-05-03 - WP(C)/6102/2011

gg Al Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 & dgd Family Court & &=TfIeR & Hsfid g1 g ag =
T TR R R F dagel e 3R fasTeit-urt &t gfaer sie &1 SRIT & mar 411 Family Court = 318 &d g farsteft ofk ot
TETeT e ohT ST foa | =7 <Immery 3 98 T faha fk Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act & dgd T
a7 3R T gifaent shaet Judicial Magistrate, First Class @ SHeT & QIR i ST ¥ehdlt &, A foh Family Court 1 gTeiifch, =amT &
fea & =amarera 3 AT Sl @RS e & Formg IY 3T SR &7 aret AfSe sTaTerd § QAR e a1 fAger &

frofa  ITITGIT 3 URT 17 & dgd "R-a1fda’ (non-obstante) fFare sifder wR SR | foreh oft afgen @t s & Ra
Tfehar & ST ST I1eT TR T 9181 81 fehTetT ST WehdT, et 81 IUhT 39 8R TR <his fAfeh AT ATfeich =T 8eh 7 1|

“Section-12 of the Act provides that an aggrieved person or a protection officer or any other person on
behalf of the aggrieved person may present an application to the Magistrate seeking one or more relief
under the Act... In sub-section (1) of the said section, it is provided that notwithstanding anything
contained in any other law for the time being in force, every woman in a domestic relationship shall
have the right to reside in the shared household, whether or not she has any right, title or beneficial

interest in the same.”

ORISSA HIGH COURT - 2011 g 0DHC010131102011

P. Rajkumar v. Mrs. Yoga @ Yogalakshmi
MADRAS HIGH COURT - 2015-03-06 - CRL RC/179/2015

gg ArHe '3 fgdr (Domestic Violence Act, 2005) & Hsferd 81 gfdard! (Tet) = 3ra= df $iR 919 WR Sa <hl #iTT, gAdER 3R
TdTSAT & HRIT TG &1 el SraTerd 3 GehaRthT STeRT UTRA & §Y Uc! Sl 37Tar ol HfIHR (residence order) fear sk ufd
T £10,000 Ufd A8 *ROT-GIW0T (maintenance) & @ F&er f&am ufd 3 5 smeer &t gt & ofY, @fche o= =marera 3 gg uran fos
I U F97d | IS 319 Fed 927 g1 fohg | I=a =ararera 3 +ft ura foh eRe féan i gearsit st difad et & forg et g1 waie
grft g1 i 778 off 3R ufd & gral & @his o et U1, 3fere e} SreTerdl & SRR Tl SRR T T

frofa I AT = URT 19 & dgd Fard el Sl T sl gfe &t 3k g wWe fhar foh afSede ufdard) &t aen e @
S I G T Ah(eh ST & fheTT T ST e T FAET & Tl B

“Section 19 of the Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005, reads as follows: “Residence
orders.— (1)While disposing of an application under sub-section (1) of section 12, the Magistrate may, on
being satisfied that domestic violence has taken place, pass a residence order— ... Provided that no order

under clause (b) shall be passed against any person who is a woman.”

MADRAS HIGH COURT - 2015 Ha HCMA010492382015
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Nazia Habeeb v. Mohd Najam Khan

HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2024-11-26 - CRL.REV.P./797/2022

gg AT '] fear sifafaas (Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005) & dgd aRR d1fadr & Hefad g1
frarett srerera = aTfreTeRdt 6t a1t ot ag dga @RS & & o s ufd ofk ueht & g darfees dey T@Te 8t I €, 39frg
SfAfAgH AR 6! glan| I=7 T A 39 v ot gere feam oik wue foha o "eRe d@y’ (domestic relationship) @ 31 dhae
AT fararg de HfAd 981 81 =rarerd A Juveria Abdul Majid Patni v. Atif Igbal Mansoori & fufa 1 garett &d gY e foh St
Afger foreht off T ufdardt & aryr 'arem R (shared household) & %8t 8, ag Trem & fog smde o dahdt g1

frofa feoel Iea =amaTera 3 fAvfa fean fo amT 20 & Jga Hifees g @t carue ®u & an] fohar ST arfgy Sit foh e 125
CrPC & dgd RuT-utyur & JHfaRerd ft mrar &Y ST Gehdl! 81

“The reliefs which can be granted by the Magistrate under the Domestic Violence Act, 2005 are as
follows: ... (iv) Monetary reliefs - Section 20; ... The monetary relief as stipulated under Section 20 is
different from maintenance, which can be in addition to an order of maintenance under Section 125

CrPC or any other law.”

HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2024 Ha DLHC010440382022

S. Vanitha v. The Deputy Commissioner, Bengaluru Urban District
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2020-12-15 - 2020 INSC 701

g AT Senior Citizens Act, 2007 3fR Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 & &9 ceniia @ deifdd
&1 G g (appellant) & Ieh A9-TGR GRT R 9§ daxdel s &t i & 718, [ High Court 3 9@l 3g31@1 o1l Supreme
Court = Te fopar foh @@l T @A 'special Acts' 8, @ifch 36 Ten-gqER o fAURid @l $@r ST 91fe Q| =T = el foh 2005
Act & dgd Ueh Afger &1 'shared household' & g4 a1 31fdR 2007 Act & dgd st o 3T I AT &l fhaT ST TehdT|
ot  ohgt Tt foh &7 FT ST o IgeT o T IrTSTR R AT $iasdeh ¢ 3R Tribunals &t el & ufaeae gt o R
&d gY e Ue ST =gyl

Rrofa  Garted rATd A AT R .. Tae 1 & e Afgcsil ol AT JREf USTH 1 & | J7d1-fudr a1 aike anmient &
f&al i &1 oa o St Tae o dgd Afgelt o e B # A & IR dhl TRER) IR R xR A8 fohar ST gendr

“The object of the legislation of PWDV Act, 2005 is to provide for and recognize the rights of women to
secure h ousing and to recognize the right of a woman to reside in a matr imonial home or a shared
household... Hence the right of a woman to secure a residence order in respect of a shared household ca
nnot be defeated by the simple expedient of securing an order of eviction by adopting the summary

procedure under the Senior C itizens Act 2007.”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2020 Ha ESCRO10000582020

Hiral P. Harsora v. Kusum Narottamdas Harsora

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2016-10-06 - 2016 INSC 955
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g A 'Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005' & Section 2(q) & 'respondent’ T GiReToT it
AT dedT ehl AT & | =raTerd 3 AT foh 'adult male' 2Te& 1 Tl SifafAas & Iga & faudid 8 8k a8 Article 14 &
TG GHIT o SRR el IJeeie &hdl g1 raTerd 3 'adult male' real &t sreaefies it ehd gg v e fear arfes sifafam
1 o Gt & R et Teh St ekeg fodm axd &1 Severability 3 Rigid @l AN &ed T, STh! 4RI &l SRR @1 7471 38k T
&1, I Tea] TR TR proviso &t +ft fRed JrT W

frofa  FaTed AT A AT o aRe] Heie & Hiar fgar & forg Afgen ufderfeat st gt axg ge & sifefagd & I8 & ufdga
oT| =TT = 9R1 2(q) & 'adult male’ 2re& &t e o e arfes difsa afgan foreht off cafery (gow a1 Afgen Reder) &
e fafdes Tga A g

“The definition of 'respondent’ in s.2(q) is not based on any intelligible dijferentia having any rational
relation to the object sought to be achieved by the Act... Therefore, the words, 'adult male' before the
word 'person’ in s., 2 (q) are struck down as these words discriminate between persons similarly situated

and being contrary to the object to be achieved by the Act”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2016 Hda ESCRO10005612016

Prashat Kumar v. State of Bihar
PATNA HIGH COURT - 2025-06-23 - CR. REV./657/2024

g AT Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 & dgd SRR 3iTded R AfSEe gRT 'cognizance' forg
ST <l STt derdT § Hefd &1 arfichTenaredi A deh feam o1 fah Section 12 & dgd aRR 3mded Section 200 of the Cr.P.C. & aref
# &1 'complaint' &l 8, 3afoy 39 W ARIEE gRT cognizance a7 & Ufchar Tad &1 I =marerd 3 ol e & fofg
'Shaurabh Kumar Tripathi vs. Vidhi Rawal' & @& &d g AT fah D.V. Act & d8d 3fided Yeh complaint 81 8 3R Afsikde
HI IF TR IR &G F cognizance A7 &Y ATaThdT Ta1 &1 ISR, <RI = fraet siaTeral o smeen ot ¥g o fear ofk afoee
! FATATER Fifed SRt e gaTs e ot fder feam

frofa  Id R = TE fohaT foh 4T 12 &t i) qeer w0 @ et vepfa i &, O < ufthar @fgar (Cr.P.C.) & awr
200 & d&d frenrad &t axg darferd T8l fhar ST dehdr|

“As can be seen from the scheme of the DV Act, 2005 and in particular section 12, it is not a complaint
under Section 200 of the Cr.P .C. or Section 223 of the BNSS. ... Only after the learned Magistrate is
satisfied that a case is made out to proceed against the accused, a process is issued and cognizance is

taken.”

PATNA HIGH COURT - 2025 #id BRHC010787022024

Jitendra Banwakde v. Savita Banwakde
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2024-07-23 - CRR/409/2023

g HTAET Ufd 3R Uit o off9 RO-0iooT (maintenance) & $Ta € A & smoRifares gaRieror anfaemrstt (criminal revision
petitions) @I 1 =ATerd = WE foRaT fa Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 & dgd fear S arer
Hifeer Tga 8k Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 &t Section 125 & dgd feam mam «Ror-giwor @d= €, wifch gehT TS
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(adjustment) =a1fAek fareer UR AR &= 81 =amaTerd 3 Rajnesh v. Neha AT« & fgial ot alexrd gu el foh wRur-utor &Y
A IR 3R Sfia TR & IRd il A1eq| dGIHR, Fael! STaTad gRT ¥RUT-UINUT <ht AfA # fohy 717 THIITST o SELT i Jat
38 gy 3R ufd ol Ut g st & forg FefRa w1 s &7 a1 fder 3a gg &t anfRienrstt et fuer fvar

frofr BTG o RT3 WF fohar foh gerfyy &R 125 Cr.P.C. 3R 3.t Tae &t aRT 20 & T8 YRUT-TvoT TWds 3R
3rfafked g4 &, AAfch e YRUT-TINUT okt Aeh+t & fIT =aTaTerd ohl STehT TREIR AN (set off) T =1y

“The monetary relief granted under this section shall be adequate, fair and reasonable and consistent
with the standard of living to which the aggrieved person is accustomed. ... Section 26 of the D.V. Act
provides that any relief available Under Sections 18, 19, 20, 21 and 22 may also be sought in any legal

proceeding before a Civil Court, Family Court or Criminal Court.”

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2024 | CGHC010118572023

Priyank Shukla v. Yugal Kishori Shukla

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2019-10-24 - CRMP/691/2019

g ATHT Section 482 of CrPC & d8d SRR @h 718 Teh ATfRienT § Tafdd §, fSi9d Protection of Women from Domestic
Violence Act, 2005 & Section 12 & dgd cifed chidiaTe! aht @RS ehea chl HiTT Y 12 oY | grfRichTehdiai hl ddh AT foh 3mde SRR
A H Tk S (A7 7 @) g8 & 3R Section 468 of CrPC & dgd I8 THY-HIAT & 16 ¢ | Bxiiaie Iod raTerd 3 TWE foar
foh Section 12 & dgd R 31de <&l (penal) T8l §, afh I8 Tgd UTd dhet & foly U dem Urae &1 =Irarerd = 774 foh
Section 468 of CrPC &hdad Section 31 & dgd 3-119 STURTE R AN 81T &, 7 foh Section 12 &l sRfaTe! W1 daddR, <At &
T1feRT ot @RS & e

Rrofa  ATATTT = GEUE AT foh 4RI 12 Y SRIGIRAT haet & Agd UaH oA & fog & 3R & E8TAeh 81 6 | IRUMHEEY,
3 R &8 ufthan dfgar & agd FufRa &g «ft gwg-dfiam (limitation period) @] 78 gt

“Therefore, on a plain reading of Section 12 of the Act of 2005, it is apparent that the provisions of Section
12 of the Act 2005 are not penal in nature as it does not provide for any punishment. On the other hand,
the same are enabling provisions to decide entitlement of an aggrieved person for grant of relief...
Section 31 of the Act... is restricted to enforcement of protection order ordered under Section 18 of the
Act of 2005.”

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2019 | CGHC010092162019

Syed Abdul Tahewar v. Saira Begum
BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2016-09-21 - WP/1008/2016

gg ATHe '3 fgar (Domestic Violence) @ Tifdd g1 ufd 3 feett sared gRT ueht &t & 72 gamast ofk faarg & @@=t
(marriage expenses) @l 12 &l Fg™ o T [T (Sessions Court) & TN AT &F off| Tfd &1 deh o7 o6 S & dgd
T TR i F3ATEST i 1LY TG ol STTARR el g1 gTetifch, Sod AT = Ig e fhaT fak Protection of Women from
Domestic Violence Act, 2005 3T I8 ATETSHT hl STUeh YRET UG AT & 3R Section 20 & dgd & 718 Tgd Hifd gl 8l
RATETT = Ul & T & w1edr et faga-a Ard g ufa et arfeient et @mRst & faar SiR T <ty & JTeer eht sRER &
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frofa  dag o0 AT = WE At i sifafaas &t awr 20 ok 22 & dgd snffe wgd qur gamast @mde wearr gRfgd
T b I T AT 3R o=fieh) 1

“The Magistrate, while entertaining an application from an aggrieved person under Section 12 of the
Domestic Violence Act, can grant the following reliefs: ... 4) An aggrieved person, while filing an
application under Section 12(1) of the Domestic Violence Act, is also entitled, under Section 20 of the DV

Act, to get “monetary reliefs” to meet the expenses incurred and losses suffered...”

BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2016 Hid HCBM0360299062016

Dr. V.K. Vijayalekshmi Amma v. Bindu V.

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2009-12-02 - CRL.MC/2225/2009

Tg HTHTT Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 & dgd sidiarg! i fRRdT @ 9efad &1 amfRiepieral & dch
f&a for gen Afget &t 'Respondent’ & &Y # g4 JHfATTH & dgd g! AT ST hdT 3R 7 1 3-Ich RIATh hRiaTe! i ST Gehel g
AT 3 59 Getlel ol WIRST S T 3R gl foh Act Y emRT 2(qp) 3R ¥RT 19 & Uraer=i &t e @ e § b g afger &t off
Respondent ST ST ehdT &, e 39 Ame! o stat a1 19(1)(b) 3 d8d fAshra et sireer fieam ma g1 <amimerd = W forar
for srfafam o1 e U & SR Afger RedeRi ol G e & e 81 &Y ST Hend1 | 3ida:, ATfRiehT @ISt e & T8 |

frofa =TT A AT foh fafden ®0 & Afgen RedaRt &t ufaard) & rert & gea =161 fovar ST GerdT, Taft Ies foveg amsm
R Y g ot faenfid & (a1 19(1) (b)) a1 smeer atRa T8 fohar ST depar|

“Proviso makes it clear that no order shall be passed against any person who is a woman under clause
(b) directing the respondent to remove herself from the shared household. ... other orders are not to be
treated as orders passed under the Code of Criminal Procedure as essentially they are orders in respect of

the civil liability.”

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2009 g KLHC010169812009

Criminal Petition Nos. 346 and 7978 of 2009

HIGH COURT FOR STATE OF TELANGANA - 2009-11-13 - CRLP/346/2009

g grfeptd The Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 &t gatsadT (applicability) € 9efdd &1
gifrentehdiat 3 aeh f&am i g & gt 8193 T uge g8 faar ot uearant & fog 39 sifafaam & dga sriard! 78} <l ST denet
Flfeh T8 sl wifasaaeft (prospective) 8,  foh sfdataft (retrospective) | =T = WiaR foar foh T Rigid & R
A a9 den Afiasaceft A9 SITd g ST ek foh 38 TE w0 8 a1 sraae [fgard (necessary implication) gRT deft usra 7
& man 811 <fes 39 sifdfem & i e vraw A8 & SS9 gdelt ST 8, e 3 71 {3 a8 haa viisadef & ofk 39
JEd ShriaTe! S HeAT3T TR AT g1 81 Hehel! oIt 36ch 7 811 oht fafY (26 October, 2006) ¥ Uget Gt &t Tehr off

frofa  Ied YR 3 AT foh SifefAgd ge1 wu @ wiasgaeft 8, dfeh AafSide adam gream srasgeharsi & dey | Ige gH &
forg srfafaam ] 817 @ uget & pcdl i A H of FehdT 81
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“The above provision makes it clear that any relief available under the Domestic Violence Act, 2005 may
also be sought in any legal proceedings before the civil court, family court or criminal court... Section 18
of the Domestic Violence Act, 2005 provides that the Magistrate may, after giving the aggrieved person
and the respondent an opportunity of being heard and on being prima facie satisfied that domestic

violence has taken place or is likely to take place, may pass a protection order...”

HIGH COURT FOR STATE OF TELANGANA - 2009 Hd HBHC010259422009

Varsha Kapoor v. UOI
HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2010-06-03 - W.P.(CRL)/638/2010

g9 AT | arfRerehd! (/g AT) A Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 & dgd 30+ &t 9 36t
HRIATE! hl AT & oft| IRt ek T foh Section 2(q) & d@&d 'respondent’ 1&g @ 372 hael 'adult male person' g, 3afeg
Qaeh AfGelT i 39 A & dgd respondent g ST ST Hehdl | =TI = 39 Gellel o WIRST i §Y hal foh i bl I TR,
fear @ afgensit &t s 81 =amarera 3 fofa fean {6 proviso & 'relative' 21eg o1 g T § iR 39H Afger Reder oft enfae
&l Tondlt €1 37d:, Yk Afgel at off TR féam & Al & respondent & %4 # implead foRaT ST ThdT 81

frofa  =ATATT = ST i foh 9T 2(q) & d8d RedeR rea 1 &)t fawqga ¢, fSus ufa & Afgen Reder (98 @r9) oft anfaa
g, a9 afgemsii & Qe €. gae & a1fded gaar o g1

“An aggrieved person or a Protection Officer or any other person on behalf of the aggrieved person may
present an application to the Magistrate seeking one or more reliefs under this Act... Provided that no

order under clause (b) shall be passed against any person who is a woman.”

HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2010 Hid DLHC010648442010

Kunapareddy @ Nookala Shanka Balaji v. Kunapareddy Swarna Kumari
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2016-04-18 - 2016 INSC 323

gg A ', fgan sifdfaasm (Domestic Violence Act, 2005) & dgd aRR ITIeT & TMer &Y SiAfd 37 & e & SfdeRr &
Giferd &1 =marera = ok e fos wRe fa & amrel # afSge & urg arfae | deited & & 1Ry SR sifdenR & 81 =t =
gl foh Ufehar =ama &l TgrIeh 6, ST g1 | fE I chl TeTSil a1 JehaHaTst! chl agerdl 9 Fa- & forg e saass g, df 38
Srgfa & ST afeg) afe et <t srgafa =8t & 18, at sifafaaw o1 gt I8 fAthet 8 ehar 81 sfdd:, =raTery = rfichTend i
ST ot @RS e T SR §18 hie o TRiter i SrAfd & aret fAvfa ot a8t s

frofa  Gared rTad A Rigia @nfia frar fh .. gae & dgd IR sraeAt | afSe = gRfAd e & Iga T e
(amendment) &= & AT & FerdT 8, i A SwRfaTRal Hed wu & fAfdd uspfa & g1

“The purpose of enacting the law was to provide a remedy in the civil law for the protection of women
from being victims of domestic violence and to prevent the occurrence of domestic violence in the
society. It is for this reason, that the Scheme of the Act provides that in the first instance, the order that

'‘'would be passed by the Magistrate, on a complaint by the aggrieved person, would be of a civil nature...”
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SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2016 Hda ESCRO10001882016

Smt. Saraswati Devi Soni v. Rajendra Soni

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2019-10-24 - CRR/1332/2018

gg AT\ Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 & d8d 3R Teh AT ATfaenT (revision petition) &
T 81 aTfeRIehdt, Toh Jgg faerdT, = STRIY o foh I9eh a1 SR g 7 I9eh BR # 1ok Hal o I se@d e f&ar ofk uarfsa
foram| et srerera SR srdietar sraterd = d & faweg TRerr siéer uiRkd fohg &, Afe a1g & e =8, rilfes s & agd
afgeman & 'shared household' & dezaer g1 v T GendTl g9 ifaRer, arRieTenal gRT Section 20 & dgd #ih 7 Hifeew
Tgd (monetary relief) st @RST & @ maT FRifes a8 =R ot Y Terd™ a1 310 Tffeh JhaT ol S UHTOT U¥d A | father
1| I AT A et srareral & Fofg ot w8l sed gy anfie @mRst &= &

frofa BTG 3o NI 3 WE fohaT fah 4T 20 & d8d o1+ a1 3nfias Ied o a1 ot o= forelt a1ear & TterR A8t famam
ST GehdT| 39k SifafRa, fonedt oft afgen ufdard) ot aren ®R @ dea e 6 fafdes a8t 81

“The monetary relief granted under this section shall be adequate, fair and reasonable and consistent
with the standard of living to which the aggrieved person is accustomed. ... the applicant has not been
able to produce any incriminating evidence to show that the non-applicants acted in such a manner and

the house was vandalized by respondents...”

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2019 Ha CGHC010366892018

Poonam v. Vijay Kumar Jindal
HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA : 2015-08-21 - CRM-M/7199/2014

Tg ATHT 'Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005' & d8d ¥RUT-0190T (maintenance) ¥ 9sfad &1
gifdererdt = &rar fohar foh IT= ufdard o a1y faarg & Ta= dede & Iren == & 99y fSamn g ofk @ ufd-uett & Su d E @ 1
el 3reTerd = uget ATfuiehTehd| o aTal aht @TIRST e feam o7 3fiR I faredt oft sRuT-qtwor & forg Srome enfdrd o feam ol grerifen,
USTTe SR giaron I=a =amarer A A7 o arfeepTeral 'Domestic Violence Act' & dgd Ta 'aggrieved person' g1 =mITerd =
uraT fos Treal & e g foh 3 a1y <@ @ 9, ok 39feiw arRiaresal ot sifeifagw & aga Jgd U ot SifdepR §1 3= =amarerd = fRaett
JETeTd e TSR & ERfehTR i Y ATehTeha o &t | oy feam

frofa  IRITAT = T foRa s eifdfaam & uraer=t & siarfa &g oft afgen Sit faarg & @ e (live-in relationship) &
8 g, 38 oft "hifed sy’ AR arT 12, 19, 3R 20 & dgd e 3k anffa Agd ver 6 ST gend! &1

“An aggrieved person or a Protection Officer or any other person on behalf of the aggrieved person may
present an application to the Magistrate seeking one or more reliefs under this Act; ... Provided that no

order under clause (b) shall be passed against any person who is a woman.”

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2015 Hia PHHC010624562014

Rajesh Kurre v. Saftu-abai
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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2008-11-11 - CRMP/274/2008

Tg HTHT 'Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005' & dgd ¥RUT-0INUT (maintenance) & 31T hl derdT
T A &7 & aR F oT1 gTfIkTeRal A ek fam fR Section 20(1)(d) & d&d +RUT-UINUT 3 9T =1ATed &t Section 125 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 3t *1dT &l G3T &eAT AT | BITETE I=d =TT = ¥ o fh 'Protection of Women
from Domestic Violence Act, 2005' & dgd &I 7 Ted Wadd & 3R I8 'Code of Criminal Procedure' & dgd Iueied] 31=1
IUARI & ifaRad g1 =marerd = ag g fob fifea aafar &t Section 20 & dgd Wgd UM & foig Section 125 &t *raf @t aifaa e
Y TR T8l 8, 3R FATelt STarTeld I ST Tal UT| TGITIR, ATfciehT @RS R &f TS |

Rrofa BTG 3o AT A TE fhar foh &RT 20 & d8d U fham S areft oRT 9= &d & 3R 9k forg difsa ot amr
125 Cr.P.C. & e fafde arest ot arfaa oz &Y fafde fasmar gt 81

“Section 20 ofthe Act says that at the tune ofdlsposal ofthe application undcr sub-section fl) of Sectioii 12,
the Magistrate is competent to direct the respondent to pay monetaiy relmfto the eflfected or aggrieved
person... which shall be adequate, tair and reasonable and consistent with. the standard of Uvmg to

which the aggrieved is accustomed.”

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2008 Ha CGHC010156382008

Prabha Tyagi v. Kamlesh Devi
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2022-05-12 - 2022 INSC 563

g AT Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 (D.V. Act) & gRR 3R @ & e&fda g1 Appellant 3
SO I 3R TGRIT Ut & fREeTth e fodm o STRT @vIq &1 e St ware g o foh eRm Magjistrate & foig smasr aiRd A
Y uget Domestic Incident Report (DIR) TR faaR a1 sifard 8, ofk am exeg fian & wwar ifed afgen o ufdardt & arer g
BREEEGEIRCIECI R

frofa  Faled AT 3 g & b ARSI @t RT 12 & W8 3ded | v dd 93 9] e Rulé (DIR) R fa=R &
Sard 761 1 Afger o1 39 A1e TR A gd A fhd! oft gwa 381 uaid 81

i

aggrieved person’ means any woman who is, or has been, in a domestic relationship with the
respondent and who alleges to have been subjected to any act of domestic violence by the respondent; ...
Irrespective of whether the respondent or the aggrieved person has any right, title or interest in the
shared household.””

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2022 Ha ESCRO10004632022

Chanmuniya v. Virendra Kumar Singh Kushwaha & Anr.
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2010-10-07 - 2010 INSC 681

g ATAT RUT-TIVOT (maintenance) & grd 3R 'wife' 1eg &6l et @ Gafdd &1 3rdietehd 3 deh feam fob 3o+t ufdard & ary
Udh &8 THT deh Ufd-Ucdl & U § Ygard fhar g, safeig ag Section 125 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 & dgd
RUT-UIYUT I §ehaR g | I R = T8 hgd §Y aldT @RS & fear o1 foh farg & forg simasaes st siiaenResard ot &l g3
off|
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frofa  Gared AT A AT o 3. Tae amifoie €9 € uRad=ar & 7R I fora-3= Sitel ol faarg & a9 QRen ueH
&, oad afger snffe g fifeen wgal & fag gem 21

“Most significantly, the Act gives a very wide interpretation to the term 'domestic relationship' as to take
it 0 outside the confines of a marital relatrOrlship, and even includes live-in relationships in the nature
of marriage... Therefore, women in live-in relationships are also entitled to all the reliefs given in the said

Act.”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2010 Hid ESCRO10001542010

Mahafujur Rahaman v. State of U.P.
ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2018-09-12 - CRLR/2470/2018

gg "\ Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 & dgd TSIRT =T (maintenance) &l agett € Tefda
21 afd 3 el sreTerd gRT TSIRT =1 T g & fog SR aeft are sfik sidiet @iRer g1 & smmeer ot ATt & off | ufd o ads o
fa Section 125 of the Cr.P.C. & d8d e ay el HHT AN 811 ATfey 3R Uall & 1= §T THSIA oh HRUT his SehrT AT A Tl
&1 =araTerT 3 gg W fohar foh Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 & dgd faQ 73 3mesn T Uad=
(enforcement) fasier =g & s=1q 79 fRoHt 3R Act & Uraem=l gRT AT g1a1 §, 7 foh dhaet Cr.P.C. &Y diamsit gry, ofik ufd &t
Tefterl ot @RS o feal

frofa =TT 3 TE e fé .. gae U T dfedn 81 41 20 3R W 6 & dgd wRur-uior & 3meeit & vad fafre
w0 § @ ot grr fifYafaa 8 ofik 39 R Cr.P.C. &Y 9RT 125 & J&d SenraT agel! 6l Ueh a8 dhl G99 -HHT1 a1 781 gidl|

“Rule-6. Application to the Magistrate: (1) Every application of the aggrieved person under Section 12
shall be in Form II or as nearly as possible thereto. ... (5) The applications under Section 12 shall be dealt

with and the orders enforced in the same manner laid down under Section 125 of the Code of Criminal

Procedure, 1973 (2 of 1974).""

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2018 Hd UPHC011475252018

Dr. Prakash Vinayak Joshi v. State of Maharashtra
BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2009-07-18 - WP/2102/2008

Ig A\ 'Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005' (PWDVA) & dgd aRR 311de- 6l 'maintainability’ @
G g1 anfeRreRar (ufe) = e fea 3 dfn srfda feam & geaTd 26 SragaR 2006 i IfAfam ar aiF ¥ us gs off, sy
ST & Urae™ 9 WR ARL 8] 814 A1fe | ufd &l she1 T fon a8 Sifafae chaa wiidsaaett (prospective) & SR gderd
(retrospective) &9 & AN &l fohaT ST GehdT| I=d AT & PWDVA & 38241 3R 38k dgd e aret aRes IT=R (civil
remedies) I STia Y| AT = TE foha foh Sifafaw o Igea Afgerrsit el e fdar & gt TRerr e & ¢ 3R I8 dhae
ufeharctes g1 dfeth ¢ ifAPR 3R erder off RuflRa ew=ar g1 sida:, =™ 3 sifafag i yaisaar & Rigial R foear 3 iR
fomam
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frofa I AT = FRoT fea foh srfafam ar 819 @ Uget & el o STYR UR acHT | FR&T 11T (URT 18) UTRd ehel
Tt aRE ¥ AU 1 31 o g TR hl dTchoreh LRl IR T & & forg urifiies e g1

“The prima facie satisfaction contemplated by Section 18 which is req uired to be recorded by the
learned magistrate can be on the basis o f acts of domestic violence committed prior to coming into force
of the said Act Rma wp2101-08.sxw 22 of 2005. ... If respondent is punished for breach of such protection
orders, he will be punished...”

BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2009 Fd HCBM010331842008

23 S.R. Batra v. Taruna Batra
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2006-12-15 - 2006 INSC 1026

Tg ATAT 'shared household' &t gk 3R Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 & dgd Uah
faanfea afge & Tyt & B+ & YR @ d&fda g1 =marer 3 e fRar foh g Afge @1 sru= darfee o § @ 1 SIfYeR dhae
3o afay & R 8 Teha 8, 7 foh 3T T9-TR & a1 afe Tuf gft ave @ a9 Y @ ofk g uRar Y i &, 9
'shared household' &l AT ST TerdT | =TATAT = gl foh BT T Ie.T THIS H SRISTehdl UaT T A8l & 3R Section 2(s) &
e faderyut g+t Afey | Sidd:, =T 3 Srdie dl TR e §U Uil & aral ol @it o o atfen ag dufx ufa &t =8 ot

frofa  Tared <RI = AT foh &RT 2(s) & d8d '91s1 8RR # thad gg! 8 A & St a7 af gfd & @i 7 &, a1 39 gRT
feRTq R foram e g, a1 Tga uRaR & gt foident ufd Tew gt 9 i [sf s ufxy et |rei =R T8 /141 ST GehdT

“As regards Section 17(1) of the Act, the wife is only entitled to claim a right to- residence in a shared
household, and a 'shared household' would only mean the house belonging to or taken on rent by the
husband, or F the house which belongs to the joint family of which the husband is a member.”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2006 Hida ESCRO10002442006

24 Shaurabh Kumar Tripathi v. Vidhi Rawal
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2025-05-18 - 2025 INSC 734

39 A | 7%= U g o1 fh @1 High Court Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 &t &RT 12 & d&d
[ o TS FHRIATE! i TE A & forg CrPC &Y aRT 482 I1 BNSS ahl &RT 528 & dgd S1u-T siafifga it et Iuai o Tehdt 81
=maTerd A fFaffRa frar fs gefd DV Act & dgd srfaret Uepfd & ge wu € f3fde 8, fhe ot Magistrate & awer difd g7
FrRIATgl i g I o ferg High Court & Uiy 9T 482 CrPC a1 9T 528 BNSS & dgd 1R &3 &1 died =armed = High
Court & 39 gfeehTor sl @RS  fear o Tt wrfard T8 w16l i ST Fehdll, SR AW &t g: foaR & ferg High Court @t amow
&1 e

Rrofa  Gared AT A e & foh arT 12 <t ufchar gera: ffaa sifdeRt di e e arer fafdes @9 81 39 smded &t

STORTTYeh fRIehTard & ST J1HT ST A1fe g | gTerifeh fafden ufehar & geudi &l At & forg S=a =amaTerd & Uy Sfafifgd g
e ol rferrat rfed &
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“Therefore, an application under Section 12 of the DV Act, 2005, cannot be equated with a complaint
within the meaning of Section 200 of the Cr.P.C. ... At the same time, it cannot be disputed that these

proceedings are predominantly of civil nature.”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2025 Hia ESCRO10002102025

25 Virginia Regina Da Silva e Lobo v. Julio Cosmo Lobo
BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2008-08-26 - WPCR/22/2008

Tg AT Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 & dgd &TaR Uk 3TTde ohl fAerefl Srered gRT @Tist fhy
S & HefAd g1 Fae sTered 3R 93 <aTerd A 39 SR W Iifder @iRe ax & ot fh Protection Officer gRT vgd Ruté &
HfAT TR ST <t TeaT a1 fawga faaxor, fafd a1 @ 78t o1 I=a =marera 3 59 gfiur st e il TeT & faudta A
IraTery = e ot foh ag rfafs g shedmureit sl & 3R Magistrate et dehriichl ZfedT o SMUR WR 3Mde @IS e &
TSI, T S el ol ST # 1@ §Y 8d & 3 ol TATH ST ATy |

fProfa  Sag Iod AT = ¥ fohar fos ST gae difsa afgarsit sl gram & fog gor sedmurer faem 81 AfSige @l aahidh!
foreromt a1 R & @t & sneuR R 3mded &t gifAc 0 & @RS 81 et A1igu|

“Section 12, sub-section(1) of the Act provides that an aggrieved person or a Protection Officer or any
other person on behalf of the aggrieved person may present an application to the Magistrate seeking one
or more reliefs under this Act... Magistrate shall take into consideration any domestic incident report

received by him from the Protection Officer or the service provider.”

BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2008 Hd HCBM050010442008

AT HTOT

g AT Vitark Al gRT 9rasi-ier ®9 4 Iuetsy fHofaf 3iik Suziirendt o U8t & SR IR dOR fhar a1 1 I8 chaet Ra< grdT & fog & sik
ST Teng (legal advice) =18t g1 frelt off filing, opinion, T correspondence & IUTRT &z & ugat A+t case citations, holdings iR
quotations @t g fAUfa (source judgment) & g W= ¥4 T T fohar ST 12T
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