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Bail Conditions in Rape Cases :When Courts Blur Justice and
Social Norms

Context

Indian courts have, in several cases, imposed bail conditions requiring the accused to marry
the survivor. This approach raises serious legal and ethical concerns, including:

Violation of survivor's autonomy and dignity under Article 21 of the Constitution.
Risk of coercion and manipulation, as the accused may exploit marriage to evade legal
consequences.
State’s failure in providing rehabilitation and support, shifting the burden onto survivors.
Interference with the trial process, affecting the survivor’s ability to testify freely.

Recent Cases Reflecting This Trend

Atul Gautam vs State of Uttar Pradesh (2025) – The Allahabad High Court granted bail1.
to a rape accused on the condition that he marries the survivor under the Special
Marriage Act and deposits ₹5 lakh.
Abhishek vs State of Uttar Pradesh (2024) – Bail was granted with the condition that the2.
accused marries the survivor and takes responsibility for their child.
Ramashankar vs State of Uttar Pradesh (2022) – Set a precedent for marriage-based3.
bail conditions, which courts have since followed.

Supreme Court’s Stand on Bail Conditions

1. Prohibiting Contact Between Accused and Survivor

Aparna Bhat vs State of Madhya Pradesh (2021) – Bail conditions must not require
survivor-accused contact, as this risks secondary trauma.

2. Rejecting Gender Stereotypes

Courts must not impose patriarchal notions that treat marriage as a remedy for sexual
violence.

3. Legal Limits on Bail Conditions

Section 437(3)(c) of the CrPC, 1973 allows bail conditions only in the interest of
justice, not to force social solutions.



Impact on Survivors

1. Violation of Rights and Autonomy

A survivor cannot be forced into marriage with the accused. Such conditions undermine
her dignity and agency.

2. Risk of Manipulation and Abuse

Accused persons may exploit marriage to secure bail, pressure survivors to withdraw
cases, or continue abuse within marriage.

3. State’s Failure in Supporting Survivors

Re: Right to Privacy of Adolescents (2024) – The Supreme Court ruled that the state
must provide financial aid, shelter, and counseling to survivors.
Without proper support, survivors may be forced into dependence on their
perpetrators.

Legal and Ethical Concerns

1. Bail Hearings Should Not Prejudge the Case

Bail does not determine guilt, yet marriage conditions alter legal relationships before
trial.

2. Potential Bias in Sentencing

If a court facilitates marriage, it may hesitate to convict the accused, compromising
justice.

3. Constitutional Violation

Such conditions violate Article 21 (Right to Dignity) and Article 14 (Right to Equality).

Conclusion: A Survivor-Centric Approach is Necessary

Indian courts must ensure that bail conditions do not compromise survivors’ rights.

Way Forward

Strengthen Legal Protections – Bail conditions must align with constitutional and1.
gender-sensitive principles.
Enhance State Support – Provide rehabilitation, financial aid, shelter, and legal2.
assistance.
Ensure Judicial Integrity – Courts must focus on justice, not societal pressure.3.

Justice should not normalize coercion. It must prioritize survivor dignity, autonomy, and



fairness in the legal process.


