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On an ordinary afternoon in North Delhi,
17-year-old ‘K’ sat in a small room at the
Place of Safety, facing a psychologist. He
had been apprehended for his involvement
in an altercation with a friend that
spiraled into murder. Until then, his
world consisted of severe drug abuse,
social media, and a group of friends, with
little parental oversight. Now the legal
system required him to explain whether
he understood the consequences of his
actions, a determination that would
decide if he stayed in the juvenile system
or faced transfer to an adult trial, and
potentially to an adult prison after
turning 21 if found guilty.

(based on a conversation with a child in

conflict with the law whose case has been

e . ongoing for almost 3 years in one of the
i3 Children’s Courts in Delhi)

Instances of this nature are routine for children between 16-18 years of age, who are
accused of committing a heinous offence [lunder the Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection
of Children) Act, 2015 (J] Act 2015) and are required to undergo a mandatory Preliminary
Assessment (PA) process under S.15 of the JJ Act 2015 to determine whether they should be
tried as adults.

[1] S. 2(33) of the JJ Act 2015 - “heinous offences” includes the offences for which the minimum punishment under the
Indian Penal Code or any other law for the time being in force is imprisonment for seven years or more.




Introduction

What is Preliminary Assessment (PA)?

A PA requires the Juvenile Justice Board (JJB) to assess a child’s physical and mental
capacity, ability to understand the consequences of the alleged offence, and the
circumstances surrounding the incident to decide whether a child should be treated as a
child or be transferred to the adult justice system. The foundational premise of juvenile
justice is that children, being in their formative years, are developmentally distinct from
adults. Consequently, offending behaviour during adolescence is often a product of
immaturity, vulnerability to environmental influences and reduced parental supervision,
rather than entrenched criminality.

Why was Preliminary Assessment introduced?

The 2012 Delhi gang-rape case, where one accused was a minor, led to public outrage
regarding the “lenience” of sentences for children under the Juvenile Justice Act, 2000. In
response, the J] Act, 2015 was enacted introducing a procedure called preliminary
assessment (PA), which allowed for circumstances in which 16-18 year olds accused of
heinous offences could be tried and punished as adults. The provision for PA was
introduced as a narrow exception to the general principle of treating all child accused
within the juvenile justice system as children, and was intended to be exercised with the
utmost caution and responsibility. Its purpose was to ensure that only in truly exceptional
circumstances are children to be transferred to the adult justice system to be tried as
adults.




Purpose and Methodology of This Study

The JJ Act prescribes four mandatory conditions for a transfer of the child to the Children’s
Court, aimed at comprehensively assessing the child’s mental and physical capacity,
circumstances, and awareness of the consequences of the alleged offence. These conditions
are designed to enable a holistic understanding of the child before taking the grave step of
subjecting them to the adult criminal justice system. A decade has now passed since this
provision was introduced, making it an appropriate and necessary moment to critically
examine the exercise of conducting PA in practice, to understand the nature, depth, and
rigour with which they are being conducted.

The objective of this publication is to:

1. Clarify the purpose and legal standards of PA under the JJ Act 2015;
2.Examine PA orders and reports against statutory and jurisprudential requirements;
3.Identify gaps in understanding, process, and safeguards.

2.1. Analysis of Preliminary Analysis Reports:

During our engagement with the juvenile justice system in Delhi, and while representing
children in conflict with the law (CCLs) before JJBs and Children’s Courts, iProbono India
observed widespread uncertainty about PA and how it aligns with statutory provisions and
judicial precedents. To understand the nature of this issue, we reviewed 23 PA reports and
18 orders in the cases of children we represent to assess their compliance with:

(a) The mandatory requirements under Section 15 of the JJ Act, 2015, both as per statute
and their subsequent judicial clarifications, namely:

Physical capacity

Mental capacity

« Circumstances in which the child allegedly committed the offence
Ability to understand the consequences

L]

Note: *Please note that all these four factors have to be considered cumulatively before
transferring a CCL to the Children’s Court. Absence and non-compliance of even one of them
vitiates the entire PA process.

(b) The time taken to conduct such assessments; and
(c) The nature of orders passed thereafter.
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“The report of the preliminary assessment decides the germane question of

transferring the case of a child between 16 to 18 years of age to the Children’s

Court. This evaluation of ‘mental capacity and ability to understand the
consequences’ of the child in conflict with law can, in no way, be relegated to the
status of a perfunctory and a routine task. The process of taking a decision on
which the fate of the child in conflict with law precariously rests, should not be
taken without conducting a meticulous psychological evaluation.”

Barun Chandra Thakur v. Bholu [2]

WHAT IT MEANS FOR CHILDREN

66

“I was 17 when I was apprehended. I was told that if I go for the required
counselling session, a report would be prepared and submitted to the Board after
which my case will be closed in two days. I trusted the ma’am there who asked me
to write my statement on a laptop. I did as I was told but my case went to the
Sessions Court instead. It has been 10 years since and the trial has not been
completed. I am married now, working to take care of my family but my case and
the uncertainty of its outcome makes me hopeless.”

CCLSP

[2] 2022 SCC OnLine SC 870




Thematic Area

Physical Capacity

Mental Capacity

Circumstances in
Which the Child
Allegedly
Committed the
Offence

Indicator
Code

M-2

Compliance Indicator (What the PA Report Must
Demonstrate)

Offence-specific assessment of the child’s physical
capacity, including functional bodily abilities (such as
locomotor and gross motor functions), rather than
presumptions based on age, appearance, or offence gravity.

A reasoned nexus between the physical mechanics of the
alleged offence (nature, duration, and physical demands)
and the child’s actual bodily ability to plausibly perform
the act.

Assessment of the child’s real-world decision-making
ability in the context in which the alleged offence
occurred, as distinct from abstract knowledge of right and
wrong.

Consideration of the child’s judgment, impulse control,
and emotional regulation at the time of the alleged
offence.

Analysis of relevant psychosocial and mental-health
factors (such as substance use, trauma, neglect, peer
influence, or neurodevelopmental conditions) and their
nexus with the child’s conduct.

Identification and analysis of social and environmental
factors (such as enmity, poverty, peer influence, substance
abuse, or adverse life events) that may have contributed to
the alleged offence.

Consideration of individual-level factors (such as greed,
material inducement, coercion, or desire to support family
or friends) operating at the time of the alleged offence.

Holistic and independent assessment of circumstances
based on material beyond the child’s extra-judicial
confession, including cumulative and longitudinal life
context.




Thematic Area

Ability to
Understand the
Consequences of
the Offence

Indicator
Code

U-1

U-2

Compliance Indicator (What the PA Report Must
Demonstrate)

Assessment of the child’s understanding of social
consequences, including the risk of labelling, stigma, and
social exclusion, in both the immediate and long term.

Assessment of the child’s understanding of interpersonal
consequences, including impact on relationships, trust,
affection, and respect within family and peer networks.

Assessment of the child’s understanding of legal
consequences, including awareness of applicable laws and
the seriousness of potential punitive and future legal

outcomes.




CHAPTER 1

Ingredients of Preliminary Assessment

—

—_

Age criterion (16-18 years): Children between 16-18 years (Rule 10 A).

Heinous offence requirement: PA is permissible only where the alleged offence is
“heinous”, defined as one carrying a minimum punishment of seven years or more.
The Supreme Court has clarified that offences with no minimum sentence, or a
minimum sentence of less than seven years (even if the maximum exceeds seven
years), are to be treated as serious offences, thereby excluding them from PA. [3]
This definition has also been added in the JJ Act 2015 through amendment. (4]

Time limit under Section 14(3): The JJ Act prescribes that PA should ordinarily be
completed within three months from the child’s first production before the JJB, as the
inquiry focuses on the child’s mental and cognitive state at the time of the offence.
While the time period under Section 14 has been held to be directory, not mandatory,
extendable with reasons to be recorded in writing by the Magistrate [s], it has also
been held by several Courts that a retrospective assessment after a significant lapse of
time of the CCL’s capacity as on the date of offence becomes a farce and meaningless
exercise. [©]

1.1. Documents considered for PA

Name of the Contents of the
S.no Prepared by whom
document document
It provides an overview of
the child’s famil
Prepared by a Child ¢ chrids fami Y
) background, habits,
Wellfare Police Officer

ti infl
Social Background (CWPO) [7], this education, peer influences,

family hist f addicti
' Report (SBR) document is submitted at D orory Ot addiction
the time of first production

of the child before the JJB.

or crime, reasons for school
drop-out, and
circumstances of

apprehension.

[3] Shilpa Mittal v. State of NCT of Delhi (2020) 2 SCC 787

[4] Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection) Amendment Act, 2021
[5] Child in Conflict with Law v. State of Karnataka, 2024 SCC OnLine SC 798

[6] Thirumoorthy v. State Represented by Inspector of Police (paras 47-48), Rajkumar v. State, 2023 SCC OnLine Mad 50

[7] Rule 2(xvi) in the prescribed Form 1 of the J] Model Rules 201




Name of the

S.no
document

Social Investigation
Report (SIR)

PMDAR (Physical,
3 Mental and Drug
Assessment Report)

Preliminary
4 Assessment Report
(PA Report)

Prepared by whom

Probation officer or
social worker.

Psychologists
attached to the
Observation Home or

Child Care Institution.

Psychologists
attached to the
Observation Home or

Child Care Institution.

[8] Rule 2(xvii) and in the prescribed Form 6 of the J] Model Rules 2016

Contents of the document

An SIR offers a deeper, holistic
assessment of the child’s socio-
economic, psychological and
environmental circumstances [8]. It
covers family structure and values,
living conditions, education, health,
peer relationships, history of abuse,
neighbourhood influences, and
emotional and intellectual
development, and concludes with
analysis and rehabilitation
recommendations.

In some jurisdictions including Delhi,
an additional PMDAR is prepared
which documents socio-demographic
details, family and legal history,
substance use, educational and
occupational issues, mental status,
vulnerabilities, and protective factors.
It may include screening tools like the
Mini-Mental State Examination
(MMSE) and propose intervention
plans such as counselling or
psychiatric support.

In some jurisdictions including Delhi,
a PA Report is prepared which
analyses the four factors and often
uses psychological tests like the
Standard Progressive Matrices (SPM)
used to gauge the child’s intelligence
and abstract reasoning and also the
Juvenile Adjudicative Competence
Interview (JACI) to measure a child’s
factual understanding of the legal
system, rational decision-making
skills, and appreciation of their
situation.




S.no Name of the Prepared by whom Contents of the document

document

L . The JJB may also consider certain
Limited prosecution .
. L prosecution documents solely to

documents: FIR or Filed by the Investigating
L understand the alleged

DD entry, statements  officer within two months )
circumstances of the offence.

5 of victims or of the child’s first .
. . However, such material must not
witnesses and the production before the JJB. . . .
) influence findings on guilt, and
chargesheet, if (9] .
) greater weight should be placed
available.

on the SIR than to police records.

1.2. Determinants of Preliminary Assessment

S. 15 mandates a composite and cumulative evaluation of four factors:

1. Physical capacity: Physical capacity concerns the child’s physical ability to commit the
alleged offence in the manner claimed.

2.Mental capacity: Mental capacity concerns the child’s ability to make social decisions
and exercise judgment within the context of the alleged offence.

3.Circumstances in which the alleged offence was committed: Circumstances can have
two aspects: circumstances of the crime (momentary heat of passion; provocation;
instigation by an adult accomplices, etc.); and circumstances of the child (troubled
childhood; past trauma or abuse; schooling and education; extreme poverty;
love/infatuation, etc.).

4.Ability to understand consequences: This factor relates to the child’s understanding of
the social, legal and long-term consequences of the alleged act, including its impact on
the victim, the child, their families and society. Courts have cautioned against
conflating this inquiry with mental capacity.

*Assistance of experts: While the proviso to S. 15 says that the JJB may seek assistance
from psychologists, psycho-social workers or other child specialists, expert opinions are
valuable but not binding; the JJB must critically evaluate them and provide a reasoned
decision. 9]

*Explanation: It has been clarified that preliminary assessment is not a trial.

None of the four factors mentioned above are dispensable or alternative.™! Guidance
Notes have been issued by NIMHANS to aid psychologists and other experts and
institutions to make a comprehensive inquiry [u] at the time of Preliminary Assessment.

As per direction of the Supreme Court in Barun Chandra Thakur [2], guidelines have also
been issued by the NCPCR to introduce standardisation of tools and procedures to be
utilised for the assessment in consonance with the principles of the J] Act. [13]

[9] Rule 10(5) and (6) of the JJ Rules 2016

[10] Pradeep Kumar v. State Nct Of Delhi 2019 SCC OnLine Del 8251

[11] Mumtaz Ahmed Nasir Khan v State of Bombay and Anr CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 1153 of 2018
[12] https://nimhanschildprotect.in/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/CICL-Assessment-Guidance-Notes.pdf
[13] 2022 SCC OnLine SC 870

[14] https://ncper.gov.in/public/uploads/16813797786437d1cabeaza guidelines-for-conducting-preliminary-assessment.pdf



https://nimhanschildprotect.in/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/CICL-Assessment-Guidance-Notes.pdf
https://ncpcr.gov.in/public/uploads/16813797786437d1c2bea2a_guidelines-for-conducting-preliminary-assessment.pdf
https://ncpcr.gov.in/public/uploads/16813797786437d1c2bea2a_guidelines-for-conducting-preliminary-assessment.pdf

1.3. What do the Judgments and guidelines say?

Mental and Physical ability of the child to commit the alleged offence:

o “Children and adolescents tend to seek immediate gratification, have a limited
ability to appreciate long-term consequences, and are more influenced by
emotional and social factors than by reason; although they may understand risks
intellectually, they are more likely than adults to engage in risky behaviour due
to emotional impulsivity and peer influence.” - Barun Chandra Thakur v.
Bholu, 2022 SCC OnLine SC 870

« “Although adolescents are not childlike, they are less competent decision-
makers than adults. By around age sixteen, their reasoning and understanding
approach adult levels, but they are less able to apply these capacities to real-
world decisions. This is largely because emotional and psychosocial
development lags behind cognitive maturation.” - Mumtaz Ahmed Nasir Khan
v State of Bombay and Anr

« “Emotional Intelligence Quotient (EQ) refers to the ability to understand,
manage, and use emotions positively, including relieving stress, communicating
effectively, empathizing with others, overcoming challenges, and resolving
conflict. While Intelligence Quotient (IQ) measures logical reasoning and
problem-solving ability, EQ reflects emotional understanding and regulation.
Poor EQ is associated with crime and unethical behaviour. Although family and
environmental factors play a role, poor emotional skills remain a common
underlying risk. EQ may be viewed as the product of wisdom and cognitive
ability, expressed as EQ = W x 1Q.” - Juvenile v. State of UP and Another
(Criminal Revision No.-3690 of 2025)

 “Physical capacity refers to a child’s locomotor abilities, particularly gross motor
functions such as walking, running, lifting, and throwing, which are relevant to
engaging in activities that may bring children into conflict with the law.” -
NCPCR Guidelines on PA

« “Mental capacity refers to a child’s ability to make social decisions and
judgments, reflecting executive functioning within the social context in which
an offence occurs. Assessment of mental capacity draws on mental health and
psychosocial factors, including substance abuse, life-skills deficits, neglect or
inadequate supervision, poor role models, experiences of abuse or trauma, and
the presence of mental health disorders or neurodevelopmental disabilities such
as ADHD or intellectual disability.” - NCPCR Guidelines on PA




The ability to understand the consequences of the offence:

+ “The expression “ability to understand the consequences of the offence” in Section 15 is
used in the plural, indicating that it extends beyond the immediate outcome of the act and
encompasses the wide-ranging and long-term consequences affecting not only the victim
but also the child, their respective families, and the child’s own psychological well-being,
including future repercussions.” - Barun Chandra Thakur v. Bholu, 2022 SCC OnLine SC
870

« “According to Elizabeth S. Scott et al., teenagers are significantly more susceptible to peer
influence than adults, tend to focus on immediate rather than long-term consequences, and
exhibit greater impulsivity and mood fluctuations. They are therefore more inclined to take
risks and less adept at balancing risks and rewards. Additionally, adolescence is marked by
a fluid and unformed personal identity, as individuals separate from parental influence,
experiment, often in risky ways, and struggle to define who they are.” - Mumtaz Ahmed
Nasir Khan v State of Bombay and Anr

« “The child’s knowledge and understanding of consequences include awareness of social
consequences (how others may perceive the behaviour, leading to labelling or
stigmatization), interpersonal consequences (the impact on relationships, including loss of
trust, affection, and respect from family and friends), and legal consequences
(understanding relevant laws and the serious punitive outcomes that may result from
violations such as sexual offences, robbery, or other crimes). - NCPCR Guidelines on PA

The circumstances in which the child allegedly committed the offence:

« “Assessment of the circumstances in which an offence is alleged to have been committed
involves consideration of multiple factors, as crimes may arise from varied causes such as
enmity, poverty, greed, coercion, threats to life or property, material inducements, mental
perversity, stress or depression, peer influence, or a desire to help family or friends. These
diverse factors collectively constitute the circumstances leading to the commission of the
offence and must be evaluated holistically.” - Barun Chandra Thakur v. Bholu, 2022 SCC
OnlLine SC 870

« “The order must refer to the circumstances which led to the commission of offence and
there must be an active consideration of the fact whether the child was driven to commit
the offence because of the conduct of the victim.” - Durga Meena v. State of Rajasthan,
2019 SCC OnLine Raj 3839

« “Psychosocial vulnerabilities, such as adverse life events and mental health problems
arising from family, school, peer relationships, trauma or abuse, and substance use, form an
essential part of assessing the circumstances of an offence. These circumstances are not
limited to the immediate events preceding the offence but reflect a cumulative outcome of
multiple, long-standing factors operating over the child’s life, often since early childhood.
Accordingly, the assessment must adopt a longitudinal rather than a purely cross-sectional
perspective of the circumstances leading to the offence.” - NCPCR Guidelines on PA




Compliance of each PA in the light of the mandatory

parametres
Phys1c.al Mental Capacity Clr.cumstanc.es n Ability to understand
Capacity to . which the child
Parametres ) to commit the . the consequences of
commit the allegedly committed
offence the offence
offence the offence
CCL ‘Adil’
(15.03.2025) v X X X
CCL ‘Farhan’
(15.03.2025) v X X X
CCL ‘Anshu’
v X X X
(11.04.2022)
CCL ‘Gopal’
g v X X X
(13.07.2016)
CCL ‘Kamal’
v X X X
(04.11.2016)
CCL ‘Kartik’
(05.01.2022) v X X X
CCL ‘Rudra’
(31.03.2023) v X X X
CCL ‘KMA’
v X X X
(19.05.2022)
CCL ‘KRish’
v X X X
(27.03.2023)
CCL ‘Pritam’
v X X X
(04.04.2022)
CCL ‘ROmeo’
(19.07.2025) v X X X
CCL ‘SKM’
(15.03.2022) v X X X
CCL ‘Mehtab’ v X X X

CCL ‘Suraj’ v X X X




CCL Vishnu’
(Sept 2022)

CCL ‘Romeo’
(17.11.2025)

CCL ‘Raju’
(07.08.2018)

CCL ‘Vishal’
(29.09.2021)

CCL Karan v % v v

(15.01.2026)

CCL Vanshat v v v Vv

(16.01.2026)

CCL Ishmeet v v v v

(17.01.2026)

CCL Rajneesh v v v v

(16.01.2026)

CCL Vipin v v v Vv

(27.09.2025)
| Mental capacity cannot be inferred solely from the absence of a mental/intellectual
disorder or expression of guilt.

| Circumstances of the offence cannot be inferred from the child’s extra-judicial
confession.

| Ability to understand the consequences cannot solely be inferred from the child’s
alleged actions during/after the offence has taken place.




CHAPTER 2

Caveats Governing Preliminary Assessment

In addition to the statutory ingredients of PA, the JJB must remain guided by the general
principles under Section 3 of the JJ Act, 2015.

2.1. Presumption of innocence

The presumption of innocence is a core human right expressly incorporated in the JJ Act
and Juvenile Justice (Care And Protection Of Children) Model Rules, 2016 (4] (J] Model

Rules 2016). Courts have cautioned against assessments premised on assumed guilt,

reliance on self-incriminatory disclosures, or descriptions in SIRs/SBRs portraying the child
as manipulative or remorseless. Such practices violate Article 20(3) and vitiate PA. (5] High
Courts have held that eliciting extra-judicial confessions through SIRs is unconstitutional, 6]
and lack of remorse cannot justify transfer to the Children’s Court.

2.2. Principle of participation

The JJB is duty-bound to ensure informed participation of the child and guardian at every
stage (17]. Moreover, ]J] Model Rules 2016 require a reasoned order for adult trial to be
supplied to the child 8], and mandatory disclosure of prosecution documents relied upon
for PAol. Denial of such material on grounds of confidentiality is impermissible [z0]l. The
Supreme Court has reaffirmed that all documents relied upon by the Board must be
furnished to the child to ensure a real opportunity of defence. (2]

2.3. Preliminary assessment is not a trial

S 15 clarifies that PA is not a determination of guilt but an assessment of capacity. Findings
at this stage cannot influence the merits of the trial(22l. Materials relied upon for PA cannot
be used as evidence during trial. Reliance on witness statements or victim versions at this
stage is discouraged, as it creates prejudice and violates natural justice.

15] S. 3(i) of the JJ Act 2015 and Rule 10(A)(3) of the J] Model Rules 2016

16] Child in Conflict with Law v. State of Gujarat 2023 SCC OnLine Guj 3119.

17] Vikas Sangwan v. State, CRL. REV.P. 696/ 2018 [order dated 19.09.2022]; Durga Meena v. State of Rajasthan, 2019 SCC OnLine Raj 3839
18] Sections 3(iii), 8(3)(a), 14(5)(c)) guarantee the child’s right to be heard and to meaningfully participate in all proceedings.

19] Rule 10A(4)

20] Rule 10(5)

21] Mustafa Khan Jabbar Khan v. State of Maharashtra, 2023 SCC OnLine Bom 1285

[
[
[
[
[
%
[22] Barun Chandra Thakur SCC OnLine SC 870




CHAPTER 3

Children Being Tried as Adults

If a child between 16 to 18 years of age is accused of
committing a heinous offence

Preliminary Assessment (PA)
Report of the child (to be completed within 3 months from the date of first production)
[Section 14(3) and Section 15 of JJ Act]

JJB will assess the PA report and shall decide on whether the CCL'’s case
shall be transferred to Children’s Court or shall remain with the JJB

Children’s court are mandatorily
supposed to conduct assessment
(Section 19 (1)

Under S. 21, the child cannot be
sentenced to death or life
imprisonment without the possibility of
release.
The child must be kept in a Place of
Safety, not a regular prison, until the
completion of 21 years of age.
Under S 20, when the child attains 21
years, the Children’s Court conducts a
mandatory review of the child’s
reformation may:

1.Release the CCL;

2.Modify the sentence, or

3.Transfer the CCL to an adult prison

to serve the remaining sentence.




CHAPTER 4

Summary of Findings with Respect to PA
Reports/ Critical Gaps

B A review of the preliminary assessment (PA) reports reveal recurring structural and
substantive gaps in their preparation and application. Each PA report contains a
separate sub-heading recording the child’s statement verbatim, under the rubric of
“circumstances of the offence.”

« In all 23 cases reviewed, the child’s confession is reproduced in detail, despite
consistent judicial clarification that a preliminary assessment is not a
determination of guilt and that reliance on confessional statements at this stage is
impermissible. Judicial precedents have repeatedly held that the PA process is
limited to assessing capacity and understanding, and not culpability. The routine
recording of verbatim confessions, without safeguards, raises concerns under
Article 20(3) of the Constitution relating to protection against self-incrimination
and is inconsistent with established jurisprudence, including the principle laid
down in Vikas Sangwan. [24]

B There is minimal engagement with the underlying psychosocial factors contributing to
the alleged offence. Psychologists generally do not explore or document the child’s
emotional state prior to the incident, including impulses, stressors, or situational
triggers. Instead, the focus remains on narrating the sequence of events as described by
the child, effectively replicating the prosecution narrative. This approach limits the
assessment’s ability to meaningfully examine the child’s developmental maturity,
vulnerability, and decision-making processes at the relevant time.

B Assessment of mental capacity is frequently reduced to the absence of any diagnosed
intellectual or mental disability. In several cases, mental capacity is inferred from the
child’s expression of guilt or remorse, rather than through a structured evaluation of
cognitive, emotional, and psychosocial functioning. Except for six PA reports, there is
no reference to the use of any scientific or standardised psychological assessment tools.
Most reports merely record that the child has “no mental or physical disability,”
without further elaboration.

B With respect to the child’s understanding of the consequences of the alleged offence,
the emphasis is predominantly on immediate or short-term consequences. Except in
six cases, the PA reports do not assess the child’s understanding of long-term
consequences, including legal, social, and personal outcomes. Instead, understanding is
often inferred from factors such as the manner in which the offence was allegedly
committed, the role attributed to the child, or the child’s ability to carry out routine
activities within a Child Care Institution.

B In several cases, substance use or drug dependency, despite being noted in passing or
evident from the case record, is not meaningfully examined in the context of decision-
making, impulse control, or capacity. This omission further limits the depth of the
assessment.

[23] Pradeep Kumar v. State Nct Of Delhi 2019 SCC OnLine Del 8251
[24] CRL. REV.P. 696/ 2018 [order dated 19.09.2022]




B Additionally, all PA formats include a separate section on the child’s legal history,
detailing prior alleged offences and their nature. While not a statutory requirement
under Section 15 of the Juvenile Justice Act, this information risks introducing bias into
the assessment process by foregrounding criminal history rather than focusing on
present capacity and maturity.

B Ofthe 23 PA reports reviewed, fourteen were conducted after the Supreme Court’s
decision in Barun Chandra. However, with the exception of five cases, these reports do
not substantially reflect compliance with the standards articulated in the judgment,
particularly with respect to structured, child-centric, and evidence-based assessment of
capacity and understanding.




Conclusion

66

Adolescence is, perhaps, no more important a stage of
development than any other, but it is the concluding stage
of childhood. Therefore, it offers to both the parents and
the society the final opportunity to educate a child for his
adult responsibilities. Delinquency, therefore, during
adolescence has major implications. It puts double
responsibility on the society to understand them and to
help them come out of the deviant culture with a view to
become a functionally useful member of the society.”

Dr. Bharti Sharma
“Juvenile Delinquents and Their Social Culture”

The PA process under S. 15 of the J] Act represents a critical juncture in the lives of children
aged 16-18 accused of heinous offences, determining whether they remain within the
rehabilitative structure of the juvenile justice system or face the punitive rigors of adult
trials. Introduced as a cautious exception to the foundational principle that children are
developmentally distinct from adults and thus deserving of protection rather than
retribution, the PA process was intended to safeguard vulnerable adolescents from undue
exposure to the adult criminal justice system.

However, the study of 23 PA reports and few orders from Delhi's ]J]Bs reveal that the
implementation of this provision often falls short of the statutory mandates, judicial
precedents, and the holistic, child-centric approach envisioned by the law. Our analysis
underscores persistent gaps in the PA process. Despite clear requirements for a composite
evaluation of the child's physical and mental capacity, ability to understand the
consequences of the offence, and the broader circumstances surrounding both the act and
the child's life, many assessments appear perfunctory. These gaps not only contravene
Supreme Court directives, but also erode the rehabilitative ethos of juvenile justice. These
results from Delhi, a jurisdiction which is expected to set the benchmark, make a
compelling case for extending a scrutiny to other jurisdictions, to assess whether the PA
standards are being met pan India or not.

Ultimately, the PA is not merely a procedural step but a test of our commitment to justice
that is restorative, not retributive. A decade after the JJ Act's enactment, it is imperative to
refine this mechanism to protect the most vulnerable, ensuring that childhood is not
decided by a flawed test, but by principles of fairness, empathy, and hope for redemption.
Only then can we uphold the promise of a juvenile justice system that truly cares for and
protects its children.




ANNEXURE 1
DETAIL ANALYSIS OF PA REPORTS & ORDERS

1. VS, a 16 year old CCL, was accused under Sections 302/304 IPC and 25/27 Arms Act. He
was admitted to the Observation Home on 16.03.2021 and his PA was conducted on
29.09.2021, with a delay of 6 months. The PA recorded that the child had no physical or
mental disability and concluded that he possessed the requisite physical and mental
capacity, without reference to any psychological testing or structured assessment. The
parameter of understanding of consequences was simply assessed based on his ability
to undertake activities of daily living like attending non-formal classes at the
institution. Moreover, it was noted in this section that initially the CCL was
apprehensive of telling the truth about the incident but later chose to reveal the
particulars of the incident without manipulating the facts. To assess the circumstances
in which he allegedly committed the crime, his entire confession was recorded instead
of going into the background of the CCL. The psychologist later mentioned that the
CCL acts impulsively when faced with difficult situations. In the summary of the report,
the counsellor concluded that the CCL is guilty but remorseful of his actions and lastly
notes the possibility of his restoration in the society.

JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the J]B transferred the child’s case to the
Children’s Court, primarily on the basis of the finding that he had mental capacity due
to the absence of any identified illness or disability. It chose to overlook the
psychologists’ findings regarding CCL’s impulsive behaviour. Moreover, the Board at
the stage of PA went into the particulars of the offence and noted that CCL possessed
the ‘intention’ to commit the offence.

2.P, a17-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302, 392, and 34 of the IPC. He was
apprehended on 13.01.2022, and the PA report was submitted on 04.04.2022. The PA
recorded that the child had no physical or mental disability and concluded that he
possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity, without reference to any
psychological testing or structured assessment. To assess his understanding of
consequences, the report relied on factors such as having dropped out after the 7th
standard and his decision to return to Delhi without informing his father, where he
stayed with a friend. The assessment regarding circumstances of the offence relied
extensively on the child’s confessional statement, including details of the alleged
planning of the offence. The summary of the PA noted that the child was intoxicated at
the time of the incident and recorded attempts by him to manipulate details of the
incident. It also identified vulnerabilities arising from poor parental supervision, peer
influence, difficulties with impulse control, and limited coping mechanisms. Despite
these observations, the assessment largely focused on the factual narrative of the
alleged offence.

JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the JJB transferred the child’s case to the
Children’s Court, primarily on the basis of the finding that he had mental capacity due
to the absence of any identified illness or disability. The transfer order did not
substantially engage with the child’s substance use, financial stressors, or state of
intoxication when assessing his understanding of consequences and the circumstances
of the alleged offence.

*It is pertinent to note that the CCL is accused of committing two offences on the same
night. One PA was done for both the FIRs and interestingly one J]B decided to transfer
the case while the other JJB retained the case.




3.SKM, a 17-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302, 392, and 411 of the IPC. He
was apprehended on 12.12.2021, and the preliminary assessment (PA) report was
submitted on 15.03.2022. The PA recorded that the child had no physical or mental
disability and concluded that he possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity,
without reference to any psychological testing or structured assessment. The report
assessed the child’s understanding of the consequences of the offence on the basis that
he demonstrated an awareness of his future, which was taken to indicate an
understanding of consequences. The circumstances of the alleged offence were
assessed primarily through the facts of the case and the manner of the child’s
apprehension, with the child’s confessional statement forming part of this assessment.
The summary noted that the child accepted his guilt and did not express remorse.

JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the J]B passed an order transferring the child
to the Children’s Court. In the transfer order, the J]B recorded findings on the child’s
physical and mental capacity and the circumstances of the offence. However, the order
did not separately record findings on the child’s ability to understand the consequences
of the alleged offence, as required under S. 15 of the JJ] Act. The assessment of the
circumstances of the offence was based entirely on the prosecution’s version of events
and the manner in which the offence was allegedly committed.

4.V, a16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302 and 34 of the IPC. The PA
recorded that the child had no physical or mental disability and concluded that he
possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity, without reference to any
psychological testing or structured assessment tools. The report further observed that
the child had planned the alleged offence, which was taken to indicate cognitive ability.
The child’s understanding of the consequences of the alleged offence was assessed on
the basis that he was aware that the police would be informed if a robbery was
reported, and this awareness was relied upon to conclude that he understood the
consequences of his actions. The circumstances of the alleged offence were described
using the narrative of the incident, with the report recording that the child’s “greed” led
to the commission of the offence. The summary reiterated that the offence was
planned.

JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the J]B passed an order transferring the
child’s case to the Children’s Court.

5.R, a 16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302, 34, and 201 of the IPC, along with
Sections 25 and 27 of the Arms Act. He was apprehended on 26.01.2023, and the PA
report was submitted on 31.03.2023. The PA recorded that the child had no physical or
mental disability and concluded that he possessed the requisite physical and mental
capacity, without reference to any psychological testing or structured assessment tools.
The assessment of the child’s understanding of the consequences of the alleged offence
relied on the fact that he was able to conduct day-to-day activities in the Child Care
Institution (CCI) and on his status as a repeat offender, which was taken to indicate an
understanding of legal consequences. The circumstances of the alleged offence were
assessed primarily on the basis of the child’s confessional statement. The summary of
the PA also noted group involvement and prior engagement in criminal activities.




JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the JJB passed an order transferring the child
to the Children’s Court. In its order, the JJB relied primarily on the facts of the case. To
establish the child’s understanding of the circumstances of the offence, reliance was
placed on the fact that he was allegedly carrying a weapon at the time of the incident.
The order did not record separate findings regarding the child’s ability to understand
the consequences of the alleged offence. It is also noted that two children in conflict
with law were named in the same FIR, and the ]]B passed a common order for both
children using identical language, indicating a uniform approach in the proceedings.

6.RO, a 16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103 and 3(5) of the BNS. He was
apprehended on 20.05.2025, and the PA report was submitted on 19.07.2025. The PA
recorded that the child had no physical or mental disability and concluded that he
possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity, without reference to any
psychological testing or structured assessment tools. In assessing the child’s
understanding of the consequences of the alleged offence, the report relied on the
child’s ability to make everyday decisions in his life. The circumstances of the alleged
offence were assessed primarily on the basis of the child’s confessional statement. The
summary of the PA recorded poor impulse control, absence of expressed remorse,
repeated contact with the justice system, and observed that the child’s family
background included exposure to criminal activity.

JJB’s decision: At the time of reporting, the JJB had not yet passed an order on the
preliminary assessment.

7.M, a 17-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302, 452, 506, 120B, and 34 of the IPC,
along with Sections 25 and 27 of the Arms Act. He was apprehended on 28.04.2024, and
the PA report was submitted on 20.03.2025, reflecting a delay of approximately seven
months. The PA recorded that the child had no physical or mental disability and
concluded that he possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity, relying on the
ICT test. The assessment of the child’s ability to understand the consequences of the
alleged offence noted that the child’s participation in educational classes and
recreational activities indicated an ability to make choices in daily life. At the same
time, the report recorded that the child did not demonstrate an understanding of the
cause-and-effect relationship of the alleged offence or of legal procedures. The
circumstances of the alleged offence were assessed primarily through the child’s
confessional statement. The summary of the PA noted that while the child was assessed
as having physical and mental capacity, he was affected by factors such as intoxication,
peer influence, easy access to weapons, and maladaptive societal practices.

JJB’s decision: The ]]B declined to transfer the matter to the Children’s Court. In its
order, the J]B noted that the presumption of innocence operated in favour of the child
and recorded that the Board had interacted with the child on multiple occasions. Based
on these interactions, the JJB concluded that the child did not possess the physical and
mental capacity required to commit the alleged offence and accordingly retained the
matter within its jurisdiction.

8.AS, a 17-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302 and 304 of the IPC. He was
apprehended on 15.02.2022 and his PA report was submitted on 11.04.2022. The PA
recorded that the child had no physical or mental disability and concluded that he
possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity. In assessing the child’s ability to
understand the consequences, it was recorded that his ability to understand cause and
effect was weakened. The circumstances of the alleged offence were assessed primarily
on the basis of the child’s confessional statement.
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The summary of the PA recorded bad peer influences, lack of parental supervision and
societal exposure to criminality and at the same time mentioned the child’s version of
events was not trustworthy and that he denied stabbing the victim.

JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the J]B passed an order transferring the child
to the Children’s Court. In its order, the JJB noted that there were no mental and
physical disabilities, the child was a repeat offender who knew the JJ] Act and used it to
his advantage. The Board also relied on the child’s previous case files to pass an order
in this case.

G, a 16-year old CCL, was accused under Section 363 of the IPC. He was apprehended
on 13.07.2016. The PA report found no intellectual, mental, or physical disabilities. To
establish the child’s understanding of the circumstances of the offence, reliance was
placed on the fact that the child did not report the crime or surrender to the police.
The circumstances of the alleged offence were assessed primarily on the basis of the
child’s confessional statement. The summary of the PA recorded that multiple factors
like financial stressors, lack of parental supervision, negative peer influence,
involvement in gambling and immature problem solving skills led to the child’s
involvement in criminal activities and that the child had reported that had he not had
financial troubles, he would not have been involved in the alleged offence.

JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the JJB passed an order transferring the child
to the Children’s Court. In its order, the Board completely relied on the facts of the case
and overlooked the various factors the PA had noted regarding the child’s socio-
economic background. To establish the CCL’s understanding of the consequences of
the offence, it was recorded that the child was actively involved in planning the offence
without any regard for human life.

K, a 16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302/186/353/34 IPC. He was
apprehended on 27.09.2016 and his PA report was submitted on 05.11.2016. The PA
recorded no intellectual, mental, or physical disability and concluded that he possessed
the requisite mental capacity, inferred from alleged planning and execution of the
incident and from inconsistencies in his statements regarding the alleged offence,
which were taken to reflect cognitive ability. There was no test conducted to assess the
child’s mental capacity. Understanding of consequences was assessed from short-term
awareness, including knowledge of the alleged weapon that was used. The
circumstances of the alleged offence were assessed primarily on the basis of the child’s
confessional statement. The summary of the PA report recorded that it can be inferred
that the CCL helped his friend to commit the act before that he has been rusticated
from the school due to his negative peer group influence.

JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the J]B passed an order transferring the child
to the Children’s Court. In its order, the Board relied on the facts of the case. To
establish that the child understood the consequences of the offence, it was noted that
the CCL allegedly fled from the scene and the circumstances of the offence were
assessed on the basis of how the alleged offence took place.

11.A, a 16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103(1), 109(1), and 3(5) of BNS and

Sections 25/27 Arms Act. He was apprehended on 09.11.2024 and his PA report was
submitted on 15.03.2025, reflecting a delay of approximately one month. The PA
recorded no physical or mental disability and concluded that the child had the ability
to understand consequences on the basis of admission and expressed guilt.




The PA relied substantially on the confessional account and included past legal history
to assess that the child had the ability to understand the consequences and the to
establish the circumstances of the offence. The summary of the PA recorded poor
decision making skills, inadequate parental supervision and recommended mandatory
family counselling sessions.

JJB’s decision: The J]B declined to transfer the matter to the Children’s Court. In its
order, the Board noted impaired decision making skills of the child, heightened

emotions, lack of parental supervision and concluded that the child should be treated
as a child.

12.F, a16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103(1), 109(1), and 3(5) of BNS and
Sections 25/27 Arms Act. He was apprehended on 09.11.2024 and his PA report was
submitted on 15.03.2025, reflecting a delay of approximately one month. The PA
recorded no physical or mental disability and noted past trauma including a friend’s
murder and a recent attack on the child. Understanding of consequences was inferred
solely from the child’s admission of involvement in the alleged offence. Circumstances
were again reproduced verbatim through a confession. The summary of the PA
recorded impaired judgment and inadequate parental supervision.

JJB’s decision: The ]]B declined to transfer the matter to the Children’s Court. In its
order, the Board noted impaired decision making skills of the child, heightened

emotions, lack of parental supervision and concluded that the child should be treated
as a child.

13.KA, a 17-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302/394/397/34 IPC. He was
apprehended on 06.09.2021 and the PA report was submitted on 05.01.2022, reflecting a
delay of one month. The PA recorded no intellectual, mental, or physical disability.
Understanding of consequences was assessed through the child’s participation in daily
living activities and expressed remorse. Circumstances of the alleged offence were
reproduced verbatim from an extra-judicial confession. The summary of the PA report
acknowledged negative peer influence, drug dependency of the child, and emotional
stressors like alcoholic father and financial instability.

JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the JJB transferred the child’s case to the
Children’s Court, primarily on the basis of the finding that he had mental capacity due
to the absence of any identified illness or disability. The transfer order did not
substantially engage with the child’s substance use, financial stressors, or state of
intoxication when assessing his understanding of consequences and the circumstances
of the alleged offence and instead reliance was placed on the facts of the case.

14.R, aged 17, was accused under Sections 302/406/380/411/34 IPC. The PA was delayed by
approximately two months. The circumstances focused on the manner of commission
of the alleged offence and reflected a confessional narrative. Mental capacity was
inferred from physical appearance and absence of mental illness. Reliance on the
psychologist’s report was uncritical and circumstance analysis drew from police
investigation rather than the child’s contextual background.

JJB’s decision: The Board adopted a literal reading of Section 15 and transferred the
matter to the Children’s Court.




15. KMA, aged 17, was accused under Sections 363/302 IPC. The PA recorded no
intellectual, mental, or physical disability and relied on daily living decisions, prior
remorse and future intentions to infer understanding of consequences. Circumstances
were reproduced verbatim from the child’s account of the alleged offence. The
summary of the PA report noted emotional volatility and self-harm history of the child
and described the child as manipulative.

JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the J]B passed an order transferring the child
to the Children’s Court. In its order, the Board completely relied on the facts of the
present case as well as the child’s involvement in previous cases.

16.KR, aged 17, was accused under Sections 302/34 IPC. The PA recorded no intellectual,
mental, or physical disability. The child’s understanding of consequences and cause
and effect relationship were inferred from his involvement in daily activities like
attending classes in the CCI. Circumstances of the offence consisted of a verbatim
confession. Mental capacity of the child was inferred from his alleged planning and
possession of a weapon and from post-incident conduct. The summary of the PA
recorded that the CCL possessed the mental capacity to commit the offence because he
was familiar with the legal process but several factors like lack of parental supervision
and association with negative peer groups facilitated his involvement in criminal
activities.

JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the J]B passed an order transferring the child
to the Children’s Court. In its order, the Board noted that there was nothing on record
to show that the child was compelled to commit the offence due to poverty or any
other reason. To establish that the child was aware of the consequences of the offence,
reliance was placed on the fact that the child was carrying a weapon which shows
planning.

17.S, a17-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302, 452, 506, 120B, and 34 of the IPC,
along with Sections 25 and 27 of the Arms Act. He was apprehended on 28.04.2024, and
the PA report was submitted on 20.03.2025, reflecting a delay of approximately seven
months. The PA recorded that the child had no physical or mental disability and
concluded that he possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity, without
reference to any psychological testing or structured assessment tools. The assessment
of the child’s ability to understand the consequences of the alleged offence noted that
the child’s participation in educational classes and recreational activities indicated an
ability to make choices in daily life. Further understanding of cause and effect of
offence and legal procedure is intact. The circumstances of the alleged offence were
assessed primarily through the child’s confessional statement. The summary of the PA
noted that while the child was assessed as having physical and mental capacity, he was
affected by lack of judgment, a maladaptive social factor, and inadequate supervision.

JJB’s decision: The ]]B declined to transfer the matter to the Children’s Court. In its
order, the J]B noted that the presumption of innocence operated in favour of the child
and recorded that the Board had interacted with the child on multiple occasions. Based
on these interactions, the JJB concluded that the child did not possess the physical and
mental capacity required to commit the alleged offence and accordingly retained the
matter within its jurisdiction.
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RO, a 17-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103 and 3(5) of the BNS. He was
apprehended on 09.07.2024, and PA report was submitted on 17.1.2025, reflecting a
delay of approximately 13 months. The PA examined the child had no physical or
mental disability and assessed intellectual functioning using the Standard Progressive
Matrices (SPM). The assessment also examined the child’s awareness of the alleged
offence through the Juvenile Adjudicative Competence Interview, along with aspects of
decision-making, attention, environmental influences, and physical ability. In assessing
the child’s understanding of the consequences of the alleged offence, the report
considered legal, moral, and social consequences, cognitive limitations, and the
influence of environmental factors. The circumstances of the alleged offence were
assessed with reference to the child’s educational disengagement, peer influence, work
and lifestyle patterns, family support, and substance use, marking a departure from the
approach adopted in several other preliminary assessments that rely primarily on the
factual narrative of the offence.

JJB’s decision: At the time of reporting, the JJB had not yet passed an order on the PA.

KA, a 16-year old CCL, was accused under Sections 103(1) and 3(5) of the BNS. He was
apprehended on 01.01.2026 and the PA was conducted on 15.01.2026. The report records
that the child had no physical impairments, no psychiatric illness, no perceptual
disorder, no history of substance abuse, and no prior legal history. The assessment
relied upon the Juvenile Adjudicative Competence Interview to evaluate the child’s
competence to face trial, decision-making ability, attention, concentration, and
understanding of the nature of the alleged offence. The report further assessed
environmental factors such as limited parental supervision, peer influence, lack of
formal education, economic pressures, and the proximity of the co-accused to explore
the CCL’s circumstances while committing the alleged offence. While the psychologist
concluded that the child understood the distinction between petty and heinous
offences and possessed a basic understanding of the legal and social consequences of
his actions, the report did not disclose the methodology or basis on which these
conclusions were reached. Importantly, the psychologist herself recommended that an
IQ assessment other than Standard Progressive Matrices (SPM) was still required to
properly assess mental capacity, indicating that the evaluation remained incomplete.
The report also reproduced the child’s version of the alleged incident verbatim despite
acknowledging the confidential nature of the sessions.

JJB’s decision: At the time of reporting, the JJB had not yet passed an order on the PA.

.VN, a 16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103(1) and 3(5) of the BNS. He was

apprehended on 01.01.2026 and the PA was conducted on 16.01.2026. At the outset, the
psychologist records the child’s verbatim narration of the alleged incident. To
understand the circumstances of the child, the report does acknowledge the child’s
vulnerable background, including domestic conflict arising from the father’s alcohol
use, limited educational and financial resources, emotional stress, and lack of parental
guidance. It also notes that these factors may have influenced the child’s behaviour and
impulse control. However, despite recognising these vulnerabilities, the psychologist
concludes that the child possessed the mental capacity to understand and commit the
alleged offence. The assessment relies on the Standard Progressive Matrices (SPM) test
and the Juvenile Adjudicative Competence Interview (JACI), but the report does not
explain the methodology adopted, the questions asked, or how the conclusions were
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reached. The psychologist merely states that the child understands the distinction
between petty and heinous offences and is aware of the consequences of his actions
without providing any analytical basis. Most importantly, the psychologist exceeds the
scope of the PA by concluding that the child was “capable of forming an intention to
carry out the offence.” This directly comments on the mens rea of the alleged crime,
which is an issue for trial and not for PA. Further, the report only considers short-term
consequences of the child’s actions and fails to examine whether the child understood
the long-term implications of the alleged offence.

JJB’s decision: At the time of reporting, the JJB had not yet passed an order on the PA.

I, a 16-year-old child accused under Sections 103(1) and 3(5) of the BNS, was
apprehended on 01.01.2026 and his preliminary assessment was conducted on
17.01.2026. At the outset, the psychologist records the child’s verbatim narration of the
alleged incident. The report acknowledges the child’s vulnerable background, noting
that he comes from a broken family and had left his studies to financially support his
family, exposing him to stress, adult responsibilities, and reduced supervision which
may have influenced his decision-making and alleged involvement in the offence. For
assessing mental capacity, the report relies on the SPM and JACI tests. While the child
was found to have below average intellectual functioning, the psychologist concludes
that he nevertheless possessed awareness of the offence and sufficient understanding of
the nature of his actions. The report also notes that his decision-making may have been
affected by socio-economic stressors and emotional vulnerability. Similarly, while
assessing understanding of consequences, the report states that his below average
intellectual capacity may limit long-term foresight and increase impulsivity, but that he
still demonstrates awareness that his actions have consequences. Ultimately, despite
recognising these vulnerabilities, the report concludes that the child possessed
sufficient mental capacity to understand and commit the alleged offence.

JJB’s decision: At the time of reporting, the JJB had not yet passed an order on the PA.

RA, a16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103(1) and 3(5) of the BNS. He was
apprehended on 01.01.2026 and the PA was conducted on 16.01.2026. The report records
the child’s verbatim narration of the alleged offence at the outset. The report notes that
the CCL comes from a socio-economically vulnerable background. He discontinued
education after the 8th grade due to family disruption and began working alongside his
mother in a shoe factory. His father is injured, both parents are illiterate, and the family
lacks adequate guidance, supervision, and support. The report observes that financial
hardship, social isolation, lack of education, and absence of a supportive environment
contributed to the circumstances leading to the alleged offence, reflecting vulnerability
rather than deliberate criminal intent. With respect to physical capacity, the report
concludes that the child has no physical impairments that would prevent him from
committing the alleged offence. Regarding mental capacity, the report notes a history
of gutka use, no prior legal history, and attributes his involvement in the alleged
offence to peer influence. The assessment relied on the Juvenile Adjudicative
Competence Interview (JACI), which found that the child understands the nature of
the offence, the distinction between petty and heinous offences, and the basic
consequences of his actions, though his understanding is limited by his educational
and social background. However, the report itself recommends that an IQ assessment
other than the SPM be conducted to properly assess the child’s mental capacity. Thus,
the report remains incomplete, and no conclusive finding regarding the CCL’s mental
capacity can presently be drawn.




JJB’s decision: At the time of reporting, the JJB had not yet passed an order on the PA.

23.VP, a 17-and-a-half-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103(1), 109(1), 61, and 3(5)
of the BNS. The CCL was apprehended on 01.09.2025 and the PA was conducted on
27.09.2025. At the outset, the report records the child’s verbatim narration of the
incident, wherein he denies the allegations against him. While assessing the
circumstances of the alleged offence, the report notes that the CCL comes from a
modest socio-economic background, has never received formal schooling, and has been
engaged in work from a young age, including as a delivery boy and presently as a
trainee in mechanical work. It records that despite limited education, he demonstrates
responsibility towards work and family obligations. The report further notes that there
is no history of substance use, impulsive or violent behaviour, intellectual disability,
cognitive delay, or emotional dysregulation. With respect to physical capacity, the
report concludes that the child has no physical impairment and is therefore physically
capable of committing the alleged offence. In relation to mental capacity, the report
states that the child’s age, work experience, and practical understanding of daily
responsibilities indicate that he understands the difference between right and wrong
and possesses a basic understanding of the nature and consequences of unlawful acts.
However, two significant concerns emerge from the report. First, the observations only
indicate that the child understands right and wrong; they do not specifically establish
that he possessed the mental capacity to commit the alleged offence. Second, the
psychologist repeatedly comments upon the merits of the allegations by referring to
lack of evidence and possible false implication, which falls outside the scope of a
preliminary assessment under the Juvenile Justice framework. Importantly, the report
nowhere recommends transfer of the child for trial as an adult. Instead, it recommends
rehabilitative interventions such as vocational training, literacy programmes, and
counselling support, thereby recognising the child’s rehabilitative needs and potential
for reform.

JJB’s decision: The JJB passed an order transferring the child to the Children’s Court.
In its order, the Board noted that the CCL had prior antecedents, and that because the
CCL can undertake activities of daily living, he possesses the required mental capacity.
On the point whether the CCL can understand the consequences of his actions, the
Board relies on the CCLs’ prior antecedents and mentions the same with exact
particulars of the offence in the order. Moreover, on this aspect, the Board also relies
on the interaction it has with the co-CCLs and relies on their version and facts of the
case. Importantly, the Board also mentions that the CCL is in denial mode, is blaming
the co-CCLs and is not accepting his involvement in the present case. With respect to
noting the CCLs circumstances, the Board refused to rely with the SIR and the PA
report and instead independently assessed the aspect by interacting with each co-CCL,
relying on the PIR and concluding that if the allegations were held to be true, the CCL
showed sophisticated and calculated orchestration of a heinous offence.
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Preliminary Assessment Report
CASE FORMULATION: -

AMental Capacity to commit the Offence:
A« per 1CD CCT was svmptomatic for

e Present Psychiatnic illness — Yes'No
e Intcllectual disability -~ Yes No
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Presence of abuse- Yes No
jceree treatment- Yes No
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1. 1s the child disabled: YES/NO
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Specify type of criminal offence (current): U/S: 103(1) 109(1) 3(5) BNS & 25 27 Arms At

AND LUSET09CT)Y 3(5) BNS & 25727 Arms Act



Preliminary Assessment Report

Prior history of conflict with law (repeat offender): Present/Absent, if present please specify
Type of eriminal offence: - 307 (twice)
Was the CCL charged with the eriminal offence: - Yes
Prior arrest or confinement in a legal punitive facility, if' yes specify the facility: -

1. If prior history of conflict with law is present, is there an escalation in severity of the
crime: If yes please specify.
The CCL has started engaging in revenge taking activities. making him engage more 1n

CHIMIOZANIC aTUVIiCS

9

Family history of criminal offences: Present/Absent, if present please specify: C(C ‘L reported
that his vounger brother was apprehended in

Y

3, [Initiation into criminal activity:

Due to peer influence

Due to social learning (familial or community exposure)
Due to financial stressors

Coercion’ by force

Availability of social/familial/community support networks: Familial support is available

..'-.A-_-—»-.ackl
.

¢) Circumstances in which the offence was committed:
(Verbatim of the child)

f) History of substance abuse:

Type of substance used: Hukkah

Based on PMD assessment the CCL is demonstrating indicators of:
o Substance use: Recreational use
5 Substance abuse: Use of a substance that leads to cravings, health complications, mability to
carry out daily activitics, health complications, dependence and withdrawal symptoms \\»hcn
use is discontinued.



Preliminary Assessment Report

\ddiction: Use of substance requires medical intervention and supervision duc to high
frequency and amount of usage. increased tolerance and severe withdrawal symptoms.

1) Psychiatric consultation psychometric assessment:

Not applicable

h) The following facts. information needs to be correlated and critically an

in order to understand the mental and physical capacity of the CCL to commit the offence.

Durine the sessions. the CCL shared details about the sequence of events that led to his apprehension

n the ongoing case

he CCL has consistently maintained that he is guilty of the charges
t him. accepting his involvement and prior knowledge of the plan. He mentioned that he had

unst

ccenved the arms from [ land had planned the air firing with his co-accused to help a

‘riend who is currently in Central Jail. He reported that (||| 2s supposed to testify

yinst his friends. To intimidate him and ensure that he did not proceed with the testimony. the

( ( Ls planned to fire shots into the air near his house.

n the other case| || | | ¢ CCL also maintained his guilt regarding the charges against
m He stated that he intended mﬂP in the arm or leg to take revenge on
venty for the death of his friend, He emphasized that he did not intend to harm or kil

he victim but only to send a waming to[BiThe CCL expressed guilt and remorse for the

1im’s death but did not appear remorseful for his other actions.

Vil

l¢ the CCL has remained consistent in his account of the incidents, his history of association with
adaptive peers was also noted during the sessions. His impaired judgment, casy access to

_capons. poor decision-making, risk-taking behavior typical of adolescence, and lack of parental
supervision appear to be contributing factors to his involvement in the case.

Whi

sohout the sessions. the CCL verbally expressed remorse for the victim - No significant
discrepancies were noted in his statements.

No impairment or disability has been reported or observed during the sessions, indicating that the
(C1 possesses the mental and physical capacity to comprehend the situation and make conscious

decisions regarding his actions.

Other Social/Psychosocial factors:

a) lamily history:
The CCL reported that his brother was apprehended _

b) Social Relationships:
Maladaptive peer association.

R — T —— e ————————

alyzed with other reports

TV L P



Preliminary Assessment Report
¢) Engagement Opportunities:
[he CCL shared that his family has relocated ln'ln distance him from maladaptive pecs
associations, He also mentioned that he plans to go 1o his Mama in to assist humn an hy
biryant business. Additionally, he expressed his desire 1o apply for the Class 10th examination
through N10OS
d) Community Support:

¢) Previous egal Action:
Absent

Mental Status Examination:

General Appearance: Kempt Hair: Groomed

Grooming, Hvgicne & Attire: Adequate/Inadequate/Appropriate

Gait & Motor Coordination:  P.M.A: Normal Eye Contact: Maintained

Approach to Evaluation: Co-opcrative

Speech: Clear

Volume: Audible
Rate: Normal

Speed: Normal
Coherence: Coherent
Manner: Relaxed

Productivity: Adequate

Tone: Normal

Reaction Time: Within range
Relevance: Relevant

Goal Direction: Goal directed

Expressive Language:
Receptive Language: Adequate

Mood:
Subjective: Saht hat”

Objective: Futhymic

Affect: Within normal Range
Thought: FForm: Normal Content: Normal Stream: Normal Possession: Normal

Pereeptual Disturbances: Not reported/obscrved



Preliminary Assessment Report

Sensorium and Cognition:
Orientation: Oriented to time, place and person
Attention and Concentration: Aroused and Sustained

> Immediate: Intact

Memory & & Recent: Intact
——__ Remote: Intact

»» Personal: Intact

Judgement e » Social: Partially Impaired
) aTest: Impaired

Insight: Sleep and Appetite: Adcquate

Summary and Recommendation:

« Maladaptive peer association.

o Impaired decision making and judgement.

e Lack of overall guilt and remorse observed.

» Inadequate parental supervision and guidance.
e Mandatory family counselling session.

Date: _ ¥
Name: -
Desig
Speciatisation: [ RGN
Place: TG

Signature:

Note:
i The CCL was m-jormml about the purpose of the sessions with a conducive environment to express themselves
The report containg confidential information between the CCL and the mental health expert thus it may not I;.
’ » U R Yidis x E in i ) ; : .
used for the purpose of proofidisproof of any fact in issues. The verbatim of the child is written to elucidat,
e s . : o 3 ) . . . . g ) €
facts/information shared by the child in sessions mentioned above in relation to the alleged ongoing case fi
going case for



.l.lB:l

U/S: 103(1)/238(2)/3(5) BNS

‘CONFIDENTIAL’

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT REPORT

<

Socio-demographic/personal information:

Name/ Parent’s Name:

Age:17
SexxM =

Offender: 2™ Time

‘ Religion: Hindu

1 Family Type: Nuclear

lo&im | Father

| Occupation 1 Contractor
Income 2025k
Disability: None ]

Socio-economic Status: Middle

Cﬁ??ently CCL living withT

T TR =TT ]

Languages Known: Hindi, English |
l'ecLasiv. | Sister l "~ Sister } -~ CCL <r
‘ |

_F‘.ducation‘ Graduate | Graduate | 9" otd. '

Referral: _for Preliminary Assessment Report

Child’s relations with family, friends and community: Congenial with family

Verbatim as reported by the CCL about the incident:

(Recorded it to understand his mental understanding/thought process)

Personal history:

The CCL was studying in Class 9 and was an average student 3¢

~cused was




—

The paternal sidg of the family resides in their native village, whereas the maternal uncles and
aunts are scttlcq in different states. The family maintains cordial, supportive, and congenial
relationships with both paternal and maternal relatives.

The circumstances in which the child committed the offence:

The alleged offence appears to have occurred in the company of peers known to the CCL. The
chil_d reported having prior familiarity with the co-accused and was influenced by his social
environment and peer associations. The alleged offence appears to have been committed in the
context of peer influence, limited maturity, and inadequate assessment of the consequences of
the act, rather than as a result of deliberate planning or a fully informed understanding of its legal
implications.

Physical capacity of the child to commit the offence:

CCL does not have any physical impairments or limitations that would hinder his ability to
engage in physical activity. Based on available information and observations, the child appears
10 be in normal physical health and is physically capable of committing the alleged offence.

Mental status examination:

| General Appearance: Kempt/stitch mark on | Attitude towards Examiner: Co-operative

forchead -
Eye Contact: Initiated & Maintained | Speech: Clear and audible

Psychorhotor Activity: Normal | Memory:
| Orientation: Immediate: Intact

Time: Intact Recent: Intact

Personal: Intact

‘ Space: Intact
Person: Intact S

Attention_&‘Concentration: Aroused and maintained during the session

| Mood: Euthymic | Judgement:
| Affect: Within range } Social: Poor
" | Personal: Poor

1‘ 'I‘hbhglﬁ Disorder: No thought abnormality Perceptual Disorder: No perceptual disorder
| observed during examination observed -

7. Past Psychiatric Iliness: None reported | Present Psychiatric lliness: None

Tests used for assessment:

The answers are recorded on the basis of comprehensive interaction with the CCL



Srandgrd Pr‘o'gressive Matrix (SPM): It is a standardised non-verbal test to assess the
reasoning ability and general intelligence.

The test assesses the child’s present capacity for clear thinking and accurate intellectual work.
The child is below average in intellectual capacity.

_the offence s/he is charged with 'Yes, surrounding |
. petty and heinous offences | Yes,

! l:ngi_l_l proceedings ' Yes, previous case i

-%legg_ct of incident on victim’s family ' Yes, crying —'

\_ggp_a_ci of incident on own family | Yes, neighbours taunting |

| impact of incident on self Yes, away from home |

Mental Capacity of the CCL to commit the offence:

The assessment revealed that the CCL possesses below average intellectual functioning. During
the interaction, due to previous case, he demonstrated understanding of the nature of the alleged
offence, the distinction between petty and heinous offences, and the legal proceedings associated
with the case. However, he was able to recognize the emotional consequences of the incident on
himself, his family, and the victim's family. Considering his age, intellectual limitations, and
level of understanding, the CCL's capacity to grasp the n

ature and consequences appears to be
limited. His decision making ability and judgment at the t

ime of the incident may have been
influenced by his developmental immaturity and cognitive limitations.

Understanding of Consequences:

The CCL demonstrated understanding of the nature of the alleged offence and the legal
consequences arising from it is limited. He was aware of the offence for which he has been
charged. the classification of offences as petty or heinous, or the legal proceedings related to the
case in limit. However, he was able to identify certain emotional consequences of the incident.
He acknowledged that the victim's family may experience emotional outburst and that his own
family suffered emotional distress

following the incident. He also expressed feelings of
loneliness regarding the impact 0

f the incident on self. These responses indicate partial
awareness of the emotional consequences 0

f the alleged act but limited grasp of its broader
social, legal, and long term implications. Consi

dering his age and below average intellectual
functioning, his understanding ab

out the repercussions of the alleged offence appears to be
restricted.

Conclusion:

The CCL is a child studying in Class 9 with below average intellectual functioning. He comes
from a stable family environment with adequa

te parental care and cordial relationships with
extended family members. There is a history of previous delinquent behaviour.

The assessment indicates that the CCL has awareness of the nature of the alleged offence, the
distinction between petty and heinous offences, an

d the legal proceedings associated with the



. Ths anderstanding of the broader legal and social repercussions of his actions appears to be
case. 1B : . e
«mneted. However, he demonstrated SOME aWarencss of the emotional impact of the incident on
res ;

nimself. his family, and the victim's family.

Considering his age. developmental stage, and below average intellectual capacity, the CCL's
ability to grasp the nature, long term consequences, and implications of the alleged offence
appears to be limited.

Datc:-

Signature:

Name: [

Designation: Clinical Psychologist

JJIB: .

Note: “The CCL was informed about the purpose of sessions with a conducive environment 10 express
himself/herself. The report contains confidential communication petween the CCL and the menta!
health professional (Nupur) thus it may not be used for the purpose of prooﬂdispr?of .of any fac{ in
issues. The verbatim of child is written to elucidate facts/information shared by child in the session
mentioned above in relation to the alleged ongoing case for judicial review. It’s left to the discretion

ability of the judiciary members to decide in best welfare of child.”
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Preliminary Assessment Report

SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC BACKGROUND

— TAee (xgreuw (i o4

|

) [ Parent’s .N.ap:}: 3
Education: | Date of Admissior —— _
JIB: 1/ /11 IV/ VI VI | Sex: Male/Female  Melg, ]

Religion }4_,\]\ c)\_;q_ - | Languages Known _HM ) , [—W W |

Name

Reason for Admission/Referral: \J) [S 3 02 l ay3PC

FIR No.

()&\'llll.l(ll'll:

famiv lncomes % 25 K gon meputh  (appisC)

Socio-economic class

Upper CI
Upper M €
ro—1 ower Middle

pper lower

Current circumstances of living:
i

the child live with?)

AUy | '*d Ax; )md wibh e Zﬁcu./\/u {?f

o Mr»dtd




Preliminary Assessment Report
CASE FORMULATION:-
) Mental ( ipacity to commit the Offence

As per ICD Clicnt was symptomatic for

o
» Present Psychiatric illness — Yes No

e Intellectual

a \.!}‘!“!} Yes \'\L,f

- Reprted Past psychiatric illness — Yes/No—~
Presence of abuse- Yes/No

I ‘it"r"l'l' treatment- Yes/No—
b) Physical Capacity to commit the Offence:

1. Is the child disabled: [YESNO

2. Disability Type

Hearing Speech disability v\) { A
|
) Physically challenged |
i rthopedically challenged ’
=
I¢ gt 1
Ability for decist nakingand concept of cause/effect of actions commutted
e The CCL has the ability to n.xkg decis choices u ictivities of dg ily \1\|u\[’\U[|

AR, shasagd. untaben uA Fhe ,uuLM ,
vamm “ W )] Q&W f\] At adt U
ko - dahe &umt oMt un ADL | ?

. ¢ CCL has the ability to understand the concept of cause and elffect ol actions once taken in

s of daily living (ADL)

\A,«MR JL‘Q)« bv V\T -J‘LD N M\(‘)\,'\WI{(UVL - _}«4\(/ L‘W

o Jv ' 3.

;no 5 %{ ot %g ot AL W W ¢ ydd
- Ntwcfk U N,L (BUHAL

o1, M,{»ugl\ Hahin &wamﬂ e (ot
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Preliminary Assessment Report

Vis 30= [3v4dfc

—
Prior history of conflict with law (repeat offender){ Presen

I'ype of criminal offence A NS

Specify type of criminal offence (current):

Absent, if present please specify

(ot sieporcted)

Was the client charged with the criminal offence \(a_l'

Mek

Prior arrest or confinement in a legal punitive facikity, if yes specify the fac

If prior history of conflict with law is present, is there an escalation in severity of the crime:

If yes please specify L{M [' P\ML p\(i — M ,Mg{]

—
Family history of criminal offences: l'l'\'N‘lll’/(Dj_(‘l_LDl‘ present please specify

Initintion into criminal activity:

LS Duet peer influence
Due to soctal learning (fam or community ¢ )
Due to financial stressors

erci by force

g b,
\vailability of social/familial/community support networks: {JZ,L_ r-é LV \VE a \

the oftence was committed




n PMD assessment the clien
Substance use: Recreational use

Substance abuse: Use of a substance that leads to cravings, he

carry out daily activities, health ¢
discontinued

Addiction: Use of substance requir

al intervention and

ind amount of usage, increased tolerance and severe withdrawal

cauons

symptoms

| symptoms w

inability to

mgh trequer



Preliminary Assessment Report

AU et fiad by A “PEURNLOL
Hhe  woweny w\j&u\a Lasl
(/U.q\i ‘

\\(A_L@\(i -
\.w?%kw—xz e R, MO, mub?ud-j, _\_AL,,,,, &
[ M5 undi wled
e «;j
| el sposision wd g
AL \}t\k“'ﬂ"-i‘ :
. Sudadteng

Other Social/Psychosocial factors:

1 _Family history LEWL

" Dol s lblonship ondk toipens
*‘)-cUMA’a LPUMAGAMLA £ o hoon mi’wxffoff
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Preliminary Assessment Report

¢)_Engagement Opportunities: (/va Mu, WYLLLL, _M ’ZAM mw
b Sepeitel -

\
d) Community Support \(/Q;) ‘{)w\/b\a

¢) Previous Legal Action: \{ 24

Mental Status Examination:
General Appearance: KLM/PL N\i/ &\/)"a Hair: (}]w ‘\’JJ{MQ

Grooming, Hygiene & Aftire: :'v(/u.. Inadequate

Gait & Motor Coordination: ?M A (KD Eve Contact: é-{\cﬁ%,&i‘(’d/d— (#N I\d
MaL N

\ h to Evaluat Le 7,
Approach to Evaluation: ©® OM*M

Speech: s
~I‘.“:_‘.mr"~ 'J(::;D \\u't”m‘ 1WL
Wt Speed )
Relevance J&Jw = C “nt rence:  Cofng QNI
Goal Direction - F o’

T Qeal dwdpoted vmner - waslaped,

Expressive Language:

Receptive Language: ] PT(LR(VLQLQJ

Reaction Time

Mood:

Subjective: N Thagpe N:L"}
Objective € u:th ML e

Affect

w »—4 f"\A‘J\ WM@—Q,



Preliminary Assessment Report

Thought:  Forn '\E}‘KML Nosunal e f\)e;xmnd, Possession f\)nm
MF@"(R&—

Perceptual Disturbances: NG \}Wd

Sensorium and Cognition:
*

Orientation:  OSAMLNARAL Fo TI(PIP \
Attention and Concentration 0\}_“‘@‘% W (‘} QQ,U\QA'
e Immediate

Memory we= — » Recent Wﬁ,

~—~= Remote

7/,,,/7 pL‘!\nl‘..:ID Q 4 d/

Judgment: ~e=———— Social

T~ Test: 4ol

nsig - Sleep and Appetite QMM

’ mmu% dhe wovbsbum W quustionable
> Wt A donid o : N
dhe  Ulobm . ‘“L““j PBNL S “rﬁb&ﬁ(]

~

4 Snvotal . ; « .
4‘1 o 9&1\&«&0\.}% #0 suaradcty  and A ‘4\0{37\
XL W QY ¢ s B -
L JW ur o Addadted

Date
Name:
Designation:
Specialization:
Place

Signatu

Note:
“The CCL was informed abowt the purpose
themselves. The report contains confidential information b
expert thus it may not be used for the purpose of proof.disproo,
the child is written to elucidate facts/information shared by the
relation to the alleged ongoing case for judicial review. It is left ta the discr

members to decide in the best welfare of the child.”

of the sessions with a onducive environment {0 express
etween the CCL and the mental health

f of ant fact in issues. The verbatim of
child in sessions mentioned above in
etion ability of the judiciary
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE PRINCIPAL MAGISTRATE, MS. SHEETAL
CHOUDHARY PRADHAN, JJB SEWA KUTIR KINGSWAY CAMP, DELHI

Caze FIR No. 331/22 dated 14.02.2022 u/s 302/120B/34 IPC PS Mahendra Park
Delhi. '

CCL Anshu @ Suryavanshi s/o Sh. Mukesh r/o K-1299 Jahangirpuri Delhi.

Subject: Regarding transfer of case to Children’s Court (Sessions Court)

Hon’ble Sir,

With humble request, it is submitted that On 13.2.2022, an
information was received vide DD No.115 A at PS Mahendra Park from BJRM
Hospital that one patient Sanotsh s/o Ashok Kumar r/o 1-183 Jahangirpuri Delhi
age 20 years has been admitted in the hospital after stabbing by knife. He has been
admitted by his friend Aftab. The information was marked to SI Subhash Chandra.
Meanwhile information vide DD No. 117 A was received that the above patient
has been declard brought dead by the doctor. On this information, 1 reached at
BJRM Hospital and received MLC No. 193157. The body of deceased Santosh
was deposited in the mortuary. One eye witness namely Aftab s/o Lalla, who
brought the deceased at hospital, met me there who stated that on 13.02.2022 he
along with his friends Sujeet, Aakash and Santosh were standing near park 1-24
Jahangirpuri when two of their known persons Ansu & Ravi@ Mannu came there.
They took Santosh to one side about 15-20 steps away and stabbed Santosh with
knife and flee away from the spot. The eye witness deposed that about 7-8 months
back, Santosh and his jija Sanjay had quarrel with one Vishnu (friend of Anshu &
Ravi), both had grudge and as a result stabbed him to kill. On the statement of
Aftab above, above case vide FIR No. 331/22 u/s 302/34 IPC was registered and
the investigation was carried out by the undersigned.

During investigation, above CCL Anshu @ Suryavanshi was apprehended
and his both acssociates namely Ravi @ Manu & Vishnu Arora were arrested and
the offence u/s 120B IPC was added. The date of birth of CCL Anshu @
Suryavanshi has been verified as 23.03.2004 and he was found of 17 years, 10
months and 20 days in age as on the day of committing the offence.




The CCL Anshu @ Suryavanshi is extreme desperate in nature. The
blood stained knife was recovered from his possession by which he had committed
the murder of deceased Santosh. After committing the crime, he went to his friend
(co-accused) Vishnu Arora and edited his user name of Instagram account as
anshu-suryavanshi-302 and posted a story on Instagram with the following gist :

“Saare bhaiyo ko ram ram jalne valo ki maa ki chut anshu bhai jaa rha hai
jail thk hai na behen k lawdo jldi aunga randi valo or tumhara baap jldi
ayega.”

The above story was had been seen by 166 viewers till the apprehension of
the CCL i.e. within 24 hours of posting the same on 14.02.2022. The copies of
instagram posts are attached as Annexure “A” and the same have also been filed
in the case file from page number 86 to 90.

Apart from above CCL Anshu @ Suryavanshi above has been found
involved desprate activities prviousaly and apprehended  in the following

incident/cases:

1 FIR No. 1481/21 dated 30.11.2021 u/s 324/34 1PC PS Mahendra Park Delhi.

It was alleged by Sh. Sameer s/o Bhura r/o 1-1465 Jahangirpuri Delhi that
CCL Anshu @ Suryavanshi along with his friends Current, shanu & Beeru
beaten him and stabbed with the knife ( copy of FIR annexed as “B”).

2 DD No. 5A dated 19.12.2021u/s 25/54/59 Arms Act PS Mahendra Park
Delhi.

It was lodged by SI Sunil Chandra that one country made pistol (Katta)
with one live cartridge was recoverd from the possession of CCL Anshu @
Suryavanshi and another country made pistol (Katta) with one live cartridge was
found from the possession of another CCL Anyj Bhaskar( copy of DD No. 5Ais

annexed as “C” ).

3 FIR No. 257/22 dated 30.01.2022 u/s 324/34 1PC PS Mahendra Park Delhi

\



It was alleged by Sh. Kushal s/o Pramod Kumar r/o A-1346 Jahangirpuri
Delhi that on 30.01.2022, CCL Ansu @ Suryavanshi along with his three

associates assaulted him and firstly, the CCL Anshu @ Suryavanshi had stabbed ' S/

hin: with the knife (copy of FIR annexed as “D”).

The CCL Anshu @ Suryavnshi is desperate in nature and he has become
dangerous for society. To earn the name and fame in world of crime, there is every
possibility that he shall again commit the crime countniously. It would be pertinent
to mention here that during apprehension of CCL Anshu @ Suryavanshi in above
case FIR No. 331/22 u/s 302/120B/34 IPC, his father was called to remain present
during apprehanssion but he didn’t come by saying that his son CCL Anshu @
Suryavanshi is not in his control and he will not come. Later on, it was revealed
that the father of CCL has left his own house number K-1299 Jahangirpuri Delhi
and residing somewhere on rent due to the activities of his son CCL Anshu @

Suryavanshi.

In the above facts and circumstances and the gravity of the present case, it
is requested that the present case of CCL Anshu @ Suryavanshi vide FIR No.
331/22 ws 302/120B/34 IPC PS Mahendra Park Delhi may kindly be sent to
Children’s Court (Session Court) for trial please.

Submitted please. g

2 g

Inspr. E.S. Yadav
PS Mahendra Park
Delhi.

\\
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FORM 7

- [Rules 11(3), 13(T)(vi), 13(8)(ii), 19(4), 19(17), 62(6)(vii), 62(6)(x), 69 1 ]
) INDIVIDUAL CARE PLAN
M ks Child in conflict with Law/Child in need of Care and Protection
(Tick whichever is applicable)

Name of ¢hild welfare officer: -Sh. Prashant

[ats of preparing the 1CP: - 05/10/2022 ,'.

La:c'pl‘n!'llu TTORTL O T Mg

FIR No:- 331722

uis: - 302120834 11PC

Police station: - Mahindra Park

Address of the board or court: - Rohini Court
Admission No: - POS/115/22

Date of admission: - 04/06/22

Stay of the child:-

1) Short term (up 10 six months)
a. Medium term (six months (0 0n¢ year)
2) Long term (more than 1 year)

Aj Personal details

| Name ol the child:- Anshu i@ suryavanshi

2. Age/Date of Birthi- 23/03/2004

3. Sex:- Male

U Father™s o Sh. Mukesh

5. Mother's nume:- St Rekha

o Nationahity: Indian

7 Religion Hindu

B, Cast- IWhaweeh

9. Lunguage spoken: Hindi

10. Level of education: Bachelor of Art Pursuing

11. Details of savings account of the child, it any: CCL & wftane gre1 CCL &7 F @rAT et
o 2

12. Details of child’s earnings and belongings. if any:

13. Details of awards/rewards received by the child, irany.

14, Based on the result of Case history. Social Investigation Report and interaction with the child. give
details o following areas of concern and interventions required. itany:-

\%




TAreas of gon('err - -T F‘ropn;cd interventions A
|
oif% oftr | CCL 1 #ear # gEaT T |
yrgaEd tam qrEen & | srgerEA 1 AT qaTH
st wwa WRG 9C AT AT @ el cCL &
qfareafoa & fREAT afrare & T frEA w@| -3
st W gv AT FAT iy FreaT # WATETA FOAT
argar 21 CCL fafafaa ‘r\'ﬁf’T‘%aﬂT‘ﬁT‘[‘ﬁﬂTlﬂﬂn
ST TEAT STEAT & LWWWQICCL?T}
ﬁfﬂwé‘ o
On dated: 09. 10.22 CCl | As advised by the - concerned
was referred 10 the duuur diet has been provided
| ! 1o thie CCLi e ( Cocunul waler. |
| 1 | ;\Or:.n"l Asaf Aglrl,i(l;:}qll?:ecg | :J);;;L\'\ \Muf';,dl } N |
i W wreatment as advised by | .
1 the concerned doctor ol |
| Place of Safety thjnu'
| | Ka tilla.
L The concerned doctor
of AAAl Hospital is
being admitted 0 he
CCL trom U9 1022 K
11.10.22 and Diagnosed
AFL. |
. | After  that col  owas |
i |referred again or |

Child's expectation from care and
protection

‘i i reviewed follow-up l
\ weatment  on  dated:
{ | 17.10.22 but again the
ﬁ ' concerned doctor | |
| advised being admitied |
i "o the CCL due 1o have
| \ hypertension and
. ! 1 dehydration from “
B 17.10.22 10 19.10
Emotional and psychological Impaired/impulsive ] Referred 1o the
support needs decision  making and | Psyclmlngistf('ounsclm for |
\ pehaviour modification - counseling. |
L — - -
4 1 Educational and Training needs CCL ¥ B.A w0t &1 e T—CL 71 IGNOU # B.A & |
1 wart | syfegerr sy Fea At 81 ‘
wear POS qﬁmhewou i BA f Tt ¥ |
P W 6 pfw WA | HOE W Counseling ¥ |
: ‘nﬁ?l ccmmn:ﬁw\{mmm%l ccL #r|
’ 3 A gea AL B Rakus frrrfiar ad @ Aa |
| sy i AT A P e
'J’:
T eisure, creativity and play TecL B e A Tdr LCh [P Fout ppenell
a7 w2 i1 e wATy T T
e 7
6 Attachments and Inter-personal TQE_cS‘n'c:rE:Tt;s_én;éu | Tnterpersotil Tetanionships w
Relationships ' home,  school and  work

evplored further as part of
culinseling Sesstom and 1o
specilic cunceris werne
Tepatt sul le SRR il |\) !!1_-'7

\SY




i o < P —————

I Sy
= A

counselor 1
» e e — -

Religious beliefs

I
K

1

Referred 10
l’syuhologislICounsclor for
seling

I ——C
[ Self care and life skill Traming for | Assertiveness skills and

* Protection from all kinds of abuse. | self-confidence
_ﬂ.‘glcu and maltreatment I
J T independent fiving skills _____, Cack ol exposer_ e
(70 T Any other such as significant ‘
| expericnces which may have
., impacted the development of the , i
| ehild like trafficking. domestic | \ |
| violence, parental neglect,
| bullying in school, ete. (Please

 lspeeify) o s

B) PROGRESS REPORT OF THE CHILD:

Name of the Child Welfare Officer: Sh. Prashant
Period of the report:
Admission No: POS/115/22
Board or court: Rohini Court
Profile no: Fir : POS/I 15/22
Name of the child: Anshu @ suryavanshi
Stay of the child:
. Short term (up to siX months)
b, Medium term (six months to one year)
¢. Long term (more than 1 year)
g, Place of interview and date: Place Of Safety Dated 30/09/22
v General conduct and progress of the child during the period ol the report:
cCl, Frar § A AR 7R T @ AT A 3| cCL sAS T 77 77 #| wegr H
;.T.':Tr;'r}r":r FT TII |
10, Progress made with vegard 1o proposed interventions as mentione

S AW

d in point 14 of Part A ol this Form.

5. Cawegory s 'fﬁ;?&'sca’iiﬁ&ﬂ'ﬁiu}ﬁ' o ‘,’;7:-’0;&7{;'1{1'Z\'-;L-'{'i.ﬂil'
.:S,”_, St e ey e B e .
T Child's c\.‘;wmii\'n from care Tccr = T W qr".n_ | g no -

{ angd protesticn YANTHA FT ATATATD gz !

l | o T #CEL T MTHT A AT

| | > = -
g .%mama'wwmmu
. | ATE oy A o EH
f ' ¥ wyeaw @ Ara Ferh At A
_ ._ﬁ_.ﬂ_____,__lrgct;ﬁ;m;_@_mﬁ;_;_ ________ B—
2 Healih and nutrition needs As advised by the concuerned doctor B AL the present CCL has no !
| | diet hus been provided w the COLL | any Tresh complain |
i.e ( Coconut water. Daliva, kh chdi | As per stuement Uy the |

} “) | concerned dogtor of place |

| . QRS (Oral cehydration st ol sateny Magnu ke il

I iﬂ-:i(_.c_i_i,iut-.l|wj___ i

|3 Emotional and psychological Referred 10 the | wfeT it 21 1
! | support needs | Psychologist Counselor for |

counseling e I

4 Educational and Training needs | CCL 1 GNOU i B.A ® | wiwaT ¥ 2 -‘

! i wer o o 2
l | IGNOU & B.A #1 T ® ATA L

\X




% Counseling ¥ oy wam s .

t | ro1 31 cClL A wrarg ! !
\ |t A AR A # e W l
| Pt v € N I
15 Leisure, creativity and play "CCL 71 fabdre dfve areft a1 ® TCOL weaqn & @@ H |
| <FRrer syarere waTA Fvr T 72 8 Lm—arga
6 Attachments and Inter-personal Interpersonal relationsiips  at | sraeaT W 2l
Relationships home, school and work explored | !
! ' further as part of couuseling% i
' sassions  and  no  specific f| L .
~] concerns were reported/observed o
L bythecounselor .o — ﬁ__';_'
K TReligious beliefs | eam # CCL 1 @H? yaT | e ® 8l \
S 11" SR
! & T Seif care and life skill training ! Referred 10 C b VxR Rl
_ | for Protection from all kinds of | P2 cholegis: Counsela: for |
|| abuse, neglect and maltreaiment | €MSENE N
[5 " Tindependent living skills Individual guidance T A 3

[70 | Any other such as significant i

experiences which may have

impacted the development of

the child lihe wratficking.

domestic violence. parental

neglect. bullying in school. ete.

APlease specily) T .

11. Any proceedings before the Committee or Board or Children's Court
a. Variation of conditions of bond
b. Change of residence of the child
c. Other matters, iffany
12, Period of supervision completed on
Result of supervision with remarks (if any)
Name and Addresses of the pareit of guurdian or it persul ander whose care the child is 1o five alter
the supervision is over

Date of report Signature bation ofticer

C) PRE-RELEASE REPORT (1o be prepared 15 days priorto relense)

Details of place of transfer and authority concerned responsible in the place of transfer/release
Details of placements of the child in different institutions/family

Training undergone and skills acquired

Last progress report of the child (to be atached. reter Part )

Rehabilitation and restoration plan of the child (10 be prepured with reference 10 progress reports ot
the child

h e DD -

5 L ategors U Areas of conwern 1P aposed interveahions

| e l;zlLI;t\ITL\l—.ml\n_Hm citre i
rotection

Health and nutfition needs | - _ _
Emotional and psychologieal | . e e

-
U
/[ !
~

A



e A T B s

r support needs | I - _‘_i

T | Educational and Training needs | ... ereram 2rcf B ]
.5 Leisure, creativity and play | o R
L6 Attachments and Inter-personal 1

|| Relationships
7 Religious beliefs

7§ T5elf care and life skill training for T_‘W—H-A“_ T

i Protection from all Kinds of abuse.
| __ | neglect and maltreatment
9 independent living shills B

[0 Anmy ather such as significant

| eaperiences which may have
E impacted the development of the | ‘
| child like trafficking, domestic |
i‘ violence, parental neglect, bullying : i
L. in school. etc. (Please specify) 1. -

6. Date of release/transfer/repatriation

7. Requisition for escort if required .

8. ldentification Proof of escort such as driving license, Aadhar Card, etc.

9. Recommended rehabilitation plan including possible placements/sponsorships

10. Details of probation officer/Non-governmental organization for post release follow-up

11, Memorandum of Understanding with non-governmental organization identified for post-release
follow-up(Attach a copy)

12. Details of sponsorship agency/individual sponsor. it any

13. Memorandum of’ Understanding between the sponsoring agency i individual sponsor (Attach o
copy)

14. Medical examination report before release

15, Any other information

16. D) POST-RELEASE/RESTORATION REPORT OF THE CHILD

| Suutus ol Bank account: Closed/ranster
2 Larnings and belongings ol the child: handed over to the child or his parents: yes/no
it intersetion reoartar the Child Wellarg OfFcer identifed [ foliow-tpwith the child

post-releuse
4. Progress made with reference to Rehabilitation and Restoration Plan
5. Pamily's behavior attitude owards the cluld
6. Social milicu of the child, particularly Attitude ol feigh bors/comumty

7. How is tie child using the skills acquired

& Whether the child has been admitted 10 a School or vocation? Give date and name ol the
school/institute/any other agency: Yes/No

9. Report of second and third follow-up interaction with the child after two months and six
months respectively

10. Efforts towards social mainstreaming and child”s opin oan iews about it

I1. ldentity cards and compensation

Instruction: please verify with the physical documents

ey

" IDENTITY CARDS | — Presentstatus |- _,g\_cligrl_[;@____ff‘_']

A




r;___.__q_““__gjﬂ_‘_.::::::_';,__,_... el S .
. ] Yes T No ) -
Birth certificate N T - ____ﬂ__v____! B L o |
Kohool certificate___ [ Yes Lo M X T
= Laste certificate Yes k I
(BPLcard _ No N !
[ Dluability Centificate O R
| Immunization Card No L o Vi
Ration card Yes o e i
Adhaar card Yes -
[ Ré zived compensation No
| {g=n Government 1 _L_W___ —
=

Signs elfare Ofticer
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C.C. No. .....e
FIR No. . 2R, 52 e
uis 302//13‘41
ps. Mabewd . Faxde

M [HE COURT OF Sia- Anik Sebimwak, LA~ AST, £ ohani Cout™

JURISDICTION OF 202

Suit / Appeal No.

Inre :-

<t Skale Plaintifi(s) o, Petitioner(s)

Appellant(s) Complainant(s)

VERSUS
Gl ‘A Defendant(s) /Respondent(s) / Accused

KNOW ALL to whom these present shall come that I/ We

©

The above named oy Somc A
ASUISH KumAL g2
YAMINA KTZ VI p/fs’s}/ﬁ Nc,o,ow.cour"“ iE a0 B
RAGINI NAGPAL Dl7u]1a) s oi‘“‘

SHALANK| PRASAD B/ 1677/23 ‘\‘“‘\“\‘““\“

in the above-Nv.gu «e3@ authorize him:-
r in any other court in which the same may be tried
caurt bv mg/us.

(herein after called the advocate/s to be my/our Advocate

To act, appear and plead in the above-noted case in this court 0
or heard and also in the appellate court including High court subject to payment of fees saparately "f’_f‘,’?.h-

To sign file, verify and present pleadings, appeals cross-objections or petitions for [ §
executions review, revision, withdrawal, compromise or other petitions or affidavits or other
documents as may be deemed necassary of proper for the prosecution of the said case in all its
stages subject to payment of fees for each stage.

To file and lake back documents, lo admil and/or deny the documents or opposite party
submit to arbitration any differences or

To withdraw or compromise the said case or
dispules that may arse touching or in any manner relating lo the said case

To take execution proceedings on paying separate fee

1o deposil, draw and receive money. cheques, case and grant receipts hereof and 1o
do all other acts and things which may be necessary lo be done for the progress and in the
course of the proseculion on the said case L

aclitioner authorizing him lo exercise the power ai ' . ewuwy
hink fit to do so and 1o sign the power of attorney on our behall.
tity and confirm all acts done by the Advocate or
f done by me/us to all intenis and purpose.
pear in court and all hearings

To appoint and instruct ‘any other Legal Pr
conferred upon the Advocate whenever he may I
And I/ We the undersigned do hereby agree lo ra
his substitute in the matter as my/our own facts, as |
And /We undertake that I/ We or my/our duly authorised agent would ap|

andwillinform theAdvocate forappearance whenthe caseiscalled.
And /'We undersigned do hereby agree not to hold the advocate of his substitute responsible for the result of

\he sald case. The adjournment costs whenever ordered by the colrt shall be of the Advocate which he shall recelve

and retain for himself.
And I'We undersigned do hereby agree thatin the event of the whole or part of the fee agreed by me/us to be

paid o the advocate remaining unpaid he shall be entitled to withdraw from the prosecution of the said case until the
same I3 paid up. The fee settla is only for the above case and above Court. /We hereby agree that once the fee is
paid,/We will not be entitied for the refund of the same in any case whalsoever and if the case prolongs for

morethan3yearstheoriginal fee shallbe paldagalnby me/us
INWITHNESS WHERE OF I/We dohereunto sel my/our hand tothese presents the contents of whichhave

bagnundens:oodbymal|.|Banlhis...........llm.‘, .................... ...dayof..... W.....ZOZS

Accepted subject 1o the terms of the fees
Med)
Client . lient

[ Q‘ ku\-—"“ ] r
: /éQ OL | Identify the Signature/Thumb Impression of the Bel sfmm.
~ C ) 0
()

( ‘ \r{\,«b (\
Sy . Whg Has beenBapitdgh O T TiAbpment
( " ‘Advocaty / Govt. of NCT of Delhi

(0 .
ﬁa/ \ (qﬁ-\’ 1, Magazine Road, Majnu Ka Tilla, Delhi-110054




DEPARTMENT OF WOMEN AND CHILD DEVELOPMENT,
GOVT. OF NCT OF DE

“ CONFIDENTIAL"
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT REPORT

U/S: 309(4)/311/3(5) BNS

SOCIO-DEMQGRAPHIC BACKGROUND:

] |
NAME: - REFERRAL DATE: SESSIONS CONDUC

ON: ‘

d |

il
AGE: 16 yeats SEX: Male RELIGION: Islam
' EDUCATION{ 9th class LANGUAGE’S KNOWN: JJB -
dropout Hindi
ECONOMIC STATUS: INFORMANT: Self and family [ 1st Timer Offender
/iow Economid Status ’
Is the child disabled?: NO OCCUPATION: Current Circumstances of
1.Work status details: living: Currently CCL is living
Not Working with his family.

2.Nature of work: I

3.Income (per month):

Reasons of Referral: The CCL is referred for Preliminary assessment,
HISTORY OF PRESENT CASE:
(A)Verbatim ap reported by the CCL about




(8)Contributing Kactors and Circumstances in which he allegedly committed the offense:

the Alleged Offence

Pout resulting in limited educational attainment.
hardship nNecessitating premature employment.

to substance use (ganja, alcohol, and beedi).

ence and reduced resistance to negative social pressure.
U Limited garental Supervision due to occupational commitments.

(J Adolescdnt developmental immaturity affecting impulse control.
(J Limited awareness of legal boundaries and consequences.

O Poor structured recreational and developmental opportunities.

ental exposure to adult work settings at an early age.

(J Early scHool dro

the clinical interview, the child narrated that on the day of the alleged incident
he met with his friends in the evening. According to his account. the

ed socially and later proceeded towards a nearby location. He stated that

8 course of events, a mobile phone belonging to another individual came into

sion, after which he left the location.

narration suggested that his actions occurred in the context of peer

pnd situational influences rather than extensive planning. There was no

during the interview of elaborate preparation or organized criminal intent.

he circumstances described indicate impaired judgment, poor

decision-making, and inadequate appreciation of the seriousness of the alleged act.

O This secti¢n reflects the child's version provided during assessment and should not be
interpreted as a determination of facts.

presence
indication
However,

2. Past History (Lpgal)

The child reporteq that he was not involved in a legal case previously.

3. Personal Histoty




Age: 16

Thechng
The fathe
15,000,
month. T
househol
The child
structure
to contrib

The child
dropout

severe d
psychoag
interventi

r\

Name of boy .
ears

\

ri o oot

W:ilzr;gaged in dglly wage work with an approximate monthly income of
.60 bg mother‘ls employed in a factory earning around £5,000-6,000 per
b expr:n :;zd family income is modest and primarily utilized to meet basic

atppears intgct; however, financial hardship has compelled several members
lte economically from an early age. Such circumstances have likely reduced

parental s

belon ?
3 gs to a lower socio-economic family with limited financial resources.

resides with his parents and siblings in their own accommodation. The family

upervision and emotional availability due to occupational commitments.
discontinued formal education after completing Class IV. Early school

Ia:billitie_S. nd opportunities for healthy psychosocial development.
ollowing school discontinuation, he entered the workforce and is presently engaged

in manuaj labour, earning approximately 9,000 per month. Early occupational
involvement reflects financial necessity rather than career planning and has likely
increaseq his exposure to adult environments where supervision is minimal.
Dunng @h interview, the child reported being influenced by peers. His interpersonal
interactiohs appear to be primarily centred around neighbourhood and work-related
acquaintgnces rather than structured educational or recreational environments.
The child|reported exposure to ganja, alcohol, and beedi. Although no evidence of

DN,

gnificantly limited his academic development, literacy, problem-solving

pendence or withdrawal symptoms was reported, regular exposure to
ive substances represents an important psychosocial risk factor requiring

4. MENTAL STAT

US EXAMINATION:

General Appea
but well groomegd

Attitude Toward
Eye Contact: N¢
Psychomotor A
Speech: Clear a
Orientation:
Time: Intact
Place: Intact
Person: Intact
Attention and C

Abstract Ability

nce: He was of average height with an asthenic build, tidy in appearance,

He entered the room with an appropriate gait.

s Examiner: Not Co-operative
t Maintained

ctivity: Normal

hd audible

Memory: Intact
Immediate: Intact
Recent: Intact
Remote: Intact

bncentration: Aroused and sustained for desirable duration of time.

Semi-abstract

Mood and Affect:

Judgement:




congruent.

L

Normal, communi¢able, well in range and Test: Poor

Social: Intact

Person: Intact

examination,

‘ Thought Disorddr:
No thought abnorality observed during

Perceptual Disorder:
No Perceptual disorder observed

Insight: Grade II|

Insight Accepts the act but blames other factors.

5.CASE FORMULATION:

(A)Mental and ph

ysical capacity to commit offence:

o]
<
o

o]

Mental Capacity

e  Clinical in
o Cq

erview findings indicate that the child was:
pnscious and oriented to time, place, and person.

ARle to communicate coherently.
D

N history suggestive of psychosis, intellectual disability, or severe mental
iliness.

monstrated intact attention and comprehension.

N¢ evidence of significant cognitive impairment affecting understanding of
events.

His cogrjitive functioning appeared adequate for planning simple goal-directed
behaviouf and understanding instructions.
e However,| developmental immaturity,

have adversely affected his impulse control, judgment, and behavioural regulation
during the alleged incident.

peer influence, and substance exposure may

Physical Capacijty:
e No phy r
committing the offense described.

cal impairments mentioned. He appears to be physically capable of

(B) Ability to un?erstand the consequences of the offence:

1. The assgssment suggests that the child possesses a basic understanding of socjally
acceptatjle and unacceptable behaviour. He demonstrated awareness that certain




actions are|legally prohibited.

. However, His appreciation of the long-term legal, psychological, and social
consequences appeared limited.

. Several depelopmental factors may have reduced his ability to fully evaluate
consequerices, including:

Adg¢lescent cognitive immaturity.

Limited educational exposure.

Substance use.

Peer influence.

ited legal awareness.

Refluced impulse control.

. Although He appears capable of distinguishing right from wrong at a basic level, his
decision-njaking likely reflected immature risk assessment rather than comprehersive
evaluation| of future consequences.

~0Q00T®

C) Drug Intake:

He reported that he was involved in psychoactive substances like Beer, Alcohol, cigrattes,
biddi and Ganja.

6. Inference Summary:

e Inferencg Summary

1. THe child is a 16-year-old adolescent from a financially disadvantaged family
who discontinued education at an early stage and entered manual labour to

support himself. His psychosocial profile indicates multiple vulnerability factors,
intluding economic hardship, limited education, substance exposure, and peer
influence.

2 Clinical assessment did not reveal evidence of severe mental iliness,
intellectual disability, or cognitive impairment. The child demonstrated
adlequate orientation, communication, and comprehension throughout the
inferview.

3. His psychological functioning suggests sufficient mental and physical capacity
td understand and participate in goal-directed behaviour. However,
developmental immaturity, substance use, limited education, and peer

uence likely compromised his judgment and impulse control during the

alleged incident.

4. The child's profile indicates significant rehabilitative potential. Structured
pbychosocial intervention, substance use management, educational
reéhabilitation, vocational guidance, and family-based interventions are likely to
facilitate positive behavioural change and reduce the risk of future offending.

¢ Recommendations

dividual psychological counselling focusing on impulse control, emotional




re

hulation, aqd responsible decision-making.
C¢mprehensive assessment and intervention for substance use, including
Psychoeducation and relapse prevention.

Family counselling to strengthen communication, supervision, and positive
parenting practices.

4. Regular life-skills training covering problem-solving, conflict resolution, anger

management, and refusal skills.

5. C ntinued psychological monitoring to assess emotional adjustment,
behavioural changes, and compliance with rehabilitation plans.

Date:

Signature:

Specialization:

Note: Note: - “The CCL was informed about the purpose of sessions with a conducive
environment to express himself/herself. The report contains confidential communication
between the CCL|and the mental health expert, thus it may not be used for the purpose of
proof/disproof of|any fact in issues. The verbatim of child is written to elucidate
facts/information|shared by child in the session mentioned above in relation to the
alleged ongoing ¢ase for judicial review. It’s left to the discretion of the judiciary
members to decife for the best welfare of the child.”




Physical, Mental and Drug Assessment Report

REG NO:-
Name (MroMs/Mrs./Mx,):
Gender: w)

. f A - 1 4“ i
Agc:‘bH\A \9"./"”’" A)
She/Her;He/Him;T ;

Home: Date of Admission:
Welfare Officer: Date of Intake:

Care Taker: Next Court Date:

Mother's \
Address:
Occupation:

Father’s Name:
Education:
Marital Status:
Languages Kno
Residence: {rban Suburban/ Rural Informant: % 1)
Contact Details: (/

Current socio economic status: s o}
Q“\\ DarA ( ({* L\l\) ’

Education of head of family: f"
Occupation of head of family: Potlive itk ghaw DRvR
Total per capita family income per day: Lfo Kk ( " /,\H,\

o iy

Socio-cconomic class: Upper Class/Upper Middle/Lower Middle/ Upper lowc_ré.}ﬂcg

Reason for Admission to Home/Referral to MHU:

s ( L;Ch+ oA 5\0( suL Hf{! =

A uls — 03 [10a (D [2BYBNS ) Ujs-104 (03 (%) BN
2 2527 (#) Ak ‘ o

Cl‘g,\‘i’ Wab wel & M (Jc( an ik-‘b\l\'-e"\” \)‘la(‘lu‘LUkCa(

apd AL

Negative history %\{Qﬁﬂl of

Anxiety/Obsessive Compulsive Disorder/ Mood Disorder/ Seizure/ Psychosis_/v Head injury/ Intellectual Disability/
Gexual abuse/ Physical abuse/ Trauma Symptoms = Fri (’nol t Muad s o

X CL\M o{‘w wWhen o \or)ck- JCU e WS [’\m& wlaa he poan ’DJ/O.




Physieal, Mental and Drag

LAMILL HINORY

Lioiagram

| \
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\stury Pl Rioken
by ironment | Ot l ENVATNNITEY
Domestic Vinlenee Present ey

i) ) |
Sudstanee Abuse £ LA oo Sy
Nresson CUNORRRNM AN A NARY

Notes of the Fyaminet Clien
) ' 1 }
LN \*'\ \\\{( e L /. ofit \ { \
R O\ '\\\ Qo N AC ¢
. J Madie

WS -~ & 1 ! s \ J \ \ ! \

N N T S \\\ .\I\ \\ ““‘ \0‘ }\\”\
Larrent Circdmstances of | hing
'\-\ N

) R ) ey
mstance weabweat fo, TR
rent Mother Father Bosh {

4
o

AU

LOMUGANTIRAN N NINQUD

VNI

EERSONAL HISTORY

Developmental Milestones Attamad Not Attained AL I(

Educational History «'(‘“‘ [ A A8

Occupation History: Employ od l
pa \ i

Natisfiad Dissatisfied

Y\“wm ady it emploved

Current Intimate Relationship Ves to
Duraton: K, ¢ ke
Nature h1|\1u.\ (

Sevual History Onentanon: b ST Sexena (

Current practice: Active |ll.‘ldl\'c‘

Menstrual History: Regular lregular

Marital History: Present Alsent
Amange Love
No. of Children:

T AN .\‘\{\‘.\, Hat

o

hr‘ ‘3”\\\\‘{{“ No

\ssessment Report

Type Njielear Jowt

InterperSonal Rel  Cppdial Non condial
Nugle Parent Yex No A
History of Subectde a\pine A t{n‘\{ﬂ( .

hae

'fl‘ V
.‘w\()' His d(\

Av A \ ) \
[ e dae o S
v

\‘(l\‘l\.r\. :

\ /

) 1‘}\ { "“‘xf\l(

jo]
(

"\\(‘§{( .‘( A C\\‘“\"“l.:"?‘\‘\]

"\' oty
(

Onthe street night shelrer
Orphanages Hostels Home
Other (spectt relationship and place of'stay)

\

Parental Lack: Yes No

Peer relations Healthy Lack of support Maladaptive

J

Lastsexual activ in

LMP: 3

O
Consent \\'uhon((\\nsmtj NI

Domestic Violence
L




Physical, Mental and Drug Assessment Report

Psychiatric or Medical history: C L{(,{'\ N
L\L A \\\ % = . 4
He Ao Kepe yted 'f’»a't he wad ataekad a' a j’“‘“‘d Wit 4

Notes of the Examiner:
Q\CL?(‘V al”&‘«({ an (\jla\ ad('

rm&kp\ an Liide [old o J{r&,t or o Ly

CURRENT PERSONALITY INDICATORS

Attitude Knowledge towards Self: A—cb T l,u;h .

Relations: Prefers coppany/solitude .
Relationship close or lasting: Houngdy U<

Attitude towards criticism/mistakes: ot )0 tlptie |
Work/leisure/Interests/Hobbies: Sr(r\d,n‘«a tne it (/&,\'er\d/& , Lp[i\_[‘[ o n

Predominant Mood: E(V- .

Personality traits: Reserved/ Shy/Outgoing/Timid/ Self Conscious/ suspicious/ resentful’ jealous/ irritable/ self

centered

Habits (Use of substance and food intake): Q}‘d J OL-V‘CCL ), H W KKAL\ ;

MENTAL STATUS
EXAMINATION

General Appearance: KLN\P‘; : Hair: (y0omig |
Grooming, Hygiene & Attire: M/lnadequate/Appropriate
Gait & Motor Coordination: Ppy g - No md Eye Contact: MAQ\{'RC/\LA .
Approach to Evaluation: (00 pee ,dave. .
Speech: (Leak ra
Produclivit)‘/.'?(oclﬂm Volume: M ¢ i
Tone: Polite. | Rate: - r
Reaction Tine: wwthsn R‘“‘O’“ Spee;i-} Normal
Relevance: Relayart Coherence: ¢ p htne

Goal Direction:.b-q r(.l.)t(j Manner: R )

Expressive & Receptive Language: fd.o WMh

Mood & Affect: gu_b'lq thvi - Sl hat
ob']oz thve -

¢ LCL/){.(&‘*

A (} - Lc'.%#n RA,X 2.

J



AN e -

O«

Cu

Sexu

Mens;

Mari

,
¢

~a
%3

t Report

d Drug Assess

Physical, Mental an

Slream@ Possession; /; ,/\
)
Thought: Fm-m:@ Content: @\ ‘

¢ .
Perceptual Disturbances: News MT;@A«}((] / ob & M[ﬂ
4 Wall
Attenﬁon&Concentration: A\ﬁk&()‘ 4 ,(;an\ )

- Ik ok Remote: | fa¢
Memory: [mmediate: MR ok Recent. J
-7 \ |
nt: “Iapoured -

Orientation & Alertness: Oii(’w*‘(o{ boT {P,P Judgme ,,y»f) A
Sleep & Appetite: Sty - Y Qi‘mﬁ .

gﬁwt«)ﬂ —Am(!nlwte :

Insight:

Trauma Symptoms (as identified):

HISTORY OF PSYCHO-ACTIVE SUBSTANCE ABUSE AND ADDICTION

Substance Abuse Screening Tool

1. Type of substance used by the client? Alcohol/Tobacco/T. hinner/Cocaine/Marijuanﬁl'nggrggg’
Other HukKaln - :#;, Ct&ouﬂ? - Y |da

2. Since when has the client been using the substance: ~ i 0 - g

3. Frequency of use = Last -
' ton Lumtd
o Multiple times in a day

o Once aday » ‘

o Multiple times in a week = (rpb‘( (to - g.,lcﬂ)cﬁ{ CL"Y‘!”'Mi\r\ b a

¢ Onceaweek j’ ] Jl

e Social occasions

o+ Amount of substance used per day: Hukkah ~  (wedk
- Sinee Vo q wontA

- LA.L(" U?'\QW)\.CJ - SM\LV\{M 575

When did the client use the substance for the first time? :

Last intake of the substance by the client:
Has the client experienced strong urges/ compulsions to use the drug? Ye@»

Has the client’s tolerance level for the drug increased over a period of time? Yé

© ® = v &

Is the client unable to carry out daily responsibilities due to substance use? Yeg/No
Has the client ever experienced withdrawal symptoms (felt sick) when they stoppc:i/
taking drugs? Ye

10. Does the client ever feel bad or guilty about their drug use? Give reasonf@o
Dune o fUl 1@0&3. '

Manas Foundation, $-62, Okhla Indl. Area, Ph - 11, New Delhi - 110020,
; . . g - ,Ph:0114
Email : foundation.manas@gmail.com Website : www.manas.org.in 1708517
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Physical, Mental and Drug Assessment Report

11. Has the client’s intake of drugs affected any of the following: None

9]

Relationship with their family:

(o]

Social relationships/relationships in their community:

O

Physical health (causing medical concerns):

(0]

Involvement in illegal activities:
12. Motivation:

e Interpal locus of control/External locus of control
° B: aif Poor
13. Current state: Acute intoxication/Harmful use/ Withdrawal state/ In remission (mention de addiction
—_——
program):
14. 1s de-addiction program recommended? T\l O -

Clinician’s rating based on the above observations: (tick one)

. /Subsunce use: Recreational use

- Substance abuse: Use of a subsiance that leads to cravings, health complications, inability to carry out
daily activities, health complications, dependence and withdrawal symptoms when use is discontinued
- Addiction: Use of substance requires medical intervention and supervision due to high frequency and

amount of usage, increased tolerance and severe withdrawal symptoms. Transfer to a de addiction
facility is reccommended.

HISTORY OF CONFLICT WITH LAW

1. Specify type of criminal offence (current): Vg - 103D ] 69 (D I? (5) RNIS A 96)31 (A) ek

2. Prior history of conflict with law (repeat offender): Presefit/Absent, if present please specify
o Type of criminal offence: Qp @ Qo1 f; T :f?(

o Was the client charged with the criminal offence: ‘Ye,& ;

o Prior arrest or confinement in a legal punitive facility, if yes specify the facility

3. If prior history of conflict with law is present, is there an escalation in severity of the crime? If yes

please specify: Mw ad—(nate{, Lok stade d o do\(),d - MU{",\J& erklyj‘

4. Family history of criminal offences: Present/Absert, if present please specify



Physical, Mental and Drug Assessment Report

€ Initintion into ¢ fminal nctivity:
< Due to peer influence
Due to social learming (familial or community ¢

Due to financial stressors

v

Xposure)
\

1NN

Cocrcron/ by foree

6. Availability of \cv.~la|L!nul|1i|I||I"nnnmunlly support networky

REE!

Psychopathology:

Conduct

Running Awav Tendencies

Lving

Stealing
_Agtression

Crving Spells

Withdrawal, Isolation & Aloofness
LAt pendencic

Fatalistic Attitudes

Drug Use

Blaming Tendencies: Self/Other

Stressors:

History of Exploitation

Family Conflict

L/Ll»ﬂa/ Histor,

CASE DETAILS

[er

Sexual Abuse/Assault
Lemational Difficulties
Domestic Violence
Physical Abuse/Assault
Intimate Partner
Trafficking
Chronic Hliness
Social Parameters:
Legal/Financial Stressors
Occupational Stressors
Accessible Relationships
Mzmuni(y Resources Available
Possibility of Restoration

A) In order to understand the CCL’s cognition, perception and the unfolding of the circumstances, the allegation
in the current case were explained to them and their reported understanding of the events is stated below:

e clieds esbalim —




CASE CONCEPTUALIZATION, SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

(Presenting Concerns, predisposing, precipitating and perpetuating factors)

¢ Yooz CL«v\Fqu&ﬂ eondrol % dudicion M&Uf\d'
‘MG.LD\AAF’(XWZ rm tr\(fumwg' artopation

. :I"/r\f ou l’(ﬁg ; &ln\p_y\j“ Bf W,ﬁ( ‘t‘&kk\/a c\tt-k t“C{c ’
. { M(’J: \ U W( C’\& ° MMF\}&(}\AX\“/E 'kb\ﬁ{(f‘,\ CLfi "{‘OLOQ«\—‘L\A
® Lack (i ?M&l 8 QMS"‘M Q \.L\Olﬂnde/‘ OLt(e
Recofmmendation: \Ar dA
Vwﬁual Follow up at the M.H.U: i
Psychiatric Evaluation: mﬁm

Supportive Measures:
PP Name of psychologist:

Referral for de addiction:
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Preliminary Assessment Report

i‘\‘T'H\‘ > ‘ . . .
g the sessions, the CCL shared details about the sequence of events that led to his apprehension in the

\

201mg case

NOE rding ¢ «‘\‘-lhc CCL has consistently maintained that he is guilty of the charges against
imaceepting s mvolvement and prior knowledge of the plan. He mentioned that mhad
comvuneed him to lhu‘.l'\c!—. as he was supposed to give testimony againsta rricnd ol his
vhos currently in Central Jail. To intimidate him and ensure that he did not proceed with the testimony,
the CCLs had planned to fire shots into the air near his house. The CCL claimed he agreed to the plan as

! } 11
¢ beheved he would only be apprehended under the Arms Act. He also reported that the weapons were

ded 10 him by

In the other c.w.“thc (CC1. also maintained his guilt regarding the charges against him. He
stated that he intended only 1o shoot in the arm or leg to take revenge on _

or the death of his {riend tic emphasized that he
ntend to harm or Kill the vietim but only to send a warning tc During the session, he stated,

1 has 307 banana chahte the, 302 ban gayi." He also mentioned that shooting the victim was not
part of the plan. but upon encountering the victim, all the co-accused agreed to shoot him to send a warning
message 10 the victim's brother. The CCL expressed guilt and remorse for the victim’s death but did not

ppear remorseful for his overall actions.

While the CCL has remained consistent in his account of the incidents, his history of association with
maladaptive peers was also noted during the sessions. His impaired judgment, easy access to weapons., poor
decision-making. poor impulse control, risk-taking behaviour typical of adolescence, and lack of parental
supenvision appear to be contributing factors to his involvement in the case.

I'hroughout the sessions, the CCL verbally expressed remorse for the victim -und has developed
msight into how his actions have led to significant inconvenience for his family. No significant
discrepancies were noted in his statements.

No impairment or disability has been reported or observed during the sessions, indicating that the CCL

possesses the mental and physical capacity to comprehend the situation and make conscious decisions
regarding his actions.

Other Social/Psychosocial factors:

a) Family history:

b) Social Relationships:

Maladaptive peer association.

¢) Engagement Opportunities:

I'he CCL shared that he wishes to learn motor mechanic skills to start a new life. He also mentioned that
his family plans to relocate to -to ensure he remains under supervision, as they have many
relatives there.



Mental Health Unit
Manas Foundation

Preliminary Assessment Report

1. 1f prior history of conflict with law is present, is there an escalation in severity of the crime: If
ves please specify. ‘ o
The CCL has started engaging in revenge taking activitics, making him engage more in crimogenic

actinvines.

o

Family history of criminal offences: Present/Absent, if present please specify:

3. Initiation into criminal activity:
Due to peer influence
Duc to social learning (familial or community exposure)
Due to financial stressors
Cocrcion’ by force

4. Availability of social/familial/community support networks: Familial support is availablc

¢) Circumstances in which the offence was committed:
(Verbatim of the child)

f) History of substance abuse:
Type of substance used: Cigarette, Tobacco, Hukkah

Based on PMD assessment the CCL is demonstrating indicators of?
Substance use: Recreational use
Substance abuse: Use of a substance that leads to cravings, health complications. inability to carry
out daily activities, health complications, dependence and withdrawal symptoms when use is
discontinued.
o Addiction: Use of substance requires medical intervention and supervision due to high frequency
and amount of usage, increased tolerance and severe withdrawal symptoms.

g) Psychiatric consultation/ psychometric assessment:

Not applicable

h) The following facts, information needs to be correlated and critically analyzed with other reports in order
to understand the mental and physical capacity of the CCL to commit the offence.




Preliminary Assessment Report

SOCTO-DEMOGRAPHIC BACKGROUND

Reg N _ \ge: 16 (As reported)
Name _ Parent’s N‘unc._
Datc of Admission: -

3 m
I ducation: 4 pass

Sex: Male/Female

1B
Languages Known: Hindi

Rehgon

Reason for Admission/Referral:
Case filed under U'S: 103(1) 109(1)/ 3(5) BNS & 25/27 Arms Act
«¢ filed under U/S:109(1) 3(5) BNS & 25/27 Arms Act

Ca

FIR No:

Occupation

I 'nemploved

Familv Income:
40k month approx

Socio-economic class

Upper Class
Upper Middle
Lower Middle
Upper lower
Lower

Current circumstances of living:
(Who does the child live with?)

As reported CCL currently lives in a rented accommodation in _\'i[h his parents and
one step-brother, two biological brothers and two elder sisters.

CASE FORMULATION: -

a) Mental Capacity to commit the Offence:



lfl/rtu“. 1 I

Mental Health Unit
Manas Foundation

Preliminary Assessment Report
AL per 10D COT was svmptomatie o

o Present Psyehame illness  Yes No

e Intellectual disabhn - Yes No
Reportad Past psyehiatiie illness — Yes No

Presence of abuse- Yes No

n

degree treatment- Yes No
hasical Capacity o comnut the Offenee:
1. Is the child disabled: YIS NO

2. Dwability Type

\ sually challenged

Heanng and Speech disability | Doesn’t have any of the disability
Phyaically challenged ‘ '
Orthopedically challenged

o) Uthens

¢ Abihiy to understand the consequences ol the offence:
Abihiny tor decision making and coneept of cause/effect of actions committed

e The CCL demonstrates the ability to make independent decisions and choices in activities ot daily
Iving (ADL)
He shared that used to work as a salesperson in _\\'ilhin the institution, he actively |
participates in sports such as ludo, volleyball and basketball. Additionally, he has enrolled in (he |
I xpressive Arts class and attends workshops at the institution, further highlighting his ability to make
mformed decisions in daily life.

e The CCL has the ability to understand the coneept ol cause and cffect ol actions taken during eriminal
CHVITY ) .

I he CCL stated that he was guilty of the allegations held against him, acknowledging his involvement

i the crime. 1t was observed that the CCL did understand the cause and effect of the actions taken by

him m both the cases

b Legal Thstory:
Specify type of eriminal offence (current): U/ST TO3CH/T09(T) 3(5) BNS & 2527 Armis Act
AND U/S:109(1)1/3(5) BNS & 25/27 Arms Act
Prior history of conflict with law (repeat offender): Present/Absent, if present please specity
o Type of eriminal offence: - 307 (twice)

o Was the CCL charged with the criminal offence: - Yes
Prior arrest or confinement in a legal punitive facility, it yes specify the facility:




\

Preliminary Assessment Report

» Personal: Intact

Judgement Q_;/ﬁ,ﬁ’ Social: Partially Tmpaired
T Test: Impaned

Sleep and Appetite: Adequate

Insight

summary and Recommendation:

« \aladaptive peer association.

) « Impaired decision making and judgement.
Lack of overall guilt and remorse observed.

| o Inadequate parental supervision and guidance.
e Mandatory family counselling session.

- W

Date: [

\ame: NG
Designation:
Speciakisadl
Place:
Signature:

Note:
“The CCL was informed about the purpose of the sessions with a conducive environment to express

themselves. The report contains confidential information between the CCL and the mental health expert
this it may not be used for the purpose of proof/disproof of any jact in issues. The verbatim of the child
is written to elucidate facts/information shared by the child in sessions mentioned above in relation to
the alleged ongoing case for judicial review. It is left to the discretion ability of the judiciary members to
decide in the best welfare of the child.”



Preliminary Assessment Report

4y Community Support

) Previous Legal Action

Mental Status Examination:

Goeneral Appearance: kempt Hair Ciroomed

Grooming, Hygienc & Attirg: tdequate [nad, quctte/ Appropmiate

Gait & Motor Coordination:  PM A Normal kye Contact: Maintaimed

Approach to Eyvaluation € o-operative

Specech:
wductivit Adequit Volume: Audible
Iate: Normal
React [ Within rany Speed: Normal
b ! 4 van! Caoherence: Coherent
Iirection Goal directed Manner: Relaxed

Fapressive Language:

Keceptive Language: Adequate
Mood:

Ceve siahit by
Objective: Futhymie

Affect: \Wathin normal Range

) .

Thought: | onn Nonmnal Content: Normial Stream: Normal ossession. Norn

Perceptual Disturbances: Not reported/observed

Sensorium and Cognition:
Onentanon: Onented 1o tme, place and person
sttention and Concentration: Aroused and Sustamed

% mmedine: Intact
Memory < e Recent Intac
~a  [emote: Intact



*REI IMINARY ASSESSMENT OF CHILDREN IN CONFLICT WITH LAW
(In Observation Homes /¢ orrection Homes)

1.SOCI0-DEMO C BACKGROUND

y >
: Ve .
Reg. No, :.- - Age I:xp])l‘u\ixll:lld}l = 16 years | Sex:- Male / Female / 3 Gender
i Fathers Name.. ' Religion:-
- - findu /Sikh / Muslim / Buddhisg

'Christian / Jain Others / Not revealed

Education: Reason for referral :- ‘ !,:ungungusj known:-
Preliminan assessment hindi
Date of admission:- [ Date of intake..-
ASTe child disabled? ' ()cmp;uiun:- " 1Stances of living:- ‘. |
)Work Status Details ''1) Who does the child stay with? - |
(To be filled onl\ Ifthe child js g I )Parent(s) Mother / Fathey Both” i
2)Disability I'ype: working child) | iz)(:u.nd,un»y HLI::H\vmh:p |
enged Unemployed iii) Friends |
& Speech disabi 1y 2)Nature of work (work sector): VY On the street [
Intelle Hdisability (Menta I v) Night shelter ’
V1) Orphanages / Hostels Similar Homes | |
enge | vi1)Other (pl specify) !'
allenged 3) Income (per day/ per month): If Cther (relations} p and place of stay) ‘

2) CASE DETAI SAND SUMMARY (A reported by the CCJ )

1y UrS: - 302/ 364 A/ 342/ 20 120 B IpP( |
2 Fype ol Offence

|

|

|

1 (¢« ,‘

Not o« ‘,\:m\\ e\ /

\M /PM !'

,’

3) Insiohy: /

Mme external factors others v~




{ | runto different hideouts with the child till the ransom was received. He could have surrendered the child and himself if

4) Informants:-

S v’
a)  Information is adequate Yegy’No
b)  Information is reliable Yes/No

5) Case details (verbatim / as reported by the CCL):-

@ Organize. crime / Unorganized crime / An 1y other

1) The CCL dceept u that he committed the crime. He stated that when he discussed his financial problem with an aduh—!
acquaintance he suggested that the plan a kidnapping in order to acquire finances.

21 He was show e child who had to be kidnapped by the adult acquaintance thus made carefully planned advances
towards the ¢l " .id befriended him so that it would help in the planned act.

31 As reported the CCL Kidnapped the child and with the assistance of the adults involved in the crime he asked for

ransem atier kidnapping the child. He went into different hideouts with the child till he was arrested by the police.

41 Allthe above aspects are indicative of the nature of crime which seems to be an organized planned act,

b Mental capacity to commis the offence

| f\Ti’,s_\ chiatric illness or intellectual disability was observed in the CCL which would impact / hinder his mental /

psxchological functionality.

2) Even though there was no psychiatric illness present in the CCL it was observed that he has maladaptive defense
mechanism * coping mechanism which resulted in his involvement in the current ongoing case.

) Itis necessary 1o eritically evaluate the planning, execution ideation required for committing such an act (even
though committed in desperation) as it projects his mental capacities.

HENO gt was observed in the CCL but he has remorse over the act committed by him elucidating his psychological

functionality :

- _

o Physical (Disability) capacity to commir the offence

I1No Physical d];:hmt) was observed in the CCL which would hinder his functionality of physical grounds,

21 While executing the plan of Kidnaping it was evident that there was immense physical activity / aspects involved

whisch would explicate Lis physical capacity to commit such an offence.

d. Ability to understand the consequences of the offence

11 W hen questioned on the consequences of the act the CCL was involved in he reported that he was aware about it but
did not see any other option to deal with the situation and acted out in desperation.

2) Since he was aware that the finances he squandered in gambling (which lead to the evolution of circumstances
leading 10 seeding of criminality making him vulnerable to crime) would lead to a problem at home and make him
accountable of his act it can be equated that he understands the principle of cause and effect (i.e. behavioral acts once

committed have consequences)

3) Another aspect that needs to be assessed is the fact that if he was unaware of the consequences then why he would

&%‘ EG’\




act be n il ne but didn’t atter ipt of anything like this or even think about it

Lircimstances in which he allegedly committed the offence
ttdue to his involvement in gambling he got into a financially critical situation after which
uidance trom an adult acquaintance he was suggested that the easiest and fastest mean to
12). The CCL in gave in to the idea and a ong with the co-accused acted
I

nned. executed the plan in order to ask the ransom required. He lured the child and

1 { . ' from 3 { "t Vi ' }
O NATAap m Cr Ne K¢y w]‘\I’..‘Jl“'l"lk’]\“\]k“‘xl.I\‘.]" nert ¢ was

ne was need of finances and faulty adult supervision

ase Summary (Verbatim as reported by CCL) :

PAST HISTORY :-

Details of previous case Qutcome Tenure of stay
punishment
( ted iled o 10t found guilty
prechended but released after warning I
ed out / not found guilty
rehended b ed alter warning / any other

that multiple factors lead to vulnerability of the CCL towards crime\ criminality I'he factor

Ly adult supervision , negative peer influence

0P faulty parenting styles

immature problem solving abilities, lack of insight in regards to moral / social
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‘reliminary Assessment Report
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Reas or Admission/Referral
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Preliminary Assessment Report

CASE FORMULATION:-

th ’
! fe
1 om |
. p 1 »s/No_~7
[V
4 1 N /
—
» i )
I i‘//‘
» '/"
e
. '/
\//
{ 1€
L. Is the child disabled YES/N( S
2. Disability Typc
a ¢ |
I 1d Speech ¢ |
o alt NO
) ally I
1C¢ )i th 1C€

Lty O A2l s b [A.al-“/'d M MLIL «_/
EO rualdie olecantOun, Y wWen AO e
ALLLnol? POET tlarses at Hee Cootiludion £ Alosed

Gitites ol nderstand the concept of cause and effect of actions once take % Phk]‘z‘/\f
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Preliminary Assessment Report
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Preliminary Assessment Report

Specily type of criminal ofence (current): t.( ' ¢ /\d’w/

2. Prior history of conflict with law (repeat offender): sEnt/Absent, if present please specify
T'ype of criminal o /@OOD&#—
Was the chent ct 2d wit C ANO

3. If prior history of conflict with law is present, is there an escalation in severity

of the crime:
11 ves please specify

. Family history of criminal offences: Present/Ab '(].‘ll resent please specify
3 I

5. Initiation into criminal activity:
& Due 10 peer i
Du ) SOC)E g (!l LOr community exposure
- | to fi
- Due I ors
) "

AU L D1H sl

( Availability of social/familial/community support networks

cesSinw nt 14{ vas committed




Preliminary Assessment Report
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Preliminary Assessment Report

Thought n ( ‘MW}J nient é‘yw—— Stream }‘W
Perceptual Disturbances Aot Kﬁ,powt&g{
sensorium and Cogunition: !
" Opcedech @ 1IP|P -
coneentanon. oraed f/ww
= | ek
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wus informed about th

purpose of the sessions with a conducive environment to express

selves. The report contains confidential information between the CCL and the mental health
not be used for the purpose af ,u/mlf.‘.’n/:l./u/ of ant fact in issues. The verbatim of
ien lucidaie faucts/information shared by the child in sessions mentioned above in

r judicial review. It is left to the discretion ability of the judiciary

le in the best welfure of the child.”




Reason for Admission/Referral: \y | s
——20r_Admission/Referral g

FIR No.

Occupation: Sku daa -

Family Income:

HOQ coo P o

Socio-economic class

2 Upper Class
o Upper Middle
e Lower Middle
o  Upper lower

~

o Lower

Curren'.l circumstances of_ living:
(Who does the child live with?)

Cur )d 1}'; ,'))-L) \ \‘)_}(\ L&w

R il T

Ssessment Report

Parent’s Name:
Date of Admissj -
Sex: Male/Female

Languages Known-

= Ninds

363/ 302 TP

CN A sany d

TGS M o dar o

/
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Pr

‘ eli nary Assessment Report
CASE FORMULATION:.

- — e ——

W) Mental Capacity (o commit the Offence:
As per 1ICD Client wag Symptomatic for —
*  Present Psychiatrie illness - Yes/No
¢ Intellectual disability - Yes/ N§

- Repried Past psychiatric illness — Yes/No

g N A
- Presence of abuse- Yes/Ng

- Il degree treatment- Yes/No

b) Physical Caps

ity W commit the Offence:
Jmmitthe Offence:

L. Is the child disabled:

YES/NO

2. Disability Type

a) Visually challenged

b) Hearing and Speech disability
| ©) Physically challenged
| d) Orthopedically challenged
“ ¢) Others

¢) Ability to understand the consequences of the offence:

Ability for decision makingand concept of cause/effect of actions committed

®» The CCL has the ability to make decisions and choices in activities of daily living (ADL)
e Cony oo Yo hassg e C&.u.)\\.&_.. | +o Ml
S po™D &cu—\ A ADULA .
L]

The CCL has the ability to understand the concept of cause and effect of actions once taken in
activities of daily hiving (ADL)
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Prelim ary Assessment Report

d) Leeal History:

L Specify type of criming) offence (current): (_P[¢ *

3¢23 /802 1pC

y . s - :

=. Prior history of cqnﬂlct with law (repeat offender): p
©  Type of cuminal offence-

resent/Absent, if prese
302 T P

nt please specify
O Was the client charged with the criminal offence:

Y

O Prior arrest or confinement in 5 legal punitive facility, if yes spccif); the facility:

W

If prior history of ¢g

nflict with law is present, is there
If yes please Specify

an escalation in severity of the
Y

crime:

Family history of criminal offences: Present/Ab\s'éif present please specify

n

Initiation into criminal activity:
\o~Due to peer influence
o Due to social learning (famili
o Due to financial stressors
o Coercion/ by force

al or commumity exposure)

Availability of social/familial/community support networks: —

¢) Circumstances in which the offence was committed:
(Verbatim of the child)

\




f) History of substance abuse:

Tvpe of substance used: SLLU‘\;,(\S 3()5)&5 Lm\%&c% .5 \

Based on PMD assessment the client is demonstrating indicators of:
'=="Substance use: Recreational use

o Substance abuse: Use of a substance that leads to cravings, health complications, inability to
carry out daily activities, health complications, dependence and withdrawal symptoms when use
is discontinued.

o Addiction: Use of substance requires medical intervention and supervision due to high frequency
and amount of usage, increased tolerance and severe withdrawal symptoms

o) Psychiatric_consultation/ psychometric assessment: (oY SALQ s 2 \.‘yad\_sc\\;u ¢

Commdasson  GA A, Hand cub el @k Ayefpto e

Ay @y dowe meod | AR doadusbenc ok S bty
Axs G Anesants (e caoabua ) | Peoursng Wl an o .

h) The following facts. information nced to be correlated and critically analysed with other reports in
1) NC ation nectl 1V

der to understand the mental and physical capacity of the CCL to commit the offence
order 1o
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reliminary Assessment Report

Social Relationships: R
ps: POy falasdd

¢! Engagement Opportunities:

. Qlany we Ny 4o Lo~y mg
’\.&./‘-k;\)_;_,)

d)_Community Support:
pport: Rt

P

FRER

¢ I're 'iOUS Le 8‘ ction: \—K : ‘-x"
rey odl - . cd 8\) 2 2N AT
P o A L\ vw‘_)j et S

Mental Status Examination:

General Appearance: KUV\.X))’

Hair: (-—"\4"( oMl cJ

Grooming. Hvgiene & Attire: Adequate/Inadequate/Appropriate

Gait & Motor Coordination: pc\e (.\"\,\L;\'.;

Approach to Evaluation: Co = c.\\,c._r( c.,‘;',u.\

Speech: F\"Cb(‘\\‘ ez

sductivity: FrOLQs (AN
Tone: Na—uned \
Reaction Time: cs Hven ggc._«\a;
Relevance F\_L/\LL(‘-\}
Goal Direction: Gl O eded

hxpre»i\e Language:
Receptive Language:

U P Qe

Mood: X
2995 (el o e
Subjective

Objecuve: ¢ DJ._X;\,_\\( D L’
Affect: W)l—sc- W

d

Eve Contact: ™M ~¥tor

Volume: Pudu N
Rate: . \
Speed: )™ ot

Coherence: Cohanint
Maznner: —

LBV




p .
: B . -
Thought:  Form: Nesny Content: N osumnmel)

Stream: N @ ) Possession: N @renn o

Yoo P’ N ]
Perceptual Di-«yp}y S
] lurbances: (O oy e d
Sensorium and Cognition:
Orientation: Q= am v,

Auention and Concentration: P uay,

& conadt Sk e
Immediate:
Memory <E Recent; 3—- A S quety

Remote:
Personal:
Judgment: -<E Social: 3._ A da Qraedy
Test:

Insight: (): Ly eny Sleep and Appetite: NMA

Summary and Recommendation:

Q_\;\_Lﬂgf W oy Lo 0—\‘-\)( Y al Gond M—b}ﬁ")&k
L] Q\'Lm

Qros o cn Ci\\\’&vk\ud
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o Sy O b n
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: &y He Jm.%qgg—- S Aada M adeht,
bencond en @ el ahonn oOn Qs f -b,\.m cnel on @ Ay
5 L)
N SN
‘ Jg Gl oo o Qb -V).\Mgn%.
- ' P oy e S
Name!

Design .
Specialization®

“The i .d about the purpose of the sessions with a conducive environment to cxflrcss

i s tains confidential information between the CCL and the mental healt J

il o a’d for the purpose of proof.disproof of ant fact in issues. T_h«' \'erbntn"’ & f

cxpert thus it may not be ":‘, facts/information shared by the child in sessions nh"{lfloln’d al.mvf in ,

e el ujicmtdoi‘:; case Jor judicial review. It is left to the discretion ability of the judiciary
j e u' i »

“'if","‘;:’rs‘ i::fcfi!rli?itn rhcgbcsr welfare of the child.
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SOCTO-DEMOGRAPHTC B A KGROUND

for Admission [eterval:

R« ason
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Occupalton.

[y Income:

Socin-economic class
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Preliminary Assessment Report

peciy (v B et [ i
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6. \vailability of social/Familial/conmmunity support netw tho
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PMI

[) assessment e chent s demonstrating mdi al

Substance use: Recreah INC ItV S s
Substance abuse: | o substance that leads heal ylicat mn Iy L
wut daily activities. health comphceations, dependence di hdrawal symptoms when
discontinued
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nmmunity Support

Previous [egal \etion

Goenecal \ppearanc
Grooming, Hhveiene & NVt
Gait X Notor Coordmation

\pproach to Fyaluation
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Prelimimary Assessment Report

Mentil Status Examinalion
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SOCIO-DI MOGRAPHIC BACKGROLND

A _
[ :
CadUcatiy) SITUGCTIL OF CLHASS \ | ! \
1 - +

LB [ Sev Male

Reason for Admission Referral: Case 1l

Ay &t

Occupation student

Family Income: 500/~ per day (approx)

Socio—econgm dl! 1§ N

ey

Uppcl"

R0 0 0 0

@ parent owned acc
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DEPT OF WOMEN AND CHILD DEVELOPMENT, GOVT OF NCT OF DELHI

- Reprted Past psvehiatrie ilness < Yes No

« Presence of abuse- Yes No

< lll degree treatment- Yes/No ’

| 1. Is the child disabled: YES'NO

2. Disability Type

a) Visually challenged ot
b) Hearing and Speech disability Doesn’t have any of the disability
¢) Physically challenged

d) Orthopedically challenged
¢) Others

juences of the offence:

Cept of cause/etlect of actions committed

P '..Q\ .
2

to make decisions and choices in activities of daily living

Stitution, the client is engaged in NFE Classes and also
ities. This indicates that the client has the ability to make
€S of daily living.

nd the concept of cause and cffect of actions

fect of his actions and the corresponding legal

sent, If present please




story of contlict with law Dres
¢ N« 1 ves |‘|\.\\\ \|\“|h
- Family history ol criminal offences: \hsent. 1l preseni please Spi

3. |nitiation into criminal activity:
o Due to peer influence

N 1 | lea
Uc 10 SOCIal 1Cd

10 lack of cautiousness and aw:l

6. Availability ofsocial/familial‘communii) support networks:

18

hich the offence was comimiticd

e client in the session

Historv of substance abuse:

c¢ used: none reported

B d on PMD assessment the client Is du‘lllml\ll'.llll\g indicators ol
Substance use: Recreational use
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health complications
Substance abuse: 1o of o« i

)

: I withdrawa|
; spendence ane

s, eadth comphications ‘IU'L

! tivities, healtl

mnan IV o Ccamy o Jally i

Symptoms when use is discontinued ntton and supervision *"‘/
: dicul interve
N : . e FeQuIres me
Addiction: [ se o substance

irequency and amo

) toms
e L Irawal symp
§ nereased tolerance and SCACTE b '”“
unt o USHEC, Increased

Naot applicable

ally analyzed with other reports in
hIhe fo Llowing facts, formation needs to be sorrelated and crtically dna]:f:iﬂcrlde
% and physical capacity of the ( CL to comumut th
. ‘ : >4 I the information that U 1o fus apprehension
During the SEss10n, client shared (he untolding of the information
Current Ongoing case.

. . Aes nad e 1sion, which

S case, there is clear evidence of tnadequate adult guidance and superv m(;nd 5
) various difficulties. Additionally, the client has been cxpos;d o mala fip- ‘

€ ich have further exacerbated these challenges. The client demonstrates

'sion-making and Problem-solving skills. which are essential for
rsonal relationships effectively

hibits impaired Judgment
WhICh is evideny In \
“PEICUSSIions of the

regarding the relanonship between their
lite stuations, This inabil
I behayior has been

arous ity to foresee

a key factor in their Ongoing

the clien; has alyo shown

ulse contro| It h
ing the long-te
ENLin the ¢y

4 endency 1

engage
as been observed thai

In Il\.\-[ilkmg
the ¢

I Often acls
M consequences of their actions. which hag
Chl \llkhl“\)“

Cveryday |ife.
- AWareness
gIng in Potentially

d result of their
turther AMplifies their
harmfy) behaviore

t [hc
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OEPT. OF WOME!

adult guidance

Inadequate
o) Engagement Opportuniticy:

\‘Nnt class Xlith

¢) Previ 18 Legal Action:

Legal history is absent.

General Appearance: Kemptand Tidy Hair Well ¢
Gmmmg.ﬁlﬂﬁnﬁm Adequate/Inadequate Appropriate
Gait & Motor Coo -- vyl M.A; Normal Fve Contact: Initiated and

maintained

Speech: Clear

volume: Audible
Rate; Normal
Speed: Normal
Coherence: Coherent

Productivity: Adequ
Tone: Normalis
Reaction Time:
Relevance: - !

Goal Direction: Goal i ) Manner; Normal

g,

sam; Normal Possession: Nort



Lnsight

SUmmary ang lj“umlm ndation:

®* The client has ex

various Challenges.

* Exposure to Maladaptiye Societal inflyences has worsened the client's dj

® The client demonstrates significant

skills.

® Impaired Judgment regar

Situations.

® The client en

gages in risk-taking e, i01

acting impulsiy ely.

® Alack of gen
client's yylne

Date:
Name
Designanon:
Specialjsagi
Place:
Signat

eral awareness
rability o poor

perienced m.ulu;u.m

and cautiop.
choices,

\”.\‘\‘

ding the tonsequences of

Stemmyi

N ¢p and \lll‘

adult guidance and

Mon-mak;j 19
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Notes
fve environment

“The (( 1 was informed about the PUIPOSC of the sesstons with d condut

(l'\! themseives, IIH' 1'4'/)4)” &,””“”-”\ (UI)/[”,‘,”/”/ //,,,,/[”(”[HH hetween the (( | and the

' ) . - fac'l /i
health expert thus it may not be used for the purpos of proof.disproof of 4ntJe

hatim of the child is written to elucidate facts/informattcs

as mentioned above in relation to the alleged ongoing ti for judicial revies
ey

in the best welfare 077

shared D) [

mentai

\SHECS

NCNSN

discretion ability of the judictary members 10 decide

Itis left !



Prellmlnarv Assessment Report

'EMOGR \PHIC B \CRGROUND

\Ue “‘J‘.l\]'illhxl‘

Parent’s Name _

Date of Admission
‘\L\‘_:\ . Sex: \‘\‘lunnl\

[Lang Ul ¢s Known: Hindi

Reaso - issi {
=Lason for Admission Referral:
need under U/S:302/452/506/120B 34 e o 2327 (Arms) Act

FIR FIR No:

Occu Occupation:

Welding worker
Family Income:
20-30K per month

\
i
Socio-economic class "

o Upper Class
Upper Middle
Lower Middle
Upper lower
Lower

Current circumstances of living:
(Who docs the child live with?)

\\ “"p“rlk‘d' lhc Lhc“l Ii\C\\ \Vi[h _ n\.\’L”.-U
accommodation.

CASE FORMULATION: -

a) Mental Capacity to commit the Offence:

s per ICD Client was symptomatic for

au" i




Preliminary Assessment Report

Yes No

L4 sab \ 0
I C [ \\\\
CHeCi

Iness
N nt Psvehiatri
® Present Ps

; \l
ast psyvel \I‘\l”l\\\ \\\ (
[] CNe

. s No
Yresence of abuse- Yes .

,
lceree treatment- Yes'No

"
.n‘”
"hysical Capacity to commit the Offence!
| VNICC « “«

[ Is the child disabled: YES/NO
2. Disability Type

Visually challenged

'Jw:m; and Speech disability
Physically challenged

d (’v'-:!w[mi)cull_\ challenged
Others

Doesn’t haye any of the disabilit,

</ Ability 10 understang the conse( uences of the offence:

lity for decision making and concept of cause/effect of actions committed.

has the ability to make decisions
Client provideqd insights aboyt his daily on and nature | work to
support his family l'manciully. He hag ‘bgcn such as cricket. volleybal
and engages himself in Digital Lcamigg' ' S classes inside the Institution He
also completeq the Hair anq Bcau‘['yi' asses whj
activities,

® The CCL has the ability (o understand the coneept of cayge and effecy of
criminal actiy ity.

The CCL sateq that he hag

complicit in the present cag .

and choices in activities of daily [ g (ADI )
chedule within the institutj

himself i Sports activitjes

has
to make decisions jp daily

actions taken durine

that if he haq encountere(
Addilionull_v. the CCL State
this illicit acy would lead (g le
coneept of cayge and e

gal conseque

Vas theref
ffect Iegarding

ore unaware thyy
plies that he dj

nees. This i d not fully understan the

his actions,
| cuyl Hi\l()l‘\i
=4 History:

\ll(‘ci" l.\'u’() ¢ i']i”'l“” Nee (¢ rre f)' l,/g ;“.. <~ \“ ] (”g ][
f(r T a4 ( ((l(ﬂ l(" . 4_ FAU6 < N )(V
I. I ri"l hi\"“ ‘ ()f'(‘!mﬂl’(‘t “’"h ‘a

: Prescnt/Abscnl. if present please specify




l\ C( l y 1
. ‘ crn HMI “\”\'k: ( ” ‘ (“ l 'S
) ) \ (8] N “‘i\ ( 06 () ()/\k'
l -, C kIHHIllle ()“C”L'C VL\
" 107 ¢ ITest ar \'\\”“H\‘HIL[“ mn ‘ \ \

If prior |nslor_\ of conflict with |

Was the client charpe

aleg iive [aci
legal punitive facility. if yes specily the

ﬁ
Preli
ehmmary Assessment Report
facili -

Y
o nlan. A aw is present, is an escalation i
ll: ves please specify p L, is thc‘rc an escalation in severity of the crime:
1CTC seems 1o be ; ian
an escalation in severity of the CI.'II“L‘,
. ) v
3. Family history of crimi ‘
amiiy story of criminal off
parenis and brotherar e nces l"l sent/Absent, if present please specify: (lici
arc inapprehension at Central Jail for the same under sections.
4. Initiation into criminal activity:
©  Due to peer influence
( Due to social learning (familial or community exposure)
Due to financial stressors
Cocrcion/ by force
3. Availability of social/familial/community support networks: Not Available

¢) Circumstances in which the offence was committed:
(Verbatim of the child)
As reported by the client in the session that:

) History of substance abuse:

and Flavoured Hookah

['ype of substance used: Alcohol

ot 3 ratine indicators of:
Based on PMD assessment the client is demonstrating indicators

Substance use: Recreational use

o Substance abuse: Use of a substance lh'.‘u le
carry out daily activities. health complications,
is discontinued.
Addiction: Usc of su

4nd amount of usage,

. R
alth complications. inability ¢

ads to cravings, he
awal symptoms when't

dependence, and withdr

ISC

I S ‘ /1s10n ¢ 1(C h‘l‘._h ‘-l‘kl uenc!
st quil(, ) deI(LlI iI terver tion i\nd supc vision lUL =
stance Ic

symptoms
increased tolerancc. and ymp

severe withdrawal

h



Preliminary Assessment Report

2) Psvehiatric consultation psychometric assessment
Notapplicable

‘ Titic an: 'd with other re Horts in
M _The tollowing facts. Imformation needs to_be correlated and critically analyzed w other rep in

i ‘the CC ; it the offence,
order to understand (he mental and physical capacity of the C( L%

During the session, the client shared

o . TR . . .
details about the cvents that led to his apprchension in the ongoing
CANe

A

\s reported by the client, he Was in a consensyal relationship with his
o]

They bad arop g multiple times, wh;
ns release from ¢ again cloped with

(0 a secured location, preventing the Ccyl

'] TR S

SALeC
Following this. the victim’s family sent
1acting her.,

S S APPICCS IOl

T'he CCL feported feeling furipys that the victim’s husband would verbally ap
attempgg

his girlfriend. In reg

ily and asked his
Iriend on the day of (he '
mother (the vietim), w ho

him each time he '

- : 1ad no intentjon of harming
husband ang would have attacked him if he had be

the vietim buy admitted to being angry at the victim '
crime scene, w hich impaired his

Cnopresent. He also claimed 1o pe Intoxicated ut the
ability (o comprehend the consequences of hjg actions.

[t was observed that the client lacks insight into the severity of the offense committed.

Based on the information shared during SESSIOns, it can be inferred that the client’s apprehension i the
present case resulted from a combination of mMaladaptive peer influences. INtoxication a¢ the crime scene,
Casy access to Weapons, impaired Judgment, pdor problcm-sol\'ing skills, inadequate anger Management,
the influcnce ofadolescence. susccplihilil_v!u'];'éxlcmul influences, and lack of parenta] supervision . These

factors idicate 4 tendency towarg engagemcht in criminogcnic activities in he future if poy appropriately
addressed. ‘

Fhe information provided by the client has remained consjseq across multip|e sessions.
Furthermore. the client

appears o have pogl the
no in pairment or ¢

mental and physical ¢
Isability has been reported or

apacity 1o commit ¢
bserved during the e

he offense. s
Ssions.

Other S()‘('ia’lr/l’s‘\‘(‘IIQSL)(“I'}I|VIIL(‘!‘OES:

a) !-'\:u‘nj_l\\hi\mr

-




Preli
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1Cl . .
1 \"“\“‘\ n“"l ‘"|||
l\

are prese
||\\\ '\ll\ n Istody in (
( n

b) Soci: “
\;\\l.ll R\‘l:llinn\hip\ o
Maladapuve p
; ¢ Peer ac
Peer association and inf)
. mtluence
\ ngage
- _\“b.\hunrn( Opportuniti
( report e
ed that he
hat he would go to his mama in
. and learn motor mechan "

d) Co ity Supy
_ommunity Support: .

¢) Previous Legal Action:
Present 7

Mental Status Examination:

General Appearance: Kemptand Tidy Hair: Groomed

Grooming. Hvgiene & Attire: Adeguate Inadequate Appropriate

Gait & Motor Coordination: P.M.A: Normal Eve Contact: Maintained

oach to Evaluation: ( o-operative

Appr

bgeech: Clear

Productivity: Adequate " \ Volume: Audible
Tone: Soft W Rate: Rapid
‘ Speed: Rapid

Reaction Time: Within range
Relevance: Relevant
Goal Direction: Goal directed

(Coherence: (Coherent
Manner: Relaxed

Expressive [.anguage:

Receptiy e Language: Adequate

Mood:
Subjective: ~Sahi hai ”
Objective: Futhymic

Affect: Normal in Range

Thought: Form: Normal Content: Normal Qrream: Normal

Perceptual Disturbances: Not reported observed.

Sensorium and Cognition:

X

) . \
\ OSSN sylotl

N\ ol

\

\




Preliminary Assessment Report

) o CMace and perso

\ttenn JUoncentration Avoused and Sustamed
S Immediate Intact

Memory = ® Recent Intact
& Remote Intact

® Personai Partially Ippaired
Judgement: N Social: Tmpaired

TR Test Impaired

Insight Sleep and Appetite: Both Appetite

Summary and Recommcndation:
————Anc Recommendation

® Claims to be wrongly accused.

* Intoxicated at the crime scene.

* Impaired Judgment.

Easy availability of weapon.

® Lack of parental supervision.
Follow up sessions required.

* Mandatory Family Counselling.

Signature:

Note:

“The CCL was informed about the purpose of the sessions with a conducive en vironment to express themselves,
The report contains confidential information between the CCL and the mental health expert thusy it may not be
used for the purpose of proof. Disproof of ant Jact in issues. The verbatim of the child is written 1o elucidare
Jacts/information shared by the child in sessions mentioned above in relation 1o the alleged ongoing case for
judicial reviev,, Jy is left to the discretion ability of the Judiciary members to decide in the best welfare of the
child.”

a—



138: |

U/S: 103(1)/3(5)BNS

‘CONFIDENTIAL’

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT REPORT

FIR No: [}

Socio-demographic/personal information:

Name/ Parent’s Name:

[o&1/M “Step Father ~ Mother
e T
Income | 1520K  S-6K
krigT.M il)isability: Nome o -
Sex: M

“l Socio-economic Status: Lower middle

HOffender: 1* Time

TCurrently CCL living with: POS S——
|

Religion: Hindu

Tl Languages Known: Hindi, Engiish

'*l:“amily Type: Separated | ccL & Sib. CCL | " Sister | Sister

"Education 11" | 9%cnd. | Notstarted

—_ [ ) A S —
Referral: Referred by- for Preliminary Assessment Report

Child’s relations with family, friends and community: Congenial with parents

Verbatim as reported by the CCL about the incident:

Personal history:

The CCL completed education up to the 11th std. and discontinued his siudies due to financial
difficulties. He thereafter started working as a cloth vendor.

Both of his parents are matric pass; however, the mother’s formal ecucationa! backgreunda is not
clearly known. The CCL reported that his parents used to frequently fight at night when the
children were asleep. His parents divorced when he was very young. His biological father visits
him and his sister occasionally, meeting them outside the home



The mother remarried d has one daughter from th; SCanq Marrig,
The stepfather was un age. Du; to the stepfather. losing his Job ang 'th
mother fell ill, the CCL was compelled to leave his studies apd start worl)ung 0 support ¢h

family. During his work as a cloth vendor, he earned approximately 500 per day. After worki,

for about one to two months, he discontinued the job once his mother’s health improveq. The
stepfather shares a good and affectionate relationship with the CCL.

Note: CCL is ambitious with plans to work into the field of technology.

The circumstances in which the child committed the offence:

The offence appears to have been committed under adverse socio-economic and famj] ial
circumstances. The child comes from a disrupted family background marked by parental
separation at an early age, financial instability, and limited empu'onal support. Due tq the 1955 of
employment of the stepfather and illness of the mother, the child was compelled to discontinue
his cducation and engage in work at a young age to support the household. The§e circumstances
exposed the child to stress, responsibility beyond his age, and reduced supervision. The
cumulative impact of financial hardship, educational discontinuation, and emotional

vulnerability may have influenced the child’s decision-making and contributed to his
involvement in the alleged offence.

Physical capacity of the child to commit the offence:

CCL does not have any physical impairments or limitations that would hinder his abil ity to
engage in physical activity. Based on available information and observations, the child appears
to be in normal physical health and is physically capable of committing the alleged offence.

Mental status examination:

'General Appearance: Kempstitch mark on Attitude towards Examiner: Co-operative |
head

_ Eye Contact: Initiated & Maintained S eedl:ﬁearTndk audiple . ————
 Psychomotor Activity: Normal ‘F*PmCretex\" ]
Orientation: Memory: = —
Time: Intact Immediate: Intac; ‘
Space: Intact Recent: Intgct |
_Person: Intact ) Personal: [ntact
Attention & Concentration: Aroused and maintained duﬁng\the session ]
Mood: Euthymic Te—

——— J
Judgement: 00— =r—t
Affect: Within range {

Test: Intact

Social: Intact

Personal: Intact

Perceptual Disorder: N parco 11—
* O perceptual disorde

observed P Sorder

Present j’_sy_ch!'_a_t:rfc:{llne;sﬁ:iNdne

P o s ]
Thought Disorder: No thought abnormality
_observed during examination

_ Past Psychiatric Iliness: No}l—eﬁorted -
—————8: None reported




[ _-_'_'___‘*—————-—________
History of substance Abuse: Yeg
_Addiction: NA
Legal History of Child: Ne.s —— once)
gal History of Child: None reporteq | Legal History of Family Member: None
Tlmtmggn into Criminal Activity: feported B
Ay

o Due to peer influence ©~
Availability of social/familialicoms worle: Nonereported

Type of Substance Used: Sweety Supari

Tests used for assessment:

Standgrd Progressive Matrix (SPM): It is a standardised non-verbal test to assess the
reasoning ability and general intelligence.

The test assesses the child’s present capacity for clear thinking and accurate intellectual work.
The child is below average in intellectual capacity.

Juvenile Adjudicative Competence Interview (JACI):

oot

Itis a structured interview form for child in conflict with law to assess their competence to face

the trial, decision making ability and their attention and concentration.

On this interview, it was found that the child demonstrates an awareness of the offence he is

charged with and shows an understanding of the distinction between petty and heinous offences,
particularly in regard to their legal and moral severity.

Mental Capacity of the CCL to commit the offence:

The assessment of the child’s mental and intellectual functioning ind_icates that he is below

average in intellectual capacity, as measured by the SPM. Despite this, tha.? J ACI ghows that the
child possesses awareness of the offence, understands its legal and morai implications, and can
distinguish between petty and heinous offences.

Considering these findings, it can be inferred that while the child’s cognitive abilities may limit
complex reasoning, he retained sufficient understanding and judgment to grasp the nature of his
actions at the time of the offence. Therefore, he had the mental capacity to commit the offence,

though his decision-making may have been influenced by socio-economic stressors, family
disruptions, and emotional vulnerability.

Understanding of Consequences:

The assessment indicates that the child demonstrates a reasonable understanding of the

consequences of his actions. Through the JACI, it was observed that he is aware of the legal and

moral implications of the offence he is charged with. He understands the difference betwezen
petty and heinous offences.

However, his below-average intellectual functioning may limit the depth of his foresight, making
him more vulnerable to impulsive decisions or influence from external stressors, such as family



: ions have
s hat his actions h :
conflict or financial hardship. Despite this, he shows awareness to grasp t :
consequences for himself and others.

Conclusion:

' ial
The CCL comes from & disrupted family background marked by parental ;epz:r a;;(::;’;}nanc
instability, and limited emotional support. He discontinued his educat;)onl hue]ooical ~ -
circumstances and briefly engaged in work to support the household. Psycholog rene;g L
indicates that his intellectual capacity is below average, but he demonstrates awanceq ;)fhi,;
offence, understanding of legal and moral distinctions, and grasp of the consequences
actions,

- : ild possessed
While his cognitive functioning may limit complex reasoning and JUdgmc)ment:]:nth,p " epa 1o
sufficient mental capacity to understand and commit the offence. His involv

; . et g tional
have been influenced by socio-economic stressors, family disruptions, and emo
vulnerability,

nformed about the purpose of sessions with q conducive environment to express
report contains confidential communication betw,

mentioned above in relation to the alleged ongoing case for judicial review. It’s left to the discretion
ability of the judiciary members to decide in best welfare of child”



‘CONFIDENTIAL’
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT REPORT

Y | rr No: [
U/S: 103(1)/3(5) BNS vs: [

Socio-demographic/personal information:

Name/ Parent’s Name: [oarm | Father | Mother ‘ﬂB}Hm?w CCL

| S L i —r
_ \Om'p!tion ' Labourer | Maid Job Labourer

“Tncome | 800900 KM | 95KM | 600D

Age: 16 * rbisaw—tﬁ—Mr;’m-.,-,_. ]
SexM " Socio-economic Satus: Middle
Offender: 1% Time % Currently CCL livim_;.:“_ =

Religion: Hindu DanguagesKoown Hind 1
Family Type: Nucer GeTas o S [Bathr | CCL

B S

| Educaton Tliterate | Miiterate | literate | Iliterate

N

Referral: Referred by r Preliminary Assessment Report B .‘-4.
Child’s relations with family, friends and community: Congenial with mother

Verbatim as reported by the CCL about the incident:

Personal history:

CCL comes from an illiterate, labour class family, where neither he nor his siblings have
attended school, and both parents are illiterate. His father works as a labourer at a construction
site, and his mother is employed as a maid in different houses. CCL has previously worked ata
grocery shop and currently assists his father as a labourer. He has a brother employed in a jeans
accessory company, one sister who is married, and another who continues to live in the village.
One of the co-accused resides near CCL'’s house, while another lives about five minutes away.
His extended family is largely based in the village, except a maternal aunt living nearby, who
visits only when needed.



The circumstances in which the child committed the offence:
- {0 have occurred in an environment whgre CCL h{id limited Supervision
The offence appears of the incident, he was reportedly playing near hfs_ house, with one o
gmd;mc";-_ f‘fl lhfetr‘vm;oqc by and another just five minutes aWEy: The child comes from a oy
Tlcl::;:\d Ilz:hlgﬁr class fa;m']);. with parents engaged in labour and Fjomii?fr ;:ir]i_ 1};1 iack of
formal education. exposure to local peer influences, and economic pre y

‘ s i i nce.
contributed to the circumstances leading to his involvement in the offe

Physical capacity of the child to commit the offence:

ical impai imitations th inder his ability to
; j hysical impairments or limitations that would h_m .
O et : ilable information and observations, the child appears

engage in physical activity. Based on availz e
10 %e in normal physical health and is physically capable of committing the alleged offence.

Mental status examination:

Ge_nera_l'Appe_a-l-fa_née_:-lx’ém-[il.ftaaab -ogﬂght

’T Attitude towards Examiner: Co-operative
arm

Eye Contact: Initiated & Maintained | Speech: Clear and audible

Psychomotor Activity: Normal | Abstract Ability: Poor

Orientation: Memory:

Time: Intact Immediate: Intact

Space: Intact Recent: Intact

Person: Intact. ) Personal: Intact

Attention & Concentration: Aroused and maintained during the session

Mood: Euthymic Judgement: f
Affect: Within range Test: Poor [

Social: Intact
- Personal: Intact
Thought Disorder: No thought abnormality | Perceptual Disorder: No .
observed during examination ! S perceptual disorder |
Past Psychiatric Illness: None reported 1' Present Psychiatric Illness: None

History of substance Abuse: None reported | Type of Sub: :

e Ype of Substance Used: NA

Legal History of Child: None reported Legal Hisim‘_ﬂl_fmmn
: None

e i - | reported
Initiation into Criminal Activity: Due to peer influence ~
Availability of social/familial/community support networks: Not Known i

Tests used for assessment:

Juvenile Adjudicative Competence Interview (JACI):

\
)
‘l‘ \“ \

¢
o
0

v




T0S astructured
a3 red interview i1di :
e s, deiion k. t;?rm for child in conflict with law to assess their competence lo face
g ability and their attention and concentration.

On this interview. ;
view :
, it was found that the child demonstrates an awareness of the offence he is

charged with a : ~
iy nd shows an _understandmg of the distinction between petty and heinous offences
Y In regard to their legal and moral severity. ’ |

Understanding of Consequences:

(;;—oiz;\;n;?:;g;;: g;ierstand.in.g of the consequences of his actions, both legally and
el ednsiits committing an offence can lefld to legal punishment, social
e i;nplicaﬁ(gms ofzgtcbirgcs.for h1m§clf and his famllyl. Whi.lc he may not fully grasp the
Bl ; 1S fwxour,'he. is aware that certain actions are considered morally
gally wrong and can result in restrictions on his freedom or other corrective measurcs.

Conclusion:

Scilléaltsl gnzl:l(l)d fr(:TrE :nli(;w geragy, labourer class family with limited supervision and
s charged wiflfounders t:n ; esgme.th‘esc Fhallenges, he demonstrates awarcness of the offence he
i ti\e - 5 the dlstmctlo_n betwtaen pgtt)' and hgmous olfcnce.s, and shows a
P 1% understan;e?#ences of his actions. His decision-making and atiention appear
o  the nature and seriousness of legal prqceedmgs, although his

ronment and peer influences may have contributed to his involvement in the offence.

Recommendations: 1Q test other than SPM is required to assess the mental capacity.

Date -
Signature
I

Note: “The CCL was informed about the purpose of sessions with a conducive environment 10 express
himself/herself. The report contains confidential communication between the CCL and the mental
health professional (Nupur) thus it may not be used for the purpose of proof/disproof of any factin
issues. The verbatim of child is written to elucidate facts/information shared by child in the session
mentioned above in relation to the alleged ongoing case for judicial review, It's lefito the discretion
ability of the judiciary members to decide in best welfure of child.”



‘CONFIDENTIAL’
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT REPORT

13B: . R ol
es: [ N

uis: 103(1)3(E) BNS

Soc'\o-dcmograph'\clpersonal information:
“Name/ Parent’s Name: —"\351 ™ Father T Mether | CCL
Income 9K 8K 1 - —]
S = o
Age: 16 " Disability: None -
- O —
Sex: M \ Socio-economic Status: Low -
e e | -
Offender: 1* Time "Currently CCL living wimpos
-—--_-——.——./—"’—.‘ e — —'.—’_'——'—‘—*”*-———-~
Religion: Hindu lLanguages Known: Hindi |
R o o —t=——TccL B
Family Type: Nuciear '\ CCL & Sib. | Brother Sister | CCL Brother
1 ) ISR [
| Tlliterate g™ | 9% ¢t &

F Education NK
B  NK (Not K:d“'n) -

for Preliminary Assessment Report

" Referral: Referred by
s and community: Congenial with mother

relations with Tamiky, friend

Child’s
the CCL about the incident:

Verbatim as reported by

personal history:

Education: Studied up 1 gth grade. After his family moved to the village due to
hool stuck off his name. He did not re-enrol and began working,

grandfathcr’s death, sc

» Family Background:
o Father: Injured in an accident pefore the incident, restin
, TES at home oA
shoe factory. g at home, employed in
Of fathel‘, works ln a Shoe fac““')" (CL '(\\50 \NOT\(\:\\ \\.“‘\

o Mother: Second wife
her.

. Elder Brother: Stepbrother, education n.rrem\y living with maternal

th : g aterna
grandmo er, employed somewhere In Rarely visits family; co .
occasionally by phone. : y; communicates



o Elder Sister: Illiterate, married, has a child.

o Younger Brother: Studying in 9th grade. o .
o Extended Family: All paternal and maternal relatives live in the village; aware of

the incident but did not assist. -
* Socioeconomic Status: Low; family works in shoe factories; parents illiterate.

Observations & Concerns
Educational Gap: Stopped schooling after 8th grade; no formal education beyond that.

1.
2. Employment: Started working at a young age alongside mother, likely due to financial
necessity.
3. Family Support: No support from extended family despite awareness of the incident. \
4. Social & Emotional Factors: Rare contact with immediate family; lives away from home,
indicating potential social isolation.
5. Vulnerability: Low literacy, early work exposure, and family’s financial constraints may
make CCL vulnerable.

The circumstances in which the child committed the offence:

CCL committed the offence under a context of significant social and economic vulnerability. He
had discontinued formal education after 8th grade due to family disruptions and never re-
enrolled, instead beginning work at a young age alongside his mother in a shoe factory. His
father is injured due to an accident, and his parents, both illiterate, were unable to provide
guidance or supervision, The family had limited contact with the extended famil y, though aware
of circumstances, did not provide support. The combination of financial hardship, lack of
education, minimal supervision, social isolation, and absence of a supportive environment
contributed to conditions in which CCL became involved in the offence, reflecting vulnerability

shaped by circumstances rather than deliberate criminal intent.
Physical capacity of the child to commit the offence:

CCL does not have any physical impairments or limitations that would hinder his ability to
engage in physical activity. Based on available information and observations, the child appears

to be in normal physical health and is physically capable of committin g the alleged offence.

Mental status examination:

General Appearance: Kempt/cut mark on Attitude towards Examiner: Co-operative

right cheek B o o
Speech: Clear and audible

| Eye Contact: Initiated & Maintained ole
Abstract Ability: Poor } o

| Psychomotor Activity: Normal
' Orientation: Memory:
' Time: Intact Immediate: Intact
' Space: Intact Recent: Intact |
_ Person: Intact | Personal: Intact !
Attention & Concentration: Aroused and maintained during the session
| Judgement: T

| Mood: Euthymic




& P T N R —
Affect: Within range

|Test:Poor ]

Social: Intact

- . Personal: Intact S
Thought Disorder; No thought abnormality | Perceptual Disorder: No perceptual disorder |
_observed during examination '

obseved ]
_Past Psychiatric Iliness: None reported Present Psychiatric Iliness: None |

History of substance Abuse: Yes
Addiction: None reported

Legal History of Child: None reported

Type of Substance Used: Gutka

Legal History of Family Member: None |
L reported ) i'
Initiation into Criminal Activity: Due to peer influence _|
_Availability of social/familial/community support networks: Family ]

Tests used for assessment:
Juvenile Adjudicative Competence Interview (JACI):

It s a structured interview form for child in conflict with law to assess their competence to face
the trial, decision making ability and their attention and concentration.

On this interview, it was found that the child demonstrates an awareness of the offence he is

charged with and shows an understanding of the distinction between petty and heinous offences,
particularly in regard to their legal and moral severity.

Understanding of Consequences:

CCL demonstrates a basic understanding of the consequences of his actions. He is aware that
committing an offence can lead to legal repercussions. Through the JACI, it was evide[n that he
recognizes the difference be:ween petty and heinous offences and understands that different o
actions can have varying moral and social impacts. While his grasp may be ipﬂucnccﬂ by Limited
education and life experiences, he shows the ability to foresee that his behaviour could harm
others, affect his future.

Conclusion:

CCL comes from a socioeconomically disadvantaged background, \J_viFh_ i_imitcd ‘t‘urmal cfiucaliun
and minimal family support. He was exposed to early work I‘C.S])OIISlblllm‘.‘S, social isolation, and
lack of guidance, which contributed to the circumstances leading to the offence. Assessment
through the JACT indicates that CCL is aware of the offence he is charged with, understands the
Jegal and moral distinctions between petty and heinous offences, and grasp the nature and

consequences of his actions, While his environment and life experiences may have intluenced his
decision-making.

Recommendation: 1Q test other than Standard Progressive Matrix to assess the mental
capacity.



Note: “The CCL was informed about the purpose of sessions with a conducive environment 1 Epre
himselffherself. The report contains confidential communication between the CCL and the mensy
health professional (Nupur) thus it may not be used for the purpose of proof/disproof of any fuct
issues. The verbatim of child is written to elucidate facts/information shared by child in the sessipn

mentioned above in relation to the alleged ongoing case for judicial review. It’s left to the discretion
ability of the judiciary members to decide in best welfare of child.”



‘CONFIDENTIAL’
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT REPORT
FIR .‘Jo:-

Socio-demographic/personal information:

T{G&Wﬁ A Father Brother

\ I S
e @

I Income | - [ .

xame Parent’s Name:

| Disability: None

Age: 16
S M S Made
Offender: 1" Time 16};&—(@]}\4@&{{{:?65' _____ -
ReigionfHinds — Tanguages Known: Find Eogiehabl
ey | T
L — T —
NK (Not Known)

ﬁéfzrfﬁﬁfﬁ E -P()—Si/-ﬂ('l"’fo'rrreilmlnsry Assessment Iii‘bbn
Child’s relations with family, friends and community: Congenial with mother

reported by the CCL about the incident:

Personal history:

CCLisa9" grade student, his parents have studicd only up to 7-8"" grade, his father works as
painter while his mother is a housewife and his elder brother, who has completed 1 1™ orade,
working as a delivery boy. His father occasionally drinks and fights at home, which may create a

stressful environment.
Despite these challenges, CCL's friends are atiending school, providing a positive peer

influence.



His maternal family lives nearby while his paternal family lives in village.

The circumstances in which the child committed the offence:

CCL comes from a family where the father occasionally drin‘ks and sometimes engages in fi,p,
at home, creating a stressful domestic environment. The family has limited educational anq
financial resources, with the father working as a painter and the brother'c‘mp!oyed as a delivery
boy. The child’s peers are attending school, suggesting exposure to positive mﬂue‘nces. but the
home situation may have contributed to emotional stress, lack of guidance, or fcglmgs of
frustration. These factors combined with limited parental supervision and potential exposure to
conflict may have influenced CCL’s behaviour and contributed to the circumstances in which the

offence occurred.

Physical capacity of the child to commit the offence:

CCL does not have any physical impairments or limitations that would hinder his ability to
engage in physical activity. Based on available information and observations, the child appears
to be in normal physical health and is physically capable of committing the alleged offence.

Mental status examination:

both ears

_— Eye Contact: Initiated & M__ai_"ntained

_Psychomotor Activity: Normal

Orientation:

Time: Intact

Space: Intact
 Person: Intact

Memory:
Immediate: Intact
Recent: Intact
Personal: Intact

Speech: Clear and audible
Abstract Ability: Concrete

" General Appearance: Kempt/pierce mark in | Attitude towards Examiner: Co-opérative

_Attention & Concentration: Aroused and main

tained during the session

Mood: Euthymic
Affect: Within range

Judgement:
Test: Intact

| Social: Intact
Personal: Intact

" Thought Disorder: No thought abnormality
_observed during examination

observed

Perceptual Disorder: No perceptual disorder |

_ Past Psychiatric Illness: None reported

_Hismry of substance Abuse: Yes
_Addiction: None reported

Present Psychiatric Illness: None

Type of Substance Used: Sweety Supari

Legal History of Child: None reported

reported

Legal History of Family Member: None

: l_n_it_iaid_ii_in_tq Criminal Activity: Due to peer influence

_Availability of social/familial/community support ng_twol_‘l_cs}:ﬁéi)p_ﬁed_ '\Jmie:

Tests used for assessment:

:



.{a‘}dgrd ?rpgresswe Matri.x (SPM): It is a standardised non-verbal test to assess the
reasoning ability and general intelligence. o

The test assesses the child's present capaci inki
| as il apacity for clear thinking and accurate i /
The child is average in intellectual capacity. i et et vork

Juvenile Adjudicative Competence Interview (JACI):

Itisas 1 i st P
it ma;n:icm_rgd mtemew fo_m for child in conflict with law to assess their competence (o face
, decision making ability and their attention and concentration.

On this interview. i .
this interview, it was found that the child demonstrates an awareness of the offence he is

charged with and shows an understanding of the distinction between petty and heinous offences
particularly in regard to their legal and moral severity. ”

Mental Capacity of the CCL to commit the offence:

l?ascq on the assessments and observations, the child demonstrates average intellectual
n;lncnomng as per th? SPM, indicating the ability for clear thinking and reasoning. The JACI
shows that the child is aware of the nature and consequences 0

1ows ! fthe offence, understands the
distinction between petty and heinous offences, an

distinctio d can appreciate their legal and moral
implications, These findings suggest that the child possess

: ed the mental capacity to understand
the act they committed and its consequences, and was capable of forming an intention to carry
out the offence. The child’s behaviour,

: however, may also have been influenced by the stressful
home environment and familial factors, which could hav

¢ impacted judgment or impulse control
at the time of the offence.

Understanding of Consequences:

The child demonstrates a clear awareness of the consequences of his actions. Through the JACI,
it was observed that the child understands both the legal and moral implications of the offence
committed. The CCL is able to distinguish betweer petty and heinous offences and recognize
that the action can lead to punishment or other negative outcomes. This indicates that the child
can foresee the results of own behaviour.

Conclusion:

CCL is a 9th-grade student with average intellectual functioning, as indicated by the SPM,

demonstrates the ability for clear thinking and reasoning, Assessments through the JAC] reveal
{hat the child is aware of the nature 0

f the offence, understands the distinction between petty and
heinous offences, and grasp the legal and moral consequences of his actions. The child,
\herefore, possessed the mental capacity 10 understand the 0

ffence commuitted. However, the
home environment ¢

haracterised by occasional domestic conflicts, parental alcohol use. and

limited parental guidance may have contributed to emotional stress and influenced judgment or
impulse control.

Date: -



Signature:
Name:

Designation: Clinical Psychologist

J38: |}

Note: “The CCL was informed about the purpose of sessions with a conducive environmens 10 expregs
himself/herself. The report contains confidential communication between the CCL and the mental
health professional (Nupur) thus it may not be used for the purpose of proofdisproof of any fuct in
issues. The verbatim of child is written o elucidate facts/information shared by child in the session
mentioned above in relation to the alleged ongoing case for judicial review. It's left to the discrerion
ability of the judiciary members fo decide in best welfare of child,”

"



Preliminary Assessment Report

SOLI0-DEMOGRAPHIC BACKGROUND

Age {l:? UEA A
Parent’s Name

(7o

W
N

Reason for Admission/Referral: Cé‘/,{(,(/Lr ddle ,( UNUA 1)‘/"{':. »..t/’j
| 202 /) 3.

Occupation: ‘L/byw,y,,bf] L(,_/%f,t":g@( .

Family Income: :I— 0. 000 / Ol 1/1/1,6/(///” -
/., & o P - f

Socio-econounic class

Upper Class

Current circumstances of living:

Vh s the child live with?)
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Preliminary Assessment Report

CASEFORMULATION:.

acity 1o commit

the Oftence

As per ICD Client was symptomatic for -

* Present Psychiatric illness — Yes/No
s
o Intell al disability - Yes/ No
(=
Lepried Past psychiatric illness - Yes/No

v
Presence of abuse- Yes/No

IT] degree wreatment- Yes/No

sical Capacity to commit the | )ffen

L. Is the child disabled: YE!

2. Disability Type
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reliminary Assessment Report 2/
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Spec - o
Specify type of criminal offence (currel
- . ) ) 3 i e \ ST »SC S yeeily
Prior history of conflict with law (repeat offender): l’l't‘\'t‘lll,"(\h-\'\'“l/" l’““"( please 51 '
T'ype of criminal oftence \__“/
b m 1 charge vinal oflg
.
! nfinement in a ke iitive fa if yes specify the 1act

. . v . . . , erimes
3. Ifprior history of conflict with Jaw is lu'cwnl. is there an escalation m seve rity of the crn

If yes please specily

/"V‘ il‘
\ -
f criminal offences: l'rvwn!'f.}\|m-nl. 1) present please spec ify

4 Family history o

Initiation o <1 iminal actvity:

Du pe fluency
Due (0 s¢ ' yilial or cominu
Due to finan ial su

of social/familial commumty support networks:

Availability
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Date:
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Place:

SMENature
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themselves, The report contains
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Deptt r)i 'i sit and Chyld evcmimcntl Govl of NCT of Delhi;

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT REPORT (P.A.R)

e e G oy s,

1. SOCIO-DEM ()GRAPI-HQ BACKGROUND:-
Reg. No. :- | Age (approximately) :-

Name;-

I+

Sex:- Maic / Female / 3" Gender

Refigion= " [ irde

'r’
i 1 Education: - 5 4 t
|
|
|
_|

| N.D.O.1:-

‘| Occupation:- (7o se filted only if the child is a working { Current Circumstances of living: - (Who does the ehitd
child) 4 Tf#&‘ &1/ : stay with currently?)

| 1)Work Status ﬂ‘etails / Nature of work (work |

sector):

Parent(s) / Guardian(s) / Friends / On the street / Night
Shelter / Orphanages / Hostels / Similar Homes / Others

L. specify the relationship and place of sta :
2) Income (pgrday/ per month): 390 /& f),e,‘ ¢4>a, (pl. specify © F place Y)A f:?‘?

_ , — S—
P U 302 ot [3g6fp [ RS e
|

i
| | |
2. CASE FORMULATION:-
@ Mental Capacity to commit the offence

'.,w.@wﬂ&, ol Y, Mugikins omd Fs siwsthosk 2y Ho ot “{‘
|

- Cel Nhody] Aot | it as 00 M’M 4 indond, M% gt
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g vl ) |

Hois 9 Ned - okt Q{JAJJ&-M -
- CéL M/M ;KR HMam  Doloso /V%W Bh Phs y dew !
w Aﬁ %W y )’?9}% Ao Voos Moo Fse be |,
e Foie "k Do |
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| ( C/ = b el /iw ot i T mémwal bt e

| Dvy W /)Ml«?( /ﬁm/ / l’/\cwv@*hﬁ' // /(«ul/ [Z,w« ﬁ))lzu

QMJIL7 /&p f) /j

f 1) Is the child (llm[)luV }'LS/‘V\’O/
2) Disability Type: /\,/0* Q l bc&
a) Visually Challenged-

b) Hearing & Speech Disability-
¢) Intellectual Disability-

d) Physically Challenged-

¢) Orihopedically Challenged-

f) Others-

e. Ability to understand the consequences of thé'o[fence
.mc.cbwww‘ Novet MJGWMW%WO%

CCL oho iw /vm /vo}w Kodnes e Tho .
CCL M /ws f-'/mse 2,/ ,Le_ RS- ¥ JZ’

Somodh ) e hitee, MM,, Y Ao wf ,AW

d. Circumstances in which he allegedly conimitted the offence
The verbatim of the CCL as per histher description of the circumstances in regards to current allegations) ..




l

o ) ITEMS / DESCRIPTION
General appearance

Identification and appearance (Tattoo ,burn scar et on) - watst / fingers / arms / neck / hand / Any other
( Appearance- Cledn / Unclean / Shabby / Hygienic / Unhygienic / Any other

Cut scars - Self inflicted / inflicted by others / Fresh injury / Bruisés / Any other

Height - A;y_'erage / Tall /Below average / Dwarfism .

Physical built - Masculine / Fragile / Malnourished /!\\;emg/e / Healthy / Obesity

Attitude towards examiner !« Eye contact :- .
Coerciveness / Co;gpeﬁfive / Non-cooperative / Hostile / | Maintained eyeedntact / avoided eye contact /
Guarded/ Coordinated maintained eye contact at times

Psychemotor activity (P.MLA) :- Withis /‘/9'%}»@ L]

—,

Speech :-
Rapid / Stow / Goal directed and relevant /'Mm(otonous/ Increased / Decreased / Abnormal Involuntary
Clear and audible / Unclear / Slurred / Stamnmering / Movement / Normal /Psycho-motor agitation
| Stuttering / Coherent -
Orientation Memory Judgment

Time:- Ingaci ] Impaired / Poor Immediate:- Jpwict / Imp'aired / Poor | Test :- Intaet / Impaired / Poor

Place:- hu:.z(/l Impaired / Poor Remote :- Intgel / Impaired / Poor Social :- Intact / Impaired / Poor
Person:- Ix}}aé / Impaired / Poor - ] Recent :- In}}tzt// Impaired / Poor Personal :- Intaét / Impaired / Poor

i

Attention and Concentration Abstract ability ,
Aroused and sustatfied / Aroused but not sustained | Concrete / Semi-Abstract / Alsteact -
Mood and affect Thought Disorder / Perceptual Disorder A0 olm it
Fluctuation of mood / Low macd / Anxious / Obsessions / compulsions / Delusion / Flight of ideas /.2
Irritable / Guilt & Remorse / Anhedonia / Apathy /| No Formal thought disorder observed / Thoughts of

i Flat affect / Restricted / Labile effect / Euthymia / suicide / Deliberate self harm / Thought of harm to others

i Reactive / Communicable / Stable / Angry/ { / Hallucinations / IHusion / Somatic passivity / No

| Hopeless |_perceptual disorder observed/ Any other

| 3. PAST HISTORY (Legal)--

gl ogatee ki of sl o

4. INVESTIGATIONS (faboratory test/ psychometric evaluation/ standard investigation ctc) :-
! Psychiatric consultation — pgf WA
l

El .
1 Psychometric assessment / Drug assessment NV, 0’(- /;/eeé{@{

e

o
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§ Diagnosis( if appiicuble) J s W

Cdny others

Tty INFERENCES: SUMDMARY 5=

- WJC‘JM (/\&JM ock ad TRxe a5 O imyh /V\Mfﬁv\/&u
L. TR 4 N ouiokdney  olod A AGralgpstocts 174 Abeis f -
!yl e b nt guh iy b oty e
= CCL D bt Mo Lo S ol gl
bsticly - Aot ;\ij j%ﬂjj@a

- HQ.@CZ:) iz ! jle - pM/ M

Tt oy “"#ﬁ; . ﬁ%; “”Qi%
M YRRV |

~ccz%ﬁ¢ﬁm 1 |

= TR as 1O a«a f,‘w oncd /W lsss .

2) RECOMMENDATIONS :-

o ol B CCL B fog
_.%godw«oﬂ Imﬁwé

Designation:-

Note:-

“The CCL was informed about the purpose of the sessions with a conducive environment to express himself/
herself. The report contains confidential communication between the CCL and the mental health
professional / expert thus it may not be used for the purpase of proof/ disproof of any fact in issues. The -
verbatim of the child is written to elucidate facts / information shared by the child in sessions mentioned
above in relation to the alleged ongoing case for judicial review. It's left to the discretion ability of the

Judictary members to decide in best welfare of the Child” :

Place:-




.. e

Rl S i

Name:

Date: S (N
i;s_\chc;lr(iygii;("—
Registration No, s "oou: N

Home:

Summary of the session:

U/S: 103(1)10 A/3(5) BNS

F.L.R No: I

P.S.:

JJB: |}

Rapport formation and Case Intake:

I'he session focused on building rapport with hirm and creating a safe, non-judgmental space fol
openly expressing his thoughts, emotions. and concerns. He was oriented to the confidentiality

norms and ethical guidelines followed in mental health services.

During the Mental Status Examination, he presented with an euthymic mood and normal
psychomotor activity. He was oriented to time, place, and person. His attention appeared aroused
and sustained. He was partially cooperative and maintained cyc contact during the session. He
shared that he has been participating in integrated learming classes and Jute crafi. and has
completed an electrical learning coursc as well as an A/C repairing course. He also reported that

he engages in library classes and plays volleyball as part of his routine.

I



1 : sgative peer associations. intoxication,
His involvement in the offence appears influenced by negative peer association

npaired judgn

1ent. emotional reactivity, history of criminogenic activities and poor impulse
ontrol

He demonstrates limited understanding of long-term consequences and restricted

cmorse regarding the behaviour.

During counselling. he was psychoeducated about the impact of negative peer influence and
S encourage

d to 1dentify risky environments and individuals who reinforce maladaptive

whaviour. Anger and impulse-control strategies were introduced, including deep breathing,
rounding techniques. and taking a “time-out” to reduce escalation. CBT-based techniques

cre utilised to help him identify unhelpful thoughts and impulsive patterns that contribute 1o
aagressive behaviour. He was guided to recognise early physiological signs of anger (e.g_,
vlenched fists, increased heart rate, restlessness) and to apply alternative responses such as
way. seeking help, or using thought-stopping techniques. He shared,

SCPPIng an
“ppimg ¢

“Maine socha

1 inai

has react kar diva jab woh mere paas aaya. Woh mujhe maar deta..

. mujhe nahi lugta
e Kita sab ho javega.

" He reflected that he wishes he had listened to his mother and

ahstained from substance use. This reflection was used to psychoeducate him on how family
Jynamies. attachment patterns, and parental guidance play a protective role in decision-making.
Hiewas supported in understanding how carly family interactions can shape coping styles and
lisk-taking behaviours. and how strengthening these familial bonds can act as a buffer against
iuture substance use and impulsive actions.

Kecommendations:

® Follow-up counsclling sessions at MHU.




Gienders
| lome:
Welfare Officer:
Care Taker:

Mother's Name:

ddress:
Occupation:
Religion: "( C(/k., ﬂ
Residence: Urbgn/ Suburbury Rural
Contact Details:

Current socio economic status:
Head of the family: F%
Iducation of head of family:

[ ]
Occupation of head of family: M\‘m

No of earning members of family: \

Total monthly family income: 20 - 251 '"‘o“ﬁjﬁg

Socio-economic class: Upper Class/Upper Middle/Lower Middle/ U

Reason for Admission to Home/Referral to MHU:

HILD DEVELOPML]

SICAL, MENTAL AND DRU G

v 10301)/ 109 )3(5) B.N.S.

ASSESMENT REPORT

@ bsessive Compulsive Disorder/ M > Seife e Poyd
sirfity/ Scxual abuse/ Physical abus M 2
g

sis/ clead mpun 2 dnteliecuai
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FAMILY HISTORY

&

Genogram:

z
Aududk
Nature: Intact/ Bridn

Emironment: C;»ngcuial/lncoh_.{nial
Domestic Violence: Present/Abscpee

Substance Abusc:f
’M

Sressors: violence, exp/nflulion/Ivucineconom&'/()W

i

22

Notes of the Examiner:

Current Circumstangos-e: iving
Parent: Mother Far w
Guardian(s): (Relatidmek "

I nends:

On the street/ night she
Orphanages/Hos
Other (specify reldrio

Type: NuCTear/Joint : :
Interpersonal Rel.: Cordial/Non Cordial

Single Parent: Yes/Ng~

History of Suicide: el M

W&Juﬂ

o Sl

TP and place of stay):




PERSONAL

MINTORY
Bevelopmental Milestones: Attined/ Noy Attained Parental Lack: YC@
Fducational Hi Lk
ducational History: 'X"th OAL Peer relations: Healthy/Lack of suppe?

Oceupation Histo

: nemployed, if employed
Nature of empldy ' 2
I'mploved since/for:

e —
CCupagion: == l T chu- a"t Wﬂ
Income: ‘0 2
Satislied/ Di&snlisﬁt!}}

FFrequency of job chanpe:

Current/ Intimate Relationship: Yes/ Na™

Duration;
Nature;

Sexual History: Orientation:

Current practice: Active/ inaeb'/

Marital History: Present!AQ_s;m/ Consent/ Without Consent
Arrange/Love

! Domestic Violence:
No. of Children:

Last sexual activity:

Psvchiatric or Medical history:

Notes of the Examiper:

No wumwedt das s wliiowd .

CURRENT PERSONALITY INDICATORS

L
Attitude/Knowledge towards Self: (wm

M s



J oV
&
. | oY \S
Relations: Prefers comb{,\'-’soliludc \ Q‘o’
Relatonship close or lasting: Nows .VJ' y o
Attitude towards criticism/mistakes: NQ‘VL %

o ' '5&0“
W ark/cisure/Ingecests/Hobbies: 5 . LHV\M_ M’ ‘ \N"@i
. ° 0
Predominant Mood: W

Personality traits: Reserved/ ShnyLﬁ-gﬁ'rr:gﬂ‘ imid/ Self Cﬁ‘m'ousf susplt‘!ﬁ:s/ resentful/ jealous/ irritable/ sell centert

Iabits (Use of substance and food intake): W W ﬂ.-u.ol
)
’

M :

MENTAL STATUS EXAMINATION

General Appearance: k“‘“fb Hair; W
Grooming, Hygiene & Attire: Adenadequare/Appropn'ate .

Gait & Motor Coordination: PHA- &W Eyecong.wM ’ 5 r <}

Approach to Evaluation: CUU ‘W S
Speech: m
Productivily: pﬂmh‘ Vv!ume.'W

{one: Rate:
Keaction . P Speed: J H‘M
T .,aa%u fune
Relevance: KM Coherence: M
. = L Manner-
Cioal Direction: d! Uate th ; ' M

Expressive & Receptive Language: 4W
Mood: (;‘\:‘-h'\'dw"l

Affect: I
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3

.

)

/

;’%‘ngnition:

// Thought: Form: @ Contert: @ Stream: @ Possession: @ }

#;’ Perceptual Disturbances:

£
-

£ Attention & Concentration:

Memory: Immediate: jM Recent W Remote: j’!}d&.

Sleep:

Appetite:

Insight: EW&IQA

Trauma Symptoms (us identified): =

HISTORY OF PSYCHO-ACTIVE SUBSTANCE ABUSE AND ADDICTION
Substance Abuse Screening Tool {% ( td) g

I Type of substance used by the client? A!cbﬁ c\b:;u:coiI‘hinm:rJ’Ccmainev'l'«f[arij‘lx'afaf(‘igarLcﬁ:r Beedi/ | ukkw
Smack
Other

2. Since when has the client been using the substance:

3. Frequency of use

SUBSTANCE USED FREQUENCY FIRST USE | LAST USE

| Uquul 0 43 ou_ M d%

’_w LE02% | fewer




tak &3
Circumstances of first intake: M )

4, K:
)
5. Last intake of the substance by the client: ©M- ;
Wy
6. Has the client experienced strong urges/ cnmpulsmus to use the dFug”

7. Has the client’s tolerance level for the drug increased over a period of timé

8. Is the client unable to carry out daily responsibifities due to substance usc? @
Has the client ever experienced withdrawal symptoms (felt sick) when they siopped
taking drugs? ch/N/ :
10. Does the client ever feel bad or guilty about their drug use? Give reason. Ye
1. Has the client’s intake of drugs alYected any of the following:

\o_Aelationship with their family:

t,/ﬁ‘cial relationships/relationships in their community:

©

© Physical health (causing medical concems);
o_Affvolvement in illegal activities:

12. Motivation t?ygoing use:
e [nteraal /External

. F%Poor

15. Current state: Acule inloxica(ion/Harm}ﬁe/ Withdrawal state/ In remission {mention de addiction program):

I

14. Is de-addiction program recommended? b&u :

Clhnician’s rating based on the above observations: (tick one)

Substance use: Recreational use
farmful Use:
* Substance sbuse: Use of a substance that leads to cravings, health complications, inability to carry out daily
activities. health complications, dependence and withdrawal syniptoms when use is discontinued ;
Addiction: Use of substance requires medical intervention and supervision due to high frequency and amount of
usage. increased wlerance and severe withdrawal symptoms. Transfer to a de addiction facility is recommended.

HISTORY OF CONFLICT WITH LAW

“01)3(5) A.N.S.

2. Prior history of conflict with law (repeat offeader): PMSM!, If preseat please specify

o Type of criminal offence: ‘4 m.

o Was the client charged with the crimtial vifence: . W X

o Prior arrest or confinement in a legal punitive facility. il yes specitv the facility: Ehﬁ.'l . '

1. Specify type of criminal offence (current): 'O% L' )




b dath B

y
/

P/'
/
£
4

A
£ 3. If prior history of conflict with law is present, is there an escalation in severity of the crime? If Fe3 plekSe

spccify:cLL M S b ' \lb J:Mu‘%‘r d.;& MWLO »
4. Family history ofmﬂcn%ﬁr\i&d/\b;em, if present please specify ;
Loldin Bualiy do diowe ditolncd o il

5. Initiation into criminal activity:

B0 W peer influence \ My '

Lybﬁ‘t‘o social learning (familial or community exposure)
o Due to financial siressors

o Coercion/ by force

o Intoxication

o Others:

f

I

]
6. Availability ofsbcia\lfa@jialkommunity support networks: ‘dﬂ ’ aualjﬂj‘-‘&

i
'

| | : e .
SCREENING | : :

/ ) < H
Behavioral Tendencies: ' : : 2 :
Conduct y Sexual Abuse/Assaudt
Rumiing Away Tendencies s A tonal Difficulties
\J»,\u/ng“’ ' : ' ' : : Domestic Violence
Stealin Physical Abuse/dssault
L—Ag,dion PR A Intimate Partner
Crying Spells S Trafficking '
Withdrawal, Isolation & Aloofness Chronic Riness
Dependencies( Drugs/Digiial/Emotional/Others) sl ]
SckTHurm L4 y * Social Parameters:
aralistic Attitudes ('&y MU..) Legul/Finuncial Stressors
\Jortig Use ' &y o Occapgtional Stressors ,
Bluming Tendencies: SelfiOther ‘. th‘f‘s?’bh‘ Relationships
Stressors: Community Rescurces 4 vuilahle
istory of Exploitation | } vt ' Fosyibility uf Restaration
Family Conflict !
M History
CASE DETAILS

A) In order 1o undersum_d the CCL's cogpition, perception and the uniolding of the circumslances, the allegation in the
current case were explained (o them and |

heir reported understanding of the events is stated below:

P ——
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RECCOMENDATION % ;

\Ustfidual Follow up at the MH.U:
Psychiatric Evaluation:
Supportive Measures:
Referral for de addiction:

Wty - it
T o
ad

Name of Psychologist/Counselor:

P ——
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Menta! Kealth Unit
Praliminary Assessment Report

SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC BACKGROUND

lAge: 18 Years » -

o SOV,
{Parent’s Name:
\Date ol 1-‘.«.1111155_

Sex: Male

\Languages Known: Hind

Case filed uander U.S. 1 103(1) 109/3 (3) BNS

r..r No: [HEGN
vs N

Occupation: Cook at Bangalore
Family Income: 20.000-25,000 per month (as reported).
Socio-economic class

o Upper Clase

o Upper Middle
o Lower Midcie
o  Upper lower
o Lower

Current circumstances of living:

(Who does the child live with?)

As reported. CCL lives with his parents and elder sister in their rented accommodation at
Moreover, because of his work as a cook hic has relocated i«

CASE FORMULATION:-

a) Mental Capacity to Commit the Offense:

- | M At - £,
As per 1CD, the client wis symplomat. tof

e Present Psychiatric illness — Yes/No

e Intellectual disability - Yes/ Neo
Reported Past psychiatric illness: Yes/No
Presence of abuse: Yes/No

111-degree reatment: Yes/NO

=k e e - - — '



Mentai Fealth Unit
Preliminary Assessment Report

b) Physical Capacity to Commit the Offense:

1. Is the child disabled: 'YES/NO
. Disability Type I

|

-

a) Visually challenged ? g
b) Hearing and Speech disability Doesn’t have any of the disability !
¢) Physically challenged _ ; _‘_
d) Orthopedically challenged |
) Others

¢) Ability to understand the consequerces of the offence: '

The ability for decision-making and the concept of cause/effect of actions committed

® The CCL can make decisions and choices in activities of daily living (ADL)

He shared daily insights about his schedule within the institution. He has been taking
clectric classes within the institution. He plays carrom with inmates, which reflects his
capacity to make decisions in his daily life.

e The CCL can understand the concept of cause and effect of actions during criminal
activity.

The CCL shows cognitive understanding of the cause-and-effect relationship associated
with his actions during the time of the alleged incident. He has a documented history of
repeated involvement in conflict with the law and has previously undergone correctiv 4

behavior of a similar nature. This reflects a level of cogni ive
consequences of his actions. '

d) Legal History:
1. Specify the type of criminal offence (current): 103(1)

2. Prior history of conflict with the law (repeat offender): |

specify =
o Type of criminal offence : CCL has multip a




Menta! Health Unit
Preliminary Assessment Report

o If a prior history of conflict with the law is present, is there an escalation in

the severity of the crime: If yes, please specify. Yecs, therc appears to be
sonsistency in crimino-genic behaviour and unlawful acts.

3. Family history of criminal offences: Present/Abscnt (His elder brother has been
detained at

4. Initiation into criminal activity:
o Due to peer influence
o Due to social learning (familial or conimunity exposure)
o Due to financial stressors
o Coercion/by force
o Bully and Abuse

5. Availability of social/familial/community support networks: Y¢es, available.

Circumstances in which the offence was committed:
Verbatim of the child)

f) History of substance abuse:

Type of substance used: Alcohol, Marijuana and Cigarcites.

Bascd on the PMD assessment, the client is demonstrating indicators of the following:
o Substance use: Recreational use
o Harmful Use
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Mental Health Unit )

Preliminary Assessment Report Pacs
it o e T st : . i arions, inabily o
Substance abuse: Use of a substance that leads to cravines. health complicationss '
R P L PO i 7 Sl s 3 1 euymplomns
to carry out daily activities, health complications, dependence, and withdrawal 5 rp!
when use 1s discontinued.

Addiction: Use of substance requires medical intervention and supervision dug to high

frequency and amount of usage, increased tolerance and severe withdrawal symptoms
) Psychiatric consultation/psvchometric assessinent: None

h) The following facts and information need to be correlated and critically analyzed with
other reports to understand the mental and physical capacity of the CCL to commit the \
offence

During the counselling session, he provided a detailed account of the incident that led to his

mprehension

He is a repeat offender and has previously been detaned twice at the _

Despite these interventions, he appears to have re-engaged in serious antisocial conduct. And, his

showing a eriminogenic familial environment and

clder brother has been detained at
cxposure to deviant behavioural models within the family systern.

Throughout the sessions. he exhibited a neutral affect while describing the incident and
demonstrated miniral emotional insight or remorse. He showed himited acknowledgment ot

cuihy v

his role in the present case (“mainy self defence mei maara, waina woh
ko maar daalta. ) and iacked accountability for the consequences of his actions. Although he
displays cognitive awareness of the cause-and-effect relationship related to his behaviour, his
repeated engagement in unlawful activities points toward poor impulse control, susceptibility to
peer influence. and limited ability to assess long-term consequences. The contributing
psychosocial factors include impaired judgent, poor cmotional regulation, risk-taking
tendencics, and an absence of consistent parental or adult supervision. Peer affiliation also plays

a stenificant role. as his co-accused also has a back ground of ernminogenic activities.
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Mental Health Unit
Preliminary Assessment Report

Thus, No cognitive impairment. developmental delay, or physical disability was reported or

observed that might have interfered with his ability to understand the nature or consequences of
his actions at the time of the incident.

Other social/psychosocial iactors:

a) Family history: Yes, his elder brother has been detained at Tihar.
b) Social Relationships: Unhealthy and maladaptive peers.

c) Engagement O ortunities: The CCL
shared that he will go back to -md carn his living,

d) Community Support: --

e) Previous Legal Action: Multiple cases, as reporied.

MVientai Status Examination (MSE)

General Appearance: Kempt Hair: Groomed

Grooming, Hygiene & Attire: Adequate/Inadequate/Appropriate

Gait & Motor Coordination: P.M.A: Normal

Eye Contact: Maintained

Approach to Evaluation: Cooperative
Speech: Clear

Productivity: Adequate
Tone: Loud
Reaction Time: Within range

Volume: Audible
Rate: Normal

Speed: Normal
Reclevance: Relevant

Coherence: Coherent
Goal Direction: Directed

Manner: Relaxed

Expressive Language: Adequate
Receptive Language: Adequate

Mood:

Subjective: “Thik hu, yahan.”
Objective: Euthymic

Affect: Within Range

Thought:  Form: Normal viitent: ' e Wi | Plossessions o
. (umuf/. ft.orma[ Stream: Normal | Possession: Non

WGP, 3% -3 e

Perceptual Disturbances: None reported/observed




Mental Health Unit
Preliminary Assessment Report \

Sensorium and cogaition: Intact
Orientation: Oriented to time. place. and person
Attention and Concentration: Aroused and Sustained

Immediate: Intact

Memory Recent: Intact

Remote: Intact

Personal: Intact

Judgement Social: Impaired
Test: Impaired

Insight: Tmpaiied Slecp and Appetite: Adequate

b

®  Suminary and Recommendation:
1. CCi. has a history of offences. .
: to criminegenic environment; elder brother is detained at Tihar Jail

2. Negative exposure
3. Inadequate parental supervision.

4. Shows low impulse control.

S. Insight is impaired: shows mininal remorse and externalises

hlame
LAkl A .

5
6. Strong influenice of maladaptive peer associaiions.
7. Limited understanding of iege! ond futtre consequenaces.

Name:
PDesignation:
B s

PILICIVC €RVIFUHDIENT

ied alo.ut the DL 2080 ¢, “the xossions Witk a ¢
ey 'y 23 N a &x AT X o ’ ! PRA oy »
peporl conlains copjidential ingosaaiion petveen e CC L and the
! ) 4 /o g 7 : , 5
10 Y ROEDC USEC [erk Proe) «ispragf o) d Jdcl 71 ISSECY. The verbatim

clucidare facis/inorme on shared by the ehild in Hie sessions mentioned

77 ix beft 1o the discretion nl/f,'/./}fl‘ af the

o the child 1s writien 1o

Hove with //.'( ‘I/'/l,;, o QITLGHIL O fird 1 Vicit
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Preliminary Asses: ment Report

OGRAPHIC BACKGROUND
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Oceupation:

Family Income:
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Current circumstances ulﬂ'l\j[l;;.’
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Mental Health Unit
Manas Foundation

Preliminary Assessment Report

CASETORMUL ATTON:-

¢ Offence

S fental Capaoty o comiin th

Vet 1O Chient was svinplonatic o
| 2

g Prevchatne liwess Yos Ny

. | LT
o Inteilecninai disahiliey Yes N
1 h . -
Rprted 1hass psscliatiie Iness Yo N

S eseniee of abases Yes No

Coapactiy doeun md the Ulteng e

PEy s

1 Is the child disahled: VIES N
2 Disability Type ! , >
. | '\,{ "W'f” 'l k! ’ ! : A i Al nmr',;«-
oA v challenged bl i g g iy Al Sl N eu thy RO T
ey and Speech disaininy :
ey uoNpeedh disa 3 Lo I N Bl { i il Ry
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Social_Relationships

J ( f i l

Eneacement_Opportunities

Community Support

Previous Legal Action

Mental Status Examination
General Appearance: Hair:
Grooming, Hygiene & Attirg
Gait & Motor Coordination d Eye Contacl
Approach to Exaluation

| |
\‘null ,

Receptive | wnguage:

\pressive Language:
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PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT REPORT

SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC BACKGROUND:
I Referral Date:

P/
U/S: 302/3

s =

Education: - Studied till 8"
class.

Language’s Known: -
Hindi

ey o

Economic status: Low
Socio-economic status

Informant: - Self

First Time Offender

Is the child disabled?
No

Occupation: -

1.Work Status Details
Working

2.Nature of work:

3.Income (Per Month): NA

Current Circumstances of
Living: -
Currently, the child is staying
with both his parents and
siblings.

Reason for Referral: The CCL is referred for Preliminary assessment.

1. HISTORY OF PRESENT CASE:
a) Verbatim as reported by the CCL about the incident/case




b) Circumstances in which he allegedly committed the offense:

\ & .
Aa per verbatim, during first session the child denied his involvement but during second

session he said that he was also with them. They all used to give vegetables to her and they
also know that she was alone at home and with a plan of robbery they entered in to her house
Land when she tried to face them, they killed him.

2.

Past History (Legal)

Allegedly the child said that he was never involved in any offense nor apprehended by police
the past.

ﬂ

3.

Personal History

He is a 18+ years old boy who has not completed his education.

His birth order is 2",

He assists his father in vegetable supply work.

He used to consume Cannabis.

He started smoking beedi and cigarette when he was 17 years old and smokes 3-4
cigarette per day.

He has cordial relationships with his family.

4. MENTAL STATUS EXAMINATION: -

General appearance:

He was of average height and thin built, unkempt and untidy, bald head and entered in the
room with normal gait. He has scar mark on his forehead.

| Attitude Towards Examiner: co-operative | Eye Contact: Partially maintained

LPsychomotor Activity (PMA): - Normal.

\E)eech: - clear and audible.

Orientation: -
Time —

Person:

- Intact Remote: - Intact

ﬁ]
Memory: -
Intact Immediate: - Intact
Place: - Intact Recent: - Intact

LAttention and Concentration: Aroused and sustained for a desirable duration of time.




Abstract Ability: - semi-abstract
Moqd and Affect: Judgement: -
Anxious, communicable, well in range and
congruent Test: - poor

Social: - intact

Personal: - intact \
Thought Disorder: No thought abnormality | Perceptual Disorder: _\
observed during examination. NO Perceptual disorder observed

5. CASE FORMULATION:
A) Mental and Physical Capacity to commit Offense

Mental status examination, behaviour observation and verbatim of the child about the offense
was used to assess the awareness of child about juvenile justice board and decision-making
ability. As per verbatim he was also present at the site of offense and he stand outside for long
time to check the coming people. He said that he was not involved in planning but he supported
the whole offense. on mental status examination his higher cognitive functions are well
developed except abstract ability and test judgement. That will give a hint towards that may be
this act was planned by the adult one and he was used there as he had also greed of money for

substance abuse.

B) Ability to understand the cousequence of the offence:

He is aware about the offense he is charged with and the consequences associated with it.

C) Drug Intake:

Allegedly, the child said that he smoked cannabis.

6. Inference Summary:

_as referred for Preliminary assessment. The assessment was

carried out with the help of verbatim of the child, mental status examination, personal

history and behavioural observation.
% His personal history shows that the child used to sell vegetables with his father but as he

consumes cannabis that shows that he was in bad peer influence.

% Psychological assessments showed his thinking capacity is in a semi-abstract state

according to this his cognition is working as an adolescent.




Note: “The CCL was informed about the purpose of sessions with a conducive
environment to express himself/herself. The report contains confidential communication
between the CCL and the empanelled mental health professional (Priyanka) thus it may
not be used for the purpose of proof/disproof of any fact in issues. The verbatim of child
is written to elucidate facts/information shared by child in the session mentioned above
in relation to the alleged ongoing case for judicial review. It’s left to the discretion ability
of the judiciary members to decide in best welfare of child.
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Preliminary Assessment Report

sOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC BACKGROUND

Age: | F
Parent’s Name:

Education:
Date of issi
JIB: 1/ 11 /111 IV/ V/ VI Sex: :/Ia/l\e(:l'-rllsmsa:?e

lﬁehglon. H,_m&,u/ Languages Known

Reason for Admission/Referral: ) [5 302 ! 2q 2 I YIll IPC
FIR No. .. ..'

QOccupation: W QQ*\XQJ‘V
Family Income: :’g 2o K PU“« MMWD

Socio-economic class

o Upper Class

o Upper Middle
Lower Middle

o Upper lower

o Lower

Current circumstances of living:
(Who does the child live with?)

- N b
ch&M‘ﬂ%mM WUth

s poousnds and @L@Aﬂz




preliminary Assessment Report
CASE FORMULATION::
a) MMMML‘M

As per ICD Client was symptomatic for -

e Present Psychiatric illness — Yes/No™
o Intellectual disability — Yes/ Ne—"

- Reprted Past psychiatric illness — Yes/Ne™
- Presence of abuse- Yes/No~”
- 11l degree treatment- Yes/]"’o/

b) Physical Capacity to commit the Offence:

1. Is the child disabled: ’ YESRC™

2. Disability Type

a) Visually challenged

b) Hear_mg and Speech disability

3 I(;hyswally challenged
nhopedically chall

€) Others —

Nl

<

I

WX
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Preliminary Assessment Report
d) Legal History:
Specify type of criminal offence (current): V(S 30~ [ Q% ' aal e

3. Prior history of conflict with law (repeat offender): Present/@, if present please specify
o Type of criminal offence:

1.

o Was the client charged with the criminal offence:

\
o Prior arrest or confinement in a legal punitive facility, if yes specify the facility:

3. If prior history of conflict with law is present, is there an escalation in severity of the crime:

1f yes please specify—

4. Family history of criminal offences: Presenf present please specify

5. Initiation into criminal activity:

ve— Due to peer influence
o Due to social learning
o Due to financial stressors

o Coercion/ by force
\

6. Availability of social/familial/community support petworks: \.{
a ot

Circumstances in which the ffence was committed:
(Verbatim of the child)

(familial or community exposure)

©)

A&



f) History of substance abuse:

Type of substance used: ujm ) hg_d_q: Y] b-LQ}l/

Based on PMD assessment the client is demonstrating indicators of:
\,e/Substance use: Recreational use

© Substance abuse: Use of a substance that leads to cravings, health complications, inability to
carry out daily activities, health complications, dependence and withdrawal symptoms when use
is discontinued.

(o]

Addiction: Use of substance requires medical i

ntervention and supervision due to high frequency
and amount of usage, increased tolerance and s

evere withdrawal symptoms

g) Psychiatric_consultation/ psychometric assessment:

h) The following facts, information need to be correlated and critjcall
order to understand the mental and ph si

. Y analysed with other reports in
cal capacity of the CCL to co
-Bhysical capacity of th —<10 commit the offence

mmit the offence
dn At N \




Preliminary Assessment Report
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Preliminary Assessment Report

, &K
b) Social Relationships: M ll, rl 10 F_Qm W Ul MJ\MW

¢)_ Engagement Opportunities: C/LUU’\X‘/ (M (J., WW *% bow W
i W
n 8 \ ‘
d)_ Community Support: P (‘& 5 ! \U- G(A) ( e‘ i

¢) Previous Legal Action: NW 949 ! ! a

Mental Status Examination;:

General Appearance: K.Q,N\P‘jt Q’\J. f:,&i*

Grooming, Hygiene & Attire: Adequate/Inadequate/Appropriate
: — ‘o \
Gait & Motor Coordination: PM A Eye Contact: Maied_, M
, ~
Approach to Evaluation: (o —a g !‘ (AL MW

Speech:

Productivity: 1 @ Volume: M'ﬂiﬂ.

Tone: ' Rate:

Reaction Time: LOCthan \"‘\Ql\%e/ Speed: J@

Relevance: allay VY o Coherence: (M

Goal Direction: 3 I | ! n Manner: ! l
Expressive Langua

Receptive Language: j W

Mood:

Subjective: ‘N TIAQa P M' ’

Objective: Lt N

-

Affect: l«x\, |
N Songe

Hair: '\)LU/ WW




Preliminary Assessment Report

Thought:  Form: W Comem;Nm Stream: N m passisiicic NJSNG !/

Perceptual Disturbances: N g\0_ “QFES l g “‘“fvdd«

Sensorium and Cogpition:
Orientation: W ADT [ P{ £

Attention and Concentration:

\
arowmed and gutteun of
Immediate;
Memory< Recent: I W

Remote:
Personal: \
Judgment: <500ial: J WWA,,
Test:

-Insight: — Sleep and Appetite: W

Summary and Recommendation:

- it A awupted hat he hat (emmitied
dhe

.

> No quxlt g sumeur Wb o-baosuned

Note:

“The CCL was informed about the purpose of the sessions with a conducive environment (0 express
themselves. The report contains confidential information between the CCL and the mental health
expert thus it may not be used for the purpose of proof.disproof of ant fact in issues. The verbatim of

the child is written to elucidate facts/information shared by the child in sessions mentioned above in

relation o the alleged ongoing case for judicial review. It is left to the discretion ability of the judiciary
members to decide in the best welfare of the child.”

‘.
|
|




\ e PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT REPORT

SOCIO-DEMOGRA PHIC BACKGROUND.

|
—

Age: - 16.5 Y'rs.

| NAME: - ‘V R(-f-(-.-riﬂ-l-_l)ntc: Sessions culld&(m |
&

| Sex: - Male f eligion: - Hindu ,

Education: - g+ pags | Language’s Known: - ! ]

Hindi
Economic Status: Low ' Informant: - Self ‘ First Time Offender
Socio-economic Statug ’
' |
Is the child disablegr Occupation: - ' Current Circumstances of
| No ' Living: -
, L.Work Status Details ) Currently, he is at - .
L
; || 2.Nature of work: !
P |
3.dncome  (Pey day /Per
/ Month) l
""" = |
e —_— ]

T
Reason of Referral: The CCL is referred for Preliminary . sessment,

1. HISTORY OF PRESENT CASE:




Place: - Intact &
Person: - Intact ecent: - Intact
| Remote: - Intact

" Attention and Concentration- ; ; —
\ tration: Aroused and sustained for desirable duration of time.

G viact Ability: - Semi-abstract

Mood and Affect: l Judgement: -
Anxious, communicable, well in vange and | Test: - intact
i congruent | Social: - intact

| Personal: - Intact o

Thought Disorder: No thought | Perceptual Disorder:
_abnormality observed during examination. | NO Perceptual disorder observed

S. TEST USED FOR ASSESSMENT:

I. Cognitive Assessment: To assess the intelligence, comprehension, judgement &
decision-making ability of the child.

6. TEST RESULTS:

1. Cognitive assessment:

Higher cognitive assessment showed that his judgement is intact and thinking capacity is at |

| semi abstract level. His memory and orientation are also intact.

7. CASE FORMUTATION:
A) Mental and Physical Capacity to commit Offense.

[

’ Mental status examination, behaviour observation and verbatim of the child about the oftense |

was used 10 assess the awareness ol child about juvenile justice board and decision-making |

o [
| I v asscssmen |

, showed that the child’s higher cognitive functions are fully developed as per the assessment '

| done on SR N
|
| R, Oclopment.akicognilive

l functions and greed of money depicts that he planned the act and execute it

| He has no physical and mental disability. ,




‘ m‘sb gaye.

) Circumstances in which he allegedly committed the offense:
..
As per verbaum, the child was involved in the nffcnse thc greed of money give rise to the

circumstances of offense.
D e T T -

2. Past History (Legal)

ed by police.

at he never incalged in 2ny legal case nor apprehend

'lcg(.dl;, thk. child said th

— ——

3. Personal History

I SR |

| He is 16+ years old boy who is educated up to high school level He dropped out from the
|

school due to reappear in 9" standard
i i ation and |

They are three siblings and eldest one is sister who is pursuing gradu

o They nugrated Lron L0 earn money. |

[e Las fow friends clder than hun as be started 1 wolk and lew aie younger 100. |

He worked at [ Il vhere he [ B e worked there lor areund 34
| months and then left |
o He applied for 10" through NIOS from - '- |
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	On an ordinary afternoon in North Delhi, 17-year-old ‘K’ sat in a small room at the Place of Safety, facing a psychologist. He had been apprehended for his involvement in an altercation with a friend that spiraled into murder. Until then, his world consisted of severe drug abuse, social media, and a group of friends, with little parental oversight. Now the legal system required him to explain whether he understood the consequences of his actions, a determination that would decide if he stayed in the juvenile system or faced transfer to an adult trial, and potentially to an adult prison after turning 21 if found guilty.
	(based on a conversation with a child in conflict with the law whose case has been ongoing for almost 3 years in one of the Children’s Courts in Delhi)
	Instances of this nature are routine for children between 16-18 years of age, who are accused of committing a heinous offence    under the Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of Children) Act, 2015 (JJ Act 2015) and are required to undergo a mandatory Preliminary Assessment (PA) process under S.15 of the JJ Act 2015 to determine whether they should be tried as adults.


	Introduction
	What is Preliminary Assessment (PA)?
	Why was Preliminary Assessment introduced?

	Purpose and Methodology of This Study
	2.1. Analysis of Preliminary Analysis Reports:
	“The report of the preliminary assessment decides the germane question of transferring the case of a child between 16 to 18 years of age to the Children’s Court. This evaluation of ‘mental capacity and ability to understand the consequences’ of the child in conflict with law can, in no way, be relegated to the status of a perfunctory and a routine task. The process of taking a decision on which the fate of the child in conflict with law precariously rests, should not be taken without conducting a meticulous psychological evaluation.”
	Barun Chandra Thakur v. Bholu [2]


	WHAT IT MEANS FOR CHILDREN
	“I was 17 when I was apprehended. I was told that if I go for the required counselling session, a report would be prepared and submitted to the Board after which my case will be closed in two days. I trusted the ma’am there who asked me to write my statement on a laptop. I did as I was told but my case went to the Sessions Court instead. It has been 10 years since and the trial has not been completed. I am married now, working to take care of my family but my case and the uncertainty of its outcome makes me hopeless.”
	CCL SP

	Thematic Area
	Indicator Code
	Compliance Indicator (What the PA Report Must Demonstrate)
	Physical Capacity

	P-1
	Offence-specific assessment of the child’s physical capacity, including functional bodily abilities (such as locomotor and gross motor functions), rather than presumptions based on age, appearance, or offence gravity.

	P-2
	A reasoned nexus between the physical mechanics of the alleged offence (nature, duration, and physical demands) and the child’s actual bodily ability to plausibly perform the act.
	Mental Capacity

	M-1
	Assessment of the child’s real-world decision-making ability in the context in which the alleged offence occurred, as distinct from abstract knowledge of right and wrong.

	M-2
	Consideration of the child’s judgment, impulse control, and emotional regulation at the time of the alleged offence.

	M-3
	Analysis of relevant psychosocial and mental-health factors (such as substance use, trauma, neglect, peer influence, or neurodevelopmental conditions) and their nexus with the child’s conduct.
	Circumstances in Which the Child Allegedly Committed the Offence

	C-1
	Identification and analysis of social and environmental factors (such as enmity, poverty, peer influence, substance abuse, or adverse life events) that may have contributed to the alleged offence.

	C-2
	Consideration of individual-level factors (such as greed, material inducement, coercion, or desire to support family or friends) operating at the time of the alleged offence.

	C-3
	Holistic and independent assessment of circumstances based on material beyond the child’s extra-judicial confession, including cumulative and longitudinal life context.
	Thematic Area
	Indicator Code
	Compliance Indicator (What the PA Report Must Demonstrate)
	Ability to Understand the Consequences of the Offence

	U-1
	Assessment of the child’s understanding of social consequences, including the risk of labelling, stigma, and social exclusion, in both the immediate and long term.

	U-2
	Assessment of the child’s understanding of interpersonal consequences, including impact on relationships, trust, affection, and respect within family and peer networks.

	U-3
	Assessment of the child’s understanding of legal consequences, including awareness of applicable laws and the seriousness of potential punitive and future legal outcomes.

	CHAPTER 1
	Ingredients of Preliminary Assessment
	Age criterion (16-18 years): Children between 16–18 years (Rule 10 A).
	Heinous offence requirement: PA is permissible only where the alleged offence is “heinous”, defined as one carrying a minimum punishment of seven years or more. The Supreme Court has clarified that offences with no minimum sentence, or a minimum sentence of less than seven years (even if the maximum exceeds seven years), are to be treated as serious offences, thereby excluding them from PA.
	This definition has also been added in the JJ Act 2015 through amendment.
	[3]
	[4]

	Time limit under Section 14(3): The JJ Act prescribes that PA should ordinarily be completed within three months from the child’s first production before the JJB, as the inquiry focuses on the child’s mental and cognitive state at the time of the offence. While the time period under Section 14 has been held to be directory, not mandatory, extendable with reasons to be recorded in writing by the Magistrate     , it has also been held by several Courts that a retrospective assessment after a significant lapse of time of the CCL’s capacity as on the date of offence becomes a farce and meaningless exercise.
	[5]
	[6]

	1.1. Documents considered for PA


	[8] Rule 2(xvii) and in the prescribed Form 6 of the JJ Model Rules 2016
	1.2. Determinants of Preliminary Assessment
	S. 15 mandates a composite and cumulative evaluation of four factors:
	Physical capacity: Physical capacity concerns the child’s physical ability to commit the alleged offence in the manner claimed.
	Mental capacity: Mental capacity concerns the child’s ability to make social decisions and exercise judgment within the context of the alleged offence.
	Circumstances in which the alleged offence was committed: Circumstances can have two aspects: circumstances of the crime (momentary heat of passion; provocation; instigation by an adult accomplices, etc.); and circumstances of the child (troubled childhood; past trauma or abuse; schooling and education; extreme poverty; love/infatuation, etc.).
	Ability to understand consequences: This factor relates to the child’s understanding of the social, legal and long-term consequences of the alleged act, including its impact on the victim, the child, their families and society. Courts have cautioned against conflating this inquiry with mental capacity.
	*Assistance of experts: While the proviso to S. 15 says that the JJB may seek assistance from psychologists, psycho-social workers or other child specialists, expert opinions are valuable but not binding; the JJB must critically evaluate them and provide a reasoned decision.
	*Explanation: It has been clarified that preliminary assessment is not a trial.
	None of the four factors mentioned above are dispensable or alternative.      Guidance Notes have been issued by NIMHANS to aid psychologists and other experts and institutions to make a comprehensive inquiry     at the time of Preliminary Assessment.
	As per direction of the Supreme Court in Barun Chandra Thakur     , guidelines have also been issued by the NCPCR to introduce standardisation of tools and procedures to be utilised for the assessment in consonance with the principles of the JJ Act.
	[9]
	[11]
	[10]
	[12]
	[13]


	1.3. What do the Judgments and guidelines say?
	Mental and Physical ability of the child to commit the alleged offence:

	The ability to understand the consequences of the offence:
	The circumstances in which the child allegedly committed the offence:
	Compliance of each PA in the light of the mandatory parametres
	❗Mental capacity cannot be inferred solely from the absence of a mental/intellectual disorder or expression of guilt.
	❗Circumstances of the offence cannot be inferred from the child’s extra-judicial confession.
	❗Ability to understand the consequences cannot solely be inferred from the child’s alleged actions during/after the offence has taken place.
	CHAPTER 2
	Caveats Governing Preliminary Assessment
	In addition to the statutory ingredients of PA, the JJB must remain guided by the general principles under Section 3 of the JJ Act, 2015.
	2.1. Presumption of innocence
	The presumption of innocence is a core human right expressly incorporated in the JJ Act and Juvenile Justice (Care And Protection Of Children) Model Rules, 2016      (JJ Model Rules 2016). Courts have cautioned against assessments premised on assumed guilt, reliance on self-incriminatory disclosures, or descriptions in SIRs/SBRs portraying the child as manipulative or remorseless. Such practices violate Article 20(3) and vitiate PA.      High Courts have held that eliciting extra-judicial confessions through SIRs is unconstitutional, and lack of remorse cannot justify transfer to the Children’s Court.

	2.2. Principle of participation
	The JJB is duty-bound to ensure informed participation of the child and guardian at every stage     . Moreover, JJ Model Rules 2016 require a reasoned order for adult trial to be supplied to the child     , and mandatory disclosure of prosecution documents relied upon for PA     . Denial of such material on grounds of confidentiality is impermissible     . The Supreme Court has reaffirmed that all documents relied upon by the Board must be furnished to the child to ensure a real opportunity of defence.

	2.3. Preliminary assessment is not a trial
	S 15 clarifies that PA is not a determination of guilt but an assessment of capacity. Findings at this stage cannot influence the merits of the trial     . Materials relied upon for PA cannot be used as evidence during trial. Reliance on witness statements or victim versions at this stage is discouraged, as it creates prejudice and violates natural justice.



	CHAPTER 3
	Children Being Tried as Adults
	If a child between 16 to 18 years of age is accused of committing a heinous offence
	Preliminary Assessment (PA)
	Report of the child (to be completed within 3 months from the date of first production)
	[Section 14(3) and Section 15 of JJ Act]

	JJB will assess the PA report and shall decide on whether the CCL’s case shall be transferred to Children’s Court or shall remain with the JJB
	NOTE




	CHAPTER 4
	Summary of Findings with Respect to PA Reports/ Critical Gaps
	A review of the preliminary assessment (PA) reports reveal recurring structural and substantive gaps in their preparation and application. Each PA report contains a separate sub-heading recording the child’s statement verbatim, under the rubric of “circumstances of the offence.”
	In all 23 cases reviewed, the child’s confession is reproduced in detail, despite consistent judicial clarification that a preliminary assessment is not a determination of guilt and that reliance on confessional statements at this stage is impermissible. Judicial precedents have repeatedly held that the PA process is limited to assessing capacity and understanding, and not culpability. The routine recording of verbatim confessions, without safeguards, raises concerns under Article 20(3) of the Constitution relating to protection against self-incrimination and is inconsistent with established jurisprudence, including the principle laid down in Vikas Sangwan.
	There is minimal engagement with the underlying psychosocial factors contributing to the alleged offence. Psychologists generally do not explore or document the child’s emotional state prior to the incident, including impulses, stressors, or situational triggers. Instead, the focus remains on narrating the sequence of events as described by the child, effectively replicating the prosecution narrative. This approach limits the assessment’s ability to meaningfully examine the child’s developmental maturity, vulnerability, and decision-making processes at the relevant time.
	Assessment of mental capacity is frequently reduced to the absence of any diagnosed intellectual or mental disability. In several cases, mental capacity is inferred from the child’s expression of guilt or remorse, rather than through a structured evaluation of cognitive, emotional, and psychosocial functioning. Except for six PA reports, there is no reference to the use of any scientific or standardised psychological assessment tools. Most reports merely record that the child has “no mental or physical disability,” without further elaboration.
	With respect to the child’s understanding of the consequences of the alleged offence, the emphasis is predominantly on immediate or short-term consequences. Except in six cases, the PA reports do not assess the child’s understanding of long-term consequences, including legal, social, and personal outcomes. Instead, understanding is often inferred from factors such as the manner in which the offence was allegedly committed, the role attributed to the child, or the child’s ability to carry out routine activities within a Child Care Institution.
	In several cases, substance use or drug dependency, despite being noted in passing or evident from the case record, is not meaningfully examined in the context of decision-making, impulse control, or capacity. This omission further limits the depth of the assessment.


	Additionally, all PA formats include a separate section on the child’s legal history, detailing prior alleged offences and their nature. While not a statutory requirement under Section 15 of the Juvenile Justice Act, this information risks introducing bias into the assessment process by foregrounding criminal history rather than focusing on present capacity and maturity.
	Of the 23 PA reports reviewed, fourteen were conducted after the Supreme Court’s decision in Barun Chandra. However, with the exception of five cases, these reports do not substantially reflect compliance with the standards articulated in the judgment, particularly with respect to structured, child-centric, and evidence-based assessment of capacity and understanding.
	Conclusion
	Adolescence is, perhaps, no more important a stage of development than any other, but it is the concluding stage of childhood. Therefore, it offers to both the parents and the society the final opportunity to educate a child for his adult responsibilities. Delinquency, therefore, during adolescence has major implications. It puts double responsibility on the society to understand them and to help them come out of the deviant culture with a view to become a functionally useful member of the society.”
	Dr. Bharti Sharma
	“Juvenile Delinquents and Their Social Culture”


	ANNEXURE 1
	DETAIL ANALYSIS OF PA REPORTS & ORDERS

	SKM, a 17-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302, 392, and 411 of the IPC. He was apprehended on 12.12.2021, and the preliminary assessment (PA) report was submitted on 15.03.2022. The PA recorded that the child had no physical or mental disability and concluded that he possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity, without reference to any psychological testing or structured assessment. The report assessed the child’s understanding of the consequences of the offence on the basis that he demonstrated an awareness of his future, which was taken to indicate an understanding of consequences. The circumstances of the alleged offence were assessed primarily through the facts of the case and the manner of the child’s apprehension, with the child’s confessional statement forming part of this assessment. The summary noted that the child accepted his guilt and did not express remorse.
	JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the JJB passed an order transferring the child to the Children’s Court. In the transfer order, the JJB recorded findings on the child’s physical and mental capacity and the circumstances of the offence. However, the order did not separately record findings on the child’s ability to understand the consequences of the alleged offence, as required under S. 15 of the JJ Act. The assessment of the circumstances of the offence was based entirely on the prosecution’s version of events and the manner in which the offence was allegedly committed.
	V, a 16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302 and 34 of the IPC. The PA recorded that the child had no physical or mental disability and concluded that he possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity, without reference to any psychological testing or structured assessment tools. The report further observed that the child had planned the alleged offence, which was taken to indicate cognitive ability. The child’s understanding of the consequences of the alleged offence was assessed on the basis that he was aware that the police would be informed if a robbery was reported, and this awareness was relied upon to conclude that he understood the consequences of his actions. The circumstances of the alleged offence were described using the narrative of the incident, with the report recording that the child’s “greed” led to the commission of the offence. The summary reiterated that the offence was planned.
	JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the JJB passed an order transferring the child’s case to the Children’s Court.
	R, a 16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302, 34, and 201 of the IPC, along with Sections 25 and 27 of the Arms Act. He was apprehended on 26.01.2023, and the PA report was submitted on 31.03.2023. The PA recorded that the child had no physical or mental disability and concluded that he possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity, without reference to any psychological testing or structured assessment tools. The assessment of the child’s understanding of the consequences of the alleged offence relied on the fact that he was able to conduct day-to-day activities in the Child Care Institution (CCI) and on his status as a repeat offender, which was taken to indicate an understanding of legal consequences. The circumstances of the alleged offence were assessed primarily on the basis of the child’s confessional statement. The summary of the PA also noted group involvement and prior engagement in criminal activities.
	JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the JJB passed an order transferring the child to the Children’s Court. In its order, the JJB relied primarily on the facts of the case. To establish the child’s understanding of the circumstances of the offence, reliance was placed on the fact that he was allegedly carrying a weapon at the time of the incident. The order did not record separate findings regarding the child’s ability to understand the consequences of the alleged offence. It is also noted that two children in conflict with law were named in the same FIR, and the JJB passed a common order for both children using identical language, indicating a uniform approach in the proceedings.
	RO, a 16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103 and 3(5) of the BNS. He was apprehended on 20.05.2025, and the PA report was submitted on 19.07.2025. The PA recorded that the child had no physical or mental disability and concluded that he possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity, without reference to any psychological testing or structured assessment tools. In assessing the child’s understanding of the consequences of the alleged offence, the report relied on the child’s ability to make everyday decisions in his life. The circumstances of the alleged offence were assessed primarily on the basis of the child’s confessional statement. The summary of the PA recorded poor impulse control, absence of expressed remorse, repeated contact with the justice system, and observed that the child’s family background included exposure to criminal activity.
	JJB’s decision: At the time of reporting, the JJB had not yet passed an order on the preliminary assessment.
	M, a 17-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302, 452, 506, 120B, and 34 of the IPC, along with Sections 25 and 27 of the Arms Act. He was apprehended on 28.04.2024, and the PA report was submitted on 20.03.2025, reflecting a delay of approximately seven months. The PA recorded that the child had no physical or mental disability and concluded that he possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity, relying on the ICT test. The assessment of the child’s ability to understand the consequences of the alleged offence noted that the child’s participation in educational classes and recreational activities indicated an ability to make choices in daily life. At the same time, the report recorded that the child did not demonstrate an understanding of the cause-and-effect relationship of the alleged offence or of legal procedures. The circumstances of the alleged offence were assessed primarily through the child’s confessional statement. The summary of the PA noted that while the child was assessed as having physical and mental capacity, he was affected by factors such as intoxication, peer influence, easy access to weapons, and maladaptive societal practices.
	JJB’s decision: The JJB declined to transfer the matter to the Children’s Court. In its order, the JJB noted that the presumption of innocence operated in favour of the child and recorded that the Board had interacted with the child on multiple occasions. Based on these interactions, the JJB concluded that the child did not possess the physical and mental capacity required to commit the alleged offence and accordingly retained the matter within its jurisdiction.
	AS, a 17-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302 and 304 of the IPC. He was apprehended on 15.02.2022 and his PA report was submitted on 11.04.2022. The PA recorded that the child had no physical or mental disability and concluded that he possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity. In assessing the child’s ability to understand the consequences, it was recorded that his ability to understand cause and effect was weakened. The circumstances of the alleged offence were assessed primarily on the basis of the child’s confessional statement.
	The summary of the PA recorded bad peer influences, lack of parental supervision and societal exposure to criminality and at the same time mentioned the child’s version of events was not trustworthy and that he denied stabbing the victim.
	JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the JJB passed an order transferring the child to the Children’s Court. In its order, the JJB noted that there were no mental and physical disabilities, the child was a repeat offender who knew the JJ Act and used it to his advantage. The Board also relied on the child’s previous case files to pass an order in this case.
	G, a 16-year old CCL, was accused under Section 363 of the IPC. He was apprehended on 13.07.2016. The PA report found no intellectual, mental, or physical disabilities. To establish the child’s understanding of the circumstances of the offence, reliance was placed on the fact that the child did not report the crime or surrender to the police. The circumstances of the alleged offence were assessed primarily on the basis of the child’s confessional statement. The summary of the PA recorded that multiple factors like financial stressors, lack of parental supervision, negative peer influence, involvement in gambling and immature problem solving skills led to the child’s involvement in criminal activities and that the child had reported that had he not had financial troubles, he would not have been involved in the alleged offence.
	JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the JJB passed an order transferring the child to the Children’s Court. In its order, the Board completely relied on the facts of the case and overlooked the various factors the PA had noted regarding the child’s socio-economic background. To establish the CCL’s understanding of the consequences of the offence, it was recorded that the child was actively involved in planning the offence without any regard for human life.
	K, a 16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302/186/353/34 IPC. He was apprehended on 27.09.2016 and his PA report was submitted on 05.11.2016. The PA recorded no intellectual, mental, or physical disability and concluded that he possessed the requisite mental capacity, inferred from alleged planning and execution of the incident and from inconsistencies in his statements regarding the alleged offence, which were taken to reflect cognitive ability. There was no test conducted to assess the child’s mental capacity. Understanding of consequences was assessed from short-term awareness, including knowledge of the alleged weapon that was used. The circumstances of the alleged offence were assessed primarily on the basis of the child’s confessional statement. The summary of the PA report recorded that it can be inferred that the CCL helped his friend to commit the act before that he has been rusticated from the school due to his negative peer group influence.
	JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the JJB passed an order transferring the child to the Children’s Court. In its order, the Board relied on the facts of the case. To establish that the child understood the consequences of the offence, it was noted that the CCL allegedly fled from the scene and the circumstances of the offence were assessed on the basis of how the alleged offence took place.
	A, a 16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103(1), 109(1), and 3(5) of BNS and Sections 25/27 Arms Act. He was apprehended on 09.11.2024 and his PA report was submitted on 15.03.2025, reflecting a delay of approximately one month. The PA recorded no physical or mental disability and concluded that the child had the ability to understand consequences on the basis of admission and expressed guilt.
	The PA relied substantially on the confessional account and included past legal history to assess that the child had the ability to understand the consequences and the to establish the circumstances of the offence. The summary of the PA recorded poor decision making skills, inadequate parental supervision and recommended mandatory family counselling sessions.
	JJB’s decision: The JJB declined to transfer the matter to the Children’s Court. In its order, the Board noted impaired decision making skills of the child, heightened emotions, lack of parental supervision and concluded that the child should be treated as a child.
	F, a 16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103(1), 109(1), and 3(5) of BNS and Sections 25/27 Arms Act. He was apprehended on 09.11.2024 and his PA report was submitted on 15.03.2025, reflecting a delay of approximately one month. The PA recorded no physical or mental disability and noted past trauma including a friend’s murder and a recent attack on the child. Understanding of consequences was inferred solely from the child’s admission of involvement in the alleged offence. Circumstances were again reproduced verbatim through a confession. The summary of the PA recorded impaired judgment and inadequate parental supervision.
	JJB’s decision: The JJB declined to transfer the matter to the Children’s Court. In its order, the Board noted impaired decision making skills of the child, heightened emotions, lack of parental supervision and concluded that the child should be treated as a child.
	KA, a 17-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302/394/397/34 IPC. He was apprehended on 06.09.2021 and the PA report was submitted on 05.01.2022, reflecting a delay of one month. The PA recorded no intellectual, mental, or physical disability. Understanding of consequences was assessed through the child’s participation in daily living activities and expressed remorse. Circumstances of the alleged offence were reproduced verbatim from an extra-judicial confession. The summary of the PA report acknowledged negative peer influence, drug dependency of the child, and emotional stressors like alcoholic father and financial instability.
	JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the JJB transferred the child’s case to the Children’s Court, primarily on the basis of the finding that he had mental capacity due to the absence of any identified illness or disability. The transfer order did not substantially engage with the child’s substance use, financial stressors, or state of intoxication when assessing his understanding of consequences and the circumstances of the alleged offence and instead reliance was placed on the facts of the case.
	R, aged 17, was accused under Sections 302/406/380/411/34 IPC. The PA was delayed by approximately two months. The circumstances focused on the manner of commission of the alleged offence and reflected a confessional narrative. Mental capacity was inferred from physical appearance and absence of mental illness. Reliance on the psychologist’s report was uncritical and circumstance analysis drew from police investigation rather than the child’s contextual background.
	JJB’s decision: The Board adopted a literal reading of Section 15 and transferred the matter to the Children’s Court.
	KMA, aged 17, was accused under Sections 363/302 IPC. The PA recorded no intellectual, mental, or physical disability and relied on daily living decisions, prior remorse and future intentions to infer understanding of consequences. Circumstances were reproduced verbatim from the child’s account of the alleged offence. The summary of the PA report noted emotional volatility and self-harm history of the child and described the child as manipulative.
	JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the JJB passed an order transferring the child to the Children’s Court. In its order, the Board completely relied on the facts of the present case as well as the child’s involvement in previous cases.
	KR, aged 17, was accused under Sections 302/34 IPC. The PA recorded no intellectual, mental, or physical disability. The child’s understanding of consequences and cause and effect relationship were inferred from his involvement in daily activities like attending classes in the CCI. Circumstances of the offence consisted of a verbatim confession. Mental capacity of the child was inferred from his alleged planning and possession of a weapon and from post-incident conduct. The summary of the PA recorded that the CCL possessed the mental capacity to commit the offence because he was familiar with the legal process but several factors like lack of parental supervision and association with negative peer groups facilitated his involvement in criminal activities.
	JJB’s decision: Relying on the PA report, the JJB passed an order transferring the child to the Children’s Court. In its order, the Board noted that there was nothing on record to show that the child was compelled to commit the offence due to poverty or any other reason. To establish that the child was aware of the consequences of the offence, reliance was placed on the fact that the child was carrying a weapon which shows planning.
	S, a 17-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 302, 452, 506, 120B, and 34 of the IPC, along with Sections 25 and 27 of the Arms Act. He was apprehended on 28.04.2024, and the PA report was submitted on 20.03.2025, reflecting a delay of approximately seven months. The PA recorded that the child had no physical or mental disability and concluded that he possessed the requisite physical and mental capacity, without reference to any psychological testing or structured assessment tools. The assessment of the child’s ability to understand the consequences of the alleged offence noted that the child’s participation in educational classes and recreational activities indicated an ability to make choices in daily life. Further understanding of cause and effect of offence and legal procedure is intact. The circumstances of the alleged offence were assessed primarily through the child’s confessional statement. The summary of the PA noted that while the child was assessed as having physical and mental capacity, he was affected by lack of judgment, a maladaptive social factor, and inadequate supervision.
	JJB’s decision: The JJB declined to transfer the matter to the Children’s Court. In its order, the JJB noted that the presumption of innocence operated in favour of the child and recorded that the Board had interacted with the child on multiple occasions. Based on these interactions, the JJB concluded that the child did not possess the physical and mental capacity required to commit the alleged offence and accordingly retained the matter within its jurisdiction.
	RO, a 17-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103 and 3(5) of the BNS. He was apprehended on 09.07.2024, and PA report was submitted on 17.11.2025, reflecting a delay of approximately 13 months. The PA examined the child had no physical or mental disability and assessed intellectual functioning using the Standard Progressive Matrices (SPM). The assessment also examined the child’s awareness of the alleged offence through the Juvenile Adjudicative Competence Interview, along with aspects of decision-making, attention, environmental influences, and physical ability. In assessing the child’s understanding of the consequences of the alleged offence, the report considered legal, moral, and social consequences, cognitive limitations, and the influence of environmental factors. The circumstances of the alleged offence were assessed with reference to the child’s educational disengagement, peer influence, work and lifestyle patterns, family support, and substance use, marking a departure from the approach adopted in several other preliminary assessments that rely primarily on the factual narrative of the offence.
	JJB’s decision: At the time of reporting, the JJB had not yet passed an order on the PA.
	KA, a 16-year old CCL, was accused under Sections 103(1) and 3(5) of the BNS. He was apprehended on 01.01.2026 and the PA was conducted on 15.01.2026. The report records that the child had no physical impairments, no psychiatric illness, no perceptual disorder, no history of substance abuse, and no prior legal history. The assessment relied upon the Juvenile Adjudicative Competence Interview to evaluate the child’s competence to face trial, decision-making ability, attention, concentration, and understanding of the nature of the alleged offence. The report further assessed environmental factors such as limited parental supervision, peer influence, lack of formal education, economic pressures, and the proximity of the co-accused to explore the CCL’s circumstances while committing the alleged offence. While the psychologist concluded that the child understood the distinction between petty and heinous offences and possessed a basic understanding of the legal and social consequences of his actions, the report did not disclose the methodology or basis on which these conclusions were reached. Importantly, the psychologist herself recommended that an IQ assessment other than Standard Progressive Matrices (SPM) was still required to properly assess mental capacity, indicating that the evaluation remained incomplete. The report also reproduced the child’s version of the alleged incident verbatim despite acknowledging the confidential nature of the sessions.
	JJB’s decision: At the time of reporting, the JJB had not yet passed an order on the PA.
	VN, a 16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103(1) and 3(5) of the BNS. He was apprehended on 01.01.2026 and the PA was conducted on 16.01.2026. At the outset, the psychologist records the child’s verbatim narration of the alleged incident. To understand the circumstances of the child, the report does acknowledge the child’s vulnerable background, including domestic conflict arising from the father’s alcohol use, limited educational and financial resources, emotional stress, and lack of parental guidance. It also notes that these factors may have influenced the child’s behaviour and impulse control. However, despite recognising these vulnerabilities, the psychologist concludes that the child possessed the mental capacity to understand and commit the alleged offence. The assessment relies on the Standard Progressive Matrices (SPM) test and the Juvenile Adjudicative Competence Interview (JACI), but the report does not explain the methodology adopted, the questions asked, or how the conclusions were
	reached. The psychologist merely states that the child understands the distinction between petty and heinous offences and is aware of the consequences of his actions without providing any analytical basis. Most importantly, the psychologist exceeds the scope of the PA by concluding that the child was “capable of forming an intention to carry out the offence.” This directly comments on the mens rea of the alleged crime, which is an issue for trial and not for PA. Further, the report only considers short-term consequences of the child’s actions and fails to examine whether the child understood the long-term implications of the alleged offence.
	JJB’s decision: At the time of reporting, the JJB had not yet passed an order on the PA.
	I, a 16-year-old child accused under Sections 103(1) and 3(5) of the BNS, was apprehended on 01.01.2026 and his preliminary assessment was conducted on 17.01.2026. At the outset, the psychologist records the child’s verbatim narration of the alleged incident. The report acknowledges the child’s vulnerable background, noting that he comes from a broken family and had left his studies to financially support his family, exposing him to stress, adult responsibilities, and reduced supervision which may have influenced his decision-making and alleged involvement in the offence. For assessing mental capacity, the report relies on the SPM and JACI tests. While the child was found to have below average intellectual functioning, the psychologist concludes that he nevertheless possessed awareness of the offence and sufficient understanding of the nature of his actions. The report also notes that his decision-making may have been affected by socio-economic stressors and emotional vulnerability. Similarly, while assessing understanding of consequences, the report states that his below average intellectual capacity may limit long-term foresight and increase impulsivity, but that he still demonstrates awareness that his actions have consequences. Ultimately, despite recognising these vulnerabilities, the report concludes that the child possessed sufficient mental capacity to understand and commit the alleged offence.
	JJB’s decision: At the time of reporting, the JJB had not yet passed an order on the PA.
	RA, a 16-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103(1) and 3(5) of the BNS. He was apprehended on 01.01.2026 and the PA was conducted on 16.01.2026. The report records the child’s verbatim narration of the alleged offence at the outset. The report notes that the CCL comes from a socio-economically vulnerable background. He discontinued education after the 8th grade due to family disruption and began working alongside his mother in a shoe factory. His father is injured, both parents are illiterate, and the family lacks adequate guidance, supervision, and support. The report observes that financial hardship, social isolation, lack of education, and absence of a supportive environment contributed to the circumstances leading to the alleged offence, reflecting vulnerability rather than deliberate criminal intent. With respect to physical capacity, the report concludes that the child has no physical impairments that would prevent him from committing the alleged offence. Regarding mental capacity, the report notes a history of gutka use, no prior legal history, and attributes his involvement in the alleged offence to peer influence. The assessment relied on the Juvenile Adjudicative Competence Interview (JACI), which found that the child understands the nature of the offence, the distinction between petty and heinous offences, and the basic consequences of his actions, though his understanding is limited by his educational and social background. However, the report itself recommends that an IQ assessment other than the SPM be conducted to properly assess the child’s mental capacity. Thus, the report remains incomplete, and no conclusive finding regarding the CCL’s mental capacity can presently be drawn.
	JJB’s decision: At the time of reporting, the JJB had not yet passed an order on the PA.
	VP, a 17-and-a-half-year-old CCL, was accused under Sections 103(1), 109(1), 61, and 3(5) of the BNS. The CCL was apprehended on 01.09.2025 and the PA was conducted on 27.09.2025. At the outset, the report records the child’s verbatim narration of the incident, wherein he denies the allegations against him. While assessing the circumstances of the alleged offence, the report notes that the CCL comes from a modest socio-economic background, has never received formal schooling, and has been engaged in work from a young age, including as a delivery boy and presently as a trainee in mechanical work. It records that despite limited education, he demonstrates responsibility towards work and family obligations. The report further notes that there is no history of substance use, impulsive or violent behaviour, intellectual disability, cognitive delay, or emotional dysregulation. With respect to physical capacity, the report concludes that the child has no physical impairment and is therefore physically capable of committing the alleged offence. In relation to mental capacity, the report states that the child’s age, work experience, and practical understanding of daily responsibilities indicate that he understands the difference between right and wrong and possesses a basic understanding of the nature and consequences of unlawful acts. However, two significant concerns emerge from the report. First, the observations only indicate that the child understands right and wrong; they do not specifically establish that he possessed the mental capacity to commit the alleged offence. Second, the psychologist repeatedly comments upon the merits of the allegations by referring to lack of evidence and possible false implication, which falls outside the scope of a preliminary assessment under the Juvenile Justice framework. Importantly, the report nowhere recommends transfer of the child for trial as an adult. Instead, it recommends rehabilitative interventions such as vocational training, literacy programmes, and counselling support, thereby recognising the child’s rehabilitative needs and potential for reform.
	JJB’s decision: The JJB passed an order transferring the child to the Children’s Court. In its order, the Board noted that the CCL had prior antecedents, and that because the CCL can undertake activities of daily living, he possesses the required mental capacity. On the point whether the CCL can understand the consequences of his actions, the Board relies on the CCLs’ prior antecedents and mentions the same with exact particulars of the offence in the order. Moreover, on this aspect, the Board also relies on the interaction it has with the co-CCLs and relies on their version and facts of the case. Importantly, the Board also mentions that the CCL is in denial mode, is blaming the co-CCLs and is not accepting his involvement in the present case. With respect to noting the CCLs circumstances, the Board refused to rely with the SIR and the PA report and instead independently assessed the aspect by interacting with each co-CCL, relying on the PIR and concluding that if the allegations were held to be true, the CCL showed sophisticated and calculated orchestration of a heinous offence.
	iProbono India is a social justice organisation that combines the legal expertise of its carefully curated community of panel and network lawyers, ground-level insights of its grassroots partners, and the ethos of social action litigation to advance justice and equality in India. In the last ten years of iProbono India’s functioning, we have primarily focused on child rights, housing rights, and strengthening civil society. Our modes of intervention comprise legal representation, advocacy, training and capacity-building efforts.
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