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Lawlnternships is an Online Law School which shall extensively
provide educational services. Lawlnternships provides
opportunities in the field of law to the students pursuing
undergraduate or postgraduate programs. We assist in providing
Internship opportunities for gaining professional experience a
well as improving legal skills while being enrolled in a full time
program. The objective is to create a credible platform for the
law students to fulfill educational requirement by imparting
practical exposure and relevant skills. The principles of
Lawlnternships is coherent to its approach and performance. It is
much a response to the demand of the hour, as is a personal
effort on the part of bunch of young professionals to give back to
the community. The uniqueness of this school is to unlatch a
law school whereby students get an opportunity to hone their
skills outside a classroom and provide wide ranging services to
the students for their holistic development.
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Advocate Vaishali Pandian
Madras High Court

"How to do legal research using online
resources" on May 09, 2021

Advocate R. Abishake Castro
Madras High Court

"How to use Bluebook Citation and
Oscola?" on May 15, 2021

Advocate Rohit Dubey
Senior Associate
JMVD Legal

"Basics on Insolvency & Bankruptcy Code,
2016" on May 18, 2021
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Advocate Saksham Mishra
Associate
MB Associates

"Drafting of legal notice and reply to legal
notice" on May 29, 2021

Advocate Rukmini Barua
Gauhati High Court

"How to draft and file Bail Petition? " on
May 31, 2021

LawInternships (The Online Law School) organised a 4-day big law fest i.e. Lex Concieta (Foundation Month: The
Annual Law Fest), 2021 held from May 20, 2021 to May 23, 2021. The Law Fest comprised of 6 competitions:
National Maxim Bee Competition, National Law Quiz Competition, National Article Writing Competition, National
Judgment Writing Competition, National Memorial Drafting Competition. On May 7, the slots for final registrations
was sealed. The Competition witnessed a total of 167 registrations for team as well as individual participations from
reputed national and private law colleges at pan-India. The Inauguration Ceremony was held at 11:00AM IST on
May 20, 2021 with Hon’ble Justice Swatanter Kumar as Chief Guest, Hon'ble Justice VK Shukla and Mr. Shubhank
Khare, Founder & Director of LawInternships as the Guests of Honor.
Advocates from recognized law firms of India, Myanmar and Singapore, Civil Judge and Acamedicians judged the
rounds of the Competition. After an intense four days of rigorous competition, in the Valedictory Ceremony held at
4:00PM IST on May 23, 2021 with Ms. Louri Souza, Souza Group, USA, Adv. Sumit Kansal, Managing Partner,
Kansal Law Chambers and Mr. Shubhank Khare, Founder & Director of LawInternships as the Guests of Honour.
The winners backed amazing awards of cash prize, internships, publication opportunity and many more.
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Inaugural Ceremony of Lex Concieta,
2021

Hon'ble Mr. Justice Swatanter Kumar
Former Chairman of National Green
Tribunal & Former Justice of Supreme Court
of India

Hon'ble Mr. Justice V.K. Shukla
Senior Judge & Former Acting Chief
Justice of Allahabad High Court

Mr. Shubhank Khare
[LawInternships]
Placement Officer & Assistant Professor
PIMR, Indore

Valedictory Ceremony of Lex
Concieta, 2021

Ms. Lori Souza
Crypto Blockchain, FINTECH, DeFi-Educator, Advisor, Souza Group

Mr. Shubhank Khare
[LawInternships]
Placement Officer & Assistant Professor
PIMR, Indore

Advocate Sumit Kansal
Managing Partner
Kansal Law Chambers
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The IPR Online Course has been introduced with the objective to provide a platform for candidates to
gain practical knowledge about Intellectual Property Rights and its importance for innovation and
growth of businesses and the economy as a whole. Intellectual property protection also acquires a
significant International Law dimension with the adoption of important international treaties such as
TRIPS, GATT, Madrid Protocol, PCT etc.
Further, the course provides inclusive knowledge about IPRs, its role in the R&D sector towards
evolution and development of Science and Technology and elaborates on the emerging trends in the
legal, technical and business issues associated to the IP field. The modules also deal with introductions
to Patents, Copyrights, Trademarks, Designs, Geographical Indications, TKDL, Plant Breeder’s Rights
(PBR), Plant Variety Rights (PVR) and Trade Secrets.
The course will be include Live Online Classes and Doubt Clearing sessions. Participants will be
provided Free digital access to study materials. The course has limited seats so as enable the
professionals to pay attention to each and every student during the entire course this will help to learn
more and better. 60+ hours of live sessions (recordings will be available for those who miss attending
live sessions). Assessment will be based on comprehensive evaluation Scheme. Which will include one
Final Examination of all the prescribed modules tentative details of which has been provided below. In
case of Any dispute regarding grading criteria Organising Committee Law Internships will have the final
decision. Online exams can not be taken as per your convenience and dates are not subject to change.
Certificates will be provided module wise; in case student is not enrolled in full course and opted for
more than one module, that one certificate will be contain all the module names.
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I can say that the internship at LawInternships was an invaluable experience for
me, and the knowledge and skills I gained during this period will certainly help
me in the future.

Richa Kumari
School of Law, Christ University,
Delhi NCR

This was my first time doing an internship. After undertaking an internship at
LawInternships. I gained a lot of useful information and my knowledge grew
quickly. After having an internship here, it was such a wonderful experience.

Abhijeet Mahato
XIM University,Bhubaneswar

Case Commentary: SATISH VS STATE OF MAHARAHSTRA (2020)
By Deepali Padhy, Amity University Kolkata

The Protection of Children Against Sexual Offences is also known as
POCSO Act. This act came into force to protect the children from any kind
of sexual abuse. This act came into force on November 12,2012 which was
introduced by ministry of women and child development. This act has been
specifically formulated to provide justice and protect children from any
kind of sexual harassment, sexual offence and pornography that disturbs a
child mentally and physically. This is a gender-neutral, that it is also can be
taken into consideration if the victim is a boy as it recognises that boys can
be victims of sexual violence as well. This act throws a light on the
minority stage of a child.
In India there are several cases that gives rise to sexual commitment, sexual harassment and sexual offence that is
mostly related to a child. This act generally protects the child from any kind of such offences by having relevant
provisions, strict punishments, and rules.
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The POCSO Act2, 2012 is a comprehensive law to provide for the protection of children from the offences of sexual
assault, sexual harassment, and pornography, while safeguarding the interests of the child at every stage of the judicial
process by incorporating child-friendly mechanisms for reporting, recording of evidence, investigation, and speedy
trial of offences through designated Special Courts
The POCSO Act has been recently analysed in the recent judgement held by justice Pushpa Ganediwala.

FACTS
The facts of the recent case in Satish Ragde Vs State of Maharashtra , the crime occurred in the month of
December 2019. There was a 12-year-old girl(victim) who was leaving with her mother as per the record. A man
(appellant) about 39year old who took the girl on the pretext of giving her guavas, in his house and then pressed
her breast and tried to remove the girl’s salwar. When the man had tried to remove the clothes and tried to remove
her knicker, she had shouted and started screaming but at that point of time the man had closed her mouth with his
hands.
The informant(mother) of the prosecutrix (the victim’s name kept undisclosed) stated that the incident took place
on 14th December. On that day, her daughter went to bring some guavas. As she did not returned for a long time,
she started searching her. While searching, the neighbour said her that the appellant who was staying in the
vicinity of their house, took her daughter with him to his house. After reaching there, she saw the appellant
coming down from the first floor. When she asked the appellant about her daughter, he denied.
While searching she went to the first floor where she found the room was bolted from outside. She opened it and
found her daughter there. She took her daughter from there and her daughter started narrating the incident that
took place. She said that in the pretext of giving guava he brought her to his house and pressed her breast and
when he tried to remove her knicker she shouted. And then the appellant locked her from outside. After listening
to her daughter, the mother immediately with her proceeded for police station and lodged FIR.

ISSUES
Whether the ‘pressing of breast’ and ‘attempt to remove salwar’ would fall within the definition of ‘sexual
assault’ as defined under Section 7 and punishable under Section 8 of the POCSO Act?

LAWS INVOLVED
The term ‘sexual assault’ is defined under Section 7 of POCSO Act ,
“Whoever, with sexual intent touches the vagina, penis, anus, or breast
of the child or makes the child touch the vagina, penis, anus or breast
of such person or any other person or does any other Act with sexual
intent which involves physical contact without penetration, is said to
commit sexual assault”.
Section 354 of the Indian Penal Code defines, Assault or criminal force
to woman with intent to outrage her modesty- “Whoever assaults or
uses criminal force to any woman, with the intention to outrage her
modesty, shall be punished with imprisonment of either description for
a term which shall not be less than one year, but which may extend to
five years, and shall also be liable to fine”.
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Section 8 of the POCSO Act defines the punishment for sexual assault, “Whoever, commits sexual assault, shall
be punished with imprisonment of either description for a term which shall not be less than three years, but which
may extend to five years, and shall also be liable to fine.”
Section 6 of the Indian Evidence Act,1872 , “Relevancy of facts forming part of same transaction- Facts which,
though not in issue, are so connected with a fact in issue as to form part of the same transaction, are relevant,
whether they occurred at the same time and place or at different times and places.

JUDGMENT
When coming to the judgement part of the case Satish vs state of Maharashtra (Criminal appeal no. 161/2020),
this is the very recent controversial judgement that has been took place in January,2021. Where it has been stated
that without skin-to-skin contact or in other words direct contact if a person is trying to do any such kind of
wrongful act with anyone, then it cannot be said to be as a “sexual assault”. Hereby, we can say that this case is
the best example of misrepresenting or improper application of the laws that the judiciary system of the country
had acted to give justice to a child abuse case. In the case of sexual assault of a 12-year-old girl in the state of
Maharashtra, the Nagpur Bench of Bombay High Court overruled the session courts 2020 judgment of convicting
the accused for 3 years. On 19 January 2021, a singlejudge bench of Justice Pushpa V. Ganediwala said that
touching a minor girl’s breast without removing the top would not fall within the definition of sexual assault but
would be termed as outraging the modesty of a woman under the Indian Penal Code (IPC).
The trial court found the accused guilty under Sections 354, 363 (kidnapping) and 342 (wrongful confinement) of
the IPC, and Section 8 (punishment for sexual assault) of the
POCSO Act 2012. He was sentenced to three years’ rigorous imprisonment and a fine of Rs 500 was imposed on
him. The accused then filed an appeal in the high court. The high court took the liberty to (mis)interpret section 7
of POCSO and the word ‘touch’ and stated that the act of groping a child’s breast, without any skin-to-skin
contact and sexual intent, is not sexual assault under the Protection of Children from Sexual Offences (POCSO)
Act.
The POCSO Act defines sexual assault as when someone “ with sexual intent touches the vagina, penis, anus or
breast of the child or makes the child touch the vagina, penis, anus or breast of such person or any other person or
does any other act with sexual intent which involves physical contact without penetration is said to commit sexual
assault”.
The content and intention of the law never recommended that the word ‘touch’ specifies only skin to skin contact
as to prove it as sexual assault. Touch means it can be physically performed or in direct contact it can be staged.

JUDGMENT ANALYSIS
Let us take a very famous case known as the Mathura rape case , in 1972, where a 16-yearold tribal girl, named as
Mathura from Chandrapur District of Maharashtra. She was raped by two drunk on-duty policemen in the police
station. When this case first came for hearing in the sessions court in 1974, the court stated that Mathura was
habituated to sexual intercourse and that her consent was voluntary. Under the circumstances, only sexual
intercourse could be proved and not rape. Subsequently, the judgment was also challenged in the Nagpur Bench of
the Bombay High Court, wherein the court punished the accused. The court mentioned in the judgment that
“Passive submission due to fear induced by serious threats could not be construed as consent or willing sexual
intercourse.”
Analysing about this present case, To further emphasis on identifying victims of child sexual assault as children
primarily, one should also think, what if the victim is a boy? If the view taken by the Bombay High Court is
accepted, then no punishment is possible since section 354.
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IPC does not include a ‘male’ victim. Because it is totally talking about the modesty of women not men. And here,
the girl is in the minor stage how can the court imagine to be also regarded her as woman? Another question
comes to mind that, Where the POCSO will be implemented then if not here? The POCSO encompasses specific
provisions for children that ensure the holistic support and well-being of the child. And the very essential thing
that a victim of sexual abuse can be both a boy child and a girl child may not always it shall be a girl and as well
as the perpetrators can be both men and women. But the Section 354 of the Indian Penal Code, “whoever assaults
or uses criminal force to any woman, intending to outrage or knowing it to be likely that he will there by outrage
her modesty, shall be punished with imprisonment of either description for a term which shall not be less than one
year but which may extend to five years, and shall also be liable to fine”. Here the language is clear that it deals
with the women who had attained their adult age but not for the minor.
The court further mentioned that “Considering the stringent nature of punishment provided for the offence, in the
opinion of this Court, stricter proof and serious allegations are required.” There was already the evidence given by
the victim, her mother, and the neighbour where the statement by three of them were similar however, the
testimony would be relevant and admissible in evidence under Section 6 of the Evidence Act . Where it states that
there must be res gestea in the evidence to make it applicable and admissible. Res gestae contains facts that are
part of the same transaction. It is, therefore, appropriate to examine what is a transaction is, when it begins and
when it ends. If any fact does not connect to the main transaction, it is not a res gestae and therefore inadmissible.
This Act sets a burden of proof of “guilty until proven innocent” rather than the general rule of “innocent until
proven guilty.”And, The Protection of Children from Sexual Offences (POCSO) Act, 2012 was enacted to
prescribe that the burden of proof shall lie on the accused and not the victim. “Presumption of innocence is most
important”.

CONCLUSION
According to the judgement, if that victim had inserted his hand and pressed the minor girl’s breast then he will be
punished under the POCSO. In my view, It simply states that the judiciary is allowing to do such kind of offences
or giving free wrongful ideas so that the culprit would think wish he could have touched it in that manner and
acknowledging the judiciary system for their notion. Bit sensitive topic but yes extremely true. Until and less there
is a direct contact to such wrongful offence the culprit is not hanging, if this is the rule why the laws are amended
to protect the children against such matters? The law is there to punish the wrongdoer for the act he did in wrong
intention why the system is waiting to turn the minor act into a very large violent issue? According to the section
7 of POCSO, it clearly requires two pre-requisites:
to have sexual intent and
to have physical contact.
The language is totally clear that there is no such point that speaks that there must be skin to skin touch to prove it
as sexual assault. And this misinterpretation of law led to his punishment being reduced from three-year rigorous
imprisonment and the minimum under Section 8 of the POCSO Act, which lays down punishment for offenses
listed under Section 7 - to a year’s rigorous imprisonment -the minimum under Section 354.
According to the judgement, abducting a child, then locking her up in a room, pressing her breast and trying to
take off her salwar are not serious allegations to warrant a 3-year prison sentence but needs more serious
allegations as stated by the court. The judge as per her juridical wisdom had heard the judgement but there must
be a review that is completely required. This is a judgment based on an incorrect interpretation of a well-meaning
legislation and needs to be condemned and challenged. The only point is lacking in the judgement is the absence
of sensitization.
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Contact us..
Reach out to us:
Call us on : +91 7477017741/ +91 9316436282
Write to us: info@lawinternships.in
Visit us: www.lawinternships.in

