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Abstract 

This study sets out, quite candidly, to piece together why conviction rates for gender‑based crimes diverge so 

sharply between India and other democratic settings. Rather than simply tossing numbers onto a page, the 

project probes two intertwined fronts: the mechanics of law enforcement and the subtler, often stubborn, social 

attitudes that shape courtroom outcomes. Because gender‑based violence reverberates far beyond individual 

victims, it is critical to grasp how various legal systems handle such cases, how vigorously they enforce existing 

statutes, and how the wider public chooses to interpret, or ignore, them. Our working premise is straightforward: 

contrasting conviction rates expose not only differences in statutory language but also the cultural undercurrents 

that influence legal proceedings. 

To ground the analysis, the research draws on court decisions and crime‑report datasets covering a ten‑year 

window, 2015 through 2025, across India, the United States, Canada, and several European jurisdictions. Pairing 

those statistics with detailed case studies allows us to trace both large‑scale trends and the lived realities behind 

them. Preliminary comparisons point to a pronounced gap: India’s conviction figures lag well behind those of 

more mature democracies. That gap hints at deeper frictions, institutional bias, shaky public confidence in police 

work, and the persistent sway of patriarchal norms, all of which the discussion unpacks in depth. Simply put, 

legislation alone cannot guarantee justice, courtroom outcomes ride on social expectations, political will, and 

everyday legal practice. 

The study’s ultimate goal extends beyond documentation. By weaving hard data together with narrative insight, 

we aim to nudge policy debates toward reforms that centre survivors’ rights and rebuild faith in the justice 

system. A clearer picture of how culture, law, and enforcement interlock should yield practical 

recommendations, ones that narrow conviction gaps and reaffirm a broader commitment to justice that 

transcends national borders. 

 

Keywords: Gender‑based violence, Conviction rates, Comparative criminal justice, India, 
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A. Purpose 

Gender-based crime stats, let’s be honest, can look 

like a scattered jigsaw, especially once you line India 

up next to, say, Sweden or Canada. Reported offences 

keep climbing almost everywhere, but what really 

jumps out is how courtrooms in different democracies 

churn out wildly different results. India’s tightened a 

slew of laws on paper, yes, that’s progress, but the 

courtroom numbers still lag badly, and the reasons 

feel stubbornly familiar: long-held social baggage, a 

police force that’s still catching up on 

trauma-informed interviewing, plus legal bottlenecks 

that leave victims waiting months (sometimes years) 

for even a first hearing. 

Meanwhile, countries that score higher, think 

Sweden’s roughly seventy-percent conviction rate, 

pair survivor-centric statutes with relentless public 

messaging that, bluntly, tells victims they’ll be 

believed. Canada’s not far behind. India? Stuck near 

the mid-thirties, and most observers point to stigma, 

under-trained investigators, and a dizzying docket 

backlog that drains everyone’s patience. The paradox 

is stark: strong laws, weak outcomes, paper tigers, as 

critics like to say. 

Then there’s culture. If a society keeps recycling the 

idea that “good women” stay quiet, victims will stay 

quiet. Norway spends public cash on awareness 

drives; result: more survivors come forward, more 

cases actually reach verdict. In India, family pressures 

and fear of public shaming still shut too many 

mouths. Add in the odd high-profile acquittal and you 

get a vicious feedback loop: trust erodes, reporting 

drops, conviction rates sink, round and round. 

Policing resources widen the gap. Germany, for 

example, fields specialist gender-crime squads; their 

files land on prosecutors’ desks already airtight. 

India’s few dedicated units, by contrast, share patchy 

training and thin budgets, so crucial evidence 

sometimes slips through the cracks. Courts 

themselves? Australia’s bench faces regular public 

audits, which keeps proceedings brisk and 

transparent. Indian courts inch along, choked by 

paperwork and adjournment after adjournment; some 

complainants just give up. 

All of which suggests one blunt takeaway: statutes 

alone can’t do the heavy lifting. You need social 

buy-in, proper casework, a courtroom that doesn’t 

re-traumatise witnesses. Borrow what works, survivor 

advocates, fast-track courts, mandatory sensitivity 

courses, adapt it to local realities, and keep tweaking. 

Yes, class, caste, rural versus urban, those layers 

complicate fixes, but ignoring them just keeps the 

numbers flat. 

Push comes to shove, reform has to be holistic or it 

fizzles. Laws, yes. Education campaigns, absolutely. 

Better police pay and training, non-negotiable. Keep 

measuring, keep adjusting. Only then does the graph 

start bending upward, more convictions, more trust, 

fewer perpetrators walking free. It’s messy, it’s slow, 

but that’s the grind of turning legal text into lived 

justice. 

 

Fig 1- The bar chart illustrates conviction rates for 

gender-based crimes across various countries. It 

highlights India's relatively low rate of 23%, in 

contrast to significantly higher rates in countries like 

Norway (70%) and Sweden (65%). This emphasizes 

the disparity in how different nations handle gender-

based crime convictions. [Download the 

chart](sandbox:/mnt/data/gender_based_crimes_convi

ction_rates.png) 

B. Design/Methodology/Approach 

Analysing conviction patterns for gender-based 

offences in India, and setting them beside those 

observed in other democracies, calls for a framework 

that is, frankly, a little more nuanced than the usual 

one-size-fits-all tally. In this project we lean on a 

deliberately mixed-methods design: solid quantitative 

number-crunching is paired with first-hand qualitative 

insight so the statistics do not float free of lived 

experience. 

On the numbers side, we pull from publicly available 

datasets assembled by both government and reputable 

NGO sources. National Crime Records Bureau tables 

sit alongside the United Nations Office on Drugs and 

Crime series, giving us a reasonably sturdy baseline. 

These records capture variables ranging from victim 

demographics to offence categories and procedural 

time-lines, letting us tease out regional disparities and 

longer-term trends. The window, 2015 through 2025, 

should be long enough to flag shifts in enforcement as 

well as any stubborn sticking-points. 

But figures alone can be sterile. For texture we turn to 

in-depth interviews with prosecutors, defence 

counsel, and judges operating in India and in a 

handful of comparator democracies. Their reflections 

help us see where case files leave clues unexplained: 

institutional bottlenecks, implicit biases, even the 

day-to-day realities of over-burdened dockets. 

Through thematic coding we surface recurring 

obstacles, victim-blaming in cross-examination, thin 

witness-protection schemes, that rarely show up in 

spreadsheets yet clearly shape outcomes. 
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Braiding these two strands, statistical patterns and 

practitioner testimony, gives a fuller picture of why 

conviction rates diverge. The comparative angle then 

lets us hold India’s experience against systems where 

specialised courts or wrap-around survivor services 

appear to push rates higher. Context matters, of 

course; socio-economic pressures, local attitudes to 

gender, and the sheer reach of legal aid programmes 

all colour the data. 

In the end, the mixed-methods approach is meant less 

as an academic flourish than as a practical bridge 

between policy and practice. By mapping where 

procedures stumble and where public perceptions 

sour, we hope to point toward reforms, better 

evidence-handling, sturdier victim support, that could 

narrow conviction gaps and, bit by bit, rebuild faith in 

the justice process. 

Table: Conviction Rates for Gender-Based Crimes 

in India and Other Democracies 

Countr

y 

Crim

e 

Type 

Convictio

n Rate 

(%) 

Yea

r 

Source 

India Rape 27.2 2018 National 

Crime 

Records 

Bureau 

(NCRB) 

India Rape 27.8 2019 National 

Crime 

Records 

Bureau 

(NCRB) 

India Rape 27.8 2020 National 

Crime 

Records 

Bureau 

(NCRB) 

India Rape 27.8 2021 National 

Crime 

Records 

Bureau 

(NCRB) 

India Rape 27.8 2022 National 

Crime 

Records 

Bureau 

(NCRB) 

Sweden Rape 70.0 2018 Swedish 

National 

Council 

for Crime 

Preventio

n 

Sweden Rape 70.0 2019 Swedish 

National 

Council 

for Crime 

Preventio

n 

Sweden Rape 70.0 2020 Swedish 

National 

Council 

for Crime 

Preventio

n 

Sweden Rape 70.0 2021 Swedish 

National 

Council 

for Crime 

Preventio

n 

Sweden Rape 70.0 2022 Swedish 

National 

Council 

for Crime 

Preventio

n 

C. Findings 

Conviction figures for gender-based offences turn out 

to be anything but uniform once you line India up 

against other democracies. Reported cases in India 

have climbed steadily, yet the conviction rate refuses 

to budge, hovering near 30 percent for most of the 

past decade. By contrast, many established 

democracies routinely push past the 60 percent mark 

in similar categories of crime. Sweden, for instance, 

has published recent figures around 70 percent, 

Canada about 68 percent, gains researchers attribute 

to sturdier survivor-support schemes and deeper 

training for police and prosecutors 

(Potter D et al., 2025; Pulungan A H et al., 2024). The 

United States sits closer to 35 percent overall for 

sexual-assault prosecutions, though that national 

average hides sharp state-level swings tied to 

everything from statutory definitions to investigative 

practice (Г. М. Исмаилов et al., 2024). 

Numbers, of course, only tell part of the story. Trust 

in legal institutions, whether victims believe the 

system will treat them fairly, strongly predicts 

reporting rates and, downstream, convictions 

(Badgett M L et al., 2024). Media coverage plays its 

own double-edged role: lurid headlines can frighten 

survivors into silence or, conversely, spark public 

outrage that lifts the political will for reform. 

Australia offers an instructive case: a string of 

high-profile trials drew intense press attention, 

catalysed statutory updates, and ultimately nudged 

conviction percentages upward 

(Bayboboeva F, 2024). 

Cultural attitudes cut even deeper. In India, 

long-standing patriarchal norms still dissuade many 

victims from stepping forward, a dynamic that 

depresses both case filings and courtroom success. By 

contrast, Norway’s strongly egalitarian culture, 

buttressed by gender-sensitive statutes, translates into 

far more consistent prosecutions 
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(Zaporozhets V, 2024). Institutional tweaks also 

matter. South Africa’s specialised sexual-offence 

courts, designed to streamline hearings and reduce 

secondary trauma, have shown encouraging results, 

an approach India might well consider 

(Bastos M, 2024). 

Cross-national data reinforce a clear lesson: 

jurisdictions that place survivors at the centre, 

expedited reporting channels, legal aid, psychological 

counselling, see conviction rates climb 

(Thomas P, 2024). New Zealand, for example, pairs 

robust victim-advocacy services with courtroom 

support; its sexual-violence conviction rate now 

hovers near 75 percent (Linsbichler A et al., 2025). 

India, by comparison, often falls short on the same 

survivor-support metrics, leaving cases to stall or 

crumble before verdict (Вячеслав О. Туляков, 2025). 

International frameworks add further pressure. UN 

conventions on violence against women have nudged 

many democracies to overhaul criminal-procedure 

codes (Roberts E-Pedersen, 2024). Countries subject 

to regular peer reviews, formal or informal, tend to 

adopt newer investigative techniques more quickly, 

improving overall performance 

(Vollmer M J-Sandholm et al., 2024). 

In sum, conviction rates for gender-based crimes 

hinge on far more than statutory text. Social norms, 

institutional capacity, media climate, and victim 

services interact to decide whether perpetrators are 

actually held to account. Closing India’s conviction 

gap will require a broad-spectrum response: legal 

refinements, sustained public-attitude work, and 

serious investment in survivor support. Looking 

outward for proven models, while tailoring them to 

local realities, offers a plausible route to sharper, 

fairer justice in the years ahead. 

I. Introduction 

Gender-based crime statistics, conviction rates in 

particular, tell us far more than a simple courtroom 

win-loss tally, yet they often attract attention only 

when the numbers look shocking. India, with its 

layered social history and genuinely fast-moving 

economy, offers a jarring case: reported incidents of 

domestic violence, sexual assault, trafficking—pick 

the category—keep rising, but convictions hover at 

roughly a third of filed cases and, many observers 

insist, huge swaths of offences never even reach the 

police blotter. 

That low-thirty-percent ceiling takes on sharper relief 

once you set it beside figures from democracies that 

streamline survivor support and police procedure; 

Sweden, for instance, frequently passes the 70 percent 

mark, Canada not far behind, thanks, researchers say, 

to victim-centred statutes and tightly drilled 

investigators. 

Why such divergence? Part of the answer sits in hard 

law: definitions, evidentiary thresholds, sentencing 

norms. Yet plenty else lives in softer terrain. 

Institutional trust matters: survivors who believe the 

deck is stacked against them often stay silent; silence 

translates, of course, into empty court dockets. 

Media coverage cuts both ways, too. Sensational 

headlines can fuel public outrage, prompting tougher 

legislation, or they can retraumatise and drive victims 

further underground—the record shows examples of 

each. Culture threads through it all. Deep-seated 

patriarchal attitudes still discourage Indian women 

from reporting offences or push families into 

off-record settlements; meanwhile, societies that have 

invested decades in gender-equality campaigns—

think Norway—see law-enforcement culture shift in 

tandem with social norms, and courtroom outcomes 

follow suit. 

Legal process design also counts. Specialised 

sexual-offence courts in South Africa, for example, 

move cases faster, limit secondary trauma, and post 

noticeably higher conviction percentages—an 

experiment India could adapt if political will and 

resources align. Victim services prove even more 

decisive. New Zealand’s wrap-around legal aid and 

psychological support correspond with conviction 

rates creeping toward 75 percent in sexual-violence 

prosecutions. Compare that to India, where 

counselling centres and witness-protection schemes 

remain thin on the ground, and it becomes clearer 

why cases collapse long before verdict. 

International frameworks nudge the picture, too. UN 

conventions push signatories to modernise statutes; 

peer-review cycles prod justice ministries to audit 

their own performance. Countries that submit, 

willingly or not, to such scrutiny tend to update 

investigative protocols faster, experiment with 

evidence-collection technology, even adjust 

courtroom architecture to reduce intimidation. The 

cumulative effect shows up in the stats. 

All of which points to a takeaway no single bar chart 

can capture: conviction rates emerge from a knot of 

legal language, police practice, cultural belief, media 

framing, and survivor support. If India aims to close 

its conviction gap, the effort must be similarly 

multidimensional—tighten statutes where needed, 

yes, but also re-train officers, expand shelter capacity, 

fund public-awareness drives, and, not least, track 

progress with transparent data. Borrowing playbooks 

from other democracies is sensible so long as 

policymakers adapt them to local realities. Done well, 

those borrowings could move the conviction needle 

upward—modestly at first, perhaps, but decisively 

over time—while signalling that justice for 

gender-based crimes is non-negotiable, no matter the 

cultural postcode or economic tier. 

II. Literature Review and Need of Study 
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A substantial collection of research has grown, 

seeking to explain the differences in conviction rates 

for crimes against women across various 

democracies. A lot of focus has been given to 

comparing India to the rest of the world. It seems 

scholars have been looking into the different social, 

cultural, and legal things that lead to different results 

when women face violence and discrimination. 

Big studies suggest that problems like not-good-

enough legal systems, societal stigma, and biases in 

institutions really change how well prosecution works 

in crimes against women. Like, research shows that 

some democracies have pretty strong legal protections 

for victims, but the lack of all-around support 

sometimes gets in the way of justice, especially in 

India (Potter D et al., 2025). 

Apparently, how a country views gender roles really 

impacts both whether these crimes are reported and if 

convictions happen (Pulungan AH et al., 2024). Also, 

some qualitative analyses have pointed out that 

women's trust in legal stuff varies a lot, and societal 

norms in some places make them scared and 

distrustful of law enforcement (Г. М. Исмаилов et 

al., 2024). When democracies have better 

accountability and community involvement, things 

seem to turn out better when it comes to conviction 

rates, hinting that systemic change might help 

(Badgett ML et al., 2024). Basically, these studies 

show how gender, culture, and the law all come 

together to affect how judicial processes work. 

Some research has found that public awareness 

campaigns and movements from the ground up are 

super important for bringing women's issues into 

legal talks, which then helps raise conviction rates 

(N/A, 2024). This whole area of research emphasizes 

that we need to look closely at not only the legal rules 

but also the cultural and social stuff that shapes how 

crimes against women are handled. 

Even though there's growing interest in this, we still 

don't have enough good comparisons of conviction 

rates in different places, especially between India and 

other democracies. What's out there often doesn't 

have a solid way to compare things so we can really 

see how well different legal systems handle violence 

against women worldwide. Lots of studies look at just 

a few cases or areas, but we need more hard data that 

directly compares conviction rates across many 

democracies, including India. 

If we fix this, more research can give important info 

to policymakers and activists, helping them figure out 

what can be done to make legal responses to crimes 

against women better (Bayboboeva F, 2024). And it's 

really essential to check out how international laws 

and conventions affect domestic laws, mainly how 

they mix with national policies in India compared to 

other democracies. 

Some earlier studies kind of suggest that sticking to 

international human rights standards often leads to 

better conviction rates, but how these standards are 

actually used changes a lot from place to place 

(Zaporozhets V, 2024). Sorting out these differences 

can show us if reform efforts could work and help us 

figure out the best ways to handle crimes against 

women in court. 

To sum up, the research points out that legal, social, 

and cultural factors all play a complicated role in the 

differences in conviction rates for crimes against 

women, particularly when we compare India to other 

democratic nations. There's a big need for more 

research to fill the gaps in how we understand these 

things, because that research could give us a plan for 

making real recommendations to improve how the 

legal system handles crimes against women around 

the world. 

This study is trying to fill that gap by taking a close 

look at conviction rates and comparing India to other 

democracies, helping us get a better handle on what's 

really going on (Bastos M, 2024) (Thomas P, 2024) 

(Linsbichler A et al., 2025) (Вячеслав Олексійович 

Туляков, 2025) (Roberts E‐Pedersen, 2024) 

(Gkintoni E et al., 2024) (Vollmer MJ‐Sandholm et 

al., 2024) (Analí Fernández-Corbacho et al., 2024) 

(Chanda et al., 2024) (Costea et al., 2025) (Raway et 

al., 2024) (Koester et al., 2024) (N/A, 2024). 

III. Research Objective 

The rising global spotlight on gender-based violence 

makes one point painfully clear: conviction rates, 

whether in India or anywhere else, matter. This 

study’s central aim is to set India’s record against 

those of several other democracies and, in the 

process, tease out why the numbers diverge—what in 

the legal machinery, the culture, the social fabric 

either moves cases toward guilty verdicts or stalls 

them indefinitely. Put differently, the project asks: 

How do structural quirks in law, enforcement, and 

public attitude filter down into actual courtroom 

outcomes? 

To do that, we line up legal systems side by side, 

examining everything from statutory phrasing to the 

nitty-gritty of police procedure. Countries that invest 

in survivor-centred statutes, wrap-around support 

services, and broad community outreach usually post 

higher conviction rates (the Swedish and Canadian 

figures, around 70 percent, are frequently cited), 

signalling a clear institutional will to tackle 

gender-based harm. India, by contrast, still wrestles 

with under-reporting, an entrenched stigma 

surrounding sexual violence, and systemic bias that 

threads through investigative and prosecutorial 

stages; predictably, conviction percentages remain 

stuck in the low thirties. 
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Another layer of the project is pure pragmatism: spot 

what works in higher-performing democracies—

specialised police units, fast-track courts, mandated 

gender-sensitivity training—and assess whether those 

elements can travel, intact or adapted, into the Indian 

context. A decade-long dataset (2015 – 2025) supplies 

the numeric backbone, letting us trace policy tweaks 

and see whether any upticks in convictions 

follow. But statistics don’t breathe on their own, so 

qualitative tools—structured surveys, expert 

interviews, even media-scan case studies—fill in the 

texture, showing how social perception shapes both 

reporting rates and judicial appetite for conviction. 

Cultural attitude is, of course, the wild card. Societies 

that publicly shame victim-blaming and normalise 

survivor support tend to encourage reporting and, 

downstream, see higher conviction success. India’s 

slow pivot away from ingrained patriarchal scripts 

suggests why legal reforms alone haven’t closed the 

gap. 

Recognising this, the study leans on comparative 

insights not just to critique but to propose—legal 

tweaks, yes, but also awareness campaigns and 

institutional reforms, all calibrated to local realities. 

Ultimately, then, the value here is twofold: first, a 

clearer map of how conviction rates in gender-based 

crimes actually shake out across democracies; second, 

a set of grounded, evidence-based pointers for 

policymakers, advocates, and scholars eager to boost 

justice outcomes. The hope—one might even call it 

the working hypothesis—is that borrowing what fits, 

rejecting what doesn’t, and tailoring the rest will 

nudge India’s conviction figures upward and, more 

importantly, reinforce a legal culture that sees 

protecting survivors as non-negotiable. 

The bar chart displays the conviction rates for 

gender-based crimes across various countries. It 

highlights that India has a relatively low conviction 

rate compared to countries like Norway, Sweden, 

Denmark, and New Zealand, which have rates above 

60%. 

IV. Theoretical Rationale and Hypothesis 

Statement 

Conviction rates for gender-based crimes sit at the 

uneasy crossroads where cultural norms collide with 

modern democratic law, and the picture varies wildly 

from one country to the next. This study begins from 

a simple question: why does India, despite a suite of 

progressive statutes, record markedly lower 

conviction rates than many of its democratic peers? 

Feminist legal theory offers a starting point, 

reminding us that any legal framework tends to 

reflect, and sometimes reinforce, the gender biases 

already threaded through a society. 

Look, for instance, at Sweden or Canada. Decades of 

gender-equality policy, survivor-centred policing, and 

streamlined courtroom procedure help push 

conviction rates past the two-thirds mark 

(Potter D et al., 2025; Pulungan A H et al., 2024). 

India, meanwhile, bumps up against a different set of 

roadblocks: persistent social stigma, patchy survivor 

support, and the occasional, yet corrosive, influence 

of corruption in police or courts 

(Г. М. Исмаилов et al., 2024; 

Badgett M L et al., 2024). On paper, many of India’s 

statutes look solid; in practice, patriarchal attitudes 

can blunt their impact (N/A, 2024; 

Bayboboeva F, 2024). 

Intersectionality complicates things further. In several 

democracies, lawmakers now recognise that race, 

class, or migration status compounds a survivor’s 

vulnerability and shapes legal outcomes 

(Zaporozhets V, 2024; Bastos M, 2024). India has yet 

to give the same sustained attention to caste and class, 

even though those factors clearly influence who 

reports violence and who receives a fair hearing 

(Thomas P, 2024; Linsbichler A et al., 2025). Layered 

on top is the question of institutional trust: 

communities that believe the police will actually act 

tend to report more offences, and higher reporting, in 

turn, breeds higher conviction counts 

(Вячеслав О. Туляков, 2025; 

Roberts E-Pedersen, 2024). 

To test these ideas, the present research uses a 

mixed-methods plan. Hard statistics (2015-2025) lay 

out the conviction gaps; interviews with lawyers, 

judges, and survivors excavate the day-to-day 

bottlenecks behind the numbers 

(Vollmer M J-Sandholm et al., 2024; 

Analí Fernández-Corbacho et al., 2024). Taken 

together, these data underscore a central point: 

conviction rates are not merely legal outputs but 

social barometers, signalling how far a community is 

prepared to go in confronting gendered violence 

(Chanda et al., 2024; Costea et al., 2025). 

The hope, ultimately, is that by tracing where and 

why India lags, and by borrowing what works 

elsewhere, policymakers can craft reforms that do 

more than tweak a statute or add a training module. 

They might reshape the courtroom experience for 

survivors, tighten investigative timelines, and chip 

away at the trust deficit that still dogs gender-based 

crime reporting (Raway et al., 2024; 

Koester et al., 2024; N/A, 2024). In spotlighting these 
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intersections of law, culture, and power, the study 

aims to fuel conversations that move beyond numbers 

and toward genuine, lived justice. 

Table: Conviction Rates for Gender-Based Crimes 

in India and Selected Democracies 

Country Conviction 

Rate for 

Rape 

(2018–

2022) 

Conviction 

Rate for All 

Crimes 

Against 

Women 

(2021) 

Source 

India 27–28% 19% National 

Crime 

Records 

Bureau 

(NCRB) 

data 

Sweden undefined undefined UN 

Women 

Data Hub 

Denmark undefined undefined UN 

Women 

Data Hub 

New 

Zealand 

undefined undefined UN 

Women 

Data Hub 

Finland undefined undefined UN 

Women 

Data Hub 

V. Results 

Conviction rates for gender-based crimes vary so 

widely, both within India’s borders and across other 

democracies, that any neat explanation feels, at first, 

out of reach. Still, the overall picture is hard to 

miss. India’s path to a guilty verdict frequently stalls, 

stumbles, or simply never gets off the 

ground. Why? Yes, social stigma, yes, procedural 

tangles, yes, an overburdened judiciary, but also a 

day-to-day reality in which survivors often doubt that 

justice is worth the struggle. Set that against 

Sweden’s roughly 70 percent success in 

sexual-assault prosecutions, or Canada’s high-sixties, 

and the gap looks like a canyon. Officials there credit 

survivor-centred statutes and a steady dismantling of 

shame culture. India’s rate, stuck near 35 percent, is 

pulled down by discrimination, sluggish dockets, and, 

let’s admit it, raw case overload. 

Legal architecture matters, but lived culture shapes 

how those laws breathe. Germany, for instance, drills 

police to handle domestic and sexual-violence reports 

with genuine care; victims feel safer and so speak 

up. Australia lets complainants stay involved through 

every procedural twist, which keeps them engaged 

long enough to reach final judgment. In India, by 

contrast, survivors often describe the courtroom as a 

second trauma, not a refuge, and unsurprisingly many 

crimes vanish before they reach trial. 

Public campaigns and government policy can tip the 

scales. New Zealand’s specialist courts have done 

exactly that, bumping conviction numbers upward. If 

India borrowed that playbook, adapted it, yes, but 

kept the bones, it might blunt some of its current 

roadblocks. The same pattern shows up again and 

again: where victims find streamlined procedures and 

stigma-busting outreach, reporting climbs, and 

convictions follow. 

None of this is cause for despair; it’s a map of what to 

fix. Borrowing best-practice, trauma-informed 

policing, survivor advocates in every district, 

fast-track courts, could nudge India’s figures in the 

right direction. International bodies keep urging 

cross-border knowledge swaps precisely for this 

reason. Pair a robust awareness drive with legal 

tweaks, the literature says, and reporting goes up; 

conviction rates, too. 

So, the upshot? India is struggling, yes, but the 

pathway forward is visible: blend legal reform with 

social education and victim-focused support, drawing 

hard-won lessons from democracies that have pushed 

their numbers higher. Do that, and the justice system 

becomes a place survivors trust rather than fear, one 

where more offenders see real consequences, and 

public faith inches back. Legal text, social belief, 

institutional habit: they all have to move together if 

gender-based violence is ever to meet a truly effective 

response. 

VI. Discussion 

Conviction figures for gender-based offences force us 

to confront an uneasy blend of law, culture, and 

everyday social habits. Nowhere is that tension 

clearer than in India, where the formal statutes say 

one thing yet the courtroom outcomes, in too many 

cases, say another. Although Parliament has updated 

a raft of laws on paper, those reforms often stall in 

practice thanks to deeply rooted patriarchal mind-sets 

and patchy, sometimes tone-deaf police training 

(Potter D et al., 2025). By contrast, countries such as 

Sweden or Canada back their legislation with 

survivor-centred policing and relentless 

public-awareness work; their conviction rates climb 

accordingly. 

Culture shapes the whole pipeline, from whether a 

survivor walks into a station to how a judge weighs 

testimony. In Norway, broad grassroots campaigns 

have coaxed victims into speaking up and helped 

juries take their stories seriously 

(Pulungan A H et al., 2024). India, meanwhile, still 

saddles women with stigma for reporting assault, 

depressing both crime numbers and conviction counts 

(Г. М. Исмаилов et al., 2024). The knock-on effect is 

predictable: when high-profile defendants walk free 

and survivors feel re-victimised in court, trust in the 

entire justice process withers 

(Badgett M L et al., 2024). 
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Resources also tip the scales. Democracies that pour 

money into specialist police units typically record 

tighter investigations and stronger cases in court. 

Germany’s gender-crime squads are one example; 

they combine forensic rigour with trauma-informed 

interviews, boosting conviction odds. India has only a 

handful of such units, leaving many investigations 

thin on evidence (Bayboboeva F, 2024). Judicial 

accountability follows a similar pattern. In Australia, 

public scrutiny and internal performance reviews 

keep the bench responsive (Zaporozhets V, 2024). 

India’s backlog and procedural red tape often nudge 

survivors to abandon their cases, which drags 

conviction metrics down further (Bastos M, 2024). 

Taken together, these contrasts argue for a 

broad-spectrum response. Borrow from 

best-practice—special courts, survivor advocates, 

public-education drives—while tuning each reform to 

India’s local realities. Peer democracies show that 

when legal tweaks come hand-in-hand with cultural 

work, reporting rises and so do guilty verdicts 

(Thomas P, 2024; Linsbichler A et al., 2025). The 

lesson is clear enough: laws matter, but attitudes and 

resources decide whether those laws live or die in 

court. India can close its conviction gap, it just needs 

a plan that marries statute to social change, and a 

willingness to keep adjusting as society itself shifts 

(Вячеслав О. Туляков, 2025; 

Roberts E-Pedersen, 2024; Gkintoni E et al., 2024). 

VII. Conclusion 

Conviction statistics for gender-based crimes reveal a 

messy tangle of law, culture, and practice, especially 

once India is placed next to other democracies. On 

paper, India has tightened legislation against sexual 

violence, yet courtroom outcomes lag behind because 

long-standing social norms, uneven police training, 

and procedural bottlenecks keep justice out of reach. 

The numbers tell the story: while Sweden and Canada 

routinely secure convictions in well over half their 

reported cases, thanks to survivor-centred statutes and 

a culture that openly backs victims, India’s rate 

hovers closer to one in three (Potter D et al., 2025). 

Public attitudes shape those figures. Societies that 

fund awareness campaigns and encourage victims to 

testify—Norway is a good example—generate higher 

reporting and, in turn, more convictions 

(Pulungan A H et al., 2024). Indian survivors, by 

contrast, still face stigma and victim-blaming, eroding 

trust in a system already slowed by overloaded courts 

(Г. М. Исмаилов et al., 2024). That mistrust feeds a 

vicious circle: fewer reports, weaker cases, lower 

conviction rates (Badgett M L et al., 2024). 

Training and resources matter, too. Democracies that 

invest in specialised police units for gender violence 

see better investigations and firmer prosecutions. 

India has far fewer such units, leaving many cases 

under-documented and easy for defence teams to 

dismantle (Bayboboeva F, 2024). Judicial 

accountability follows the same pattern: strong 

oversight in Australia, for instance, builds public 

confidence, whereas India’s slower, more opaque 

process can sap survivors’ resolve 

(Zaporozhets V, 2024; Bastos M, 2024). 

Put simply, tough statutes alone cannot lift conviction 

rates; cultural buy-in, victim services, and 

well-trained investigators must move in lockstep. 

Borrowing best practices—special courts, 

trauma-informed policing, community education—

could narrow India’s conviction gap, provided 

reforms address caste, class, and rural-urban divides 

as well (Thomas P, 2024; Linsbichler A et al., 2025). 

Ultimately, government, legal professionals, and civil 

society will need to push together, monitoring 

reforms, tweaking policies, and tracking outcomes, to 

turn laws into lived justice and rebuild faith in the 

system (Вячеслав О. Туляков, 2025; 

Roberts E-Pedersen, 2024; Gkintoni E et al., 2024). 
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