
 

Head Office: YMCA Development Center | 1/1 Pioneer Road (3rd Floor) |  Kakrail | Dhaka-1000 |  Bangladesh 
T+880-2-8391970-72, 8317185 |  F+880-2-8391973 |  Email@blast.org.bd | Wwww.blast.org.bd 

 
 

31 May 2015 
 

Press Release

BLAST welcomes the Hon’ble Chief Justice’s call for reform of law on 
character evidencein rape cases 

 
 
BLAST welcomes the calls by the Law Commission of Bangladesh and the Hon’ble Chief Justice of 
Bangladesh to repeal the controversial provisions of the 143 year old Evidence Act. 
 
These calls follow a growing momentum within the legal profession and civil society calling for a 
change to the law. Participants ata conference on “Use of Character Evidence in Rape Cases in 
Bangladesh: Section 155 (4) Evidence Act, 1872” which BLAST held in 2014, urged repeal of this 
provision to protect women’s rights and ensure their right of access to justice. 
 
The same recommendation was included in BLAST’s research on a comparative analysis of the 
laws on the use of character evidence in rape trials, in seven jurisdictions including Canada, 
India, Pakistan, South Africa, Singapore, UK and the USA with a view to identifying best practices 
for law and policy reform. 
 
Fatama Suvra, Assistant Professor, Jagannath University, who conducted another research study 
for BLAST on the use of character evidence and women rape survivors’ experiences, stated that: 
“The Nari O Shishu Nirjaton Domon Ain, 2000 defines rape based on whether a woman has 
consented or to a specific instance of sexual intercourse with a man. But because of the existing 
Evidence Act, a woman needs to prove her chastity because of when she seeks a legal remedy from a 
court. She is deemed to be competent to file a rape case only after she has passed the test of having 
a “good character”. Although the offence of rape is clearly defined in law, when a victim’s past 
sexual history is brought into consideration, it sets up double standards.” 
 
Background: 
Section 155(4) of the Evidence Act states: 
‘When a man is prosecuted for rape or an attempt to ravish, it may be shown that the prosecutrix 
was of generally immoral character.’ 
 
Women’s rights organisations allege that victims of rape are often subjected to unwanted, 
irrelevant, and offensive questions during cross-examination by abusing the this law. This acts 
as a severe barrier to access justice, deterring them and their families from seeking legal redress. 
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