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THTAT o THHTEH [oaTg T R =i s/ FHiHa daenfen
formret o1 forrar- oAt o SfEhIoT & STTeraTCRe: TEToT ST AT 21 98
LTI TIT AT © Toh =ArTieAsht 3 Mifeteh AR, SARTd ST,
HIT HAHTIe TRl bl TIIRATING i B T TRAAHI ARSI
fmfor foram 2, e LGBTQ+ AT i TRET 3R Tedsar & fog
9ok AT ATaR e fomam qenfu, forare aqmar & 9 @ =fes
feaforaee 7% axiidt @ for a1 afte anft 31e ©; =merforent i #ifird
Tfshar T ATiERaT % 3T HTeFTHS STl i SR FHLdT & ST
heteronormative HTHTNTR STIEATAT, TSHIfdeh =T R A4THh
SATEAT sht THARh HH1ST @ ST 2| 39 b, STel &/ 377 A SHeH
HIeTTeR TAeha oh! STTeiier f= st T@iferd T 7, a8 foraTe qHar
R AT G I8 TROT FAT 7 foF IR A s e
o o7eft off Tere @ SR iR =ik 3 |k EaTg skl 6T shtar
gl

qirent

[=N

W =R Siqere ® 9T 377 1 9 heel AT HEA H1 T qohleh! {od1g T8l o, dfceh a8
I WA 5 Afeha, Afdendn 3R AnTieh SRR i ot =l 317 @ el J=Tieh Hor o1 s fofg o
T 1| 6 R o WIEAH Y Ju{eIreral Afdeh AR sl T T ST § 36 TR Trud form
o e faforerar st = shaet = sifosh TR S9aeR o &9 | GRTiN s foam T gt @ a8
T LGBTQ+ ¥HET shi 3G, Fheifohd SN ATHTISER &Y & BRI T Hohel T UL SHT Tl FH(AT
2018 T 3HhT IHH helel Ueh I U T, sifcsh 36 UfRTiées ST o dehr =1 &7 o7 it safwa
1 e TTIHT ST TRIT T EHTcHeh ATETd Gg e ol

YT 377 o IHTH o S1& [IalTg GHIT ol W+ AT SAhdi(eh foreish H Toh =3 84 1 S0 foan— o
IE W 3STT foh a0 HT | ARG TAW 2, AT 0T ANTHGRAT o fAIQ rAriores Te st Arrar oft
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HATEIF 8?2 I AT LGBTQ+ ST 31 30 AT HTHIET I fdfsiford hidl & S o haet de-Fed
T Eifird 7 AT TR, siosh UST g AT STH, §H AT 9T STETHG AT S o1 SRR =med
8 39 YRR, O 377 HT Id IR eAlehad B foF2R ATTNERT % T TTH WiedT 8, STel =IRITiete,

AT WHTST 31 TT Gl il GRS AT 0T @ foh ot ATishar 2T aeforsh 37ef o 2

foe ARt 37 =i o arfSrk aftadal sl THeE &1 U JWTERTel! =R @fen T R 2l I8
Togia 71 et framcifieh a=ied (heteronormativity) 3R we=T st feer 2TORIT it THYdT 3aT 2, Sfoehs 7 +ff
TEifeRd AT @ foh T ST THTST ST ST TRERITC Bid 8 ST GIEehi0T § 9@ T WA =ARITierehT
& giferan fofr—fasiveRt Naviej Johar—afaem =t s Rer u1e & &9 & 72, dfcew e Sfidq, mfasfier
R qfEd R ST % ®9 § T B o ATl o 36 a1 st {@ieRd R & o wmar, i siw
T R qreatentid forar s =fen) 36 oo & 31 deht ol forsduor id 8¢ I8 foamn man @ fR
AT Tiferer forer wepmt forer stferenta o foream <t fammr & weh uftard-ehmt amm W 31 2

Ufererfire gz amr 377 o situfiafires fomem

WRAT € HfedT (IPC) | &R 377 I 1860 H =Mt foram 1T o, 3R 36kt Ht €I {51 1 “Buggery
Act” qUT 918 # fqefia “Sodomy Law” 1| I A faaeiia ferdr ot framied o, fom I st
I T SETS- 8T qodl o SATET R T At ahifeT sht St off| forfest smee 3 o1 Sufasti # &7
Ak AT ! AN L EC I8 A ol o o M-St i Atk seer stfaeh, 3mehfoer 3K
TTTIST STt o faeg 81 €T 377 36t SufHasmardt gfenior o1 yearer fdfsiar off, o st st <t
Rk TermetY st sTawrer i Avft 7 2ret o ot itk fafawar s aod &9 8 sreefier o o ooy s &
TECIU & HAToh WA FHTS H I &9 § kT TR ARl o T4 FR 5aaT1e I AT Tl & o;
AT IYARTETE = T Uit Afcieh SAaeT oY & S TR |TH1STeh-Hiehieh 31w § qord: Fi= of)

SufaT-qe Wi | Aifren fafaraar 1 Afdea T shaer |rTioeR SR wispien Sita | fa@rs ot o, sfee
Hifecd, o, G-It ST Far 7 ot skt Tsfia sttt et ) ot 3T s et &1 Ufdaetiées
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TS WiEhcsh T WA GHTS H Siedl | TATiUa oT—=iTe 9 J7Tel e § 3kt YfHshid & a1 forfv fe-
QST H I ARG hl W AT ST §h SR, HE, -1k T, T Aith wiowrett § +ff fafory
ek el AR feTT-fluidity % Seoi@ firerd 8| 78 @« 56 =1 shi 48 shear € fob e fofererar st
Hieap(deh 3faeTe i T, fewm T 2 3 arr 377 39 Vfdettaes gy o fomdia sftafrafimes o o
ITHEITATE 3 A1 TATEA A 3 3 w1 § e foru, formg o 377 1 sifaca st <, i awrtar @ for

e forra fore TeRm e g ol St SCeT & ff Siel T e 1 Tl o

38 SfAfafTR FET FT AT o H AR AT WA § AWETEeR HAideH i de weeEul
SUATStRIT § & Weh WiHT STt 81 2001 § NAZ Foundation = faeet 3e =ITarerd | ATfereht 31 L I8 1T
fopam fof 9T 377 LGBTQ+ WWEW % Hifcish SATeRRI—faRiwert fHsTar, TRAT SR S| Socted
AT 21 AT AT kel TE-AfE 1 AT T o, afewk a5 Rt wfoam #§ ffeq ame get &
T e o1 S oft ol 2009 % Naz Foundation v. NCT Delhi T § 3= =imaner = e Ufietiae
®Y 8 T o °aTT 377 WiTa™ & T8 14, 15 3R 21 & faws 2, Fiifr a8 =afh A vg= i s
T e UEATd 2l 36 ol 7 LGBTQ+ SRR sl Setfoh AT=ra o <ht famm & S & 7 3t ya ol

AT, 2013 % Suresh Kumar Koushal v. Union of India T & Tftw &1 5101 360 Sheret 1 gere faa
T, S 7 e =R Siaeiiedr B fesh o, dfcs a8 dawr ot mr fF LGBTQ+ WHEr i
HATIeh Gt 2l STt off “3TeTHET" Bl o 0T Heed Tl fod1 ST LTl i 3 IE deh faam foh “LGBTQ+
AT SHEEAT 1 A T I &,” ST Toh HAHTHeh Alhda H Sgeeasale sl @aiTeh Jdid &l
gfefsifera shtar 21 39 ol 3 ArTies ga, gHaTRerr et 3R foeew srides § el e aur s
SIfcrsRaT Ico=T 26T, FSre TR S Navej Johar (2018) & Tt sht o=rmier gByH A |

TArstar & wHTaT @en: =TRes Tent @t e

TRAR "oenes e § S, s o) e % v wed weey ® 8, W 2017 ¥ KS.
Puttaswamy v. Union of India ol 7 37 fagial &1 snyayd su=niekar SR Sheiadr Yo il 39

SNEREN

UfcreTirer ot o gt i 3 T foram for Tt sharet forelt safer o sitfaes A silTifores sareh-aret ot gea
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T 2, afcen 78 AT o SN Siia, o, ATeHTe, IR, Tea 3R SARHT faehedt i et geam
1 ¥l TR 2| AT AT GEHAT § I Teh TR (BT Toh A1 ST (sexual orientation) Sfh
Sl FsTar, TmeraT 37T TRt w3ty et B, o/ foredt oft eenditzen 3R HaeniHes suewen ¥ Usg g1
STTer & foram ST wehaTl 36 O 3 T haret STt shl Hifeteh AR & &9 H g form, afcsh am

377 St Safafeh-fotraa arefl deTensh el X i Al Haetien i «off dam A

gerEaTH! ot st STaeh wTe 7 ot foh g =ik fomet st “fstar @ <oz & fewm | foredriaa foram
AT = AT T STk o T, foRIvaR AifehaT SR Hefel § S[S I, IHeh! ATHT Trear sl 7
HAMYARE 81 38 TRR, Afe HIHT S FordlT St o A1 ATHToTe T SToRTe <Al 207t & T &, a1 a8 €
e IHehT ot Tardiare, FHTAT 371 TRAT ST T LT 21 6 AT = = 9RT 377 hT IR
T AT ST STARET ST [T, ifeh I8 7% T foh I8 90 LGBTQ+ WHET & Hfeded 3IR qg= i
STYEEHTOT o HTEAH & T et 2

Navtej Johar (2018): TaerTf=er Afererar st foram

2018 T Navtej Singh Johar v. Union of India Tota TRdT Glaem 3R AFantessil & 3fae@ & U
furres At frg gem TiW #I 7 9 377 & FREd Fd g a8 wE T fof =maifasht @ s
HTATS AT (social morality) % 31&q R 21 =2, afess wfaam grr fuifa daerfies Aferdr
(constitutional morality) ST T&T AT &1 AT = FaT foh AT TGHEIHATE, UTTHh-- T TRUMG AT
Hieehceh Tatue a8 a9 et o Tehd foh forelt safte & i @ srfier w8 ofit i | | aifess wigum
T T T, ST SR ST o qod & SRR i TRt STUR 8

=TT A 78 Wi vaiferd o foh Merdt safeh o qg= 1 sl v &, SR fordl i SAlendifes aHrs |
TEEH-SATHTHA TR O TS T SEAalT STHAUTHeh Td gi-ehil 2 Teafd smmeniia, fsft, soe deai w
TS 3T SSTeHe FTRIHT shl STaTeTd o T8 &9 & STl foharm| 39 Aol o1 weed w1 STarg-Hfh do €ifia
& oT; I8 LGBTQ+ Akl i AT, TR ST ATTREHAT ol qUTdT S&T 3 i fewmm § ueh samaeh Afdeh
gEaary +f ol
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Sfted E1.aT. SEEg 7 310 R ol # fomie ®9 @ 9% qe ot o 91 377 7 LGBTQ+ W9 &l “quf
AETRERAT” (full citizenship) ® Sf<Id T@T o, 3TATd g A ATHISH Heteh hl TR G & Ll
om* frr- % wedf § 7 fivla ofeid weeat ® FifF 7% deell IW heteronormativity—3atatd
formcifiRar Rl <am=r 3t o1 Rfharett #r “forafea—am s aref wmfie sreaTer—aar =t
&9 H I T 81 T8 0l et Ueh il |RIe el o, sfceh qich-sie, AT AI=rdreil ST ag=m
T TSI I ITEH FordT-eh Tormet st TiCoTTe o)

Torra-2T{t & arTetier ® =ATReR ®qiaIoT

STepfcrer, o o Sifoeh 9 @ rafiad-Ta wed 7 €, sfeer amisen, aiehfo R ulderiien gfsmersd &
wrem @ ffifa 2 €1 3o gfeenir § safe i e geem @ et we <wamrfae Soft § 2 afer s
HeRdT, Hifeh A ITTHS HoId: Tgfad HI T Bral 8] 390 (4Gl sl qTvd HTURoT I8 8 foh &/t g
faftfa aifort S qew/af, foremei s e fer—arr-gsret i 3ust €, St 778 7 et & fon forer wepme <Y
Tga Je A a7 foRe YRR it ueE SRR W gehedt Smah 36 gfEshi & ofelis § S W
BT A1 =Rk ot 1 3 €, a1 98 9% e @ foh =mamioreh 3 forare frgia o 3 st foram
T ITT TR ok § T o= 21

Y AT ST © U&= sh! qeAdT (Fluidity), ST 28 siarar & fo A= afsfem=ma ar foi g v, gu
AT SR HHTSAT | sfeft 781 Bl Naveej Singh Johar v. Union of India (2018) i & i #1é § aR-aR
36 forem R a1t T o safeh ot Afenar Sesh! Teh ATaie: Tammd &, St a0, TRasT 3T AR STwa
& a1y forhfira 2IdY 21 =maTerd 7 358 aTa w1 fteRr foa fok 2 srfvfomame <o St <o
FBM AT T e ATF §T § 139 37 Tefon 9 & T 21 77 v e A % 36 9 A
ek e ar 8, fored wer mar ® foh ggae i AT (essentialism) T @ISR ww § 3T
ATEafershdT # e SRt aTe i feufa # 2t 2
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T HEEU ST & fHifieR SATERl (Heteronormativity) ST STl SelHTHISIE a8 WCamT 8
o fremcifierar &1 € “wrhfae”, “omr o A’ % w9 # wnfuq fRm Smar 8, sefe o
A TTRaTal ot forerer AT SITaT 81 foremiw S 30 SHaT shi BT o Ueh Ufglideh o7 o &9 § <@ =, S
3 il doh FraTTSIeh Sfte sl =i foram 81 Navtej Johar o1 futar 5 ST Y ©ieft StretiemT it 21

AT | AR 377 H <A AT H TR Sar AR FET 6 98 HET 9IRS 96t A
ferferera, sfererer i denforss weat & forlia 81° soe e @ =marer 3 g ww waw fen fk et qus
1 AferRar 1 frater aneRTel qrshditien et @ gi, 7 foh ftufrafits an feard aromst @ S fafoa
Afereharatl sht sTawTer =fira sheelt offi

e TETaut ST B T ST YRR o Heer W forare- ot o1 W) forerm gt a1 e @ for forelt safem
& IR, o7, UH SR Gael U T i fohaT =101 T =1feU) Tsar gRT AR ht Atfendr o e,
=TT I SeTeneh BXaalT i I8 fgid SHehR] TxT-cueel o1 feear arar 81 36t §ed ¥ K.S. Puttaswamy
(2017) 3R Navtej Johar (2018) IHT Ul I8 TG Fd & Toh ATTHAT & § TST h1 AT AT
Hiftr Bt =z 37 Frofel T 3o fomm =it vt & wan for Fsft, wremfr-stmentia o weet & o7 &
TEIRT 7 had ARKTA TR 1 Secie 8, dfoeh I8 Stk i AT 0 oft &fd ag=mar 21 39 Wi,
=rraTfereRt 7 foreR it Y 3| STTelrT st Surfek Tmar feom forad et 8 for At & siadsty
3R IR T <t et 6 forser el 2w

39 YR, FRRR-oai A U 9IS A7 AiER{deR 3IYRIN T g WA | <IERTE i
QAT 3 AT U siiTgeh ST o STl 81 Navtej Johar 37 Puttaswamy € ot # s6e gvrar
T &9 ¥ foWTs ad €, el AR 4 TgaH i Sglad, ANkl Sl TR, S TR i GHERl
ST BT RS HTeT o Tia-eRRT =it i T fat & waiferd foram 2

Terame wuTrar it sga: =R argw sy Huang

AR Gfaa™ § faare sl geg U Sifeet &5 HHT T 8 Ueh UET &5 ST STHTISIoh S€T, safhiTd SerdsidT
IR fafer-fmior, 97 & @ @ @ 81 2023 ° Supriyo v. Union of India ot 7 =g Tom e foam f
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Navtej Johar § SHANHAT shl FTEHH T ST o ATeS(g fodTe T AHR Tq:-TFd & 8 LGBTQ+
TS I U TEl 2 Sl G I % SgHa 1 Aq I o foh fame w0 A, foriva: fafaa faae,
foreferehT (legislature) ST fHe farferer @i o it €t wva @ SR =mTerd w9 € IS 2T fodTe S T
T TehdT| ST Toh oh TR T =R 3 I8 ot Fer for fafoet foaame stfafm (Special Marriage Act,
1954) =T ToEqR ek THINTSR SISl ol IS AT AT SATHR & STeL e, it a8 faerd ifq-
formrtor <1 forsmr 21 3 ol LGBTQ+ WHET™ o1 918 HawT ot fof STomrer-qfh Uep STarearsh haw df 8, W

I faarg-aumar 99 3TfeRr ot T A=t 2

SEHA [l shl e S HATAT=HT A€ Tal foh =ATaTicTert 4 F8l ael Siasiiet §eere Ffaesar an] &l
S/ S Navtej Johar 3T Puttaswamy S AT B gadT & AR 91| Gaurfes Afderar o2 frgia @ s
Fedr © for Al Y e gq Y deahredld Afderar 1=, sifeer d@fam § fafea wfen, gamar o
ST 6 Al o TR T BT AM1eY) Toh FraTe SHaT o Haw H =TT = ST - Tt STsha
srerfireRam &, fSTEE heteronormativity (frewcifies aeiear) st TEmTd €9 & SHTC T I Jgfa I 2
foerR AR % AU, 99 U7 ame &1 sheet TRaie oS €Y & §9 § qieiNa w8, aF 98
ST & § Toh Vel ST 2l g e & fored M-forsmedfiren defert <t |raTfoeh o st ar=rar A
TR T ST STETAd SR AT T Toh oFaat SISl o SRR “TsT TR SR Aferd FHurr o fft &,
36 T oh I TIT AT & Toh —ATIATICTRT § 56 et § ANTNERT 6 STRIehIl sht Gt ohl JorT # forerres o
forereh s 3freh meea foam|

zEeh foodia, Sfkew SLas. <gag AR Sed e o Aeqdd Hurd - foare aHmdr © ueh s1feek 3+,
HAHTIF &9 8 GETd S Greit giEehior S foram a1 =it § o8 7T foh 9adn (Article 14)
I TRAT (Article 21) T et g 2 for Troar forelt oft e oA forame-sieen & et 7=t @ wohan, ferswart
qe STef forae oS HEcaqut ARTHE TS STARRR, axe Tev, Afewa fofa, e grar—ar yom
R 21 3= I8 ff T foh aREr haat Sfoes deful W AT T Sre T, afeen fofae TER
TESiel ST 3T Wi TcHeh Ul O fireTent ST 8, TSI =3 gRT A= A 27 GaTar-foriedt 21
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ST el hT T HEa U FaGid 9% o1 foF LGBTQ+ ATTHRT At ARTRGRaT “3Teil” et &1 weheltl TS T
foame =1t Wifctes TSI SARPR & &9 T AT 2, O 36 €1 ¥ LGBTQ+ SRR ol sTet TEHT
AT T & STE 2| T8 IO fFaa-2a10 | transformative constitutionalism 3T TSRO ¥ T3

¥ ST 7, feeh ST7ar wfoem ue R sxarest e, sfosh ueh @aa faefia 8 aran eten 7, foweh seva

wﬁ%wﬁﬁmmaﬁtwaﬁﬁmgﬁfmwés 39 YRR, AUHd U T Shadl Tk
AT =TTk gTY T AT 7, Sfodh I8 M o HoeTi-eh qHIo=ITl oh1 SATET ¥t T LT

Torame TaTarT iR femer AmTfeRar S S

Navtej Singh Johar (2018) % ST& I8 SATqh Y& off foh AR =ARATTRT LGBTQ+ HEH o 3TTerhii
I SRR SATEAT & AT JeTd gU fodTe JHHar S T W off Srefie 3R qiE-eni] ®@ SToETa|
ARGk = 8 daefes e forRieeRt TRAT, TErRITdr 3R JadT—ah! (Aeeiiia T o, 364 98
TR TETvTTeres 9 ST fof forame Sieft wmfores Seer +ff s1er aridfies Siaretl @ o qHfe=nid gl aiferT
2023 & Supriyo v. Union of India Foia 3 a5 Ty = fean for foame-aumar & amel & =rmauifaet 4w
T2 B THY AT G ciehds § foraRIt TRTTRdT % i 78X Gehe IUTRT HTHA 31T, S I8 Hohd ad &
foF LGBTQ+ avar ot it srrerdt a7eft oft atedh 21

1. 31fereh R SATH AT=T (Rights vs Recognition)

HTGAfE (decriminalization) 3R HIRIAT (recognition) % el T A LGBTQ+ WHEW & T H
IR HEAYT! 2| IR 377 i FREd FohT ST ¥ Tt S1Raear T STo0rg o Si<l & Tk q TRl TR, Qifeht
TR T Y el o) T ot Tt o &9 § “foarg” 37 Tt At 3R geed & yow-gR 2, e
S @A LGBTQ+ ARTHGRT 3 forw wmfores stammam 31t sifdfer sTara et wumf} siTar 81 3ametor &
foTe, we wweifirer @meft 3o |reft it 9oy o STe Guie 9 STET A8 R GohdT; SFEqdre H Fferear (o
AT TeT fHet HehdT; shar ASHTE 37 “aRER” % ®9 | T&l Al 36 YRR, STRTH-Hfh o sres(g faerag
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GHETT 1 9€ ATHTIS o AT et el foerd, St 32 quf AmTiishar shr Afererr oclt &) o <dilt < vl

T, I ST 5T <R ohl TR Al 7, T “HHAT I T=r” T
2. AYIAT-ATATRA Tehi ol TAGeAT

foraTe T o W | 9% SRR A S-SR A€ qeh (o foh fordTe Tt @it ot il deert &, St qe -
T o qTTTieh HefY T AT ©; 3T 38 SeeT RIS S i a1 ST I8 a8 @ @ g gt
FIC A Navtej Johar § T8 &9 ¥ WIS R A1 o1, I8 Fad gu of “sAtafrafmen Afderar a1 ammse
SEHEIHATE” WA STFRT T TR T B Fha1| F¥IAAT-HATHTNG qoh heteronormativity T Serar
e FLd 8, Fifeh o fIaTg o HeuHT shalcl Ueh YL o Gaiel ok HIfHd Wd & 3T 377 Heieht hl ot A
AT &9 § I A 8l feTe T 989 § 37 dehl ol T I8 SRAI @ foh ArHTioeh-eiish
wigare fore TR HordTtes fmst ot JTa STerdT @ 3R LGBTQ+ WHET shi R ol HfHA HdT ol I8
et Tt ® S o oA @ SR Aftrkar o Tasiie % ®9 § @t @—STet “uvIdr 1 qeh arad J

forfererar o <0 ST SURTOT o1 SITdT B

3. T <hY AT TaeR uqﬁr (Paternalism)

forame wmTaT fofar 7 staTera 3R TR ST ¥ LGBTQ+ THET 3hi “HTHTISE &9 & HAGT{Ie THg” HEht
IE Hohd o for Sk Stfisrl =t fuftor oo 3 faaes ox fsft 2mm) o= gfeshior wsa =0t wh arfirreaes
(paternalistic) &9 T TTIUA AT 7, S I8 HHaT © foh foer safmat =0t w2 oo feat =t fotar 2t &+
feam ST weran TR At & @R, I8 WA LGBTQ+ ATTREhT &l “SARehR-Hu~ MR & s
“geferd I o &9 4 Ffd odt 8, 3reria Seh! Tardn ol EHiftd Hd] @ 3T SRl A=t R Tsa-faft
T et B11 AT gfY =ArIfereRT % 39 Henfer Afdendn o stawt & o A A2 @, 8 3o veer wmEar
I TERITT o SR T foqq foRaT ol S Tsa LGBTQ+ SARRAT 1 “ET&0r” & 3 oI htal 8, T

ST GHT ST AT § $9hT AT @, A1 I8 Uoh ToRIETHIE Torel & Gl 31 dTeT, W SRl sht 3Tl
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e =reratferenT, TR R TR wfersr

YRT 377 T I HRATT HAHTeh 3ferd # T HieT 1 Tear |ifeld §HT 2| I8 el U SS[eHeh TadT
T 3 L o, ok Ig YR Ak o 3G el YNad- T Geobd T STEH TsT 3 I8elt 8 LGBTQ+
GHAT sht STTETCRTA AT, IHeh! TARITAT ST ITeh! TE=IT shl HreTi-eh ETetor Yar fopam| 3o fofa o 7 oft
woe & o fop forelt wrmperr ot wifior wfea S o1 tferem et sTor-fes o wifa 72 §; 78 39 &g
SARdifeh TTeYl o feedr & S o€ safth sl AUt e SR U9 & STReRR sl forT foret sar, ik &
T o Sk L ohl TAGAAT (0| 36 Y, €T 377 o1 37d T SATehd= shl 3§ &THdT hl S1TdT & ST &6
1 T, fereqa s 37 e TRt S H e 2

foT oft, forame wHTaT W =mforent S eafraree a8 awridl @ fof dourien sTfariicrar 1 a8 |t 3T+t
At B TR Naveej Johar 3 LGBTQ+ THETH 3T ARTHERAT 3t TRHAT T Teh 7T ST e, ferams wmman
T 31T HURIT 5 78 Heohd [T foh ST 37 TR o AR shl SAa@Tiieh T I8 AN i o foTu 37t
ff TN AT R TSI SToTRIIh o1 SATaRAHAT 8 e ATTRERaT S quf &9 7 IT6 i & g
FAT S -Hfeh AT ARTIMITIT ATST GTH TET BT 380 FoIq ATeare 8 fop Haunfes ket =i =mes
w9 § AT [T ST, heteronormative @l ol foefed foram ST siit o <t g sifvreres Afdehdr €@
I ST S LGBTQ+ SATRaT T SRISRT o AT o et “EXfaqd 998 & &9 § @l 2l

forerat <A 9 e faard) 2 for SRR s 9 Sharet =Tt g fou g strewit § wifya 7 ?, dfvens a8
|- fereh A=A, Ttfoes Sfofieres, fifora gom it amfee =aar o fomm @ of Teas & st
1 ST o GHST LGBTQ-+ SAfthal shl HHTT 1Tk, sTei] o |refi, 31 a¥ M o Aftehit 3 &9 H Tefiehi
& AT, T qoh R GAR o HifHd T € St w39 ded H =ttt % fHole qecaul fewm
Iqcer TeTeht AT I TTCAT Sl et T Hfeld il

HAQq: TRA 1 ST Wlorer Tt TTefeh BT S Scieh SAfch—38eh! AMfeTohell, fofiT g= AT aTianiish
G § G AT ol G TTIHAT, SRR ST G BT ST L Heoh| T UET TAehco it fofforerdt st
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e TlRR & AL LT, Sfceh IUhT Iedal FATT 8, TeT Toel 37T H THTERIT S =ATq0T el ST &kl 2
LGBTQ+ HHaR % foTq qui ARTRERaT 1 AT Il faed 8, @ifer | 377 % 3o 3R 9e<H-
eI SATIRRT Al Tera Wi I Hoht Sait © o wRa 38 wiferssr ot o7 omrer 2 ford Tarcra, e

S AT Tt ARt o | WA SRR B
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