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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

The Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008, marked a significant shift in the Indian
Criminal Justice System by enhancing the rights of victims and balancing them with
the privileges of the accused. This research paper aims to analyze the dichotomy of
these rights, exploring the impacts and implications on the justice system. Through
a comprehensive review of legislative changes, judicial interpretations, and real-
time case studies, this paper evaluates the effectiveness and challenges of the
amended provisions.

Keywords: Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008, Indian criminal justice system,
victim rights, accused privileges, legislative changes, judicial interpretations, case
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1. Introduction

Background

The Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008, was enacted in response to growing concerns about the adequacy
of the legal system in protecting victims while ensuring the rights of the accused. Historically, the Indian legal
system prioritized the protection of the accused, with limited provisions for victims. This imbalance led to
significant criticism and calls for reform. The amendment sought to address these issues by introducing
measures to enhance victim rights, such as the Victim Compensation Scheme and enhanced witness protection.
These provisions aimed to provide financial aid to victims and protect them from intimidation and harm.3
Before the 2008 amendment, the legal framework provided basic protections for the accused, including the
right to a fair trial and legal representation. Victims, however, had limited rights and were often marginalized
in the justice process. The amendment marked a significant shift by mandating faster trial processes to reduce
prolonged suffering for both victims and the accused. This legislative change was driven by the need to create
a more victim-centric approach while maintaining the fundamental rights of the accused, thus aiming to
balance the scales of justice.4

The legislative intent behind the Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008, was to improve the efficacy of the
criminal justice system in India. It aimed to create a more balanced legal framework that addresses the needs
and rights of both victims and the accused. This was achieved through comprehensive legislative changes and
enhanced legal provisions for victims, including the right to participate in the trial, access to information, and
protection from intimidation. These changes were designed to empower victims and ensure their voices were
heard in the judicial process, reflecting a significant shift towards a more balanced and equitable justice
system.5

1 Aditya Trehan is a Ph.D Scholar at Manav Rachna University, Faridabad. He is working as Additional
Public Prosecutor, Directorate of Prosecution, Govt. of NCT of Delhi.

2 Prof. (Dr.) Kaveri Sharma is HOD, Department of Law, Manav Rachna University, Faridabad.

3 Amebrton, Antony, et al., "Taking Victims Seriously in Restorative Justice," INTERNATIONAL
PERSPECTIVES IN VICTIMOLOGY, Vol. 3, No. 1, (2007), pp. 4-14.

4 Doak, Jonathan, "VICTIMS’ RIGHTS in CRIMINAL TRIALS: PROSPECTS for PARTICIPATION," JOURNAL
OF LAW AND SOCIETY, Vol. 32, No. 2, (Jun., 2005), pp. 294-316.

5 Bajpai, G. S., "Locating the Crime Victim in Criminal Procedure Ideologies," available at
https://ssrn.com/abstract=2332566.
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Objectives

e To analyze the impact of the Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008 on victim and accused rights.
e To evaluate the effectiveness of the legislative changes through real-time case studies.

o To identify challenges and propose recommendations for a balanced justice system.

Methodology

This research utilizes a qualitative approach, aiming to provide an in-depth understanding of the dichotomy of
victim and accused rights within the Indian criminal justice system post the Criminal Law (Amendment) Act,
2008. The methodology encompasses a comprehensive review of legislative documents, judicial
interpretations, and real-time case studies to offer a nuanced analysis of the subject.

Legislative Documents Review

The primary step in this research involved an exhaustive review of legislative documents. This included
studying the Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008, and other relevant amendments and statutes that have
shaped victim and accused rights over the years. By examining these legislative texts, the research aimed to
understand the intent and specific provisions introduced to enhance victim rights and maintain the privileges
of the accused. This review provided a foundational framework for analyzing the subsequent judicial
interpretations and practical applications of these laws.6

Judicial Interpretations

Judicial interpretations play a crucial role in shaping the application of legislative provisions. This research
analyzed key judgments and legal precedents to understand how courts have navigated the balance between
victim and accused rights. By studying these interpretations, the research highlighted the judiciary's approach
to implementing the 2008 amendment and its impact on the justice system. This included examining landmark
cases that have tested the provisions of the amendment and analyzing how the courts have upheld or challenged
these provisions in practice.”

Case Studies

To provide a real-time perspective, the research incorporated detailed case studies of significant legal battles
and their outcomes post-2008 amendment. Two notable cases, the Nirbhaya case (2012) and the Jessica Lal
case (1999), were selected for their relevance and impact. The Nirbhaya case underscored the effectiveness of
the amendment in providing a platform for victim voices and ensuring speedy justice, whereas the Jessica Lal
case highlighted the challenges in the pre-2008 framework and the improvements brought by the amendment.
Additionally, the Aarushi Talwar case (2008) and the Binayak Sen case (2010) were analyzed to emphasize the
importance of accused rights amidst public and media scrutiny.

Data Sources

Data for this research was meticulously sourced from a variety of legal databases, government reports, and
academic journals. Legal databases provided access to legislative documents and court judgments, ensuring a
comprehensive review of primary sources. Government reports offered insights into the implementation and
impact of the legislative changes, while academic journals provided critical analyses and scholarly perspectives
on the subject. This triangulation of sources ensured a robust and holistic approach to data collection,
facilitating a thorough analysis of the dichotomy of victim and accused rights.8

2. Historical Context

Evolution of Victim and Accused Rights in India

Historically, the Indian legal system has predominantly focused on the protection of the accused, adhering to
the principles of a fair trial, presumption of innocence, and the right to legal representation. These protections
are rooted in the colonial legal framework inherited from the British, which emphasized safeguarding
individual liberties against the state's power. As a result, victims were often sidelined, with minimal recognition

6 Antkowiak, Thomas M., "AN EMERGING MANDATE FOR INTERNATIONAL COURTS: VICTIM-
CENTERED REMEDIES AND RESTORATIVE JUSTICE," STANFORD JOURNAL OF INTERNATIONAL
LAW, Vol. 47, No. 2, (2011), pp. 279-332.

7 Groenhuijsen, M.S., "The development of international policy in relation to victims of crime,"
INTERNATIONAL REVIEW OF VICTIMOLOGY, Vol. 20, No. 1, pp. 31-48.

8 Bajpai, G. S., "Locating the Crime Victim in Criminal Procedure Ideologies," available at
https://ssrn.com/abstract=2332566.


https://ssrn.com/abstract=2332566

Aditya Trehan et.al / Kuey, 30(3), 10283 3351

or support within the legal process. The emphasis on accused rights aimed to prevent miscarriages of justice
and ensure that the legal system did not unjustly penalize individuals®.

The latter half of the 20th century witnessed a gradual shift towards recognizing the rights of victims within
the Indian criminal justice system. Various legislative changes and judicial pronouncements began to address
the inadequacies faced by victims, particularly in terms of support and participation in the judicial process. The
introduction of compensation schemes, the acknowledgment of victims' rights to be heard, and measures for
witness protection marked the beginning of this paradigm shift. These changes were influenced by
international human rights movements and the evolving understanding of justice, which highlighted the need
for a more victim-centric approachzo.

The Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008, represents a significant milestone in balancing the rights of victims
and the accused in India. This amendment introduced comprehensive measures aimed at enhancing victim
rights while maintaining the fundamental protections for the accused. Key provisions included the Victim
Compensation Scheme, enhanced witness protection, and mandates for speedy trials. These changes aimed to
ensure that victims received adequate support and justice without compromising the accused's right to a fair
trial. The amendment reflects a more holistic approach to justice, recognizing the need to balance both victim
and accused rights to maintain the integrity and efficacy of the legal system.u

By examining these historical and legislative developments, it becomes clear that the evolution of victim and
accused rights in India has been marked by a gradual but significant shift towards a more balanced and
inclusive justice system. The ongoing efforts to refine and implement these provisions continue to shape the
landscape of criminal justice in India, aiming to ensure that both victims and the accused are treated with
fairness and respect within the legal process.

Pre-2008 Legal Framework

Before the 2008 amendment, the Indian legal framework primarily focused on protecting the rights of the
accused. Fundamental protections included the right to a fair trial, presumption of innocence until proven
guilty, and the right to legal representation. These rights were enshrined in the Indian Constitution and various
legislative acts, reflecting the principles of due process and natural justice inherited from the British legal
system. The emphasis on the accused's rights aimed to safeguard individuals from wrongful convictions and
ensure that the state did not abuse its power. However, this focus often resulted in victims being marginalized,
as the legal processes were predominantly accused-centric, leaving little room for victim participation or
redressal2,

The criminal justice system before 2008 provided minimal support for victims. They were often seen merely as
witnesses to crimes rather than stakeholders with legitimate rights and needs. This perspective limited their
role in the judicial process, often relegating them to the sidelines once their testimony was recorded. Victims
had no explicit right to be informed about the proceedings or to participate in the trial beyond their witness
role. The lack of victim support infrastructure, such as counseling services, legal aid, and compensation
mechanisms, further exacerbated their plight. The absence of a structured victim compensation scheme meant
that victims of crime, particularly those from vulnerable sections of society, faced significant financial and
emotional burdens without adequate recourse to justice or support from the state).13

Moreover, the pre-2008 legal framework did not adequately address the protection of witnesses, which had a
direct impact on victims. Many victims and witnesses faced threats and intimidation, discouraging them from
participating in the judicial process or influencing them to retract their statements. This not only undermined
the prosecution of crimes but also compromised the victims' quest for justice. High-profile cases often
highlighted these deficiencies, showcasing the need for a more balanced approach that would ensure both the
protection of the accused's rights and the empowerment and protection of victims. The systemic shortcomings
in the pre-2008 framework laid the groundwork for significant legal reforms, culminating in the Criminal Law
(Amendment) Act, 2008, which sought to rectify these imbalances and provide a more comprehensive
approach to justice.4

9 Duff, Peter, "The Measure of Criminal Injuries Compensation: Political Pragmatism or Dog’s Dinner,"
OXFORD JOURNAL OF LEGAL STUDIES, Vol. 18, No. 1, (Spring, 1998), pp. 105-142.

10 Wemmers, Jo-Anne, "Victims’ rights are human rights: The importance of recognizing victims as persons,"
TEMIDA, Jun 2012, str. 71-84.

1 Shapland, Joana, et al., "Situating restorative justice within criminal justice," THEORETICAL
CRIMINOLOGY, Vol. 10. No. 4, (2006), pp. 505-532.

12 Reddi, P.V., "ROLE of the VICTIM in the CRIMINAL JUSTICE PROCESS," Student Bar Review, Vol. 18 (1),
2006.

13 Prakash, D. Haveripeth, "Restorative Justice and Victims: Right to Compensation," INTERNATIONAL
RESEARCH JOURNAL OF SOCIAL SCIENCES, Vol. 2(2), (February. 2013), pp. 43-47.

14 Pemberton, Antony, "Victim Movements: from diversified needs to varying criminal justice agenda’s," ACTA
CRIMINOLOGICA, Vol. 22, No. 3, (October, 2009), pp. 1-23.
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3. The Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008

Key Provisions

The Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008, introduced several transformative provisions designed to enhance
the rights of victims and refine the privileges of the accused within the Indian criminal justice system. One of
the most significant introductions was the Victim Compensation Scheme, which aimed to provide financial aid
to victims of crime. This scheme marked a crucial step towards recognizing the economic and psychological
impact of crime on victims. Before this amendment, victims often struggled with the financial burdens resulting
from crime-related injuries, loss of income, and medical expenses, with little to no support from the state. The
new compensation scheme ensured that victims received monetary assistance to help them cope with these
burdens, thereby acknowledging their suffering and providing them with a means to rebuild their lives. This
provision was a significant departure from the previously accused-centric legal framework, highlighting a more
balanced and compassionate approach to justice.!s

Another critical provision introduced by the 2008 amendment was enhanced measures for Witness Protection.
Witnesses, who are often crucial to the prosecution of crimes, faced significant risks of intimidation and harm,
which discouraged them from testifying or resulted in them retracting their statements under duress. The
amendment sought to address these issues by implementing stronger protections for witnesses, including
measures to conceal their identities, provide them with physical protection, and offer relocation if necessary.
These protections were designed to ensure that witnesses could participate in the judicial process without fear,
thereby strengthening the overall integrity of the criminal justice system. By safeguarding witnesses, the
amendment indirectly bolstered victim rights, as many victims are also key witnesses in their cases. This
provision underscored the importance of a secure environment for witnesses to facilitate truthful and complete
testimonies, which are essential for delivering justice?®.

The 2008 amendment also mandated Speedy Trials, a provision aimed at reducing the prolonged suffering of
both victims and the accused. Prior to this amendment, the Indian judicial system was notorious for its slow
pace, often resulting in extended pre-trial detentions and delayed justice. This not only exacerbated the trauma
for victims but also infringed upon the rights of the accused, who remained in legal limbo for extended periods.
The mandate for speedy trials sought to expedite the judicial process, ensuring that cases were heard and
resolved within a reasonable timeframe. This provision was intended to minimize the emotional and
psychological toll on victims and to uphold the principle of timely justice for the accused. By addressing the
delays in the judicial process, the amendment aimed to restore faith in the legal system and ensure that justice
was not denied due to procedural inefficiencies. This commitment to a more efficient judicial process reflected
a significant advancement in balancing the rights and needs of both victims and the accused.”

Legislative Intent

The Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008, was designed to address significant imbalances in the Indian
criminal justice system by enhancing victim rights while upholding the fundamental protections afforded to
the accused. Prior to this amendment, the legal system predominantly focused on safeguarding the accused,
often at the expense of victims' needs and rights. The Act aimed to rectify this imbalance by introducing
provisions such as the Victim Compensation Scheme, which offers financial support to victims suffering from
crime-related injuries, loss of income, and other hardships (Bassiouni, 2006). This shift reflects a broader
legislative intent to provide victims with a more substantial role in the justice process, ensuring that their voices
are heard and their rights are acknowledged alongside those of the accused.8

Moreover, the amendment sought to enhance the effectiveness of the criminal justice system by mandating
faster trials and improving witness protection mechanisms. Speedy trials were introduced to reduce the
prolonged suffering of both victims and the accused, aiming to deliver justice within a reasonable timeframe
and alleviate the psychological and emotional toll associated with lengthy legal processes. Enhanced witness
protection measures were also implemented to ensure that witnesses, who often play a crucial role in
prosecution, are shielded from intimidation and harm, thereby facilitating a more secure environment for them
to provide truthful testimonies. These provisions reflect the Act's dual focus on balancing victim support with
maintaining the accused's right to a fair trial.»o

15 Miers, David, "The Responsibilities and the Rights of Victims of Crime," THE MODERN LAW REVIEW, Vol.
55, No. 4, (Jul.,, 1992), pp. 482-505.

16 McAdam, Michael R., "Emerging Issue: An Analysis of Victim Compensation in America,” THE URBAN
LAWYER, Vol. 8, No. 2 (Spring, 1976), pp. 346-366.

17 Jaishankar, K., "What ails Victimology?," INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE
SCIENCES, Vol. 3, No. 1, (January-June 2008), pp. 1-7.

18 Harland, Alan T., "GOAL CONFLICTS AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE INNOVATION: A CASE STUDY," THE
JUSTICE SYSTEM JOURNAL, Vol. 5, No. 3, INNOVATION IN CRIMINAL JUSTICE (Spring, 1980), pp. 291-
208.

19 Groenhuijsen, M.S., "The development of international policy in relation to victims of crime,"
INTERNATIONAL REVIEW OF VICTIMOLOGY, Vol. 20, No. 1, pp. 31-48.
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In balancing the rights of victims and the accused, the amendment also emphasized the need to preserve
essential legal protections for the accused, such as the presumption of innocence and the right to a fair trial.
These safeguards are integral to ensuring that the accused are not unjustly penalized and that the integrity of
the legal process is maintained. By integrating these protections within the broader framework of victim rights
enhancements, the Act embodies a nuanced approach to justice that seeks to address the needs of both parties
comprehensively. The legislative intent behind these reforms was to foster a more equitable and effective justice
system that acknowledges and supports victims while upholding the fundamental principles of due process for
the accused.

4. Victim Rights Post-2008

Enhanced Legal Provisions

Following the enactment of the Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008, significant strides were made in
enhancing victim rights within the Indian criminal justice system. One of the most pivotal changes was the
introduction of provisions that granted victims the right to actively participate in the trial process. This was a
notable shift from the previous framework where victims were often relegated to mere witnesses without a
formal role in the judicial proceedings. Victims now have the right to be informed about the progress of their
case, which empowers them to stay engaged and make informed decisions regarding their participation and
representation. Additionally, the amendment introduced mechanisms to protect victims from intimidation and
harassment, acknowledging the vulnerabilities they face during and after the judicial process. These measures
are designed to create a safer environment for victims, ensuring that they can contribute to the justice process
without fear of retribution or harm.

Case Studies

Dhing Gang Rape (2024): 14-year-old schoolgirl was abducted and gang-raped on August 22, 2024, in
Assam’s Nagaon district. Three men (one juvenile) were arrested. The case spurred social outrage and
government pledges to ensure justice and victim support.

Jalpaiguri: Death Sentence for Rape & Murder of 11-Year-Old”: In a rare 'rarest of rare' judgment,
a special POCSO court sentenced 31-year-old Haripada Roy to death for raping and murdering an 11-year-old
girl in September 2023. The survivor was abducted from outside her home, strangled, discarded near a river,
and the court also awarded seven additional years and compensation of X5 lakh.

Aligarh (Tappal) Case (2019): In June 2019, a two-and-a-half-year-old girl was kidnapped, sexually
assaulted, and murdered in Tappal, Aligarh, Uttar Pradesh. Her body was found in a garbage dump. The
brutality of the crime led to national outrage and renewed calls for stricter child protection measures and
speedy trials in such cases.

Unnao Rape Case (2017): The Unnao rape case involved the rape of a minor girl by a powerful politician in
Uttar Pradesh. The case became well-known because of how difficult it was for the victim to get justice. It
showed the failures of the system in protecting survivors of sexual violence. The anger and protests over this
case helped push for stricter laws, including faster investigation and trial in such cases.

The Nirbhaya Case (2012)2°: This high-profile case exemplified the effectiveness of the 2008 amendment in
providing victims with a more substantial role in the judicial process. The brutal gang-rape and murder of
Nirbhaya highlighted the shortcomings of the pre-2008 framework, prompting widespread public outrage and
calls for reform. The swift judicial response and the subsequent legislative changes, including increased focus
on victim rights and expedited trials, were seen as direct outcomes of the amendments. The case underscored
the need for a victim-centric approach and demonstrated how the amendment facilitated a more robust
platform for victims' voices, ensuring that justice was served in a timely manner.

The Jessica Lal Case (199921): This case, which predates the 2008 amendment, illustrates the challenges and
deficiencies of the pre-2008 legal framework. The prolonged legal battle and eventual acquittal of the accused
in this high-profile murder case exposed significant flaws in the system, including inadequate support for
victims and ineffective mechanisms for ensuring justice. The eventual conviction of the accused following
public outrage and renewed legal scrutiny highlights the systemic issues that the 2008 amendment sought to
address. By improving victim support and trial efficiency, the amendment aimed to rectify such shortcomings
and enhance the overall effectiveness of the criminal justice system.

5. Accused Privileges Post-2008
Safeguards and Legal Protections

The Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008, while significantly strengthening victim rights, also reaffirmed
crucial safeguards for the accused to uphold the principles of justice. These protections include the right to a

20 Talwar, R. (2013). Courting injustice: The Nirbhaya case and its aftermath. Hay House, Inc.
21 Q'FLAHERTY, B. R. E. N. D. A. N., & Sethi, R. (2009). Public outrage and criminal justice: Lessons from the
Jessica Lal case. In New and enduring themes in development economics (pp. 145-164).
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fair trial, which ensures that the accused is judged based on evidence and legal procedures rather than public
opinion or media influence. The presumption of innocence until proven guilty remains a cornerstone of the
legal system, affirming that no individual should be considered guilty without a proper adjudication.
Additionally, the right to legal representation is guaranteed, ensuring that the accused can mount an effective
defense and that the trial process remains balanced and equitable. These safeguards are designed to maintain
the integrity of the justice system, preventing miscarriages of justice and ensuring that all individuals receive
fair treatment regardless of the nature of the allegations against them.

Case Studies

The Aarushi Talwar Case (2008)22: This case is a significant example of the importance of preserving
accused rights amidst intense public and media scrutiny. The double murder of Aarushi Talwar and her servant,
Hemraj, attracted widespread media attention and public outrage, which put immense pressure on the
investigative and judicial processes. Despite the high-profile nature of the case, the legal system's adherence to
the accused's rights, including the presumption of innocence and the right to a fair trial, was crucial in
navigating the complexities of the case. The eventual conviction of the accused after a thorough legal process
highlighted the need for a balanced approach that upholds the accused's rights even under significant public
and media pressure.

The Binayak Sen Case (201023): The Binayak Sen case underscores the role of judicial oversight in
protecting the rights of the accused. Sen, a human rights activist, was convicted of sedition and other charges,
which sparked widespread debate and scrutiny regarding the fairness of the trial and the evidence presented.
The case highlighted the legal protections available to the accused, including the right to a fair trial and access
to legal representation. It also emphasized the role of the judiciary in ensuring that legal processes are followed
and that the accused's rights are not compromised despite political or social pressures. The eventual acquittal
of Sen by the Supreme Court reinforced the importance of maintaining legal safeguards for the accused to
ensure justice and fairness in the legal system.

Kerala High Court Media Gag Ruling (2024): A five-judge bench of Kerala High Court emphasized that
media outlets cannot declare someone guilty or innocent while their trial is still pending, stating that such
actions are not protected under free speech (Article 19(1)(a). Only a court can determine guilt or innocence,
and the media must refrain from acting as investigator, prosecutor, or judge.

Rajiv Gandhi Assassination Case (1991—2022): One of the accused, Perarivalan, spent over 30 years in
prison, with the Supreme Court in 2022 ordering his release on the grounds of delays in decision-making on
his mercy plea, recognizing the rights of the convicted to fair clemency process.

6. Challenges and Criticisms

Implementation Issues

Despite the progressive changes introduced by the Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008, several challenges
have impeded effective implementation. Key issues include:

e Inadequate Victim Support Infrastructure: Although the amendment emphasizes victim rights, many
areas still lack the necessary infrastructure to support victims adequately. This includes insufficient victim
compensation schemes, lack of counseling services, and inadequate legal aid.

¢ Delays in the Judicial Process: The judicial process often faces significant delays, which can undermine
the effectiveness of legal reforms. Long case durations not only prolong the suffering of victims but also impact
the fairness of the trial for the accused.

¢ Challenges in Witness Protection: Witness protection remains a critical concern, with many witnesses
facing intimidation or threats that discourage their participation in legal proceedings. Effective witness
protection programs are often under-resourced or poorly implemented, which can hinder the pursuit of justice.
Legal and Social Criticisms

The amendment has also faced criticism on various fronts:

¢ Biased Investigations: There are concerns about the impartiality of investigations, particularly in high-
profile cases where media and public pressure can influence the investigative process. This can lead to biased
outcomes and undermine public trust in the justice system.

e Media Trials: The rise of media trials has been criticized for compromising the fairness of legal proceedings.
Media coverage can shape public opinion and create prejudices that affect both the accused and the victims,
thereby impacting the impartiality of the judicial process.

¢ Societal Pressures: Societal and cultural pressures continue to affect the justice system, with entrenched
biases and stereotypes influencing both public perception and legal outcomes. This can lead to unequal
treatment and undermine the reforms intended to promote fairness and justice.

22 Bhardwaj, S., & Bhardwaj, R. (2022). Survival of the Accused and His Rights through Media Trial. Supremo
Amicus, 28, 562.
23 Chauhan, S. (2011). The Binayak Sen Case-An Anomaly?. Critical Twenties (January 4, 2011).
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~. Conclusion

The Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2008, represents a landmark effort to address the imbalances in the
Indian criminal justice system by enhancing victim rights while preserving the fundamental protections for the
accused. The amendment has made substantial progress by introducing the Victim Compensation Scheme,
improving witness protection, and mandating speedy trials. These changes reflect a commitment to creating a
more balanced justice system that acknowledges the needs and rights of both victims and the accused.
However, despite these advancements, the implementation of the amendment has encountered significant
challenges. Issues such as inadequate victim support infrastructure, delays in the judicial process, and
deficiencies in witness protection programs continue to impede the effectiveness of these reforms. Additionally,
criticisms regarding biased investigations, media trials, and societal pressures highlight ongoing concerns
about the impartiality and fairness of the justice system. To achieve the full potential of the 2008 amendment,
it is crucial to address these implementation challenges and criticisms. Strengthening victim support services,
expediting judicial proceedings, and enhancing witness protection are essential steps toward realizing a more
equitable and effective criminal justice system. Continued evaluation and refinement of the legislative
provisions, alongside efforts to combat societal biases and media influence, are necessary to ensure that the
rights of both victims and the accused are upheld, fostering a justice system that truly serves its purpose of
fairness and integrity.
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