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Abstract

Victimology and restorative justice have emerged as vast paradigms inside the
global discourse on criminal law, moving cognizance from a perpetrator-centric
model to one that prioritizes victims’ rights, participation, and rehabilitation. In
India, crook law has traditionally emphasized punitive measures, with limited
recognition of victims’ desires past reimbursement. However, recent judicial
pronouncements and legislative reforms suggest a sluggish motion closer to
incorporating victim-orientated justice mechanisms. This paper severely examines
the evolving role of victimology and restorative justice inside the Indian criminal
justice machine, highlighting their ability to humanize criminal strategies,
empower victims, and reduce recidivism. It explores the inadequacies of the
modern-day framework, wherein sufferers often stay marginalized, and argues for
a extra inclusive approach that integrates mediation, reconciliation, and network-
based totally answers along formal adjudication. Drawing on comparative views
from jurisdictions including South Africa, Canada, and the European Union, the
paper underscores the importance of balancing restorative practices with
constitutional safeguards. It further analyses demanding situations in
implementation, together with loss of institutional aid, resistance within traditional
felony systems, and the hazard of coercion in restorative settlements. Ultimately,
the examine contends that embedding victimology and restorative justice in Indian
crook law can foster a greater holistic, participatory, and victim-centric justice

device, thereby reshaping the discourse on crime, punishment, and social harmony.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The criminal justice system worldwide has been traditionally criminal-centered, where primary
attention lies on the detection, prosecution and punishment. This model, which is deeply
inherent in retaliation, sees crime as a violation of law - a wrong - against the state - leading
the victim to marginalize the justice process. In recent decades, however, a paradigm change
has come to light, which has been emphasized not only as witnesses but as central stakeholders
in the justice distribution process. This change has given rise to the twin concepts of victim and
restructural justice, which aims to identify suffering from victims, ensure their participation in

action, and promote harmony rather than vengeance.

In the Indian context, while the criminal law historically has given priority to the state and the
accused, the affidavits indicate a developed scenario such as afflicted compensation schemes,
affect statements, and discussion around the restoration practices. Nevertheless, practical
inclusion of victims and restorative justice is limited. This letter wants to examine the
development of afflicted approaches in India, analyses the scope of restructural justice

mechanisms, and proposes reforms to align Indian criminal law with global best practices.
II. BACKGROUND
Evolution of Criminal Justice: From Offender-Centric to Victim-Inclusive Approaches:

The classical criminal justice model was constructed on the idea of punishing offenders to
discourage future crimes. Victims had been in large part considered incidental, their function
restricted to reporting the crime and attesting in court. Over time, but, sociological and
criminological reviews highlighted that ignoring the victim’s struggling, needs, and
participation created a justice deficit. The popularity of victim rights in worldwide instruments
including the UN Declaration of Basic Principles of Justice for Victims of Crime and Abuse of

Power (1985) reinforced the shift in the direction of a greater inclusive method.
Victimology: Understanding Crime from the Victim’s Perspective:

Victimology emerged as a wonderful field of observe in the mid-20th century, focusing at the
psychological, social, and legal effect of crime on victims. It emphasizes that crime is not only
a violation of law but also a violation of human dignity, leaving sufferers with trauma, monetary
loss, and social stigma. Victimology advocates for sufferer participation in criminal complaints,
truthful repayment, and rehabilitation thereby humanizing criminal law passed its punitive

dimensions.
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Restorative Justice: From Retribution to Repair:

Restorative justice represents a fundamental shift from retribution to recuperation. Rather than
viewing crime completely as a contravention of the regulation, restorative justice conceives it
as damage performed to people and groups. Mechanisms along with victim-culprit mediation,
conferencing, and restitution searching for to repair this harm through dialogue, accountability,
and reconciliation. Restorative justice, therefore, balances perpetrator responsibility with

sufferer wishes, promoting reintegration of each into society.
HLVICTIMOLOGY IN CRIMINAL LAW: THEORETICAL FOUNDATION
1. Concept of victim:

As a discipline, the victim refers to scientific studies of the victims of crime, their rights, needs
and their role within the criminal justice system. Unlike traditional criminal jurisprudence,
which mainly revolves around the state and the state, the victim wants to resume the victim as
a central person in the process of justice. It addresses the psychological and sociological
dimensions of the victims, recognizing the victims not only as a passive recipient of damage,

but also as stakeholders in justice.
2. Historical neglect of victims in criminal jurisprudence:

The development of modern criminal law historically put the victim marginalized. Under the
common law traditions, the crime was seen as a crime against the state rather than a personal
victim. As a result, the victim's role decreased as a witness, while the state took primary
responsibility for prosecution and punishment. This "state-centric" model of criminal justice
ignored the emotional, financial and social needs of the victims. In India, the colonial criminal
codes and subsequent laws followed this criminal-oriented approach on a large scale, giving

minimal recognition to the rights of the victims.

It was only with the rise of the movements of suffering rights in the late 20th century and the
influence of international human rights equipment (e.g., the United Nations declaration of the
basic principles of justice for the victims of crime and misuse, 1985) that the victims began to

achieve traction.
3. Classification of Victims:

Victims are categorised into direct, indirect, primary, secondary, and susceptible groups. Direct

sufferers suffer directly from the crime, even as indirect sufferers are circle of relative’s
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members or dependents. Primary victims are instantaneous targets, even as secondary victims
experience trauma indirectly. Vulnerable agencies include women, kids, elderly individuals,
men and women with disabilities, and marginalized communities. This category highlights the

complicated impact of crime and the need for tailor-made felony and coverage responses.
4. Theories of Victimization:

Victimology is influenced with the aid of diverse criminological theories. Victim Precipitation
Theory indicates that sufferers may make a contribution to their victimization through conduct,
attitudes, or actions, specifically in homicide and assault instances. This idea is crucial, as it
risks blaming the victim, particularly in sensitive crimes like sexual assault. Lifestyle Theory
suggests that people' existence and day by day sports reveal them to various ranges of threat of
victimization, highlighting structural inequalities. Routine Activity Theory specializes in the
convergence of 3 elements: a motivated wrongdoer, a suitable goal, and the absence of a
capable parent. This idea shifts criminology by way of emphasizing situational crime

prevention, now not just offender behavior.
IV. RESTORATIVE JUSTICE: CONCEPT AND MODELS
A. Definition:

Restorative justice (RJ) is typically described as “a manner whereby events with a stake in a
specific offence together resolve how to deal with the aftermath of the offence and its
implications for the destiny.”® In comparison to an offence-against-the-State paradigm, RJ
makes a speciality of harm, needs (ordinarily of sufferers, however also network and culprit),
and obligations (the wrongdoer’s duty to make amends), the usage of inclusive, voluntary speak
methods.? UN guidance emphasises that RJ might also occur at a couple of degrees of the crook
method and typically entails facilitated speak producing consensual, reparative effects (e.g.,

apology, restitution, network carrier, restoration plans).*
B. Core Models:

Victim—Offender Mediation (VOM):

2 Tony F. Marshall, Restorative Justice: An Overview (1999) (widely cited definition). See also Alameda County
Probation summary of Marshall’s definition. antoniocasella.eu, acgov.org

3 Howard Zehr, The Little Book of Restorative Justice (2002) (victim needs, offender obligations, community
engagement). Office of Justice Programs, neekaan.com, beyondintractability.org

4 UNODC, Handbook on Restorative Justice Programmes (2nd ed., 2020), chs. 1-3 (processes, voluntariness,
stages, outcomes). UNODC, euforumrj.org, UNODC
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A skilled facilitator brings collectively the sufferer and wrongdoer to discuss the harm, its
impact, and ways to restore it. Outcomes frequently encompass apology, restitution, and
agreements tailored to the sufferer’s wishes and the perpetrator’s capacities.’ UNODC lists

VOM as a foundational RJ programme used pre-price to put up-sentence.®
Family Group Conferencing (FGC):

Originating in New Zealand’s adolescents’ justice, FGC convenes the young individual, their
whanau/own family, sufferers, and experts to agree on a plan addressing damage and destiny
safety/nicely-being.”Statute expressly authorises selections and plans formulated by the
convention.®Practice steerage frames FGC as a restorative technique upholding the mana

(dignity) of all worried.’
Circle Sentencing (Peace-making/Healing Circles):

Drawing on Indigenous legal traditions (considerably in Canada), circles include the choose
(in which court docket-related), victim, offender, elders/community participants, and
recommend to craft a sentence/restoration plan that balances responsibility, restore, and

reintegration.!°Circles sit on the “restorative conferencing” continuum along VOM and FGC.!!
C. Comparative Snapshot:
New Zealand:

The Oranga Tamariki Act 1989 (previously CYPTFA) institutionalised FGC because the
valuable choice-making mechanism in kids justice, allowing meetings to make decisions,
recommendations, and plans for the kid or young man or woman.'? Official practice materials

describe FGC as a restorative technique helping the child (tamariki/rangatahi), circle of

5 U.S. OJIDP, Restorative Justice: An Overview (defining RJ and objectives; VOM as core model). Office of
Justice Programs

¢ UNODC, Handbook on Restorative Justice Programmes (2nd ed., 2020), Ch. 3 (programme types including
VOM). UNODC

7 Oranga Tamariki (NZ), About Family Group Conferencing (practice centre). practice.orangatamariki.govt.nz
8 Oranga Tamariki Act 1989 (NZ), ss. 29, 260 (conference may make decisions/recommendations/plans); s. 22
(attendance). legislation.govt.nz, legislation.govt.nz

9 Oranga Tamariki (NZ), Youth Justice Family Group Conference — Convening the Conference (practice policy).
practice.orangatamariki.govt.nz

10 International Institute for Restorative Practices (IIRP), “Circle Sentencing: Part of the Restorative Justice
Continuum.” iirp.edu

'1U.S. OJIDP, A Comparison of Four Restorative Conferencing Models (VOM, reparative boards, FGC,
circles).

Office of Justice Programs

12 Academic overview of NZ FGC origins and development since 1989. Taylor & Francis Online
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relatives/whanau, and sufferers. ® Scholarly statement traces FGC’s 1989 origins and ongoing

evolution.!3
Canada:

Canadian sentencing regulation embeds RJ-oriented principles in Criminal Code s. 718 and,
for teens, the Youth Criminal Justice Act (YCJA), which emphasises accountability,
rehabilitation, and reintegration, with extrajudicial measures and conferencing.!*The Supreme
Court’s choice in R v Gladue calls for attention of the situations of Indigenous offenders and
encourages culturally appropriate, non-custodial, reparative sanctions in which appropriate;
this jurisprudence has supported the boom of sentencing circles and Gladue reviews informing

restorative outcomes. ' '°

South Africa:

The Child Justice Act 75 of 2008 embeds diversion and restorative justice as principal
capabilities of infant justice, expressly aiming to amplify and entrench RJ at the same time as
ensuring responsibility.!’Government and educational analyses underscore victim participation
within RJ processes and file on implementation thru diversion and opportunity sentencing.'®
YEarlier reforms (e.g., Probation Services Amendment Act 35 of 2002) helped outline

“diversion” and “restorative justice,” laying basis later consolidated in the CJA.?°
D. Contrast with Retributive and Deterrent Models:

Retributive version makes a speciality of desolate tract and proportionate punishment for
regulation-breaking; the sufferer’s function is limited, and responsibility is equated with
suffering a penalty. Deterrent model prioritises preventing future offending—well known and

particular via the chance or imposition of punishment. By assessment, restorative justice:

13 UNODC E4J Module 8, “Overview of Restorative Justice Processes” (noting FGC first developed in New
Zealand in 1989). UNODC

14 Department of Justice (Canada), A Report on the Relationship between Restorative Justice and Sentencing;
see also guidance summarising s. 718 principles and YCJA’s RJ emphasis.

Government of Canada Publications

15 R v Gladue, [1999] 1 SCR 688 (SCC) (sentencing of Indigenous offenders; alternatives to imprisonment; RJ
orientation). decisions.scc-csc.ca

16 Department of Justice (Canada), Gladue resources and analysis; see also Gladue Report Guide (context for
RJ-infused sentencing). Ministere de la Justice , ICCLR, Ministere de la Justice

17 Child Justice Act 75 of 2008 (South Africa), Preamble/objects (diversion; entrenching RJ). Justice

18 Child Justice Alliance (RSA), The Child Justice Act (overview—diversion, restorative justice, alternative
sentencing). childjustice.org.za

19 South African Journal article evaluating victims’ role under the CJA in RJ processes. SciELO

20 Skelton, Reforming the Juvenile Justice System in South Africa (on the 2002 Probation Services Amendment
Act introducing definitions incl. diversion/restorative justice). unafei.or.jp
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Reframes crime as damage to humans and relationships, now not simply to the State;

e Centres sufferers’ desires (facts, validation, participation, restitution) and empowers
them to shape results;

e Demands active culprit responsibility, i.e., understanding impact and taking concrete
steps to repair damage;

e Engages the community as a stakeholder in supporting each victim recovery and

offender reintegration.
IV. VICTIMOLOGY AND RESTORATIVE JUSTICE IN INDIAN CRIMINAL LAW

The Indian criminal justice machine, traditionally culprit-centric, has steadily evolved to
apprehend the function of sufferers and the need for restorative tactics. Victimology, which
studies the relationship between victims and the criminal justice method, emphasizes
recuperation, reimbursement, and participation of victims. Indian law, encouraged via
constitutional guarantees and judicial activism, has increasingly more included factors of

restorative justice to balance retribution with victim rehabilitation.
A. Constitutional Provisions:
The Constitution of India offers the foundation for sufferer rights and restorative mechanisms:

e Article 14 guarantees equality earlier than regulation and same safety of the laws,
extending to fair treatment of sufferers in criminal lawsuits.?!

e Article 21 protects the proper to life and personal liberty, which has been expansively
interpreted by using the Supreme Court to encompass the proper to fair treatment and
justice for sufferers of crime.?

e Article 39A mandates unfastened legal useful resource to make certain get right of entry

to justice, mainly for inclined victims of crime.??

Together, these provisions enshrine the right to dignity, participation, and rehabilitation of

sufferers in the justice system.

B. Statutory Framework: CrPC Amendments:

2! Constitution of India, Art. 14.
22 Constitution of India, Art. 21; Maneka Gandhi v. Union of India, (1978) 1 SCC 248.
23 Constitution of India, Art. 39A.
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The Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (CrPC) has included sizable provisions recognizing

sufferer repayment and participation:

e Section 357 CrPC empowers courts to reserve repayment to sufferers at the time of
sentencing, in addition to fines.?*

e Section 357A CrPC, delivered by using the 2008 Amendment, obligates each State
Government to prepare a Victim Compensation Scheme (VCS) in coordination with the

Central Government for presenting budget to victims or their dependents.?
This statutory shift displays a circulate from state-centric punishment to victim-centric justice.
C. Victim Compensation Schemes:

The Victim Compensation Schemes (VCS) are operational in all states and union territories,
funded partially via the Nirbhaya Fund (established in 2013 for women sufferers of sexual
violence).?°These schemes offer repayment for clinical charges, rehabilitation, and livelihood

support.

For example, the Delhi Victim Compensation Scheme, 2018 lays down specific repayment
slabs for acid assault victims, rape survivors, and sufferers of human trafficking. The life of

such schemes highlights the institutionalization of restorative measures in Indian regulation.
D. Judicial Recognition of Victimology and Restorative Justice:
Indian courts have consistently superior victim rights and emphasized restorative justice:

e Ankush Shivaji Gaikwad v. State of Maharashtra (2013) 6 SCC 770 — The Supreme
Court held that reimbursement to victims under Section 357(three) CrPC is not
discretionary but mandatory, reinforcing sufferer-centric justice.?’

e Delhi Domestic Working Women’s Forum v. Union of India (1995) 1 SCC 14 — The
Court emphasised the necessity of prison representation, reimbursement, and

rehabilitation of rape survivors, laying the muse for victim help jurisprudence.?®

24 Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, s. 357.

%5 Code of Criminal Procedure (Amendment) Act, 2008, No. 5 of 2009, s. 357A.

26 Ministry of Women and Child Development, Guidelines on Nirbhaya Fund (2013).
27 Ankush Shivaji Gaikwad v. State of Maharashtra, (2013) 6 SCC 770.

28 Delhi Domestic Working Women’s Forum v. Union of India, (1995) 1 SCC 14.
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e State of Gujarat v. Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat (1998) 7 SCC 392 — The Court
recognized the significance of a restorative technique in juvenile justice, observing that

punishment must recognition on reformation and reintegration instead of retribution.?

These instances together highlight the judiciary’s function in shifting criminal law toward

sufferer recuperation.
E. Special Legislations with Restorative Mechanisms:
Certain statutes embed restorative justice concepts:

Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of Children) Act, 2015 — Focuses on rehabilitation and
reintegration of juveniles in conflict with regulation through infant-pleasant methods and

diversionary mechanisms.*°

Protection of Children from Sexual Offences (POCSO) Act, 2012 — Provides for infant-friendly

methods, victim rehabilitation, and obligatory reporting, reflecting a restorative orientation.*!

These laws mark a paradigm shift in the direction of balancing offender duty with victim

recuperation.
V. CHALLENGES IN ADOPTING RESTORATIVE JUSTICE IN INDIA
1. Lack of Awareness (victims not often knowledgeable of rights):

Despite statutory and judicial popularity of sufferer-centric measures, many survivors stay
ignorant of their entitlements beneath Section 357A CrPC and related schemes, main to
beneath-utilization. Empirical and policy critiques always observe uneven outreach, low
referrals, and facts gaps particularly for youngsters beneath POCSO and survivors of

32 33 34

trafficking ensuing in behind schedule or denied repayment. www.Ndtv.Com

,sanjogindia.Org, ResearchGate.

2.Implementation Gaps (sufferer compensation poorly finished):

29 State of Gujarat v. Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat, (1998) 7 SCC 392.

30 Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of Children) Act, No. 2 of 2016.

31 Protection of Children from Sexual Offences (POCSO) Act, No. 32 of 2012.

32NDTV Opinion, Compensation Denied, Justice Delayed: The Silent Wails Of POCSO Victims (June 2025)
(discussing low rates of compensation awards and referral failures; referencing In re Alarming Rise in POCSO
Cases and Nipun Saxena). www.ndtv.com

33 Sanjog India, A National Report on Status of Victim Compensation to Survivors of Trafficking (2024)
(documentation of systemic information and coordination gaps). sanjogindia.org

34 Research review, An Overview of Victim Compensation Program with Special Reference to U.P. (2025)
(describing procedural bottlenecks and inter-state disparities). ResearchGate


http://www.ndtv.com/

INDIAN JOURNAL OF LEGAL RESEARCH AND REVIEW (IJLRR) DOI: 10.5281/2ENODO.17003979

State Victim Compensation Schemes (VCS) range extensively in amounts, methods, and
timelines; disbursal is regularly inconsistent and not on time. Courts have repeatedly had to
nudge implementation (e.g., Ankush Shivaji Gaikwad v. State of Maharashtra mandated courts
to apply their thoughts to compensation in each case), but compliance at trial-court docket and
district-criminal-services tiers is choppy. Comparative analyses also display continual inter-

nation disparities.* 3¢ 37 Indian Kanoon, National Judicial Academy, ScienceDirect

3. Resistance within an Adversarial System (judicial/attorney preference for punitive

justice):

India’s crook method is structurally hostile, with institutional incentives aligned to
conviction/sentencing in preference to sufferer-wrongdoer communicate, repair, or relational
duty. Scholarly paintings monitoring “sufferer justice” reforms finds the device remains

38 39 40

predominantly punitive, with restorative practices peripheral and sporadic. ijlsi.Com,

Taylor & Francis Online
4. Cultural Barriers (stigma in opposition to sufferers, especially in sexual violence):

Enduring stigma deters reporting and participation in restorative strategies. The Supreme
Court’s directions in Nipun Saxena v. Union of India on non-disclosure of survivors’ identities
mirror the judiciary’s popularity that social ostracism remains a extreme hazard—one that
chills sufferer engagement with justice mechanisms beyond mere prosecution.*! Indian

Kanoon, Sikkim Judicial Academy
5. Institutional Limitations (lack of skilled facilitators and infrastructure):

Restorative justice calls for educated facilitators, safeguards, and dedicated establishments.

India’s new Mediation Act, 2023 builds civil/industrial mediation capacity however expressly

35 Ankush Shivaji Gaikwad v. State of Maharashtra, (2013) 6 SCC 770 (SC) (duty to consider compensation and
to give reasons). See also National Judicial Academy materials summarizing the mandate. Indian Kanoon,
National Judicial Academy

36 «“Addressing the disparity in victim compensation across Indian states,” Journal of Public Policy &
Administration (2025) (state-by-state discretion driving uneven outcomes). ScienceDirect

37 Chambers and Partners, Victim Compensation Laws in India (overview of Law Commission
recommendations and scheme unevenness). Chambers

38 International Journal of Legal Science & Innovation (2025), Victim Participation in Criminal Trials under
New Criminal Laws (noting punitive focus and limited victim-centric practice). ijlsi.com

39 Taylor & Francis, Tracing Journey of Crime Victim’s Position under Indian Law (2023) (finding courts “not
yet alive” to the Ankush mandate consistently). Taylor & Francis Online

40 Nipun Saxena v. Union of India, (2018) 17 SCC 1 (guidelines on protecting survivor identity to counter
stigma); see accessible summaries/orders. Indian Kanoon, Sikkim Judicial Academy

4l UN General Assembly, Declaration of Basic Principles of Justice for Victims of Crime and Abuse of Power,
G.A. Res. 40/34 (1985) (access to justice, restitution, compensation, assistance). OHCHR, UNODC

10
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excludes most criminal topics (keep courtroom-referred compoundable offences), leaving no
systematic RJ pipeline within the criminal manner. International steerage underscores the want
for specialist education and services for victims—capacities which are nonetheless nascent.*?

43 44 legalaffairs.Gov.In, Mediate.Com, UNODC.
VII. RECOMMENDATIONS & THE WAY FORWARD
Statutory Recognition:

A fundamental step forward would be the express incorporation of restorative justice
mechanisms inside the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (CrPC). While certain provisions
consisting of Section 357 and 357A CrPC offer for victim compensation, there is no complete
statutory framework for restorative justice. Countries like New Zealand and Canada have
included restorative procedures into their criminal statutes, imparting models for India to
emulate.*’ A statutory modification within the CrPC can make sure uniformity, legitimacy, and

enforceability of restorative practices.
Institutional Mechanisms:

Establishing Restorative Justice Boards/Centres on the district degree underneath the
supervision of District Legal Services Authorities (DLSA) can institutionalize restorative
justice. These bodies can facilitate victim—wrongdoer mediation, network conferencing, and
rehabilitation plans. The Law Commission of India in its 154th Report emphasized the

significance of opportunity and victim-centric techniques in criminal law.*¢
Victim Participation:

Indian crook regulation remains in large part kingdom vs. Offender in its orientation, with
constrained space for the victim’s voice. Formal recognition of Victim Impact Statements (VIS)
during sentencing would align with international practices, consisting of those diagnosed

within the U.S. Crime Victims’ Rights Act, 2004.*’Incorporating VIS in Indian regulation could

42 The Mediation Act, 2023, §6 & First Schedule (excludes criminal matters; permits court-referred
compoundable offences) (Govt. of India text). legalaffairs.gov.in

43 Commentary/updates on the Mediation Act’s scope and staged rollout (civil/commercial focus; community
mediation), confirming the limited interface with criminal matters. Mediate.com, legalblogs.wolterskluwer.com,
karanjawala.in

4 UNODC, Handbook on Justice for Victims (training/assistance standards for victim-support and RJ-adjacent
services). UNODC

4 Gabrielle Maxwell & Allison Morris, Restorative Justice in New Zealand: Best Practice, Office of the
Children’s Commissioner (2006).

46 Law Commission of India, 154th Report on the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (1996).

47 Crime Victims’ Rights Act, 18 U.S.C. § 3771 (2004).

11
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permit courts to realize the mental and social effect of crime, thereby making sure victim

participation inside the justice process.
Compensation Reforms:

Although Section 357A CrPC and the Victim Compensation Scheme (VCS) below the NALSA
framework offer economic comfort, delays and inconsistencies remain a venture. A device of
time-bound disbursement monitored via country legal offerings authorities is essential. The
Supreme Court in Laxmi v. Union of India**emphasized the want for set off reimbursement in

acid attack cases, putting a precedent for extending comparable efficiency throughout offences.
Awareness & Training:

Judges, prosecutors, and cops should go through specialised schooling in restorative practices.
Without sensitization, restorative justice risks being decreased to a trifling formality. The UN
Basic Principles at the Use of Restorative Justice Programmes in Criminal Matters
(2002)*stresses the significance of training stakeholders to make certain powerful

implementation.
Pilot Projects:

India should start with pilot tasks in choose categories of offences—including juvenile crimes,
assets-associated offences, and primary-time offenders—earlier than increasing restorative
justice across the board. The Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of Children) Act, 2015
already recognizes reconciliation and network service, making it a herbal place to begin for

restorative tasks.>
Integrating Community:

Civil society corporations and NGOs have to be included into restorative processes to provide
mental assist, rehabilitation, and network reintegration. Experiences from South Africa’s
submit-apartheid Truth and Reconciliation Commission exhibit the position of network

involvement in recovery and reconciliation.>!

VIII. CONCLUSION

48 Laxmi v. Union of India, (2014) 4 SCC 427.

49 United Nations Economic and Social Council, Basic Principles on the Use of Restorative Justice Programmes
in Criminal Matters, ECOSOC Resolution 2002/12.

50 The Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of Children) Act, 2015, No. 2 of 2016, India.

5! Desmond Tutu, No Future Without Forgiveness (Random House, 1999).
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Indian criminal law nowadays stands at an important crossroads, in which the conventional
State Accused centric version >2should evolve into one which actively consists of the victim as
a key participant in justice transport. The conventional opposed gadget, inherited from colonial
structures, has traditionally marginalized the sufferer, reducing them to a mere witness in their
very own case. However, the developing discourse on victimology and restorative justice gives
a possibility to reimagine the justice process as extra humane, participatory, and balanced. By
integrating restorative ideas, criminal justice can pass past retribution and deterrence, focusing
alternatively on restoration, responsibility, and reconciliation®3. This shift no longer handiest
empowers victims but also fosters perpetrator reintegration and community involvement,
which can be essential in addressing the roots of crime. Judicial recognition of sufferer
repayment, plea bargaining reforms, and the incorporation of victim-effect statements are fine

steps, but they continue to be fragmented and underutilized in practice.

To definitely embrace this paradigm, India ought to enact comprehensive legislative reforms
densuring sufferer participation at each degree, strengthen institutional mechanisms like
sufferer reimbursement schemes, and extend restorative justice applications within the crook
justice framework. Such reforms will align Indian jurisprudence with worldwide quality
practices even as honouring constitutional mandates of justice, dignity, and equality.
Ultimately, a victim-inclusive gadget will now not undermine the rights of the accused however
instead balance the scales of justice®®, making sure that sufferers are now not sidelined however
restored to the middle of justice shipping. This transformation has the capability to create a

greater responsive, empathetic, and equitable criminal justice system>® for the 215 century.
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participation).
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