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Abstract: Child victims of viclence invelved in the criminal justice system are vulnerable to
secondary victimization due to various lagal procedures that may cavse peychological distress
and retranmatization, This condition highlights the importance of implementing child-friendly
justice principles as a means of safeguarding children throughout legal proceedings. This study
aims to agnalyze the implementation of child-friendly justice principles within the Indonesian
criminal justice system and to identify their contribution to preventing secondary victimization
among child victims of violence. The research employs a normative legal research method
using statutory and conceptual approaches. Research data were collected through library
research, encompassing legislation, international legal instruments, scholarly literature, and
relevant previous studies. Data were analyzed qualitatively through interpretation, comparizon,
and evaluation of legal provisions and concepts related to child protection. The findings
indicate that child-friendly justice principles have been incorporated into various national
regulations; however, their implementation continues fo face challenges, including limited
child-friendly facilities. inadequate professional competence among law enforcement officials,
and insufficient support services. The application of child-friendly interview rooms, single-
interview procedures, psychological assistance, identity protection, and the invelvement of
trained personnel has been shown to contribute to reducing the risk of secondary victimization.
Therefore, strengthening the implementation of child-friendly justice principles is essential to
establishing a criminal justice system that is more responsive to the protection and recovery of
child vietims of viclence.

Keyword: Child-Friendly Justice, Secondary Victimization, Child Victims of Violence,
Criminal Justice System, Child Protection.
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INTRODUCTION
Children occupy a strategic position in national development, as the quality of the
younger generation determines the sustainability of a country's social, economic, and legal
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zystems in the future. Therefore, child protection constitutes a state responsibility that is not
only moral in nature but also legal. Constitutionally, Article 28B paragraph (2) of the 1945
Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia affirms that every child has the right to survival,
growth and development, and protection from wiclence and discrimination. This constitutional
guarantee demonstrates that child protection forms an integral part of the figlfillment, of human
rights, which the state 1s obligated to uphold. This commitment iz consistent with the
Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC), which recognizes children as rights holders
entitled to protection and respect for their dignity. The United Nations (1989) affirms that every
child iz entitled to the protection and care necessary for their well-being. Furthermore, Article
3(1) of the CRC provides that in all actions concerning children the beat interests of the child
shall be a primary consideration. The Committes on the Rights of the Child (2013) explains
that the principle of the best interests of the child serves not only as a general principle of child
protection but also as a substantive right, an interpretative legal principle, and a procedural rule
that must be applied in all decizions affecting children. Accordingly, child protection should
not be understood solely as a state obligation to prevent violations of children's rights, but also
as a responsibility to ensure that all policies and actions concerning children are guided by and
oriented toward the bast interests of the child.

Within the Indonesian legal system. the principle of child protection is implemented
through Law Number 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. Article 39 paragraph (1) stipulates that
the central government. regional governments, and other state institutions are obligated to
provide special protection to children in vulnerable situations, including child victims of
criminal offenses and viclence. Furthermore, Article 39A provides that such special protection
zhall be carried out through prompt intervention, psychosocial assistance, social support, and
protection and assistance at every stage of judicial proceedings. In addition, Article 64
guarantees that children in conflict with the law are entitled to humane treatment, legal and
social assistance, protection from stigma and discrimination, and the fulfillment, of their rights
throughout the legal process. Fitriani (2016) argues that the fulfillment of children's rights is
niot solely the rezponsibility of the state but also requires the active invelvement of families and
communities to ensure children's optimal growth and development These provisions
demonstrate that the protection of child vietims of violence is not merely oriented toward the
punishment of offenders but also toward the comprehensive protection and recovery of victims.

From the perspective of modern criminal law, crime victims are no longer viewed
merely as sources of evidence in the process of proving criminal offenses, but rather as legal
zubjects entitled to protection, recovery, and access to justice. Developments in victimological
scholarship have demonstrated a shift in the orientation of criminal justice systems from an
offender-oriented approach toward a victim-oriented approach that places greater emphasiz on
the right: and interests of victims Consequently, the effectiveness of the criminal justice
system iz measured not only by the state's ability to detect criminal conduct and impose
sanctions on offenders, but also by its capacity to provide effective protection for victims. In
the context of child victims of viclence, such protection requires special consideration, as
children constitute a vulnerable group that requires treatment different from that afforded to
adult victims. The involvement of children in criminal proceedings is often unavoidable
because their testimony frequently serves as crucial evidence in establishing criminal liability.
Nevertheless, legal procedures that fail to take into account the circumstances and needs of
children may result in additional harm to victims. Therefore, modern criminal law requires
protective mechaniams capable of ensuring respect for children's rights throughout the eriminal
justice process.

Despite the existence of comprehensive national and international legal frameworks for
child protection, viclence against children remains a persistent problem. This condition reflects
a gap between the protection guaranteed by law and the protection actually experienced by
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child vietims. The World Health Organization (2022) reports that exposure to violence during
childhood iz associated with an increased risk of mental health disorders, social adjustment
difficulties, risk-taking hehbayiors. and various psychosocial problems later in life. These
findings are supported by Einkelhor et al. (2020), who found that childhood exposure to
violence has long-term consequences for psychological well-being, interpersonal relationships,
and overall quality of life. Such impacts indicate that violence against children should not be
regarded solely as a matter of criminality, but also as an issue of child rights protection and
public welfare. Accordingly, the protection of child victims of violence cannot be limited to
the prosecution and punishment of offenders; it must also encompass measures that ensure the
comprehensive recovery of victimz. The recovery process is further influenced by the quality
of caregiving environments and the sense of paychelogical security provided within the family.
A supportive family environment serves as a protective factor that helps children cope with
tranmatic experiences and facilitates post-violence recovery (Pertiwi, Mupminip, & Saputra,
076y



Ancther consequence of the hish prevalence of viclence against children iz the
increasing involvement of children in the criminal justice system as victims or witnesses of
criminal offenses. In criminal proceedings, victims' testimonies frequently constitute important
evidence for establishing the factz of a case and determining the offender’s criminal
responstbility. As a result, child victims are often required to participate in various stages of
the legal process, including investigation, prosecution, and trial. While such invelvement forms
an essential part of law enforcement and the search for material truth, it may simultaneously
place children in vulnerable situations when legal procedures fail to consider their
psychological condition and special needs as victims.

Under Indonesian positive law, the protection of child victims within criminal
proceedings is regulated by Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Justice System.
Article 90 grants child victims and child witnesses the right to receive medical rehabilitation,
zocial rehabilitation, security protection, and access to information regarding the progress of
their cases. This provision demonstrates that the criminal justice system functions not only as
a mechanizm for enforcing criminal liability against offenders bot also as an instrument for
protecting victims. Nevertheless, numerous studies have shown that victim-insensitive
procedures may generate significant psychological distress. Goodman-Brown et al. (2003)
explain that investigative and examination procedures that fail to consider the victim's
condition may exacerbate the trauma experienced by child victims. Similarly, Campbell (2005
found that victims' interactions with legal institutions significantly influence their
psychological recovery. This situation creates a paradox within the criminal justice system,
whereby mechanisms intended to provide protection may instead become sources of additional
suffering for victims.

In victimological scholarship, this phenomencn is commonly referred to as secondary
victimization. Orth (2002) defines secondary wvictimization as the additional suffering
experienced by victims as a result of institutional responzes following the comsission of a
criminal offense. In other words, the harm suffered by victims does not necessarily end with
the eriminal act that constitutes the source of primary vietimization but may continue through
negative experiences encountered during the handling of the case. WWalklate (2018) argues that
victims® experiences are determined not only by the crime itself but also by how they are treated
throughout the legal process. Similarly, Wemmers (2018) emphasizes that judicial procedures
that fail to respond sensitively to victims® needs may aggravate travma and impede recovery.
In the context of child victims of violence, this rizk iz even greater becanze children have
limited capacity to understand complex legal proceedings and different levels of ability to cope
with the pressures associated with criminal justice processes.
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Van Niekerk and Coetzee (2020) found that child victims constitute a particularly
vulnerable group with regard to secondary victimization due to legal procedures that require
them to repeatedly recount their experiences of violence. Forms of secondary victimization
may include repeated interviews, victim-blaming questions, unnecessary confrontation with
offenders, disclosure of victims’ identities, delays in legal proceedings, and treatment that iz
insensitive to victims® psychological conditions. From a criminal law perspective, these
circumstances demonstrate that wvictim protection cannot be achieved solely through the
punishment of offenders but must also include guarantees that all stages of the criminal justice
process do not inflict additional harm upon victims. Accordingly, the protection of child
victims extends bevond safeguarding them from the initial criminal act and encompaszes
protection from adverse consequences that may arise throughout legal proceedings.

From a victimological perspective, secondary victimization illustrates how the eriminal
justice system itzelf may become a source of additional suffering when legal procedures and
case-handling mechanisms are not conducted in a manner that is responsive to victims’ needs.
This phenomenon presents a significant challenge for medern criminal justice systems because
the objectives of law enforcement extend beyond the punizshment of offenders to include the
protection of victims. In cases involving child victims of violence, the failure to provide
adequate protection during legal proceedings may conflict with the principle of the best
interests of the child, which has been recognized in both national and international legal
instruments. Therefore, the prevention of secondary victimization constitutes an integral
component of legal protection for child victims within the criminal justice system As a
response to these concerns, the concept of child-friendly justice has emerged, positioning
children as rights holders who are entitled to special protection throughout legal procesdings.
The development of this concept reflects criticism of conventional justice approaches that tend
to prioritize evidentiary and procedural objectives over the needs and protection of children.
The Council of Europe (2011) defines child-friendly justice as a justice system that guarantees
respect for children's rights while taking into account their age, maturity, needs, and
peychological condition. A child-friendly justice system must ensure effective access to justice,
protection from discrimination, respect for children's dignity, meaningful participation in
proceedings affecting them, and protection from re-victimization throughout the legal process.
This concept iz based on the understanding that children possess specific needs that require
treatment different from that accorded to adults at every stage of legal proceedings.

Accordingly, child-friendly justice encompasses not only the provision of child-
friendly physical facilities but also procedures, institutional mechanizms, and the conduct of
law enforcement officials that are oriented toward the protection of children's rightz. A child-
gentered, protective approach is also consistent with social control theory and restorative
approaches, which emphasize the importance of social support in preventing deviant behavior
and strengthening children's reintegration into society (Pertiwi & Saimima, 2022). Consistent
with this principle, the Committee on the Rights of the Child (2009) affirms that every child
capable of forming their own views has the right to express thoze views freely in all matters
affecting them, and that such views must be given due weight according to the child's age and
maturity. Furthermore, the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (2009) explains that the
protection of child victims may be enhanced through interview techniques that minimize
repeated questioning, professional assistance throughout legal procesdings, protection of
victims® identities, the use of child-friendly interview facilities, and proceduses tailored to
children's specific needs. Collectively. these principles demonstrate that child-friendly justice
functions as a legal protection mechanism aimed at preventing the adverse consequences
arizing from children's involvement in the criminal justice svstem.




Within the Indonesian legal system, the principlas of child-friendly justice have been
incorporated imnto Law Mumber 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Tustice System. Article 18
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requires law enforcemeant officials to pronitiza the best interasts of the child and to promote a
family-onented atmosphare m handling cases mvelving children In addifion, wvarous
provisions of the Tuvenile Crimimal Tustice Syetern Law emphaziza the protection of children's
rights, assistance throughout legal proceedings, humans treatment, protection from stigma, and
the fulfillmant of children's neads whils they are invelved m legal processes. These provisions
demonstrate that the protection of child victims haz become an mtegral component of
Indonesia’s erimimal law policy, reflecting 2 conumitment to huwman rights and the best inferests
of the child.

Mavertheless, the implementation of these prninciples continues to face sigmificant
challenzes. Fririani (2016) notes that child protechion in practics 15 often hindered by limuted
supporting facilities, madequats intar-azency coordmation, and the suboptimal implamentation
of child protection policies. Moreover, the wneven availability of child-friendly mterview
facilitias, the shortage of professional support personnel, and variations m the capacity of law
enforcement officials to handle cazes mvolving children raveal a gap between the nommative
lezal famework and its practical implementation. These conditions indicate that the existencs
of legal regulations alone does not auwtomatically zuarantes effsctive protection for child

victims of viclence throughout cimmal procesdings. Revizwer

Previous studies have extensivaly axamined the protaction of child victims of violanca, Sl il sritian i
children's rights withm the criminal justics system, the impact of secondary vietimization, and w priwheielinlrbetnfriaftirieiin m
the mmplementation of child-friendly justice. Van Miskerk and Coetzee (2020), for example, Gl AP e

explored various forms of secondary vietimizztion experianced by child victons during
erinimal proceedings. Likewize, the Council of Eurapa (2011) and the Commuttee on the Rights
of the Child (2009) emphasized the importance of implementing child-friendly justics
principles to safeguard children's rights throughout legal processes. However, studies that
spacifically analize the implementation of child-friendly justice as a mechanizm for preventing
secondary victrmization ameong child victoms of violence within the Indonesian erimmal justics
svstem remain limited . hdost existing ressarch addreszaz thazs two concepts zeparatsly, leaving
inzufficient analysiz of the relationship between the implementation of child-frisndly justics
and efforts to prevent secondary victimization within an mtegrated analyhical framework.
This gap in the literaturs highlights the naad for 2 more comprehensive exammation of
how child-friendly justice prmeiples, as incorporated imfo national legal instruments, ars
implemented within the eriminal justice system and the extent to which their implementation
providss protection zgainst secondary victimization for child victims of violenca Such an
anzly=is 1z important becauzs the effectrvaness of legal protection dapends not only on the
existance of legal nomms but zlse on their capacity to provide tangibls safeguards for victims,
Based on this research gap, the present study aims fo gnalyze the mplementabion of chuld-
friendly justice principles within the Indonesian enminal justics system and to identify their
contribution to preventing secondary victimization among child vietims of viclencs.



METHOD

This stady employs 2 nommative legal research method amed af geglyzing, the irple-
mentation of child-friendly justice principles within the criminal justice system 23 2 means of
preventing secondary victimization ameong child victize of vielence Momative legal ressarch
iz appropriate because the focus of the study lies in examining lezal nomms, legal principles,
child protection doctrines, and concepts related to victim protection within the criminal justice
gystem According to Marmald (20217, normative lzzal research views law as a set of nomms
and rules governing human conduct, with its primary object of analyziz being legislation, legal
principles, and legal doctrmes. Similarty, Thrahim (2019) argues that nommative legal ressarch
seeks to identify lezal argusnents, lezal principles, and lazal concepts that provide 2 foandation
far addressing the Japal ivues under cxamination.
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This shady adopts both a staiutory approach and a concegioal approach. The sthutory
approach iz employed to examine legal insmements poverning child protection and the criminal
Justice system, incloding the 1845 Constitution of the Fepublic of Indomesia, Law Mumber 35
of 2014 on Child Protection, Lan Mumber 11 0f 2012 oo the Tovenile Crimimal Tustice System,
and relevant mtemational legal instruments such a= the Comvention on the Fights of the Child
and the Guidelines of the Committes of Mimisters of the Council of Europe on Child-Friendly
Tustice. According to Marmuki (2021), the st2futory approach myvolves 2 systematic examina-
tion of 21l legal regulations Televant to the legal izsue under stody in order to assass the con-
sigtency and coherence of the applicable legal framework. Meanwhile, the concepiual approach
iz utilimed to zuplyze the concepts of child-friendly justice, secondary victimization, wictim
profection, and the principle of the best interests of the child as the theorstical foumdation of
il research. This approach iz eszential for understanding the meaning, scope, and interrela-
tionship of comcepts developed within lepal scholarship and child protection studies (Torzhim,
2015

The shady relies exclusively on secondary data consisting of primary, secondary, and
tertiary legal materizls Primary legal materials mchude legislation amd international legal in-
sruments relatmg to child protection and the crieminal justice system. Secondary legal materials
consist of books, netionzl and international joumal anticles, previous ressarch findings, reparts
izzwed by povernmental institutions and irtemational organizations, 25 well as other scholarty
publications relevant to the research topic. Tertiary legal materals inchude legal dictionaries,
mm and ather reference sources used to support the mterpretation of legal concepts
and terminology. This classification of lzzal materials i3 consistent with the famework pro-
posed by Soskamio and Biamundi (201%), who distingaish legal research spurce: acconding to
their fimction and level of authornty in providing legal mformation.

Diata were collected through library research by identifying, compiling, and reviewing
legzl material: and scholarly Literature relevant to the focws of the stady. Library research was
selected because this study is oriented toward the examination of lezal norms, legal doctrines,
and previous :tudies conceming the protection of child victims: of vielence within the criminal
justice system The collected materials were subsequently classified according to key themes,
namely the protection of child victims of vialence, sacondary victimization, and the implemen-
tation of child-Sriendly justice principlss within the cimmal jostice system.

The data were zualyzed qualitatively wsing 2 descriptivk-anatvtical method. Accarding
1o eakania md hamydy (2018), qualitative anabysis in legal rescarch imolves interpreting
angd correlating legal provisions, doctrine:, and scholarly opiniens to obfain 2 comprehensive
mderstanding of the legal isme meder investigation. The amaly=is waz conducted throush the
identification of relevant legal norms, lzgal interpretation, comparison of national amd imtema-
tionz] legal instromentz, and evaluation of previous studies conceming the protection of child
victims of vialence. Furthermors, the study egamined the extent to which the existing norma-
tive framewark correzponds with the implementation of child-friendly justice principles within
the criminal jostice system. The findings were nied to idestify the contritution of child-friendly
justice to the prevention of secondary victimization and to formmalate recommendation: for
sirengthening legal protection mechanizms fior child victims of violence.



RESULT AND DISCUSSION
& Implemenration of Child-Frisndly Jostice Eriuciples syithin. the Indonesian Criminal
Tnstica System
The prmciple of child-friendly justice represents an approach that positions children as
rights holders enfitled to special protection throughout legal procesdimes. This concept
emerged from the recognition that children possess distinet need: and vulnerabilities comparsd
to adults and thersfore require special meatment at every stage of the justice process. The ap-
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proach emphasizes respect for children's dignity, meaninzful participation, protection of pri-
vacy, and the fulfillmeps of children's rights when imteracting with legal irstitutions. Eilkelly
and Dlsyxier (2023} explain that child-friendhy justice is an approach that places children’s
rights, participation, and best interests af the gentar,of all stages of judicial proceedings.

Within the Indonesian context, the principles of child-friendly justice have been incor-
porated into various legal mstnmments, particularly Law Mumber 11 of 2012 on the Tovenile
Criminal Tostice System and Law Number 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. Thess regulztions
extablish variou: forms of protection for children myolved in lagal proceeding:, meluding child
victims of criminal offenses. Aprilianda et al (2013) argue that the development of child law
in Indopesia reflects a gradual shift from an ofender-criented approach toward one that places
Ereater emphaziz on the rights and interests of child victims within the justice process,

Taplel. Mﬁ G\H—I‘nmﬂh Tpstipe,
Principle Leg:.l Haziz Teapl jom Gap
Teerves as e | primary basis.
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Table 1 demonstrates that Indonesia has nomatively adopied vartous child-friendly
justice principles within its crimimal justice system. These legal provisions reflect the state's
conmitMent to ensuring protection for children mvolved in legal procesdms:, incloding child
victims of criminal offenses. However, Jugraha et al. (2023) mdicate that although the legal
framework govemming child protection iz relatively comprehenzive, the practical implementa-
tion of child protection principle: contimues to face significant challenges, reslting in the in-
complets realization of the intended protective objectives.

The findirgs further reveal that the implementation of child-friendly justice principles
remains suboptimal. One of the principal challenzes i3 the unegqual availzbility of child-friendby
interview and examination facilities across differsnt regions. Buch facilities constinate an es-
sential prerequisite for creating a safe and supportive environmest for child victims participat-
ing in legal procesdings. Furthermore, disparities remain in the capacity and competence of
law enforcement officials responsible for kandling cases volving child victims of violence.
Bipangdipo.and Sugiharty (2023) found that instinetional caparity and the quality of implemen-
tation are amons the most :ignificant factors miluencing the effectivenss: of child profection
within the justice sy stem.

These findng: suggest that the primary obstaclss to implementing child-fisndly justice
in Indonesia are not regulatory in nature et rather relate to metrotionz] capacity and suppor-
ing resources. This mdicates that the effectivensss of child protection depend: not cnly on the
existence of legal nomms but also on the ability of justice institutions to translate those nonms
into practices that gemuinely respond to children's needs. Lihis (2025) arguoes that the soccess
of the juvenils justice system i3 smonely influenced by mstibotional capacity, misr-agency co-
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ordination, and the ability of law enforcement personnal to apply approaches that prienitiza tha
best mnterests of the child.

Another challenze concerns the lunitad availability of profezzional support parsonnsl,
inclndmg psyehologists, social workers, and victim advocates with speeialized expertise m
handling child victims. As a result, not all cheld victime recerve adequate psychosocial assiz-
tance throughout lagal proceedings. In addition, evidentiary considarations continue to domi-
nate crimunal procesdmzs, often outweighing approaches focused on victim recovery and pro-
tection. Appilianda (2025) notes that the Indoneszian juvenile justice swstem still reguires
stronger mechanisms that enable the voices and sxpenences of victims to racalve greatsr con-
zideration during judicial proceedings. Thiz condition suggests that strengthenms the 1maple-
mentation of child-friendly justice should mvolve not only regulatory improvemesnts but also a
broader paradigm shift toward a justice system that pricritizes the protection and recovery of
child victims. Chandra (2023} further explaine that restorative approaches within the juvenila
Justice svstem can remforce victim protechion and recovery while maintaming the objectives
of crimumal law enforcement.

b. The Raole of Child-Friendly Justice, in Preventing s s
Child Vieti £ Vol Secendary, Victimization amang.

From a wictimological perspective, secondary victimization refars to the addifional
harm expenianced by victims as a result of responses recerved after the commizsion of a
crimimal offsnse, whether from the social spviromment or from metitufions responsible for
handling the cazs. In the comtext of chuld wictims of viclencs, secondary victnmzation may
occur whan legal processes that zre imtended to provide protsction instead generate new
peychelogical distress for victims. Such circumstances may arise through repeated interviaws,
treatment that 1= nsensitive to the condition of the child, or madequate protection of tha
victim's psychological nesds througheut legal proceedimzs. Apnlianda ot al (2025) argue that
the protection of child vichme extends bevond law snforcement measures agamst offandars
and meludes efforts to prevent secondary hanms that may worsen victims’ conditions during
the ustice process.

TahlelE 5 tas Victimnizati

Manifestation in Legal Proceedings Impact on Children

Form of Secondary Vic-
timization
. L Children are reguired to recouwnt their expern-
Repeated mterviews ences at multiple stazes of proceedings
Cruestions or statements that imply responsi-

Pe-rzumatization

Victim blaming ‘ility on the part of the victisy Feelinz: of shame and guilt
Confrontation writh the of  Direct encowsters with o exposire to the of- s
fond der durinz pr o Fear and anxiety
De]:rﬁ'ed]f:;j!lpmcezn- Prolonged cass processing Long-term stress
Lack ucfpcruﬁgsn'nnnl zup-  Insufficient prychelogical and social assis- _ .
port tfanre Cibatacles to recovery
Disclosure of identity  Victims' ientites become publicly knoym  S00.21 SUZR 08 dscrimina-

Source: Proceszed research data, 2024,

Az illustrated i Table 2, zscondary victimization may arise i various forms throughout
criminal procsedings. One of the most commen forms 1= repezted mterviswing, which raguires
child victims to repeatedly recount traumatic experiences to differant actors at various stages
of the ustice process. Such circumstances may reactivate traumatic memeries and hinder vie-
tims’ racovery. Mugraha et al. (2025) demonsirate that legal procedures that fail to consider
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children’s psyehological conditions may mereass vulnerability to prolonged trauma and mm-
peds post-crime recovary.

In addition to repeated inferviews, vietim-blammz practices may produce sarions psy-
chological consaquencas for child vietims. Questions, conunents, or attitudes that implicithy
place responsibility on victims can genarate fealings of shama and guilt while undermining
their self-esteem. A= 2 consequence, victims may become reluctant to disclose their Er:pm—
ences openly and may lose trust in the justice systern Puin (2023) found that victims" experi-
ences during legal procesdings are significantly influsnced by the guality of protaction pro-
vided by judicial institutions and by the approaches adepted by law enforcemant officials.

Ancther form of secondary vietimization imvolves direct confrontation batween victims
and offanders during lagal procsedings. For child victims of violencs, particularly sexual vie-
lence, encounters with offenders may revive feelings of fear, anctiaty, and insecurity associzted
with the crigmal victimization Conssquently, victim protaction extends bevond evidentiary
considerations and meludss efforts to create 2 safs environment throughout the justics process.
Luhiz (2025) arzues that effactrve child protection must mmimize peychological pressurs and
euarantes vietims' safety whila they participate m lagal proceedingz.

Furtharmaore, prolongad legal procesdmz: and madequate peychosonial support may
increase the nisk of secundan victimization. When vietims are required to wait extended peri-
ods for easze resolution without receiving sufficiant zssistance, peychological recovery becomes
increasingly diffienlt. Thiz condition demonstrates that vietim protection requires a compre-
hensive and continuous approach. Bachmid, (2025) emphasizes that juvenile justice systems
should integrate legal protection with psychosocial support in order to achisve the objectives
of child protection moere effactively.

From a victimologieal standpoimnt, these varions forms of secondary vietimization mndi-
cate that criminal justice processes may themsalves become sources of additional suffering
when adeguate protective mechanizms are abzent. Therefore, the effactiveness of a crimmal
Justies systam should not be measured solely by its capacity to mvestigate erimes and punizh
offendars, but also by its ability to provide protection, support, and recovery for victims. Thess
findings suggest that victim protection must become an integral component of the juvenila
eriminal justice system to ensure that legal proceedings do net produce consequences that are
contrary to the fundamental objactives of child protection.

The analysis further dermonstrates that the implemantation of child-frendly justice prin-
ciples plays a crucial role in preventing secondary victomization among child victms of vio-
lence. Child-friendly interview procedures, protection of privacy and confidentiality, profas-
zionzl aszistance, child-zensitive commmmication, and the availability of child-friendly facilitias
collectivaly contribute o reducing the rizk of re-tranmatization during lagal procesdmgs. By
encuring that childran are traatad with dizmity and rezpect thronghout the juztics procesz, ehild-
friendly justice fimetions not only 25 2 mechamsm for protecting children's right= but al=o az
an effactive siratepy for mmimizing the harmful consequences associated with their involve-
ment in criminzl proceedings. Consequently, sirengtheming the implementation of child-
friendly justice principles should be ragarded as an sssential component of efforts to pravent
secondary victimization and to promote 2 meora victim-orientad criminal justice system.

Table 3. Im Iemta.hun of Child-Friendly Justice

Strategy ation Dbjective Contribution
Child-frendly interview rooms Ctev_h.ug 1 safe environment Fedurms victims ' angisty
Single interiew approach Awpiding repeated spaminations Feducing re-trammatization
Prychological assistance Providing emotional suppart Facilitating wictims" recovery
Exzmination by traized person-  Adapting communication to children's Peducing psychological dis-
nel nesds ress
Andiovisual tecknoloey Minimizms direct contact with offenders ~ Preventing re-victimization
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[denfity protechen Safesuardims children's privacy Preventns social stizma
Source: Proceszed research data, 2026

Table 3 demonstrates that the principles of child-frisndly justice make 2 significant
contribution to preventing zacondary victimization among child victims of violence. The vari-
ous sirategies mcorporated withm thiz approach zre mtended to ensurs that legal procesdmes
do not zenerate additional psyekological distress for victims. Sapuat ot al. (2024) explain that
chuld protection policies oriented toward victims' needs are capable of enhancmg the sffactive-
nesz of legal protection while simultaneously reducing the nsk of further psychelogical harm
during lagal procesdmgs.

Ome of the most important strategies is the provision of child-frisadly interview rooms
desiznad to create a safe and supportive snviromment for victims. Intarview settings that do not
resambls formal mterrogzation rooms enzbla children to recount their sxperiences more calmly
and openly. Such conditions help reducs anxiety and mprove the guality of information ob-
tained during mtervizws. Psychelogical safety constitutas an important factor that enzbles chil-
dren to fael more comfortable m disclosing their experiences to individuals responsible for
providing assistance and pm‘ter:hnn (Pertini et al | 2026). Mummala and Hagaps (2023) further
emphasize that the provision of child-friendly facilities and mechanisms forms an essential
compenent of a justies system oriented toward the proteetion of children's nghts.

Anpther strategy with substantial preventive value 1= the immplementation of the singls
interview approach. This method aims to reduce the need for rapeatad questicning, which has
longz bean recognizad az one of tha primary cauzss of sacondary vietmmization. Through affec-
tive inter-agency coordination and adequate documentation mechansms, mformation provided
by child victims can be vhilized more efficiently without raquirme them to repeatadly recount
the zame trawmatic sxpsrence. hMuliam et al. (2023) demonstrate that the simplification of
procedures invelving child victime, combined with enhanced inter-institutional coordination,
contributes significantly to improving the quality of child protection throughout lagal procaad-

Psychological assistance also plays 2 eritical role i helping victims cope with emo-
tional prezzures during legal procesdmes. The mvolvement of psychologists, social workers,
and victim advocates can assist children in understanding the legal process while simultane-
ously providing the emotional suppert neceszary to navigate it Such assistance sarves not only
2z a profective machanizm but zlso as an integral part of victims' recovery. Sutanto and Ba-,
baditva (2024) argune that effective child protection requires a multidiseiplinary approach m-
volving varous profeszional actors to ensure that vietims' neads are addreszad comprehen-
arvaly.

Furthermare, axaminations cenducted by persomnal whe possess spacialized expertiza
in commnmicating with children ean reduce tha likelihood of vietim-blaming questions or other
forms of insensitive trezbmant. An understanding of child psyehelogical development anahles
professionals to adopt commmuwmcation spproaches that ars zppmpnate to the child’s age and
circumstances, theraby creating a safer and mere supportive interview process. Professiomal
compatencs thersfore constitotes 2 cructal factor in ensurmg that lazzal procssdings do not re-
sult in secondary vicmuzation.

The use of audiovizual technology also comtributes significantly to the prevention of
zecondary victmization. hschanizms such as video-racorded testimony and remote participa-
tion zllow children to provide mformation without having to face offendars directly. Such
meazures halp reduce faar, amiety, and emetional distress while mamtaining the evidentiary
value of victims’ statements. Somilarly, the protection of victims' identities plays a vital rola m
safagnarding childran from soeial stigma diserimination, and unwanted public exposure that
may arise from eriminal procesdings.
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The finding= indicate that the implementation of child-friendly justice contributes sub-
stantially to reducing the nzk of secondary victimization ameng child victims of violance.
These fmdmzs remfores the view that a victim-gegterad approach within the crimmal justica
system enhances both the quality of legal protection and the effectivenass of victim recovery.
Senandr and Krey (2024) emphasizs that the sucecess of a juvenils metice system should not ba
asseszad solely by itz ability to resolve caszes, but also by its capacity to ensure the protection,
well-being, and recovery of children imvolved m legal procesdings. Consequently, strengthen-
g tha implemantation of child-frismdly justica principlss should be regardad a= an szzential
compeonent of criminal jostice reform ammed at safsgnarding child vietms and preventing re-
victimization throughout the legal process.

Child Victims of Violence
¥
Criminal Justice Process

Risk of Secondary Victimiztion

¥
Imiplementstion of

 Child-Friendly Justice

+ Provision of Napperi andl Assintancs

+ Ui Frieadly Imervies Resss

& gl v (Crug-Fioma [nbarvies |

® Traiowd asd Sproisived Porsase

+ Protertim of Riewity and Conlabentiabity

Preventinn of Secondser Victimizstion

*

Victin Recorery and Protection |

Figure 1. Child-Friendly Justice Implementation Model

Figura 1 illustrates the relationship batursen child victims of violencs, criminal justics
proceszas, the risk of secondary vietimization, and the implementation of child-frisndly justics
principles. The model demonstrates that the mvolvement of child victims in lagal procesdmezs
mzy zenerate additional psvehological consaquences when judicizl procssses are conducted
without adequate consideration of the victims’ neads and circumstances, Such risks arise be-
cause children zrs often required to enzaga with legal procedurss that may reactrvats traumatic
axparniencas associated with the ongimal vietimuzation. Mormala and Hapapd (2023) argue that
the protection of children involved in the justice system should be oriented toward praventing
adverse conzaquances that may dizmpt their psvchological and social development. Thiz per-
spactive 15 consistant with the findings of Pertiwi et al. (2023), who demenstrate that peycho-
zocial factors and individual characteristics play a significant role m child and adolzscent de-
velopment, thareby requirms child protection measures to be implemsnted through integprated
lagal, familial, and soeial approachas.

The model further indicates that child-friendly justics functions as a protective macha-
nizmw capzabla of mitigating the adverse effects associatad with lapal procesdmz:. Components
such as professional assistance, child-friendly interview rooms, single interview procedures,
identity protection, and the involvement of specially trained personnel constitute mterventions
desiznad to prevent re-vietimization Sapuf et al (2024) explam that ehild protechon policies
oriented toward victims® needs contribute significantly to enhancing the effectiveness of the
Juvenile mstice system while spmultansonsly strensthaning the protection affordsd to victims.
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The inchusion of psychological assistance within the mode] demonstrates that legal pro-
tectioa for child victime extend: beyond purely lapal considerations and encompazse: psycha-
logical and socizl dimenzions. Assistance provided throushout legal procesdings enables vic-
tims to better understand the process they are undergoing, reduces anxiety, md swengthens
il capacity to cope with judicial procesdings. Mpbapgk (2023) argoe: that a comprehensive
child protection Tamework must mbegrate legal, psychalogical, and zocial dimensions in order
to address victims' needs effectively.

In addition, the implementation of the singls imterview approach depicted in the modsl
reflects efforts to reduwce repeated questioning, which has long been recognized as one of the
primary causes of secondary victimization. This strategy enahles information provided by vic-
tims to e utilized more effectivaly without raquiring them to repeatedhy Talive tramatic sx-
periznces durms multiple stages of legal proceedings. Ghond.and Eujiyone, (2020) found that
simplifying procedures in cazes immolving children comtribiotes to improving the quality of pro-
tecticn while mirimizinz adverse consaquences arising from lzzal processes.

The protection of victims' identities also constitotes 2 crucial component of the child-
friendly justice implementation model. Confidentiality serves not only to safeguard children's
privacy bat also to prevent social stizma, discrimination, and socizl pressures that may kinder
recovery. Mova and S8zl (1013) emphasize that identity protection forms an integral part of
the right: guarantesd to children and must be ensured by the state thooughmat judicial procesd-
ings

Based pn the mode] prezented m Figore 1, it cam be understood that child-friendly jus-
tice function: not oaly as an mstnmsent of legal protection bat 2lzo as a preventive mechaniam
2zainst zecondary victimization that iz oriented toward victim recovery. Accordingly, the ef-
fectivensss of the criminal justice system should not be 2zsessad solaly by is ability to impese
sanctions on offendsrs but also by its capacity to provide protection, securify, and recovery
suppart for child victims of violence [narptubug et al. (2023) emphasize that an effactive ju-
venils justice system must be capable of balancing the ﬂl’.‘gﬂ.‘h‘:‘ﬁ of Lz enforcement with the
protection of children's rights and the realization of the best interests of the child

CONCLUSION

This sudy demonstrates that the principles of child-friendly justice play 2 cscial mole
in preventing secondary victimization ameng child victim: of vislence within the criminal jus-
tice systern From a nommative perspective, various child protection principles have basn in-
carporated mto Indomesian legislation, particularky Lhm‘ughL:m Tumber 11 of 2012 on the
Junrenile Criminal Mustice Svstem and Law Wumber 33 of 2014 on Child Protection. These legal
provisions reflect the state's commitment to ensuring the protection, participation, ad falfill-
ezt of children's dghts throushout legal proceedings,

The findings indicate that the ieplementation of child-fiendly justics contributes siz-
nificantly to reducing the mizk of sacondary victimization thooogh a range of protective mech-
anispe, mcluding the provizion of child-friendly isterview reoms, the application of single
interview procedures, poychological assistancs, protection of victims” idemtities, and the in-
volvement of perzonnel with specialized expertizs in handling cazes imvolving children, These
mechanizms serve to minimize the psychalogical distre:s that may arise daring legal procesd-
ings while sivniltaneously supporting victims® recovery.

HNewertheless, the effectiveness of child-friendly justice implementation coatizues o be
influenced by several challenge:, particularly these related to institutional capacity, the avail-
ability of qualified human respurces, supporting facilities, and inter-zzency coordination.
Therefore, efforts to strenpthen the implementation of child-fiendly justice should be purswed
contimowsly to ensore that the criminal justice system i= not selely oriemted toward the prose-
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cotion and pumishment of effendars, bat is also capables of providing effective protection and
recovery for child victims of violence.

This study contributes to the development of legal scholarship by reafinming that child-
friendly justics constitufe: an egzential metrument for building a crimmal justice system that is
mare responsive to children's needs and best interests while simultaneously promoting the pre-
vertion of secondary victimization. Accordingly, the imtesration of child-fiendly justice prin-
ciples inte criminal jostice practices should be regarded a: a fimdamenta] component of victim-
arismted fustice and the broader protaction of children's rights,
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Feedback Revision Reviewer A

a. Abstrak: Please clarify the novelty and unique contribution of the study in the abstract.

b. Introduction: Please clarify the novelty and specific contribution of this study more explicitly.
Although the research gap has been identified, the distinction between this study and previous

research could be emphasized further.

c. Result and Discussion:

1.

d. Conclusion: The conclusion is well aligned with the study objectives and findings. However, a
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Abstract: Child victims of viclence involved in the criminal justice system are vulnerable to
secondary victimization due to various legal procedures that may cavse psychological distress
and refraumatization, This condition highlights the importance of implementing child-friendly
justice principles as a means of safeguarding children throughout legal proceedings. This study
aims to gpalyze the implementation of child-friendly justice principles within the Indonesian
criminal justice system and to identify their contribution to preventing secondary victimization
among child victims of violence. This study contributes to the literature by examining child-
friendly justice as a preventive framework against secondary victimization and by linking
international child protection standards with the Indonesian criminal justice system. The
research employz a normative legal research method using statutory and conceptual
approaches. Research data were collected through library research, encompassing legislation,
international legal instruments, scholarly literature, and relevant previous studies. Data were
analyzed, qualitatively through interpretation, comparison, and evalvation of legal provisions
and concepts related to child protection. The findings indicate that child-friendly justice
principles have been incorporated into various national regulations; however, their
implementation continues to face challenges, including limited child-friendly facilities,
inadequate professional competence among law enforcement officials, and insufficient support
services. The application of child-friendly interview rooms, single-interview procedures,
psychological assistance, identity protection, and the involvement of trained personnel has been
shown to contribute to reducing the risk of secondary victimization. Therefore, strengthening
the implementation of child-friendly justice principles is essential to establishing a criminal
justice system that is more responsive to the protection and recovery of child victims of
violence.

Keyword: Child-Friendly Justice, Secondary Victimization, Child Victims of Violence,
Criminal Justice System, Child Protection.
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Within the Indonesian legal system, the principles of child-friendly justice have been
mcorporated into Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Justice System. Article 18
requires law enforcement officials to prionitize the best mterests of the child and to promote &
family-oriented atmosphere in handling cases involving children. In addition, various
provisions of the Juvenile Criminal Justice System Law emphasize the protection of children's
rights, assistance throughout legal proceedings, humane treztment, protection from stigma, and
the fulfillment of children's needs while they are involved in legal processes. These provisions
demonstrate that the protection of child victims has become an integral component of
Indonesia’s criminal law policy, reflecting a commitment to human rights and the best interests
of the child.

Mevertheless, the implementation of these principles continues to face significant
challenges. Fitriani (2016) notes that child protection in practice is often hindered by limited
supporting facilities, inadequate inter-agency coordination, and the suboptimal implementation
of child protection policies. horeover, the uneven availability of child-friendly mterview
farilities, the shortage of professional support personnel, and varations in the capacity of law
enforcement officials to handle cases involving children revesl a gap between the nommative
legal framework and its practical implementation. These conditions indicate that the existence
of legal regulations alone does not automatically guasrantee effective protection for child
victims of violence throughout criminal proceedings.

Previous studies have extensively examined the protection of child victims of viclence,
children's rights within the criminal justice system, the impact of secondary victimization, and
the lmplemeutauon of child-fnendly justice. Van Niekerk and Coetzee (2020, for example,
explored various forms of secondary wictimization experienced by child victims during
criminal proceedings. Likewise, the Council of Europe (2011) and the Committee on the Rights
of the Child (2009) emphasued the importance of implementing child-friendly justice
principles to safeguard children's rights throughout legal processes. However, studies that
specifically analyze the implementation of child-friendly justice as a mechanism for preventing
secondary victimization among child victims of vielence within the Indonesian eriminal justice
system remain limited. Most existing research addresses theze two concepts separately, leaving
msufficient analysis of the relationship between the implementation of child-friendly justice
and efforts to prevent secondary victimization within an integrated analytical framework. The
novelty of this study lizz in reconceptualizing child-friendly justice not merely as a general
child-protection principle, but as 2 preventive legal framework for redu::mg the risk of
secondary victimization among child victims of violence. Unlike previous studies that
primarily discuss child-friendly justice and secondary victimization as separate issues. this
study integrates both coneepts within a single analytical framework to examine how child-
friendly justice safeguards function throughout the criminal justice process. Furthermore, this
study contributes to the literature by assessing the consistency between imternational child-
friendly justice standards and Indonesian legal regulations, while identifying specific
procedural safegnards that support a victim-gentered approach to the protection and recovery
of child victims.

This gap in the literature highlights the need for a more comprehensive examination of
how child-friendly justice principles, as mmcorporated into natiomal legal mstruments, are
implemented within the criminal justice svstem and the extent to which their implementation
provides protection against secondary victimization for child wictims of wiclence. Such an
analysis 1s important because the effectiveness of legal protection depends not only on the
existence of legal norms but also on their capamti to prcmde tangible safeguards for victims.
Based on this research gap, the present study aims to mme implementation of child-
friendly justice principles within the Indonesian criminal justice system and to identify ther
contribution to preventing secondary victimization among child victims of violence.
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tive framework comespands with the implementation of child-friendly justice principles within
the criminal justice system. The fndinzs were used to identify the contribution of child-friendly
justice o the prevention of secondary victimization and to formulate recommendations for
sirengthening legal protection mechanizms for child victims of vialence.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION
& Implamentstion.of Child-Friendly Justice. Principles within the Indonesian Cripinal
Justire System

The principle of child-friendly justice represents an approach that positions children as
righis holders entitled to special protection throughout legal proceedings. This concept
amerged from the recognition that children possess distinct needs and valnerabilities compared
1o adultz and therefore require special treatment at every stzge of the justice process. The ap-
proach emphasizes respect for children's dignity, meaningful parmicipation, protection of pri-
wvacy, and tha fulfillmant of children's rights whan interacting with lazal institutions. Kilkellr
and Playsiar {2023) explain that child-friendly justice iz an approach that places childran's
rights, pamicipation, and best interests at the gepterof all stazes of judicizl proceedimgs.

Within the Indonesian comtext, the principles of child-friendly justice have been incar-
porated mto various legal instruments, particularly Law Xumber 11 of 2012 on the Juvenils
Criminal Justice System and Law MNumber 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. These regulations
establizh various forms of protection for children involved in legal proceedings, inchiding child
victims of criminzl offenzes. Aprilianda =t al. (2023) argoe that the development of child law
in Indonesia reflects 2 gradual shift from an offender-orientad approzch toward one that places
Ereater emphasiz on the rizhts and interasts of child victims within the justice process.

Tabje 1. Erngiples of Child-Friendly Justice,

Frindple Legal Basis Current Tmgpl [T Tmapl aticn Gap
Bestimersts  LawNo 33ofl0ldamilaw oo b D POV oy of umidorm innple-
of the child Ho. 11 of 2012 victims mentation sandards
Clild - Children are provided op- Childrens views are nat

F:r:'c' Law Mo, 11052012 pormumities to express thelr  always grven primary con-
Fat ViEWE zideration
Privacy pro- LawNo. 35 0£ 2014 Pubfication of dhildress Cases of identity Saclo-
techon B idemtities is profibited SUIE CORMRDE 10 00T
At Azglstamce provided by par- Limted availabality of
a-nd- Law Mo, 11052012 ente, zocizd workers, or psy-  prodfessional nupport per-
ppen chologigts soemel
. Tovenale Crinieel Tustice Svs- h
Child-friendly T ) rd p . A Uneven mplementation
g tem Lanw and related techmical — Avmilable in certaim regions arrozs [ndomesia

regulations
Source: Processed reseanch data, 2026,

Table I demonstrates that Indomesia has normztively adopted various child-friendly
justice principles within its criminal justice system. Thesze legal prowisions reflect the state's
commitment to ensuring protection for children imvolved in legal procesding:, mcluding child
victims of criminal offenses. However, Mpgraha =t al. (2023) indiczte that although the legal
framework governing child protection is relatively comprehensive, the practical mplementa-
tion of child protection principles continues to face siznificant challenges, rasulting in the in-
complete realization of the intended protactive objectives.

The findings further raveal that the implementation of child-friendly justice principles
remains snboptimal. Ons of the principal challenges is the unequal availability of child-friendh:
interview and examination facilities across different regions. Such facilities constitate an es-
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Fizure 1 illustrates the relationship between chuld vichms of viclence, criminal mstice The mpeptp el wapbmpanye, Uspomn, iy ety
processes, the risk of sacondary victimization, and the implementation of child-friendly justice i Mgl i, sragn, cvclal,
principles. The model demconstrates that the orolvement of chald victime m legal proceedmas anggreamy s 31, 33
may ganarate addiional peychological consaguences whan judicial processas are conductad Thom s, We iy i
without adequate consideration of the victims’ neads and circumstancas. Such rizsks arize be- el pprere
canza children are often requited to engape with legal procadures that may rezetivate traumatic W—clbw Wl
experiences associzted with the origmal victimization. Nugpala and Hagap (2023) argos that B
the protection of children orvolved i the justice system should be onented toward preventing i 4 -
adverse consequences that may dizrupt their peyehiological and soctal development. This per- el
spectiva is consistent with the findings of Partivi et al. (2023), who demonstrats that paycho- ®reoly R

social factors and individual characteristics play a significant role in child and adolescent da-
velopment, thareby requiring child protection measures to be implemeantad through integyatad
legal, fammlial, and social approaches.

The mode] further ndicates that child-friendly justics finctons as a protective mecha-
nizm capable of mitigating the adverse effacts associatad with legal proceedings. Components
such as profiessional assistance, child-friendly interview rooms, singls imterview procedures,
identity protection, znd the mvolvenent ofapa:la]l}, traimed persommel constituts imterventions
designed to prevent re-victinuzation. Sapufniet al. (2024) explain that chuld protection policies
oniented toward vacthms” needs contribute sigmficantly to enhancing the affectivenass of the
Jjuvenile justice system while srmltaneonsly strenzthening the protection afforded to vietims.

The inclusion of psychelogical zssistance withn the model demonstrates that legal pro-
tection for chuld victms extends bavond purely legal considerations and encompasses psycho-
logical and social dimensions. Assistance provided throughout lesal proceadings emablas vic-
tims to better understand the process they are undargoing, raduces amxiety, and strengthans
their capacity to cope with judicial proceedmez. Inbarak (2023) arzues that a comprehensive
child protection framewrork must intagrats lagal, psychological, and social dimensions in ordar
to address vichms’ nesds effectmvaly.

In addition, the implementation of the smgla interview approach depicted m the model
reflects efforts to reduce repeated questioming, which has long bean recognized as one of the
primary eauses of secondary vietimization This strategy enables information provided by vie-
tims to be uhlized more affectivaly without requiring them to repeatedly relive rammatic ex-
periencas during raultipls stazes of lagal proceading:, Ghom and Pugivane, (2020) found that
simplifying procedures m cases nrvobving chuldren contributes to mproving the quality of pro-
tection whils mmimizing adverse consequences arisms from legal processes.

The protection of vietims' identities also constitutes 2 crueial component of the child-
ﬁlelldlj justice mnplementation model. Confidentiality serves not only to safesuard children's
privacy but al=o to pravent social stigma, disermunation, and social pressures that may hmder
recovery. MNova and Afigzal (2023) emphaszize that identity protection forms an integral part of
the rights guarantesd to children and mst be ensured by the state throughout judicial procesd-

INES.
The model glsg has impertant oractical suplications, fir child oretertion policies aad
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Based on the model presented in Figure 1, it can be understood that child-friendly jus-
tice fimetions not only 25 an instrument of lagal protection but also as a preventive mechanizm
againet secondary victimization that is oriented toward victim racovery. Accordingly, the ef-
fectivenass of the criminal justice system should net be assessed solaly by its ability to impose
sanctions on offenders but also by itz capacity to provide protection, security, and recovery
support for chuld victims of viclence. Ingzatybug =t al. (2023) emphasize that an effectrve ju-
venils justice systam mmst ba capable of balancing the objectives of law enforcement with the
protection of children's rights and the realizztion of the best interasts of the child,

CONCLUSION

This study demonstrates that the principles of child-frisndly justice play 2 crucial role
in preventing sacondary victimization among child victims of viclence within the criminal jus-
tice system. From a normative perspective, vanous child protection principles have been m-
corporated mto Indonesian legizlation, particularly through Law Mumber 11 of 2012 on the
Trvenile Criminal Fustice System and Law Mumnber 33 of 2014 on Cluld Protaction. Thaza legal
provisions reflect the stata's commitmeant o ensurmg the protecton, participation, and folfll.
prgnt of children's rights thronzhout lezal procesdmzs.

The findimzs indicate that the mplementation of child-friendly metice contrbates sig-
nl.ﬁca.nﬂj ioredu.cmgﬁlenakof econdary victimization through a rangs of protective mech-
anizms, mcluding the provision of child-friendly interview rooms, the application of sngle
interview procadures, peychological assistance, protection of victims' identities, and the m-
volrament of persomel with specialized expertize in handling casss n:n'nl\mg r:hlldr\eu. These
mechanizms serve to mmimize the psychological distrass that may anise during lagal proceed-
ez whils sirmbtaneoushy supporting vietime' recovery.

Neverthelazs_ the sffertivensss of child-friendly justice implementztion contitmes to be
influsnced by several challsnzas, particulardy thozs ralzted to mstitvtionzl capacity, the avail-
ability of qualifisd human resources, supporting facilities, and inter-agency coordimation.
Therafors, efforts to strangthen the implementation of child- ﬁ'.l.El:uﬂj justice should be purzusd
cml:im.ou.d:.' to enzure that the criminal justice syetem iz not solely onentad toward the pross-
cotion and punishment of offandars, bt is zlso capabls of provading effective protection and
recovery for child vietims of viclence.

This study contributes to the development of lagal scholarship by reaffimumg that cluld-
friandly justice constitutes an essential instroment for bulding 2 criminal justics system that is
more responsive to children's needs and best mntarests while simultanecusly promoting ﬂleprre—
vention of secondary victimization. Accordmgly, the mtegration of chuld-fnendly jushce p\n.u
ciplas into crommal justice practices should ba regarded 2= 2 fimdamental compmeutc\f"
oriented ustics and the broadsr protechon of children's nghts Fuh:remm

mwmmumm@mumw
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Abstract: Child victims of viclance imvolved in the crimimal justice system are vulnerabls to T":'W"' Tirrtal igmis getarois st Badsdd e

c e - - . . s, wrgagedloourgagdmgniabroeot, Cagron,
secondary victimization dus to vanions legal procedures that may cause psychological distress wmmh

and eirammatization. This condition highlights the importance of miplementmg child-friendly
Justiee prmerples 23 2 means of safapnardmg children throughout lagal procesdings. This study
aime to guzlyze the implemantztion of child-friendly justice principlss within the Indonesian
crmmal justice system and to idantify their contribution to preventing secondary victmmzation
among child vichime of violenca. This study contributes to the literature by examining cluld-
friandly justice 2= 2 prevantive framework against secondary victmzation and by linkng
intemnationzl child protection standards wath the Indonesian criminal ustice system. The
research emplov: a nommative lsgal research method uwang stehitory and conceptual
approaches. Razearch data were collected through library research, encompaszsmg legislation,
intemzational legal metruments, scholarhy hiteratore, and relevant previous studies. Data were
analized qualitatively through mterpretation, companson, and evaluation of legal provisions
and concepts related fo child protection. The findmg: indicate that child-fiendly ustice
principles have been meorporated imto various national regulations; however, ther
implementation contmmes to face challenges, meludng limitad chald-friendly fzm.hh.es.
madb:[uate profeszional competenca ameng law enforcament cfficials, and menfficient support
zervices. The application of child-friendhy iterview rooms, _mgle-mtmiew procadures,
pevchelogical assistance, 1dentity protection, and the imvolvement of tramed perzommel has been
showm to contribute to reducing the rizk of secondary victimization. Therefore, strenpthening
the mplamentation of chuld-frisndly justice principles 1= essential to estzblishing a crimumal
justica systemn that 13 more responsive to the protection and recovery of child victome of

violencs.
Amus
Eeaymord: Chuld-Friendly Justica, Secondary Victimurstiom, Chald Vietms of Violenca, Tlur:uw m“;‘t\':mmwn
Criminal Justice Svstem Child Protection ]
Chuldren occupy 2 strategic position in national development, as the quality of the The gl waoniHD wmlsrcnmimin) uouds, whik
younger generation determinss the sustamakality of 2 country’s soctal, sconcmue, and legal s i b

zystems in the firhwa. Therefore, child protection constitutes a state rupmmbuht_t that 1z not
only meral m nature but also legal. Constitntionally, Article 288 paragraph (2) of the 1943
Constitution of the Rapublic of Indonesia affinme that every child has the nght to sumrval,
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erowth and development, and protection from violence and discnimmation. This constitwtional
Euarantes demeonstrates that child protection forms an mteamlpartafthe ﬁ.ﬂ.ﬁm:-fhuman
rjglﬂx, which the state 1= obligated to uphold This commmtment i= consistent with the
Convention on the Fights of the Chld (CRC), which recogmzes children as nghts holders
eutﬂﬂdto]:u‘oteﬁhmmdru‘pactfmtbﬂrdjgmt} The United Mations (198%) affinme that every
child 1= entitlad to the protaction and care neceszzary for their well-bemg. Furthermors, Article
3(1) of the CRC provides that i a1l actions concarming childran, the bast interests of the child
shall be a pnmary consideration. The Committes on the Bights of the Chald (2013) explains
that the primeiple of the bast interests of the child serves not only as a general principle of child
protection but also as a substantive right, an interpretative lesal principle, and a procedural rule
that rust be apphied i all decimions affecting chaldren Accordmgly, child protection should
not be understood solely az a state obligation to pravent violations of children's rights, tut also
as & responsibility to ensure that all policies and actions concemng children are suded by and
oriented toward the best interssts of the child.

Within the Indonesian lezal system, the principle of child protection 1= muplemented
through Law Mumber 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. Articla 59 paragraph (1) !:hp‘ula.l:es that
tbeaeuh:lvmmzntmmnualgmmh,andﬂthershhmshmtﬂmm
provide specizl protection to chuldren m vulnerable sitnations, meludng child victims nf
crimmal offenses and viclence. Furthermaore, Arficle 594 provides that such special protection
shall be carried out throuzh prompt intervention, psychosocial assistance, social support, and
protection and assistance at every stage of judicial proceedings. Iuaddjl:iﬂn. Article 64
Euarantees that children in conflict with the law are ezmﬂadmb:mauet\eaimeuf, legal and
social azzistance, protection from stizma and discrimination, and the Salfillment cfthm:nghﬁ
throughout the la,al process. Fimam (2016) arzues that the Sulfillment of children's nghts 1=
not solahy the responsibility of the state but also requiras the active imvolyament of faralies and
commumities to ensure cluldren's optimal growth and development These prowvisions
demomstrate that the protaction of child victims of viclence 15 not meraly oriented toward the
punishment of offenders but also toward the comprehensive protection and recovery of vichms.

From the parspective of modem crmmal law, crime victoms are no longer viewsd
merely az sourcas of evidence in the process of proving crimminal offenses, bat rather as legal
subjects entitlad to protachion, recovary, and aceess to justies. Developments m vichmological
seholarship have demoncstrated a shift n the orientation of criminal justice systems from an
offender-criented approach toward a vichm-oriented approach that places greater emphasiz on
the rights and mferests of victme Consequently, the effactivensssz of the crimmal ustice
system 1= measured not only by the state’s ability to detect criminal conduct and impose
sanchons on offenders, but alse by its capacity to pcrm'j.deaE'ediTE protechon for victums. In
the comtext of chald 11:hm5 of violance, such protection requires special consideration, as
children constitute a wulnarabls sroup ﬁalmqmratneaimmt different from that afforded to
adult wictime. The inmvolvement of children m eriminal proceedings iz often unmavoidable
becanze their testimony frequently serves as crucial evidence in establizhing crmmal lizbality,
Neverthaleszs, legal pﬂ'DCBd‘L‘I!\E-“ that fail to taks imto aceount the circumstances and needs of
rjﬂdrmlmaj result in additional ham to victims. Therefore, modem criminal law requires
protective mechanisms capable afmmzrm.pactfmdlﬂdrms rightz throughout the crirmmnal
Jjustice process.

Diespita the exiztance of comprehansive national and mtemnational legal frameworks for
child protection, viclence against children remains a persistent problem. This condition reflects
a gap between the protection guaranteed by law and the protection actually expenienced by
child vietims. The Warld Health Organization (2022) raports that exposure to violence during
childhood 1= assoctated with an mereazed nsk of mental hezlth disorders, social adjustment
difficulties, rsk-taking behaiders, and various pevchosocial problems later in life. Thesze
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findings are supported by Emkalhor et al (2020), who found that childhood exposure to
violence has long-term consequences for peychological well-bemg, interpersonal relatiomships,
and overall quality of hife. Such impacts indicate that viclence against chaldren should not be
regardad solely as a matter of crommality, but also as an 1zsue of child rights protection and
public welfare, Accordingly, the protection of child victims of violence cammot be limited to
the prosecution and pumishment of offenders; it must also encompass measures that ensure the
comprahenzive recovery of vietime. The recovery process iz firrther mfluencad by the quality
of caragiving emvironments and the sense of peychological sacurity provided within the farmly.
A supportive famly environment serves az a protectve factor that helps children cope wath
traumatic egpenances and famlitates post-violence recovery (Pertron, Mugmm, & Saputra,
2028).

Ancther conzaquence of the hizh prevalance of viclence azainst chuldren i1z the
increasing involvement of chaldren n ﬂlem'l.mmal_]ush.ce systam as vichims or witnesses of
crimmal offenses. In crimimal proceedings, victime' testimonias fraquently constriute important
evidence for establiching the farts of a case and determiming the offender's crirminal
responsibility. As a remalt, chald victims are often raquited to participate in various stages of
the lagal procesz, meluding prrastigation, prosecotion, and nal. Whals such volrement forme
an essenhal partc-fl:m enforcement and the search for material truth, it may smltaneonsly
place children in vulnerable situations when legal procedures fail to consider their
pavchologieal condition and special neads as victims.

Under Indonesian positive law, the protection of cluld victims withn cnmmal
proceedmgs 15 regulated by Law Mumber 11 of 2012 on the Twvenile Crinunal Tustice System.
Article 90 zrants child victims and child vdtnaesses the right to recanve medical rehabilitation,
zocial rehahilitation, sacurity protection, and access to information regarding the progress of
their cases. This provizion demonstrates that the criminal justics system fimetions not only az
2 mechamem for enforemz erominal hakality azamst offendars but alse as an mstrument for
proteching vichms., Neverthelsss, mmmerous studies have shown that +victm-insensitive
procedures mayv generate sigmficant peychological distress. Goodman-Brown et al. (2003)
explain that im‘e-tieaﬁte and examination procedures that fail to consider the wictim's
condition may exacerbate the trawma experienced by child victims. Similarly, Camphbell (2005)
foumd that wictims' mferactions with legal insthitions significantly infloence their
pavehological recovery. Thiz situation creates a paradooc within the crimmal Justice system,
whereby macham=ms mtendad to provide protechon may mstead become sources of additional
suffermg for vichms.

In wictimological scholarship, this phenomenon 15 commeonly referred fo as secondary
victmizztion Orth (2002) define: secondary victnmzation as the additional suffering
experiencad by victime 2z a result of institutional responses following the cormmmizssion of 2
crimnal offense. In other words, the harm suffered by victime does not neceszarily and with
the crimunal zct that constitutes the source of primary wictnuzation but may confrme through
negative experiencas encoumtered during the handling of tha casze. Walklate (2018) arguas that
vichms’ experiences are determined not only by the crime itself but also by how they are treated
throughout the legal process. Similarly, Wenpners. (2013) emphasizes that judicial procedures
that fail to respond sensitively to victims® needs may aggravate trauma and mpeds recovery.
In the context of child vichms of violence, thiz risk 15 even preater bacanse children have
lirvatad capacity to understand complex legal proceedngz and differant levels of ability to cope
with the pressures associated with eriminal justics procazzes.

Van Migkerk and Coetzae (2020) foumd that clald victims constrhute 2 partienlarly
vulnerable zroup with regard to secondary victnmuzation due to lezal procedures that require
them to repeatedly recount therr expeniences of viclence. Forms of secondary victimization
may include repeated interviews, victim-blammng questions, wrmecessary confrontation with
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offenderz, disclosure of victums’ 1dentitiss, delays in lezal proceedings, and treatment that 1=
insensitive to victime' peychological conditions. From a criminal law perspective, these
circumstancas demonstrate that victom protection cammot be achieved solely through the
punishment of offenders but moust also melude guaranteas that all stages ufllleuﬂmmalms‘h.ce
process do not mflict addiional harm upon victims. Accordingly, the protection of child
victms edends beyond mafsguarding them from the inital erimimal act and encompaszses
protection from adverse consequences that may anse throughout legal proceadings.

From a vichmological perspective, secondary victimization illustrates how the crimimal
Jjustice zystem itzelf may become a source of additional suffermz when lagal proceduras and
case-handling mechanizme zre not conducted in 2 manner that is responsive to victims" neesds.
Thiz phenomenon presents a sipruficant challenge for modem crommal ustice systems bacause
the objectives of law Enfommeutexhaudhexundthaptmu}nrmofoﬁaudﬂammdudethe
protection of victims. In cases mvolving child victimes of violence, the failure to provide
adequate protection during legal procesdmnzs may conflict wath the primeiple of the best
interests of the chuld, which has been recopmized i both national and international legal
imstruments. Therefore, the prevention of secondary victmmization constiiutes an integral
componant of legal protection for child vietimes within the criminal justice gystemfs, 2
response to thess concerns, the concept of cluld-fnendly justice has emerped, posthonms
children as nights kolders who are entitled to special protection throughout lezal procesdings.
The development of thiz concept reflects enfrcizm of conventional justice approaches that tend
to prioritize evidenmtiary and procadural ohjactives over the needs and protaction of children.
The Commeil of BEurope (2011) defines cluld-fnendhy justies as a ustice system that guarantees
respect for cluldren's nght= while takng into account theirr aze, matunty, needs, and
psvechelogical condition. A chuld-friendly justice system must ensure effective access to justice,
protaction from diserimimation, respect for children's digmity, meaninsgfil participation n

proceedmps affactmg them and protection from re-vichmmeation throughout the lagal process.

Thiz concept 1= basad on tha understanding that chaldren possaszz spem.ﬁnn.eeds ﬂutr\equue
teatment different from that accorded to adults at every stage of legal pmﬂeedmgz

Accordmgly, child-friendly justice encompasses not only the provision of child-
friandly phy=ical facilifies but also procedures, mehtuhonal mechanizms, and the conduct of
law enforcement officials that are oriented toward the protechion of children's nghts. A child-
cepterad protective approach i= also consistent with social control theory and restorative
approaches, which amphazize the importance of social support i preventing deviant hehayiar,
and strengthaning children's remtegration into society (Pertrod & Jzizamna, 2022). Conmistent
with this principle, the Committee on the Rights of the Chald (2009) affirms that every child
capahle of forming their owm views has the right to express those views frealy in all matters
affacting them and that such views must be given dues waight zccordmg fo the child's age and
ruaturity. Fu:ﬂ:l.ermme the United Wations Office on Drugs and Crime (2009) esplams that the
protection of child victims may be enhanced through interview techmiques that mmimize
repeatad gquestioning, professional assistance throughowut legal procesdings, protection of
wichms' idantifies, the use of cluld-friendly mteriew faciliies, and procedures talored to
children's spacific neads. Collectively, thess principles demonstrate that child- friendly justice
fimctions as a legal protection m.echanlsmmmed at preventing the adverss conseguences
arising from childran's nvolvement m the eriminal justice systam

Withmn the Indonesian legal system, the principles of cluld-friendly justice have been
incorporated mito Law Numbar 11 of 2012 on the Fovemla Criminal Tustice System. Article 13
requires law Eﬂfurcem.entofﬁﬂahtapnmmthebatmtermafthechﬂdandmpmmme a
farily-oriented atmosphers in handlimg cases pwvolving children In addion, various
provisions of the hrverule Crimanal Tustice Syvetemn Law emphaaze the protection of cluldren's
nights, assistance throughout lezal proceedmgs, humane treatment, protection from stigma, and
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the fulfillment of children's neads while they are mvvolved m lezal proceszes. These provisions
demonstrate that the protection of child victime has become an imtesral component of
Indomesia’s criminal law policy, reflaching a commitment to human nghts and the best interests
of the child.

Meverthelazs, the mmplementation of these pnr:l.c:p].es comtiuas to face mizmficant
challenges. Fitnani (2016) notes that child protection m practice 1= often hindered by limmted
supporting facilities, inadequats inter-agency coordination, and the mboptomal implementation
of cluld protection policies. Moreover, the uneven avalability of child-frendhy mteriew
facilities, the shortage of professional support persommel, and varations in the capacity of law
enforcament officials to handle cases mvolvmg chuldren reveal a gap between the nommative
lagal framework and its practical implementation. These conditions indicate that the axistence
of legal repulations alone does not autcemaheally guarantee affective protechion for child
wictms of violence throughout crinnal proceadings.

Previous studies have extensively exarmimed the protaction of child victims of violenca,
children's nght= within the crmimal justice system, the impact of secondary victmizzhion, and
the unplmgntahxm of child-friendly justice. Van Miekerk and Costzea (2020), for exampls,
explorad varous forms of secondary vichmmeahon experienced by cluld wichms during
crimmal proceedmgs. Likewise, HJ.ECmm.mlofEmUpe (2011) and the Committes on the Fights
af'ﬂ]&ﬂuld{lmg)emphmaedﬂle mportance of mplementing child-friendly metice
principles to safeguard children's nghts throughout legal processes. However, siodies that
specifically malyza the implamantation of child-friendly uetice as 2 mechamem for preventing
secondary victmization among child vichms of vialence within the Indenesian crimuinal u=tice
system ramam limited. hiost existing resszrch addresses thess tiwo concepts zaparately, laaving
msufficient amalyzis of the relatonship between the mplamentation of cluld-fnendly m=tce
and efforts to prevent secondary victomization within an integrated analytical framework. The
novalty of thiz shady lies in recomcaptualizing child-friendhy metice not meraly 2z a general
duln:l-pcrn‘be:hon ponciple, but a5 a preventive lezal framework for reducmg the risk of
secondary victnmization among child victims of violence Unhke previous studiss that
primarily diseuss child-fnendly pzhes and secondary victnuzation as separate 1zzues, this
study mtegrates both concepts within a single analj‘hx:al framework to sxamine how child-
friandly justice safeguards function throughout the criminal justice process. Furthermeore, this
study contmbutes to the literature by assezzing the consistency between mternational child-
friandly justice standards and Indomesian legal regulations, whils identifying specific
procedural safesuards that support a vichm-genterad approach to the protection and recovery
of child victims.

This zap m the Itersture lnghlizhts the nead for 2 more comprehensrre exammation of
how child-friendly justice prmciples, as mcorporated into national legal mstnuments, are
implementad within the criminal justce system and the extent to which their implementation
provides protection azamst secondary victnuzation for child vichms of viclence. Such an
analyziz iz important becanse the effactiveness of lagal protection depends not only on the
existance of legal norms but al=o on therr capacity to provide tanzible safapuards for vichms.
Baszad on this ressarch gap, the present stody aims to gnalyze, the mplementation of cluld-
friandly justice prmeiples within the Indonesian crommal justice systern and to identify thexr
contnbution to preventmz secondary vichrmzation among child vichms of viclence.

METHOD

This study employs a pormative legal research method aimed at analyzine the mpla-
mentation of child-friendly justice principles withm the crimmal justice system az 2 means of
preventing secondary vichrization among child victoms of viclence. Nurmah\elegl research
iz appropriate bacanse the foons of the study hies m exarmming legal norms, legal principles,

-1

The eyl igpmbasaanlmmprcs ioc £l ngiongd o delsl. The
sty el LGS TN, L, LR
el bnpongn, b dnomacl omphum Ly o,
K, A0 R



Vol 4, Mo. 2, Jape, 2026

child protection doctrines, and concepts related to victim protection within the crimmal justice
systern. According to Marzoki (2021}, normative legal research views law as 2 set of norms
and rules governing huoman conduct, with it primany object of anzlysis being legislation, ]egal
principles, and lagal doctrmes. Similarly, Torahinm (201%) argues that normatree legal research
seaks to identify legal arpuments, lagal pﬂ'l.‘tll:lplﬂ, and legal concapts that provide 2 foundation
for addressmg the leg;llmmﬂ under exanunation.

Thas study adopts both a statutory approach and 2 conceptual approach. The statutory
approach 1= emploved to examme legal instruments overnmg child protection and the crirmnal
justice systemn, inchading the 1945 Constitution of the Fapublic of Indonesia, Law MNuwmnber 35
of 2014 en C}:Ll.ldetachun, Law Mumber 11 of 2012 on the Jovenls Crommal Fostice System,
and relevant mtemational legal metnoments such as the Comvantion on the Fights of the Child
and the Gurdelines of the Comrmrttes of Ministars of the Council of Europe on Child-Friendly
Justica. Accordimg to Marzuka (2021), the statutory approach nwolves a systematic axamina-
tion of all legal regulations relevant to the legal 1ssue under study m order to assess the con-
sistency and coherence of the applicable legal framework. Meanwhils, the conceptual approach
iz utilized to analyze the conceptz of cluld-friendly justice, secunda.:j wictimization, victim
protaction, and the principle of the bast interests of the child as the theoretical foundation of
the research. Thiz approach 15 essemtial for understanding the meanmng, scope, and miberrela-
tionship of concapts devaloped within lazal scholarship and child protection stodies (Thrahim,
20150,

The study relies exclosively on secondary data consisting of primary, secondary, and
tartiary legal materiale. Primary ]eeal materials inclode legslation and mtemational lezal m-
strumants relating to cluld protection and the crommal justice system. Secondary lagal matenials
consist of books, national and intermational joumal articles, previous research findings, reports
1zzued by govemmentzl institutions and otemational orgameations, az well as other scholarly
publications relevant to the research topic. Tertiary legal matenials include lagal dictionaries,
engvelapadias, and other reference sources usad to support the mterpretation cflegalmepis
and terminology. Thiz clazsification of legal matenals 15 conzistent wath the framework pro-
pozad by Soekanta and Iapudy (2018), who diztinguizh legal research sources accordms to
their finction and level of antharity m providing legal mformation.

Data wera collected through bibrary research by identifyme, compilmg, and revienng
lagal materials and scholarhy litarature relavant to the focus of the study. Library research was
selectad becanse this study 15 onented toward the exanunation of lagal nomms, legal doctrnes,
and previous siudies concernimg the protection of child victims of violence within the crivmnal
Justice systern. The collacted matenals were subsaquently classified accordms to kay themes,
namiely the protection of child vietims of viclence, sacondary victimization, and the mmplamen-
tation of child-frendly justice principles within the crimimal jushees system.

The data were gnalyzed qualitatively using a deseniptive-anzlytical method. According
to Soekants and b.‘bm I:Q.I:I 18), qualitative analy=is m legal ressarch imvolves interpreting
and correlating legal provizions, doctrmes, and scholarly opmions to obfam a comprehensive
understanding of the legal:.sueund.ermtm‘hgm:un_ Theanahmlmﬁmdm:badth:mghthe
identification of relevant legal norme, lagal mterpretation, comparizon of national and mtema-
tional legal instruments, and evaluation of previous studies concerning the protection of child
victms of viclence. Furthermore, the study exarimed the extent to which the eastmz norma-
tive framework comresponds with the nnplm.ermton of child-friendly justice prnciples wathin
the crimnal justice syztem. The findmgs were used to idantify the contribution of child-friendly
Justice to the prevention of secondary victrmuzation and to formulate recommendations for
strengthaning lagal protection mechanizmes for child victims of violenca.

-
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RESULT AND DISCUSSION o Bzus
s Tupl 0m of Child Friendly Juzfiss Prinsiples within the Indonesian Cripinal i s e |n'-':'-'-
ms:rstm The dngrpmprgmusiudphiy dapnptiok Thimert grong
The principle of child-friendly justice reprazents an approach that positions childran as m?ﬁ‘:ﬁmﬂ* “'

rights holders entitlad o special protection throushout legal procesdings. This concept
emarged from the recognition that children possess distinet naads and walnarabilities comparad
to adults and therafore raquire special treatmant at every stage of the justice procasz. The ap-
proach amphasizes respect for children's dipnity, meanmgfil participation, protection of pri-
vacy, and the fulfilkmeant of chldren's nzhts when mterzcting with legal metrhitions. Ealkelly
and Elm(ﬂ)’?} explain that child-friendly justice 1z an approach that places children's
rights, participation, and best interssts at tha mufaﬂ stagas of pdicial procesdings.

Within the Indonesian context, the principles of child-fiendly justice have been incor-
porated into various legal mstromants, 1 Iy Law MNumber 11 of 2012 on the hrvenile
Criminal Jostice System and Law MNumber 35 of ZEI 14 on Child Protechion. These regulations
astablich varnious forms of protection for children imvolred in lagal proceedings, meludmg child
vichims of crinunal offenzes. Apphanda et al. (2025 argue that the development of chuld law
in Indonesia reflacts a gradual shift from an offander-oriented approach toward one that places
greater emphasis on the nghts and misrests of cluld victims withm the justice process.

Table 1. Erjnciples of Child Friendly Justice

Frindple Legal Basis Current Tmipl fafion Tmplementation Gap
- i . Serves as the primary Tasi: .
Best mperests Law Mo, 35 of 2014 and Law Lachk of mniform imple-
of th child Mo 11 0£2012 foremEmat ot S pensamon standards
- - Claldren are provided op- Claldres=s views are not
(Child pestic Law M. 11 0f 2012 porhumities to appress their  2bways given primary con-
pation views sideration
Privacy pro- i [ Publication of chaldren's Cazes of idenfity daclo-
tection LawHe. 35 012014 idetities is profubited_sure comtinus 1o occur
Assistamca Azzistance provided Ty pao- Timited matlakaizy of
and ot Law Mo 11 0f 2012 ents, :ocial workers, or psy-  professional suppon per-
“ppa chologistz sommel
.  Tiverdle Crmiral Tustce Sys- . - -
Child-friendly o . : . . - .o Umeven implementation
vl tem Lam ﬂjﬂﬂmﬂu:ﬂ Avzilable m certam region: across Indomniia

Source: Processad rezearch data, 2024,

Tabls 1 demonstrates that Indonesia has nonmatively adap‘bed various child-friendly
justice prnciples withm 1ts crimmal justice system These lezal provisions reflact the state's
commrtment to ensurmg protection for children mvolved in lagal procesdings, incloding child
vichims of crimmal offenses. However, Mpzmha et al Iﬂ.{l":l) mdicate that Elﬂ:lﬂtluhﬂﬂ.e lezal
framawork povernimg child protection is relatively comprehensive, the practical implemeonta-
ton of child protection principles continues to face sizmificant challenges, resulting m the m-
completa realization of the intended profective ohjectives.

The findmes further reveal that the mplementation of child-fneadly ustice prmeiples
remains suboptimal. Cne of the principal ahﬂlmgeaistbemammlamﬂabﬂ.itj of child-friendly
interview and exammmation facihihes across different remions. Such facilihes constrfute an es-
sential preraquizite for creating a safe and suppeortive errvirorment for child victims participat-
ing in lagal proceadings. Furthermore, disparities remain m the capacity and competence of
law enforcement officials responsible for handlng cases imvolving child victims of violence.
Pipanditg.and Susiharte (2023) found that metitutional capacity and the quality of mplemen-
tation are among the most significant factors mfluencing the affactivanass of child protection
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within the justice system Raocept ogdawes. fown Indomesia fipdar dlnstates these
Mwmchﬂww Sualang etal (2026) repovted thatchild vickus.of sewal viplance

challanges m pravidine, 2asistanse and wAchim-centerpd
Hroushaut, corpinal prapsadias. Thesp, fodings doponstate, that, despite the. existance of
child-frendly ustice and 4. m

m prActe.

Thess findings suggest that the primuary obstacles to pmplamentmg child-frendly justice
in Indonesnia are not regulatory m nature but rather relate to mebbohonal capacity and
supporiing rasources. This mdicatas that the effectrvensss of child protection dapends not only
on the exastence of legal norms but also on the ahility of justice metitntions to translate those
norms mto practices that genmnely respond to children's needs. Lubis (2023) arzues that the
sumcess of the nrvenile justice system iz strongly influenced by instrtuhionzl capacity, iter-
agancy coordmation, and the ahility of law enforcement persormel to apply approaches that
pricritiza the bast interests of the child.

Another challenge concams the limmted availability of professional support p!r!mmel
meludmg peyvehologists, socizl workers, and vichm advocates with specialized expertize m
handlimg child victims. Az a reslt, not all child wvictims receive adequate peychosocial
aszistance throughout legal proceedng=. In addition, evidentiary considerations continue to
dominate criminal proceedings, often cutwaighing approaches focused on victim recoveary and
protection. Apnlianda (2025) notes that the Indonesian ju"eujle Justice systemn =till ragnires
stronger mechanizms that enable the voices and expenences of victims to recerve greater
considershion during judicial procesdings. This condihon supgests that strensthenmz the
implementation of child-friendly pustice should prvolve not only reeu]atar_'. improvemants bt
alzo a broader paradizm shift toward a justice svztem that pricmtizes the protechion and
racovery of child victone. Chandra (2023) firther explame that restorative approaches within
the nrvenile justice system can remforce victim protection and recovery while mamtaining the
oljectives of crimunal law enforcoment.

b. The Bole, of Child-Friendly Justice.in Prexenting, Secanday Victimization amons
Child Victims, of Violeoce

From a victimelogical perspective, secondary vichmization refers to the additional
harm expenencad by victims as a result of responses received after the commuizsion of 2
crimmzl offense, whether from the social emvironment or from institutions responsible for
handlmg the case. In the contesdt of child victims of viclence, secondary victimization may
ocenr when legal processes that zrs mtended to provide protection mstead generats new
psvehelogical distress for victime. 3uch circumstances may anise through repeated mterviews,
treatment that 15 nsensitive to the condibion of the cluld, or madsquate protechon of the
wictim's peyvchologieal naedaﬂ:lm.lghnmlegzlpmaeedmgg Aprilianda ot al. (2025) argue that
the protection of child victims extends beyond law enforcement measures agamst offenders
and mehudes afforts to prevent sacondary harms that may worsen victims" conditions during

the mustice process. o
T Tablz 2. Fopms of Secondary Vipimization
OTTH m]dm_ _ L . .
i tin Mianifestation in Legsl Proceedings Impact oo Children
e PE— Children are required to recount their R -

experiences at mulipls stazes of proceedings

- - Coestions or statements that tmplhy - o
Victim blzming Tolicy om she pars of the vict Faslings of shame amd sl
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Confy onwiththe  Direct encountars with or exposure to the of- -
offender fender during procesdings Fear and anaety
Mﬁﬁlﬁm Prolonzed cass proceszing Lomg-temm stress
l.acknd'ptupi;z;nasm.ulsup— Tnzafficient ps:.'rJ'JutL;_Iﬂ_tEGJ and zocia] assis- Obssacles o recovery
Disclosis of idemtity i RPP—— lichr Smﬂsﬂ;maﬁ;ndl&mmna—

Soumce: Processed rezearch data, 2024

As illustrated m Tabla 2, secondary vietimuzation may arise invarious forme throughout
crimmal proceedings. Omne of the most common forms 1= repeated interviewing, which requires
child victime to repeatedly recount frawmatic experiences to different actors at various stages
of the justice process. Such circumstances may reactrvate fraumatic memories and hmder vic-
tims” recovery. Mpstaha et al. (2023) damenstrate that legal procedures that fal to considar
children’s pa}{:halng;walmﬂmmsmm mereaze vilnarakbality to prolonged trawna and mm-
pede post-cTime Tecovery.

In addition to repeated interviews, victim-blaming practices may produce serious psy-
chological consequences for cluld 1.1chm5. CQuestions, comments, or attitudes that implicitly
place responsibility on victime can ganarate fealngs of shame and gu:ltwhﬂ.eundummmg
their zalf-asteam Ac 3 consaquance, victims may bacome reluctant to disclose their experi-
ences openly and may lose trust in the justice system. Putri (2023) found that victims" experi-
ences during legal procesdings are sipmificantly mfluenced by the quality of protection pro-
vided by judicial mstrtutions and by the approaches adopted by law enforcement officials.

Anpther form of sacondary victimization imvolves direct confrontation betwean victims
and offenders durmg legal procesdings. For chald vietims of violence, partienlarhy semal wio-
lence, encowtters with offenders may revive feelings of faar, anxiety, and insecurtty aszociated
with the onginal victmization Consequently, victim protection Eximds beyond evidentiary
considerations and mehudas afforts to ereate a safe snvironment throughout the justice process
Lubis (2025} argues that effectrve child protaction nmst mmimize peycholeogical pressure aru:l
Euzrantes victims” safaty whils they participate in legal procesdings.

Furthermere, prolonged legal proceedings and madequate paychosocial support may
increaze the risk of secondary victimization. When victims are required to wait extended pen-
ods for case reselution without raceiving sufficient assistanca, psvehelogieal racovery becomes
mereasingly diffionlt This condrhon demonstrates that vichm protechon requites a comgra-
hensrve and continuous approach. Baclgnid (2023) emphasizes that prvenile justice systems
should mtegrate lagal protection with psychosocizl support in order to achisva the objectives
of chuld protaction mere effectrvely.

From a victimological standpeint, these variows forms of secondary vichmization indi-
cate that criminal justics processas may themselves become sources of additional suffering
whan adequats protectrve mechameams are absent. Therefore, the effactivensss of 2 crimmmal
justice syztam should not be measured solely by its capacity to mvestizate crimes and munish
offenders, but alsa by its abality to provids protaction, support, and recovery for victims. These
findings suzgest that victimn protection must becoma an ptesral component of the juvenile
crimmal justice system to ensura that lagal procesdmgs do not produce consequences that are
contrary to the findamantal objectives of cluld protection.

The analysis further demonstrates that the mplamentation of child-friendly justics prm-
ciples plays a cructal role n preventing secondary vichmization among child vietims of vio-
lance, Cluld-friandly mtervisw proceduras, protection of privacy and confidentiality, profas-
zional aszistance, child-sensitive comrmmication, and the availabibty of ehild-friendhy facilties
collactively confribute to reducing the risk of re-traumatization during legal procsedngs. By
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ensuring that childran are treated with dignity and respect throughout the justice process, child-
friandly ju_ﬂhceﬁmcnmnutm:nlj 2z 2 mechaniom for protecting children's rights but also 2
an effactive strategy for mimwu=ing the harmfil consequences zssociated with thair imohre-
ment m criminzl procesdmgs. Consequently, strengthenmg the implementation of chuld-
friandly pustice principles should be regarded as an essential component of efforts to prevent
secondary victimization and to promote 2 more victim-criented criminal justice system.

Tahle 3. Implementation of Child-Friendly Justice

Siratesy I entation (Fhjecime Contnbution
Child-Tendly interview rooms Creaimg 2 safe environment Feduring victms anyiety
Single Exterview approach Awoidin: repeated examirations Feducing re-fraumatizmtion
Poychological asziztance Proniding emotional support Facilitating victhms' recovery
Exmmiration by tamed perzon-  Adzping cormemication to children’s Feducmg psychological dis-
el needs rezs
Audiovizual techealozy TNinmizing direct comtact with ofenders Preventing ra-victimization
[dentity protection Safemmanding children's prvacy Preventing :odal stimma

Source: Proce:sed rezearch data, 2024

Tabla 3 demonstrates that the prineiples of cluld-frisndly justi.cemabeasigli.ﬁcam
contribution to preventing secondary victimization amons child victims of viclence. The vari-
ouz strategies meorporated within this approach are mtendad fo enzure that lagal proceedngs
do not generate additional peychological distrazs for victims. Sapuin ot al. (2024) explam that
child protection policies oriented toward vichms" needs are capable of enhaneing the affective-
ness of legal protection while snrmltaneonshy reducing the nizk of firther psycholesical harm
during legal procesdmgs.

One of the most importzmt strategies 15 the provizion of child-fnendly mierview rooms
desizned to create 2 safe and supportive environment for victims. Interview sethngs that do not
resemble formal interrogation rooms enzble children fo recount their expenencas more calmly
and opealy. Such condifions help reduce anxsty and nuprove the quality of mformation ob-
tainad during mterviews. Pay chn]eg.cal safety constitutes an mmportant factor that enablas chal-
dren fo feal more comfortable in disclosing their expenences to mdividuzals responzible for
providing assistance and protection (Pertren et al | 2026). Mpppala and Hagaps (2023) firther
emphasize that the provision of child-frisndly facilities and mechanisms forms an essential
componant of a justice system onented toward the protection of children's nghts.

Another strategy with substantial preventive valee is the mplementation of the single
interview approach. This method aims to reduce the need for repeated questioning, which has
long been recognizad as one of the primary causes of sacondary vichmization. Through effec-
tive inter-agency coordination and adequate documentation msdmﬂmnz_ mE:nma‘l:i.culpm"J.ded
by chuld victims can be utilizad mere afficiently without requiring them to repeatedly recount
the same traumatic experience. Muliam =t al. (2023) demonstrate that the aimphfication of
procedures prolving child uetlms, combined with enhanced imter-inshhrtionzl coordination,
cmmbubea_umﬁcam:h to improving the quality of child protaction throughout legal procead-
ings.

Povehelosical aszistance also plays a eritical role in helpmg victims cope with emo-
tionzl preszures during lezal proceedings. The weolvement of psychologists, social workars,
and victim advorates can assist children in understanding the legal process whils simultana-
ously providing the emeotional support necessary to navigate . Such assistance sarves not only
as a protactive mechanizm but also as an intepral part of victims' recovery. Sutanto and Ba-
baditya (2024) argue that effactive child protection requires a multidisciplinary approach m-
x'_:ll;l-'in,g vanous professional actors to ensure that vichms’™ needs are addressed comprehen-
sively.
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Furthenmere, sxammations conductad by persommel who possess spacialized expertise
in commuomicating with children can reduce the likshhood of victim-blaming questions or other
forms of insensitive treatment. An understanding of chuld psychelogical development enzbles
profiessionals to adopt commumication approaches that are appropriate to the child’s ags and
cireurnstances, thareby creating a safer and more supportive mteriew process. Professional
competence therefore constitutes a craetal factor in ensuring that legal proceedings do not ra-
sult in secondary victinuzation.

The nza of avdiovizual tachnology also contributes sigmificantly to the prevention of
secondary victimization Mechanizms such as video-recorded testimony and remote participa-
tion allow children to provide information without having fo face offendars diractly. Such
measures help reduce fear, anxisty, and amotional distrass while mamtaining the evidantiary
value of victims’ statsments. Slmjla:h . the protection of victime' idantities plaw avitalrela in
safeguarding children from social 'tlgma._ discrimination, and wrwanted public exposure that
roay arize from crommal proceedings.

The findngs ndicate that the mmplementation of chuld-friendly justice contributes sub-
stantially fo reducing the risk of secondary vietimization amomg child vietims of violenca.
These findings reinforee the visw that a victim-genjerad approach withm the criminal justice
systern enhancas both the quality of lezal protection and the effectiveness of victim recovary.
Senandiand Erey I:"EI;A) emphasiza that the sucesss ufajl.n enile justice system should not be
aszaszad solely by its ability to resolve cases, but also by ifs capacity to ansure the protection,
wall-being, and recovery of children involved in legal procesdings. Consequently, strengthen-
ing tha mplemeula‘hmcfchldﬁendl} J'ush.celmmples should be regardad as an aszamtial
compeonent of criminal justice raform aimed at safaguardng child vietims and preventing ra-
vichmization throughout tha lezal procass.

Child Victims of Violence
*
Criminal Justice Process
+
Risk of Secondary Viehimizmtion
*
Imiplementation of
Child-Friendly Justice
& Prosiskon of Sepper sad Usisisno
o kB rwndly Imterws Ko
® Famgle latrrvies e Thme |menies |

& Trained and Sgociuimd Porssicl
» Preincion of ldrmis and { oalbdesislsh

Prevention of Secondary Vickimization
Victim Revmery snd Protection |
Figure 1. Child-Friendly Justice Implementation Aods]

Figure 1 1llustrates the relationship betweeen cluld vichms of viclence, criminal justice
processes, the risk of secondary victimization, and ﬂleu:upltinun of child- friandly justice
principles. The model damonstrates that the irvolvement of child vietims m lazal procaedmgs
may gensrate additionzal peychological consaquances when judicial proesssas are conducted
without adequate consideration of the victims’ neads and circirmstances. Such risks arse ba-
canse children ara often requited to engage with legal procedures that may reactivate traumatic
experiencas associated with tha origmal victimization. Bpopala and Hanaps (2023) argoe that
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the protection of cluldren mvolved m the ushce system should be oriented toward preventing
adverse consequences that may disnupt their pychological and social development. This per-
spactive 15 consistent with the findings of Partind et al. (2025, who demonetrate that peycho-
social factors and mdiidual charactensties play a significant role n chlald and adolescent de-
velopment, thereby requinng chuld protection measuras to be implensented through integrated
lezal, famhal, and social approaches.

The medel further mdicates that child-friendly justics fimetions as a protective mecha-
nizm capables of mutigating the adverse effacts assoeizted with lagal proceedings. Components
such as prcfe::mual assistance, child-fnendly interview rooms, singls mterview procedures,
identity protection, and the mvolvement Gfspa:la]l}. trained persommel constitute interventions
desizned to prevent re-vichmization. Sapufret al. (2024) excplain that child protection policies
oriented toward victims' needs contribute significantly to anhancing the effectiveness of the
Juvenile justice systam while smmultaneonsly strensthening the protection afforded to victime.

The inclusion of psychological assistance withm the model demonstrates that legal pro-
tection for child victims axtends bavond purely legal considerations and encompasses peycho-
logical and social dimensions. Assistance provided throughout legal procesdings enablas vie-
tims to better understand the process they are undersoms, reduces amuety, and strengthans
their capacity to cope with judicial proceedmgs. Mukarok (2023) arzues that a comprehensive
child protection frarmevork must intagrate legal, peychological, and social domensions in order
to address victime’ neads effectrvaly.

In addition, the implementation of the smgzle interview approach depicted m the model
reflacts efforts to reduce repeated questonmg, whach has long besn recogmized as one of the
primary causes of secondary victimization. This strategy enzbles mformation provided by vie-
tims to ba utilized more effsctivaly without requirng tham to repeatadly relive travmatic ex-
periencas during nmltipls stages of lagal procesdings. Chom, and Poyiyome (20200 found that
smmplifying procadures m cases mn‘ol\mgdulclrencuutn'huhes to mproving the quality of pro-
tection whils mminizing adverse consequencas anismg from legal processes.

The protection of victms" identriies also constitutes a crucal component of the chuld-
fnendlj Justice maplementation model. Confidentiality serves not only to safezuard cluldran's
privacy but also to prevent social stigma, discrmmmation, and social pressures that may hinder

recovery. Mova and Afigzal (2023) emphasiza that identity protaction forme an mtegl:lpartnf
the nghts guarantead to children and must be ensured by the state throughout udicial proceed-

INEs.
The model glsg has gupertant practical soplications, fr cluld protestion policies 2ud
instice practices.m Indomesia First, if bighlishts theneed fr policpouakers, tp stoanathan. the,
mbbd%@shﬂﬂ;ﬁw@memmﬁmwmwmﬁm
{p enspre equal acrpss e prrteripe e child wAptioes, Secppd, the model supperts the adder
upleaspdaiion of spelptenasw praredures aud srcialized Semme prasamne S polica

Based on the modal presanted in Fizurs 1, 1tca.ube understood that chald-friendhy
justica fimetions not only 25 an mestirment of legal protection but also as a preventive
mechanizm zgainst secondary victimuzation that 13 orlemted fowzrd wictim recovary.
Accordingly, the effectrveness of the criminal justice system should not be asseszad solsly by
its abulity to mmpose sanctons on offenders but alse by = capacity to provide protection,
secunty, and recovery support for chuld victims of viclence. [ngratuban et al (2023} emphasize

1 3Re
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that an effective juvsesls jushos system mmst be capable of balancing the obyactives of law
m@m&mdMsndﬂdhmMmdhbdmmd

CONCLUSION
Thus study desscentrates that & prncgles of chald-frendly justics play 3 cucial sole
i preveating weccadiy Victinuzation anceg child vietians of violsecs withis the cnamal jus-
Bee syatam. From 3 nomaative pesipective, vanous child protaction principles have been in-
%o Indonssian lgialation, particalardy through Law Numbee 11 of 2012 om the
Tuvandla Criminal Tustice Systee and Lao Number 35 of 2014 ca Child Protection. Thess Jagal
mmhmn mmmﬁmmuﬂ%

whunﬂdpmmlmﬂxmdmdmmhnﬂqusemohmdn'ﬂn Thess
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mﬂlﬂommlml!nmxm recovey.
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rights, which the =tate 1z obligated to uphold This commmrbment 1= comsistent with the
Comvention on the Fightz of the Chald (CFR.C), which recogmizes children as rights holders
entitlad to protaction and respect for therr digruty. The United Nations (198%) affinnes that every
child 1z entitled to the protechion and cars necaszary for their well-bemg Furthermora, Arhcle
(1) of the CRC provides that m all actions concermng chuldren the bast mnterests of the child
shzll be 2 primary consideration. The Committes on the Fights of the Chald (2013) explains
that the prineiple of the bast intarests of the child serves not only as a genaral prineiple of child
mmﬁuzmmmmh@m mll]mnadmalrule
that must be applied in all decisions affectng children Accordmgly, child protaction should
not be nnderstood solaly as 2 state oblization to prevent violations of children's rights, but also
as= a responsibility to ensure that all policies and actions conceming children are zuded by and
oriented toward the best mferastz of the chald Thiz constiubional and intamational
computment, however, stands agamst an empirical reality that remains alanmimg. The Mational
Survey on Life Expenences of Children and Adolascents (SNPHAR), jointly conductad by the
Ministry of Women's Empowenment and Child Protection (Kamen PPPA) and Statistics
Indonesia (BPS) m 2024, foumd that 50.78 percent of children aged 13-17 years in Indonesia
figure mdicates that, statishically, one m every two Indonesian childran has been axpozed to
violence, a condition that places the constitutional guarantee of protection from violence umdar
serions stram.

Withmn the Indonexian lezal system, the prncmple of child protechion 1= mplementad
through Law Mumber 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. Article 3% paragraph (1) stipulates that
the cantral government, regional govemments, and other state metifntions are oblizated to
provide special protaction to children m vulnerable simations, mcluding child victims of
crimmal offenses and viclence. Furthermeors, Article 394 provides that such special protection
zhazll be carried out through prompt mtarvention, pevchosocial assistance, social suppert, and
protechion and aszistance at every stage of judimal procesdmgz. In addibon, Article 64
gnarantees that children in conflict with the law are entitled to humane treatmant, legal and
zoeial assistance, protection from shgma and diserommation, and the fulfilbpept of their nghts
throughout the legal process. Fitnam (2016) arzues that the fulfillment of children's nghts iz
not zolaly the responsibility of the state but 2lso requiras the active imvolvament of familiss and
comrmmities to enmra children's optimal zrewth and developmant Theszs provisions
demonstrate that the protaction of child victims of violence is not merely onented toward the
punishment of offenders but alzo toward the comprahensive protaction and recoveny of victms.

From the parspective of modem ermmal law, erime victms are no longer viewsd
merely as sourcas of evidence in the process of proving criminzl offenses, but rather as legal
subjects entitlad to protaction, recovery, and access to justica. Developments m vichmological
scholarship have demonstrated a shift m the onentation of criminal justice svstems from an
aﬁ‘md&r-onﬁnbedapprm.chtmwrd a victim-oriented approach that p].aI:E“ graater amphasis on
the nghts and mierasts of vichms, Consequantly, the effactivenssz of the crimmal justice
system 1= meazured not only by the state’s abilty to detect criminal conduct and mmpose
sanctions on offenders, but also by its capacity to provide effective protection for victoms. In
the context of child wactims of viclance, such protecton raguires spacial consideration, as
children constitute a wulnerabla group that requires treatment different from that afforded to
adult victims The involrement of children m criminal proceedings 1s offen unavoidzble
becanze their testimony fraquantly servas as crocizl evidance i establishing erivamal liabality.
Neverthaless, legal procedures that fail to taks into account the cireumstances and needs of
children may result m addiional hanm to victins, Therefore, meodem criminal law requires
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protective mechanizms capable of ensuring respect for children's rights throughout the criminal
Justice process.

Diespite the smstence of comprehansive national and mtemational legal framewrorks for
child protection viclance againgt childran remaing 2 perzistent problam. Thiz condition reflacts
1 gap hetween the protechion guaranteed by law and the protection actzlly expenenced by
child victims. The World Health Organization (2022) reports that exposure to violence durmg
childhood 1= associated with an mereasad risk of mental health disorders, social adjustment
difficulties, nzk-takingz behaaess, and varous psvchosocial problems Iater in life. These
findings are supported by Einkalhor et al. (2020), whe found that childhood exposure to
violenca has long-term comzaguances for peyehological well-baing . interpersonal relationships,
a1 ovarall quality of life. These global findings ars mirrored in the national context. Data from
the Online Information System for the Protection of Women and Children (SIMFONI-FEA),
manazed by Kamen PPPA recorded 19,628 cases of violence agamst childran m 2024 alons,
affecting 21,648 chuld victims (Kemen PPPA 2025). Thiz fizure represents a contimums
upward trend from 14,446 cases m 2021, 16,106 cases mn 2022, and 18,173 cases m 2023,
indicating that the problem has not subsided despite the existing regulatory framework A
simmlar pattarn iz reflected m the ammual report of the Indonesian Comrmission for Child
Protection (EPAT), which recerved 2,037 complamts of child-rnights violations throughout
u@y(l@?mu}ﬁﬂwﬁ@mlwﬂmmm@ﬁm}mdphym
or paychological abuse (240 cazss). Notably, the majornity of perpetrators identified i these
cases were the victims own biological parents, with fathers mmplicated m 259 cases and mothers
in 173 cases (KPAT, 2025). These fizures demonstrate that, m the Indonesian conterdt, violence
azamst childran 15 not an 1solated phenomenon but a recurmng pattern most offen ccourming

within the family emircerment that the law 1= spacifically designed to protect. Such mapacts
mdicate that violence azamst cluldran should not be regarded solaly az 3 matter of crommality,
but also a5 an issue of child rights protection and public welfare. Accordingly, the protection
of chuld victims of violence cannot be lmuted to the prosecution and punishment of offendars;
it rmet also encompass measures that ansure the comprahensive recovery of vietims. The
recovery process is further influanced by the quality of caregiving emviroomments and tha sense
of prychological security provided within the famiby. A supportive farmly snvitonmment sarves
2= a protectrve factor that helps children cope with traumatic experiences and facilitates post-
violence recovery (Partivi, i, & Saputra, 2026).

Anpther consaquance of the high prevalance of viclence azainst children iz the
mereasing mvolvement of children m the crommal justics system as victoms or wimeszas of
crimmal offenses. In crimimal proceedmgs, victime' testimondes fraquantly constriute important
evidence for establishing the facts of 2 case and determimmng the offender's crimimal
responsthality. As a result, child victims are often required to parficipate i various stages of
the lagal process, imchiding nrrastipation, prosecution, and trizl. Whils such involvement forms
an essential part of law enforcemant and the search for material troth, it may smnlaneously
place childran mm +vumlwerable =sihmations when legal procedures fal fo conmider therr
psvchological condition and special neads as vietims.

TUnder Indonesian positive law, the protection of child wictims wathin crimmal
proceedmes 15 regulated by Law Mumber 11 of 2012 on the Juvenils Criminal Tustice System.
Article 90 grants chuld victimes and child patessas the nght to recene medical rahabilitation,
zoctial rehalhtation, sacurnty protechion, and access to informahon regarding the progress of
their cazes. This provision demonstrates that the criminal justice system fimetions not only az
2 mechanizm for enforems criminal liability against offendars but also 25 an mstrument for
protectimg victims. MNeverthelass, mumercus studies have shown that victim-insensitive
procedures may generate sizmficant peychological distress. Goodman-Brown et 2l (2003)
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explain that imveshgative and examination procedures that fal to consider the wictim'z
condrtion may Mabmethetmmawcadbﬂ. chald victms. Similarly, Campbell (2005
found that vietims mteractions with legal instihitions signifieantly  influence  their
pavcholozical recovery. This sifuation creates 2 paradoes within the crimmal justies system,
whereby mechamsms intendad to provide protection may mstead become sources of additional
suffering for victims.

In victimological scholarship, this phenomenon 15 commonly referred to as secondary
victimization. Orth (2002) defines secondary victimization as the additional suffering
expenencad by viclims as a result of nshtehonal responses following the commmuszzion of 2
crimmazl offense. In other words, the harm suffered by victims does not necessanly end with
the crintinal act that constinmtes the source of primary victimization bt may contime through
negative experiences encountered during the handling of the caze. W(EDIE} argues that
wichms’ experiences are deternuned not ooly by the crime dself but alse by how they are treatad
throughout the lezal process. Bmmlarly, Weppners. (2018) emphasizas that judicial procedures
that fail to respond senstively to vicims” needs may aggravats trauma and impede recovery.
In the comtext of cluld vichms of violence, this nisk 1= even greater because children have
lirnitad capacity to understand complex legal procesdmgz and differant lavals of ability to cope
with the pressures associated with erininal justics processes.

Van Migkerk and Coetzee (2020) found that child victims constitute 2 parti.cularlx
wulnerable group with ragard to secondary victimization dos to legal procedures that I\qu.IJ.'I'E
them to repeatedly recount thewr expeniences of viclence. Forms of secondary victmization
may include repeated interviews, victim-blaming questions, wmeceszary confromtation with
offenders, dizelosure of victoms" 1dentrbies, dalzys in lezal procesdings, and treatment that 1=
insensitive to victims' psychological condiions. From a crimunal law perspective, these
circunstances demonstrate that victm protechon camnot be achieved solaly through the
punizhment of offenders but must alse mclude guarantess that all stages of the crimmal justice
process do not mflict additional harm upon vietims. Aceordingly, the protection of child
wictims extends beyond safeguarding them from the imitial crimumal act and encompasses
protaction from adverse consequencas that may arise throughout legal procesdings.

From a vichmological perspectrie, secondary victimization illustrates how the crimmal
Justica system itealf may become a soures of additional suffermz when lagal procedurss and
case-handhing mechanizme are not conducted in 2 manner that 1s responsive to vichms” needs.
Thi= phenomenon presents a significant challenge for modem crimmal justice systems bacause
the objectives of law enforcemant axtand beyond the pumishment of offanders to include the
protaction of victmms. In cases invohrng cluld victms of violence, the falura to provide
adaquate protection during legal proceeding: may conflict with the principle of the best
interests of the chuld, which has been recopmized in both national and international legal
instruments. Therafore, the prevention of secondary vietimization constitutes an intagral
componant of legal pm‘tac:l:iun for child victims within the uimi.ualjusﬁae evatemds a2
response to thess concerns, the concept of chuld-fuendly justice has emerged, posiioning
children zs rights holderz who ara extitlad to specizl protection throughout legal proceadings.
The development of thiz concept reflects cribicizm of conventional justice approaches that tend
to pricritize evidentiary and procedurzl ohbjectives over the needs and protection of children.
The Cowumenl of Furope (2011) defines child-fnendly justice as a justice svstern that guarantees
respect for children's nghte while taking into accoumt their ape, matunty, needs, and
pavcholozical condihon. A chuld-fnendly justice system st ensure affactive aceass hc:-Juz.‘h.ce
protection from disermmimation, respect for cluldren's digmity, meanngful participation in
rroceedmes affecting them and protection from re-vichmization throughout the lagal process.
Thiz concept 15 based on the wnderstanding that chuldren possass specific needs that requare
treatmant different from that accorded to adults at every stage of lezal proceedmz:.
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Accordmgly, child-fiendly justice encompaszes not only the provizion of chuld-
friandly physical facilifies but also proceduras, metitotional mechanizme, and the conduct of
law enforcement officials that are onented toward the protection of cluldren's nights. 4 chald-
cemterad protective approzch iz also consistent with social control theory and restorative
appreaches, which amphasize the nuportanee of social support in preventing deviant hehaviar,
and strengthaning children's remtegration into soctety (Pertrwd & Saipuama, 2022). Consistent
with thiz principles, the Commuttee on the Rights of the Chuld {2009) affirms that every child
capable of forming their owm views has the right to express those views fresly in all matters
affacting them and that such views must be given dus waight according to the child's age and
ruaturity. Furthenmore, the United Mations Office on Drugs and Crime (2009) eplams that the
protaction of child wactims may be enhaneed through interview techniques that mmimize
repeated questiommng, professional assistance throughout legal proceadings, protection of
victims' idenfifties, the use of child-friendly interview facilities, and procadures failored to
children's specific neads. Collectivaly, these principles demonstrate that child-friendhy justice
fimctions as a lesal protection mechamsm aimed at preventing the adverse comsequences
ansimg from childran's nrvolvemant m the criminal justice system

Within the Indonesian lezal system the principles of chuld-fnandly justice have bean
incorporated mto Law Mumbar 11 of 2012 on the Fovenils Crimmal Tustice Systam Article 12
requires law enforcement officials to pricritiza the best interests of the child and to prometa 2
farmily-oriented atmeosphers m handlmz cases pwelving children In addiion, wvarous
provisions of the Twvenile Crinminal Tustice Svstemn Law emphaziza the protection of childran's
rights, assistance throughout lesal proceedings, humane treatmant, profection from stigma, and
the fulfilbpent of children's neads while they are nrvelved i legal proceszes. These provisions
demonstrate that the protection of chuld wvictims has become an mtegral component of
Indonesia’s crininal law pelicy, reflecting a commuitmant to human nghts and the best interests
of the child.

Weverthelazz, the mplementation of these principles contmues to face sigmificant
challengas. Fitriam (2016) notes that child protection m practics 1= often hindered by limited
supporting facilities, inadequate inter-agency coordination, and the suboptimal implementation
of child protachion policies. horecver, the uneven availability of child-friendhy mteriew
facilities, tha shortage of professional support parsormal, and vanations in the capacity of law
enforcement officials to handle cases mvolvmg children reveal a gap between the nommative
lezal framawork and itz practical implementation. Thase conditions mdicate that the existence
of legal regulshons zlone does not automatcally guarantee effactive protection for child
victims of violence throughout criminal procesdings.

Pravious studies have extensively exzrmmed tha protaction of child victims of violanca,
children's rights within the crimmnal justice system, the impact of secondary vichmization, and
the imp]m.eniaﬁm of child-friendly justice. Van Miekerk and Costzes (2020), for exampls,
explorad vanious forms of secondary wvichmuzation expenenced by child vichms durng
crimumal proceedmzs. Likewase, the Couneil of Europe {2011) and the Committes on the Rights
afﬂl&ﬂuld{ﬁmgjmphmaedﬁmnmpmmnﬂafnmplmgchﬂdﬁmdh Justice
principles to safeguard children's nghts throughout legal processes. However, studias that
specifically analyza the implamentation of child-frendly mstice as a macham=m for praventing
secondary victimization among child vichms of vielence within the Indonesian eriminal justice
system ramam limited. Iviost existing resezrch addresses these two concepts saparately, leaving
insufficient analysis of the relatonship betoreen tha mplemantation of chuld-friandly ustice
and afforts to prevent secondary victrmization withn an intesratad anzlvtical famework. The
novalty of thiz study lies in reconcephualizing child-friendly justice not meraly a5 a general
child-protection prmeiple, but as 2 preventive legal framework for re&umng the sk of
secondary victmization among child victims of viclence Unlike previous studies that
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primanly discuss child-friendly ustice and secondary wichmization as separate lssues, this
study ntegrates both concepts within a single analyheal framenork to examine how cluld-
friendly justics safagnards function throughout the eriminal yustice process. Furthermora, thiz
study contributes to the literature by aszessing the consistancy batween intermational child-
friendly justice standards and Indomesian legal regulations, while identifying specific
procedural safezuzrds that support a vietim-genterad appreach to the protection and recovery
of child vichms.

This gap m the Literaturs highlights the nead for 2 more comprehensre exammation of
how chld-friendly justice prneiples, as meorporated mto national legal metniments, are
implementad within the criminal jostice system and the extent to which their implementation
provides protection against secondary victmization for child victims of viclence. Such an
analysis iz important because the effectiveness of legal protection depends not only on the
existance of lepal norms but also on their capaeity to provide tangible safepuards for victims,
Bazad on thiz ressarch gap. the present stody aims o analyzs the mmplementation of chuld-
friendly jostice ponciples within the Indonesian crnmimal justies system and to idsntify ther
contribution to preventmg secondary victnmzation ameng child victims of viclence.

METHOD

This study employs a normative legal research mathod aimed at apalygne the mpls-
mentation of child-friandly JuEﬂ{bEpl‘.lJJﬂplE withm the crommal justice syetem 2z a means of
prmm:lhug secondary vietimization among child victome of violanes. Nulmztleleglr\e:
iz appropriate bacauss the foous of the study lies m examming lesal nomms, lezal principles,
child protection doctrines, and concepts relatad to victim protection within tha crimmzl justice
system. According to Marznki (2021}, nommative legal research views law as a set of noms
and miles goveming hmman conduct, wath its primary object of analy=is being legislation, ]egal
principles, and legal doctrmes. Similarly, Thrahim (2019) argues that nommatrve lagal research
seaks to identify ]eeal arguments, lagal pcm:u:lplu, and leualmmpmthat provide a fmdation
for addressmg the legal izzues under exanination.

This study adopts both a stafutory approach and 2 concaptual approach. The statwtory
appreach iz amploved to exanime lezal instroments govermmg child protaction and the erimimal
justice sveterm, inehuding the 15943 Constitotion of the Rapablic of Indonesia, Law Mumnber 33
of 2014 on Cluld Protection, Law Mumber 11 of 2012 on the Fuvemls Crommal Fastice System,
and relsvant mtemnational lezal metroments such a= the Convention on the Fights of the Child
and the Guidelines of the Commuttes of Mimstars of the Coumeil of Evrope on Child-Friendly
Tustica. Accordmg to Marzuks (2021), the statutory approach pwolves a systematic sxamina-
tion of all lezal regulations relevant to the lagal 15mne under smdy i ordar to zssess the con-
sisteney and coherence of the applicable legal framework. Meanwhils, the conceptual approach
iz utilized to gnalyze the comcepts of child-friendly justice, sacondary victimization, vietim
protaction, and the principle of the best mterests of the child as the theoretical foundation of
the r\esea:r:h Thiz approach 15 essential for understanding the meaning, scope, and meerrela-

of concspts developad withm lezal scholarship and chuld protection studies (Thrahim,
2019

The study mehes exclusively on sacondary data consisting of primary, secondary, and
tertiary legal materials. Primary ]ezal materials include legizlation and miemational leeal m-
:trumentsmh.h.ugta nhddpimechunmdthemmmaljumneqztm Secondary le@matma]s
consist of books, national and intemational journal articles, previcus ressarch ﬁndms!, reports
izzned b gov ermmental institutions and international organizations, as well a5 other scholarly
publications relevant to the ressarch topie. Tertiary legal materials inchuda legal dictionaries,
eneyelepadias, and other reference sources nsad to support the interpratation of legal concepts
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and termunology. This classification of lagal materals is consistent with the framewark pro-
posad by Sgekants and Mapaudis (2018), who distinzuush legal research sourcas zecording to
their fimction and level of authority m providing legal mformeation,

Diata were collected through library research by identifying, compiling, and reviewing
lzzal miaterials and scholarly hteratore relavant to the focus of the study. Library research was
selacted bacanse this study i criented toward the examination ofleg] nomms, legal doctrmes,
and previous studies concemmg the protection of chuld victims O\fnl:l]eucet\lhnlhecrmal
justica system. The collected matenials were subsaquently classified zccording to kay thames,
namely the protection of child victims of viclance, sacondary victimization, and the Implemeu
tation of child-fiendly justice prnnciples within the crominal justics system.

The data were gnalyzad qualitatively using a descriptive-analytical method. According
to Soekanie and Mamudi (2018), qualitative analysis m lagal ressarch imolves interprating
and correlating lagal provizions, doctrines, and scholarly opmicns to obtain a comprehensive
understanding of the lezal izsve under imvestization. The analv=iz was conducted through the
identification of relsvant lezal nomms, legzl interpretation, comparison of national and mtema-
tional lagal mstroments, and evaluation of previons stedies concerning the protaction of child
victms of viclence. Furthermore, the study exammed the sxtant to which the existing norma-
tive framework corresponds with the mplamentztion of child-friendly justice principles within
the crimamnal justics system The findmgs were nsed to identify the contriathon of chald-friendhy
Justica to the prevantion of secomdary victmization and to formulate recommmendations for
strengthening legal pmtechmmndnaumus for child vietims of viclence.

Coucretaby, supempreiation, faflaved. bargala's (2021) three techumigues: srapppatical
interpreiation {n. £ the literal meaning of kex: teamms auch as special ouatection and sependany.
wetipuzatin 2= yopdedin Law Numkar 35 of 2014 and Law Momeber, 11 of 2012, gusteraatic

trlated aricles dnzether fr example, DRsteRting.

nterpreation th.uaad zether & 2. doticle 59A o apecial
90 on, tha.pebts of child wietims.and vitnessss th trst vhether thay fima a
cohrrent DuRteRtive and inferpretation, e, assess, whether earh.
; pupeseof praveuting banm te children

formal ordins. Law bammbar, 11 of 2012 were chagked azanst e

mmmuﬁwmmhmmm
o Dmes. and Come (2009): aceess queshignng, cluld-.
Giendly inferview Gapllifes. metechion. 2

dosrmaniad poplamantation, drARine on puor sudies and ZoverpmEyt TRps (2.2, Fitnani,
2016; Van Miekerie & Costzee, 2020), to. distomuishpealmessesronted m the lezal famewort,
zelf Frowm thpse cansed by ipponsrstent enfpreament 2 disbochiap, that suksequenth- pufomoed
the sidy’s treoraenRdations,

Furthermere, the study examinad the extent to which the existing normative framework
comesponds with the mplementation of child-friandly justice principles within the eriminal
justica systam. The findmgs were used to identify the contmbution of child-friendly justics to
the prevantion of secondary victimization and to formulate recommeandations for strensthening
lezal protection mechanizras for child victims of violence.
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RESULT AND DISCUSSION
a. Dmpl on of Child-Friendly Juzfics Princip] ithin, the Indonesian Crininal
Juafice Syztem

The principle of chuld-friendly justice represents an approach that posttions chuldren as
rightz holders emfitled fo special protection throughout legal procesdings. This concept
emerged from the recognition that children possess distinet needs and vulnarabilities compared
to adults and therefore raquire special treatment at every stage of the justice proceszz. The ap-
proach emphazizes respect for claldren's digmity, m.eanmgﬁ.ﬂ participation, protection of pri-
vacy, and the fulfilbmant of children's rights whEn imterzcting with legal metrhutions. Kilkelly
and Elm{i"ﬂ‘S) explain that child-friendly justice iz an approach that places children's
rights, participation, and best intarasts at tha mufall ztagaz of judicizl proceadings.

Withmn the Indonesian context, the principles of chuld-frisndly justice have been incor-
porated into various legal instroments, particolarly Law Mumbar 11 of 2012 on the hrvemle
Criminal Tustice System and Lawr Number 35 of 2014 on Chuld Protechion. These regulations
agtablich varous forms of protection for childran imvolved in legal proceedings, includmg child
victms of crimunal offenzes. Apnbanda et al. (2025) argue that the development of chald law
in Indonesia reflacts 2 pradual shift from an offander-oriented zpproach toward one that places
greater emphasis on the nghts and mterests of chuld vichms withm the justice process.

Tabde 1. Egjaciples of Child Friendly Justice

Frincple Legal Basis Current Implementation Tmplementation Gap
. . Serve: 25 tha primary basi: :
Best mterests  Law Mo, 35 of 2014 and Lawe - Lack of uniform impls-
of the child Mo 11 6£2012 forthe et of I epration standands
Chi i Children arz providad op- Childress vizws are not
Pl Law Mo. 11 0f 2012 porhmities to epress their  always given primary con-
pation viEws sideration
Prvacy pro- [ Publication of children'’s Cazes ol idenfity daclo-
taction LawHo. 3 of 2014 identiries is profihited 3Ure Continne o acour
FT— Azzistance provided by par-  Limdbed aanlakaliny of
Law Mo. 11 0f 1012 ents, social workers, of pry-  professional suppont per-
2 support chologists some]

.  Tivenile Crimdral Tustice Sy=- - . -
COIE S0 o Law o relted techwical  Available n cerin regions 1o Lpiementation
Tesulations -
Source Processed research data, 2024

intEriews

Table 1 demonstrates that Indonesia has nommatreely adctp‘be-d various child-frendly
justica principles withmn it crominal justice system. These legal provisions reflact the state's
comrmtrnent to ensurng protection for childran imvelved in legal procesdings, mehding child
victime of crimonal offenses. However, Mpsraha et al. (2025) mdicate that although tha legal
framework povernmg child protection 1= relatrvely comprehensive, the practical implemanta-
tion of child protaction principles continues to face sigraficant challenges, resulting m the m-
complete realization of the intended protective objectives.

The findings further revaeal that the prplementation of child-friendly justice prmeiples
remzins suboptimal. One of the principal nhaﬂmgmesmtbemaqualmmlabd.th of child-friendly
interview and examanation facilities across differant regions. Such facilities constitute an as-
sential prerequisite for creatmg a safe and supportive erviromment for child victims participat-
ing in legal proceadings. Furthermore, disparities remain m the capacity and competence of
law enforcement officials responzible for handimg cases mrvolving child victime of violence.
Pinandito and Susgibarts (2023) found that nstifutional capacity and the quality of mplemen-
tation are among the most sigmificant factors mfluencing the effactivensss of chuld protection

Azus

s sk bsonlmegmb el upliien
e BTGn,

The e gy danain Thaner wrong
s gl s gt dngmans, ur ek

e
Anggreamy
Thgnl s nparurumion, W'c egoagoned gm,
g wrlibngm

forshrrarings il

ekl [ndiecsian enugrann
b {11 gngignua}, semabingn d s o
gaprn g aiegnyan el FPA (37 ofRalels
fomnl. wncegn, LFTD PRA disrbagunipsadodav
s 2004 Peluka et Jova - KPADgng gegrymm o
fargHam sombmp ol wrnd srsheiehum weA 21 i
g b, wgmoerbnde Gl dalsGapn Uil FEA
Kupveny Cily ilsgming b ungnisgngiondsgmls
NP R, HHR AR RGN
sl s bl aablmgng o prabing deg
G A Portaf ot
farieumaghy.




Vol 4, Mo 2, Jigpe, 2006

within the justice system Bacept evdenep. fow Indonesia fipther ilnstratss these
oplementation challapges, Sualang gt 3l (2026) rported that cluld wigtans of seaal wplense
vy ghll expanispos TRpeated evinations dutng the leszl prapess, wdich can prease the,
vk, of regictmization, aud, pawbolrgical disess, The stmdy glso bishlishis comtirning
challpzes i praiding ademnate, poebolrginal. assisdanre aud wWrtecentered pInterting.,
throushent, crmunal prpcsedinz:. Thess fndines demonsiate fhia, daspite the. axistauce of
compprabensipe lazal

jog: althemah officars.

public, appRa]. that media gutlets withbold. the victrns idenity: points. tp, 2 treurng wedknsss.
lezal protestion of s, oty weder doticle 64 of Law Mymber 35 of 2014 depsnds.on
corparatian, o, actors, outside the. cominal instice, austery that sestizators bave, Limited
carcify tr, enfores, The 2024 glaygtion of the, policels, FPA it info, 2 full dgectorte
(Direktorat FPA-FPO) wnder Baraskuom Polr gigzals institntional eeoguiticn of this capacity
problem, but ifs effactiveness ot e tesort aud sub-district level, pdhatp mpst child victams frat
encevmter the syaten, Tamains ymestad.

Thesa findings sugzest that the primary obstacles to maplementing child friendly ustice
in Indonesia are not regulatory in nature but rather relate fo institutional capacity and support-
ing resources. Thiz mdicates that the effectrveness of child protection depends not cnly on the
existance of legal nomms but al=o on the akbality of justice mstrtutions to translata those nomms
into practices that ganumely respond to chaldren's needs. Lubiz (2023) argues that the success
of the nvenile jushice system 1= sirongly influenced by mstihuhional capacity, niter-agency co-
ordination, and the ability of law enforcement personnel to apply approachss that prionitize the
best interests of tha child.

Another challenge concams the lirmted availzbility of professional support persomel,
imcleding peychologists, social workers, and victim advocates with specialized sxpertize in
handling child victimes. As a result, not all chuld vietims receive adaquate pevehosocial assis-
tance throughout lezal proceadings. In addition, evidentiary considerations continees to dormi-
nata crimimal procesdings, often outweighing approaches focused on vietim recovery and pro-
taction. Aprilianda (2023) notes that the Indonesian juvenile justice svstem still requires
stronger mechanizme that enabla the voices and experiences of vichms to raceive greater con-
sideration during Judicial proceadings. This condifion suggests that strengthening the mpla-
mentation of child- fnendly justice should imelve not only regulatory mmprovements bt also 2
brmdﬂpmﬁgnlshﬂbmva:da]ushcezjstmthztpnontaenﬁm protection and recovery of
child victime, Chandra (2023) firther explaime that restorative approaches within the juvemle
justics system can remnforce vicim protection and racovery while maintaming the objectives
of criminal law anforcement.
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b. The Bole of Child-Friendly Justice. in Preventing, Secandary Victimization amens
Child Victims of Violence

From a victimelogical perspective, sacondary vietimizaton refers to the additional
harm experiencad by victims as a result of responses received after the commuizsion of a
ermumal offensze, whether from the secizl emviromment or from institutions responsible for
handimgz the case. In the contendt of chuld vichms of wiclence, secondary victmuizaton may
occur when legal processes that are miended to prowide protection mstead senerats new
psvchologieal distress for vietime. Such cireumstances may ariza through repeatad mterviaws,
treatment that iz imsemsitive to the condition of the chuld, or madequate protection of the
vichm's psychelogical neads throughout lezal procesdmss. Apriliands ot al. (2023) argue that
the protection of child victone extends beyond lawr enforcament measures agamst offenders
and meludes afforts fo prevent sscondary hanms that may worsen victims’ conditions during

the justice process. o
Table 2. Forms of Secondary Viethiuization,
Form of SecMary Ve y g pifestation in Legal Proceedings Impact on Children
. . Children are raquited to recoust telr expen- Retrmatizaticn
Repeated imteriens ences at multipls :fazes of procesding:
- - Cuestions or statement: that imply respon:i- - 3 i
Victim blaming bility o the part of the victiz Faslings of chama and gl
Confrontation with the of-  Dhirect encounters with or expesure to the of- o
; during procesdings Fear and amziaty
Dalnj‘edliegfpm:eed- Prolonzed cass proceszing Lome-temn stress
Lack nf]unpf:!;na&malsup- Tnuafficient pij\iﬁ::l;_xﬂEGJ and zocial assis- Oibstacles o recoveny
Dsclosme of idemtity Vi E— Tichr Smalsn_a'maﬁ.:;ndlsmmma-

Source: Procezsed rezearch data, 2024

Asillustrated m Tabls 2, secondary vietimization may arise invarious forms throughout
crmmal proceadmes. One of the most common forms 1= repeated interviewing, which requires
child wictims to repaztadly recount travmatic experisnces to different actors at various stages
of the justics procass. Such circumstances may reactrvate fraumatic memories and himder vie-
tims” recovery. Dinstabs et al. (2025) demonstrate that legal proceduras that fail to considar
rjﬂdrmasps:.{:balngmalm.d:hmma\ inereasa vulnarability to prolenged trawma and -
pede post-zrnne recon ety Field-level data from one regional police vt illustrate why rapaated
interviewing persists despite this nsk bemg well documented. A pre-study of the Women and
Chuldran Sarvica Unit at Eypang City Polica recorded a rize in raported cazas from 230 m 2022
to 271 in 2024, whils identifving persistent constramts in persommel mmmbers, counseling facil-
Lhthrmdlmﬂhhms,amgledﬂduchm: ::mnntu uﬁmrdayadmmﬂhplem
@idyﬁmduﬁmummhbhhwn&ﬂﬁehndafm—imgrmﬂmﬂut
dﬂd—ﬁmdbjnﬂceﬁnhdsmqmﬁﬂmmpehﬁmmlagapmmﬁmlm&mam
torn of unit-level understaffing. This pattern mdicatas that sacomdary victirization in Indonesia
iz drrven lesz by an absence of protective norms than by the practical inability of under-ra-
sourcad wuts to operationaliza them at the point of first contact with a clhald victim.

In addition to repaatad interviews, vietim-blammg practices may producs sericus psy-
chological conzequences for child victime. Cuestions, comments, or attitudes that implicithy
place responsibality on victime can genaerate fealngs of shame and guilt whils undenmming
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their salf-ssteam As 2 conzsquence, victims may become reluctant to disclose their experni-
ences openly and may lose trust m the jushee system Putn (2023) found that victimes” expen-
ences during legal procesdings are sipmificantly mfluenced by the quality of protection pro-
wided by Jud:malmsuhmnmandh'\ theappmﬁ.u:hﬂadap‘ladb} law enforcernent officials.

Bnother form of zacondary vichrmization mmvolves direct confrontation betwesn victims
and offenders durng legal procesdings. For chuld victims of viclence, particularly sesaual vio-
lance, encovmters with offenders may revive feelings of fear, anxisty, and insecurtty associated
with the original victimization Consequently, victim protection E}dEDdE bevond evidentiary
considerations and mehides afforts to create a safs emaronment throughout the justica process.
Lukas (2025) arzues that effectrve child protecton rust mmimize psycholegical pressure and
Euarantee vichims’ safety while they participate in legal procesdings.

Furthermore, prolonged legal procesdmps and madequate peychosocial support may
inmcreaza the risk of secondary victimization. When victimes ars ragquired to wait exdended peri-
ode for case resolution without raceiving sufficient azzsistanca, pevchological recovery becomes
mcreasmngly difficnlt This condion demonstrates that victim protechion requires a compra-
hensrve and continuous appreach Baclgnid (20257 amphasizes that prvenile justice systams
should mtegrate lagal protection with psychosocial support n order to achisve the objactives
of chuld protaction more effectrvely.

From a victimological standpoint, these variows forms of secondary victinnzation indi-
cate that eriminal justics proceszes may themselves become sources of addonal suffering
whan adequate protectrve mechamsme are sbsent. Therefore, the effactivenses of a criminal
Justice systam should not be measured solely by s capacity to mwvestizate crimes and puruch
offenders , but also by its ability to provide pretection, suppart, and recovery for victims. These
findings suzgest that victim protection must becoms an mtesral component of the juvenile
crirmmal justice system to ensura that lagal procesdings do not produce consequences that are
contrary to the fimdamantal ohjectives of cluld protection.

The analyzis firther demonstrates that the mplamentzhon of chald-friendly justics prm-
ciples plays a crucal rale m pcrE\'EntiJ:E sacondary 1'j.ctimizati|:u1 among child vietms of vio-
lence, Chuld-friendly mnterview procedurss, protection of provacy and cm:tﬁd.eu.haht:. profas-
sional azzistance, child-sensitive mu:mm:.n:ahm and the almlabd.ttj of child-friendby facilihies
collectively contribute to reducing the risk of re-treumatization during legal proceedmgs. By
ensuring that cluldran are treated with dignrty and respect throughout the justice procass, chld-
friandly Ju_ﬂhceﬁmcumnutcml}. 25 2 mechamsm for protecting children's nghts but also as
an effactive strategy for munimizing the harmfil consaquences assoctated with their imvohva-
ment m criminzl proceedmezs. Consequently, strensthemmz the mmplementation of cluld-
friendly justice principles should be regarded as an essential component of efforts to prevent
secondary vichmization and to promote a2 more vichm-oriented criminal justice system.

Table 3. Implementation of Child-Friendly Justice

Sitratesy Tmplementation Ohjective Contribution
Child-Tiendly tterview rooms Creating a safe enviromment Feducing vichms" angiety
Sinzle terview approach Avoiding repeated spamirations Faducing re-traumatization
Peycholozical as::tance Prownding emotional support Facliafing vichms recovery
Examination by framed person-  Adaptng commmication to chldren s Fleduoms psychological dis-
el negds ess
Audivvisual techmology Tinmizing direct comtact with ofenders  Preventins re-vicimization
[dentity protection Satezuandins chulden’s prmacy Preventins sodal shiEma

Source: Proce:sad rezearch data, 2024,
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Table 3 d.emonshaiﬂtba.tthepnnmpla of child-friandly Jush.cemabeamgmﬁcant
contrbution to preventmg secondary victnnization among child vichms of viclence. The van-
oz sfratepies meorporated within this approach are mtended to ensure that lagal procsadmezs
do not penerate additional peyvchological distresz for vichms. Sapwin ot al. (2024) explam that
child protection policies oriented toward vichms' needs are capable of enhancing the effectiva-
ness of lagal protection while spvmltanecusly raducing the risk of firthar psycholesieal harm
during legal proceedmzs.

Cme of the most inportant strategies is the provizion of child-friendly mtervisw rooms
desizned to create 2 safe and supportive environment for victims. Interview settings that do not
resemble formal interrozation rooms enzble childran fo racount their expeniencas more calmly
and openly. Such condifions help reducs amaety and mmprove the quality of information ob-
tainad during interviews. Pevchological safety constitutes an important factor that anables chil-
dran to fzel more comfortable in disclosing their experiences to individuals responsible for
providing assistance and protection (Pertrwd ot al, 2026). Mugpala and Hagaps (2023) furthar
emphasrze that the provizion of cluld-frisndly faeilifies and mechanizmes forms an ezzential
componant of a justice system criented toward the protection of children's rights.

Amothar strategy with substantial preventive value 13 the mplementation of the single
interview approzch. Thiz method aims to reduce the need for repeated queshioning, whnch has
lomg been recognizad as one of the primary cawses of sscondary victimization. Through effec-
tive inter-agency coordination and adequate documentation mechanisms, information provided
by chuld vietines can ke utilized more afficiently without requiring them to repeatedhy recount
the zame tramatie experience. Mulam =t 2l (2023) demonstrate that the simphfication of
procedures mrvolving child u{:tms, combined with enhaneed iter-institutional coordination,
contributas significantly to improving the guality of child protection throughout legal proceed-
ings.

Paychologieal assistance also plays a entical role m helpmg wichims cope with emo-
ticnal pressures during legal procesdings. The imvolrement of peychologists, social workers,
and victim advocates can assist chuldren in understanding the legal process while simultans-
ouely providing the emotional support necessary to navigate it. Such assistance sarves not only
3z a protactive mechanizw but alzo a5 an integral part of victoms' recovery. Sutanto and Ba-
haditya (2024) arzue that effactive child protection requires a multidisciplinary approach m-
\'_l:l];lin,g various professional actors fo ensure that victims" needs are addressed comprehen-
svely.

Furthenmore, exammations conductad by persommel who possess specialized expertize
in comumurieating with children can radece the likelihood of victim-blaming quastions or othar
forms of insensitive treatment. An understandmg of child psychelogical development enzbles
professionals to adopt commmuucation approaches that are appropriate to the culd’s age and
circumstances, thareby creating a safer and more supportive mterview process. Profeszional
competance therefore constitutes a crucial factor in ensuring that lagal proceeding: do not ra-
sult in secondary victimization.

The nzs of andinzal technology also contributes mizmficantly to the prevention of
secondary victimization Mechanizms such as video-recorded testimony and remote participa-
tion allow children to provide information without having to face offendars diractly. Such
meazures help reducs fear, anxiaty, and emotional distrass | while maintaiming the evidentiary
value of victims® statements. Slmlla:h the protection of victimse’ identities plavs a vital role
saferuarding childran from social -tlEu:La._ disermmination, and wrwanted public exposure that
mmay arise fom crimmal procesdings.

The findmgs mdicate that the noplementation of chald-friendly justice contributes sub-
stantially to reducing the nsk of secondary victimization among child victimes of violence.
These findings reinforce the view that 2 victim-gepterad approach within the criminal metice

Saper
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systemn enhances both the quality of lezal protection and the effectivenass of vietim recovary.
Senandi and Erey (2024) emphazize that the success of a jwvemle justics system should not be
aszaszad solaly by its ability to resolve cases, but also by It capacity to ensure the protection,
wall-being, and recovery of children involved in lepal procesdings. Consequently, strengthen-
mg the mplementztion of chuld-frendly metice prineiples should be regarded as an sszenfial
componant of crinvinal justice reform aimed at safeguardmg child victims and preventing ra-
victimization throughout the lezal procass.

Child Yictims of Violence
+
Criminal Justice Process
+
Risk of Secondary Viefimizmtion
+

Implementation of
Child-Friendly Justice
= Pretiskn of Soppen sad Usaiencs
® k- rely |mtervies Lo
* Singhe batervies - T Imorvies|
& Trained aied Sgeciukiond Prrssd
= Protresee of Hewisty and | sabdewsbly

+
Prevention of Sevondary Victimization

Vietim Kerovery ssd Protection |
Figure 1. Child-Friendly Justice Imsplementation Model

Figure 1 illustrates the relationship batwean cluld vichms of viclence, criminal mstice
procasses, the nisk of sacondary victimization, and the implementation of child-friandly justice
principles. The model damonstrates that the mvolvernent of child victims m lezal proceedmzs
may generate additional peychological consequences when judicial processes are conducted
withowut adequate consideration of the victims” neads and circumstaness. Such risks ariza be-
canzs children are often requited fo engage with legal procadures that may reactvate fraumatic
expeniences assoctated with the ongmal victmization. Manpala and Hagap; (2023) argue that
the protection of cluldren mvolved in the justice system should be cnented toward preventing
adverze consequencas that may dizrpt their psychological and social devalopment This per-
spectiva 15 consistent with the findimgs of Partivn et al. (2023), who demonstrate that peycho-
social factors and mdividual charactenistics play a sigmificant role in child and adolescent da-
velopment, thereby requinng child protection measures to be implemented through integrated
lezal, fanmulial, and soctal approaches.

The model further indicates that child-friendly justice fanctions az a protective mecha-
m=m capable of mitigating the adverss effacts associztad with lagal procesdings. Componants
such as professional assistance child-friendly imterview rooms, singls imterview procedures,
identity protection, and the mvolvement of specially frained persomnel constitute mterventions
dezigned to prevent re-victimization. Sapuriet al. (2024) explain that child protection policies
oriented toward victims' needs contribute significantly to anhancing the affectivensss of the
juvenile ustice system while smmltaneously stransthening the protection afforded to victims.

The mclusion of psychological assistance withm the model demonstrates that legal pro-
taction for child victins extends bayvond purely legal considerations and encompasses peycho-
logical and social dimensions. Assistance provided throughout lesal procesdings enablas vie-
tims fo better understand the process they are undsrsoms, reduces amwaety, and strengthens
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their capacity to cope with judicial proceedme=. Idubarak (2023) arzues that a comprehensive
child protection framework must mtagrata lagal, psychological, and social drmensions m order
to address victims® needs effectrvaly.

In additicon, the implemantation of the singla interview approach depictad m the model
reflacts efforts to reduce repeated questionimg, which has long besn recognized az one of the
primary causes of secondary vichmuzation. This strategy enzbles information provided by vic-
tims to be utihized more affectivaly wnthout requinng them to repeatedly relive travmatic ex-
periences during mmltiple stages of lagal proceadings. Chon and Puiigre, (2020) found that
simplifying procedures m cases mvolving children contributas to pmproving the quality of pro-
techon whils mmmmzmg adverze consequences ansmg from legal processes.

The pmtec’hon of victims’ identities alse constitutes a crucial component of the chuld-
ﬁmndl}. justica mmplementation model. Confidantiality serves net oaly to safeguard children's
privacy but also to prevent social stigma, discrommation, and social pressures that may hinder

recovery. Mova and Afgzal (2023) emphasize that identity protection forms an integral part of
the nghts puarantead to children and rnst be ensured by the state throushout judicial procsed-

ings.
The modal 3lso has pmpariant practical puplications. fir child pretertion polizies and

ad R crpmanal :

Based on the model presented m Figure 1, it can be understood that child-Snendly jus-
tice fimctions net only as an mstrument of legal protection but also as a preventive mechanism
agaimet secondary vickmization that 1z crientad tovard victim racovary. Accordingly, the ef-
foctivenes: of the criminal justice system should not be assessed zolaly by 1tz ability to mpoze
sanctions on offenders but also by if= capacity to provids protection, secunty, and recovery
support for chuld victims of viclence. [ngratglngm, et al. (2023) emphasize that an sffectve ju-
venile justice svztem st be capable of balancing the objectives of law enforcement with the
protaction of children's rights and the realization of tha best intarasts of tha child,

CONCLUSION

This study demonstrates that the prmeiples of chuld-friandly justice play 2 cracial role
in preventing sacondary victimization ameng child victims of violence within the criminal jus-
tice system. From a normative perspective, various child protection principlas have been m-
corporated mio Indonesian lemizlation, particularty through Law Mumber 11 of 2012 on the
Juvenile Criminal Justice System and Law Number 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. Thesa legal
provisions reflect tha state's compmitmant fo ensuring the protecton, participation, and fulfll.,
mant of children's rights throughout lezal procsadngs.

The findings indicate that the mmplementation of child-frendly justice contributes sig-
II.I.ﬁ\'_'aIlﬂj taredjmmgﬁlenakof econdary viclmization through a range of protective mach-
amizms, ncloding the provision of child-friendly interview rooms, the application of single
interview pmeedm\es peychological assistance, protaction of 1.1r_hm5 identities, and the m-
volvement of persommel with specializad expertise i handling cazes mvolving chaldran. These
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mechanizms zerve to mumimize the psyeheological distress that may anze dunng legal proceed-
ings whila spvmltanecushr supporting victims' recovery.

Neverthelass, the effactiveness of child-friendly justice implementation contimues to be
irfluanced by several challenzas, particularly thoss ralzted to institutionzl capaeity, the avail-
ability of qualified hman rescurces, supporting facilities, and inter-agency coordmation.
Therafora, Eﬁh'tshshengﬂrmﬂmmlmlahmufnhddﬁimdl}]mhmsbmddbewm
contimionsly to ensure that the criminal justics syztem i= not solaly orented tonard the prosa-
cution and purishment of offendars, but 15 also capable of providing effachve protection and
recovery for chuld victims of viclence.

Thushld}rmnmhrtetathedwelq:mmuﬂe@ scholarship by reaffirmng that cluld-
friendly justice constitutes an essential mstrument for bulding 2 crinmnal justice system that 1=
miore responsive to children's needs and best intarasts while simultanecusly promoting the pra-
vention of secondary victimization. Accordmgly, the integration of chald-friendly justice prm-
ciplas into crommal justice practices !]:lmlldbemgp.ldsdasaﬁmdamml omxponent of victum-
oriented justics and the broader protection of children's nghts

15| 2z
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erowth and development, and protection Som violsnce and discrimination. This constitntional
guarantae demonstrates thet child protection forms an integral part of the fulflbnent of bnman
rights, which the state is obligated to uphold. This commitment is consistent with the
Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC), which racognizes children as rights holders
entitled to protection and respect for their dignity. The United MNations (1939 affirms that every
child iz entitlad to the protection and care necessary for their well-beinz. Forthermore, Article
3(1) of the CRC provides that in all actions conceming children, the best interests of the child
shall be & primary consideration. The Committes on the Fights of the Child (2013} explains
that the principls of the best interests of the child serves not only as a general principle of child
protection but also as a substantive right, an intsrpretative lezal principle, and 2 procedural ruls
that must be applied in all decisions affecting children. Accordingly, child pratection should
not be understood solely a: a state oblization to prevent viclations of children's rights, but al=o
as a responsibility to ensure that all policies and actions concerning children are gnided by and
oriented toward the best imterests of the child Thiz constitotional snd imternstional
commitment, howrever, stands agzinst an empirical reality that remains alamming. The National
Survey on Life Experiences of Children and Adolescents (SMPHAR), jointly conducted by the
Miniztry of Women's Empowerment and Child Protection (Femen PPPA) and Statistics
Indonesia (EPFE) in 2024, found that 50.78 percent of children aged 13-17 years in Indonesia
had experienced at least one fornm of violence during their lifstime (Femean FPPA, 2024). This
figurs indicates that, statistically, ons in every two Indonesian children has been exposed to
violence, a condition that places the constimtional narantes of protection from violence umder
sarigus sirain.

Within the Indonesian legzl svstem, the principle of child protection iz implemented
thrangh Law Mumber 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. Article 58 paragraph (1) stipulates that
the central government, regionzl govemments, and other stete instimtions are oblizated to
provide special protection to children in wulnerable simations, including child victims of
criminal offenses and violence. Furthermore, Article 304 prmlde; that such specizl protection
zhall be carvied out through prompt intervention, psychosocizl assistance, social support, and
protection amd assistamce at every stage of judicial procesdings. In addition, Aricle 64
guarantses that children in conflict with the law are entitled to humans treatment, lagal and
sprizl aszistance, protection from stigma and discrimination, and the fulffllment of their rights
throughout the legal procass. Fitriani (2018) argues that the fulfillment of children's rights is
not solely the responsibility of the state but zlso reguires the active involvement of familiss and
commnnities to snsure children's optimal growth and development These provisions
demonstrata that the protection of child victims of vielence iz not merely ariented towrard the
punizshment of offenders but also toward the comprehensive protection znd recovery of victims.

From the perspective of modem criminal law, crime victims are no longer viewad
mearaly as sources of evidence in the process of proving criminal offenses, but rather as legal
subjects entitled to protection, recovery, and access to justice. Developments i victimological
zchalarship have demonstrated a shift in the orientation of criminal justice systems fom an
offandsr-oriented appreach toward & victim-oriented approach that places greater emphasis on
the rights and interests of wictims. Consequently, the effectivensss of the criminal justice
zystem iz measured not only by the state’s zbility to detect criminal conduct and imposs
zanctions on offenders, bt also by its capacity to provide effective protection for victims. In
the context of child victims of violence, such protection reguires special considerstion, as
children constimte @ vulnerable group that requires restment differant from that afforded to
adult victims. The wvolvement of children in criminal proceedings iz often unavoidabls
becanze their testimony freguently sarves as coucial evidence in establishing criminzl lishility.
Wevertheless, legal procedurss that fail to take inte accmmt the circomstances and needs of
childran may result in sdditionz] harm to victims. Therefore, modem criminal lew reqguiras
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protective mechanisms capable of ensuring respact for children's rizhts throuzghout the criminal
Jjustice process.

Diezpita the existence of comprehanzive nationzl and international legal framewarks for
child protection, violence sgainst children remains a persistent problam. This condition reflects
a gap betwaen the protection guarantesd by law and the protection acmzlly experienced by
child victims. The World Health Orzanization (2022) reports that exposure to violance daring
childhood iz szsocisted with an increzsed rizk of mentzl health disorders, social adjustmeant
difficultias, risk-takinzg behaders, and various psychosocizl problems later in life. Thess
finding: are supported by Eipkelhor et al (20200, who found that childhood exposure to
violance has lone-tenm consequencas for peychological well-bemg, intarpersonzl relationships,
and overall quality of life. Thess zlobal findings are mirrored in the national context. Data fom
the Online Information System for the Protection of Women and Children (SIMFOMI-PPA),
managed by Kemen PPPA recorded 19,628 cases of violence against children in 2024 zlone,
affecting 21643 child victims (Eemen PPPA  2025). Thizs figure represents a continuing
upward trend from 14,448 cazes in 2021, 16,104 cases in 2022, and 18,175 cazes im 2023,
indicating that the problem has not subsided despite the existing regolatory framework. 4
zimilar pattern iz reflacted in the snmuzl report of the Indonssian Commizsion for Child
Frotection (FPAT), which received 2,057 complaints of child-rights violations thronghoat
2024, Cazes related to family care and parenting disputes ware the most Sequently reported
catagory (1,087 cazes), followed by sexnal violence against children (265 cazes) and phy=ical
or psychological abuse (240 cases). Motably, the majority of perpetrators identified in these
cazes were the victims own biclogical parents, with fathers implicated in 259 cazes and mothers
in 173 cazes (KPAT, 2025). These figures damonstrate that, in the Indonesian context, violence
azzinst children iz not an izolated phenomencn but 2 recurring pattern most often ecourring
within the family environment that the law iz specifically desizned to protect. Such impacts
indicate that violence against children should not be regardad solely a: & matter of criminality,
but also 25 an izzue of child rights protection and public welfare, Accordingly, the protection
af child victims of vialence cannat be limited to the prosecution and punizhment of offenders;
it must also encompass measures that ensure the comprehensive recovery of wictims. The
recovary process is further influenced by the guality of caregiving environments and the senzs
of peychological zecurity provided within the family. A suppaortive family anvironment zaryas
as a protective factor that helps children cope with tranmatic experiences and facilitates post-
violence racovery (Pertwd, Muminip, & Saputra, 2026).

Another consequence of the high prevalenmce of viclence against children iz the
incressing involvement of children in the criminal justice svstem as victims or witneszes of
criminal offenzes. In criminzl proceadings, victims' testimonies Fequently constimte important
evidence for estzblizhing the factz of a caze and detenmining the offendar': criminal
responsibility. As a result, child victims are often required to participate in various stages of
tha legal process, including fnvestization, prosecution, and trizl. While such invelvement forms
an essential part of law enforcement and the search for material truth, it may simultaneoushy
place children in vulnerabls simuations when legzl procedures fail to comsider their
peychological condition and special neads a= victims.

Under Indonesizn positive law, the protection of child wvictims within criminal
proceadings: is regulated by Law Mumber 11 of 2012 on the Javenile Criminal Tostice System.
Articla 90 grants child victims and child ndmesees the right to receive medical rehabilitation,
zpcial rehabilitation, security protection, and access to information regarding the progress of
thair cases. This provision demonstrates that the criminal justice system functions not only az
a machanizm for enforcing crimingl liakility agaimst offander: but also 33 an instrument for
protecting victms. MNevertheless, mumergus smdies have shown that victim-imsensitive
procedures may generate sizmificant peychological distress. Goodman-Brown et 2l (2003)
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axplain that investizztive and examimation procadures that fail to consider the wictm's
condition may exacerbate the trauma experisnced by child victims. Similarly, Camphbell {20035)
found that wictims' intsractons with legal imstitutions significantly  influence their
peychological recovery. This situation creates a paradon within the criminal justice system,
whereby mechanizms intendad 1o provide protection may instead bacome sources of additional
suffaring for victims.

In victimological scholarship, this phenomenon is commonly refamed to a5 secondary
victimization. Orth {2002) defines secondary victimization as the zdditional suffering
axperienced by victims &5 a result of instimational responses following the commiszion of a
criminal offense. In other words, the harm suffared by victims does not neceszarily ead with
tha criminal act that constitutes the source of primary victimization bat may coatinoge through
negative experiences encountered during the handling of the caze. WWalklats (2018 arzues that
victims” experiencas are determined not oaly by the crime ftself ut alzo by how they are treated
throughout the lagal process. Similarly, Wemmegers (2018) emphasizes that judicial proceduras
that f21l to respond sensitively to victoms' needs may agsravate trauma and mpede recovery.
In the context of child victims of viglence, thiz risk is even greater becanse children have
limited capacity to undsrstand complex legal procesding: and different lavels of ability to cops
with the pressuras asseciated with criminal justice processes.

Wan Miskerk and Coetzee (2020} found that child victim: constitute a particularhy
vulnerable zroup with regard to secondary victimization due to legal procedurss that requirs
tham to repeatedly recount their exparisnces of viclence. Forms of secondary victimization
may include repeated mterviews, victim-blaming questions, unneceszary confrontation with
offenders, disclosure of victims® identities, delays in legal proceedings, and treztment that is
inzamsitive to victims® psychologiczl conditions. From a ciminzl law perspective, thess
circumstances demonstrate that wictim protection cannot be achisved solely through the
punishment of offenders but must zl:o include guarantess that all stages of the criminzl justics
proces: do not inflict additional hapm upon victims. Accordingly, the protection of child
victims extends bevond :afeguarding theam from the initizl criminzl act and encompassag
protection from adversa consequances that may ariza throughout lagzl proceedings.

From a victimaological perspective, sacondary victimization illustrates how the criminal
justice zystem itzelf may become a source of additional suffering when legal proceduras and
caze-handling mechanisms are not conduacted in 2 manner that is responsive to victims” needs.
This phanomeanon present: 2 significant challanze for modern criminal justica systams bacanza
tha abjectives of law enforcement extend beyond the punishment of offenders to inclode the
protection of victims. In cases fmwvolving child victims of viclence, the failure to provids
adeguate protection during legzl procesdings may conflict with the principle of the bast
interastzs of tha child, which has besn recogmized in both national and intemmationzl legal
instruments. Therefore, the prevention of secondary victimization constitutes an integral
component of legal protection for child victims within the criminal justice gystem.fs. a
rexponse to these concerns, the concept of child-friendly justice haz emerged, positioning
childran az rights holdars who are antitlad to specizl protection thronghout lagal procesdings.
The development of thiz concept reflects criticism of conventional justice approaches that tend
to prioritize evidentizry and procedural objectives over the neads and protection of children.
The Council of Europe (20117 defines child-friendly justice as a justice system that gnarantess
rezpect for children’s rights while tzking into account thair age, maturity, needs, amd
peychological condition. A child-friendly justice system must ensure effective access 1o justice,
protection from discriminstion, respect for children's digmity, meaningfil participation in
proceadings affecting them, and protaction from re-victimization throughout the legal process.
Thizs concept is baszed on the understanding that childran possess specific needs that requirs
treatment different from that accorded to adults at every stage of legal proceedings.
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Accordimgly, child-friendly justice encompasses not only the provision of child-
friendly physical faciliies bat also procedures, instimtional machanizms and the canduct of
law enforcement officizls that are oriented toward the protection of children's rights. A child-
centered. protective approach is also consistent with social control theory amd restorativae
approzches, which emphasize the importance of social suppaort in preventing deviant hehariar,
and strengthening children's reintezration into society (Pertiwi & Saimpna, 2022). Consistant
with this principle, the Committes on the Fights of the Child (2009) affirms that every child
czpabls of forming their own views has the right to express thoze views freely in all matters
affecting them and that such views must be given due weight according to the child's age and
matrity. Forthermora, the United MNations Office on Drugs and Crime (2009} explains that the
protection of child victims mayv be enhanced through interview techmiques that minimizs
repezted guestioning, professiongl assistamce troughout legal procesdings, protection of
victims” identities, the use of child-friendly interview facilitiss, and procedurss tailored to
children's specific needs. Collectively, these principles demonstrate that child-friendly justice
functions as a legal protection mechanizm aimed zt preventing the adverse conseguences
arising from children’s invalvement in the criminzl justice system.

Within the Indonesian lagzal system the principles of child-friendly justice have bean
incorporated into Law MNumber 11 of 2012 on the Juvenils Criminal Justice Svstem. Article 18
requires law enforcement officizls to prioritize the best interests of the child and to promote a
family-oriented stmosphers in handling cases invelving children. In addition, wvarious
provizions of the Tuvenile Criminal Justice System Law emphasize the protection of childran's
rights, assistamce throughout legal proceedings, lmane treatment, protection from stigma, and
the flfillment of children's needs while they zre involved in legal proceszes. These provisions
demonstrate that the protection of child wictims has becoms an imtegral componsnt of
Indonesia’s criminal law policy, reflecting a cormmitment to lnuman rights and the best interasts
of the child.

Wevertheless, the implementation of these principles continues to face sizmificant
chzllangas. Fitriani (2014) notes that child protection in practice is often hinderad by limitad
suppaorting facilities, inadequate inter-agency coordinstion, and the suboptimal implementation
of child protection policies. hloreovar, the uneven availability of child-fiendly nterview
facilities, the shortage of professional support personnel, and variations in the capacity of law
anforcemant officials to handle cazes involving children revesl 3 gap betwesn the normative
legal framework and its practical implementztion. These conditions indicate that the sxistence
of legal regulations zlone doe: not zutomatically guarantee effactive protection for child
victims of violence throughout criminal proceedings.

Previous studies have extensively examined the protection of child victims of violeace,
children's rights within the criminal justice system, the impact of secondary victimization, and
ths implamentation of child-friendly justice. Van MNiekerk and Coetzes (2020), for example,
axplored various forms of secondary victimization experienced by child victims during
criminal proceedings. Likewise, the Council of Enrope (2011} and the Committes an the Rights
of the Child {2009) emphazized the importance of implementing child-friendly justice
principles to safeguard children's rights throughout legal processes. However, studies that
zpecifically gualyzathe implamentation of child-friendly justica as a mechanizm for preventing
sacondary victimization among child victims of violence within the Indonesian criminal justice
systam remain limited . hlost existing resasrch sddresses thess two concepts separataly, leaving
inzufficient analyziz of the relationship betwesn the implementation of child-fiendly justice
and efforts to prevent secondary victimization within sn integrated anzlyticzl framework. The
novelty of thizs study liss in reconceptualizing child-friendly justice not merely 25 a general
child-pratection principle, but as a preventive legal framework for reducing the risk of
zacondary victimization among child victims of violemce. Unlike previous studies that
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primarily discuss child-friendly justice and secondary wictimization as separate izzues, this
stody integrates both concepts within a single analytical Tamework to examine how child-
friendly justice safeguards Sanction throughout the criminal justice process. Furthermore, this
stody contributes to the literaturs by aszzessing the conziztency betwesn mternational child-
friendly justice standard: and Indonesian legal regulations, while identifying specific
procedural zafeguards that support 2 victim-gepiezed approach to the protection and recovery
of child victims.

This zap in the literature highlights the need for 2 more comprehensive examination of
how child-friendly justice principles, as icorporated into nationzl legal instmaments, ars
implamented within the criminzal justice system and the extent to which their implementstion
provides protection against secondary wictimization for child victims of wiolence. Such an
analysiz iz important becanse the effectiveness of lezal protection depends not only on the
existence of legal norms but zl=o on their capacity to provide tangible safegnards for victims.
Ezzed on thiz rezearch gap, the present smdy aims 10 gnalyza the implementation of child-
friendly justice principles within the Indonesian criminzl justice svstem and to identify their
contribution to preventing secondary victimization among child victims of violence.

METHOD

This study amploy: a normative legel research method zimed at gualyzing the imple-
meantztion of child-friendly justice principles within the criminal justice system as 3 means of
preventing secondary victimization among child victims of violence. MNormative legal research
iz appropriate because the focus of the smdy liss in examinmg legal norms, legal principles,
child pratection doctrines_ and concepts related to victim protsction within the criminal justics
systam. According to Marzukd (2021), normative legal resezarch views law 2z 3 zet of norms
and roles zoverning human conduct, with its primary obyject of analyvsis being legizlation, lezal
principles, and legal doctrines. Similarly, Tbrahim (2019) argues that normative legal research
zzeks to identify lezal arguments, legal principles, and legal concepts that provide a foundation
for addressing the legal izsues under examination

This study adopts both a statutory approach and 2 concepruzl approach. The stamitory
approach is employed to examine lagal instruments zgoverning child protection and the criminal
justice system, including the 19435 Constitution of the Fepublic of Indonesia, Law Mumber 35
of 2014 on Child Pratection, Law Mumber 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Justice System,
and relevant mternational legal instruments swch as the Convention on the Bights of the Child
and the Guidelines of the Committes of Ministers of the Council of Europe on Child-Friendhr
Justice. According to harzuki (2021), the statutory approzch invelves a systematic examina-
tion of all lezal regulations relevant to the legsl is=us under study in order to assess the con-
zizstency and coherence of the applicable lagal famewark. Meanwhile, the conceptual sppreach
iz utilized to gnalyme, the concepts of child-friendly justice, secondary victimization, victim
protection, and the principle of the best interests of the child 2z the theoretical foundation of
the ressarch. This approach iz eszantial for understanding the meaning, scops, and interrela-
tionszhip of concepts developed within lezal scholarship and child protection studies (Thrahim,
2019).

The study relies exclusively on secondary data consisting of primary, sscondary, and
tertiary legal materials. Primary legal materials include legisletion and internztional legal in-
struments relating ta child protection and the criminal justice system. Secondary legal materials
conzist of books, national end intemational joumal articles, previons research findinzs, reports
izzued by governmental institntions znd internstional organizations, as well as othsr scholarly
publications ralevant to the ressarch topic. Tertiary legzl material: inchode legal dictionaries,
encyrlapedizs, and other reference sources used to support the imterpratation of legal concepts
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and terminelogy. Thiz classification of legal materizls is consistent with the framework pro-
posed by Soekanta and haraudii (2018), who distinguizh lesal research spurces according o
their function and level of suthority in providing legal information.

Diata were collected through library research by identifying, compiling, and reviewing
lazal materials and scholarky literature relevant to the focus of the study. Library research was
zglected becansa this stady iz oriented toward the examination of legal norms, legal doctrimes,
and previons studies concerning the protection of child victims of violence within the criminal
justice system. The collected materials were subsequently claszified according to key themes,
namely the protaction of child victims of violence, secondary victimization, and the implemen-
tation of child-friandly justice principles within the criminzl justice system.

The data were gualyzad gualitatively using a descriptive-anakytical method. According
to Soekantn and hdapaudii (2018), qualitative anzlysis in legsl research involves interpreting
and correlating legal provisions, doctrines, and scholarly opinions to obtzin 2 comprehensive
understandmg of the legal issus under investization. The anzlysis was conducted through the
identification of relevant lezal norms, legal interpretation, comparizon of national and intermna-
tional legal instruments, and evalostion of previous studies concerning the protection of child
victims of violenca. Forthenmore, the study examined the extent to which the existing nomma-
tive framework correspands with the implementation of child-friendly justice principles within
the criminzl justice systam. The findings were uzed to identify the contribution of child-friendly
justice wa the prevention of econdary victimization and to formulate recommendations for
strengthening legal protection mechanizms for child victims of vialenca.

Concreialy. interperiariag, fAlpmad blagzakie (2021) fuee trchuigues; stapuaatical.
intarpretatian ie iy the Lsarsl mesning of key tarms such.as spacial pratertion aud spcondary
giptanizariop. as ogdad.m Law Mpmbar, 35 gf 2014 gud Law Mumbex 11 97 2012; sustamatic.
inteppagtapan t.ead relared articles tngether Sy example, Article S9A on epacial protection
alpgzeide, Jmsicle 00 on.the gahts of child victms and wimesses tp. st whether they, fomm, 3
cohsten; protective famework: aud talenlogical. nterpietarion o assexs whether each.

prarisions uodar Law
fanctional indicatars doamn, Sowm, the CouacH of Eurape (2011) and, the United Mations, Office
on Drugs, aud, Coime, (2009): acpess, tp instice, pratertion fom, trpeated. questioning. child:
Trispdly intervipw facilitias. prpdessiongl peychosacial assistance, and idpntioy protection.
derenning whatker an equivalent safeenard exists in Indonesizn law and whethar it seves iz,

Furthermaora, the study examined the extent to which the exizting normative framewark
carresponds with the implementation of child-friendly justice principles within the criminal
justice systam. The findings were uzed to identify the contribution of child-frisndly justice wo
the prevention of zecondary victimization and o formulate recommendations for strengthening
lagzl protection machanisms for child victims of violence.
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RESULT AND DISCUSSION
2. Implamentation.of Child-Friendly Justice Frinciples within, the Indonesian Criminal
Jusfize System

The principle of child-frisndly justice represants an approach that positions children as
rights holders entitled to special protection throughout legal proceedings. Thiz concept
amerged from the recognition that children possess distinct needs and vulnerabilities comparad
to adults and therefore require spacial treatment at every stzge of the Jmtu:z process. The ap-
proach emphaszizes respect for children's dignity, meanmzful participation, protection of pri-
vacy, and the fulfillment of children's rights whan interacting with legal institntions. Filkalhr
and mw {2023} explain that child-friendly justice iz an approach that places childran's
righis, participation, and best interests at the geptes, of all stages of judicizl proceedings.

Within the Indonesian context, the principles of child-friendly justice have baen incor-
porated imto various legal instruments, particularhy Law Mumber 11 of 2012 on the Juvenils
Criminal Fustice System and Law Mumber 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. These regulstions
astablizh varions forms of protection for children invalved in lagal proceedings, inchiding child
victims of criminal offenzes. Apriliands st al (2015) arzoe that the development of child law
in Indonesia reflects a gradual shift from an offender-oriented approach toward ane that places
greater emphasis on the rights end interests of child victims within the justics process.

Table 1 Erinciples of Child-Friendly Justice,
Frinaple Legzsl Basix Current Tmplementation Tmplementstion Cap

i N 35 of . Serves as The promary tesis 3 -
Bestimferests  Law Mo, 35 0f 2014 and Law for tha of child Lack of uriform imple-

of the child No. 11 of 2012 it memtation standards
Crild - Children are provided op- Chldren’s views are pot
F.uﬂm:' Law o, 11 0£2012 porturdties to eppress their  always given primary con-
Fat visnE zidemation
Privacy pro- Law™o. 35 052014 Trublication of childres's Caze: of identify daclo-
tection e idemtitizs is probibited Sure contisus to soour

Azistance provided by par- Limsted avadlability of

As:istance - - . -
LawMa. 11052012 entz, social workiers, erpey-  prode:sional suppost per-
2ud sppon chalogist: sopmel
oo o Jovendle Criminal Tustice Sys- -
COESEDTY oy Law and related techmical  Available n corin regions 1o rglemestation
regulations

Source: Processed rezearch data, 2026

Table 1 demonstrates that Indomesiz has normatively adopted varions child-friendly
justice principles within itz criminal justice system. These legzl provisions reflect the state's
commitment to ensuring protection for children involved in legal proceedings, mcluding child
victims of criminal offenses. However, Mpgraha =t sl (2025) indicate that zlthough the legal
framework goveming child protection is relatively comprehansive, the practical mplemantz-
ton of child protection principles continues to face siznificant challenges, resuliing in the in-
complete rezlization of the intendad protective objectives.

The finding= further reveal that the implementation of child-fiendly justice principlas
remains suboptimal One of the principal challenges is the unequal svailability of child-friendhr
interview and examination facilities across different regions. Such facilities constimte an es-
zantizl prerequisite for creasting 2 zafe and supportive environment for child victims participat-
ing in lagal proceedings. Furtharmore, disparities remain in the capacity and competenca of
lzwr anforcement officials responsible for handling cases involving child victims of vielance.
Binandito and Sugibarie,(2023) found that mstitstions] capacity and the guality of implemen-
tation are among the most significant factors influencing the effectivensss of child protection
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within the justice system. Becamt enjdeucs. Jown Indomesiz fumher lustratss. these,
imglarentacion caallegzes, Sualanz et gl (2026) repontad thaschild izt of semnal viplance,

palicp, offirers, (Polwan), who staff the, Wamen, and Childrap., Service Updts, (Unit PPA)
trzponsiile fap bansdling child, sictims., constipape. guly @pund. 3 perceny of Indopesjz’s pnolica
farce. well below, the minimum of tpge Polwan per sub-districl polics, station, (Polsek)
trrommanded by the House of Bepresentatises Compuiaaion VI (2023). Thisshartazeis moat.
acuie, outside Java: KPAL (2026) fuupd that Fegional Technical Inolameotation Unis Gs
Wamen, aud, Child Bratection (UPTD PPA) remajn unerpoly, distdbuted, with clinical.
perrbolpEists particulachs srarce. i eastam (REIRRS MR 2 Papua, laspingamany child wictms.
without. acress 1p, prpdessional payrbogrsial assistance (reatdless of what the law suaraukess
O DARSE. A case landled by, Polds Metro Jaya god EPAT in May 2024, goepbanz. 2 tpddle
ezl exmlaited ouvideo nne family. apmber, ilnstrates how this capacite.2ap playsaut.in
mmmmMmmmmmmmm
pukbe, appagd that media gurlats withbald the wictious, identity Dol tp, & (REOCINE, WEakAnags.
lezz] pratertipn of wistns' sty wder doiicle 64 of Law Mpmbar 35 of 2014 depapdson
CAAPSLAHpE P, acrors. qurside. the. oimpdnal instice susteny thal inesHERLRrS, Dave, Jmited
CARACH 10, enfgrpe, The 2024 elepafian, of the.policgls, PRA unit ingg. 2 full direciorate,
(Direktorat PRA-PPOY) yuder Btz Poln sigoals instititional trroenition of this Capacin:
problers, hus iz effeciveness stihe rasor gud sub-disgiz level, where most child victimes frar

Theszs findings suggest that the primary obstacles to implementing child friendly justice
in Indonesia are not regulatory in nature bot rather relate to instihrtionzl capacity and suppoart-
ing resgurces. This indicates that the affectiveness of child protection depends not only on the
axigtence of legzal norms bat also on the ability of justice institntions to translate those norms
inte practices that gemainely respond to children's needs. Lubis {2025) argues that the success
of the juvenile justice system is strongly influenced by institutional capacity, inter-azency co-
ordination, and the ahility of law enforcement perzonnel to apply approaches that prioritize the
best interests of the child.

Anather challenze concems the limited availability of professionzl support parsonnel,
inchiding paychologists, social workers, snd victim advocates with specialized expertiza in
handling child victims. As & result, not all child victims raceive adequate psychosocial assis-
tance throughout legal procesdings. In addition, evidentiary considerations continue to domi-
nate criminzl proceedings, often ontweighing approaches fornzed on victim recovery and pro-
tection. Spgilianda (2013) notes that the Indomesian juvenile justice system still requires
stronger mechanizms that enable the voices and experiences of victims to receive greater con-
zideration during judicial proceedings. This condition susgests that strengthening the mple-
mentation of child-friendly justice should involve not only regulatory improvements but also a
broader parzdigm shift toward & justice system that prioritizes the protection and recovery of
child victims. Chandra (2023} further explains that restorative approzches within the juvenils
justice system can reinforce victim protection and recovery while maintaining the abjectives
of criminal law enforcement.
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A b. The Bolp of Child-Friendly Jusfice.in Prexpoting Secandary, Victimization smong
Child Victi £¥ial
From 2 victimelogical parspective, secondary victimization refers to the additiomal
harm experienced by victims as & result of responses received after the commission of a
criminal offense, whether from the socizl environment or from institutions responsible for
handling the caze. In the context of child victms of violence, secondary victimization may
ooour when legal processes that are intended to provide protection instead gemerste new
peychological distress for victims. Such circumstances may arise through repeated interviews,
treztment that is insensitive to the conditon of the child, or inadaquate protection of the
victim’s psychological needs throughout legal procesdings. Apriliznda =t 2l (2025) argue that
the protection of child victims extends beyend law enforcement measures against offenders
and inchudes efforts to prevent secondary harms that may worsen victims' conditions daring
tha justice process.
Table 2 Eorms of Seconso: Visimization

Form of SecOudST VIC »faifestation in Legal Procestings Impsct on Children
Repeated interviews  oaren are requited o recomt thelr expert- Fe-raumatizarion

ences 2t maltipls sazes of proceedings
- - Cuesiion: or siztement: that toply resporsi- s ;
Victim blaming ity on the part of the vict Feeling: of shame and guilt
Confromation with the of-  Direct ancoursers with ar exposure to tha of -
fenger fener during procesdings Fear amd aniety
Da]a}'adlf::pmr_eed— Pralonzed case processing Long-t=m stress
Tack of professiomal sup-  Tnzufficsent peychaleeical and social azsi=-
oot tanca

Ohztacles to recovary

Disclosure of dentity  Victiens” idemrities become publicly bmpn 002 g 200 ST
Source: Processed research data, 20246

Asillustrated in Takle I, secondary victimization may arize in varisus forms thronghout
criminal proceedings. One of the most commeon forms iz repeated interviewing, which requires
child victims to repeatedly recount traumatic experiences to differant actors at various stages
of the justice process. Such circumsiances may reactivate fraumatic memories and hinder vic-
tims’ recovery. Wugrabs et al. {2023) demonsirate that legal procedures that fail to consider
children's peychalogicsl conditions may increase valnerability to prolonged rauma and im-
pede pogt-crime recovary. Field-leval data from one regionszl police unit illustrate why repeated
interviewing persists despite this risk being well documented. A pre-study of the Women and
Children Service Unit at Fypang City Police recordad 2 rize in reported cases from 230 in 2022
te 271 in 2024, while identifving persistent constraints in personnel mumbers, goupngaling facil-
ities, and child psychelogy expertise as the unit's primary operationzl barriers (J-CEET, 2025).
Under such conditions, 2 single child victim's account is often relayed across multiple actore
investizgators, prosscutors, court-appointsd psychologists precisely bacanse no single ade-
quately wainad officer is available to condoct the kind of ons-time, recordad imterview that
child-friendly justice standards require; the repetition is less a procedural choice than a symp-
tom of unit-level undarstaffing. This pattern indicates that sacondary victimization in Indeonesia
iz driven less by an zhsence of protective norms than by the practical inability of under-re-
sourced unifs to operationalize them at the point of first contact with a child victim.

In addition to repested interviews, victim-blamins practices may prodoce serions psy-
chological consequences for child victims. Questions, comments, ar attitudes that mmplicithr
place responsibility on victims can generate feelings of shame and guilt while undermining
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thair self-esteemn. Az 2 consequence, victims may become reluctant to dizcloze their experi-
ences gpenly and may lose wust in the justice systam. Pumrd (2023} found that victims® experi-
ances during legal proceeding: are sizmificantly influenced by the guality of protection pro-
vided by judicial instimtions and by the approzches adopted by law enforcement officials.

Anaother form of secondary victimization invelves direct confromation between victims
and offenders during legal proceedingz. For child victims of violence, particularly sexnzl vie-
lence, encounters with offenders may revive fealings of fear, anriety, and insecurity assaciated
with the original victimization. Consequently, victim protection extends beyond evidentiary
considarations and inclodes efforts to create a safe environmant thronzhout the justice process.
Lubis {2025} arzues that effective child protection must minimize psychological pressure and
guarantee victims® safety while they participate in lagal proceedings.

Furthemmaore, prolonged lezal proceedings and inadequate psychosocial suppart may
increase the rizk of secondary victimization. When victims are required to wait extended peri-
ods for case resolution without receiving sufficient assistance, psychological recovery becomes
increasingly difficult. Thiz condition demonstrates that victim protection requires a compre-
hanszive and contimuons spproach. Bachenid (2023) emphaszizes that juvenile justice systams
should integrate legal protection with psychosocial support in arder to achieve the abjectives
of child protection more effectively.

From a victimological standpoint, these various forms of secondary victimization indi-
cata that criminal juostice processes may themselves become sources of additional suffering
when adeguate protective mechanizsms are absent Therefore, the effectivensss of a criminal
juztice systam should not be measured solely by itz capacity to investizate crime: and punizh
offendars, but al:o by itz ability to provide protection, support, and recovery for victims. Thesa
findings suzzest that victim protection must become an intezral componsnt of the juvenils
criminal justice system to ensure that legal procesdings do not produce consaguences that ara
contrary to the fundamental objectives of child protection.

The analysis forther demonstrates that the implementation of child-friendly justice prin-
ciples plays a crucial role in preventing secondsry victimization smong child victims of vie-
lence. Child-friendly interview procedures, protection of privacy and confidentiality, profes-
zional asziztance, child-sensitive commmunication, and the availability of child-Fisndly facilitias
callectively contribute to reducing the rizk of re-tranmatization during legal proceadinzs. By
ensuring that children are treated with dignity and respect throughout the justice process, child-
friendly justice fimctions not only as 2 mechanizm for protecting children's rights but also as
an effective strategy for minimizing the harmful consequences assaciated with their involve-
mant in criminal procesdings. Conseguently, stengthening the implementation of child-
friendly justice principles should be regarded as an essential component of efforts to prevant
zacondary victimization and to promote 2 mare victim-oriented criminal justice system.

Table 3. mwmufcm-m- Justice
TRLEZY ementation Objective uton

Child-Tiendly mervizw Iooms Creating 2 safe emirommesnt Fedudns vicim: agery
SmELe MEETVIEW 2ppIoaciy AVONINZ repeated exammatons Feduring re-ranmafization
Peychnlomcal aszistance Eroviding emotiona] support Fanliaime vichms” recovery

Exmmmafion by ramed parsan- Adapiing cormmmication to children's Feduring paychological d:-
nzl neads ress

Andoviual techmology Tmimizme direct confact with ofenders  Preveniing re-victnization
Tdentity protection Cafesuarding childrens privacy Treveming sodal stizma
Source: Processed research data, 2026,
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Tablz 3 demonstrates that the principles of child-friendly justice make 3 siznificant
contribution to preventing secondary victimization among child victims of violence. The vari-
ous strategies incorparated within this approach are intended to ensure that legal proceedmgs
do not generate additional psyvchological distress for victims. 3agpixg et al. (2024) explain that
child protection policies oriented toward victims' needs are capable of enhancing the affective-
ness of legal protection while simultanesusly reducing the risk of further psychological harm
during legal procesdings.

One of the most important sirategies is the provision of child-friendly interview rooms
designad to create a zafe and supportive environment for victims. Interview settings that do not
rezamble formal interrogation rootns enzble children to recount their experiences mare calmby
and openly. Such conditions help reduce anxiety and improve the guality of information ob-
tained during interviews. Poychological safety constitrtes an important factor that enables chil-
dren to feel more comfortable in disclosing their experiencss to individuzls responsible for
providing assistance and protection (Pertivi et 2l 2026). Mupmala and Hanspg (2023) forther
amphasize that the provizion of child-Fisndly facilifes and mechanisms forms an essential
component of 2 justice system oriented toward the protection of children's rights.

Anather strategy with snbstantial preventive value is the implamentation of the singla
interview approach. This method aims to reduce the need for repeated guestioning, which has
long been recognized as one of the primery canzes of secondary victimization. Through effec-
tive inter-agency coordination and adequate documentation mechanizms, information provided
by child victims can be utilized more efficiently without requiring them to repeztedly recount
ths same traumatic experience. hiolizmi st 2l (2023) demonstrate that the simplification of
procedures irvalving child victims, combined with enhanced inter-institntional coordimation,
contributes significantly to improving the quality of child protection thronghout legal procesd-
ings.

Peychaological azsistance alsa plays 2 critical role in helping victims cope with emo-
tonal pressures during lezal proceedings. The involvement of psyvchologists, social worksrs,
and victitn advocates can sssizt children i understanding the legal process while simultame-
ously providing the emotional support necesszary to navizate it. Such assistance serves not onhy
ag 3 protective mechanizm but 2lso 25 zn integral part of victims® recovery. Sutanto and B
hadigra (2014) argoe that effective child protection requires & multidisciplinery approach in-
volving various professional actors to ensure that victims® meeds are addressed comprehen-
sivaly.

Fuarthermors, examinztions conducted by personnel who possess specialized expertizs
in communicating with children can reduce the likelihood of victim-blaming questions or other
forms of insenzitive treatment. An inderstanding of child psychological development enablas
professionals to adopt commumicstion approaches that are appropriate to the child’s age and
circumstances, thereby creating 2 zafer and more supportive interview process. Profeszional
compatence therefore constitutes 2 crocial factor in ensuring that legzl procesdings do not re-
zult in zecondary victimization.

The use of sudiovizual technology also contributes significantly to the prevention of
zacpndary victimization. hechamnizms such a2z video-recarded testimony and remate particips-
ton allow children to provide information without having to face offenders directly. Such
mezsures help reduce fear, anxiety, and emotional distress while mamtaining the evidentiary
valoe of victims® statements. Similarly, the protection of victims’ identities plays a vital role in
zafegnarding children from social stizma, dizcrimination, and unwanted public exposure that
may arize from criminal proceadings.

The findings indicate that the implementation of child-friendly justice contributes sub-
stantially to reduecing the risk of secondary victimization among child victims of violance
Thess findings reinforce the view that & victim-ceptered. approach within the criminal justice
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zystam enhances both the quality of legal protection and the effactivensess of victim recoveary.
Zenangi and Erey (2024) emphasize that the success of a jovenile justice system should not ba
azzeszed salely by itz zbility to resolve cases, but alza by its capacity to ensure the protection,
well-being, and recovery of children involved in legal proceadings. Consequently, strengthen-
ing the implamentation of child-friendly justice principles should be regarded 2= an eszential
component of critninal justice reform aimed at safeguarding child victims and preventing re-
victimization thronghout the lagzl process.

Child Victims of Violence
*

Criminal Justice Process
*

Risk of Secomdary Victimization
*
Implementation of
__ Child- Friendty Justice
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| Victim Recvery and Prolooion
Fisure 1. Child-Friendly Justice [mplementation Model

Figure 1 illustrates the relationship beteeen child victims of viclence, crimimal justice
proceszas, the risk of secondary victimization, and the implementation of child-friendly justice
principles. The modal demaonstratas that the mvolvement of child victims in legzl proceedimgs
may generate additional paychological consequences when judicial processes ars conducted
without adequate consideration of the victims' needs and circumstances. Such risks arize be-
cause children are often required to angage with legzl procedures that may reactivate traumatic
expariences azzocizted with the original victimization. Jurmals and Hanapi (2023) argue that
tha protaction of children involved in the justice system should be orisnted toward preventing
advarza consequences that may dizmpt their peychological and social development. This per-
spective is consiztant with the findings of Pertiwi et al. (2025}, who demonstrate that psycho-
zocizl factors and individual characteristics play a significant role in child and adolescent de-
velopmeant, thereby requiring child protection mezsures to be implementad through integratad
lagal, familial, and socizl approaches.

The modsl further indicates that child-frisndly justice functions 2= a protactive mecha-
nizm capable of mitizating the adverse effact: azzocizted with legal procesding:. Componsnts
zuch 3z profeszional aszjztance, child-friendly interview rooms, single interview procedures,
identity protection, and the involvament of specially trained personmal constinite interventions
desiznad to prevent re-victimization. Jappir et al. (2024) explain that child protection policies
orientad toward wictims® needs contribute significantly to enhancing the effectivensss of the
jovenile justice system while simultanecously strensthening the protection afforded to victims.

The inclozion of psychological assistance within the model] demonstrates that legal pro-
taction for child victims extends beyond purely legal considerations and encompasses psycho-
logical and socizal dimensions. Assistance provided throughout legsl proceedings ensbles vic-
tims to better understand the process they are undergoing, reduces anxisty, and strenzthens
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their capacity to cope with judicial proceedings. Mphazpk (2023) argues that a comprehensive
child protection framework must imtezrate legel, psychological, and social dimensions in order
to address victims" needs effectively.

In addition, the implemsntation of the single imterview approach depicted in the model
reflects efforts to reduce repeated questioning, which has long been recognized a3 one of the
primary canses of secondary victimization. This strategy ensbles information provided by vic-
tims to be ntilizad more affectively without requiring them to repeatadly relive traumsatic ex-
perisnces during multipls stages of legal proceedings. Ghoad and Baiiyvaape, (2020) found that
zimplifying procedures in cases involving children contribmtes to improving the guality of pro-
tection while minimizing adverse consequences arising from legal processes.

The protection of victims" identities also constitotes 2 crucial componsent of the child-
friendly justice implamentation model Confidentiality serves not only to zafegnard childran's
privacy but zlso to prevent social stizma, discrimination, and social prassures that may hinder
recoveary. Mova and Afgizal (2023) emphazize that identity protection forms an integral part of
tha rights guarantsed to children and mnst be ensured by the state throughont judicial proceed-
ings.

The model glao has dngapan practical implicangns far child prozertion policies and
instice gractces. in Indonesia. First, i bigblights the nead.fay policvealers ip, srenstian te.
auaiabiliny of chid-fiendly interyiay ranis gud itegraied sUppOC sarises aoroes sllarglons.
1R ensuce equal acrese tp pratertips far child wisthns. Secand, the model suppons. the.wides
uplamentation of siasla-igtancisn. procadaves snd specialized faining programs far polica,
affipers, prazacutors, jndzes, and gter prafessipals dnvoled oo bandling child victime. Thind,
thp-modal yodarscozas, the paportance of strengthening fneraganc: conrdination song Ja
enfiqepmant, EtUions. somia)l sempice agepcins. paycholpgists, aud child protection
WI‘AW that lE:B] wmmaiare m ma Wmmum

Based on the model presented in Figure 1, it can be understood that child-friendly jus-
tice fanctions not only as an instnument of legal protection bat also a3 2 preventive mechanism
against secondary victimization that is ariented toward victim recovery. Accordingly, the ef-
fectiveness of the criming] justice system should not be assezzad solely by its ability to impoza
zanctions on offenders but alsa by itz capacity to provide protection, security, and recovery
zupport for child victims of violence. [pgrambum et al. (2023) emphasize that an effective ju-
vanile justice svstem muost be capable of balancing the objectives of law enforcement with the
protection of children's rights and the realization of the best interests of the child.

CONCLUSION

This stedy demonstrates that the principles of child-friendly justice play a cracial rols
in preventing sacondary victimization amaong child victims of violence within the criminsl jus-
tice system. From 2 normative perspective, various child protection principles have been in-
corporated into Indonesian legislation, particularly through Law Mumber 11 of 2012 on the
Juwenile Criminal Tustice System and Law INomber 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. Theze lezal
provizions reflect the state's commitment to ensuring the protection, participation, and fulfll.
gt of children's rights throughowt legel proceedings.

The findings indicate that the implementation of child-friendly justice contributes siz-
nificantly to reducing the risk of secondary victimization through a range of protective mech-
anizms, including the provision of child-friendly interview rooms, the application of zingla
interview procedures, psychological assistzmcs, protection of victims® identities, and the in-
volvemant of personna] with spacialized expertiza in handling cases involving childran Thesa
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meachanizms serve to minimize the psychological distress that may arise during legs] proceed-
ings while simultansously supporting victims' recovery.

Nevertheless, the effectiveness of child-Fiendly justice tnplementation contimies to ba
influenced by several challenzes, particularly those related to institctionzl capacity, the avail-
ability of qualified bumsn resources, supporting facilities, snd imter-zgency coordination.
Therefore, efforts to sirengthen the implemsntation of child-friendly justice should be pursusd
continnously to ensurs that the criminal justice system is not solely oriented toward the prose-
cution znd punishment of offenders, but is also capable of providing effective protection and
recovery for child victims of violance.

This study confributes to the development of legal scholarship by reaffirming that child-
friendly justice constitutes an essantial mstmment for building a criminal justice svstem that is
mare rasponsive to children's needs and best interests while simnltsneously promoting the pre-
vention of secondary victimization Accordinghy, the integration of child-friendly justice prin-
ciples into criminal justice practices should be regarded a5 & fandamental ca t of victim-
oriented justice and the broader
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1 | Reviewer A: Abstract: Thank you for your valuable

Abstract: Please clarify the novelty and unique contribution of the study in the
abstract.

Introduction: Please clarify the novelty and specific contribution of this study
more explicitly. Although the research gap has been identified, the distinction
between this study and previous research could be emphasized further.

Result and Discussion:

1. The discussion identifies several implementation gaps; however, the
inclusion of concrete examples or recent cases from Indonesia would
strengthen the analysis.

2. Figure 1 interpretation. The conceptual model is informative. However, its
practical implications for improving child protection policies and justice
practices could be discussed more explicitly.

Conclusion: The conclusion is well aligned with the study objectives and
findings. However, a brief recommendation for future research

comment. We have revised the abstract to
explicitly state the novelty and unique
contribution of the study. Specifically, we
added a sentence emphasizing that the study
examines child-friendly justice as a preventive
framework against secondary victimization
and highlights its contribution in linking
international child protection standards with
the Indonesian criminal justice system. This
revision clarifies the distinctive focus and
contribution of the research.

Introduction: Thank you for the comment. We
have revised the Introduction to more
explicitly state the novelty and contribution of
the study by emphasizing the integration of
child-friendly justice and secondary
victimization within a single analytical

framework, as well as its relevance to the




Indonesian criminal justice system.

Result and Discussion:

1. Thank you for the suggestion. We have
strengthened the discussion by incorporating
recent evidence from Indonesia, including
examples of repeated questioning of child
victims during criminal proceedings and the
uneven implementation of child-friendly justice
procedures across regions.

2. Thank you for the comment. We have
revised the discussion by explicitly
highlighting the practical implications of the
proposed model for child protection policies
and justice practices, including the
strengthening of child-friendly facilities,
specialized training for justice personnel, and
improved inter-agency coordination to prevent
secondary victimization.

Conclusion: Thank you for the suggestion. A
brief recommendation for future research has
been added to the conclusion section,
emphasizing the need for empirical studies on
the effectiveness of child-friendly justice
implementation and its implications for child
protection policies and justice practices.
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Title: The title format does not match the template used. The paragraph
format should be left-aligned. Please review the journal template used and
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Abstract: The abstract format is not entirely correct. It should be italicized.
Please review the journal template used. Correct and adjust it accordingly.

Keywords: The keyword formatting is also not entirely correct. It should be
italicized. Please review the journal template you are using. Correct and
adjust accordingly.

Introduction: Most paragraphs simply explain laws and general theories. The
article only cites WHO and international research, while national data on
violence against children is not presented.

Method: The legal analysis techniques are not explained in detail. The author
only mentions interpretation, comparison, and evaluation. However, he does
not explain how these processes are carried out.

Result and Discussion: Critical analysis of law enforcement officials,
institutional capacity, and implementation barriers is needed. The discussion
remains highly theoretical. There are no case examples from Indonesia, court
decisions, or practical examples of child victim investigations.

Conclusion: The conclusion is still a rehash of the discussion results. Policy
implications, legal reform recommendations, and an agenda for further
research are also included.

Title: Thank you for your valuable comment.
The title formatting has been revised to
comply with the journal template, including the
required left-aligned paragraph format.

Abstract: Thank you for your valuable
comment. The abstract formatting has been
revised to comply with the journal template,
including the use of italic formatting.

Keywords: Thank you for your valuable
comment. The keyword formatting has been
revised to comply with the journal template,
including the use of italic formatting.

Introduction: Thank you for this observation.
We have revised the Introduction by adding
national data from Indonesia's official sources
to complement the WHO and international
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PPPA & BPS), showing that 50.78% of
Indonesian children aged 13-17 have
experienced at least one form of violence,
added at the end of paragraph 1 to link the
constitutional guarantee with empirical reality;
and (2) SIMFONI-PPA data (19,628 cases in
2024, an upward trend since 2021) together
with the KPAI Annual Report 2024 (2,057

complaints, mostly involving biological parents




as perpetrators), added in paragraph 4
alongside the WHO and Finkelhor et al.
citations. These additions, sourced directly
from official government publications, have
been included in the reference list with links,
so that the discussion is now grounded in both
international and national evidence.

Method: Thank you for this observation. We
have revised the Method section to explain
how each technique was applied:
interpretation followed Marzuki's (2021)
grammatical, systematic, and teleological
techniques, illustrated with specific provisions;
comparison followed Zweigert and Kotz's
(1998) functional approach, checking national
provisions against five functional indicators
from the Council of Europe (2011) and
UNODC (2009); and evaluation assessed the
gap between normative provisions and their
documented implementation. The
corresponding reference (Zweigert & Kotz,
1998) has been added to the bibliography.

Result and Discussion: Thank you for this
observation. We have revised the discussion
by adding critical analysis of institutional
capacity and concrete Indonesian examples in
two places: (1) in section (a), we discuss the
shortage of women police officers in Unit PPA
(3% of Polri's force), uneven UPTD PPA
distribution outside Java, and a 2024 Polda
Metro Jaya - KPAI case involving a toddler
victim of sexual exploitation; and (2) in section
(b), we include field data from Unit PPA
Kupang City showing how rising caseloads
and limited personnel make repeated




interviewing a structural problem rather than a
procedural choice. Corresponding references
have been added to the bibliography.

Conclusion: Thank you for this observation.
We have added two paragraphs to the
conclusion: one presenting concrete policy
implications and legal reform
recommendations, including uniform facility
standards, mandatory investigator training,
formalized interagency SOP, and a
recommendation to codify single-interview
provisions into the ongoing KUHAP revision
using Law Number 12 of 2022 (TPKS) as a
model; and one specifying three empirical
research priorities: a multi-site comparative
study, longitudinal research on psychological
outcomes, and evaluation of the 2024
Direktorat PPA-PPO restructuring at the resort
level.
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Introduction: A final proofreading is recommended to reduce several repetitive
explanations regarding child-friendly justice and secondary victimization so that
the narrative becomes more concise.

Method: Please ensure consistency in the terminology used for the legal
research approach and avoid unnecessary repetition in the explanation of the
analytical procedures.

Conclusion: It is recommended to make it slightly more concise by
emphasizing the principal findings and policy implications while avoiding
repetition of points already discussed.

Introduction: Thank you for the suggestion.
We have consolidated the repeated
explanations of secondary victimization and
child-friendly justice into single unified
paragraphs and removed redundant
concluding sentences to improve
conciseness.

Method: Thank you. We have standardized
the terminology by consistently using
normative legal research throughout the
section and clarified library research as a
data collection technique within that
approach. The duplicated concluding
sentences have also been removed and
consolidated into a single closing statement.

Conclusion: Thank you for the suggestion.
The first two paragraphs have been merged
into a single concise statement of principal
findings, redundant concluding sentences
removed, and the conclusion now moves
directly from findings to policy implications.
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