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Abstract: Child victims of violence involved in the criminal justice system are vulnerable to
secondary victimization due to various legal procedures that may cause psychological distress
and refranmatization. This condition highlights the importance of implementing child-friendly
justice principles as a means of safeguarding children throughout legal proceedings. This study
aims to analyze the implementation of child-friendly justice principles within the Indonest
criminal justice system and to identify their contribution to preventing secondary victimization
among child victims of violence. The research employs a normative legal h method
using statutory and conceptual apptoacha Research data were collected through library

ional legal instr ts, scholarly literature, and
relev: ant prewous studies Data were apalyzed qualitatively through interpretation, comparison,
and evaluation of legal provisions and concepts related to child protection. The findings
indicate that child-friendly Jusnce prmmplﬁ ha\ e been incorporated into vanous national
regulations; however, their i n cc to face chall i limited
child-friendly facilities, madequate professional competence among law enforcement o 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 beeu shown to contribute to reducing the risk of secondary victimization.
Therefore, strengthening the implementation of chxld-fnendly justice principles is essential to
establishing a criminal Justxce sysnem 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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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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systems in the future. Therefore, child protection consti 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 violence and discrimination. This constitutional
guarantee demonstrates that child protection forms an integral part of the fslfillment, of human
rights, which the state is obligated to uphold. This cc i is consi 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 is entitled to the protection and care necessary for their well-being. Furthermore, Article
3(1) of the CRC provides that in all actions conceming children, the best interests of the child
shall be a primary consideration. The Committee 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 decisions 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 best 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 violence. Furthermore, Article 59A provides that such special protection
shall 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
not solely the responsibility of the state but also requires the active involvement of families and
communities to ensure children's optimal growth and development. These provisions
demonstrate that the protection of child victims 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
subjects 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 emphasis on
the rights and interests of victims. Consequently, the effectiveness of the criminal justice
system is 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 violence, 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 mechanisms capable of ensuring respect for children's rights throughout the criminal
justice process.

Despite the exi of comprehensive national and international legal frameworks for
child protection, violence 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 victims. The World Health Organization (2022) reports that exposure to violence during
childhood is associated with an increased risk of mental health disorders, social adjustment
difficulties, risk-taking behaviors. 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 victims. The recovery process is further influenced by the quality
of caregiving environments and the sense of psychological security provided within the family.
A supportive family environment serves as a protective factor that helps children cope with
traumatic experiences and facilitates post-violence recovery (Pertiwi, Muminin, & Saputra,
2026\



Another consequence of the high prevalence of violence against children is 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 facts of a case and determining the offender's criminal
responsibility. As a result, child victims are often required to participate in various stages of
the legal process, including investigation, prosecution, and trial. While such involvement 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,
social 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 mechanism for enforcing criminal liability against offenders but 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 (2003)
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 phenomenon is commonly referred to as secondary
victimization. Orth (2002) defines secondary victimization as the additional suffering
experienced by victims as a result of institutional responses following the commission of a
criminal offense. In other words, the harm suffered by victims does not necessarily end with
the criminal act that constitutes the source of primary victimization but may continue through
negative experiences enco d during the handling of the case. Walklate (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 trauma and impede recovery.
In the context of child victims of violence, this risk is even greater because children have
limited capacity to understand complex legal proceedings and different levels of ability to cope
with the pressures associated with criminal justice processes.

w
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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 is
insensitive to victims’ psychological conditions. From a criminal law perspective, these
circumstances demonstrate that victim 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 beyond safeguarding them from the initial criminal act and encompasses
protection from adverse consequences that may arise throughout legal proceedings.

From a victimological perspective, secondary victimization illustrates how the criminal
justice system itself may become a source of additional suffering when legal procedures and
1 are not conducted in a that is responsive to victims’ needs.
This phenomenon presents a significant challenge for modern criminal justice systems because
the objectives of law enforcement extend beyond the punish 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 concems, the concept of child-friendly justice has emerged, positioning
children as rights holders who are entitled to special protection throughout legal proceed::
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
psychological 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 is 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 mechanisms, and the conduct of
law enforcement officials that are oriented toward the protection of children's rights. 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 those 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 proceedings. protection of
victims® identities, the use of child-friendly interview facilities, and procedures 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
arising from children's involvement in the criminal justice system.

case-handli




Within the Indonesian legal system, the principles of child-friendly justice have been
incorporated into Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Justice System. Article 18
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requires law enforcement officials to prioritize the bast interests of the child and to promote a
family-oriented atmosphere in handling cases mvolving children In addition, various
prcms:ons of the Juvenile Crimmal Justice System Law emphaziza the p ion of children's
rights, tance throughout legal proceed:: h treannengprotecnonﬁomshgmz,and
the fulfillment of children's neads while they are involved in legal processes. These provisions
demonstrate that the protection of child victims ha: become an mtsgral component of
Indonesia’s crimmal law policy, reflecting a commitment to human rights and the best interests
of the child.

Nevertheless, the implementation of these pﬁnciples continues to face significant
challenges. Fitriani (2016) notes that child protection in practice is often hindered by lmnted
supporting facilities, madequate inter-agency coordmation, and the suboptimal impl
of child protection policies. Moreover, the uneven availability of child- fnendly mtervisw
facilities, the shortage of professional support personnel, and variations i the capacity of law
enforcement officials to handle cases mvolving children raveal a gap between the normative

legal framework and its practical implementation. These conditions indicate that the exi
of legal regulahons alone does not automzucall\ guarantee effactive protection for child
victims of viol 1 1 cn.mmal prc

Pravious stud: hz\ 2 rvely examined the protaction of child victims of violence,

children's rights within the criminal justice system, the impact of secondary victimization, and
the implementation of child-friendly justice. Van Niekerk and Coetzes (2020), for example,
explored various forms of secondary victimization experienced by child victims during
crimmal proceedings. Likewise, the Council of Europe (2011) and the Committee on tha Rights
of dw C!u.ld (2009) emphaszized the importance of implementing child- ﬁ'lendl) Jusnce
to safe d children's rights throughout legal p H that
specxﬁcalh analyze the implementation of dnld—ﬁ‘lendl) justice as a mechanizm for praventing
secondary victimization among child victims of violence within the Indonesian crimmal justice
system remain limited. Most existing research addreszes theze two concepts separataly, leaving
inzsufficient analysiz of the relationship between the implementation of child-friendly justice
and efforts to prevent secondary victimization within an integrated anal\'tu:a] fn.me\\ ork
'I'lnsgapmthehtmhxehxzhhghtstheneedfotamm p of
how child-friendly justice principles, as incorporated into national legal instruments, are
implemented withm the cnmma.l Jushce 5y stem and the extent to which their implementation
provides protecti ization for child victims of violence. Such an
analysis 1= important ‘because the eEectn'eness of legal protection depends not only on the
exizstance of legal norms but also on their capacity to provide tangible safeguards for victims.
Based on this research gap, the present study aims to analyze, the implementation of child-
friendly justice principles within the Indonesian criminal justice system and to identify their
contribution to preventing sacondary victimization among child vietims of violence.

° Reviewer
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METHOD

This study employs 2 nommative legal rezearch method amed at yazlyzipg, the imple-
mentation of child-friendly justice principles within the crimimal justice system 23 2 means of
preventing secondary victimization among child victims of vielence Normative legal ressarch
15 2ppropriate bacause the focus of the study lLies in examining lzzal nomms, legal principles,
child protection doctrines, and concept: related to victim protection within the criminal justice
system. According to Marzakd (2021), normative legal research views Iaw as 2 set of norms
and rule: governing human conduct, with its primary object of analyziz being legislation, legal
principles, and legal doctrines. Similarly, Torahim (2019) argues that nommative lzgal ressarch
seeks to identify lezal arguments, leenlpnna.ple and lezal concept: that provide a foundation
fotaddres,mgmelega]umsunderexmmmm

VL
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Thusmdyadoptsbuhasmnu\ appuouhmdaconcepmnlapprmmmm
2pproach is employed to examine legal imstruments goveming child protection and the criminal
Jjustice system, mcludmgthelN:CunsnnmonoftthepubhcoflndonsaLawNumbu35
0£2014 on Child Protection, Law Number 11 02012 on the Juvenile Crimimal Justice System,

and relevant mtemational lezal instruments such a: the Convention on the Rights of the Child
and the Guideline: of the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe on Child-Friendly
Justice. According to Marzuki (2021), the statutory 2pproach mvolves 2 systematic examina-
tion of all legal regulation: relevant to the legal izsue under study in order to 2:sess the con-
sistency and coherence of the applicable lezal framework. Meanwhile, the conceptual approach
iz utilized to aalyze the concept: of child-fmendly justice, secondary victimization, victim
protection, and the principle of the best interests of the child as the theorstical foundation of
the research This approach iz eszential for understanding the meaning, scope, and pterrela-
tionship of concept: developed within legal scholarship and child protection studies (Torahim,
2019).

The study relies exclusively on secondary data consisting of primary, secondary, and
mmhgalmammmnyhgalmubmcmdehgﬂmmmdmmﬂlegdm-
struments relating to child protaction and the criminal justice system. Secondary legal materials
consist of books, nation2l and international joumal articles, previous ressarch findings, reports
izsuad by govermmental institutions and international organizations, 2s well as other scholarly
mhcmmsmmmmmemchwpu Tertiary legal materials include legal dictionaries,
eapycJopedias, and otbenefzrmesuurcesusedtomppmthzmmprmmoﬂegalcoxepts
and terminology. This classification of lezal materials 12 consistent with the framework pro-
posedbyWW("OlS) who distinguish legal ressarch sources according to

their fimction and level of authonty in providing legal mformation.

Data were collectad through library research by identifying, compiling, and reviewing
legal material: and :cholarly literature relevant to the focus of the study. Library research was
selected becanse this study is criented toward the examination of lezal nomms, lezal doctrines,
and previous studies conceming the protaction of child victims of violence within the criminal
mmesysnmhecoﬂmedmnmabmmb&qumlydasnﬁedxcm&umham
namely the protection of child victims of violence, sacondary victimization, and the implemen-
mnonofcmldﬁ'lend]yjusucepmuplewuhmmecnmmaljumces)nm

The data were znalyzed qualitatively vsing 2 descriptive-analytical method. According
to Joakanta and Jlzmydii (2018), qualitative analyzis in legal research involves interpreting
mdconelmnglegal provizions, doctrine:, and :cholarly opinions to obtain a comprehensive
understanding of the legal isue under investization. The analyzis wa: conducted through the
identification of relevant legal norms, lzgal interpretation, comparison of national and mtema-
tion2l legal instruments, and evaluation of previous studies conceming the protection of child
victims of violence. Furthermore, the study examned the extent to which the existing norma-
tive framework corresponds with the implementation of child-friendly justice principles within
the criminal justice system. The findings were uzed to identify the contrnbution of chuld-friendly
Jjustice to the prevention of sscondary victimization and to formulate recommendations for
strengthening lezal protection mechanizms for child victims of violence.



RESULT AND DISCUSSION
&. Luplementation.of Child;Friendly Justice Bouciples 17ithin.the Indonesian Criminal
Justice System
The principle of child-friendly justice represents an approach that positions children 23
rights holders entitled to special protection tirouskout lezal procesdings. This concept
emerged from the recognition that children possess distinct needs and vulnerabilities compared
to adults and therefore require spacial treatment at every stage of the justice process. The 2p-
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proach emphasizes respect for children's dignity, meaninsful participation, protaction of pri-
vacy, and the fulfilmens of children's risht: when mteracting with legal institutions. Kilkelly
and Dleyaier (2023) explain that child-friendly justice is an approach that places children's
rights, participation, and best interests at the gaptar,of 2ll stages of judicial proceedings.
Within the Indonesian context, the principles of child-friendly justice have been incor-
porated into various legal mstruments, particularly Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile
Crimmal Justice System and Law Number 35 0f 2014 on Chuld Protection. Thess regulations
establish vaniou: forms of protaction for children mvolved in Jegal proceadmss, mcluding child
victims of crimmal offenses. Jpriliapda et al (2025) argue that the development of child law
in Indonesia reflect: a gradual shift from an offender-oriented 2pproach toward one that places
greater emphazi: on the rights and interests of child victims within the justice process.

Tahlpl. Brngiples of Chidd-Friendly Justice,
Principle Legal Baziz C-'n- Tmapl Gap
Bewtmteresss Law No. 35 of 2004 and Law Tx“';:“ - F‘"'“?_:’T:‘ Lack of witfoem enple-
of the child No. 11 of 2012 :f‘l‘m’ o meration sundunds
i N Chuldren are provaded op- Chuldren’s views e not
Child partaci- 2 " St A
i Law No. 11 of 2012 poriitics 10 expeess Sweir  always given ey oon-
o views siderution
Privacy peo- Law No. 38 of 2014 l’uhb.aln\ ot duln!rufs Clases ol identity decho-
tection T e continee % oo
Assistana Asststance p(mnk\! by pet- Lened availabdey of
Assttance ; " i
and ot Law No. 11 of 2012 cats social workers, ocpey-  prodessional suppornt per-
ppe chologists soane]
. . Juvenile Creveal Justioe Sys- p
Child-freadly = v Uneven implementation
infervicas sem Law and redated technical  Avaskable in certain regaoas acwss Indooesin

regadatioos

Source: Processed research data, 2026,

Table 1 demonstrates that Indonesia ha: normatively adopted vanou: child-friendly
Jjustice principles within its crimimal justice system. These legal provisions reflect the state's
commitment to ensuring protection for children mvolved in legal proceeding:, including child
victims of criminal offenses. However, Muzgraka et al. (2023) mdicate that although the legal
framework goveming child protection is relatively comprehensive, the practical implementa-
tion of child protection principle: contimues to face significant challenges, resulting in the -
complete realization of the itended protactive objectives.

The findings further reveal that the implementation of child-friendly justice principles
remains suboptimal. One of the principal challenges: i3 the unequal availability of child-friendly
interview and examination facilities across different regions. Such facilities constitute an es-
sential prerequisite for creating 2 safe and supportive environment for child victims participat-
ing in lezal procesdings. Furthermore, disparities remain in the capacity and competence of
law enforcement official: responsible for handling case: involving child victims of violence.
Bipandito,and Sugikartg (2023) found that institutional capacity and the quality of implemen-
tation are among the most :ignificant factors influencing the effectivenss: of child protection
within the justice system.

These findinss suggest that the primary obstacles to implementing child-fendly justice
in Indonesia are not regulatory in nature but rather relate to mstitutional capacity and support-
ing resource:. This mdicates that the effectivensss of child protection depend: not only on the
existance of legal nonms: but also on the ability of justice institutions to tranzlate those nonms
into practices that genuinely respond to children's needs. Lubis (2025) argue: that the success
of the juvenile justice system 12 strongly influenced by mstitutional capacity, mter-agency co-
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ordination, and the ability of law enforcement personmel to apply approaches that prioritize the
best interests of the child.

Another challenge concerns the limited availability of professional support personnel,
including psychologists, social workers, and victm advocates with specialized expertize in
handling child victims. As a result, not all child victims receive adequzte pay chosocml assis-

tance throughout lazal p dings. In additi Adentiary iderations to domi-
nate criminal p dr often out hi hes d on victim recovery and pro-

tection. é.pwupd.; (2025) notes that the Indonesun juvenile justice system still requires
stronger mechanizms that enable the voices and experiences of victims to receive greater con-
sideration during judicial proceedings. This condition suggests that strengthenmg the imple-
mentation of child-friendly justice should mvolve not only regulatory improvements but alzo a
broader paradigm shift toward a justice system that prioritizes the protection and recovery of
child victims. Chandra (2023) further explains that restorative approaches within the juvenile
justice system can reinforce victim protsction and recovery while maintaming the objectives
of crimmal law enforcement.

b. The Role, of Child-Friendly Justicp, in Preventing Secondary. Victimization among,
Child Victi £ Viol

From a victimological perspective, secondary victimization refers to the additional
harm experienced by victims as a result of responses recerved after the commizsion of a
crimmal offense, whether from the social en\'i.ronment or from mstitutions responsible for
handling the caze. In the context of child victims of v dary victimization may
occur when legal processes that are intended to pmnde protaction instead generate new
psychological distress for vietims. Such ci may arise through repeated mterviews,
treatment that iz 1 itrve to the dition of the child, or inadequate protaction of the
victim’s psychological needs throughout legal proceed: Apziliapnda et al. (2023) argue that
the protection of child victims extends beyond law enforcement measures against offenders
and mcludes efforts to prevent secondary harms that may worsen victims’ conditions during
the justice process.

mz Formsof S d Nictimi;

Form of Secondary Vic-  y roife ctation i Legal Proceedings Impact on Children
: S Children are requirad to recount their expen- 2R
Repeated mterviews: ences 2t muliple stazes of proceedi Re-traumatization
- - Questions or statements that imply responzi- -
Victim blaming vility on the part of the victim Feeling: of shame and guilt
Confrontation with the of-  Direct encounters with or exposure to the of- .
fend fender durs fings Fear and angiety
Delayed liengza!l proceed- Prolonged caze proces:ing Long-term stress
Lack of pmpf:;nmal sup-  I[nsufficient psycho‘lzoz;g‘igal and social assis- Obstacles to recovery
Disclosure of identity Victims' identitie: become publicly knonwn Social mz:d discriming-
Source: Proceszed research data, 2026.

Asillustrated in Table 2, dary victimization may arise in various forms throughout
criminal proceedings. One of the most common forms iz repeated interviewing, which requires
child victims to repeatedly recount ic experiences to different actors at various stages
of the justice p Such ex sta may reactivate traumatic memories and hinder vic-
tims’ recovery. Mugraha et al. (2023) d ate that legal proced that fail to consider
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children’s psychological conditions may i vulnerability to prolonged trauma and im-
peds post-crime recovery.
In addition to repeated interviews, victim-blammg practices may produce senous_ps\ -

chological consequences for child victims. Quest: ts, or attitud
place responsibility on victims can generate ﬁeelmgs of shame and gm.lt “h:tle u.nderm.lmng
their self-esteem. Az 2 consequence, victims may luctant to discloze their expen—

ences openly and may lose trust in the justice system_ Putri (2023) found that victims’ experi-
ences during legal procesdings ars significantly mfluenced by the quality of protsction pro-
\1dedby'_]ud.|c.ulmshnm<msandbvﬂae_" hes adopted by law enf t officials.

Another form of d ion invok dnect fi ion bety victims
and offenders during legal proceedmgs For child victims of violence, particularly sexual vio-
lence, encounters with offenders may revive feelings of fear, anxiety, and insecurity aszociated
with the origmal victimization Consaquently, vietim protection extends beyond evidentiary

1derations and mcludes efforts to create a safe environment throughout the justice process.
Lubis (2025) argues that effactive child pmtectxon must mmnmze psychological pressure and
guarantee victims® safety while they p ipate m legal P

Furthermore, prolonged legal p di dequate psychosocial support may
increase the rizk of secondary viu:timinﬁon When vm’nms are required to wait extanded peri-
ods for case resolution without receiving sufficient assistance, psychological recovery becomes
increasingly dxﬁicult Thiz condition demonstrates that victim protecti
hensive and pproach. Baclmid f2025) phasi thzt Juv enile Jusm:e systems
should integrate legal protection with psych 1al support in order to achieve the objectives
of child protection more effactively.

From a victimological standpoint, dxese wanous forms of secondary victimization indi-
cate that crimmal justice p may es of additional suffering
when adequate protective mechanisms are absent. Therefore, the effectiveness of a crimmal
Jjustice system should not be measured solely by its capacity to mvestizate crimes and punizh
offanders, but also by its ability to pronde protection, support and recovery for victims. These

findings suggest that victim protection must b an mponent of the juvenile
ummaljushces_vsttoensmethztlegal, di donot, du that are
contrary to the fundamental objectives of child protection.

The analysis further d ates that the mpl tion of child-frisndly justice prin-

ciples plays a crucial role in preventing secondary victimization among child victims of vio-
lence. Child-friendly interview procedures, protection of privacy and confidentiality, profas-
sional assistance, child-sensitive communication, and the availability of child-friendly facilities
collectrvely contribute to reducing the rizk of re-traumatization during legal procesdings. By
ensuring that children are treated with dignity and rezpect throughout the justice p , child-
friendly justice functions not only as a mechanism for protecting children's rights but also as
an effective strategy for mm:mxzmg the hzrmful consequences associated with their involve-
mentmcnmmal v, sthening the impl ion of child-
friendly justice pr ncipl shauldbe zarded az an tial P t of efforts to prevent
secondary victimization and to promots 2 more victim-oriented criminal justice system.

Table 3. Implementation of Child-Friendly Justice

Stratezy Implementation Objective Contribution
Child-fni interview rooms Creating a safe environment Reducing victims' anxi
Smele interview 2pproach Avoiding repeated examinations Reducinz re-traumatization
Psycholozical a:sistance Provi emotional Facilitatme victims® racovery
Examination by trained person-  Adapting commzig:ion to children’s Reducing psychological diz-
tress
Audiovisual techm)log! Minimizine direct contact with offenders _ Preventing re-victimization
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Identity protection Si inz children's pry Preventms social stizma
Source: Proceszed research data, 2026.

Table 3 demonstrates that the principles of child-friendly justice make a significant
contribution to preventing secondary victimization among child vietims of violence. The vari-
ous strategies incorporated withmn this approach are intended to ensure that legal proceedings
do not generate additional psychological distress for victims. Saputr et al. (2024) explain that
child protection policies oriented toward victims’ needs are capable of enhancing the effactive-
ness of legal protection while simultaneously reducimg the rizk of further psychological harm
during legal procesdings.

One of the most important strategies is the provizion of child-friendly interview rooms
designed to craate a safe and supportive environment for victims. Interview settings that do not

ble formal interrogation rooms enable children to recount their experiences more calmly
and openly. Such conditions help reduce anxiety and mprove the quality of information ob-
tained during mterviews. Psychological safety constitutes an important factor that enables chil-
dren to fzel more comfortable m disclosing their experiences to individuals responsible for
providing assistance and protection (Pertiwi et al., 2026). Myuzmala and Hayaps (2023) further
emphasize that the provizion of child-friendly facilities and mechanizms forms an essential
component of a justice system oriented toward the protection of children's rights.

Another strategy with substantial preventive value iz the implementation of the single
interview approach. Thiz method aims to reduce the need for repeated questioning, which has
long been recognizad as one of the primary causes of secondm \1ctxm.lnhon. Through effec-
tive inter-agency coordination and adequate d k mformation provided
by child victims can be utilized more efficiently without requiring them to repeatedly recount
the same traumatic experience. Muliani et al. (2023) demonstrate that the simplification of
procedures involving child victims, bined with enl d inter-mstitutional coordmahon,
contributes significantly to improving the quality of child protection throughout legal p d-

Psychological aszistance also plays a critical role m helping victims cope with emo-
tional pressures durmg legal proceedings. The involvement of psychologists, social workers,
and victim advocates can assist hildren i understanding the legal p while simul
ously providing the emotional support v to navigate it. Such assistance serves not only
aszprotect\emechzmsmbut also as an integral part of vietims’ reccner) SntzntoandBag,
WOO?A) argue that effactive child protection requires a multidisei approach in-
volving various professional actors to ensure that victims’ nesds are add:essed comprehen-
srvely.

Funhamote, examinations conducted by persomnel who possess specialized expertize
n with children can reduce the likelihood of victim- blammg questions or oﬂxer
forms of 1 itive treatment. An understandi ofdnldpn‘"“ 1 nt
professionals to adopt communication approaches that are appropriate to the child’s age and
circumstances, thereb\ creating a safer and more supportive interview process. Professional

thy itutes a cructal factor in ensuring that lagal proceedings do not re-
sult in secondary \1chnnzatlon

The use of auchonsual technology also contributes significantly to the prev enhon of

dary v h such as vid ded testi v and
tion allow children to pxonde mformation without having to face offenders dn'ec‘ll} Such
measures halp reduce fear, anxiety, and emotional distress while maintaining the evidentiary
value of victims’ statements. Smmilarly, the protection of victims’ identities plays a vitalrolam
safaguarding children from social stigma, discrimination, and unwanted public expozure that
may arise from criminal proceedings.
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The findings indicate that the impl tation of child-friendly justice contributes sub-
stantially to reducing the risk of secondary victimization among child victims of violance.
These findings remforce the view that a victim-genterad approach within the crimmal justice
system enhances both the quality of legal protaction and the effectiveness of vietim recovery.
Senangds and Krey (2024) emphasize that the succass of a juvenile justice system should not be
asseszad solely by its ability to resolve cases, but alzo by its capacity to ensure the protection,
well-being, and recovery of children involved m legal p dings. C tly, strengthen-
ing the mplementation of child-friendly justice principles should be reg.rded as an assential
component of cmmnzl Justice reform aimed at safeguarding child victims and preventing re-
victimization throughout the legal p

Child Victims of Violence ]

Criminal Justice Process
¥
Risk of Secondary Victimization J
¥

liom of
..... i i Raags
o Ol Friendly huserview R
* Singhe Interview (Ose-Thne Interview)

2
Prevention of Secondary Victisization |
Victis Recorery and Protection |
Figure 1. Child-Friendly Justice Implementation Model
Reviewer
Figure 1 illustrates the relationship between child victims of violence, criminal justice L Aol ks lavous
p . the rizk of dary victimization, and the implementation of child-friendly justice < iy
xples The model demonstrates that the mvolvement of child m:txms in legzl pwoceedmgs
may generate additional psychological « when judicial pr d

without adequate consideration of the victims' needs and cucumshnces Such nsks arise be-
cause children are often required to engage with legal proced that may reactivats traumatic
experiences associated with the original victimization. Mypmala and Hapapi (2023) argue that
the protection of children involved m the justice system should be oriented toward preventing
adverse consequences that may disrupt their psychological and social development. This per-
spective 15 istent with the findings of Pertiwi et al. (2023), who demonstrate that psycho-
social factors and individual characteristics play a significant role m child and adolescent de-
velopment, thereby requirmz child protection measures to be implemented through integrated
legal, familial, and social approaches.

The model further indicates that child-friendly justice functions as a protective mecha-
nizm capable of mitigating the adverse effects associatad with legal procesdings. Components
such as profassional assistance, child-friendly interview rooms, smgle interview pmt:edmes
identity protsction, and the invol t of 1ally trained itute mterv
desiznad to prevent re-victimization. Suwuet al (2024) expla.m that clnld protection policies
oriented toward victims’ nseds contribute significantly to enhancing the effactiveness of the
Jjuvenile justice system while simultansously strensthenmg the protection afforded to victims.
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The inclusion of psychological 2:sistance within the model demonstrates: that legal pro-
tection for child victims extend: beyond purely legal considerations and encompasse: psycho-
logical and social dimensions. Assistance provided throughout legalpmceedmp enables vic-
tims to better understand the process they are undergoing, reduces anxiety, and strengthens
their capacity to cope with judicial proceedings. Mpbagok (2023) argues that a comprehensive
chﬂdpmtemmfmmemkaunmemtelegdpntbologtumdsomldmmmmudn
to addre:s victims' need: effectively

Inaddmonthemplmenmmofﬂmnngkmemzwappmam&pomdmthzmodel
leﬂemeﬁ'omwmempamdqwmmng.“mmwteenmmdumofm
primary cauzes of secondary victimization. This strategy enables information provided by vic-
umstobeunhudmmeeﬁecnvel} without requiring them to repeatedly relive traumatic &x-
periences durmg multiple stages of legal proceeding:. Glhiopd,and Rujiygap, (2020) found that
simplifying procemnes incazes mvolnng children contributes to improving the quality of pro-
tection while minimizing adverse consequences arising from lezal processes.

The protection of victims' identities 2lso constitutes 2 crucial component of the child-
friendly justice implementation model. Confidentiality serves not only to s2feguard children's
privacy but also to prevent social stigma, dummmmom.mdmmlmmthaxmxyhmdu
TECOvery. Nmmmmmb)wmmmfmmmgmpmof
the rights guaranteed to children and must be ensured by the state throughout judicial proceed-

s

Based on the model presented m Figure 1, it can be understood that child-friendly jus-
tice function: not only as 2n mstrument of legal protection but 2150 as 2 preventive mechanism
2zainst zecondary victimization that is criented toward victim recovery. Accordingly, the ef-
fectiveness of the criminal justice system should not be 2:52252d solely by its ability to impose
sanctions on offenders but also by its capacity to provide protection, security, and recovery
support for child victims of violence [parptubur et 2l. (2023) emphasize that an effective ju-
venile justice system must 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 study demonstrates that the principles of child-friendly justice play 2 crucial role
in preventing secondary victimization among child victim: of violence within the criminal jus-
tice system From a normative perspactive, various child protection principles have been in-
corporated into Indonesian legislation, particularly through Law Number 11 of 2012 on the
Juvenile Criminal Justice System and Law Number 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. Thess legal
provisions reflect the mscommimmmumﬁngmepruecﬁmpuﬁdpmmm
went of children's rights throughout legal procesdings.

The findings indicate that the implementation of child-fmendly justice contributes siz-
nificantly to reducing the n:zk of secondary victimization through a range of protactive mech-
mmmmmngthepmmofchldﬁlmdlymmwmatheapphanmofsmgle
interview procedurss, psychological assistance, protaction of victims® identities, and the m-
volvement of personnel with specialized expertise in handling cazes involving children. These
mechanizms serve to minimize the psychological distress that may arise during legal proceed-
ings while simultaneously supporting victims” recovery.

Nevertheless, the effectiveness of child-friendly justice implementation continues to be
influsnced by several challenge:, particularly those related to institutional capacity, the avail-
ability of qualified human resources, supporting facilities, and mter-2gency coordination.
Therefore, efforts to strengthen the implementation of child-friendly justice should be pursusd
continuously to ensure that the criminal justice system is not solely oriented toward the prose-

v
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cution and punishment of offenders, but is also capable of providing effactive protection and
recovery for child victims of violence.

This stady contributes to the development of Jegal scholarship by reaffirming that child-
friendly justice constitutes an essential mstrument for building 2 criminal justice system that is
more respensive to children's needs and best interests while simultaneously promoting the pre-
vention of secondary victimization. Accordingly, the ixtezration of child-fnendly justice prin-
dplesMoaﬁnhﬂjunicemacﬁcesshmeemgndedmaMcompomofﬁcﬁm-
onentad justice and the broader protection 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. The discussion identifies several implementation gaps; however, the inclusion of concrete
examples or recent cases from Indonesia would strengthen the analysis.

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

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



3. Letter of Acceptance GIJLSS “Implementation of Child-Friendly Justice Principles in the Criminal
Justice System: Preventing Secondary Victimization Child Victims of Violence”

GIJLSS

Greenation International Journal of Law and Social Sciences
0+6281210467572 @D Mitpe/insmarch s-pemnationorg/GULSS [ egrmenatoninfodgmal com

Letter of Acceptance

Date : 10 June 2026
ID : GIJLSS82677TCv/LOA/06/2026

Dear Authors,

Based on the results of the review. the amicle was declared ACCEPTED for publication in the Greenmation
International Journal of Law and Social Sciences (GIJLSS) joumal in the Vol 4 No. 2 Mhy - June 2026
edition, The article will be published no later than 30 Jume 2026. The article is available omline at
https://research.e-greenation.org/GLILSS

Submission Details

Author Angereany Haryani Putri (1); Endang Hadnan (2); Tnas Saputra (3)
Universitas Bhayangkara Jakarta Raya, Jakarta, Indonesia (1.2): Universitas Pelita Bangsa, Bekasi,

Sl | T

Title Implementation of Child-Friendly Justice Principles in the Criminal Justice System: Preventing
Secondary Victimization among Child Victims of Violence.

Best Regards,

Prof. Dr. Nandan Limakrisna, MM, CQM

Director of Greenation Publisher

Docarsert Vadidation Scan fis Code



4. Email Notifikasi “Editor Decision” Revision Required dan Minor Revision Reviewer A

Rudi Chandra 11Jun
kepada me, Endang, Trias v

@ Terjemahkan ke Indonesia

Anggreany Haryani Putri, Endang Hadrian, Trias
Saputra:

We have reached a decision regarding your
submission to Greenation International Journal
of Law and Social Sciences, "Implementation of
Child-Friendly Justice Principles in the Criminal
Justice System: Preventing Secondary
Victimization among Child Victims of Violence".

Our decision is: Revisions Required

Reviewer A:

% Balas ke... > Teruskan

Notifications

[GIJLSS] Editor Decision

D26-06-1101:47 Ph

d supported by adequate
y and strengthening

Reviewer A:

The manuscript is relevant to the journal's scope, methodologically appropriate, and supported by
adequate references. The suggested revisions are minor and mainly concern clarification of novelty and
strengthening the discussion.

Recommendation: Minor Revision.

Recommendation: Revisions Required



3. Bukti Konfirmasi Submit Revisi Pertama,
Respon kepada Reviewer,
dan Artikel yang Diresubmit
(12 Juni 2026)



1. Submit File yang direvisi oleh author ke dalam ojs

Reviewer's Attachments

B 6772 Review Form - Greenation International Journal of Law and Social Sciences.pdf

@ 6773 gijlss-review-assignment-1017-Article+Text-6741.docx

Revisions

vV

6900  rev-gijlss-review-assignment-1017-Article+Text-6741.docx

Edit  Delete

Review Discussions

Name

From

No Items

GIJLSS

Implementation of Child Friendly Justice Pringiples in the
Criminal Justice System: Preyenting Secomdary Yictimization
among Child Yictims of Yiolence,

Haryani Putril, Endang Hadrian?, Trias Saputra®

Anggreany.

‘Universitas thyangkzra Jakarta Raya, Jakarta, Indonesia, anggreany haryani@dsn ubharajaya ac.id
“Universitas Bhavangkara Jakarta Raya, Jakarta, Indonesia, endang hadrian@dsn ubharajava ac.id
*Universitas Pelita Bangsa, Bekasi, Indonesia, trias.saputra@pelitabangsa ac.id

Conzsponding Author; angereany haryani@dsn ubharajaya.ac.id

Abstract: Child victims of violence involved in the criminal justice system are vulnerable to
secondary victimization due to various legal procedures that may cause psychological distress
and fefraumatization. This condition hsghhghis the importance of implementing child-friendly
Jusucepnnmplaas ameans of safeguardi hroughout legal p dings. This study
aims to analyze the implementation of chxld-ﬁ'tendly 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 employs a nc ive legal h hod usmz statutory and conceptual
approaches Research data were collected through library
ional legal i scholarly literature, and relevant previous “studies. Data were
analyzed, qualitatively through interpretation, comparison, and evaluation of legal provisions
and concepts related to child p ion. The findings indi that child-friendly justice
pnnctples hme been mcorporated into various national regulations; however, their
conti to face chall including limited child-friendly facilities,
dequate professional among law enft officials, and insufficient support
services. The applicati of child-friendly interview rooms, single-interview procedures,
psychological assistance, 1dmht) protection, and the inv ol\ ement. of trained personnel has bem
shown to ibute to reducing the risk of dary victimization Tt 1 z
the implementation of ch:ld-i:‘nendly _;ustxce inciples is ial to establishing a criminal
justice system that is more responsive to the protection and recovery of child victims of
violence.

: 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
incorporated into Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Justice System. Article 18
requires law enforcement officials to prioritize the best mterests of the child and to promote 2
family-oriented atmosphere in handling cases imvolving children. In addition, various
provisions of the Juvenile Criminal Justice System Law emphasize the protection of children's
nights, assistance throughout legal proceedings, humane treatment, protection from stigma, and
the fylfillment 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 inferests
of the child.

Nevertheless, 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. Moreover, the weven availability of child-friendly inferview
facilities, the shortage of professional support personnel, and variations in the capacity of law
enforcement officials to handle cases involving children reveal a gap between the nommative
legal framework and its practical implementation. These conditions indicate that the existence
of legal regulations alone does not automatically guarantee effective protection for child
victims of violence throughout criminal proceedings.

Previous studies have extensively examined the protection of child victims of violence,
children’s rights within the criminal justice system, the impact of secondary victimization, and
the implementation of child-friendly justice. Van Niekerk and Coetzee (2020), for example,
explored various forms of secondary victimization experienced by child victims during
criminal proceedings. Likewise, the Council of Europe (2011) and the Committee on the Rights
of the Child (200) emphasized the mportance of implementing child-frendly 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 violence within the Indonesian criminal justice
system remain limited. Most existing research addresses these two concepts separately, leaving
msufficient analysis of the relationship between the implementation of chuld-friendly justice
and efforts to prevent secondary victimization within an integrated analytical framework. The
novelty of this study lies n reconceptualizing child-friendly justice not merely as a general
child-protection principle, but a3 a preventive legal framework for reducing the nisk of
secondary victimization among child victims of violence. Unlike previous studies that

primarily discuss child-frendly justice and secondary victimization as separate issues, this
study integrates both concepts within a single analmcal framework to examine how chuld-
fnendlv Justice safeguards function throughout the Critminal Justice process. Furthermore, this
study confributes to the literature by assessing the consistency between intemational child-
friendly justice standards and Indonesian legal regulations, while identifying specific
procedural safeguards 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 meorporated into national legal mstruments, are
Implemented within the criminal justice system and the extent to which their implementation
provides protection agamst secondary victimization for child victims of violence. Such an
analysis is important because the effectiveness of legal protection depends not only on the
existence of legal norms but also on their capacity to provide tangible safeguards for victims.
Based on this research gap, the present study atms to analyzg,the implementation of child-
friendly justice principles within the Indonestan criminal justice system and to identify their
confribution to preventing secondary victimization among child victims of violence.
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tive framework comresponds with the implementation of child-friendly justice principles within
the criminal justice system. The findings were used to identify the contribution of child-friendly
justice to the pravention of secondary victimization and to formulate recommendations for
strengthening legal protection mechanizms for child victims of violence.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION
a. Tmplamentation,of Child-Friendly Jusfice Principles within, the Indonesian Criminal
Justige System

The principle of child-friendly justice represants an approach that positions children as
rights holders entitled to special protection throughout lezal proceedings. This concept
emerged from the recognition that children possess distinct needs and vulnerabilities compared
to adults and therefore require special treatment at every stage of the justice process. The ap-
proach emphazizes respect for children's dignity, meaninzful participation, protection of pri-
vacy, and the fulfillment of children's rights when interacting with legal institutions. Kilkelly
and Playsiex (2023) explain that child-friendly justice is an approach that places children's
rights, participation, and best interests at the centex of all stages of judicizl proceedings.

Within the Indonesian context, the principles of child-friendly justice have been incor-
porated into various legal instruments, particularly Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenils
Criminal Justice System and Law Number 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. These regulations
establizh various forms of protection for children involved in lagal proceedings, including child
victims of criminal offenses. Apeilignda et al. (2025) argue that the development of child law
in Indonesia reflects a gradual zhift from an offender-oriented approach toward one that places
greater emphacis on the rights and interests of child victims within the justice process.

Prinaple Legal Basis Current Implementation  Imiplementation Gap
Bestiterets  LawNo 35of M amdLaw oo VPRIV IS 1o ooyl
of the child No. 11 of 2012 victims mentation standards
Child partici Chuloren are provicded op-  Chlcren's views 2ze not
pari LawNo. 11 0£2012 pornuities to express thelr  always given primary con-
. views siderztion
Trivecy pro- - Publication of chlldrens  Czses of 1denaiy Geaclo-
po LawNo. 35 02014 Sdentitis is peckibited Sure contione 10 0ccr
PR Sance provided by par- | Lmated avalabiliy of
i LawNo. 1102012 ents, soci2l workers, or psy-  professional support per-
ot chologists soenel
a0 e o Juvenle Crimusal Justce Sys- = > g
CHBEy o Lo e rechmical  Avlabe i e regions U e
regulatons
Source: Processad rezearch data, 2026.
Reviewer
Table 1 demonstrates that Indonesiza has normatively adopted various child-friendly The sy Wakficns :
justice principles within its criminal justice system. These legal provisions reflect the state's oty Aoy bt Sl Aoty e
commitment to ensuring protection for children involved in lezal proceeding:, mcluding child Anggreany
victims of criminal offenses. However, Jlyzraha et al. (2025) indicate that although the legal Dunbanimrsnonrins Wemesironsborn)
framework govering child protection is relatively comprehensive, the practical implementa- :;m ; -
tion of child protection principles continues to face significant challenges, resulting in the in- Sunld v by gy
complete realization of the intended protective objectives. i e

The findings further reveal that the implementation of child-friendly justice principles
remains suboptimal. One of the principal challenges is the unequal availability of child-friendly
interview and examination facilities across different regions. Such facilities constitute an es-
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Figure ] illustrates the relationship between child victims of violence, criminal justice ' The Grapennd k] rokmmne Lnoon b it
processes, the risk of sacondary vietimization, and the implementation of child-friendly justice L0 ot e -
principles. The model demonstrates that the mvolvement of child vietime m legal proceedmgs . Anggreany e 5, 225
may generate additional psychological consaquances when judicial proceases are conductsd Db indnilrsumm e ke on
without adequate consideration of the victims’ neads and circumstances. Such risks anize be- U kreiinink Uk
cauza children are often required to engage with legal procedures that may reactivate traumatic KNAARANAPARANAD A, Wl b
experiences associated with the original vietimization. Nyrala and Hanapi (2023) argue that it
the protection of children mvolved in the justice system should be oriented toward preventmg AN An
adverse consequences that may disrupt their psychological and social development. This per- o
spective 15 consistent with the findings of Pertiwa et al. (2023), who demonstrate that pzycho- € rey YIReae

social factors and mdividual charactenstics play a significant role in child and adolescent de-
velopment, thereby requiring child protection measuras to be implementad through intezrated
lezal, familial, and social approaches.

The model further mdicates that child-fendly justics fimetions as a protective mecha-
nism capable of mitizating the adversa effacts associated with lagal procesdings. Components
such as professional assistance, child-friendly interview rooms, single mterview procedures,
identity protection, and the mvolvement of specially trained persomnel constitute mterventions
desizned to prevent re-victimization. Sapuizi.et al. (2024) explain that child protection policies
oriented toward victims' needs contribute significantly to enhancing the effectivenass of the
Juvenile justice system while simultaneoucly stranzthening the protection afforded to vietime.

The incluston of psychological assistance withm the model demonstrates that lagal pro-
tection for child vietims extends bayond purely lezal considerations and encompasses psycho-
logical and zocial dimensions. Assistance provided throughout lezal proceadings enables vie-
tims to batter understand the process they are underzomg, raduces anxiety, and strengthens
their capacity to cope with judicial proceedmgs. Miharak (2023) arzues that a comprehensive
child protection framework must integrate legal, psychological, and social dimensions m ordar
to address victims’ neads effectively.

In addition, the implementation of the smgle interview approach depictad m the model
reflacts efforts to reduce repeated questionng, which has long bean recognized as one of the
primary causes of secondary victimization This stratezy enables mformation provided by vie-
tims to ba utilized more effectively without requiring them to repeatedly relive traumatic ex-
periences during multiple stages of lagal proceedings. Ghout and Puiiyonp, (2020) found that
simplifying procedures m cases mvolving children contributes to mproving the quality of pro-
tection while mmimizing adverse consequences arising from legal processes.

The protaction of vietims' identities also constifutes 2 cructal component of the child-
ﬁlendl) Justica mplementation model. Confidentiality serves not only to safeguard children's
privacy but alzo to prevent social stigma, diserimimation, and social pressures that may hinder
recovery. Nova and Afrizal (2023) emphasize that identity protection forms an mtegral part of
the rights guarantead to children and must be enured by the state throughout judicial proceed-
Ings.

The model aleo has pupartant practical guplications, fa child protestion policies ad
ivstice practicesin Indonesia. First, 3 bighlights the.eed iy policyzaakets . stvenatian the,
ailabiliy of child-Frirndly nteriaw tons aud wiRgrated euRRoTt eRmices 3cy0ss all rglans,
. e equal acres t prstection S child wiptioes, Secand the model gupports thewades
uplemantation of snglaintenisw pracedwes nd apscialized tamung pragans i polics
offirers, prasecuors, Judgss, aud otheuprafessianals ol in bandlme child wactions, Third,
the model yndersepras tha suportanse of strengthening impaxagacy, corvdinabon awoug law
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weoueny.aed minmuzes e ndkof serovdanaictiuzation. Thess msanies gy corfubute t
2 more sacty d and child 1tive crminal irstice aystem.

Based on the model presented in Figure 1, it can be understood that child-friendly jus-
tice fimctions not only as an instrument of legal protection but also as a preventive mechanizm
against secondary victimization that 15 oriented toward victim recovery. Accordingly, the ef-
ﬁecﬁvmessofﬂ:emnﬂ]mhces;sﬁemshouldnotbensessedsold\hmabdm to Impose
sanctions on offenders but also by its capacity to provid 1on, security, and recovery
support for child victims of violence. Wai@o%)mphasmﬂm;neﬁ‘m'e;u-
venile justice system must be capable of balancing the objectives of law enforcement with the
protection of children's rights and the realization of the best intarasts of the child.

CONCLUSION

This study demonstrates that the primciples of child-friendly justice play a crucial role
in preventing sacondary victimization among child victims of violence within the criminal jus-
tice system. meanozmanve puspechvg varmxsehxldprotacbou principles have been m-
corporated mto Indonesi larly through Law Number 11 of 2012 on the
Im’emleCmnmalImhceS}stemandLawNmbeﬂ)of2014onChﬂdebecuou.Theselegz.l
provisions reflect the state's commitment to ensuring the protection, participation, and ful§ll,
went of children's rights throushout leal proceed;

Theﬁndmgsmdmztethztdnmplemenﬂhmofchﬂdﬁmmdb;usﬁcecmmlmﬁesnz-
niﬁcantl} 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 zingle
interview procadures, psychological assistance, protection of victims' identities, and the m-
mhtmemofpasomelmthspedahzedupaummhmdhngcmmbhmgchﬂ&mnese
mechanizms serve to minimize the psychological distress that may arize during legzal procsed-
mzswtﬂenm:ﬂtaneousl\ supporting victims' recovery.

rthelass, the affecti ofchﬂd-ﬁlendhjusﬁcelmplenmhhonconunuestobe
mﬂuencedb\ several challenges, particularly those related to institutional capacity, the avail-
ability of qualified human resources, supporting facilities, and inter-agency coordination.
Therefore, efforts to strengthen the implementation of child-friendly justice should be pursued
contimuously to ensure that the criminal justice system is not solely oriented toward the proza-
cution and punishment of offenders, but is also ble of providing effactive protsction and
recovery for child victims of violence.

This study contributes to the development of legal scholarship by reaffirmmg that chuld-
ﬁtendl}]mtcecms&uﬁumessmhalmsﬁmtfmbuﬂdmgaummﬂj@ceqmﬁau
mmxumwmsmmmwmmmm) promoting the pre-
vention of dary victs ion. Accordingly, the integration of child-friendly justice prm-
nplemtoummal;ustnep:chcesshmddberegmdedasaﬁmdmaﬂﬂcompmeﬂofwmm
oriented justice and the broad of children's rights:: Futwre mmseach wmay
mlwwwm QRAe wlam ba, ewplaving ewpiisal wrroaches o ealuze the,

Iustice uplemsntation

mwh saluable mwmm mmnlwex wl UOPROVINE HsHce,
practices fr chuld wigtiuns,
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Implementation of Child-Friendly Justice Pringiples in the.
Criminal Justice System: Secondary Victimization
among Child Yictims of Yiolence,

Abstract: Child victims of viclence involved in the crimmal justice system are vulnerabls to
secondary victimization due to vanous legal procedures that may cause psychological distress
and reixaumnatization. This condition highlights the importance of mplementing child-friendly
Jjustice principles 23 2 means of safeguardmg children throughout legal procesdings. This study
aims to gnalyza the mplementation of child-friendly justice principles within the Indonesian
crimmal justice system and to identify thair contribution to preventing secondary vietmization
among child vietims of violence. This study contributes to the literature by examining child-
friendly justice as a preventive framework zzainst secondary victimuzation and by linking
intemational child protection standards with the Indonesian criminal justice system. The
research employ: a2 nommative legal research method using statutory and conceptual
approaches. Razearch data were collacted through library rezearch, encompassing legislation,
intemational legal mstruments, scholarly literature, and relevant previous studies. Data were
analyzed qualitatively through mterpretation, companson, and evaluation of legal provisions
and concepts related to child protection. The findmgs indicate that child-friendly justice
principles have been mcorporated mto various national regulations; however, their
implementation contmues to face challenges, mcludmg hwited child-friendly facilities,
mmmmummmmmdmmﬁmnw
services. The application of child-friendly mterview rooms, single-interview procadures,
psvchological assistance, ldenhtypmﬁechm,andthemnl\ranmofhmedpermelhasbeen
zhown to contribute to reducing the nsk of secondary victimization. Therefore, strengthenimg
the implementation of child-friendly justice prmeiples iz essential to establishing a crimmal
justice system that 1z more responsive to the protection and recovery of child victms of
violence.

Keyword: Child-Friendly Justice, Secondary Victimization Child Victms of Violence,
Criminal Justics System. Ch:ldProtechon.

INTRODUCTION

Children occupy a strategic position in national development, as the quality of the
younger generation determines the sustamability of a country’s social, economic, and legal
systems in the future. Therefore child protection constitutes a state responeibility that 1z not
only moral m nature but alzo legal. Constitutionally, Article 28B paragraph (2) of the 1943
Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia affimms that every child has the right to survival,
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growth and development, and protection from violence and diserimmation. This constitutional
guarantee demonstrates that child protection forms an integral part of the fulfillmayt of human
rights, which the state iz obligated to uphold This commutment iz consistent with the
Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC), which recognizes children as rights holders
entitled to protaction and respect for their dignity. The United Nations (1989) affinms that every
child iz entitled to the protection and cars neceszary for their well-being. Furthermors, Article
3(1) of the CRC provides that in all actions conceming children the best mterests of the child
zhall be a primary consideration. The Committes on the Rights of the Child (2013) explains
that the principle of the bast intarests of the child serves not only as a gzeneral principle of child
protaction but also as a substantive right, an interpretative legal principle, and a procedural rule
that must be applied n all decizions affecting children Accordmgly, child protection should
not be understood zolaly as a state oblization to prevent violations of children's rights, but alzo
as a responsibility to ensure that all policies and actions conceming children are zuided by and
oriented toward the best interasts of the chuld.

Within the Indonesian legal system, the principle of child protection iz mplementad
through Law Number 33 of 2014 on Child Protection. Article 39 paragraph (1) stipulates that
the central government, regional govemments, and other state mstitutions are oblizated to
provide special protaction to children m vulnerable sifuations, including child victims of
crimmal offenszes and violence. Furthermore, Article 394 provides that such special protection
zhall be carried out through prompt intervention, psychosocial assistance, social support, and
protaction and assistance at every stage of judicial proceedngs. In addition, Article 64
guarantees that children in conflict with the law are entitled to humane treatment, legal and
social assistance, protection from stizma and discrimimation, and the §ulfillment of their nights
throuzhmxtthelegalpmcess Fitriam: (2016) argues that the flfillment of children's nghts iz
not zolely the responsibility of the state but also requires the active involvement of families and
commumities to ensure children's optimal zrowth and development These provisions
demonstrate that the protection of child victims of violence 1= not meraly oniented toward the
punizhment of offenders but also toward the comprehenzive protaction and recovery of victims.

From the perspective of modem crimmal law, crime victims are no longer viewsd
merely 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 in victimological
scholarship have demonstrated a shift in the onentation of criminal justice systems from an
offender-oriented approach toward a victim-oriented approach that places greater emphasis on
the rights and mterests of victims. Consequently, the effactiveness of the crimmal 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
thecontextofchﬂducnms of violence, such protection raquires special consideration, as
ehﬂ&'mconsthﬁea\uheabkm&amqmesteamtd:ﬁamﬁm&xaﬁmdedw
adult victims. The involvement of children m criminal procsedings 15 often unavoidable
becanse their testimony frequently serves as crucial evidence in establishing crimmal lizbility.
Neverthaless, legal procedures that fail to take into account the circumstances and needs of
c!n]drenma) result m additional hamm to victims. Therefore, modem criminal law requires
protactive mechanizms capable of ensuring respect for children's rights throughout the crimmal
Justice process.

Despita the exiztence of comprehensive national and mtemational 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 protaction actually expenencad by
child victims. The World Health Organization (2022) reports that exposure to violence during
childhood iz associated with an mcreazad rizk of mental health disorders, social adjustment
difficulties, nisk-taking behayieys, and various psychosocial problems later in life. These
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findings are supportad by Emkalhor et al. (2020), who found that childhood exposure to
violence has long-term conzequences 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 crimmality, 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 alzo encompass measures that ensure the
comprshensive recovery of victims. The recovery process iz further mfluenced by the quality
of caregiving environments and the sense of psychological zacurity provided within the faymly.
A supportive family environment serves as a protective factor that helps children cops with
traumatic exparisnces and facilitates post-violence racovery (Pertivi, Mugomm, & Saputra,
2026).

Another conssquence of the high prevalence of violence against children is the
increasing involvement of children in the crimmal justice systam as victims or witneszas of
crimmal offenses. In criminal proceedings, victims' testimonies fraquently constitute important
evidence for establishing the facts of a case and determinmg the offender's crimumal
responsibility. As a result, child victims are often raquired to participata in various stages of
the legal process, including mvestigation, prosecution, and trial. While such involrement forms
masenhalpznoflzwmﬁonementandtheseamhformamnalmnhnma} simultaneously
place childran in vulnerable situations when legal procedures faill to consider their
psvcholoycalcondmonandspecmlneedsasucnms

nder Indonesian positive law, the protection of child victims within criminal
proceedmgs 15 regulated by Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Justice System.
Article 90 grants child victims and child wataesses the nght to recerve medical rehabilitation,
social rehabilitation, sacurity protection, and access to information regarding the progress of
their cases. This provision demonstrates that the criminal justics system fimetions not only as
a mechanizm for enforemg criminal liability against offenders but also as an mstrument for
protecting victims. Nevertheless, mumerous studies have shown that victim-insensitive
procedures may generate sizmificant peychological distress. Goodman-Brown et al. (2003)
explain that investigative and examination procedurss that fail to consider the victim's
condition may exacerbate the trauma experienced by child victims. Similarly, Campbell (2003)
found that victims mteractions with legal institutions significantly mfluence their
psychological recovery. This sifuation creates a paradox within the criminal justice system,
whereby mechamsms intendad to provide protaction may mstead become sources of additional
suffering for victims.

In victimological scholarship, this phenomenon is commonly refarred to as secondary
victimization. Orth (2002) defines secondary victmuzation as the additional suffering
experienced by victims as a result of institutional responses following the commission of a
crimmal offense. In other words, the harm suffered by victims does not necessanly end with
themmmalacttha!consnt\nesﬁtesowceofmmary victimization but may continue through
negative expenences encountered during the handling of the case. Walklate (2018) arguss that
victims’ experiences are determined not only by the crime itself but alzo by how they are treated
throughout the lezal process. Simularly, &m(ZOlS) emphasizas that jndmal procedures
that fail to respond sensitively to victims® needs may aggravate trauma and impsade recovery.
In the context of child victims of violence, this rizk is even greater because children have
limited capacity to understand complex legal proceedmgs and different levels of ability to cope
with the pressures associated with criminal justics proceszes.

Van Niskerk and Coetzze (2020) found that child victime constitute 2 particularly
mlnetablegmopxuthregardtosecondal} victimization due to legal procedures that require
them to repeatedly recount their experiences of violence. Forms of secondary victimization
may include repesated interviews, victim-blaming questions, urmecessary confrontation with
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offenders, disclosure of victims’ identitiaz, delays in legal procesdings, and treatment that iz
insensitive to victime' psychological conditions. From a criminal law perspective, these
circumstances demonstrate that victim protection carmot be achieved solely through the
punishment of offenders but must also include guarantess that all stages of the crimmal justice
process do not mflict additional harm upon victims. Accordingly, the protection of child
victims extends beyond zafsguarding them from the initial crimmal act and encompasses
protaction from adverze consequences that may anse throughout legal procesdings.

From a vichmological perspective, secondary victimization illustrates how the criminal
Jjustica system itself may become a source of additional suffermz when legal procedures and
case-handling mechanizms are not conducted in 2 manner that 1s responsive to victims’ needs.
Thiz phenomenon presents a significant challenge for modem crimmal justice systems bacause
the objectives of law enforcement extand beyond the punishment of offanders to include the
protection of victims. In cases involving child victims of violenca, the fallure to provide
adequate protection during legal proceedings may conflict with the principle of the best
interests of the child, which has been recognized i both national and intemational legal
instruments. Therefore, the prevention of secondary victimization constitutes an intagral
componaﬁoflegalprdecbmﬁowchﬂducnmsmthmﬂ)eummaljushcema
response to thesa concemns, the concept of child-friendly justice has emerged, posittioning
children as rights holders who are entitlad to special protaction throughout legal proceadings.
The development of this concept reflects criticiam 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, matunty, needs, and
psychological condition. A child-friendly JusucesystannnHtensm'eeﬂfech\e access wjushce
protaction from discrimmation respect for children's dizmty, meaningful participation in
proceedngs affecting them, and protection from re-victimization throughout the lagal process.
Thiz concept 15 basad on the understanding that children possess specific needs that require
treatment different from that accorded to adults at every stage of lezal proceedmzs.

Accordingly, child-friendly justice encompasses not only the provision of child-
friendly physical facilities but also procedures, mstitutional mechaniems, and the conduct of
hwenﬁotcanen!oﬁcialsﬂ:ztmmentedm“wdtheprotecﬁmofchﬂdrmstighn A child-
centerad protective approach iz also consistent with social confrol theory and restorative
approaches, “hchmphmﬂmmpmmnceofsoualmpponmptmmgdewmbm
and strengthening children's reintegration into society (Perttwi & Sawuma, 2022). Consistent
with this principle, the Committee on the Rights of the Child (2009) affinns that every child
capable of forming their own views has the right to express thosze views freely in all matters
affacting them, and that such views must be given due weight according to the child'z age and
maturity. Furthermore, the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (2009) explams that the
mtechmofchﬂdnchmsmaybeenhm:ed'hrmghtﬁu“ewtechmquesﬂntmmmze
repeaﬁed questioning, professional assistance throughout legal proceedings, protection of
victims' identities, the use of child-friendly Mm1m&nMa,andpocedmesmlomdto
chxldrensspecx.ﬁcneeds Collectively, these principles demonstrate that child-friendly justice
ﬁmdiomasalegzlprotecﬁmmechmimaimedatm‘mﬁngthead\mcomeqma
ansing from children's mvolvement m the criminal justice system.

Within the Indonesian legal system, the principles of child-friendly justice have been
incorporated into Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Justice System Article 18
requires law enforcement officials to priontize the best interssts of the child and to promote 2
family-oriented atmosphere m handling cases mvolving children In addition, various
provisions of the Juvenile Criminal Justice System Law emphasize the protection of children's
rights, assistance throughout lezal proceedings, humane treatment, protection from stizma, and
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the fulflhmant of children's neads while they are mvolved in legal procaszes. These provisions
demonstrate that the protaction of child victims has become an mteszral component of
Indonesia’s criminal law policy, reflecting a commitment to human rights and the best interests
of the child.

Nevertheless, the mplementation of these principles continues to face siznmificant
challenges. Fitriani (2016) notes that child protection m practice is often hindered by limited
supporting facilities, imadequate nter-agency coordination, and the suboptimal implementation
of child protection policies. Moreover, the unsven availability of child-friendly mterview
facilities, the shortage of professional support persomnel, and variations in the capacity of law
enforcement officials to handle cases mvolving children reveal a gap betwesn the normative
lezal framework and its practical implementation. These conditions indicate that the existence
of legal regulations zlone does not zutomatically guarantse effective protection for child
victims of violence throughout criminal proceadings.

Pravious studies have extensively exammed the protection of child victims of violence,
children's rights within the crimmal justice system, the impact of secondary \1chmxzznmgand
the nnplementzhon of child-friendly justice. Van Niekerk and Costzee (2020), for example,
explored various forms of secondary victimization experienced by child victims during
mmmalwoceedmgxhkeuue,ﬂ:eCmmﬂofEmope(ZOll)andtheCommtteem&e&ghb
of the Child (2009) emphasized the mportance of mplementmz child-friendly justice
principles to safeguard children's nights throughout legal prc However, studies that
specifically mﬂnlmplmtanonofchﬂd ﬁlendlxjusﬁceasaunchmnnfor;nevenﬁng
secondary victimization among child victims of violence within the Indonesian criminal justice
system remam limited. Most existing razearch addresses thesa two concepts separately, leaving
insufficient analysis of the relationship between the implementation of child-friendly justice
and efforts to prevent secondary victimization within an integratad analytical famework. The
novelty of this study lies in reconceptualizing child-friendly justice not merely as a general
chdd—pfotechmpnmple,bdasapre&mﬁ\elegzlﬁm“wkﬁmreducmgmenskof
secondary victimization among child victms of violence. Unlike previous studies that
pnmanly discuss child-friendly justice and secondary victimization as separate issues, this
study integrates both concepts within a single analytical famework to examine how cluld-
friendly justice safeguards function throughout the criminal justice process. Furthermore, this
study contributes to the literature by asssszing the consistency bet“eenmtunmona.lchld
friendly justice standards and Indomesian legal regulations, while identifying specific
procedural safeguards that support a victim-generad approach to the protection and recovery
of child victims.

This gap in the literature highlizhts the need for 2 more comprehensive exammation of
how child-friendly justice principles, as mcorporated into nationzl legal mstruments, are
mplemeniedmthmﬂreammﬂjusucesystemandtheadmttowhchﬂmrmplmm
provides protection against secondary victimization for child victims of violence. Such an
mh'ﬁsisimpmhmbecm&eeﬁ?ecﬁ\mofhgalpmcﬁmdepeudsmm-mthe
existence of legal norms but zlso on their capacity to provide tangible safeguards for victms.
Basad on this research gap, the present study aims to gnalyzs the mplementation of child-
friendly justice principles within the Indonesian crimimal justice system and to identify their
contribution to preventmg secondary victmuzation among child vichms of violence.

METHOD
This study employs a normative legal research method aimed at analyzing the mple-
mentation of child-friendly justica principles within the crimmal justice system as a means of
preventing secondary victimization among child victims of violence. Normative legal research

1z appropriate because the focus of the study lies m examming legal norms, lezal principles,
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child protection doctrines, and concepts related to victim protection within the crimmal justice
system. According to Marzuki (2021), normative lezal research views law as 2 st of norms
and rules goveming human conduct, with its primary object of analysis being legislation, legal
principles, and legal doctrmes. Similarly, Torahim (2019) argues that normatrve legal research
seeks to identify legala:g\mmis,leplpcmmpla,zndlegzlccncqtsthatpxmmafomdmon
for addressmg the lagal 1z3ues under exanunation.

This study adopts both a statutory approach and 2 conceptual approach. The statutory
approach iz employed to examme lezal instruments govemmg child protection and the crimmal
Jjustice system, including the 1945 Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia, Law Number 35
of 2014 on Child Protection, Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenils Crimmal Justice System,
and relevant mtermational legal metruments such as the Convention on the Rights of the Child
zndﬂnGmdehnesoftthonmﬂeeohonuﬁasoftheCmmcﬂofEmopemChﬂanmdh
Justice. According to Marzuki (2021), the statutory approach mvolves a systematic examina-
tomofalllegalregulahouszele\anttothelegallssuemdersmdy in order to assess the con-
sistency and coherence of the applicable legal famework. Meanwhile, the conceptual approach
iz utilized to zualyza the concepts of child-friendly justice, sacondary victimization, victim
protection, and the principle of the best interasts of the child as the theoretical foundation of
the research. This approach 1s essential for understanding the meaning, scope, and mterrela-
tionship of concepts developad within legal scholarship and child protection studies (Tbrahim,
2019).

The study relies exclusively on secondary data consisting of primary, secondary, and
tertiary lezalmatenzls Primary lezal materials include legizlation and mtemational legal m-
struments relating to child protection and the crimmal justice system. Secondary legal matenals
consist of books, national and intemational joumal articles, pravious research findings, reports
1zsued by govemmental institutions and mtemational organizations, as well as other scholarly
publications relevant to the research topic. Tertiary legal materials include legal dictionaries,
encyclapadias. and other reference sources usad to support the interpretation of lezal concepts
and terminology. This classification of legal materials 15 consizstent wath the framework pro-
pozad by Soskanta and MMapaudji (2018), who distinzuish legal research sources according to
their fimetion and level of authority m providing legal imformation.

Data wera oollectedthrmlghlﬂxan rezearch by identifymg, compiling, and reviewing
lezal materials and scholarly literature relevant to the focus of the study. Library research was
selectad because this study uonmtedmardthemmmznonoflegalnmms legal doctrmes,
and previous studies concemmg the protection of child victims of violence within the crimmal
justice system The collected materials were subzaquently classified zccordng to key themes,
namely the;xotacbon of child victims of viclence, sacondary victimization, and the implemen-
tation of child-friendly Jusuee;xmaplenlﬂnnﬂ)ecmnmal_)ushce system.

The data were gnalyzad qualitatively using a descriptive-analytical method. According
to Soekanip and WQOIS), qua.lnztne analyzis m legal research involves interpreting
and correlating lagal provisions, doctrmes, and scholarly opmions to obtam a comprehenzive
mdashndmgof&:elegalummdam\shgahml'hemzhmwmdmﬁed&nmghthe
identification of relevant lezal norms, legal interpretation, comparizon of national and mtema-
tional legal instruments, and evaluation of previous studies concering the protection of child
victims of violence. Furthermore, the study exammed the extent to which the existing norma-
tive framework corresponds with the implementation of child-friendly justice principles within
the crimimal justice system. The findmgs were used to identify the contribution of child-friendly
justice to the prevention of secondary victimuzation and to formulate recommendations for
strengthening lagal plzoted:mmecbamsmsfor child victims of violenca.
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RESULT AND DISCUSSION
R 08 of Child- Friendly Justice Principles within the Indonesian Criminal
Juatice System

The principle of child-friendly justice reprasents an approach that positions children as
nights holders entitled to special protection throughout legal procesdings. This concept
emerged from the recognition that children possess distinet nseds and vulnerabilities comparsd
to adults and therefore require special treatment at every sizgeofﬁ:ejmﬁceprooess The ap-
proach emphasizes respect for children's dignity, meanmzful participation, protection of pri-
vacy, andthe.ﬁdﬂ}mwtofchﬂdmnsnghts“ interacting with legal imstitutions. Kilkelly
and Playsigr, (2023) explain that child-friendly justice is an approach that places children's
rights, participation, and best interests at the genger of all stages of judicial procesdings.

Within the Indonesian context, the principles of child-friendly justice have been incor-
porated into various legal instruments, particularly Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile
Criminal Justice System and Law Number 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. These ragulations
establish various forms of protection for childran imvolved in legal procesdings, includng child
victims of criminal offenszes. Applianda et al. (2023) argue that the development of child law
in Indonesia reflects a gradual shift from an offender-oriented approach toward one that places
greater emphasis on the rights and mterests of child victims withm the justice process.

Takle 1. Brjuciples of Child-Friendly Justice,

~ Prinaple Lezal Basis Current Implemeniation Tmplementation Gap
- c Serve: as the pnmary bas: - s
Bestmterests  Law No. 35 of 2014 and Law s Lack of uniform imple-
of the child No. 11 0£2012 forthe treatment of A memation standards
Child partic Children are provided op-  CIalaren's views 272 not
PRUCE LawNo. 11 0£2012 portunities to express their  2lways given primary con-
pation views sideration
Privacy pro- e Publication of childrens Taze: 0f ientity Giclo-
7 Law No. 35 0f2014 id is e irme 1 ocCur
Assistance AzsIStance prov F F o

y pa- :
and support LawNo. 11 0£2012 ems..malmtkers.otpay- mﬁsswmlsupponper—

- vemle Crmunal Justice Sys-
Child-friendly ,oogoe 4 ——— Uneven implemestation
inteTviews mm:drelmdmdmcal Avzilable in certain region: across Ind
Source: Proce:sed rezearch data, 2026.

Table 1 demonstrates that Indonesia has nommatively adopted various child-friendly
jnshcepummhsmthmtbummﬂjmtcesystemiheselegzlpxmumsmﬂedtbeﬂes
commitment to ensuring protection for children mvolved in legal procesdings, ncluding child
victims of criminal offenses. However, Dusaha et al. (2025) mdicate that although the legal
framework govemmg child protaction iz relatively comprehensive, the practical implementa-
tion of child protaction principles continues to face significant challenges, resulting m the m-
completa realization of the intended protective objectives.

The findings further reveal that the mplementation of child-friendly justice prmciples
remains suboptimal. One of the principal challenzes iz the unequal availzbility of child-friendly
interview and exammation facilitiss across different regions. Such facilities constifute an es-
sential prerequisite for creating a safe and supportive environment for child victims participat-
ing in legal proceedings. Furthermore, disparities remain m the capacity and compatence of
law enforcement officials responsible for handlmg cases mvolving child victims of violence.
Pinaydito,and Suzibario (2022) found that metitutional capacity and the quality of mmplemen-
tation ars among the most significant factors mfluencing the effectivensss of child protection
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within the justice system Recent eddenes. fowa Indonesia fipthar dlpstratss thase
mlewmochﬂlmw Sualang etal, (2026) wported that child victms.of sowal wiplense

v practice.

Thesa findings suggsst that the primary obstacles to implementmg child-friendly justice
in Indoneszia are not regulatory m nature but rather relate to mstitutional capacity and
supporting rezources. This mdicates that the effectiveness of child protection depends not only
on the existence of lezal nonms but alzo on the ability of justice metitutions to tranzlate thoze
norms mto practices that genuinely respond to children's needs. Lubis (2023) argues that the
success of the juvenile justice system iz strongly influenced by institutional capacity, mter-
agency coordnation, and the ability of law enforcement persormel to apply approaches that
prioritize the best interests of the child.

Another challenge concems the limited availability of pmfanomlsuppm'tpersom.el,
including psychologists, social workers, and victim advocatss with specialized expertize in
handling child victims. Az a result, not all child victims receive adequate psychosocial
assistance throughout legal procsedings. In addition, evidentiary considerations continue to
dominate criminal proceedings, often outweighing approaches focusaed on victim recovery and
protection. Aprilianda (2023) notes that the Indonesian juvenile justice system still requires
stronger mechanizms that enable the voices and experiences of victims to receive greater
consideration during judicial proceedings. This condition suggests that strengthening the
implementation of child-friendly justice should mvolve not only regulatory improvements but
alzo a broader paradizm shift toward a justice system that prioritizes the protection and
recovery of child victims. Chandra (2023) further explams that restorative approaches within
the juvenile justice system can remforce victim protaction and recovery while mamtaining the
objectives of criminal law enforcement.

b. The Bola. of ChikFriendly Jusce.in Brexsating. Secandary Vicsimization amone
Child Victins of VioJenca

From a victimological perspective, zacondary victimization refers to the additional
harm experienced by victims as a result of responses received after the commission of 2
crimmal offense, whether from the social environment or from institutions responsible for
handling the casze. In the context of child victims of violence, secondary victimization may
occur when legal processes that are mtended to provide protection imstead generate new
psychological distress for victims. Such circumstances may arise through repeatsd interviews,
treatment that is insensitive to the condition of the child, or inadequate protection of the
victim's psychological neads throughout legal procsedimgs. Aprilianda et al. (2025) argus that
Mprotechmofchﬂdwcﬁmsaﬁmdsbeymdhwmﬁomanmtmmagamstoﬁendﬂs
and mcludes efforts to prevent secondary harms that may worsen vietims' conditions during

the justice process. o
Table 2. Earms of Secondsry: Vistimization
Y Manifestation in Legal Proceedings Impact on Children
. Chuldren are required to recount their s
Repeated mterviews experiences at 3 of = Re-traumatization
. - or starements .
Victim blaming %m&ep&lo{dﬁe\m Feslings of shame and zuilt
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Confrontation With the  iTact encouLters With of exposure to the of- -
offend fender during proceadi Fear and angoety
WWW Prolonzed case processing Long-temm stress
I.ackofpmpz‘sswmlmp- Inaﬁampsycbo::::z]mdsomlmls- Obstacles to recovery
Disclonws of idemtity  Victims” identities become publicly known Sdmngdm
Source Proce:sed research data, 2026.

As illustrated m Table 2, secondary victimization may arise in various forms throughout
crimmal proceedings. One of the most common forms is repeated interviewing, which requires
child victims to repeatedly recount traumatic expetiencestodiﬁ‘emntactonat\wious stages
ofthejusﬁceprm Such circumstances may reactivate traumatic memories and hinder vie-
tims’ recovery. Dygtaha et al. (2023) demonstrate that legal procedures that fail to consider
chxldmnsps}chologcalemd.lhonsmm increase vulnerability to prolonged trauma and mm-
pede post-crime recovery.

In addition to repeated interviews, victim-blammg practices may produce serious psy-
chological consequences for child victims. Questions, comments, or attitudes that implicitly
phceresponmblhwonucumsungenerztefeelmgofshmemdgmh“tﬂemdemmmg
their salf-esteam A= a consequence, victims may become reluctant to disclose their expen-
ences openly and may lose trust in the justice system. Putri (2023) found that victims’ expen-
ences during legal procesdings are significantly mfluenced by the quality of protection pro-
vided by judicial mstitutions and by the approaches adopted by law enforcement officials.

Another form of sacondary victimization imvolves direct confrontation between victime
and offenders during legal procesdings. For child victims of violence, particularly sexual vio-
lence, encounters with offenders may revive feelings of fear, anxisty, and insecunity associated
with the onginal victimization Consequently, victim protection extends beyond evidentiary
considerations and mecludes efforts to create a zafs environment throughout the justica process.
Lubiz (2025) argues that effective child protection mmst mmimize psychological pressure and
guarantee victims® safety while they participate in legal proceadings.

Furthermore, prolongad legal proceedings and madequate psychosocial support may
increase the rizk of secondary victimization. When victims are required to wait extended peni-
odsz for casze resolution without raceiving sufficient assistance, psychological recovery becomes
increasingly difficult This condition demonstrates that victim protection requires a compre-
hensrve and continuous approach Bachmid (2023) emphaszizes that juvenile justice systems
zhould mtegrate lagal protection with psychozocial support in order to achieve the objectives
of child protection more effectrvely.

From a victimological standpoint, theza various forms of secondary victimization indi-
cate that criminal justica procsszes may themselves become sources of additional suffering
when adequate protective mechanisms are zbsent. Therefore, the effactiveness of a crimumal
Justice system should not be measurad solely by its capacity to mvestizate crimes and punizh
offenders, but also by its ability to provide protection, support, and recovery for victims. These
findings suggest that victim protection must becoms an mtegral component of the juvenile
crimimal justice system to ensure that legal proceedings do not produce consequences that are
contrary to the fundamental objectives of child protechon.

The analysis further d strates that the 1 entation of child-friendly justice prm-
ciples playz a crucial role m preventing sacondary victimization among child victims of vio-
lence. Child-friendly mterview procedurss, protection of privacy and confidentiality, profes-
sional assistance, child-sensitive comymumication, and the availability of child-friendly facilities
collactively contribute to raducing the rizk of re-traumatization during legal proceedms:. By
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ensuring that children are treated wath dignity and respect throughout the justice process, child-
friendly justice functions not only as a2 mechanism for protecting children's rights but also as
an effactive strategy for minimizing the harmful consaquences assoctated with their involve-
ment m criminal proceedings. Consequently, strengthenmg the mmplementation of cluld-
friendly justice principles should ba regarded as an essential component of efforts to prevent
secondary victimization and to promote 2 more victim-oriented crimmal justice system.

Table 3. Implementation of Child-Friendly Justice

Source: Ptocessed re=em‘.h dm. 2026.

Tabla 3 demonstrates that the principles of child-friendly justice make a siznificant
contribution to preventmg secondary victimization among child victims of violence. The van-
ousmaﬁegiesincmpmzted“iﬂxinthis pproach are mtended to that legal proceedmzs
do not generate additional psychological distress for victims. Sappin et al. (2024) explam that
child protection policies oriented toward victims’ needs are capable of enhancing the effective-
ness of lagal protection while simultaneously reducing the rizk of further psvchologlczlhazm
during legal proceedngs.

One of the most important strategies 15 the provizion of child-friendly mterview rooms
designed to create a safa and supportive environment for victims. Interview settings that do not
resemble formal interrogation rooms enable children to recount their expenences more calmly
and openly. Such conditions help reduce anxiety and mprove the quality of information ob-
tamed during mterviews. Psychological safety constitutes an mmportant factor that enables chil-
dren to feel mors comfortable in disclozing their experiences to individuals responzible for
providing assistance and protection (Pertiwi et al, 2026). Duppala and Hayapi (2023) further
emphasize that the provision of child-friendly facilities and mechanizms forms an essential
componant of a justice system oriented toward the protection of children's rights.

Another strategy with substantial preventive value iz the implementation 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 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 repeatedly recount
ﬁesameim.\mancaqamence Muliani ot al. (2023) demonstrate that the simplification of
procedures mvolving child victims, combined with enhanced mter-institutional coordmation,
eomﬂautangmﬁx:mﬂ\ to improving the quality of child protection throughout legal proceed-

Psychological assistance also plays a critical role in helpmz victims cops with emo-
tional pressures during legzal proceedings. The involvement of psychologists, social workers,
andvmﬁ\munasnstchﬂ&mmmdamdmgthelegﬂpmcessmemﬂm
ously providing the emotional support necessary to navigate it. Such assistance sarves not only
as a protective mechanizm but also as an integral part of victims’ Tecovery. SutzntoandBax
baditya (2024) argue that effactive child protection raquires 2 multidi v approach m-
\bl:}ngva:wuspmfesnmaladmsmmmethzt\m needsareaddrasedcompmhen
sively.
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Furthermore, exammations conductad by persormel who possess spacialized expertise
in communicatmg wath children can raduce the likelthood of victim-blaming quastions or other
forms of insensitive treatment. An understanding of child psychological development enzbles
professionals to adopt commmication approaches that are appropriate to the child’s aze and
circumstances, thereby creating a safer and more supportive mterview process. Professional
mmpetmemueﬁotecomhhnesaduculﬁmrmmmngthzthgﬂmeedmgsdomtre-
sult in sacondary vietimization.

The use of audiovizual technology also contributes sizmificantly to the prevention of
secondary vichmization Mechanizms such as video-recorded testimony and remote participa-
tion allow children to provide information without having to face offendars directly. Such
meazures help reduce fear, anxiety, and emotional distress while mamtaining the evidentiary
value of victims’ statements. Smlatl},thepmtectmofncums identities playz a vital role in
safeguarding children from social stigma, discrimination, and wnwanted public exposure that
may arisa from crimmal procesdings.

The findmgs indicate that the miplementation of child-friendly justice contributes sub-
stantially to reducing the risk of secondary vietimization among child victims of violence.
TheseﬁMmgsremﬁrmﬂxeumﬂhﬁauﬁm—wﬁwdwmchmthm&emnﬂmﬁce
system enhances both the quality of lezal protection and the effectiveness of victim recovery.
Senandiand Kray (2024) emphazize that the success of a juvenils justice system should not be
aszeszad solely by its ability to resolve cases, but also by its capacity to ensure the protection,
well-baing, and recovery of children involved in legal procesdings. Consequently, strengthen-
ing the implementation of child-friendly justice principles should be regarded as an eszential
componeant of criminal justice raform aimed at safaguardmg child victims and preventing re-
victimization throughout the legal process.
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Figure 1. Child-Friendly Justice Insplementation Model

Figure 1 illustratas the relationship between child victims of violence, criminal justice
processes, the risk of sacondary victimization, and the implementation of child-friendly justice
principles. The model demonstrates that the mvolvement of child victims m lezal proceedmgs
may generate additional psychological consaquances when judicial processes are conductad
without adequate consideration of the victims’ needs and circumstances. Such risks anze be-
cauze children are often required to engage with legal procedures that may reactivate traumatic
experiences associated with the origmal victimization. Myppala and Hanaps (2023) argue that
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the protection of children mmvolved in the justice systam should be oriented toward praventing
adverse consequences that may disrupt their psychological and soctal development. This per-
spective 15 consistent with the findings of Partiwa et al. (2023), who demonstrate that psycho-
social factors and mdividual charactenistics play a significant role in child and adolescent de-
velopment, thersby requirmg child protsction measures to be implementad through integrated
legal, familial, and social approaches.

The model further indicates that child-friendly justice functions as a protective mecha-
nism capable of mitizating the adversa effacts aszociated with lagal proceedingz. Components
such as professional assistance, child-friendly interview rooms, single interview procadures,
identity protection, and the mvolvement of specially trained persomnel constitute interventions
desizned to prevent re-victimization. Sapufziet al. (2024) explain that child protection policies
oriented toward victims’ needs contribute significantly to enhancing the effectiveness of the
Jjuvenile justice system while simultaneously stransthening the protection afforded to victims.

The inclusion of psychological aszistance withm the model demonstrates that legal pro-
tection for child victims extends beyond purely legzleom;deranonsmdmcompassespsycbo-
logical and social dimensions. Assistance provided throughout legal procesdings enablas vie-
tims to better understand the process they are undergoing, reduces anxiety, and strengthens
their capacity to cope with judicial proceedmgz. Muharak (2023) argues that a comprehensive
child protection framework must integrate legal, psychological, and social dimensions m order
to address victims’ needs effectively.

In addition, the implementation of the smgle interview approach depictad m the model
reflacts efforts to reduce repeated questioning, which has lonz been recognized as one of the
primary causes of secondary victimization This strategy enables information provided by vie-
tims to be utilized more effectively without requiring them to repeatedly relive traumatic ex-
penences during multiple stages of lagal proceadings. Ghont and Puinone, (2020) found that
simplifying procedures m cases mvolving children contributes to improving the quality of pro-
taction while mmimizing adverse consequences ansmg from legal processas.

The protaction of victims' identities also constitutes a crucial component of the child-
friendly justice implementation model. Confidentiality serves not only to safeguard children's
privacy but zlso to prevent social stigma, discrimmation, and social pressures that may hinder
recovery. Nova and Afigzal (2023) emphasize that identity protaction forms an integral part of
menghtsguannteedtochﬂdrenandmnstbemmedb) the state throughout judicial procsed-

The model 3lso has Puparant practical guplications, far child pretertion policjes aud
mmmlndmmfm i bighlights the.uerd Sy policymaaksts (o strenathen the,
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a ; 3 instice
Based on the model presented in Figure 1, it can be understood that child-friendly
justice fimetions not only asanmstmnentoflezalxxotecbonbtnalsoasapmxuh\’e
mechanizm zgainst secondary victmization that 1= oriemted toward victim recovery.
Accordingly, theeﬁ‘ecm“sofﬂ:emmaljusucemmﬁouldnotbemsedsolehb}

=k

its ability to impose sanctions on offenders but also by its capacity to provide protection,
security, and recovery support for child victims of violence. [ngratybun et al. (‘2023)empbas:ze
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that an effective juvemale jushce system mmst be capable of balancing the obyectives of law
m#nﬁhmdﬂdsnﬁdhmﬁmd&ummd

CONCLUSION

Thas study descentrates that S pemcgles of diald-Faendly justice play 2 crucial sole
= prevsating wecadaey Victimization enceg child vietans of violsecs within the ensmal jus-
e syatam. From 2 normaative pepactive, vanous child protaction prineiples have bean in-
corpocatad into Indonssian lagialation, particalarly Law Numbse 11 of 2012 on the
Tuvanile Criminal Justico Systaem and Law Number 35 of 2014 ca Child Protection. Thess lagal

mwmhmxmﬂmm‘hmmdﬂm
weut of children's nghts throughout legal procesdmgs.

The fmdings ndicate that the mmpleamentation of chuld-friendhy jushics comtrbutes ug-
neficantly %o redocmg the =k of secoudary vichnuzation through a ranze of protectrve mach-
amuns, inclodmg the provimon of chuld-Erendly mt=rvien rooms, the appbcation of ungle
mbeniew procedures, psychological swsastance, protection of victims' identibies, and the m-
stMm&mMmmhﬂummohmﬁhM
romchaniame ssrve to munimizs the pochological distress that may xise dung legal procesd-
s while simultansously supportng victims ' recoveny

Noverthaless, the affectivessss of chald-friendly justics implementition contioss 1o be
du-:dbyuvdehﬂngu pmﬂuly&ucuwbmwcqmly the avail-
ability of qualified buevan resowces, suppocting fedlites, and mter-agecy coordination.

m:ﬁmdmm“moqﬂhofmm‘mhcund
recovery for chuld victmes of violemce.
mwcombmwﬁedmaﬂmlxbhshpb}mﬁmmﬁchﬂ-
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Within the Indonesian legal system, the principle of child protection iz implemented
through Law Number 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. Article 39 parazraph (1) stipulates that
the cenfral government, regional govemments and other state mstitutions are oblizated to
provide special protection to children m vulnerable situations, mcluding child victims of
crimimal offanzes and violence. Furthermore, Article 394 provides that such special protection
shall be carried out through prompt intervention, psychosocial assistance, social support, and
protection and assistance at every stage of judicial proceedingz. In addition, Article 64
guarantees that children in conflict with the law are entitled to humans treatment, lagal and
social assistance, protection from stizma and discrimination, and the fulfllmept of their nghts
throughout the lezal process. Fitriam (2016) argues that the §ulfillmant of children's rights is
not zolely the responsibility of the state but also requires the active nvolvement of famulies and
commumities to ensure children's optimal gzrowth and development These provisions
demonstrate that the protection of child victims of violence 15 not meraly oriented toward the
punishment of offenders but alzo toward the comprehensive protaction and recovery of victims.

From the perspective of modem crimmal law, crime victims are no longer viewsd
merely 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 in victimological
scholarship have demonstrated a shift i the onentation of criminal justice systems from an
offender-oriented approach toward a victim-oriented approach that places greater emphasiz on
the rights and mterests of victims. Conzequently, the effectiveness of the crimmal 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 violance, 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 m criminal proceedings iz often unavoidzble
because their testimony fraquently serves as crucial evidence in establishing crimmal Lizbility.
Nevertheless, legal proceduras that fail to take into account the circumstances and nseds of
c!nldrenmz) result m additional harm to victims. Therefore, modem criminal law requires
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protective mechanizms capable of ensuring respect for children's nights throughout the crimumal

Jjustice process.
Dayiheﬂieexistmceofmmpehmsiﬁmﬁomlandhﬁemﬁmzlhgalﬁmmksfm
child protection, violance against children remains a persistent problem. This condition reflacts

a gap between the protection guarantead by law and the protection actually experienced by
child victime. The World Health Organization (2022) reports that exposurs to violence during
childhood iz associated with an mncreased rizk of mental hezlth disorders, social adjustment
difficulties, mkhhngbmm.and\mpwchosomﬂmblemshbumhﬁe Theze
ﬁndmgsa.resqpottedbywaal.wm whoﬁowmd&ztcbﬂdboodmb
violence has long-term consequen u psycho =g, inta al relationship

d to protec Snchlmpads
mdlcne&nxm:gz:nstchddtmshmldmtberepdedsoleb as 2 matter of crimmality,
but also as an 1ssue of child nights protection and public welfare. Accordmgly, the protection
of child victims of violenca cannot ba lmuted to the prosscution and pumshment of offenders;
it must also encompass measures that ensure the comprehensive recovery of victims. The
recovery proceass is further influsnced by the quality of caregiving emviromments and the sense
of paychological secunity provided within the family. A supportive famuly environment sarves
az a protective factor that helps children cope with traumatic experiences and facilitates post-
violence recovery (Partivi, }ymamin, & Saputra, 2026).

Another consaquence of the hizh prevalence of violence against children is the
increasing involvement of children in the crimmal justice system as victims or witnesses of
crimmal offenses. In crimimal proceedmgs, victims' testimonias fraquently constitute important
evidence for establizhing the facts of a case and determining the offender's criminal
responsibility. As a result, child victims are often required to participate in various stages of
the lagal process, including mvestization, prosecution, and trial. While such involvement forms
an essential part of law enforcement and the search for matenial truth, it may smmultaneously
place children in vulnerable situations when lezal procedures fail to consider their
psmhologxczlcondlhmmdspeuzlneedsasw:mns.

nder Indonesian pozitive law, the protection of child victime within crimumal
pmceedmgu:egulztedby Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Justice System.
Article 90 grants chuld victims and child »atiesses the right to recerve medical rehabilitation,
social rehabilitation, sacurity protection, and access to information regarding the progress of
their cases. This provision demonstrates that the criminal justice system fimctions not only as
a mechanizm for enforemg criminal liability against offenders but also as an mstrument for
protecting victims. Nevertheless, mumerous studies have shown that victim-insensitive
procedures may generate significant peychological distress. Goodman-Brown et al. (2003)
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explain that investizative and examination procedurss 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 mfluence their
psychological recovery. This situation creates a paradox within the criminal justica system,
whereby mechanizms intendad to provide protaction may mstead become sources of additional
suffering for victims.

In victimological scholarship, this phenomenon is commonly referred to as secondary
victimization. Orth (2002) defines secondary \mhmanonasﬁ:eaddnmnzls‘ﬁetmg
expenenced by victims a5 a result of institutional responzes following the commission of a
crimmal offensze. In other words, the harm suffered by victims does not necessarily end with
themmmalactﬂlatconshhnesdxesmeeoflmma} victimization but may contmue through
negative expenences encountered during the handling of the caze. W("OlB)a:g\nsthzt
victims’ experiences are determined not only by the crime itself but alzo by how they are treated
throughout the legal process. Simularly, Wepamers (2018) emphasizas that judicial procedures
that fail to respond sensitively to victims’ needs may aggravate trauma and impede recovery.
In the context of child victims of violence, this risk 1s even greater because children have
limited capacity to understand complex legal proceedmgs and different levels of ability to cope
with the pressures assoctated with criminal justice proceszes.

Van Niskerk and Coetzze (2020) found that child vietims constitute 2 pmtculzrlv
vulnerable group with regard to secondz:) victimization due to lezal procedures that require
them to repeatedly recount their experiences of violence. Forms of secondary victimization
may include repeated interviews, victim-blaming questions, wmeceszary confrontation with
offenders, dizclosure of victims’ identitias, dalays in legal procesdings, and treatment that iz
insensitive to victime' psychological conditions. From a criminal law perspective, these
circumstances demonstrate that victim protection carmot be achieved solaly through the
punishment of offenders but must also mclude guaranteas that all stages of the crimmal justice
process do not mflict additional harm upon victims. Accordingly, the protection of child
uchmsemdsbe)ondszfeg\mdmgthenﬁomthemhﬂammaladandmmpmes
protection from adverse consequences that may arize throughout legal

From a victimological perspective, secondary uchmmtoml.lustrateshowtbecnmmal
Jjustice system itself may become z source of additional suffermgz when legal procedures and
case-handling mechanizms are not conducted in 2 manner that 15 responsive to victims™ needs.
Thiz phenomenon presents a significant challenge for modem crimmal justice systems bacause
the objectives of law enforcement extand beyond the pumizhment of offenders to include the
protection of victims. In cases invohiing child victims of violence, the fatlure 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 intemational legal
instruments. Therefore, the prevention of sscondary victimization constitutes an integral
componmtoflegalpfﬂecﬁmﬁmchﬂdummsmthmﬁeummaljmcema
response to thesa concemns, the concept of child-friendly justice has emerged, positioning
children as rights holders who are entitled to special protaction throughout legal proceadings.
The development of thiz concapt reflects criticiam of conventional justice approaches that tend
to prioritize evidentiary and procadural objectives over the needs and protection of children.
The Cowuneil of Europe (2011) defines child-friendly justice as a justice system that guarantees
respect for children's nights while taking into account their age, maturity, nesds, and
psychological condition. A child-friendly justice system must ensure effactive access to justice,
protection from discrimmation, respect for children's digmity, meaningful participation in
proceedngs affscting them, and protection from re-victimization throughout the legal process.
Thiz 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 procsedings.
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Accordingly, child-friendly justice encompasses not only the provizion of child-
friendly physical facilities but al=o procedures, mmunmmlmecbmsms,andthecondmtof
hwmﬁorcemaﬁoﬂicu]sﬂmmmmdm“mdﬁmpmtecumofcbﬂdmnsnghs A chuld-
cenperad protective approach iz also consistent with zocial confrol theory and restorative
approaches, whchanphmﬂ:ennpm‘hmeofsoualmpponmprevemngdewmbm
and strengthening children's reintegration into society (Pertiwi & Sawuma, 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 fresly in all matters
affacting them, and that such views must be given dus weight according to the child's age and
maturity. Furthermore, the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (2009) explams that the
protemonofchdd\mhmsmaybeenhmcedthrmghmgnewtechmquesﬁatmmmze
repeaﬁed questioning, professional assistance throughout legal proceedings, protection of
victims® identities, the use of child-friendly mterview fauanu and procedures tailored to
children's specific neads. Collectively, these prmeiples demonstrate that child-friendly justice
ﬁmcﬁomaszlegzlprﬁecﬁmmechmimaimedatm‘mﬁngthead\mmequencs
arising from children's mvolvement i the criminal justics system.

Within the Indonesian legal system, the principles of child-friendly justice have besn
incorporated into Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile Crimial Justice Systam Article 18
requires law enforcement officials to prionitiza the best interssts of the child and to promota 2
family-oriented atmosphers m handlmg cases mwolving children In addiion, varous
provisions of the Juvenile Criminal Justice System Law emphasiza the protection of children's
rights, assistance throughout lezal proceedmgs, humane treatment. protection from stizma, and
the fulflkmant of children's neads while they are mvolved m lezal proceszes. These provisions
demonstrate that the protection of child victims has become an mtesral component of
Indonesia’s crinunal law policy, reflecting a commitment to human rights and the best interests
of the child.

Neverthelesz, the mplementation of these principles continuss to face zigmficant
challenges. Fitrtani (2016) notes that child protection m practice iz often hindered by linuted
supporting facilities, inadequate inter-agency coordination, and the suboptimal implementation
of child protection policies. Moreover, the unsven availability of child-frendly mterview
ﬁcilhies,ﬁleshﬂugeofproﬁessionalsuppmtpersomel, andvarizﬁonsintheczpacityoflzw
enforcement officials to handle cases mvolving children reveal a gap between the normative
lezal framework and its practical implementation. These conditions mdicate that the existence
of legal regulations alone does not zutomatically guarantee effactive protection for child
victims of violence throughout criminal proceadings.

Previous studies have extensively exammed the protaction of child victims of violence,
children's rights with the criminal justice system, the impact of secondary victimization, and
the nnplemmtzhm of child-friendly justics. Van Niekerk and Costzea (2020), for example,
explorad various forms of secondan victimization experienced by child victims during
crimmal proceedmgs. Liksnise, theCotmmlofEmope(ZOll)andtheCommxtﬁeeomheRxghis
of the Child (2009) emphazized the mportance of mmplementmg child-friendly justice
principles to safeguard children's nights throughout legal processes. However, studies that
specifically analyza the implementation of child-friendly justice as a machanism for preventing
secondary victimization among child victims of violence within the Indonesian criminal justice
system remam limited. Mozt existing rezearch addresses these two concepts zaparately, laaving
insufficient analysis of the relationship between the implementation of child-friendly justice
and efforts to prevent secondary victimization withim an integrated analytical famework. The
novelty of this study lies in reconceptualizing child-friendly justice not merely as a general
chld—pmhecﬁmptmmple,hnasapm\wh\elegalﬁmmmkﬁmmdmmgthemkof
secondary victimization among child vietims of violence Unlike previous studies that
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primarily discuss child-friendly justice and secondary victimization as separate issues, this
study integrates both concepts within a single analytical framework to examine how child-
&wndly Justice safeguards function throughout the criminal justice process. Furthermore, thiz
study contributes to the literature by asssssing the consistency between mternational child-
&Lmdl}msbceshndxdsmdlndonenmlegz]mzu]zhms,nhﬂeldmﬁmzspemﬁc
procedural safezuards that support a victim-genperad approach to the protection and recovery
of child victims.

This zap m the literature highlights the need for 2 more comprel ex of
ho“chﬂd-ﬁlendhjushceprmmpls,asmcmpmmdenztmaIlegzlmstmeuﬁ are
implemented within the criminal justice system and the extent to which their implementation
provides protection against secondary victimization for child victims of violence. Such an
mhmsumpmmbeczmeﬁ:eeﬁ'ecm’mmoflegzlpmtemdzpendsmtmh on the
existence of legal norms but also on their capacity to provide tangible safeguards for victims.
Basad on this ressarch gap. the present study aims to gnalzs the mplementation of child-
friendly justice principles within the Indonesian crimimal justice system and to identify their
contribution to preventmg secondary victimization among child victims of violence.

METHOD

This study employs a normative legal research method aimed at analyzing, the imple-
mentation of child-friendly justica principles withm the crimmal justice system as a means of
preventing secondary victimization among child victims of violence. Normative legal research
iz appropriate because the focus of the study lies m examning lezal norms, lezal prineiples,
child protection doctrines, and concepts related to victim protection within the crimmal justice
system. According to Marzuki (2021), normative legal research views law as a set of nomms
and rules goveming human conduct, with its primary object of analysis being legislation, legal
principles, and legal doctrmes. Similarly, Tbrzhim (2019) arzues that normative legal research
seaks to identify legalugummts,legalptmmpla,mdlegzlcomeptsthatprmﬁaﬂomdzﬁon
for addressmg the lagal 1ssues under examination.

This study adopts both a statutory approach and a conceptual approach. The statutory
approach iz employed to examme lezal instruments governmg child protection and the crimumal
Jjustice system, including the 1945 Constitution of the Rapublic of Indonesia, Law Number 335
0f 2014 on Child Protection, Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Justice System,
and relevant mtemational legal metruments such as the Convention on the Rights of the Child
and the Guidelines of the Commuittee of Mimsters of the Couneil of Europe on Child-Friendly
Justice. According to Marzuki (2021), the statutory approach mvolves a systematic examina-
tion of all lezal regulations relevant to the legal 1ssue under study m order to assess the con-
sistency and coherence of the applicable legal framework. Meanwhile, the conceptual approach
1z utilized to zualyze the concepts of child-friendly justice, sacondary victimization victim
protaction, and the principle of the best mterests of tha child as the theoretical foundation of
the research. Thiz approach iz essential for understanding the meaning, scope, and mterrela-
tionship of concepts developad within lezal scholarship and child protection studies (Tbrahim,
2019).

The study relies exclusively on sacondary data consisting of primary, secondary, and
tertiary legal matenals. Primary legal materials include legizlation and mtemational legal m-
stumemsrehnngtochddpmtechonmdtheuxmmalmeesystemsm legal matenals
consist of books, national and intemational joumal articles, previous ressarch findings, reports
izsued by govermmental institutions and mtemational organizations, as well as other scholarly
publications relevant to the research topic. Tertiary legal materials include legal dictionaries,
encyclapadias, and other reference sources usad to support the interpretation of legal concepts
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and terminology. This classification of legal matenals 15 consistent with the framework pro-
pozad by Soekanta and Mapgudii (2018), who distinzuizh legal research sources zccordmg to
their fimction and level of authority m providing legal information.

Data were collected through library research by identifying, compiling, and reviewing
legal matarials and scholarly literature relevant to the focus of the study. Library research was
sdechdhecmeﬁuﬂdyuuxuted&wud&emmﬂmoflegﬂm,hgzldom
and previous studies concemmg the protection of child vi of viol wnhmtbecmmnal
jmﬁmsﬁmﬂemﬂecmmﬂswmmmly lassified ding to key th

1y the p 1on of child victims of viol ,wcnmnaﬁon,:ndﬂ:e:mplemen-
hﬂmofchﬂd—ﬁiendbpﬂheemnuplamﬂnnhmmzljmheesynm

The data were gnalyzed velyumgadau lytical method. According
to Soekapte and Mapwdii (2018), qualitative analysis m legal h involves interprating
andcouelzhnglegalpmwdocﬁmes andscl'nhﬂ) opmlonstoobhmacomehmm’e

hmﬂhylmm&ndaﬂu&mofmmﬁﬁecmmmg&emofchld

of viol Furth . the study exammed the extent to which the existing norma-

hveﬁameuwkomtespmdsmﬂnhemplmmo&hdd friendly justice principles within

the criminal justice system. The findmgs were used to identify the contribution of child-friendly

Jushoetothepteumofsecondar) victimization and to formulate recommendations for
ote mechmnnsfmnhldnchmof\mlm

Furthermore, the study examinad the extant to which the existing normative framework
corresponds with the mmplementation of child-friendly justice principles within the criminal
justice system The findmgs were used to identify the contribution of child-friendly justice to
the pravention of secondary victimization and to formulate recommendations for strengthening
legal protaction mechanizms for child victims of violence.
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RESULT AND DISCUSSION
a. Dwplementation of Child-Friendly Justice Principlez within the Indonesian Criminal
Jusfice System

The principle of child-friendly justice represents an approach that positions children as
nights holders emtitled to special protection throughout legal procesdings. This concept
emerged from the recognition that children possess distinet needs and vulnerabilities comparsd
to adults and therefore require special treatment at every stage of the justice process. The ap-
proach emphasizes respect for children's dignity, meanmzful participation, protection of pri-
vacy, andtheﬁdﬁmofchddrensnghts“hmmxﬁngmﬂxlegzlmmnmms Kilkelly
and Playsiar, (2023) explain that child-friendly justice is an approach that places children's
rights, participation, and best interests at the genger of all stages of judicial proceadings.

Within the Indonesian context, the principles of child-friendly justice have been incor-
porated into various legal instruments, particularly Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile
Criminal Justice Systam and Law Number 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. These ragulations
establish various forms of protection for children involved in legal proceedings, meludmg child
victims of criminal offenzes. Applignda ot al. (2023) argue that the development of child law
in Indonesia reflects a gradual shift from an offender-oriented approach toward one that places
greater emphasis on the rights and mterests of child victims withm the justice process.

Takle 1. Brjaciples of Child Frieadly Justice

— Frnaple Legal Basis Current Implementafion ___ Implementation Gap __
X Serve: as the pnmary basi: s :
Bestmterests  Law No. 35 of 2014 and Law - Lack of uniform imple-
of the child No 11 0£2012 for the treatment of A peneation standards
Child pertici- LawNo. 11 0£2012 portunities to express their  2lways given primary con-
padion views sideration
Privacy pro- Law No. 35 02014 Publication of childrens Tazes of ientity Gaclo-
tection b idersities is profibited sure continue to occur
JR— Assistance provaded oy par- | Limited avatability of
and LawNo. 11 0£2012 ents, social workers, or psy-  professional support per-
Support chologists soneel

2 Tuvenile Cnmmal Tastice Syz-
Child-friendly I i related techmical ilahle & g : Uneven implementation
interviews rezulatians Availzhlein o regon: acros: Indonezia

~ Sowce Processed research data, 2026.

Table 1 demonstrates that Indonesia has normatively adopted various child-friendly
jushcepzmcxplesmthmﬂs criminal justice system. Theselegalpxmumnsreﬂedthesiztes
commutment to ensurimg protection for children mvolved in legal procesdings, ncluding child
victims of criminal offenses. However, Mustaha et al. (2025) mdicate that although the legal
framework govemmg child protection is relatively comprehensive, the practical implementa-
tion of child protection principles continues to face significant challenges, resulting m the m-
complete realization of the intended protective objectives.

The findings further reveal that the mplementation of child-friendly justice primciples
remains suboptimal. One of the principal challenges is the unequal availability of child-friendly
interview and examination facilities across different regions. Such facilities constitute an es-
sential preraquisita for creating a safe and supportive environment for child victims participat-
ing in legal proceadings. Furthermore, disparities remain i the capacity and compatence of
law enforcement officials responsible for handlmg cases mvolving child vietims of violence.
Mq,andsm(mﬂ)fmmdﬂmmm and the quality of mplemen-
tation are among the most significant factors m z the effactin of child protection
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within the justice system Bacent eddence. fom Indonesia fithar Ulnstratss these
mmmm Sualang et 3l (2026) wepotted that child victms of sewal wplense

Mﬁn&ngsmggeﬁthn&em obstacles to implementing child friendly justice
in Indonesia are not regulatory in nature but rather relate to institutional capacity and support-
ing resources. This ndicates that the effectiveness of child protection depends not only on the
existence of lagal norms but alzo on the ability of justice mstitutions to translats those norms
into practices that zenumely respond to children's needs. Lubis (2023) argues that the success
of the juvenile justice system iz strongly influenced by institutional capacity, mter-agency co-
ordination, and the ability of law enforcement personnel to apply approaches that prioritize the
best interests of the child.

Ancther challenge concems the limitad availability of professional support persommel,
includng psychologists, social workers, and victm advocates with specialized expertize in
handling child victims. As a result, not all child victims raceive adequate psychosocial assis-
tance throughout lezal proceedings. In addition, evidentiary considerations continue to domi-
nate crimmal proceedings, often outwaighing approaches focused on victim recovery and pro-
tection. Appilianda (2023) notes that the Indonesian juvenile justica system still requires
stronger mechanizms that enable the voicas and experiences of victims to raceive greater con-
sideration during judicial procesdings. This condition suggests that strengthening the imple-
mentation of child-friendly justice should involve not only regulatory mprovements but also a
broader paradigm shift toward a justice system that priontizes the protection and recovery of
child victims. Chandra (2023) further explans that restorative approaches within the juvenile
justica system can reinforce victim protection and recovery while maintaming the objectives
of eriminal law enforcement.
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b. The Bola of Child-Friendly Jussise.in Brexsoting. Secandary Victimizstion swovg
Child Yictims of Violence

From a victimological perspective, sacondary victimization refers to the additional
harm experiencaed by victims as a result of responses received after the commission of a
crimmal offenze, whether from the social environment or from institutions responsible for
handling the case. In the context of child victims of violence, secondary victimization may
occur when legal processes that are mtended to provide protsction instead generats new
psychological distress for vietims. Such circumstances may ariza through repeatsd mterviews,
treatment that iz nsensitive to the condition of the child, or inadequate protection of the
victim'’s psychological needs throughout legal proceedings. Aprilianda et al. (2023) argue that
the protection of child victims extends beyond law enforcement measures agamst offenders
and includes efforts to prevent secondary harms that may worsen victims' conditions during

the justice process. o
Tahje 2. Eapms of Secondsrx Vistimization
orm of Secondary Vic-  yrorigectation in Legal Proceedings Impact on Children
Repeated interviews m:‘ 5 mxec:fun Svpen- Re-traumatization
e = OF Statsments ;
‘WT %‘mhﬁdhvﬂ Feelings of shame aud guilt
Confrontation the of- Direct encounters or to the of- -
fender v v rancesdinge Fear and ety
WW Prolonzed cass processing Long-tenm stress
I..actif_ﬁo_ml Tnsufficiert and social s
sup- m&f‘ Obstacles to recovery
ocial stizmz and disciminz-
Ihsdomofldmm) Victims' identities become publicly known 002 g2 2
Source: Proce:sed rezearch data, 2026.

As illustrated m Table 2, secondary victimization may arise i various forms throughout
criminal proczedings. One of the most common forms i repeated interviewing, which requires
child victims to repeatedly recount traumatic experiences to different actors at various stages
of the justice procasz. Such circumstances may reactrvate fraumatic memornies and hmder vie-
tuns P I)bﬁab;etal mb)mmthnlegalpmcedmesthatﬁdwmxder

e e oy
chological consequences for child victims. Questions, comments, or attitudes that mmplicitly
place responsibility on victims can generate feelnzs of shame and guilt whils undermmmng

101 QR



hittps://research e-greenation orz/ GLULSS, Vol. 4. No. 2, Jipe 2026

their zalf-esteem As a consequence, victims may become reluctant to disclose their expen-
ences openly and may lose trust in the justice system. Putr (2023) found that victims® expeni-
ences during legal procesdings are significantly mfluenced by the quality of protection pro-
vided by judicial mstitutions and by the approaches adopted by law enforcement officials.

Another form of sacondary victimization ivolves direct confrontation between victims
and offenders during legal procesdings. For child victims of violence, particularly sexual vio-
lence, encounters with offenders may revive feelings of fear, anxiety, and insecurnity associated
with the original victimization Consequently, victim protection extends beyond evidentiary
considerations and includas efforts to create a safs environment throughout the justice process.
Lubiz (2023) argues that effective child protection must mmimize psychological pressure and
guarantee victims® safaty while they participate in legal procesdings.

Furthermore, prolonged legal proceedingz and madequate psychosocial support may
increaza the rizk of secondary victimization. When victims ara required to wait extended peri-
odz for case resolution without raceiving sufficient assistance, psychological recovery becomes
increasingly difficult This condition demonstrates that victim protection requires a compra-
hensive and continuous approach Backunid (2023) emphasizes that juvenile justice systems
should mtegrate lagal protection with psychosocial support in order to achieve the objectives
of child protection more effectively.

From a victimological standpoint, these various forms of secondary victimization indi-
cate that criminal justice processes may themselves become sources of additional suffering
when adequate protective machanisms are absent. Therefore, the effactivensss of a crimimal
Jjustica system should not be measured solely by its capacity to mvestizate crimes and punizh
offenders, but also by its ability to provide protection, support, and racovery for victims. These
findings suggestﬂut\mprmmmustbecomemmtegnlcompomntofthejm‘ende
crimmal justice system to ensure that legal proceedings do not produce consequencas that are
contrary to the fimdamental objectives of child protection.

The analyziz further demonstrates that the implementation of child-friendly justice prm-
ciples plays a crucial role in preventing sacondary victimization among child vietims of vio-
lence. Child-frisndly interview procedures, protection of privacy and confidentiality, profes-
sional assistance, child-sensitive commmmication, and the availzbility of child-friendly facilities
collectively contribute to reducing the risk of re-traumatization during legal pmceedmgs By
ensuring that children are treated with diznity and respect throughout the justice procass, child-
friendly justice fimctions not only as 2 mechanizm for protecting children's rights but also as
an effactive stratezy for mimmizing the harmful consaquences associated with their involve-
ment m criminal proceedings. Consequently, strengthenmg the mmplementation of child-
friendly justice principles should be regarded as an essential component of efforts to prevent
secondary victimization and to promote 2 more victim-oriented criminal justice system.

Table 3. Implementation of Child-Friendly Justice
Stratezy Tmplementation Objective Contribution

Cm]d-meocﬂ’_v LIErVIEW rooms Creatmg 2 safe envirorment Reducing vichms: ™ angiety
"~ Sinzle mterview approack AVOIdinz repeated examinations Reducmg re-traumatization
Dsycholozical 2::::tance Troviding emotional support Faciaing Victens Tecovery

“Examiration by mmedpmon Adzpting commeunication to childran s Reducmg peychological dis-
needs tress

Audiovisual tech.nology Ninonizing direct contact Witk ofenders  Preventins re-vicimizanon
Tdentity protection Sate] chalcren’s povacy Prev soaal
Source Processed research data, 2026.
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Table 3 demonstrates that the principles of child-friendly justice make a significant
contribution to preventmg secondary victmization among child victims of violence. The van-
ous strategies mcorporated within this approach are mtended to ensure that legal proceedmzs
do not generate additional psychological distrass for victms. Sapuin et al. (2024) explam that
child protection policies oriented toward victims’ needs are capable of enhancing the effective-
ness of lagal protection while smmultaneously reducing the rizk of further psychological harm
during lezal proceedings.

One of the most important strategiss 1s the provizion of child-friendly mterview rooms
desizned to create a safa and supportive environment for victime. Interview settings that do not
resemble formal interrogation rooms enable children to recount their experiences more calmly
and openly. Such conditions help reduce anxiety and mmprove the quality of information ob-
tained during interviews. Psychological safety constitutes an important factor that enables chil-
dren to fael mors comfortable in disclozing their experiences to individuals responsible for

providing assistance and protection (Pertrwi et al, 2026). Duppala and Hayapi (2023) further
emphaszize that the provizion of child-friendly facilities and mechaniems forms an essential
compenent of a justice system oriented toward the protection of children's rights.

Another stratezy with substantial preventive valus iz the implementation of the zingle
interview approach. This method aims to reduce the need for repeated questioning, which has
long been recognized a5 one of the primary causes of sacondary victimization. Through effec-
tive inter-agency coordination and adequate documentation mechanizms, information provided
by child victims can be utilizad more efficiently without requiring them to repeatedly racount
the zame traumatic experience. Muliani ot al. (2023) demonstrate that the simplification of
procaedures mvolving child victims, combined with enhanced mter-institutional coordmation,
contributas significantly to improving the quality of child protaction throughout legal proceed-
ings.

Psychological assistance also plays a critical role m helpmg victims cope with emo-
tional pressures durmg legal proceedings. The involvement of psychologists, social workers,
Mvm&mmmﬁehﬂ&mmmdmm&ngtbelegﬂmswﬂemm
ously providing the emotional support necessary to navigate it. Such assistance serves not only
asapmtectimmecbznimbutalsoasmintegmlpanofﬁcﬁms' recovery. Sutanto and Ba<
baditya (2024) argue that effactive child protection requires a multidizeiplinary approach m-
\‘ptling various profeszional actors to ensure that victims® needs are addressed comprehen-
aively.

Furthermore, exammations conducted by persormel who poszess spacialized expertize
in communicating with children can reduce the likelthood of victim-blaming questions or othar
forms of insensitive treatment. An understanding of child psychological development enzbles
professionals to adopt comymmication approaches that are appropriate to the child’s age and
circumstances, thereby creating a safer and more supportive mterview process. Professional
competence therefore constitutes a crucial factor in ensuring that legal proceedings do not re-
sult in sacondary victimization.

The uze of audiovizual tachnology also contributes sizmificantly 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 offenders directly. Such
measures help reduce fear, anxaty, zndemohomldxstruswhxlemamtzmmg&ee\m
value of victims’ statements. Snmlzrl\ . the protection of vietims’ identities plays a vital role in
safeg\mdmgchddten&omsocnlshzma. discrmination, and unwanted public exposure that
may ariza from crimmal proceedings.

The findngs indicate that the miplementation of child-friendly justice contributes sub-
stantially to reducing the rizk of secondary victimization among child vietims of violence.
These findimgs reinforce the view that a victim-gengerad approach withm the criminal justice
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system enhances both the quality of legal protection and the effectiveness of victim recovery.
Senandi and Krey (2024) emphasize that the success of a juvenile justica system should not be
aszeszed solely by its ability to resolve cases, but also by its capacity to ensure the protection,
well-being, and recovery of children mvolved in legal procesdings. Consequently, strensthen-
mzthemplanaﬂzhmofchﬂdhmdl}justcemmxplessbcddbemgndedasmessemﬂ
component of criminal justice reform aimed at safeguarding child victims and preventing re-

victimization throughout the legal process.

Child Vietims of Violence ]
v

Criminal Justice Process

= : 22
Risk of Secondary Victimization |
. - J

Implementation of

Child-Friendly Justice
* Proviske of Seppert and Amistance
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* Trsined snd Spocialund Pervessd
* Protecson of Mewsty and ( onfidemiabty

+*

Prevention of Secondary Victimicati ]

 Victim Recuvery 3ad Protection ]
Figure 1. Child-Friendly Justice Implementation Model

Figure 1 illustrates the relationship between child victims of violence, criminal justice
processes, the risk of zacondary victimization, andibelmplemenhnonofchﬂd friendly justice
principles. The model demonstrates that the mvolvement of child victims m legal proceedngs
may generate additional psychological consequences when judicial processas are conducted
without adequate consideration of the victims’ needs and circumstances. Such risks anize ba-
cauza children are often required to engage with legal procedures that may reactivate traumatic
experniences assoclated with the ongmal victimization. Muppala and Hanaps (2023) argue that
the protection of children mvolved in the justice system should be oriented toward preventing
adverse consequences that may disrupt their psychological and soctal development. This per-
spective 15 consistent with the findings of Partina et al. (2023), who demonstrate that psycho-
social factors and mdividual characteristics play a significant role in child and adolescent de-
velopment, thereby requining child protection measures to be implemented through integrated
legal, familial, and social approaches.

The model further indicates that child-friendly justica functions as a protective mecha-
nism capable of mitigating the adversa effacts associated with legal proceedings. Components
such as professional assistance, child-friendly interview rooms, single mterview procadures,
identity protection, and the mvolvement of speuall) tramedpe!sonnel constituta mterventions
designed to prevent re-victimization. Sapufriet al. (2024) explain that child protection policies
oriented toward victms’ needs confribute significantly to enhancing the effectivensss of the
Jjuvenile justice system while simultaneously strengthening the protection afforded to victims.

The inclusion of psychological assistance withm the model demonstrates that legal pro-
taction for child victims extands bayond pursly legal considerations and encompasses pzycho-
logical and social dimensions. Assistance provided throughout lezal proceadings enables vie-
tims to batter understand the process they are undergoing, reduces anxiety, and strensthens
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their capacity to cope with judicial proceedmgz. Juharak (2023) arzues that a comprehensive
child protection framework must integrats lagal, psychological, and social dimensions in order
to address victims' needs effectrvely.

In addition, the implementation of the single interview approach depictad m the model
reﬂec&eﬁmuwredueerepemdmmmmg,“hmhhzslmgbemmogmudumofthe
primary causes of secondary victimization This strategy enables information provided by vie-
tims to be utilized more effectively without requiring them to repeatedly relive traumatic ex-
periences during multiple stages oflega.l proceadings. Ghoyt and Puiiong (2020) found that
simplifying procedures m cases mvolving children contributes to mproving the quality of pro-
tection while mmimizing adverze consequences ansing from legal processas.

The protection of victime' identities also constitutes 2 crucial component of the child-
friendly justice implementation model. Confidentiality serves not only to safeguard children's
privacy but alzo to prevent social shigma, discrimmation, and social pressures that may hinder
recovery. Nova and Afiizal (2023) emphasize that identity protaction forms an integral part of
&nghtsgtmﬁeedtochﬂdrenandmmbeenmedby the state throughout judicial proceed-

The model 3lso has upartant practical suplications far chuld pretertion policies aud
mmmmrmtwmwmwmmmw

Basedonthemodelpu’esezﬂedml"lgml ncznbetmderstoodthatchﬂdﬁ'lend!}jus-
tice fumctions not only s an instrument of legal protection but also as a preventive mechanizm
against secondary \.mnmxnnonthztxsmaﬂedm:rd\mhmrecwa) Accordingly, the ef-
factivenass of the criminal justica system should not be assessed zolely by its ability to mpoze
sanctions on offenders but alzo by itz capacity to provide protection, security, and recovery
support for child vietims of viclence. Ingratphun ot al. (2023) emphazize that an effective ju-
venile justice systam mmet be capable of balancing the objectives of law enforcement wath the
protaction of children's rights and the realization of the best intarasts of the child.

CONCLUSION

This study demonstrates that the primeiples of child-friendly justice play a cructal role
in preventing secondary victimization among child vietims of violence within the criminal jus-
tice system From a normative perspective, various child protection principles have besn m-
corporated mto Indonesian legizlation, particularly Law Number 11 of 2012 on the
Juvenile Criminal Justice System and Law Number 35 of 2014 on Child Protaction. Thesa legal
provisions reflect the state's commitment to ensuring the protection, participation, and fullk.,
waapt of children's rights throughout legal proceedings.

The findings indicate that the implementation of child-friendly justice contributes sig-
mﬁcznﬂ} toreducmgthenskofsecomdzr} uchmxntmnthmughamgeofprotech\emech
anisms, including the provision of child-friendly interview rooms, the application ofsmgle
interview procadures, psychological assistance, protection of victims’ identities, and the m-

volvement of perzormel with specializad expertise in handling cases mvolving children These
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mechanizms zerve to minimize the psychological distress that may arize during legal proceed-
ings while simmulitaneously supporting victims' recovery.
Nevetheless,theeﬁed:vmesofchld—ﬁmndlyjmmemphnmbmmmmesmbe

contimuously to ensure that the criminal justice system is not solely orientad toward the prose-
cution and punishment of offanders, but 1s also capable of providing effactive protection and
recovery for child victims of violence.

This study contributas to the development of legal scholarship by reaffirmmmg that child-
friandly justice constitutas an ezsential instrument for building a criminal justice system that iz
more responsive to children’s needs and best interastz while simultansously promoting the pre-
vention of secondary victimization. Accordimgly, the integration of child-friendly justice prm-
czplemunnmzlyusucepnchcushmldbemgatdedasaﬁmdmml omponent of victim-
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Within the Indonesian legal system, the principle of child protection iz implemented
through Law Number 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. Article 59 paragraph (1) stipulates that
the central government, regional govemments, and other state institutions are oblizated to
provide special protection to children in vulnerable situations, including child victims of
criminal offenses and violence. Furthermore, Article 504 pwndes that such specizal protection
chall be carried out through prompt intervention, psychosocizl assistance, social support, and
protection and assistance at every stage of judicial proceedings. In addition, Article 64
Zuarantees that children in conflict with the law are entitled to humane treatment, legal and
socizl assistance, protection from stizma and discrimination, and the fulfiilmeat of their rights
throughout the legal process. Fitriani (2016) argues that the flfllment of children's rights is
not solely the responsibility of the state but also requires the active involvement of families and
communities to ensure children's optimal growth and development These provisions
demonstrate that the protection of child victims of violence iz not merely oriented toward the
punishment of offenders but also toward the comprehensive protection and recovery of victims.

From the perspective of modem criminal law, crime victims are no longer viewed
merely 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 in victimological
scholarship have demonstrated 2 shift in the orientation of criminal justice systems from an
offender-oriented approach toward a victim-oriented approach that places greater emphasis on
the rights 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 imposze
sanctions on offenders, but also by its capacity to provide effective protection for victims. In
the context of child victims of violence, such protection requires special consideration, as
children constitate 2 vulnerable group that requires treatment different from that afforded to
adult victims. The imvolvement of children in criminal proceedings iz often unavoidable
because their testimony frequently serves as crucial evidence in establishing criminal lizbility.
Nevertheless, lezal procedures that fail to take into account the circumstances and needs of
children may result in additional harm to victims. Therefore, modem criminal law requires

Haw
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protective mechanisms capable of ensuring respect for children’s rights throughout the criminal
justice process.

Despite the existence of comprehensive national and international legal frameworks for
child protection, violence against children remains a persistent problem. This condition reflects
a gap between the protection guaranteed by law and the protection actuzlly experienced by
child victims. The World Health Orzanization (2022) reports that exposure to violence during
childhood is associated with an increased risk of mental health disorders, social adjustment
difficulties, risk-takinz behayinps, and various psychoszocial problems later in life. These

findings are supported by Einkelhor, et al. (2020), who found that childhood exposure to
\mlencehaslmg-mm\cons ences for p cho zical well-being, interpersonal relationsh

{ Such lmpacts
mdu:ate tha.tnolence agamst children should not be regarded solely as a matter of criminality,
but also as an izzue of child rights protection and public welfare. Accordingly, the protection
of child victims of violence cannot be limited to the prosecution and punizhment of offenders;
it must also encompass measures that ensure the comprehensive recovery of victims. The
recovery process is further influenced by the quality of caregiving environments and the sense
of psychological security provided within the family. A supportive family environment serves
as a protective factor that helps children cope with traumatic experiences and facilitates post-
violence recovery (Pertiwi, Muminin, & Saputra, 2026).

Another consequence of the high prevalence of violence against children is 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 establizhing the facts of a case and determining the offender's criminal
rezponsibility. As a result, child victims are often required to participate in various stages of
the legal process, including investigation, prosecution, and trial. While such involvement 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
proceadings is regulated by Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Justice System.
Article 90 grants child victims and child witnssses the right to receive medical rehabilitation,
socizl rehabilitation, security protection, and access to information regarding the progress of
their cazes. This provizion demonstrates that the criminal justice systam functions not only as
a mechanizm for enforcing criminal liability against offenders but also as an instrument for
protecting victims. Nevertheless, numerous studies have shown that victim-insensitive
procedures may generate significant psychological distress. Goodman-Brown et zl. (2003)

B
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explain that investizative and examination procedures that fail to consider the victim's
condition may exacerbate the trauma experienced by child victims. Similarly, Campbell (2005)
found that wvictims' interaction: with legal institutions significantly influence their
psychological recovery. This situation creates a paradox within the criminal justice system,
whereby mechanisms intendad to provide protection may instead become sources of additional
suffering for victims.

In victimological scholarship, this phenomenon is commonly referred to as secondary
victimization. Orth (2002) defines secondary victimization as the additional suffering
experienced by victims as a result of institutional rezponzes following the commission of a
criminal offense. In other words, the hanm suffered by victims does not neceszarily end with
the criminal act that constitutes the source of primary victimization but mzay coatinue through
negative experiences encountered during the handling of the case. \Walklats (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, Wapaxgexs (2018) emphasizes that judicial procedures
that fail to respond sensitively to victims’ needs may aggravate trauma and impede recovery.
In the coatext of child victims of violence, this risk is even greater because children have
limited capacity to understand complex legal proceedings and different levels of ability to cope
with the pressures associated with criminal justice processes.

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 imterviews, victim-blaming gquestions, unnecessary confrontation with
offenders, disclosure of victims’ identities, delays in legal proceedings, and treatment that is
inzensitive to victims® psychological conditions. From 2 criminzl law perspective, thess
circumstances demonstrate that victim protection cannot be achieved solely through the
punishment of offenders but must also include guarantees that all stages of the criminal justice
proces: do not inflict additional harm upon victims. Accordingly, the protection of child
victims extends beyond safeguarding them from the initial criminal act and encompaszes
protection from adverse consequences that may arize throughout legal proceedings.

From z victimological perspective, secondary victimization illustrates how the criminal
justice system itself may become a source of additional suffering when legal procedures and
caze-handling mechanizms are not conducted in a manner that is responsive to victims’ needs.
This phenomenon presents a significant challenge for modem criminal justice systams because
the objectives of law enforcement extend beyond the punizhment of offenders to include the
protection of victims. In cases mvolving 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 intemational 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 proceadings.
The development of thiz concept reflects criticiam 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 tzking into account their age, maturity, needs, and
paychological condition. A child-friendly justice system must ensure effective access to justice,
protection from discrimination, respect for children's dignity, meaningful participation in
proceadings affecting them, and protection from re-victimization throughout the legal process.
This concept is based on the understanding that children possess specific needs that require
treatment different from that accorded to adults at every stage of legal proceedings.
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Accordingly, child-friendly justice encompasses not only the provision of child-
friendly physical facilities but also procedures, institutional mechanisms, and the conduct of
law enforcement officials that are oriented toward the protection of children's rights. A child-
centered, protective approach is also consistent with social conwol theory and restorative
approaches, which emphasize the importance of social support in preventing deviant hehayiar,
and strengthening children's reitegration into society (Pertiwi & Saiana, 2022). Consistent
with this principle, the Committes on the Rights of the Child (2009) affirms that every child
capable of forming their own views has the right to express those views freely m zll 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 lezal procesdings, protection of
victims® identities, the use of child-friendly interview facilities, and procedures tailored to
children's specific needs. Collectively, theze 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 system.

Within the Indonesian legal system, the principles of child-friendly justice have been
incorporated into Law Number 11 0of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Justice System. Article 18
requires law enforcement officials to prioritize the best interests of the child and to promote a
family-oriented atmosphere in handling cases involving children. In addition, wvarious
provizions of the Juvenile Criminal Justice System Law emphasize the protection of children's
rights, asai e throughout legal proceedings, humane . protection from stigma, and
the §ilfillment of children's needs while they are involved in legal processes. These provisions
demonstrate that the protection of child victims has become an imtegral component of
Indonesia’s criminal law policy, reflecting a commitment to human rights and the best interasts
of the child.

Nevertheless, 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-zgency coordinztion, and the suboptimal implementation
of child protection policies. Moreover, the uneven availability of child-friendly interview
facilities, the shortage of professional support personnel, and variations in the capacity of law
enforcement officials to handle cazes involving children reveal a gap between the normative
legal framework and its practical implementation. These conditions indicate that the existence
of lezal regulation: zlone does not automatically guarantee effective protection for child
victims of violence throughout criminal proceedings.

Previous studies have extensively examined the protection of child victims of violence,
children's rights within the criminal justice system, the impact of secondary victimization, and
the implementation of child-friendly justice. Van Niekerk and Coetzee (2020), for example,
explored variou: forms of secondary victimization experienced by child victims during
criminal proceedings. Likewise, the Council of Europe (2011) and the Committes on the Rights
of the Child (2009) emphasized the importance of implementing child-friendly justice
principles to safeguard children's rights throughout legal processes. However, studies that
specifically gnalyzathe implementation of child-friendly justice as a mechanizm for preventing
sacondary victimization among child victims of violence within the Indonesian criminal justice
system remain limited. Most existing rezsarch addresses these two concepts separately, leaving
insufficient analysis of the relationship betwesn the implementation of child-friendly justice
and efforts to prevent secondary victimization within an integrated analytical framework. The
novelty of this study lies in reconceptualizing child-friendly justice not merely as a general
child-protection principle, but as a preventive legal framework for reducing the risk of
secondary victimization among child victims of violence. Unlike previous studies that
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primarily discuss child-friendly justice and secondary victimization as separate issues, this
study integrates both concepts within a single analytical famework to examine how child-
friendly justice safeguards function throughout the criminal justice process. Furthermore, this
study contributes to the lit by ing the consi v between I ional child-
friendly justice dards and Ind ian legal regulztions, while identifying specific
procedural safeguards that support 2 victim-gentered 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 mcorporated into national legzal instruments, are
implemented within the criminal justice system and the extent to which their implementation
provides protection against secondary victimization for child victims of violence. Such an
analysis is important because the effectiveness of legal protection depends not only on the
existence of legal norms but zl=o on their capacity to provide tangible safeguards for victims.
Based on this research gap, the present study aims to gualyza 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.

METHOD

This study employ: a normative legal research method aimed at gnalyzing the imple-
mentztion of child-friendly justice principles within the criminal justice system as a means of
preventing secondary victimization among child victims of violence. Normative legal research
iz appropriate because the focus of the study lies in examining legal norms, legal principles,
child protection doctrines, and concepts related to victim protection within the criminal justice
system. According to Marzuki (2021), normative legal research views law as a set of nomms
and rules goveming human conduct, with it: primary object of analysis being legizlation, legal
principles, and legal doctrines. Similarly, Ibrahim (2019) argues that normative legal research
seeks to identify legal arguments, legal principles, and legal concepts that provide a foundation
for addressing the legal issues under examination.

This study adopts both a statutory approach and 2 conceptual approach. The stamtory
approach is employead to examine legal instraments governing child protection and the criminal
justice system, including the 1945 Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia, Law Number 35
0f 2014 on Child Protection, Law Number 11 0of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Justice System,
and relevant international legal instruments such as the Convention on the Rights of the Child
and the Guidelines of the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe on Child-Friendly
Justice. According to Marzuki (2021), the statutory approach involves a systematic examina-
tion of all lezal regulations relevant to the legal issue under study in order to assess the con-
sistency and coherence of the applicable legal framework. Meanwhile, the conceptual approach
iz utilized to gnalyza the concepts of child-friendly justice, secondary victimization, victim
protection, and the principle of the best interests of the child as the theoretical foundation of
the research. This approach iz eszential for understanding the meaning, scope, and interrelz-

ionszhip of concepts developed within legal scholarship and child protection studies (Torahim,
2019).

The study relies exclusively on secondary data consisting of primary, secondary, and
tertiary legal materizls. Primary legal materials include legislation and international legal in-
struments relating to child protection and the criminal justice system. Secondary legal materials
consist of books, national and intemational journal uﬁclzs, previous research findings, reports
iszued by governmental institutions and i ional organizations, as well as other scholarly
publications relevant to the research topic. Tertiary legal materizals include legal dictionaries,
encyclapedizs, and other reference sources used to support the interpretation of legal concepts
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and terminology. This classification of legal materizls is consistent with the framework pro-
posed by Soekantp and Mamndii (2018), who distinguish lezal research sources according to
their function and level of authority in providing legal information.

Data were collected through library research by identifving, compiling, and reviewing
legal materials and scholarly literature relevant to the focus of the study. Library research was
szlected because this study is oriented toward the examination of legal norms, legal doctrines,
and previous studies concerning the protection of child victims of violence within the criminal
justice system. The collected materials were subsequently classified according to key themes,
namely the protection of child victims of violence, secondary victimization, and the implemen-
tation of child-friendly justice principles within the criminal justice system.

The data were gnalyzad.gualitatively using a descriptive-analytical method. According
to Soekanta and ddapudii (2018), qualitative anzlysis in legal research involves interpreting
and correlating legal provisions, doctrines, and scholarly opinions to obtain a comprehenzive
understanding of the legal issue under investization. The analysis was conducted through the
identification of relevant lezal norms, legal interpretation, comparison of national and intema-
tional legal instruments, and evaluation of previous studies concerning the protection of child
victims of violence. Furthermore, the study examined the extent to which the existing norma-
tive framework corresponds with the implementation of child-friendly justice principles within
the criminal justice system. The findings were used to identify the contribution of child-friendly
justice to the prevention of secondary victimization and to formulate recommendations for
strengthening legal protection mechanizms for child victims of violence.

Furthermore, the study examined the extent to which the existing normative framework
corresponds with the implementation of child-friendly justice principles within the criminal
justice system. The findings were usad to identify the contribution of child-friendly justice to
the prevention of secondary victimization and to formulate recommendations for strengthening
legal protection mechanizms for child victims of violence.
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RESULT AND DISCUSSION
a. Implamentation, of Child-Friendly Juatice Brinciples within the Indonesian Criminal
Justige System

The principle of child-friendly justice reprezents an approach that positions children as
rights holders entitled to special protection throughout lezal proceedings. This concept
emerged from the recognition that children possess distinct needs and vulnerabilities compared
to adults and therefore require special treatment at every stage of the justice process. The ap-
proach emphasizes respect for children's dignity, meaninzful participation, protection of pri-
vacy, and the fulfjlloent of children's rights when interacting with legal institutions. Kilkelly
and Plgysier (2023) explain that child-friendly justice iz an approach that places children's
rights, participation, and best interests at the gentex of all stages of judicial proceedings.

Within the Indonesian context, the principles of child-friendly justice have been incor-
porated into various legal instruments, particularly Law Number 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile
Criminal Justice System and Law Number 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. These regulations
establizh various forms of protection for children involved in legal proceedings, including child
victims of criminal offenzes. Apgiliznda et al. (2025) argue that the development of child law
in Indonesia reflects a gradual zhift from an offender-oriented approach toward one that places
greater emphasis on the rights and interests of child victims within the justice process.
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Table 1 d ates that Ind ia has normatively adopted various child-friendly

justice principles within its criminal justice system. These legzal provisions reflect the state's
commitment to ensuring protection for children involved in legal proceedings, including child
victims of criminal offenses. However, Jlpzraha et al. (2025) indicate that although the legal
framework goveming child protection is relatively comprehensive, the practical implementa-
tion of child protection principles continues to face significant challenges, resulting in the in-
complete realization of the intended protective objectives.

The findings further reveal that the implementation of child-friendly justice principles
remains suboptimal. One of the principal challenges is the unequal availability of child-friendly
interview and examination facilities across different regions. Such facilities constitute an es-
sentizl prerequisite for creating a zafe and supportive environment for child victims participat-
ing in legal proceedings. Furthermore, disparities remain in the capacity and competence of
lzw enforcement officials responsible for handling cases involving child victims of violence.
Binandite,and Suzibaxto,(2023) found that institutional capacity and the quality of implemen-
tation are among the most significant factors influencing the effectivensss of child protection
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These findings suggest that the primary obstacles to implementing child friendly justice
in Indonesia are not regulatory in nature but rather relate to institutional capacity and support-
ing resources. This indicates that the effectiveness of child protection depends not only on the
existence of legal norms but also on the ability of justice institutions to translate those nomms
into practices that genuinely respond to children's needs. Lubis (2025) argues that the success
of the juvenile justice system is strongly influenced by institutional capacity, inter-agency co-
ordination, and the ability of law enforcement personnel to apply approaches that prioritize the
best interests of the child.

Another challenge concems the limited availzbility of professional support perzonnel,
including psychologists, social workers, and victim advocates with specizlized expertize in
handling child victims. As a result, not all child victims receive adequate psychosocial assiz-
tance throughout legal proceedings. In addition, evidentiary considerations continue to domi-
nate criminzl proceedings, often outweighing approaches focused on victim recovery and pro-
tection. Spyilianda (2025) notes that the Indonesian juvenile justice system still requires
stronger mechanisms that enable the voices and experiences of victims to receive greater con-
sideration during judicial proceedings. This condition suggests that strengthening the imple-
mentation of child-friendly justice should involve not only rezulatory improvements but also a
broader paradigm shift toward a justice system that prioritizes the protection and recovery of
child victims. Chandra (2023) further explains that restorative approaches within the juvenile
justice system can reinforce victim protection and recovery while maintaining the objectives
of criminal law enforcement.
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A b. The Bolp of Child-Friendly Jusfice.in Brexentivg Secandsry, Victimization among
From a victimological perspective, secondary victimization refers to the additional

harm experienced by victims as a result of responses received after the commission of a
criminal offense, whether from the socizl environment or from institutions responsible for
handling the case. In the context of child victims of violence, zecondary victimization may
occur when legal processes that are intended to provide protection instead generate new
psychological distress for victims. Such circumstances may arise through repeated interviews,
that 15 i itive to the condition of the child, or inadequate protection of the

victim’s psychological needs throughout lezal proceadi Aprilizuda et al. (2025) argue that
the protection of child victims extends beyond law enforcement measures against offenders
and includes efforts to prevent secondary harms that may worsen victims’ conditions during

the justice process.
Table 2. Eoxms of Secondsrx Victimization
“Torm of Secondary Vic- TR
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Asill d in Table 2, secondary victimization may arise in various forms throughout
criminal proceedings. One of the most common forms iz repeated interviewing, which requires
child victims to repeatedly recount periences to different actors at various stages

of the justice process. Such circumstances may reactivate traumatic memories and hinder vic-
tims’ recovery. Mugtabs et al. (2025) demonstrate that legal procedures that fail to consider
children’s psychologxal condmons may increase vulnerability to prolonged trauma and im-

In addition to repeated interviews, victim-blaming practices may produce serious psy-
chological consequences for child victims. Questions, comments, or attitudes that implicitly
place responzibility on victims can generate feelings of shame and guilt while undermining
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their self-esteem. Az 2 consegquence, victims may become reluctant to disclose their experi-
ences openly and may lose trust in the justice system. Putri (2023) found that victims® experi-
ences during legal proceedings are significantly influenced by the quality of protection pro-
vided by judicial institations and by the approaches adopted by law enforcement officials.

Another form of secondary victimization involves direct confrontation between victims
and offenders during legal proceedings. For child victims of violence, particularly sexual vio-
lence, encounters with offenders may revive feelings of fear, anxiety, and insecurity associated
with the original victimization. Consequently, victim protaction extends beyond evidentiary
considerations and includes efforts to create a safe environment throughout the justice process.
Lubis (2025) argues that effective child protection must minimize psychological pressure and
Zuarantee victims® safety while they participate in legal proceedings.

Furthermore, prolonged legal proceedings and inzdequate psychosocial support may
increase the risk of secondary victimization. When victims are required to wait extended peri-
ods for case resolution without receiving sufficient assistance, psychological recovery becomes
increasingly difficult. This condition demonstrates that victim protection requires a compre-
hensive and continuous approach. Backygid (2025) emphasizes that juvenile justice systams
should integrate legal protection with psychosocial support in order to achieve the objectives
of child protection more effectively.

From a victimological standpoint, these various forms of secondary victimization indi-
cate that criminzl justice processes may themselves become sources of additional suffering
when adeq protective mechani are abzent Therefore, the effectivensss of a criminal
justice system should not be measzured solely by its capacity to investizate crimes and punish
offenders, but alzo by its ability to provide protection, support, and recovery for victims. Theze
findings suggest that victim protection must become an integral component of the juvenile
criminal justice system to ensure that legal proceeding: do not produce consequences that are
contrary to the fundamental objectives of child protection.

The analysis further demonstrates that the implementation of child-friendly justice prin-
ciples plays a crucizl role in preventing secondary victimization among child victims of vio-
lence. Child-friendly interview procedures, protection of privacy and confidentiality, profes-
sional assistance, child-sensitive communication, and the availability of child-friendly facilities
collectively contribute to reducing the risk of re-traumatization during legal procesdings. By
ensuring that children are treated with dignity and respect throughout the justice process, child-
friendly justice functions not only as a2 mechanism for protecting children's rights but also as
an effective strategy for minimizing the harmful consequences associated with their involve-

ment in criminal proceedings. C quently, strengthening the implementation of child-
friendly justice principles should be regarded az an ial comp of efforts to prevent

secondary victimization and to promote 2 more victim-oriented criminal justice system.

Source: Processed research data, 2026.
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Table 3 demonstrates that the principles of child-friendly justice make a significant
contribution to preventing secondary victimization among child victims of violence. The vari-
ous strategies incorporated within this approach are intended to ensure that legal proceedings
do not generate additional psychological distress for victims. Saputa et al. (2024) explain that
child protection policies oriented toward victims' neads are capable of enhancing the effective-
ness of legal protection while simultaneously reducing the risk of further psychological harm
during legal proceedings.

One of the most important strategies iz the provizion of child-friendly interview rooms
designed to create a :afe and supportive environment for victims. Interview settings that do not
rezemble formal interrogation rooms enzble children to recount their experiences more calmly
and openly. Such conditions help reduce anxiety and improve the quality of information ob-
tained during interviews. Psychological safety constitutes an important factor that enables chil-
dren to feel more comfortzble in disclosing their experiences to individuzls responsible for
providing assistance and protection (Pertiwi et al., 2026). Yupunala and Hanapi (2023) further
emphasize that the provision of child-friendly facilities and mechanizms forms an essential
component of 2 justice system oriented toward the protection of children's rights.

Another strategy with substantial preventive value is the implementation of the single
interview zpproach. This method aims to reduce the need for repeated questioning, which has
long been recognized as one of the primary causes of secondary victimization. Through effac-
tive inter-agency coordination and adequate documentation mechanizms, information provided
by child victims can be utilized more efficiently without requiring them to repeatadly recount
the same traumatic experience. Muliani et al. (2023) demonstrate that the simplification of
procedures imvolving child victims, combined with enhanced inter-institutional coordination,
contributes significantly to improving the quality of child protection throughout legal proceed-
ings.

Peychological assistance also plays a critical role in helping victims cope with emo-
tional pressures during lezal proceedings. The involvement of psychologists, social workers,
and victim advocates can assist children in understanding the legal process while simultane-
ously providing the emotional support neceszary to navigate it. Such assistance serves not only
as 2 protective mechanizm but also as an integral part of victims’ recovery. Sutanto and Ba«
Baditya (2024) argue that effective child protection requires a multidisciplinary approach in-
volving various professional actors to ensure that victims® needs are addressed comprehen-
sively.

Furthermore, examinations conductad by perzonnel who possess specizalized expertize
in communicating with children can reduce the likelihood of victim-blaming questions or other
forms of insensitive treatment. An understanding of child psychological development enables
profeszionals to adopt communication approaches that are appropriate to the child’s age and
circumstances, thereby creating a zafer and more supportive interview process. Professional
competence therefore constitutes a crucial factor in ensuring that legal procesdinzs do not re-
sult in secondary victimization.

The use of zudiovizual technology also contributes siznificantly to the prevention of
secondary victimization. Mechanisms such as video-recorded testimony and remote participa-
tion allow children to provide information without having to face offenders directly. Such
measures help reduce fear, anxiety, and emotional distress while maintaining the evidentiary
value of victims’ statements. Similarly, the protection of victims’ identities plays a vital role in
safeguarding children fom social stigma, dizcrimination, and unwanted public exposure that
may arize fom criminal procesdings.

The findings indicate that the implementation of child-friendly justice contributes sub-
stantially to reducing the risk of secondary victimization among child victims of violence.
Thesze findings reinforce the view that a victim-centered approach within the criminal justice
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system enhances both the quality of legal protection and the effectiveness of victim recovery.
Senandi and Krey (2024) emphazize that the success of a juvenile justice system should not be
assessed solely by its ability to resolve cases, but also by its capacity to ensure the protection,
well-being, and recovery of children involved in legal proceadings. Consequently, strengthen-
ing the implementation of child-friendly justice principles should be regarded a: an essential
component of criminal justice reform aimed at safeguarding child victims and preventing re-
victimization throughout the legal process.

Child Victims of Violence
v

Criminal Justice Process
i

Risk of Secondary Victimization

J

| Victin Recovery snd Protectinn
Figure 1. Child-Friendly Justice Implementation Model

Fizure 1 illustrates the relationship between child victims of violence, criminal justice
proceszes, the risk of secondary victimization, and the implementation of child-friendly justice
principles. The model d strates that the invol of child victims in legal proceedings
may generate additional psychological consequences when judicizl processes are conducted
without adequate consideration of the victims® needs and circumstances. Such risks arize be-
czuse children are often required to engage with legal procedures that may reactivate traumatic
experiences associzted with the original victimization. Yupmiala and Hauaps (2023) argue that
the protaction of children involved in the justice system should be oriented toward preventing
adverze consequences that may disrupt their psychological and socizl development. This per-
spective is consistent with the findings of Pertiwi et al. (2025), who demonstrate that psycho-
social factors and individual characteristics play a significant role in child and adolescent de-
velopment, thereby requiring child protection measures to be implemented through integrated
legal, familial, and social approaches.

The model further indicates that child-friendly justice functions as a protective mecha-
nism capable of mitigating the adverse effects associated with lezal proceedings. Components
such as professional assistance, child-friendly interview rooms, single interview procedures,
identity protection, and the involvement of specially trained personnel constitute interventions
desizned to prevent re-victimization. Sapu et al. (2024) explain that child protection policies
oriented toward victims’ needs contribute significantly to enhancing the effectivensess of the
juvenile justice system while simultaneously strengthening the protection afforded to victims.

The incluzion of psychological assistance within the model demonstrates that legal pro-
tection for child victims extends beyond purely legal considerations and encomy psycho-
logical and social dimensions. Assistance provided throughout legal proceadings enables vic-
tims to better understand the process they are undergoing, reduces anxiety, and strengthens
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their capacity to cope with judicizal proceedings. JMubarpk (2023) argues that 2 comprehensive
child protection framework must integrate legal, psychological, and social dimensions in order
to address victims' needs effectively.

In addition, the implementation of the single interview approach depicted in the model
reflects efforts to reduce repeated questioning, which has long been recognized a3 one of the
primary causes of secondary victimization. This strategy enables information provided by vic-
tims to be utilized more effectively without requiring them to repeatedly relive traumatic ex-
periences during multiple stages of lezal proceedings. Ghoui and Bujivang, (2020) found that
simplifying procedures in cases involving children contributes to improving the quality of pro-
tection while minimizing adverse consequences arizing from lezal proceszes.

The protection of victims’ identities also constitutes a crucial component of the child-
friendly justice implementation model. Confidentiality serves not only to :afeguard children's
privacy but alzo to prevent social stizma, discrimination, and social pressures that may hinder
recovery. Nova and 4fxizal (2023 ) emphaszize that identity protection forms an integral part of
the rights guaranteed to children and must be ensured by the state throughout judicizl proceed-
ings.
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Eased on the model presented in Figure 1, it can be understood that child-friendly jus-
tice functions not only as an instrument of legal protection but also a: a preventive mechanism
against secondary victimization that is oriented toward victim recovery. Accordingly, the ef-
fectiveness of the criminal justice system should not be asseszad solely by itz ability to impose
sanctions on offenders but also by it: capacity to provide protection, security, and recovery
support for child victims of violence. [pgrambun et al. (2023) emphasize that an effective ju-
venile justice system must 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 study demonstrates that the principles of child-friendly justice play a crucial role
in preventing secondary victimization among child victims of violence within the criminal jus-
tice system. From @ normative perspective, various child protection principles have been in-
corporated into Indonesian legislation, particularly through Law Number 11 of 2012 on the
Juvenile Criminal Justice System and Law Number 35 of 2014 on Child Protection. These lezal
provisions reflect the state's commitment to ensuring the protection, participation, and fulfll-
wgnt of children’s rights throughout legal proceedings.

The findings indicate that the implementation of child-friendly justice contributes sig-
nificantly to reducing the risk of secondary victimization through a range of protective mech-
anisms, including the provision of child-friendly interview rooms, the application of single
interview procedures, psychological assistance, protection of victims® identities, and the in-
volvement of personnel with specialized expertize in handling cases involving children. Thesa
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mechanizms serve to minimize the psychological distress that may arise during legal proceed-
ings while simultaneously supporting victims' recovery.

Nevertheless, the effectiveness of child-friendly justice implementation continues to be
influenced by several challenges, particularly those related to institutional capacity, the avail-
ability of qualified human resources, supporting facilities, and inter-zgency coordination.
Therefore, efforts to strenzgthen the implementation of child-friendly justice should be pursued
continuously to ensure that the criminal justice system is not solely oriented toward the prose-
cution and punizhment of offenders, but is also capable of providing effective protection and
recovery for child victims of violence.

This study contributes to the develop of legal scholarship by reaffirming that child-
friendly justice constitutes an eszential mstrument for building a criminal justice system that is
more responsive to children's needs and best interests while simultaneously promoting the pre-
vention of secondary victimization. Accordingly, the integration of child-friendly justice prin-
ciples into criminal justice practices should be regarded as 2 fandamental component of victim-
oriented justice and the broader protection of children's rights.
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Dear Editors/Reviewers
We really appreciate and express our gratitude for the review/comments/suggestions from the editor/reviewer for our manuscript.
The table below is the list of Editors & Reviewers comment/suggestion and our related response.

Regards
Authors
No. Editor/Reviewer Comment Authors Response
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.




Reviewer B:

Title: The title format does not match the template used. The paragraph
format should be left-aligned. Please review the journal template used and
adjust accordingly.

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
literature already cited. Specifically, we
inserted: (1) SNPHAR 2024 data (Kemen
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.




Reviewer C:

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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Reviewer A:

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

4. 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

Abstract: Thank you for your valuable 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:

3. 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.

4. 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.




Reviewer B:

Title: The title format does not match the template used. The paragraph format
should be left-aligned. Please review the journal template used and adjust
accordingly.

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 literature
already cited. Specifically, we inserted: (1)
SNPHAR 2024 data (Kemen 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
Koétz'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.




Reviewer C:

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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