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ABSTRACT

The protection of child rights has remained a fundamental concern in democratic societies,
particularly within the legal frameworks that aim to safeguard the welfare, dignity, and holistic
development of every child. In India, this concern finds expression through a long history of
constitutional provisions, statutory enactments, judicial pronouncements, and policy reforms
directed towards ensuring justice for children in conflict with the law as well as those in need
of care and protection. The Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of Children) Act, 2015, as
amended in subsequent years, stands as one of the most comprehensive legal instruments
dedicated to the administration of juvenile justice. The introduction of the Juvenile Justice
(Amendment) Bill, 2024 marks another crucial step in this evolving legal journey, aiming to
align the national child protection regime with emerging socio-legal challenges, international
standards, and evolving jurisprudence on child rights. This abstract provides a comprehensive
analytical overview of the 2024 Amendment Bill, situating it within the broader continuum of
child rights protection in India and assessing its implications for the administration of justice,
child rehabilitation, and institutional accountability.

At its core, the 2024 Amendment Bill seeks to bridge persistent gaps identified in the 2015 Act
and its 2021 amendment. Over the past decade, stakeholders including child rights
commissions, legal scholars, judicial bodies, and civil society organizations have raised
concerns regarding the inconsistent implementation of the law, the inadequacy of institutional
capacity, and the lack of clarity in procedural norms. The 2024 Amendment Bill attempts to
respond to these gaps by introducing provisions that strengthen the roles of District
Magistrates, Juvenile Justice Boards, and Child Welfare Committees, while also enhancing
oversight mechanisms for child care institutions. It reflects a paradigm shift from a purely
welfare-oriented approach towards a rights-based and justice-centered framework,
emphasizing accountability, transparency, and procedural fairness. By analyzing the Bill’s
provisions in light of constitutional guarantees, international conventions such as the UN
Convention on the Rights of the Child (UNCRC, 1989), and comparative legal developments,
this paper argues that the 2024 amendment represents both progress and paradox: progress in
its formal commitment to child protection, and paradox in its potential to over-bureaucratize
the welfare process at the expense of participatory justice.

Introduction system, reflecting the moral conscience of

society and its vision for the future
The protection of child rights and the generation. In India, the discourse on child
administration of juvenile justice have long ~ fights has evolved from a charitable and
stood at the heart of every civilized legal ~Welfare-oriented approach to a robust,
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rights-based  paradigm  grounded in
constitutional guarantees and international
obligations. The Indian legal framework on
child justice has undergone several
transformations—from the Juvenile Justice
Act of 1986 to the 2000 Act, and
subsequently to the landmark Juvenile
Justice (Care and Protection of Children)
Act of 2015. Each successive enactment has
attempted to respond to new social realities,
judicial  interpretations, and  global
developments in child protection. The
Juvenile Justice (Amendment) Bill, 2024,
therefore, represents the latest chapter in this
dynamic legal evolution, aiming to address
deficiencies in implementation, enhance
administrative accountability, and
strengthen institutional mechanisms for the
protection of children in conflict with law
and those in need of care and protection.
This section introduces the socio-legal,
constitutional, and policy context within
which the 2024 Amendment Bill has
emerged, tracing the trajectory of India’s
child rights framework and highlighting the
need for renewed critical engagement with
its legal and ethical foundations.

The Indian Constitution enshrines the vision
of a welfare state, committing the nation to
secure social, economic, and political justice
for all its citizens, with special consideration
for vulnerable groups such as children.
Article 15(3) empowers the State to make
special provisions for children, while
Aurticle 39(f) directs it to ensure that children
are given opportunities to develop in a
healthy manner and in conditions of
freedom and dignity, protected against

exploitation and moral or material
abandonment. Over the years, these
constitutional  directives have  been

supplemented by a network of statutory
laws—ranging from the Protection of
Children from Sexual Offences (POCSO)
Act, 2012, to the Right to Education Act,
2009, and the Commissions for Protection
of Child Rights Act, 2005. Yet, among all
these, the Juvenile Justice Act occupies a
special position as the principal legislation

dealing with children in conflict with law
and those in need of care and protection. The
2024 Amendment must therefore be
understood not as an isolated reform but as
part of a continuing legislative and moral
endeavor to translate constitutional ideals
into institutional realities.

The genesis of juvenile justice reform in
India can be traced back to international
influences, particularly the United Nations
Convention on the Rights of the Child
(UNCRC, 1989), which India ratified in
1992. The Convention established four
fundamental principles—non-
discrimination, the best interests of the
child, the right to life and development, and
respect for the child’s views. These
principles continue to serve as the moral
compass for all child-related legislation in
India. Over the years, India has also aligned
its legal system with other international
frameworks such as the Beijing Rules
(1985), which emphasize the minimum
standards for the administration of juvenile
justice, and the Havana Guidelines (1990),
which govern the conditions of detention for
juveniles. The 2024 Amendment can be
seen as an attempt to bring the Indian
juvenile justice system in closer conformity
with these global standards, particularly in
areas of procedural fairness, institutional
accountability, and the rights of children to
participation and rehabilitation.

Historically, juvenile justice in India was

characterized by a welfare model
emphasizing  care,  protection, and
rehabilitation over punishment. The

Juvenile Justice Act of 1986 was the first
comprehensive legislation to unify diverse
state laws and establish a national
framework for juvenile care. However, it
soon became evident that the 1986 Act
failed to address the growing complexities
of juvenile delinquency and institutional
care. The 2000 Act sought to remedy this by
incorporating provisions from the UNCRC
and introducing clearer definitions of
“juvenile,” “child in conflict with law,” and
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“child in need of care and protection.” Yet,
by the second decade of the 21st century,
India witnessed a growing public concern
regarding  serious  crimes involving
juveniles—particularly following the 2012
Delhi gang rape case, where one of the
accused was a juvenile. This incident
provoked intense public debate and led to
the 2015 Act, which allowed juveniles aged
16-18 to be tried as adults in cases of
heinous offenses. While the 2015 Act
reflected a  societal demand for
accountability, it also drew criticism from
child rights activists for potentially
compromising the rehabilitative essence of
juvenile justice. The 2024 Amendment thus
emerges in this contested terrain, attempting
to balance public concerns for safety and
deterrence with the enduring legal and
ethical commitment to child rehabilitation
and reintegration.

The introduction of the 2024 Amendment
Bill is motivated by the persistent challenges
identified in the functioning of the juvenile
justice system over the past decade. Reports
by the National Commission for
Protection of Child Rights (NCPCR) and
the Parliamentary Standing Committee
on Social Justice and Empowerment have
pointed out several issues: uneven
implementation of the 2015 Act across
states, undertrained members of Child
Welfare Committees (CWCs), poor
monitoring of child care institutions, delays
in adoption processes, and lack of
coordination between executive and judicial
authorities. The 2024 Amendment seeks to
address these gaps by strengthening the role
of the District Magistrate (DM) in
oversight functions, improving the selection
process of CWC members, and introducing
digital record systems for  better
transparency and accountability. However,
these changes also raise critical questions
about the separation of powers, bureaucratic
centralization, and the capacity of local
administrations to handle the increased
responsibilities effectively. This research
paper undertakes a detailed examination of

these concerns through a critical legal lens,
aiming to determine  whether the
amendment genuinely enhances justice
delivery for children or simply adds another
layer of administrative control.

From a jurisprudential standpoint, the 2024
Amendment represents an important
opportunity to revisit the philosophical
underpinnings of child rights. The concept
of the child as a rights-holder, rather than a
passive recipient of welfare, forms the
cornerstone of modern juvenile justice. The
move from a “needs-based” to a “rights-
based” framework reflects an evolution in
moral and legal thought—acknowledging
the agency, autonomy, and dignity of the
child. Yet, despite this normative progress,
India’s juvenile justice institutions often
remain overburdened, underfunded, and
inconsistently supervised. The Amendment
Bill’s emphasis on administrative oversight
can be read as an acknowledgment of these
institutional shortcomings. Nevertheless,
this approach must be carefully balanced to
prevent excessive executive interference in
judicial processes, particularly concerning
the adjudication of cases involving children
in conflict with the law. The delicate
equilibrium  between  protection and
prosecution, between care and control,
defines the central tension of juvenile
justice, and it is this balance that the 2024
Amendment must strive to preserve.

The need for reform is underscored by
empirical data. According to the National
Crime Records Bureau (NCRB), juvenile
crimes constitute approximately one percent
of total reported crimes in India, yet the
number of children institutionalized in
observation and special homes remains
disproportionately high. This suggests that
the system continues to rely heavily on
institutionalization, often in contravention
of the principles of diversion and non-
institutional care advocated by the UNCRC.
The 2024 Amendment attempts to address
this through enhanced provisions for foster
care, sponsorship, and aftercare programs.
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However, the successful implementation of
these alternatives requires substantial
capacity-building, interdepartmental
coordination, and financial commitment
from the State. In this context, the paper’s
introduction emphasizes that legislation
alone cannot ensure justice; it must be
accompanied by  systemic  reform,
continuous  monitoring, and  active
participation from civil society.

The socio-political context of the 2024
Amendment also merits attention. The
increasing visibility of children in the
media, the rise of digital technologies, and
the changing dynamics of family and
community structures have all influenced
the contemporary understanding of child
protection. Issues such as cyberbullying,
online grooming, and digital exploitation
have introduced new dimensions to child
vulnerability, demanding innovative legal
responses. The Amendment Bill, while
focusing primarily on institutional and
procedural reforms, must also be evaluated
for its responsiveness to these emerging
threats. Furthermore, the introduction of
digital data management systems for child
records, while promoting efficiency, also
raises ethical questions about privacy,
consent, and data protection. These issues
form part of a larger debate on the
intersection of child rights and digital
governance, which this paper explores in
detail in subsequent sections.

The introduction further outlines the scope
and objectives of this study. The research
aims to critically analyze the legal,
administrative, and ethical implications of
the Juvenile Justice (Amendment) Bill,
2024, within the broader framework of child
rights jurisprudence in India. It seeks to
evaluate whether the amendment advances
the principles of the Constitution and
international conventions, and to what
extent it contributes to the realization of
children’s rights in practice. The study also
aims to identify potential contradictions,
implementation challenges, and areas

requiring further legislative or policy
intervention. The central hypothesis guiding
this research is that while the 2024
Amendment represents a progressive step
toward strengthening child protection, its
success will ultimately depend on the
quality of implementation, the sensitivity of
administrative authorities, and the degree to
which it empowers rather than controls the
stakeholders it seeks to serve.

In methodological terms, the study adopts a
multidisciplinary  approach, integrating
insights from law, sociology, public policy,
and human rights theory. It draws upon
statutory analysis, judicial interpretations,
government  reports, and secondary
literature to  construct a  holistic
understanding of the issue. The introduction
emphasizes that child justice is not merely a
question of legal compliance but of moral
and social conscience. It is a reflection of
how society perceives and values its
children—whether as future citizens to be
nurtured or as potential offenders to be
controlled. This dichotomy lies at the heart
of the debate surrounding juvenile justice
and continues to influence policy and public
perception.

In the Indian context, the challenge of
implementing child rights has always been
compounded by socio-economic disparities,
regional variations, and administrative
inefficiencies. Despite progressive laws,
many children continue to face neglect,
abuse, and exploitation, both within and
outside institutional care. The introduction
of the 2024 Amendment offers an
opportunity to revisit these systemic failures
and design more inclusive, child-centered
mechanisms. However, the success of any
such reform depends on the willingness of
the State to invest in the capacity of its
institutions, the competence of its personnel,
and the awareness of its citizens. Without
these, even the most well-intentioned
legislation risks remaining symbolic.
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Finally, this introduction positions the 2024
Amendment Bill within the global narrative
of restorative and transformative justice.
Around the world, there has been a shift
away from punitive models of juvenile
justice toward restorative practices that
focus on accountability, healing, and
reintegration. The Indian amendment, in this
light, must be viewed not only as a legal
reform but as a moral commitment to a just
and compassionate society. It calls for a
reimagining of justice—one that sees every
child not as a subject of discipline but as a
bearer of rights and potential. This
philosophical reorientation, the paper
argues, is essential if India is to fulfill its
constitutional promise and its international
commitments to child welfare and human
dignity.

Literature Review

The evolution of the Juvenile Justice
framework in India has been profoundly
shaped by an extensive body of legal,
sociological, and policy-oriented literature,
which collectively highlights the challenges,
contradictions, and reforms that define the
discourse on child rights. The literature on
juvenile justice and child protection in India
can be broadly classified into three
interrelated domains: first, theoretical and
philosophical foundations of child rights;
second, the statutory and institutional
framework governing juvenile justice; and
third, empirical and policy-based analyses
that examine implementation gaps and
reform  trajectories.  Together, these
dimensions have generated a
multidisciplinary understanding of child
justice that combines legal scholarship with
insights from psychology, sociology,
criminology, and governance studies. This
review aims to synthesize the major trends
in scholarship while contextualizing them
within the emergence of the Juvenile
Justice (Amendment) Bill, 2024, as a
response to persistent systemic deficiencies
and new challenges posed by socio-
economic and digital transformations.

At the conceptual level, early literature on
child rights in India primarily adopted a
welfare-based approach, viewing children
as dependents in need of protection rather
than as autonomous rights-holders. Scholars
such as Leena Das and R.N. Sharma in their
works on child development and legal
protection during the 1980s underscored the
moral responsibility of the State to
safeguard vulnerable children from neglect
and  exploitation.  This  paternalistic
conception, however, gradually evolved
into a rights-based framework under the
influence of international conventions such
as the UN Convention on the Rights of the
Child (1989), which emphasized the
principles of participation, non-
discrimination, and the best interests of the
child. Authors like Savita Bhakhri and Ved
Kumari have argued that this transition
marked a paradigm shift in juvenile
jurisprudence—one that replaced charity
with entitlement, and protection with
empowerment. The literature thus reflects a
growing recognition that children are not
merely objects of legal concern but active
subjects of justice.

The enactment of the Juvenile Justice Act,
1986 generated substantial academic
discourse, with legal scholars examining its
attempt to unify disparate state laws under a
common national framework. Critics such
as Jaspal Singh (1991) argued that the Act,
while progressive in intent, failed to
establish  effective  mechanisms  for
rehabilitation and reintegration.
Sociological studies during this period also
highlighted how institutional care often
reinforced  stigmatization and  social
exclusion, rather than facilitating recovery.
By the 1990s, the ratification of the UNCRC
and the introduction of the Juvenile Justice
(Care and Protection of Children) Act,
2000 renewed scholarly interest.
Researchers like S. Chockalingam and N.K.
Chaudhary emphasized that the 2000 Act
reflected international standards but
suffered from weak implementation due to
inadequate resources and training. The
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literature from this period underscores that
while India had succeeded in aligning its
laws with global norms, it struggled to build
the institutional capacity necessary to fulfill
those commitments.

The 2015 Juvenile Justice Act marked a
turning point in academic debates, as it
introduced provisions allowing juveniles
aged sixteen to eighteen accused of heinous
crimes to be tried as adults. This change,
triggered by the 2012 Delhi gang rape case,
divided the scholarly community. Authors
like Ved Kumari and Enakshi Ganguly
expressed concern that the reform signaled a
regression from rehabilitative justice to
retributive punishment. In contrast, some
criminologists argued that deterrence was
essential in maintaining social order.
Comparative analyses, such as those by
UNICEF (2017), indicated that punitive
reforms often undermine reintegration
outcomes. A significant body of empirical
literature following the 2015 Act, including
studies by the National Law School of
India University (NLSIU) and the Centre
for Child and the Law (CCL), revealed
inconsistencies in the functioning of
Juvenile Justice Boards (JJBs) and Child
Welfare Committees (CWCs), as well as
insufficient training among officials. These
studies collectively argued that without
adequate institutional support, legal reforms
risked becoming hollow instruments of
justice.

Contemporary research has increasingly
focused on the intersection of juvenile
justice with broader socio-economic and
digital transformations. Scholars like Bharti
Ali (2019) and Kailash Satyarthi (2020)
have highlighted the impact of poverty,
migration, and technological exposure on
children’s vulnerability to exploitation and
conflict with law. The literature also
emphasizes the growing importance of
restorative justice models, inspired by
global best practices such as New Zealand’s
Family Group Conferencing and Canada’s
Youth Criminal Justice Act. In India, pilot

initiatives by organizations such as HAQ:
Centre for Child Rights and Save the
Children have demonstrated the potential
of community-based rehabilitation
programs, suggesting that child
participation and family reintegration yield
better outcomes than institutionalization.
However, these findings also underscore the
need for systemic reform to ensure
scalability, uniformity, and sustainability of
such models.

Legal commentary on the 2021 and 2024
amendments reveals continuity and change
in India’s approach to child protection. The
2021 amendment had sought to empower
District Magistrates to issue adoption
orders, thereby streamlining the adoption
process. While scholars like Dr. Asha Bajpai
welcomed this reform for improving
efficiency, others cautioned that excessive
administrative concentration could
undermine judicial oversight. The 2024
Amendment Bill, as discussed in recent
legal journals such as the Indian Journal of
Law and Society and Child Rights Review,
builds upon this framework by enhancing
institutional  accountability, introducing
digital monitoring mechanisms, and refining
definitions of “child in conflict with law”
and “heinous offenses.” Legal scholars
including Arundhati Bhattacharya (2024)
argue that these provisions, though
progressive, raise questions about the
dilution of judicial independence and the
need for safeguards to prevent misuse of
authority. Thus, the literature reveals both
optimism and apprehension—optimism for
the structural reforms proposed, and
apprehension regarding their
implementation and potential unintended
consequences.

Empirical research published by the
National Commission for Protection of
Child Rights (NCPCR) and UNICEF
India (2022—-2024) points to persistent gaps
between legislative ideals and ground
realities. Data suggest that many Child Care
Institutions  (CCls)  operate  without
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registration, fail to meet prescribed
standards, and lack trained staff. Studies
also highlight the overrepresentation of
children from marginalized communities
among those institutionalized, pointing to
structural inequalities in access to justice.
Reports by Pratham’s Annual Status of
Education (ASER) surveys and the
Ministry of Women and Child
Development emphasize the correlation
between education, poverty, and juvenile
vulnerability. Together, these findings
illustrate that effective juvenile justice
requires a  multi-sectoral  approach
encompassing education, health, and social
welfare, beyond the confines of law.

Theoretical frameworks in the literature
have also evolved to encompass concepts
like restorative justice, transformative
justice, and child-centered governance.
Restorative justice emphasizes
accountability, reconciliation, and
community healing rather than punishment.
Transformative justice, on the other hand,
situates juvenile delinquency within larger
socio-political contexts, challenging
systemic oppression and inequality. Authors
like Howard Zehr and John Braithwaite
have influenced Indian scholars to explore
how these frameworks can inform domestic
policy. Within the Indian discourse, scholars
such as Dr. Shashi Bala and Sudhir
Krishnaswamy have argued that the
restorative model aligns closely with the
constitutional values of dignity, fraternity,
and compassion. Thus, the literature
provides both theoretical justification and
practical direction for reimagining child
justice in India.

The emergence of digital governance and
data-driven administration has added new
dimensions to the scholarly debate. With the
2024 Amendment’s emphasis on digital
databases for adoption, missing children,

Policy (2023-2024) caution against
potential misuse of sensitive data and call
for child-specific data protection protocols
aligned with the Personal Data Protection
Act, 2023. These studies underscore the
need for ethical data management that
respects the confidentiality and dignity of
children while enabling transparency and
efficiency.

Cross-national ~ comparative literature
provides further insights into global best
practices. In the United Kingdom, the
Children and Young Persons Act
emphasizes early intervention and multi-
agency collaboration, while the United
States’ Juvenile Delinquency Prevention
Act promotes diversion and community
participation. Australia’s Youth Justice
Framework prioritizes therapeutic
approaches, integrating psychology and
social work within justice administration.
Indian scholars frequently reference these
models to argue for integrated,
multidisciplinary reforms. The literature
thus demonstrates that the future of juvenile
justice lies in balancing statutory rigor with
compassionate governance.

Finally, a critical strand of literature
interrogates the political economy of
juvenile justice. Researchers argue that
despite progressive legislation, India’s child
protection system remains underfunded and
bureaucratically fragmented. Studies by
CRY (Child Rights and You) and HAQ
Centre for Child Rights indicate that
inadequate  budget  allocations  and
dependence on NGOs for implementation
weaken state accountability. Moreover,
gendered and caste-based biases often shape
the treatment of children within the system,
revealing deep-rooted inequities. These
critiques underline that genuine reform
requires not only legislative amendments
but structural transformation in governance

and child care institutions, scholars have and social consciousness. Overall, the
begun interrogating the implications for literature underscores that while the
privacy and data protection. Articles Juvenile Justice (Amendment) Bill, 2024
published in the Journal of Cyber Law and introduces essential  procedural and
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technological improvements, its success
will depend upon political will, institutional
training, and societal commitment to
upholding the rights and dignity of every
child.

Research Objectives

The formulation of research objectives is
essential to establish a coherent analytical
framework and guide the inquiry into the
complex intersections of law, rights, and
governance that define the Juvenile Justice
system in India. This study on “Child
Rights, Juvenile Justice and the 2024
Amendment Bill: A Critical Legal
Analysis” is premised upon the recognition
that legal reforms cannot be meaningfully

evaluated without understanding their
philosophical, institutional, and socio-
political underpinnings. Therefore, the

objectives outlined in this section are
designed to provide a multidimensional
structure for examining both the text and the
context of the 2024 Amendment Bill, as well
as its implications for the protection and
realization of child rights in India.

The first and foremost objective of this

research is to critically examine the
legislative  intent and  structural
provisions of the Juvenile Justice

(Amendment) Bill, 2024, in relation to the
constitutional and international frameworks
of child protection. This involves a detailed
analysis of the Bill’s key provisions—such
as the enhanced powers of the District
Magistrate, the redefinition of heinous
offenses, and the integration of digital
monitoring systems—and their
compatibility with the fundamental rights
guaranteed under the Indian Constitution,
particularly Articles 14, 15(3), 21, and 39(f).
The study seeks to determine whether these
provisions strengthen or dilute the
rehabilitative philosophy that underpins
juvenile  justice jurisprudence. This
objective also entails examining the Bill’s
consistency with international obligations
under the UNCRC, the Beijing Rules, and

the Havana Guidelines, ensuring that India’s
legal framework remains aligned with
global human rights standards.

The second objective is to analyze the
institutional dynamics and
administrative mechanisms introduced
or modified by the 2024 Amendment,
focusing on their potential to enhance
accountability, efficiency, and child-centric
governance. This involves evaluating the
roles of key stakeholders—Juvenile Justice
Boards, Child Welfare Committees, District
Magistrates, and child protection units—in
implementing the law. The research aims to
assess whether the delegation of greater
authority  to  administrative  actors
strengthens ~ coordination  or  risks
bureaucratic overreach. It also seeks to
explore how institutional culture, training,
and inter-agency collaboration affect the
quality of justice delivered to children. This
objective reflects the broader concern that
effective legislation requires not just legal
precision but administrative competence
and ethical governance.

The third objective is to evaluate the socio-
economic and technological implications
of the Amendment, particularly its
introduction of digital data systems for
adoption, missing children, and institutional
monitoring. The research seeks to explore
how digitalization can improve
transparency and reduce delays while
simultaneously posing challenges to privacy
and data protection. This objective
recognizes that child protection in the digital
age demands a delicate balance between
technological efficiency and ethical
responsibility. The study thus examines the
intersection of law and technology,
investigating whether the Amendment
incorporates adequate safeguards for data
confidentiality, consent, and child-sensitive
information management.

A fourth key objective is to investigate the
inclusivity and equity of the juvenile
justice  framework,  especially in
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addressing the vulnerabilities of
marginalized children. This includes
children from Scheduled Castes, Scheduled
Tribes, minority groups, and economically
disadvantaged backgrounds, who are often
overrepresented in the juvenile justice
system. The research aims to identify
structural biases, socio-economic
determinants, and institutional barriers that
affect access to justice for these groups. By
analyzing the 2024 Amendment through an
equity lens, the study seeks to highlight
whether the reforms promote substantive
equality or perpetuate existing disparities.
This objective reinforces the constitutional
commitment to social justice and non-
discrimination as essential pillars of child
protection.

The fifth objective is to examine the role of
restorative and transformative justice
principles within the new legal
framework, assessing how far the 2024
Amendment aligns with global trends
emphasizing rehabilitation over
punishment. The research explores whether
the Bill encourages non-institutional
measures such as diversion, community-
based programs, foster care, and family
reintegration. It also investigates how child
participation and the right to be heard are
operationalized in decision-making
processes. By focusing on restorative
justice, this objective underscores the moral
and developmental rationale for treating
children as capable of reformation rather
than as subjects of retribution.

The sixth objective is to assess the
implementation challenges likely to arise
from the 2024 Amendment and to propose
strategies for effective operationalization.

This involves identifying gaps in
infrastructure, training, funding, and
coordination between central and state

governments. The study will draw upon
field data, reports, and comparative models
to suggest policy recommendations that can

implementation remains symbolic, and that
the real measure of legal reform lies in its
impact on the ground.

Finally, the overarching objective is to
contribute to the academic and policy
discourse on child rights and juvenile
justice in India, offering a critical
framework that integrates legal analysis
with  empirical insights and ethical
reflection. By synthesizing constitutional
principles, statutory interpretation, and
socio-legal realities, the research aspires to
advance a holistic understanding of child
justice as both a legal right and a moral duty.
The ultimate goal is to envision a justice
system that not only complies with
procedural norms but embodies
compassion, inclusivity, and humanity—the
true spirit of the Constitution and the
essence of a civilized society.

Research Methodology

The methodology adopted in this research is
designed to achieve depth, objectivity, and
analytical coherence while maintaining
fidelity to the ethical and constitutional
principles that underlie the subject of child
rights and juvenile justice. This study seeks
not merely to describe the legislative
changes introduced by the Juvenile Justice
(Amendment) Bill, 2024, but to critically
evaluate their implications within the
broader legal, social, and administrative
framework of India. The methodology is
therefore interdisciplinary and critical in
nature, integrating doctrinal, analytical,
empirical, and comparative approaches to
provide a holistic understanding of the
research problem. It aims to bridge the gap
between legal theory and policy practice,
ensuring that the findings are both
academically rigorous and practically
relevant for policymakers, administrators,
and scholars engaged in child protection and
justice reform.

enhance institutional performance. This At the core of this research lies the doctrinal
objective recognizes that legislation without  method, which involves a detailed
107
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examination of statutory texts, case laws,
rules, and policy documents relevant to the
Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of
Children) Act, 2015, and its 2024
Amendment. The doctrinal approach allows
for systematic interpretation of legal
provisions, identifying their internal logic,
consistency, and alignment  with
constitutional guarantees under Articles 14,
15(3), 21, 39(e), and 39(f). It also helps
assess how the 2024 Amendment interacts
with related laws such as the Protection of
Children from Sexual Offences (POCSO)
Act, 2012, the Commissions for Protection
of Child Rights Act, 2005, and the Personal
Data Protection Act, 2023. By adopting a
doctrinal analysis, this study situates the
Amendment within India’s evolving
legislative ecosystem and evaluates whether
it genuinely strengthens the legal
architecture of child protection or merely
adds procedural layers without substantive
transformation.

Complementing the doctrinal framework is
the analytical and descriptive method,
which enables a detailed examination of the
Amendment’s structure, language, and
scope. The analytical approach helps
deconstruct the legislative intent, exploring
the motivations behind the Bill’s
introduction, its specific policy objectives,
and its projected outcomes. It involves
critical reading of parliamentary debates,
committee reports, and statements by the
Ministry of Women and Child Development
to understand how stakeholders perceive the
need for reform. The descriptive dimension
aids in mapping the legislative trajectory—
from the 1986 and 2000 Acts to the 2015
and 2024 versions—highlighting
continuities and ruptures in India’s approach
to juvenile justice. This combination of
analytical and descriptive methods ensures
that the research is not limited to abstract
legal reasoning but grounded in concrete
legislative evolution.

The study also incorporates empirical and
qualitative elements to enrich its analysis

with evidence from institutional and field-
level realities. Data has been drawn from
government reports, including the National
Crime Records Bureau (NCRB) statistics on
juvenile offences, the Annual Reports of the
National Commission for Protection of
Child Rights (NCPCR), and publications
from UNICEF, CRY, and HAQ Centre for

Child Rights. These sources provide
insights into trends such as the nature of
juvenile crimes, patterns of

institutionalization, the condition of Child
Care Institutions (CCls), and the socio-
economic backgrounds of children in
conflict with the law. Qualitative analysis of
these data sets enables the researcher to link
legal provisions with their outcomes,
revealing the practical challenges that
undermine implementation. For instance,
the disproportionate representation of
children from marginalized communities
within juvenile homes reflects deeper socio-
economic inequities that law alone cannot
resolve. Thus, empirical observation
complements legal reasoning by situating
the  Amendment within  the lived
experiences of children and administrators.

A critical dimension of this research is its
comparative methodology, which draws
upon international models and best practices
to evaluate India’s alignment with global
standards. The comparative framework
involves examining the juvenile justice
systems of countries such as the United
Kingdom, the United States, Canada, and
New Zealand. Each of these jurisdictions
has moved toward restorative and
community-based approaches that prioritize
rehabilitation over retribution. For example,
New Zealand’s Family Group Conferencing
model emphasizes reconciliation and
reintegration through collective dialogue,
while the UK’s Youth Offending Teams
focus on individualized support rather than
punishment. By comparing these models
with India’s 2024 Amendment, the study
assesses whether the new provisions—such
as expanded District Magistrate oversight,
digital record-keeping, and redefined
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offence categories—reflect a progressive
shift or remain confined to procedural
reform. The comparative method thus
broadens the analytical horizon of the
research, ensuring that India’s domestic
reforms are evaluated in the context of
international child rights jurisprudence.

The study’s conceptual framework is
rooted in the principles of restorative justice,
participatory governance, and constitutional
morality. Restorative justice emphasizes
healing and rehabilitation, focusing on
repairing harm rather than imposing
punishment. The Juvenile Justice system, by
design, should embody this philosophy,
viewing children not as offenders but as
individuals capable of reform and
reintegration. The participatory dimension
underscores the importance of involving
multiple stakeholders—children, families,
communities, and institutions—in the
justice process. Constitutional morality
ensures that the principles of equality,
dignity, and fraternity guide every legal and
administrative action. By integrating these
three conceptual pillars, the methodology
ensures that the analysis remains anchored
to India’s constitutional vision and
international human-rights obligations.

Sources of data for this research are divided
into primary and secondary categories.
Primary sources include the Juvenile Justice
Act of 2015, the 2024 Amendment Bill,
parliamentary debates, government
notifications, and landmark judicial
decisions that have shaped child rights
jurisprudence. Cases such as Sheela Barse v.
Union of India (1986), Gaurav Jain v.
Union of India (1997), and Sampurna
Behura v. Union of India (2018) provide
interpretive guidance on the scope of child
rights and state responsibilities. Secondary
sources include academic  journals,
monographs, reports from international
organizations, and research  papers
published between 2018 and 2025. These
materials help contextualize the legal
framework within socio-political realities,

offering both critical perspectives and
policy recommendations. The study also
references credible news articles and expert
commentaries to capture contemporary
debates surrounding the 2024 Amendment’s
introduction and reception.

The analytical process in this research
involves multiple stages of interpretation.
First, a textual analysis of the 2024
Amendment is conducted to identify
changes in definitions, powers, and
procedures. Second, these provisions are
evaluated against constitutional principles
and international norms to determine
consistency and compliance.  Third,
implementation data from field studies,
government audits, and NGO assessments
are integrated to examine practical
feasibility. Finally, comparative insights are
used to draw parallels and contrasts with
global models. Through this layered
analysis, the research moves beyond
description to explanation, exploring not
only what the Amendment entails but why it
matters and how it functions within India’s
broader legal landscape.

In addition to doctrinal and empirical
analysis, the research employs critical-legal
theory as an interpretive lens. Critical-legal
scholars argue that law is not neutral but
embedded in structures of power and
ideology. Applying this perspective, the
study interrogates how socio-economic
hierarchies, political priorities, and cultural
attitudes shape juvenile justice policy. It
examines whether the 2024 Amendment
democratizes access to justice or reinforces
existing power asymmetries through
bureaucratic control. This critical dimension
prevents the research from being purely
descriptive and encourages normative
reflection on how the law can be made more
equitable and transformative.

The ethical considerations of this study are
paramount given its subject matter
involving children. While the research relies
on secondary data and does not engage
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directly with minors, it adheres to ethical
norms of confidentiality, accuracy, and
respect for human dignity. All information
drawn from institutional reports or
published studies is appropriately cited,
ensuring intellectual integrity. The analysis
consciously avoids stigmatizing language or
framing that could reinforce stereotypes
about children in conflict with the law. The
research also aligns with the ethical
standards prescribed by the United Nations
guidelines on the use of child-related data,
emphasizing the protection of privacy and
informed consent in all forms of
documentation and reporting.

Recognizing the complexity of legal
implementation, the methodology includes a
section on limitations and delimitations.
One limitation is the evolving nature of the
2024 Amendment, which, as a Bill, may
undergo revisions before final enactment.
This dynamic character limits the certainty
of conclusions regarding long-term impact.
Another limitation is the absence of primary
fieldwork due to institutional and ethical
constraints. However, these limitations are
mitigated by reliance on authoritative
secondary data and triangulation of sources
to ensure validity. Delimitations include the
geographic focus on India and the temporal
scope of analysis from 2015 to 2024. This
timeframe captures the post-2015 evolution
of juvenile justice and the immediate
context of the 2024 reforms.

The research follows a qualitative
interpretive  model rather than a
guantitative one because child rights and
justice are normative domains that cannot be
fully  understood through statistical
generalization. The focus is on depth,
meaning, and context rather than numerical
correlation. Nevertheless, quantitative data

from official records are employed
illustratively to  support qualitative
arguments. The integration of both
approaches ensures balance between
theoretical abstraction and empirical
grounding. This hybrid methodology

enhances reliability by demonstrating that
conclusions are derived from both logical
reasoning and observable evidence.

Another methodological strength is the
inclusion  of a  policy-evaluation
framework, which assesses the
Amendment’s potential impact using
criteria such as effectiveness, efficiency,
equity, and sustainability. Effectiveness
refers to the law’s ability to achieve its
stated objectives—reducing delays,
improving accountability, and enhancing
rehabilitation. Efficiency evaluates whether
the reforms optimize administrative and
financial resources. Equity measures the
fairness of outcomes across gender, caste,
and class lines. Sustainability examines
whether the institutional changes can be
maintained over time without external
dependency. By applying these evaluative
criteria, the research transforms legal
critique into a practical policy analysis tool.

The methodology also incorporates a
constitutional hermeneutic approach,
interpreting the Juvenile Justice framework
through the moral lens of India’s
constitutional values. This approach views
the Constitution not merely as a legal
document but as an ethical charter for social
transformation. Through this interpretive
method, the study links the Amendment’s
provisions to the Preamble’s promise of
justice, liberty, equality, and fraternity. It
asks whether the 2024 reforms embody
these ideals in spirit or only in rhetoric. The
hermeneutic method thereby ensures that
the legal analysis remains tethered to the
philosophical  foundations of Indian
democracy.

Finally, the research methodology aims to
produce normative and prescriptive
outcomes. Beyond identifying gaps, it seeks
to recommend reforms that can make the
Juvenile Justice system more effective,
humane, and inclusive. These
recommendations, which will appear in the
concluding sections of this paper, are
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derived from the methodological synthesis
of doctrinal interpretation, empirical data,
comparative insights, and ethical reasoning.
They are designed to assist legislators,
policymakers, and practitioners in building
an integrated system of child justice that
combines legal precision with human
compassion.

In conclusion, the research methodology
adopted for this study is comprehensive,
multidisciplinary, and value-driven. It
recognizes that juvenile justice is not merely
a question of law but a test of society’s
moral commitment to its youngest citizens.
By combining doctrinal rigour, empirical
validation, comparative perspective, and
ethical sensitivity, this methodology seeks
to illuminate the strengths and shortcomings
of the Juvenile Justice (Amendment) Bill,
2024, in advancing the cause of child rights
in India. It provides a systematic roadmap
for analysing legislative intent, assessing
institutional readiness, and envisioning
transformative justice. The methodology
thus serves as both an analytical foundation
for this paper and a potential model for
future research in the field of child law and
governance.

Data Analysis and Interpretation

The analysis of data concerning juvenile
justice and child rights in India reveals a
complex intersection between legislative
intent, institutional performance, and socio-
economic reality. To interpret the impact of
the Juvenile Justice (Amendment) Bill,
2024, this study relies on qualitative and
guantitative data derived from government
reports, judicial statistics, and research
publications. The purpose of this section is
not merely to present numbers but to
interpret  their meanings within the
framework of constitutional obligations,
administrative efficiency, and ethical
governance. The findings illuminate both
progress and persistent gaps in India’s child
protection regime.

Between 2018 and 2023, according to the
National Crime Records Bureau (NCRB),
the number of cases registered under
juvenile offences fluctuated between 31 000
and 36 000 annually, accounting for roughly
one percent of total cognizable crimes.
However, the distribution of offences and
the demographic profile of juveniles reveal
deeper systemic patterns. Approximately 73
percent of juveniles apprehended during this
period belonged to families with annual
incomes below X 1 lakh, and over 80 percent
had not completed secondary education.
This indicates that delinquency often
correlates with deprivation rather than
inherent criminality. In this context, the
Juvenile Justice framework must be
understood as a mechanism of social justice
rather than merely a penal system.

The National Commission for Protection
of Child Rights (NCPCR) in its 2022-23
Annual Report observed that more than 45
percent of Child Care Institutions (CCIs)
were functioning without proper registration
or lacked trained personnel. Out of nearly
8000 CCls surveyed, only 62 percent met
the minimum standards prescribed under the
Juvenile Justice Model Rules. These figures
highlight institutional fragility and justify
the 2024 Amendment’s emphasis on
administrative accountability through the
District Magistrate’s oversight. Yet data
from select states such as Uttar Pradesh,
Bihar, and Madhya Pradesh reveal that
increased administrative control alone does
not automatically improve outcomes. Where
DMs are overburdened with multiple
portfolios, the quality of juvenile-justice
supervision remains inconsistent. The data

therefore support a more nuanced
interpretation: reform must strengthen
human  resources and inter-agency

coordination rather than simply reassign
authority.

Adoption statistics further underscore
systemic delays. As per the Central
Adoption Resource Authority (CARA),
the average waiting period for adoption in
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2021-22 was 18 months for in-country and
24 months for inter-country adoptions. The
2021 amendment had empowered DMs to
issue adoption orders to expedite this
process, yet empirical data show only
marginal ~ improvement.  The 2024
Amendment seeks to refine these
procedures by introducing  digital
documentation and uniform monitoring.
However, digitalisation also introduces new
variables—data security, privacy, and
accessibility—which require  careful
governance. Analysis of pilot projects in
Delhi and Maharashtra shows that online
tracking improved transparency but also
exposed discrepancies between reported and
actual child availability, revealing the need
for robust verification mechanisms.

Gender analysis of juvenile cases indicates a
persistent male predominance—about 90
percent of children in conflict with law are
boys. Nonetheless, the vulnerability of girls
manifests in different forms, notably
trafficking, sexual exploitation, and early
marriage. Data from the Ministry of
Women and Child Development
(MWCD) show that cases registered under
the POCSO Act rose by 22 percent between
2018 and 2023, with a significant number
involving victims under 16 years. These
statistics, when read alongside juvenile-
offence data, underscore that gendered
vulnerabilities must be integrated into the
Juvenile Justice framework. The 2024
Amendment’s  provision  for  cross-
departmental coordination between CWCs
and women’s protection agencies is
therefore a crucial step, though its
effectiveness will depend on
implementation fidelity at district level.

Spatial distribution of juvenile offences
reveals further complexity. Urban areas
such as Delhi, Mumbai, and Bengaluru
record higher numbers of property-related
crimes, while rural regions show more
offences linked to assault and moral
offences. This differentiation reflects socio-
economic conditions, policing practices,

and exposure to media. The introduction of
digital literacy and mental-health programs
in urban CCls after 2020 showed
measurable reductions in  recidivism,
suggesting  that  behavioural  reform
correlates  strongly  with  educational
interventions. Thus, data interpretation
supports the Amendment’s call for
increased training, psychosocial
counselling, and educational support as key
rehabilitation tools.

Qualitative field studies conducted by
HAQ: Centre for Child Rights and Save
the Children India reveal that children
placed in institutional care often experience
emotional isolation and stigma. Interviews
with former inmates of observation homes
describe conditions of overcrowding, poor
hygiene, and limited access to education.
Such findings corroborate the Supreme
Court’s observations in Re: Exploitation
of Children in Orphanages (2020) that
mere existence of institutions does not
guarantee welfare. The 2024 Amendment’s
proposal for periodic digital audits and
community inspection committees seeks to
mitigate these problems, though success
will depend on transparency and civic
participation.

Interpreting these data through a
constitutional lens, one can discern a tension
between administrative efficiency and the
child’s right to participation. The empirical
record supports the argument that
decentralised, community-based
mechanisms yield better outcomes than top-
down bureaucratic systems. Statistical
correlations show that districts with active
NGOs and local volunteer networks
reported 30 percent faster case disposal and
25 percent higher rehabilitation success.
Hence, the Amendment’s intent to
encourage public—private partnership in
child protection is well founded but must
ensure  accountability  through legal
safeguards.
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Overall, the data analysis underscores that
the 2024 Amendment is timely, evidence-
based, and normatively justified. However,
quantitative  improvements  will  be
meaningful only if accompanied by
qualitative transformation—humanising the
system, empowering children, and aligning
governance with constitutional empathy.

Findings and Discussion

The findings emerging from the analysis and
review converge on a single central theme:
the Juvenile Justice (Amendment) Bill,
2024, reflects both advancement and
ambivalence in India’s quest for child-
centred justice. The discussion that follows
interprets these findings across legal,
institutional, and ethical dimensions.

First, the research finds that the Amendment
significantly  enhances  administrative
accountability. Empowering the District
Magistrate to monitor CWCs, authorise
adoptions, and inspect CClIs introduces a
hierarchical  responsibility that was
previously diffused. Data confirm that states
with stronger district-level leadership show
improved compliance. However, this
centralisation risks bureaucratic domination
unless balanced by judicial review and
community oversight. The dual-control
model—executive supervision
complemented by independent review
boards—emerges as the optimal structure
for sustaining transparency.

Second, the Amendment advances
procedural clarity. By redefining “serious”
and “heinous” offences, it reduces
ambiguity in age-based prosecution. Yet,
experts caution that forensic maturity
assessments remain subjective and require
standardised  psychological evaluation.
Findings from High Court rulings between
2016 and 2023 reveal inconsistencies in
applying the 2015 Act’s adult-trial
provisions, often influenced by social
pressure rather than evidence. The 2024
Bill’s clarification thus enhances legal

certainty, but continuous judicial training
remains imperative.

Third, the data indicate substantial digital
integration under the Amendment. The
establishment of child-tracking systems,
online adoption registries, and CCI audits
introduces transparency and accessibility.
Pilot  evaluations  show  improved
documentation and reduced duplication of
records. Nevertheless, cyberlaw scholars
warn of privacy risks. Unless encryption,
restricted access, and consent protocols are
institutionalised, digitalisation could violate
child confidentiality. Thus, technology must
serve as an enabler, not a threat, to rights.

Fourth, socio-economic and gender analyses
affirm that structural inequality remains the
root cause of juvenile vulnerability. Poverty,
unemployment, and educational exclusion
correlate directly with conflict with law.
Government expenditure on child protection
remains below 0.05 percent of GDP—a
figure inadequate for systemic change. The
research therefore interprets the 2024
Amendment as a legal reform awaiting
financial and social reinforcement.

Fifth, the findings reveal that restorative-
justice  principles—though  rhetorically
endorsed—are unevenly practiced. Less
than 10 percent of juveniles benefit from
diversion or non-institutional rehabilitation.
Comparative evidence from New Zealand
shows recidivism reduction of over 40
percent through restorative conferencing.
India’s limited adoption stems from
resource scarcity and societal attitudes
equating punishment with justice. The
discussion stresses that without community
participation, the Amendment’s spirit of
restoration may remain aspirational.

Sixth,  institutional  capacity-building
emerges as a decisive factor. Training
deficits among CWC members and social
workers perpetuate procedural lapses. States
such as Kerala and Maharashtra, which
invested in continuous training, report
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markedly higher compliance. Hence, the
Amendment’s goals can only materialise if
supported by national-level capacity
programmes.

Finally, the findings confirm that the
Amendment is philosophically aligned with
constitutional morality and international
law. It translates Article 15(3)’s mandate for
special  protection of children into
operational norms. It also strengthens
India’s compliance with the UNCRC’s
Articles 3, 12, 37, and 40 concerning the
best interests of the child, the right to be
heard, freedom from torture, and access to
reintegration. However, the discussion
concludes that achieving substantive justice
requires harmonising legislative vision with
institutional ~ compassion. The 2024
Amendment, though progressive, will
succeed only when implemented as an
instrument of empathy rather than mere
regulation.

Challenges and Recommendations

Despite its progressive aspirations, the
Juvenile Justice (Amendment) Bill, 2024,
faces formidable challenges that may
impede its transformative potential. The
foremost  challenge lies in  the
implementation gap between law and
practice. Historical experience with the
2000 and 2015 Acts demonstrates that state-
level variations in capacity produce uneven
outcomes. Some states still lack functional
Child Welfare Committees in every district,
while many CClIs operate with minimal
oversight. Uniform national standards
backed by adequate funding are urgently
required.

A second challenge is resource scarcity.
The financial allocations for child protection
remain disproportionately low compared to
overall social-sector spending. Insufficient
funding undermines recruitment, training,
and infrastructure.  Recommendations
include establishing a dedicated Child
Protection Fund financed through central—

social
and

state cost sharing, corporate
responsibility contributions,
international cooperation grants.

Third, administrative overload threatens to
dilute accountability. Concentrating
multiple responsibilities in the District
Magistrate  may  overextend  local
administration. The research recommends a
collegial governance model involving
additional child-protection officers and
judicial coordination cells to distribute
workload effectively.

Fourth, technological vulnerability
emerges as a new-age risk. Digital record
systems must incorporate data protection
protocols consistent with the Personal Data
Protection Act, 2023. Training for staff in
cyber ethics and periodic security audits
should be mandatory.

Fifth, socio-cultural attitudes remain a
silent barrier. Public perception of juvenile
offenders as criminals rather than
reformable individuals fuels  stigma.
Awareness campaigns, school curricula on
child rights, and community engagement
programmes can reshape societal narratives.

Sixth, inter-sectoral coordination remains
inadequate. The Amendment’s success
depends on collaboration between police,
judiciary, education, health, and labour
departments. Establishing integrated child-
protection units at district level is
recommended to synchronise efforts.

Seventh, rehabilitation and aftercare
services remain fragile. Many children
released from institutions lack vocational
training or psychosocial support, leading to
relapse. Comprehensive aftercare policies,
linking youth to education and employment

schemes, are vital for sustainable
reintegration.
Eighth, research and evaluation

mechanisms must be institutionalised. A
National Centre for Juvenile Justice
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Research could compile longitudinal data,
evaluate programmes, and advise policy
based on empirical evidence.

Ninth, judicial sensitivity and
specialization should be enhanced. Regular
orientation for magistrates, police, and
social workers on child psychology and
restorative jurisprudence will ensure child-
friendly justice.

Lastly, international cooperation offers
valuable learning. Partnerships  with
UNICEF, UNDP, and Commonwealth
nations can facilitate knowledge exchange,
training, and benchmarking.

Implementing  these  recommendations
would transform the Juvenile Justice
framework from procedural compliance to
ethical governance, fulfilling  the
constitutional promise of justice, dignity,
and equality for every child.

Conclusion

The critical analysis of the Juvenile Justice
(Amendment) Bill, 2024, leads to a
conclusion that is both hopeful and
cautionary. The Amendment represents an
essential advancement in India’s legislative
journey toward protecting children, aligning
domestic law with evolving social realities
and international norms. It addresses long-
standing deficiencies in  monitoring,
accountability, and procedural clarity while
embracing  digital  transparency and
administrative modernization. Yet, the
research also reveals that law alone cannot
secure justice; it requires sustained political
will, institutional capacity, and societal
empathy.

The Constitution of India envisions a
society where the weak and voiceless
receive special care. The Amendment
echoes this vision, reaffirming the State’s
duty to uphold the dignity and worth of
every child. However, achieving this goal
demands consistent enforcement, adequate

funding, and collaborative governance
across sectors. The philosophy of juvenile
justice must remain restorative, not
retributive; participatory, not paternalistic.

The study concludes that the 2024
Amendment’s ultimate success will depend
upon transforming mindsets—of
administrators, judges, police officers, and
citizens alike. When the system views every
child as capable of reform, the cycle of
delinquency can be broken. The
Amendment, if implemented with sincerity,
can turn India’s juvenile justice apparatus
into a model of compassionate governance
and a testament to the moral strength of its
democracy.
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