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ABSTRACT 

This paper will lay down multi-dimensional analysis on the topic in hand. The 

duties and rights of the defense counsel would be the constant theme of this paper. 

The researcher has adopted the systematic method of division of chapters to ensure 

equal emphasis on multiple aspects involved in this paper. Theses chapter will 

deconstruct the rights and duties of the defense counsel (Chapter II), lay down the 

Indian standing on the topic in hand. And lastly, the researcher proposes the 

reforms (Chapter – III). This paper shall establish the meaning of the term defense 

counsel and would lay down the various legal aspects governing this topic. Further 

the researcher would ensure and equal emphasis on duties and right with an ethical 

and professional point of view.  

Article 21 & Article 22 of the Indian Constitution are expanded upon to 

deconstruct the constitutional assistance to the rights and duties of defense 

counsels. Further sections 303 and 313 of The Code of Criminal Procedure have 

also been emphasised about. The researcher also breaks down the various stages 

of a criminal proceeding and further lays down the various stages where the 

defense counsel extends their duty towards. To ensure the multi-dimensional 

aspect of this paper, the researcher also emphasises on the USA and UK approach 

to the rights and duties of defense counsels.  

The primary objective of the paper in hand is to propose the reforms towards the 

rights and duties of defense counsels. The researcher to ensure the proposal of a 

set of justified reforms, ensures that all of the proposed reforms have been verified 

with the help of three major determinants; understanding of the subject in hand, 

comparison of Indian rights and duties with that of USA and UK, and lastly 

through the professional feedback on the reforms with the help of google forms.  
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I. INTRODUCTION – DEFENSE COUNSEL 

  

INTRODUCTION  

As the title suggests, this chapter stands introductory in nature. The primary objective of this 

chapter would be establishing the meaning of the term “Defense Counsel” The researcher 

would accomplish the same by firstly establishing the parties of a trial and expanding upon the 

role of the defense counsel in a trial. The researcher would further explore the Article 21 of the 

Indian Constitution which ensures “Right to Defense Counsel”. The researcher would expand 

on this with the help of the case “Mohad. Sukur Ali v. State of Assam”1 it was stated that; 

“It is only a lawyer who is conversant with law who can properly defend an accused in a 

criminal case. Hence, in our opinion, if a criminal case (whether a trial or appeal/revision) is 

decided against an accused in the absence of a counsel, there will be violation of Article 21 of 

the Constitution.” 

Further to capture the constitutional assistance on the topic in hand, the researcher also expands 

upon Article 22 of the Indian Constitution with the help of the listed cases; “Ranchod Mathur 

Wasawa v. State of Gujarat”2 & “Ranjan Dwivedi v. Union Of India”3 

The latter part of this chapter expands upon section 303 and section 313 of the code of Criminal 

Procedure, 1983. Section 303 of CrPC states that;  

“Right of person against whom proceedings are instituted to be defended. Any person accused 

of an offence before a Criminal Court, or against whom proceedings are instituted under this 

Code, may of right be defended by a pleader of his choice.” 

Hence, Section 303 provides with the primary opportunity of appointment of a defense counsel. 

(Further will be expanded upon). Section 313 of CrPC revolves around the “powers to examine 

the accused.” And lastly this chapter expands on the appointment and establishment of a 

defense counsel.  

 

 PARTIES OF A SUIT 

 
1 Mohad. Sukur Ali v. State of Assam, AIR 2001 SC 1222.  
2 Ranchod Mathur Wasawa v. State of Gujarat, (1974) 3 SCC 581. 
3 Ranjan Dwivedi v. Union Of India, 1983 SCR (2) 982. 
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Although primarily in a suit there are only 2 parties; the once that are going against each other 

on any kind of disputes, however according to the researcher there are primarily five parties 

that are responsible for proceedings under the CrPC. They are;  

 

 

i. Prosecution; is the party which initiates a criminal proceeding against an individual 

who is hereby addressed as accused.  

ii. Defense Attorneys / Counsels; is the party that represents the accused legally, i.e., in 

the court of law.  

iii. Law Enforcement; is the party which is responsible for the pre-trial formalities, i.e., 

the party which carries out the investigation on the accused prior to formulation of 

the case. An example of the same would be the police forces.  

iv. Courts; Court is a vital party in a criminal suit as they are solely responsible for 

deciding the innocence or the guilt of the accused on the basis of hearings, there is an 

entire hierarchy of courts present, showing the significance of each and every court 

in proceedings.  

v. Corrections; Corrections is more such a component in criminal proceedings but it is 

vital enough to be acknowledged as a separate party, as in some circumstances a 

witness can act as correction to the previously misinterpreted fact, other than witness 

the scope of this usually applies to correction of law.  

PROSECUTION

DEFENSE 

ATTORNEYS

LAW 
ENFORCEMEN

ET

CORRECTIONS

COURTS

PARTIES OF A 
CRIMINAL SUIT
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 ESTABLISHING THE DEFINITION OF DEFENSE COUNSEL 

“1) the attorney representing the defendant in a lawsuit or criminal prosecution. 2) a lawyer 

who regularly represents defendants who have insurance and who is chosen by the insurance 

company. 3) a lawyer who regularly represents criminal defendants. Attorneys who regularly 

represent clients in actions for damages are often called plaintiff's attorneys.”4  

A simplified version for understanding can be stated to be that, A defense attorney or counsel 

is the advocate that tends to represent the accused party in criminal proceedings. On the basis 

of the circumstances of the case, a defense counsel may be assigned to represent both the 

accused and the corporations, together both of the entities are addressed as defendants. 

 A defense counsel shall try to get the least amount of prescribed punishment for their client, 

with the best-case scenario being that of proved innocence. However, the defense counsel can 

also approach. i.e., reach out to the prosecutors outside the court of law for a settlement if need 

be.  

 CONSTITUTIONAL ASSISTANCE – RIGHT TO DEFENSE COUNSEL  

The constitutional assistance to the topic in hand is with reference to; the right to defense 

counsel. The same is ensured with the help of Article 21 of the Indian Constitution. This article 

is often addressed as the ‘heart and soul of Fundamental Rights’  

The apex court in the judgement of the case of Ali, decried that;  

With the help of U.S. cases of: Powell5, Gideon6 and Brewer7, it was clear that any and every 

individual has the ‘right to an attorney’. However, the same was opposed by the prosecution as 

to the scope of all the above cited cases were only limited to criminal proceedings and not civil. 

To counter this the court further stated the case of Douglas8 and further that of Griffin9, which 

presented the ‘right to attorney’ in its widest scope.  

Ultimately, the apex court in the case of Ali, held that;  

“a criminal defendant has a right to counsel under Article 21 of the Constitution of India.10”  

 
4 Definition of Defense Attorney, by Gerald N. Hill and Kathleen T. Hill.  
5 Powell v. Alabama, 287 U.S. 45 (1932). 
6 Gideon v. Wainwright, 372 U.S. 335 (1963).” 
7 Brewer v. Williams, 430 U.S. 387 (1977).” 
8 Douglas v. California, 372 U.S. 353 (1963). 
9 Griffin v. Illinois, 351 U.S. 12 (1956).” 
10 Mohad. Sukur Ali v. State of Assam, AIR 2001 SC 1222.” 
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Further Article 22(1) also solidifies the ‘right to consult and be defended by a legal practitioner 

as a fundamental right.’ The basic principle is that of providing an equal opportunity to such 

an accused to be proven innocent before the court of law. As the same was held in the case of 

Hussainara, where it was held that;  

“The right Constitutional remedy is a fundamental right guaranteed to every citizen who is an 

accused and it cannot be denied to him even if the accused fails to apply for legal aid.”11 A 

Parallel judgement of the same has been provided in the cases of; Ranchod Mathur12 and that 

of Ranjan Dwivedi13. Lastly, under Article-39-A the constitution further provides ‘free legal 

aid’ and the same can be noted in the case of; Suka Dev14.  

Hence, every individual is entitled with a ‘right to defense counsel’, and the same is ensured 

by the Indian Constitution.  

 PROVISIONS OF THE CODE OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE, 1973. 

The basic principle of the defense to ‘right for counsel’ can be reflected in Section 313, where 

the defendants get an opportunity for defending himself. Further Section 303 states that; “Right 

of person against whom proceedings are instituted to be defended. Any person accused of an 

offence before a Criminal Court, or against whom proceedings are instituted under this Code, 

may of right be defended by a pleader of his choice.”15 

The section speaks for itself; as it has clearly stated that any person who is accused, is presented 

a right to defend themselves in the court of law, with an equal and fair representation of their 

choice. The same can be seen in the case of Moti Bai, where it was held that;  

“Right to be defended by the lawyer of one’s choice begins from the moment of the arrest of 

the accused that is from the pre-trial stage.”16 

Further Section 304 of the CrPC, provides various circumstances whereby the court bears the 

fee for the proceedings of the case on the behalf of the accountant. This section stands parallel 

to Article 39-A of the Indian Constitution.  

 

 
11 Hussainara Khatoon & Ors v. Home Secretary, State Of Bihar, 1979 AIR 1369. 
12 Ranchod Mathur Wasawa v. State of Gujarat, (1974) 3 SCC 581.  
13 Ranjan Dwivedi v. Union Of India, 1983 SCR (2) 982. 
14 Suka Dev v. State of Arunachal Pradesh, 1986 AIR 991.  
15 Section 303 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973.  
16 Moti Bai v. The State, 1954 CriLJ 1591. 
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II. DUTIES & RIGHTS OF DEFENSE COUNSEL 

 

  INTRODUCTION 

The first sub section (2.1.) of this chapter lays down the framework that the following sub 

sections of this chapter would follow. Basically, the first sub section (2.1.) of the chapter states 

that the researcher has divided chapter 2 into various stages of criminal proceedings and hence 

plans to lay down the role and duty of the defense counsel at these listed stages. Following this 

division of sub section, the researcher enlists the duty of the defense counsel under each sub 

section in Chapter II. To conclude this chapter the researcher summarises the various sub 

sections.  

Further, the researcher lays down the various identified rights to defense counsel and also 

establish the rights of the defense counsel. This chapter will solely be in reference to the Indian 

statutes and current practices. This chapter will only be limited to listed rights and will not 

include the researcher’s opinion or viewpoints.  

 ESTABLISHING A BASIC OUTLINE FOR THIS CHAPTER 

To analyse the duties and rights of defense counsel, the researcher has laid down the major 

stages of a criminal proceedings and has further lay down the duty of the defense counsel at the 

stated various stages of a criminal proceeding.  

 FILLING OF COMPLAINT AND INVESTIGATION  

This stage is often addressed as; ‘Pre-Trial Stage.’ This stage primarily relies on the 

investigation that is to be conducted by the police. However, even in this stage, there are several 

duties of the Defense Counsel. The Defense Counsel after being appointed by the accused, is 

firstly expected to go through the investigation conducted by the police, and analyse the 

gathered evidence against the accused.  

Following which firstly, it stands the duty of the Defence Counsel to file for the bail of the 

accused. Further, the Defence Counsel has the duty to prepare the accused for the court of law, 

and prepare the prima facie case to prove the accused’s innocence. The last set of duties of the 

defense counsel during the tenure of the court of law is that of pleading on the charge sheet 

before the court.  

Lastly, under the pre-trial stage of a criminal proceeding the counsel for the accused, has the 

duty to reach out to the best interest of the accused. If the defence counsel post analysis finds 

out that the accused is in fact guilty, and the counsel further cannot build upon a case to protect 

https://www.ijllr.com/
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the accused. Then it is the duty of the defense counsel to reach out for a plea bargain, and try 

to get the least amount of punishment prescribed for the accused.  

 TRIAL & SENTENCE AGREEMENT 

Under the Trial Stage, the role of a defense counsel stands crucial. The primary duty of counsel 

for the accused during a trial is to discredit the evidences presented by the prosecution. 

Following this, the accused is expected to lay down a formal statement in the court of law, the 

counsel has to ensure that the accused stands prepared for the same. As the evidence act states 

that unless any exceptional circumstances, the burden of proof in criminal proceedings falls on 

the prosecution, however this doesn’t stop the defense from presenting any form of evidence 

that can prove the innocence of the accused party.  Therefore, the secondary duty of the defence 

counsel is to present the evidence for defence when provided the just opportunity. This evidence 

can be either in ‘oral or documentary’ form. The next prescribed duty of the defense counsel is 

to put forth the final argument before the jury. Following the final arguments presented, the 

court of law announces the judgement of the court. If the accused is proved innocent, then there 

are no further duties that binds the counsel to the accused party.  

However, if the court finds the accused guilty, then the duty of the defense counsel is to put 

forth an argument regarding the punishment, i.e., the sentence to be prescribed on the accused. 

This argument, more often than not can be noticed when the punishment prescribed is life 

sentence or capital punishment. Under such circumstances the argument put forth by the 

defence counsel stands as negotiation in its nature. The last duty of the counsel towards the 

accused is that of appeal; whereby if the decision was given by any other court by the apex 

court, the defense counsel can put forth an appeal for  

 RIGHTS OF DEFNESE COUNSEL 

As far as the rights protecting the defense counsel are concerned, there is no provision of the 

Criminal Procedural Code dealing with the same, the closest thing to the same can be spotted 

in the Advocates Act. However, the same has been drafted in a general manner, and is not 

specifically towards the defence counsel. Therefore, the researcher has noticed a lack of 

regulatory assistance or provision towards the rights to protection of the defence counsel.  
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III.  PROPOSED REFORMS 

  

INTRODUCTION  

This chapter is one of the most crucial part of this paper. The researcher in this chapter attempts 

to put forward reforms towards the topic in hand. Under sub section (4.3.) of this chapter is 

analysis of the google form drafted by the researcher. The researcher would conduct this survey 

for a pool of 50 people comprising of legal professionals and students. The researcher 

personally feels that through the process analysis of google form, the researcher can gather a 

feedback and a professional point of view on the reforms he plans to propose in the (4.2.) sub 

section of this paper. Further the google form analysis would also act as a tool to establish the 

public awareness of the rights and duties of defense counsel. Lastly, the google form would be 

drafted following the completion of the above chapters, to establish the reforms and include the 

same in google form. Hence, the link for the researcher drafted google form would be attached 

with the final submission of this paper. The second half this chapter deals with the reforms 

proposal by the researcher towards the rights and duties of defense counsels in India. The 

researcher would draft and justify his reforms on the basis of; 

i. Understanding of the topic, which would be laid in Chapters II & III.  

ii. Establishing the practicality of these researcher proposed reforms with the help 

of the google form analysis.  

With the above determinant, the author in sub section (4.2.), would present his proposal for 

reforms. The last part of this chapter, under sub section (4.4.) would be the conclusion to this 

paper, which would emphasise on the learning and ensure as to whether all the research 

objectives are met.  

The link of the survey titled: Proposed Reforms – Rights and Duties of Defense Counsel;  

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSdXdUKUS_i7ysG83QCrpyotm-TD2-

OQ4kyEyWfOcHElois-jg/viewform 

 THE PROPOSED REFORMS OF THE RESEARCHER  

On the basis of the researcher’s research that is presented in this paper, and understanding, the 

researcher proposes the following reforms to be executed for an optimised implementation of 

the proceedings of the court, and to ensure the fair and jut treatment of the counsels for the 

accused. The reforms are as suggested bellow;  

https://www.ijllr.com/
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i. Reform Proposal 1 - As Public Prosecutors have a proper mechanism for hiring 

and appointment, a streamlined system for Defense Counsel should be created as 

well. 

ii. Reform Proposal 2 - Proper Provisions to curb the intimidation of counsels 

should be enacted. 

iii. Reform Proposal 3 - The duty of the Defense Counsel to keep the court updated 

about all the written filings should be duly implemented (specific reference to the 

Babri Masjid case issues). 

iv. Reform Proposal 4 - The Rights of the Defense Counsel should be more 

effectively advocated and implemented. 

v. Reform Proposal 5 - The Defense Counsels are entitled to, therefore should be 

given protection in high priority cases. 

vi. Reform Proposal 6 - With the adaptation of the online pleadings, it should be the 

duty of the counsels to maintain decorum and decency during the proceedings of 

the court (with reference to Prashant Bhusan incident) 

  

ANALYSIS OF THE PROPOSED REFORMS  

Reform Proposal 1: -  

As Public Prosecutors have a proper mechanism for hiring and appointment, a streamlined 

system for Defense Counsel should be created as well. 

This proposed reform is heavily influenced by Section 24 of CrPC, which lays down the 

manner in which the State shall appoint a public prosecutor. This section is well detailed and 

hence, the researcher recognised the need for a similar set up for the counsel of the defense 

as well. The researcher understands the need for stern regulations surrounding the 

appointment of public prosecutor, as the same is to represent the State as a whole, whereas 

the defense Counsel is only to represent the accused party. However, to ensure the best 

representation for the accused party is essential to have a formulated procedure for selection, 

to appoint the best possible candidate. Because in majority of the criminal cases; the stakes 

for punishment are dangerous; with the worst-case scenario being that life sentence or capital 

punishment. Therefore, as such a representation can possibly be at the cost of a person’s life, 

it is important for the best representation for the accused parties.  
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Observation: The clear majority with 52% is towards the option of acceptable but with a few 

changes. Which is understandable in researcher’s opinion, however the researcher would like 

to point out that, the researcher also provided for improvements under the option of 

acceptable, few changes required. But to the surprise of the researcher, no respondent 

provided any improvement to the above proposal, even though 52% felt a need for few 

changes. Irrespective to the above, on the basis of this survey, around 92% of respondents 

find a need for the above proposal.  

Conclusion: Therefore, on the basis of the results of the survey, this reform stands valid.  

Reform Proposal 2: - 

Proper Provisions to curb the intimidation of counsels should be enacted. 

During the tenure of the research, the researcher was surprised no regulation with the essence 

of the above proposal. The researcher understands, that intimidation of counsel is not 

something very frequent, as the counsels are aware of their position and how they are 

protected by law. But at the end of the day, the advocate standing as the counsel for the 

accused is also a human, and fear is one of the most common of a sense in human beings. 

Therefore, the researcher felt that in high profile cases, when there is pressure for closing a 

case, such a scenario is highly possible, and therefore the counsels shall be protected from 

any kind of probable intimidation inflected with the intention to do so.  
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Observation: There was no clear majority with the above results. However again the winning 

option with 46% was that of acceptable but with a few changes. Which came to the surprise 

of the researcher as the researcher felt that this would be one of the few reforms to receive a 

clear majority towards acceptable. However, the researcher would like to point out that, the 

researcher also provided for improvements under the option of acceptable, few changes 

required. But to the surprise of the researcher, no respondent provided any improvement to 

the above proposal, but one. The improvement proposed by this respondent was that; 

‘creating such a protection, would lead to a probable exploitation of the same by counsels, 

however I do agree with the need for the same, therefore there must be a limitation also 

attached with the provided reform.’ The researcher completely agrees with this improvement 

for the reform and shall be open to equate the reform accordingly. Another observation that 

caught the researcher off-guard was the fact, that around 10% of the respondents found this 

reform not acceptable, the researcher feels that this result is due to the decree of exploitation 

probable with the above reform. However, just because something is open to exploration, 

doesn’t mean that it shall be dropped, even though the fundamental purpose its formulated to 

serve stands highly in need. Irrespective to the above, on the basis of this survey, around 90% 

of respondents find a need for the above proposal.  

Conclusion: Therefore, on the basis of the results of the survey, this reform stands valid.  

Reform Proposal 3: -  
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The duty of the Defense Counsel to keep the court updated about all the written filings should 

be duly implemented (specific reference to the Babri Masjid case issues). 

The defence counsels during the tenure of the research came across a headline titled; “Babri 

Masjid Case the second longest running Supreme Court case.” This headline prompted the 

researcher to analyse the reason for such a delay, following the research into the same, the 

researcher found out that a critical reason for the same was that; The defence counsels did 

not submit the required paperwork on time, so that delayed the proceedings a lot . Which 

further prompted the researcher to the above reform that counsels should perform their duties 

in a time bound manner, because time is the most valuable resource to a court of law, 

especially the apex court and therefore the obligation to ensure the same is essential for the 

counsels.  

 

Observation: The clear majority with 50% is again towards the option of acceptable but with 

a few changes. Which is understandable in researcher’s opinion, however the researcher 

would like to point out that, the researcher also provided for improvements under the option 

of acceptable, few changes required. But to the surprise of the researcher, no respondent 

provided any improvement to the above proposal, even though 50% felt a need for few 

changes. However, this is the reform that has the least objection towards it. With only 6% 

electing the option not acceptable. Irrespective to the above, on the basis of this survey, 

around 94% of respondents find a need for the above proposal, which is by far the most for 

any reform in this survey.  
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Conclusion: Therefore, on the basis of the results of the survey, this reform stands valid.  

Reform Proposal 4: -  

The Rights of the Defense Counsel should be more effectively advocated and implemented. 

This reform, was in a manner the conclusion that the researcher could draw up from this 

research paper, as at the end of this paper the researcher was clear about the lack of rights 

awarded to the defence counsel. The State is provided with Sections 24 and 25 to select a 

public prosecutor and the accused is ensured both by the constitution of India as well as CrPC 

to approach counsel for their representation. Whereby, the ‘Right to Defense Counsel’ is 

ensured, however rights of the defense counsel is nowhere adhered to, therefor the above 

reform is based on the above belief of the researcher.  

Observation: The clear majority with 52% is towards the option of acceptable but with a few 

changes. Which is understandable in researcher’s opinion, however the researcher would like 

to point out that, the researcher also provided for improvements under the option of 

acceptable, few changes required. But to the surprise of the researcher, no respondent 

provided any improvement to the above proposal, even though 52% felt a need for few 

changes. However, this reform by far has been the most controversial reform of the survey, 

as it has the acceptance of the most not accepted option, and further only 38% of the 

respondents elected for acceptable. This goes to show the notion that the respondents are 

under the assumption that the defense counsels are ensured their fair share rights, however in 
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reality it’s the opposite. Another probable reason for this according to the researcher, is the 

fear of exploitation. The researcher has observed another common notion that the respondents 

are under the impression that any regulations formulated for protection of advocates are 

bound to be exploited by the advocates as advocates are in the position to do so, and it would 

then depend on the ethics of an advocate. Irrespective to the above, on the basis of this survey, 

around 90% of respondents find a need for the above proposal.  

Conclusion: Therefore, on the basis of the results of the survey, this reform stands valid.  

Reform Proposal 5: -  

The Defense Counsels are entitled to, therefore should be given protection in high priority 

cases. 

This reform is fundamentally parallel to proposed reform – 2. Again, during the tenure of the 

research, the researcher was surprised no regulation with the essence of the above proposal. 

The researcher understands, that the above reform just like intimidation of counsel is not 

something very frequent, as the counsels are aware of their position and how they are 

protected by law. But at the end of the day, the advocate standing as the counsel for the 

accused is also a human, and fear is one of the most common of a sense in human beings. 

Therefore, the researcher felt that in high profile cases, when there is pressure for closing a 

case, such a scenario is highly possible, and therefore the counsels shall be protected from 

any kind of probable danger.  

 

Observation: There is no clear majority, but the highest elected option with 48% is towards 

the option of acceptable but with a few changes. Which is understandable in researcher’s 
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opinion, however the researcher would like to point out that, the researcher also provided for 

improvements under the option of acceptable, few changes required. But to the surprise of 

the researcher, no respondent provided any improvement to the above proposal, even though 

48% felt a need for few changes. Irrespective to the above, on the basis of this survey, around 

90% of respondents find a need for the above proposal.  

Conclusion: Therefore, on the basis of the results of the survey, this reform stands valid.  

Reform Proposal 6: -  

With the adaptation of the online pleadings, it should be the duty of the counsels to maintain 

decorum and decency during the proceedings of the court (with reference to Prashant Bhusan 

incident) 

The last reform is formulated on the basis of the current global pandemic. During the current 

global pandemic, the court of law was forced into video online proceedings of the case. 

Whereby the infamous incident of Prashant Bhusan was spotted, in the researcher’s opinion 

such an action displayed a clear disrespect towards the court of law, and therefore the 

researcher concluded with the above regulation. As the video pleading is an outcome of an 

unforeseen threat, there were no pre-drafted regulations for the same, it was assumed that the 

regulations of the physical court were to be carried out for the same. However, this is what 

lead to the infamous incident of Prashant Bhusan, in the researcher’s opinion, the above shall 

be an ethical duty of the advocate to respect the court of law. Therefore, the above proposed 

reform is not in form of a right, but it is in fact in form of a duty, which the counsels are 

supposed to attain to in the general proceedings of the court, no matter the form of hearing.  
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Observation: There is no clear majority, however the most elected option by the respondents 

with 48% is towards the option of acceptable. Which makes this the only reform with a 

majority towards the option of acceptable rather than the second option, which was a constant 

trend throughout the survey. However, the researcher would like to point out that, the 

researcher also provided for improvements under the option of acceptable, few changes 

required. But to the surprise of the researcher, no respondent provided any improvement to 

the above proposal, even though 44% felt a need for few changes. Irrespective to the above, 

on the basis of this survey, around 92% of respondents find a need for the above proposal.  

Conclusion: Therefore, on the basis of the results of the survey, this reform stands valid.  

CONCLUSION  

In conclusion, in this paper the researcher has analyses the duties and rights of defense counsels 

in a criminal proceeding. To execute the above, the researcher has attempted to analyse the duty 

of the defense counsel with respect to majority of the stages in a trial. However, the main aim 

of this paper, was to propose the necessary reforms on the basis of the researchers 

understanding. To propose quality reform, the researcher conducted a survey among a group of 

50 respondents, and the researcher has analysed these proposed reforms with the help of the 

survey. The researcher has ensured a multidimensional analysis to the topic in hand. The 

researcher would, like to ensure the reader that all the research questions were answered in the 

paper in hand. Lastly, the suggestions of this paper have been presented in form of reforms.  
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