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Introduction

The practice of vigilantism arises from a lack of legal understanding and weak character
education within society. This behavior describes a situation in which individuals or groups act
as if they are law enforcers without going through official legal channels. In other words, they
carry out forms of justice or punishment independently without involving legitimate law
enforcement officials (Tyler et al., 2015; Bottoms & Tankebe, 2012). Such actions often
involve acts of violence against others, destruction of property, or other measures that should
fall under the authority of authorized judicial institutions (Rasubala & Kasenda, 2024).

The phenomenon of vigilantism (Eigenrichting) emerges as a societal reaction to events
perceived as disrupting social order and security (Prasetyo et al., 2024; Lubis et al., 2025).
Sociologically, the public's response to this situation can be viewed from two perspectives:
positive and negative. Such actions are often triggered by various factors, such as low levels of
legal understanding and awareness among the public, weak law enforcement, and declining
public trust in law enforcement officials (Koeswanto et al., 2023). Furthermore, the circulation
of unverified information further exacerbates the situation.

All of these factors can trigger an overreaction in the form of vigilantism, where a group or
individual takes over the role of law enforcement to punish someone they believe is guilty.
Vigilante action not only impacts the victims who are subjected to violence but also creates
broader social instability. When the public begins to take over the role of law enforcement, the
sense of justice that should be upheld through legitimate legal mechanisms becomes blurred
and subjective (Rumadan, 2017; Hadi, 2022). This has the potential to create a climate of fear
and tarnish the image of law enforcement in the public eye. In the long term, if this
phenomenon continues unchecked, it can weaken the rule of law and reinforce a culture of
violence as a solution to legal problems, ultimately harming society itself.
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The high crime rate in society often creates anxiety, accompanied by hatred and a desire for
revenge. According to Nell (2006), this emotional state can drive people to react aggressively,
so that when a perpetrator is caught, they do not hesitate to impose direct punishment. This
vigilante action (Eigenrichting) carried out by the community is often seen as a form of
retaliation for deviant behavior, and in some cases, it is even legitimized by prevailing social
norms and values.

Although this method of resolving the issue may seem brutal and contrary to applicable law,
some people still feel entitled to retaliate, even though it is legally considered a criminal offense
(Waits, 1984). Some forms of vigilante action that frequently occur in society include public
humiliation, beatings, assault, and even extreme acts such as burning someone alive. From a
legal perspective, this type of behavior is clearly unjustifiable, because the individual who
carries out such actions, whether consciously or unconsciously, has caused consequences that
violate the law (Hasibuan, 2016).

These consequences can include subjective elements such as intent, as well as objective
elements such as the actual impact of their actions. Fahririn (2023) said that, the law does not
distinguish whether the perpetrator acted of their own free will or due to incitement or
encouragement from another party. All forms of vigilantism remain considered a violation of
the law (Anastasia, 2024). Although the public often argues that vigilantism is carried out to
uphold justice, in a state governed by the rule of law, all forms of conflict resolution must be
delegated to law enforcement officials who have the authority and established procedures
(Saputra, 2015).

Taking the law into one's own hands actually violates the principle of objective justice and
creates new, more difficult-to-control chaos (Manurung, 2023). Therefore, it is crucial to raise
legal awareness through ongoing education and improve the performance of law enforcement
so that the public regains trust in the existing justice system, and vigilantism is no longer seen
as a solution to injustice. Article 170 paragraph (1) of the Criminal Code states that "Anyone
who openly and with collective force uses violence against people or property shall be subject
to a maximum prison sentence of five years and six months."

This article emphasizes that there is no legal justification for collective acts of revenge by the
community, even if motivated by concern over rampant crime (Haque, 2005). In a state
governed by the rule of law, justice can only be upheld through legitimate and civilized legal
processes. In addition to the need for firm law enforcement, the community must also be
empowered through legal education to prevent them from falling prey to practices that are
detrimental to themselves and threaten public order (Harrison, 2022).

Upholding the rule of law must be the primary foundation for creating a safe, just, and civilized
society. Based on this description, it is important to conduct an in-depth study of the practice
of vigilantism, as this phenomenon not only reflects a weak public understanding of the law
but also indicates a crisis of confidence in the existing justice system. This study is needed to
reveal the extent to which vigilante action can be categorized as a criminal act, as well as how
legal elements such as intent, conspiracy, and use of violence can be applied in ensnaring the
perpetrator.

Methods

This research applies the normative juridical method. The normative juridical approach is
oriented towards the analysis of legal norms that apply positively in the legal system. In its
implementation, this method relies on the review of various written legal sources, such as laws
and regulations, court decisions, agreements or contracts, legal theories, and the views of
relevant legal experts. The researcher conducted data analysis using qualitative methods that
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align with the normative legal research approach, namely through descriptive analysis. This
approach aims to examine in depth the meaning and information contained in various
documents, newspapers, and other mass media. This process begins with the collection and
compilation of relevant data for subsequent systematic analysis.

Results and Discussion

Vigilante law is a form of criminal offense, an act carried out arbitrarily against individuals
deemed guilty of a crime. Perpetrators of criminal acts, referred to in the legal context as
criminals, are the primary object of study in criminology, particularly in discussions of criminal
etiology, the study that analyzes the causes of crime. In this regard, the expansion of state
intervention in criminal cases is supported by the idea that crimes against others must be met
with equal retribution, often through violence, reflecting a vengeful drive to uphold justice.
The phenomenon of vigilantism in Indonesia is a multidimensional problem, influenced by
various factors such as low levels of education, economic disparity, and distrust of the legal
system. These findings indicate that addressing vigilantism requires a comprehensive
approach, encompassing improving the quality of education, improving people's lives, and
strengthening the legitimacy and performance of law enforcement agencies (Zizumbo-
Colunga, 2017; Udoh, 2025).

This underscores the urgency of implementing educational programs that instill Pancasila
values and legal awareness from an early age (Afan et al., 2024; Wahyuni, 2024; Suratmi &
Hartono, 2024). In addition, it is important for the government to formulate policies that are
responsive to socio-economic issues that have the potential to encourage people to act outside
the legal channels (Gemilang et al., 2024). As a country that adheres to the principle of the rule
of law, Indonesia requires that all law enforcement processes be conducted in accordance with
applicable laws and regulations. This means that every action in law enforcement efforts must
comply with established legal norms and must not deviate from or contradict officially
applicable legal regulations (Manalu & Amin, 2023). However, in social reality, illegitimate
law enforcement practices are still common, such as vigilantism (eigenrichting), which in some
cases has even resulted in the loss of life.

Sunaryo (2021) said that, vigilante action, which involves punishing someone without due
process, not only violates the perpetrator's basic human rights and violates the presumption of
innocence, but also undermines the legitimacy of the existing legal system. When the public
takes over the task of law enforcement, they ignore the principle of justice and open the door
to fatal errors. This can lead to violence against innocent people, while the punishment is
disproportionate to the alleged offense. The impact is widespread, creating fear, eroding public
trust in legal institutions, and perpetuating a cycle of violence (Malone, 2010). In the long term,
this phenomenon can even increase crime rates and reduce the quality of life together
(Khairunnisa, 2024). The impact of vigilantism is highly detrimental: it leads to violence,
undermines the presumption of innocence, weakens the legitimacy of the legal system, and has
the potential to trigger a spiral of insecurity and threaten social order.

Effective efforts to address this require a holistic approach, encompassing preventative
measures such as early legal education, improving the quality of education and the economy,
firm and professional law enforcement, and promoting the values of Pancasila and restorative
justice within the community. Repressive measures are also necessary, including firm action
against vigilantes based on the provisions of the Criminal Code. Only through an integrated
combination of preventive, educational, and repressive strategies can the state strengthen the
authority of the law, calm mass anger, and restore public trust in the justice system. In Decision
Number 157/Pid.B/2024/PN Skb, the court reviewed and ruled on a case involving a group of
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defendants who committed acts of violence against a victim, resulting in her death. The judge
ruled that the defendants' actions fulfilled the elements stipulated in Article 170 paragraph (2)
of the Criminal Code, namely regarding If the criminal act as referred to in paragraph (1) results
in death, then the perpetrator is threatened with a maximum prison sentence of 12 years.

In his considerations, the judge stated that the element of violence was carried out openly
(visible to the public), carried out by more than one person, and resulted in death, so that legally
the objective elements of the article had been fulfilled. Therefore, the defendants could be
subject to the criminal threat as stipulated in the article, namely a maximum prison sentence of
twelve years (Madjid & Akbar, 2023). This case reflects how Indonesian criminal law responds
to collective violence that ends in death. The application of Article 170 paragraph (3) of the
Criminal Code demonstrates that the legal system takes serious action against vigilante actions
involving physical violence, especially those that result in loss of life. In the context of
criminology, this phenomenon is not only viewed as a violation of the law but also reflects a
social failure to prevent acts of revenge or vigilante justice.

Therefore, firm law enforcement against perpetrators of collective violence is crucial to
emphasize that acts of violence cannot be justified under any circumstances, while also
protecting the right to life of every citizen. Articles 170 and 351 of the Criminal Code (KUHP)
are often used as the legal basis for prosecuting perpetrators of vigilante crime. These articles
regulate the use of collective violence in public places and collective assault. Both articles fall
under the category of complaint-based offenses (klacht delict), meaning that legal proceedings
for these crimes can only proceed with an official complaint from the injured party or other
interested party. Thus, cases of vigilantism can only be prosecuted if the victim or their family
reports the incident to law enforcement officials, ultimately leading to prosecution by the
prosecutor (Ananda, 2024).

The phenomenon of vigilantism exhibits several characteristics that can be systematically
identified, namely: (1) There is a lack of formal legal legitimacy, meaning the action is carried
out by an individual or group without following proper legal procedures or awaiting a decision
from the competent authority; (2) This action generally manifests itself in the form of violence
or direct execution, which can range from physical aggression to extreme measures that cause
serious injury or death; (3) This action arises as a reaction to perceived injustice or threats to
social order, where people feel compelled to act due to criminal acts such as theft or violence
that are perceived as harmful; (4) There are elements of spontaneity and emotional dominance,
indicating that the action is carried out suddenly and influenced by emotional outbursts, such
as anger or frustration; (5) This phenomenon is often characterized by collective community
involvement, indicating that the judgment is carried out jointly by a group of people based on
communal solidarity and a sense of social responsibility (Malik, 2023).

Public distrust in the effectiveness of law enforcement institutions is a major factor driving
these types of actions (Tiwa, 2024). When people perceive that formal law is incapable of
delivering justice quickly and accurately, they tend to take over the law enforcement function.
Social inequality, weak access to justice, and negative experiences with complicated legal
processes contribute to the legitimacy of vigilante action in the eyes of the public, even though
this action fundamentally violates the principles of the rule of law. Staub (1996) and Woollett
et al. (2025) said that, a culture of violence passed down through generations in some
communities is also a significant driving factor. In some regions, unwritten social norms exist
that consider retaliation a legitimate form of justice, especially when perpetrators are caught
red-handed.
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Social media also exacerbates the situation by disseminating videos or information that incite
collective anger, making it easier for the masses to be provoked and act without due
consideration of the law. From a criminological perspective, these actions can be categorized
as a form of vigilantism, where the public acts as informal law enforcers due to the perception
that the formal legal system is incapable of responding quickly and fairly (Buur & Jensen,
2004). Criminological theories that can be used to analyze the causal factors of the phenomenon
of vigilantism include the Social Control Theory and the Theory of Distrust in the Legal
System: (1) The Social Control Theory, developed by Travis Hirschi, emphasizes the
importance of social bonds in preventing individuals from violating the law. This theory
explains that individuals with strong ties to social institutions such as family, school, or
workplace tend to be more compliant with legal norms. Conversely, weak social ties can
increase a person's tendency to engage in deviant behavior, including acting as "self-justice."
In this context, weak social control, whether from formal institutions (such as law enforcement)
or informal ones (such as community norms), contributes to the emergence of revenge-based
violence. When people perceive legal institutions as failing to carry out their roles fairly and
effectively, they are compelled to act based on personal perceptions or deeply held communal
norms as a response to injustice; (2) The Theory of Distrust in the Legal System explains that
the level of public trust in legal institutions significantly influences their choices in resolving
conflicts.

If the legal system is perceived as slow, unfair, or biased, people will lose confidence that legal
channels can deliver the justice they desire. In such situations, people tend to seek solutions
outside the formal system, including through vigilante action (Mayesti & Marpaung, 2025).
This action often manifests itself in direct violence against perpetrators caught in the act, as the
public believes that waiting for formal legal proceedings will only prolong suffering and does
not guarantee justice. This distrust is at the root of vigilantism, where the public takes the
initiative to take over the role of law enforcement to resolve problems instantly, even though
this violates the principles of the rule of law. Therefore, it is necessary to strengthen the state's
role in creating a legal system that is responsive, transparent, and credible to all levels of society
(Irvita & Asriani, 2025; Smalskys & Girinskiené, 2024). Fair and impartial law enforcement is
key to curbing social unrest that triggers vigilantism.

Law enforcement officials are not only required to operate professionally but also to build
effective communication with the public to foster public trust in legal mechanisms and prevent
them from acting beyond the bounds of legal authority. This must be accompanied by
institutional evaluation and reform of law enforcement sectors deemed ineffective or
vulnerable to abuse. More than just a legal response, addressing the phenomenon of vigilantism
requires an interdisciplinary and sustainable approach. This approach includes extensive legal
education for the public, strengthening the role of community leaders in maintaining social
order, and providing participatory spaces for citizens to legitimately express their legal
aspirations. By prioritizing the values of social justice and humanity based on the principles of
the rule of law, it is hoped that vigilantism will be minimized, and the public will increasingly
recognize that justice cannot be upheld through violence, but through a civilized and dignified
legal process.

Conclusion

The phenomenon of vigilantism (eigenrichting) resulting in death is a form of social deviation
that seriously endangers the legal order and values of justice in society. From a criminological
perspective, this action arises from a combination of factors, such as weak social control, low
levels of trust in the legal system, socioeconomic inequality, and the influence of a deeply
rooted culture of violence. In many cases, these actions are carried out collectively,
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spontaneously, and emotionally without going through legitimate legal mechanisms,
potentially claiming the lives of people who are not necessarily guilty. Law enforcement
against vigilante groups must be carried out firmly based on the provisions of the Criminal
Code, particularly Articles 170 and 351, to create a deterrent effect and restore the authority of
the law. Preventive efforts must also involve educational, social, and cultural approaches that
address the root of the problem, including increasing legal literacy, strengthening the values of
Pancasila, and developing a just, swift, and publicly trusted justice system. Only with a
comprehensive approach can the state end the practice of vigilantism and guarantee equal
protection of the human rights of every citizen.

References

Afan, M. U. R., Mahardhani, A. J., Cahyono, H., & Chaniago, Z. (2024). The urgency of
Pancasila and citizenship education to strengthen national character with global
citizenship  dimensions. AL-ISHLAH:  Jurnal  Pendidikan, 16(4), 5422-5434.
https://doi.org/10.35445/alishlah.v1614.5759

Ananda, R. (2024). Analisis Komparatif Pertanggungjawaban Pidana Tindakan Main Hakim
Sendiri Dalam Perspektif Hukum Pidana Islam Dan Hukum Pidana Nasional. Jurnal
Ilmiah Mahasiswa Hukum [JIMHUM], 4(1), 1-8.

Bottoms, A., & Tankebe, J. (2012). Beyond procedural justice: A dialogic approach to
legitimacy in criminal justice. J. Crim. I. & Criminology, 102, 119.

Buur, L., & Jensen, S. (2004). Introduction: vigilantism and the policing of everyday life in
South Africa. African studies, 63(2), 139-152.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00020180412331318724

Fahririn, F. (2023). Penerapan Sanksi Pidana Turut Membantu Dalam Tindak Pidana Menurut
Kitab Undang-Undang Hukum Pidana. SUPREMASI: Jurnal Hukum, 5(2), 202-211.
https://doi.org/10.36441/supremasi.v5i2.1494

Gemilang, G., Sirgianto, J., Makarim, E., Syam, R., & Irawan, H. (2024). Analisis Tindakan
Main Hakim Sendiri dalam Perspektif Pendidikan dan Kepercayaan Hukum di
Indonesia. Konstruksi Sosial: Jurnal Penelitian Ilmu Sosial Yupeoumenu: Actual
Insight, 4(4), 141-146. https://doi.org/10.56393/konstruksisosial.v4i4.2462

Hadi, N. A. K. (2022). Penegakan Hukum Di Indonesia Dilihat Dari Perspektif Sosiologi
Hukum. Jurnal Hukum Dan Pembangunan Ekonomi, 10(2), 227-240.

Haque, A. A. (2005). Group violence and group vengeance: Toward a retributivist theory of
international criminal law. Buffalo Criminal Law  Review, 9(1), 273-328.
https://doi.org/10.1525/nclr.2005.9.1.273

Harrison, P. (2022). Pemberdayaan majelis taklim dalam pencegahan kejahatan: sumbangan
pemikiran untuk kemitraan majelis taklim dengan POLRI, BNN, BNPT, dan KPK.
Jakarta: Prenada Media.

Hasibuan, Z. (2016). Kesadaran hukum dan ketaatan hukum masyarakat dewasa ini. JUSTITIA
Jurnal 1llmu Hukum dan Humaniora, 1(01).
https://doi.org/10.31604/justitia.v1i01.%25p

Irvita, M., & Asriani, A. (2025). Transparency and accountability in the justice system:
Building public trust and justice: The Role of Public Trust in Fair Law
Enforcement. Priviet Social Sciences Journal, 5(4), 26-40.
https://doi.org/10.55942/pssi.v5i4.367

1868
ISSN 2721-0960 (Print), ISSN 2721-0847 (online)
Copyright © 2025, Journal La Sociale, Under the license CC BY-SA 4.0


https://doi.org/10.35445/alishlah.v16i4.5759
https://doi.org/10.1080/00020180412331318724
https://doi.org/10.36441/supremasi.v5i2.1494
https://doi.org/10.56393/konstruksisosial.v4i4.2462
https://doi.org/10.1525/nclr.2005.9.1.273
https://doi.org/10.31604/justitia.v1i01.%25p
https://doi.org/10.55942/pssj.v5i4.367

Khairunnisa, 1. (2024). Penegakan Hukum Pidana Terhadap Pelaku Tindak Pidana Main
Hakim Sendiri (Eigenrichting)(Studi Penelitian Di Desa Blang Pulo, Kecamatan
Muara Satu, Kota Lhokseumawe (Doctoral dissertation, Universitas Malikussaleh).

Koeswanto, E. S., Riswandi, R., & Redi, A. (2023). Implications of Public Trust Due to Weak
Law Enforcement Morality. Edunity: Social and Educational Studies, 2(1), 78-86.
https://doi.org/10.57096/edunity.v1105.39

Lubis, M. F., Erma, Z., & Siregar, Y. (2025). Pertanggungjawaban Pidana Bagi Pelaku Main
Hakim Sendiri Terhadap Pelaku Pencurian Yang Mengakibatkan Meninggal
Dunia. Jurnal Dunia Pendidikan, 5(6), 2199-2212.
https://doi.org/10.55081/jurdip.v516.3992

Madjid, N. V., & Akbar, R. (2023). The Judge's Consideration of the Defendant's Statement in
Imposing a Sentence Against the Security Guard While on Duty. Ekasakti Journal of
Law and Justice, 1(1), 10-20. https://doi.org/10.60034/ejlj.v1il.2

Malik, A. A., Reihan, A., & Hosnah, A. U. (2024). Tinjauan Yuridis terhadap Tindakan Main
Hakim Sendiri dan Implikasinya bagi Kehidupan Masyarakat. Indonesian Journal of

Islamic  Jurisprudence, — Economic and Legal Theory, 2(4), 2018-2037.
https://doi.org/10.62976/ijijel.v2i4.744

Malone, M. F. T. (2010). The verdict is in: The impact of crime on public trust in Central
American justice systems. Journal of politics in Latin America, 2(3), 99-128.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1866802X1000200304

Manalu, 1., & Amin, R. (2023). Penegakan Hukum Terhadap Tindak Pidana Eksploitasi
Seksual Yang Dilakukan Oleh Suami Terhadap Istri. Krtha Bhayangkara, 17(3), 601-
618. https://doi.org/10.31599/krtha.v17i3.791

Manurung, D. (2023). Ketegangan antara Penegakan Hukum dan Keadilan: Tantangan dan
Solusinya. Lex Aeterna Law Journal, 1(3), 147-158.
https://doi.org/10.69780/lexaeternalawjournal.v1i3.23

Mayesti, S. A., & Marpaung, Z. A. (2025). Perilaku Main Hakim Sendiri Pada Pelaku
Pencurian: Perspektif Hukum Pidana Di Indonesia. Jurnal Usm Law Review, 8(2),
1067-1087. https://doi.org/10.26623/julr.v8i2.12286

Nell, V. (2006). Cruelty's rewards: The gratifications of perpetrators and spectators. Behavioral
and Brain Sciences, 29(3), 211-224. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X06009058

Prasetyo, H., Waluyo, B., Subakdi, S., & Roring, E. B. (2024). Fenomena Main Hakim Sendiri
dan Dampaknya terhadap Keamanan yang Berujung Pidana:(Sosialisasi Pengabdian
Masyarakat di Kelurahan Pangkalan Jati). Kolaborasi: Jurnal Hasil Kegiatan
Kolaborasi Pengabdian Masyarakat, 2(3), 104-115.
https://doi.org/10.62383/kolaborasi.v2i3.241

Rasubala, J. A., & Kasenda, V. (2024). Penegakan Hukum Main Hakim Sendiri (Eigenrichting)
Studi Kasus Tindak Pidana Penganiayaan Dan Pembakaran Terhadap Seorang Wanita
Di Kota Sorong. Lex Privatum, 13(3).

Rumadan, I. (2017). Peran Lembaga Peradilan Sebagai Institusi Penegak Hukum Dalam
Menegakkan Keadilan Bagi Terwujudnya Perdamaian. Jurnal Rechts Vinding: Media
Pembinaan Hukum Nasional, 6(1), 69-87.
https://dx.doi.org/10.3333 1/rechtsvinding.v6il.128

1869
ISSN 2721-0960 (Print), ISSN 2721-0847 (online)
Copyright © 2025, Journal La Sociale, Under the license CC BY-S4 4.0


https://doi.org/10.57096/edunity.v1i05.39
https://doi.org/10.55081/jurdip.v5i6.3992
https://doi.org/10.60034/ejlj.v1i1.2
https://doi.org/10.62976/ijijel.v2i4.744
https://doi.org/10.1177/1866802X1000200304
https://doi.org/10.31599/krtha.v17i3.791
https://doi.org/10.69780/lexaeternalawjournal.v1i3.23
https://doi.org/10.26623/julr.v8i2.12286
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X06009058
https://doi.org/10.62383/kolaborasi.v2i3.241
https://dx.doi.org/10.33331/rechtsvinding.v6i1.128

Saputra, D. E. (2015). Hubungan Antara Equality Before the Law Dalam Penegakan Hukum
Di Indonesia Dengan Harmonisasi Konflik Antar Lembaga Penegak Hukum. Syariah:
Jurnal Hukum dan Pemikiran, 15(1).

Smalskys, V., & Girinskiene, V. (2024). Assessing the necessity of a transparent legal system
in the context of a sustainable state. Public Policy and Administration, 23(4), 566-578.

Staub, E. (1996). Cultural-societal roots of violence: The examples of genocidal violence and
of contemporary youth violence in the United States. American Psychologist, 51(2),
117.

Sunaryo, S. (2021). Social Sanction: Naked Parade and Vigilantism as Legal Violation
Criminal Law Perspective and Human Rights. Fiat Justisia: Jurnal l[Imu Hukum, 15(2),
119-132. https://doi.org/10.25041/fiatjustisia.v15n02.1934

Suratmi, S., & Hartono, H. (2024). Literacy Character Education Planning to Strengthen the
Pancasila Student Profile through Local Culture in Early Childhood Education. Golden
Age: Jurnal Illmiah Tumbuh Kembang Anak Usia Dini, 9(1), 145-158.
https://doi.org/10.14421/jga.2024.91-13

Tiwa, D. F. A. (2024). Institutional distrust trap: an analysis of the effect of public distrust in
the  Nigeria Police Force. Policing  and  society, 34(8), 846-860.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10439463.2024.2341121

Tyler, T. R., Goff, P. A., & MacCoun, R. J. (2015). The impact of psychological science on
policing in the United States: Procedural justice, legitimacy, and effective law

enforcement. Psychological science in the public interest, 16(3), 75-109.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1529100615617791

Udoh, E. R. (2025). Vigilante Groups and Crime Prevention and Control in Nigeria: A Study
in  Functional Analysis. Socialscientia:  Journal of Social Sciences and
Humanities, 10(2).

Wahyuni, D. (2024). Pancasila Education as one of the Forms of National Character in the
Global Era. Research Horizon, 4(1), 17-24. https://doi.org/10.54518/rh.4.1.2024.196

Waits, K. (1984). The criminal justice system's response to battering: Understanding the
problem, forging the solutions. Wash. L. Rev., 60, 267.

Woollett, N., Maluleke, P., Franchino-Olsen, H., Christofides, N., Silima, M., Thurston, C., ...
& Meinck, F. (2025). Understanding how violence is transmitted across generations:
An in-depth multiple case study of families in South Africa. Psychology of Violence.
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1037/vio0000602

Zizumbo-Colunga, D. (2017). Community, authorities, and support for vigilantism:
Experimental evidence. Political Behavior, 39(4), 989-1015.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11109-017-9388-6

1870
ISSN 2721-0960 (Print), ISSN 2721-0847 (online)
Copyright © 2025, Journal La Sociale, Under the license CC BY-SA 4.0


https://doi.org/10.25041/fiatjustisia.v15no2.1934
https://doi.org/10.14421/jga.2024.91-13
https://doi.org/10.1080/10439463.2024.2341121
https://doi.org/10.1177/1529100615617791
https://doi.org/10.54518/rh.4.1.2024.196
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1037/vio0000602
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11109-017-9388-6

