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Abstract: - The economic sector has been severely impacted by the Covid-19 pandemic. Many criminals used 
this notion to avoid being severely sentenced. This study was performed to examine different judges' 
perspectives on the handling of criminal cases with economic motives during the Covid-19 pandemic. This 
qualitative study regarded the data that were collected through telephone interviews using the Interpretative 
Phenomenological Analysis (IPA) as the instrument. The findings show that judges have different perspectives 
on the imposing of punishment to criminals who used economic-related excuses. However, this phenomenon is 
difficult to control.  In order to maintain the professionalism of the judges, judges should be more active in the 
trial process and able to identify the obstacles they face, such as the protracted legal process due to the potential 
for transmission of the coronavirus in the trial and communication difficulties due to the low quality of the 
internet network in online trials. Judges are required to keep their independency in making decisions for 
criminals regardless the criminal’s motives by considering social changes that occur in society 
comprehensively. This attitude would make the society getting impressed by the performance of the judges. 
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1 Introduction 
Covid-19 pandemic has greatly impacted various 
sectors, particularly the economy of Indonesia, [1]. 
The economic impacts of the pandemic have created 
uncertainties in the community income, [2]. This 
condition has made the community struggle to make 
living, [3]. Another issue following the condition is 
the high crime rates during the Covid-19 pandemic, 
[4].  

As efforts of law enforcement and to maintain 
the security, every nation has implemented different 
policies, [5]. The government of Italia, Thailand and 
Columbia have released the inmates out of the 
prisons in order to prevent the spread of the Covid-
19. Other countries have focused on the 
improvement of the public safety system, [6]. These 
different policies are the forms of responses toward 
the social changes during the Covid-19 pandemic.  

Crime and economy are also crucial sectors 
during the pandemic, [7]. Criminal actions due to 
economic-related motives have become important 
issues to be handled, [8]. The United Nations Office 
on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) presented a 
downward trend of crime by up to 50% during the 
lockdown which would likely increase when the 
rules are relaxed, [9]. Meanwhile, cybercrimes tend 
to increase, including in China, [10]. Similarly, in 
the United States, conventional crime rates declined 
during the pandemic, but other types of crime such 
as cybercrime and domestic violence increased, 
[11].   

The handling of social issues and crimes trends 
by the government has been regarded good. In 
Malaysia, 95.9% of the population believed that the 
pandemic would come to an end, while 89.9% of 
governments’ programs were directed to the 
handling of social issues surrounding Covid-19 in 
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the field, [12]. The policies at the central and 
regional levels were often contradictory. For 
example, the central government demanded for a 
lockdown, but the local government objected to it, 
[13].  

Every human being will do any measure in 
order to survive. A father stole a phone in order for 
his child to participate in online learning. The father 
conducted a crime and he was then arrested by the 
police, [14]. Based on the investigation, the parents 
had to conduct the crime as they were in a difficult 
economic situation due to Covid-19 pandemic, [15]. 
A person often has no other choice but to commit 
crimes to get food and drink, especially when the 
person has a family to feed, [16]. Crimes such as 
theft, fraud, embezzlement, and conventional 
property-related crimes still occur during the 
pandemic, causing material loss for the victims, 
[17]. These types of crimes can be categorized as 
crimes with economic motives. 

Statistics Indonesia released data showing that 
39,320 cases of major crimes occurred in 2019, such 
as corruption, fraud, and embezzlement of state 
finances which number then decreased in 2020 to 
37,097 cases, [18]. Meanwhile, the number of thefts 
including motorcycle theft, ordinary theft, and 
violent theft reached 78,330 cases in 2019 which 
decreased to 73,264 cases in 2020, [18]. Crimes 
against goods and property rights of others with 
economic reasons are interesting to examine 
because perpetrators usually admit that they do the 
crime due to economic-related motives. There have 
been two views regarding this phenomenon: 
punishing the perpetrators or releasing them, [19]. 

Some people do not find the pandemic a 
legitimate reason for not imposing legal sanctions, 
[20]. Even they believed that perpetrators should be 
given heavier sanctions as they committed the crime 
during the pandemic when everyone is in trouble, 
[21]. They assume that releasing the perpetrators 
from sanction will set a bad precedent for the 
existing law enforcement and even increase the 
criminal rate as other criminals will use this 
economic motive to avoid the punishment, [22]. 

In contrast, those against punishment say that 
criminals with economic motives are unavoidable, 
[23]. Perpetrators commit crimes by being forced to 
survive or die, [24]. Seeing the different conditions, 
countries with low economies will be significantly 
harmed by high crime rates, [25]. Therefore, 
criminals with economic motives should be given an 
apology and released from judge’s sentences, 
especially during this pandemic, [26]. 

Law enforcement officers also need to broaden 
and adjust their perspective to the Covid-19 

pandemic, [27]. The adjustment of the system and 
law enforcement officers to social change is also 
shown by the law enforcement officers who are 
required to apply the health protocols in performing 
their duties. Many countries have made the health 
protocol rules a mandatory legal rule to be 
implemented, [28], [29]. For instance, China, the 
United States and Indonesia, also require all workers 
to wear masks and apply hand sanitizer, [30], [31]. 

On the other side, in relation to the law 
enforcement, judges hold the central role of giving 
sentences to the perpetrators, [32]. A judge must 
have broad perspectives, especially during the 
COVID-19 pandemic, [33]. The judges must also 
make decisions based on the justice values, [34]. 
During such situation, defendants often tried to use 
economic excuses to avoid the sanction. It is 
considered necessary to analyze judges’ 
perspectives in giving sentences when thieves have 
to commit crime because they are in an urgent 
situation. This study was conducted to examine 
judge's perspectives on handling crimes with 
economic motives during the Covid-19 pandemic. 
In this study, two research questions were proposed: 
how do judges view crimes with economic motives 
that occur during the pandemic and how judges 
make decisions regarding crimes with economic 
motives during the pandemic.  

 
 

2 Method 
This study mainly examined judge’s perception of 
crimes with economic motives due to the pandemic 
situation as a unique phenomenon, [35]. In this 
qualitative study, data were collected from 
telephone interviews, [36]. To gain a comprehensive 
finding, the researchers used the Interpretative 
Phenomenological Analysis (IPA), [37]. The 
researchers found IPA suitable for analyzing a 
phenomenon from the judge's point of view, [38]. 
The data collection was performed by phone 
considering the high Covid-19 transmission risk and 
the availability of the respondents, [39]. The data 
were collected from 30 judges of the district courts 
in Indonesia from different regions, [40]. 

The first stage of the criminal justice system is 
the trial at the district court, where the judge meets 
the parties directly, including the defendants and the 
witnesses, [41]. This stage is interesting to observe 
as the defendant often shares economic-related 
reasons regarding the crime in order to avoid the 
sanction, [42]. The Interpretative Phenomenological 
Analysis accommodated more spaces for 
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researchers to dig depth into the live feeling and 
perspectives of judges,  [43].  

Telephone conversations were carried out for an 
average of 60 minutes each, in which eight main 
questions regarding the judge's perspective on crime 
cases with economic motives during the pandemic 
were asked. Some additional questions were raised 
regarding their years of service, experience in 
handling economic-motivated crime cases, views on 
economic-motivated crimes, views on punishment 
for criminals in general and with economic motives 
during a pandemic, aspects that need to be 
considered in making decisions on economic-
motivated crimes, obstacles faced by judges, the 
role of judges during a pandemic, and judges' advice 
for the improvement the law enforcement system 
during the pandemic. Furthermore, data on the years 
of service were collected to explore the 
philosophical standing of the judges, [44]. The 
direct experience of the judges in the court related to 
economic-related crime is also grouped into several 
different perspectives. The perspective depends on 
the motive of the crime. These differences can be by 
observing the process before and after the court 
hearing.  

Next, the consideration in giving the sentences 
relating to the deepest motivation and the value of 
the stolen object. In addition, the patterns of the 
judge’s points of view, including the obstacles and 
support things that let the crimes happen were also 
analyzed. Furthermore, the reasons why the judge 
expressed their opinion are categorized into severe, 
standard, and light punishments. 

After the interview, the researchers narrowed 
down the aspects that represented the internal and 
internal indicators. Any similar responses were 
placed into the same category in four aspects: 
mental health, total income, living environment, and 
education level. Mental condition and education 
level are internal indicators, while total income and 
the living environment are external indicators. The 
conversations were conducted using audio analysis,  
[45]. The researchers had previously checked the 
validity of the data by re-listening the interviews 
record, [46]. Table 1 presents respondent's 
information in this study. 

 
Table 1. Distribution of Respondents 

Code Region 

J1-10 East Indonesia  
J11-J20 Central Indonesia  
J21-J30 West Indonesia  

Source: Primary data obtained by researchers 

 

Respondents were judges who had handled 
crime cases with economic motives during the 
pandemic in Indonesia, the period between March 
2020 to February 2022, [47], [48]. Crimes with 
economic motives were divided into two categories. 
First, minor crimes include theft, fraud, 
embezzlement, and other crimes with a value of less 
than 500 USD. Second, serious crimes include such 
as corruption, money laundering, narcotics, and 
others with an economic value of more than 500 
USD. Meanwhile, respondents were categorized 
into three based on the geographic categories: 
western, central, and eastern Indonesia. Researchers 
selected prospective respondents through social 
media, with 30 respondents meeting the 
requirements. 
 
 
3 Results and Discussions 

 
3.1 Judge's Perspective in Assessing the 

Right Decision for the Perpetrator 
 

3.1.1 Perpetrators should be Given Severe 

Punishments 

One of the variables is the judge's perspective. 
Respondents who have worked for a long time 
handling various types of crimes were not easily 
swayed. The data showed that 60% of the 
respondents had worked under five years, 10% 6-10 
years, and the remaining 30% had worked for more 
than ten years. Another variable is the respondents' 
opinion about crimes with economic motives that 
occurred during the corona pandemic as illustrated 
in the following picture. 
 

 
Fig. 1: Respondents’ Perspectives  
Source: Telephone Interview by researchers  

 
The data present that judges predominantly 

(47%) think that perpetrators of crimes with 
economic motives should be punished severely. 
Meanwhile, 20% of them believe that perpetrators 
should be given light sentences. The rest 33% 
argued that standard sanctions as stated in legal 
regulations should be imposed regardless of the 
conditions.  
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The judges who believed that the perpetrators 
should be punished severely had worked for more 
than ten years (senior judges). They believed that 
the Covid-19 pandemic is a difficult condition for 
everyone that requires everyone to work harder. The 
prices of basic needs increase, while the 
employment rate is low. Other opinions that often 
arise among the respondents are: 

 
Everyone is equal in the law. Law 

enforcement must still be applied 

regardless of one's background. Covid-

19 has brought disaster to mankind 

therefore it should not be used for crime 

and perpetrators should be given 

heavier sanctions to gain practical 

deterrent effect. 

 

In addition, the weighting of penalties for crimes 
with economic motives also applies to both minor 
and major crimes. A total of 14 respondents said 
that: 

 
It does not matter the amount of crime 

committed. Whether small or large, they 

(the perpetrators) are still defendants 

who must be held accountable for their 

actions. Especially in a condition where 

Covid-19 is rampant by taking 

advantage of the difficulties that other 

people are experiencing. 

 

These data show that the Covid-19 pandemic 
leads to the incrimination of criminals who take 
advantage of opportunities, such as stealing when 
everyone is at home or committing fraud when 
everyone is suffering from poor economic 
conditions. Moreover, if these crimes occur in large 
numbers and include organized criminals, such as 
those involved in corruption and narcotics, their 
actions will bring significant losses for many 
people. 

The judges may also consider that it is fair if 
the perpetrator is given a heavier sanction than 
usual. They see that the impact of the crime affects 
many people. Hence, releasing them from 
punishment would be a huge mistake. If such 
policy is applied, it might motivate other people to 
conduct similar actions that will disrupt the law 
enforcement. 

The deterrent effect of sanctions is a priority. 
Judges who hold this opinion believe that a 
deterrent effect can be obtained from imposing 
heavy punishment. Although it is difficult to 
measure the deterrent effect, judges who hold this 

opinion believe that slowly but surely, everyone 
will be afraid to commit a crime because they have 
seen the consequences.  

Severe punishment also emerges a deterrent 
effect for the perpetrators themselves. According to 
the theory of punishment which combines the 
theory of retaliation and purpose theory, 
punishment gets criminals aware of their crimes 
and behaves good after completing their sentences. 
This awareness creates the guilty feeling that they 
would not do the actions again. In addition, they 
would likely consider their family that they left 
behind when they are being punished. Hence, 
severe sanctions will create such deterrent effect 
for the perpetrator. Furthermore, with the 
correctional programs in prison, criminals are 
expected to become good people and be accepted 
into society again. 

 
3.1.2 Perpetrators are given Standard/ 

Ordinary Punishments 

Some judges believe that the punishment for 
perpetrators of crimes with economic motives 
should be made accordingly to the law that applies 
to other types of crimes. As many as 33% of 
respondents claim that there is no difference 
between before, now, and in the future in 
responding to criminals with economic motives. 
They understand that the pandemic has greatly 
impacted the community, where perpetrators often 
have to conduct crimes. However, this situation 
should not be used to make a different judgment. A 
judge who held this opinion stated that: 

 
The law must not be mixed up with 

other elements, for example, Covid-19 

pandemic. Good law enforcement is law 

enforcement under applicable 

regulations. Personal feelings should 

not interfere with the law. If that 

happens, then the law will be biased. 

 
This opinion sees law as an independent entity. 

This judge referred to Hans Kelsen's theory which 
claims the law cannot be mixed up with other 
considerations such as economics or politics, 
including Covid-19 pandemic [49]. This opinion 
was conveyed by the 12 judges with 6-10 years of 
work experience. 

Legal independence is the main premise for this 
opinion. According to the researcher, judges who 
hold this opinion have a high sense of justice but 
seem rigid because they only look straight ahead, 
while human life is a homo socius that always needs 
the help of others in life. The researcher also argues 
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that there is an influence from the number of years 
the judges have worked, who tend to think like a 
horse with blinders that sees straight ahead, while 
ignoring the left and right sides, such as other social 
aspects. 

The judges stated that there was no difference 
before and after Covid-19. 

 
If we are affected by Covid-19, judges 

will experience doubts. Meanwhile, a 

judge must be free from intervention 

and believe in his decision. Therefore, 

everything should refer to the rule as 

before Covid-19 hit. 

 
This statement clearly illustrates how judges 

maintain their beliefs by referring only to the 
regulations that existed before the coronavirus. They 
argue that going back to the beginning is a way out 
of the existing social interventions for all types of 
crime, including crimes with economic motives. The 
researcher sees these judges will ignore the social 
changes and only refer to written legal provisions. 
Such attitude will not give any benefit or cause 
losses to the perpetrators.  

The perpetrators of the crime will not weigh in 
the sanctions given. The perpetrator will only be 
deemed to have committed a crime referenced in the 
applicable law. If the law does not adjust to the 
current social conditions, there will be a legal lag 
that is disadvantageous to society while benefitting 
the perpetrators.  

The judge will see that the crime is a crime that 
does not adjust to the existing social changes. 
However, this tends to be detrimental to criminals 
with economic motives because the confession that 
their crimes were carried out to survive will be 
rejected as material for consideration by the judge. 

 
3.1.3 Perpetrators are given Lighter 

Punishments 

The third group of opinions is the judges who argue 
that perpetrators of crimes with economic motives 
should be given leniency. Those who answered this 
were judges with work experience of above five 
years (20%). They believe that difficult economic 
conditions during the pandemic that had them do the 
action should be considered.  

Difficult economic conditions are the first 
excuse since the pandemic indeed has created 
economic instability. Prices of essential goods have 
increased, incomes have decreased, unemployment 
rate increases, and many workers have been laid off. 
This makes it difficult for people to meet individual 
or family needs. Criminals confessed that they had 

to do the crime as the social restriction made them 
do the crime. Moreover, those who work at night are 
facing increasing difficulties because of the 
lockdown policy limiting public spaces' activities. 
The social restrictions apply to everyone, from the 
rich to the poor, especially those with a tough 
economy before Covid-19 hit.  

 
Economic difficulties in the Covid-19 

pandemic hit everyone. This is an 

indisputable fact. As judges, we must be 

observant to see the existing social 

changes in order to make effective 

decision-making. 

 
The judge who held this opinion also underlined 

that leniency in crimes with economic motives only 
applies to minor crimes of small value, such as theft 
on the street. Meanwhile, the judge cannot tolerate 
major crime. 

The second reason for this perspective is the 
element of compulsion. The judge believes that this 
means that the perpetrators conduct crime due to 
economic difficulties. For instance, a mother steals 
milk from a supermarket for the sake of her child's 
survival. This happened because neither the mother 
nor her husband had a straightforward income, [50]. 
Similar cases like it occur in Indonesia. However, a 
major crime such as corruption should be excluded. 
Only state officials can perform corruption For 
examine, the vaccine fund corruption case that 
occurred at the end of 2020, where the perpetrator 
was a government official who abused his authority 
for personal gain, [51]. 

The element of compulsion also applies when 
the perpetrator admits his actions. The perpetrator 
must also explain the chronology well and go with 
the facts. The judge saw that the perpetrator's 
confession was made in good faith to correct 
mistakes. Judges who hold this opinion encourage 
perpetrators and victims to take restorative justice 
efforts. 

 
3.2 The Contribution of Judges in Dealing 

with Crimes with Economic Motives 

During the Pandemic 
 

3.2.1 Active Role of Judges in Trial 

Based on the results of interviews, the researcher 
found that most judges (80%) thought that judges 
should be active in the trial. This also applies to 
crimes with economic motives, both minor and 
severe crimes. The judges thought that they should 
be active in the trial, actively exploring material 
truths and facts from all parties, such as legal 
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advisers, prosecutors, defendants, and victims might 
be helpful in their judgements. A cross-check of 
facts about the time and place of the incident should 
be conducted. After that, the testimony of the 
defendant should be compared to the ones of 
witnesses and expert witnesses. This process 
requires time and thoroughness on the part of the 
judge; therefore, the judge should be active in the 
trial. 

In addition, there is the element of compulsion. 
Compulsory here means that the perpetrators have 
no other choice but to commit the crimes to survive 
economic hardship. The judges believed that this 
could only be applied to minor crimes for people 
with economic limitations or people from lower 
social classes. The judges considered several aspects 
in deciding on crimes with economic motives as 
seen in Figure 2.  

 

 
Fig. 2: Judge's Opinion on Factors that make 
Readers to be economically Motivated  
Source: Telephone Interview by researchers 

 
Figure 2 shows that judges have several points 

of view regarding aspects that influence criminals 
with economic motives. The interview result 
showed some answers related to the greed and 
stressed mind related to the defendants' mental. In 
comparison, a lack of law awareness could be due to 
low education level. For these items, the researchers 
categorized them into internal indicators. On the 
other hand, the effect of a friend encouragement to 
commit the crime, the economic pressure of payroll 
deduction, and the increase in daily goods were the 
external factors that narrowed into two categories: 
total income and living environment.     

Judges could choose more than one aspect from 
the four indicators in figure 2. Most judges believe 
that income or economic conditions are the main 
motivators of this type of crime. It can be seen from 
the report from Statista, the pandemic is global 
phenomena where at most significant economies 
lost at least 2.9 percent of their Gross Domestic 
Product (GDP) over 2020, [52]. The world's 
economic conditions have declined by 3.4%  since 
the Covid-19 occurs, while the Indonesian economy 
is also full of dynamics based on the World Bank 
report as of December 2021, [53]. Consequently, 

unemployment rate rises. Therefore, most judges 
use the income uncertainty as to the main driving 
force for someone to commit a crime to fulfill daily 
necessities,  

The environment is taken into account by the 
judges. Harsh environment is a dominant source of 
crime. In the context of Indonesia, traditional 
markets, terminals, and densely populated housing 
usually contain thugs who act as rulers. They 
oppress and take advantage of others through 
violence. This is still happening in several places in 
Indonesia. Criminals with economic motives 
originating from this environment need to be given 
severe sanctions as an example to prove not to 
commit evil deeds. 

The environment around the house should be 
improved in order for criminal number to lower. 
The researchers believe that any violence that 
happened every day can make someone get affected 
to do the same thing.  

The next factor is perpetrators’ education 
background. Of the total respondents, 38% of the 
judges find education vital in assessing a crime. 
They argue that someone with a low level of 
education tends to ignore the existing legal rules 
because they do not know that the significance of 
the law. Almost all perpetrators of crimes with 
economic motives, including minor crimes, such as 
theft on the street, fraud, and violence have a low 
level of schooling or some of them dripped out of 
the hotel. The judges believed that the approach to 
this problem should concern the education, hence 
people will obey and understand the law. 

There were 8% of the judges had different 
opinions. They assumed that mental disorders are 
the cause of crime during a pandemic. One judge 
thought that most of the perpetrators he faced were 
new offenders who did not have a criminal record. 
The judge thought that a person who was good and 
obeyed the law but then committed crimes is an 
exciting thing to study. There have been many 
studies; for example, the research by Andrew T. 
Gloster et al. where social restrictions and 
restrictions on access to activities during a pandemic 
affect a person's mental condition; approximately 
10% of the population, including someone who 
never did crimes before, [54]. 

 

3.2.2 Obstacles in Handling Crime with 

Economic Motives 

Based on the interviews, researchers found that 
judges had at least two concerns when handling 
criminal cases with economic motives: exposure to 
Covid-19 and online trials. The first concern is 
exposure to the coronavirus, meaning that the 
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parties in the trial often test positive for Covid-19 
based on antigen and PCR examinations. This 
makes the judges more careful in leading the trial to 
avoid getting infected. On the other hand, 
sometimes, the defendant's health condition is 
unknown, primarily when the courts are located in 
remote areas, where the difficulty of obtaining 
antigen and PCR tests coupled with the public's fear 
of carrying out initial tests. 

The second concern is the online trial or e-
court. According to the judge, the online trial by 
teleconference presented often disturbed by 
technical difficulties, such as the poor internet 
network due to different quality of the internet 
network. In addition, online trials also take longer 
time due to lagging voice and slow responses which 
require the judge to repeat his words. 

 
 

4 Conclusions 
There has been a trend where a criminal uses 
economic-related excuses to avoid sentences. The 
judges have various perspectives to respond to this 
phenomenon. First, some judge believe that 
perpetrators should be given heavier sanctions as 
they take advantage of other people's difficulties 
during the pandemic. The second is the provision of 
ordinary sanctions under applicable legal rules. This 
is based on the idea of legal independence, where 
the pandemic is not a legitimate reason that should 
be allowed to interfere. Third, some judges prefer 
giving the perpetrators light sanctions. These judges 
argue that the social changes resulting from the 
pandemic created enormous economic uncertainty 
and deficits. This situation can compel a person to 
commit a crime. In addition, judges are required to 
take an active role in exploring material truth, 
especially crimes with economic motives, such as 
aspects of education level and mental health as 
internal factors, and the surrounding environment 
and income as the external factors. Furthermore, in 
the trial process, the judges often encounter some 
problems, such as a trial delay because some people 
who should be involved in the trials tested positive 
for Covid-19 and poor Internet network that 
disrupted the communication. 

Based on the results of this study, judges should 
be independence in making the sentences for the 
perpetrators. They should consider the economic 
motives or any motives since the law needs to adjust 
to the current social changes that occur in society as 
a living law. The assessment of the judges’ 
performance should also be improved.  
 

 

References: 

[1] A. K. M. Mohsin, L. Hongzhen, and S. F. A. 
Hossain, “Impact of COVID-19 Pandemic on 
Consumer Economy: Countermeasures 
Analysis,” SAGE Open, vol. 11, no. 2, p. 
21582440211008876, Apr. 2021, doi: 
10.1177/21582440211008875. 

[2] P.-C. Chung and T.-C. Chan, “Impact of 
physical distancing policy on reducing 
transmission of SARS-CoV-2 globally: 
Perspective from government’s response and 
residents’ compliance,” PLoS One, vol. 16, 
no. 8, p. e0255873, Aug. 2021. 

[3] J. Mustamu and A. D. Bakarbessy, 
“Optimizing Health Protocol Enforcement 
during the Covid-19 Pandemic,” Law Reform, 
vol. 16, no. 2, pp. 243–263, 2020. 

[4] D. Sundawa, D. S. Logayah, and R. A. 
Hardiyanti, “New Normal in the Era of 
Pandemic Covid-19 in Forming 
Responsibility Social Life and Culture of 
Indonesian Society,” IOP Conf. Ser. Earth 

Environ. Sci., vol. 747, no. 1, pp. 1–10, 2021, 
doi: 10.1088/1755-1315/747/1/012068. 

[5] A. Nande, B. Adlam, J. Sheen, M. Z. Levy, 
and A. L. Hill, “Dynamics of COVID-19 
under social distancing measures are driven 
by transmission network structure,” PLOS 

Comput. Biol., vol. 17, no. 2, p. e1008684, 
Feb. 2021. 

[6] L. Adal, “Pandemic and punishment,” Global 

Initiative, 2020. 
[7] S. D. Levitt, “The Economics of Crime,” J. 

Polit. Econ., vol. 125, no. 6, pp. 1920–1925, 
Dec. 2017, doi: 10.1086/694630. 

[8] M. F. Aebi and F. Miró-Llinares, “Crime, 
Criminal Justice, and the COVID-19 Crisis 
Lockdown: A Special Issue Introduction,” 
Journal of Contemporary Criminal Justice, 
vol. 37, no. 4. SAGE Publications Inc., pp. 
476–479, Nov. 01, 2021. 

[9] United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, 
“Research brief : Effect of the COVID-19 
pandemic and related restrictions on homicide 
and property crime,” 2020. 

[10] P. Chen, J. Kurland, A. R. Piquero, and H. 
Borrion, “Measuring the impact of the 
COVID-19 lockdown on crime in a medium-
sized city in China,” J. Exp. Criminol., 2021, 
doi: 10.1007/s11292-021-09486-7. 

[11] J. H. Boman  4th and O. Gallupe, “Has 
COVID-19 Changed Crime? Crime Rates in 
the United States during the Pandemic,” Am. 

J. Crim. Justice, vol. 45, no. 4, pp. 537–545, 
2020, doi: 10.1007/s12103-020-09551-3. 

WSEAS TRANSACTIONS on BUSINESS and ECONOMICS 
DOI: 10.37394/23207.2023.20.13

Muhammad Ikram Nur Fuady, 
Hamsir, Rahman Syamsuddin, Anshar, 

Basto Daeng Robo, Arisa Murni Rada, Hasdiwanti

E-ISSN: 2224-2899 1274 Volume 20, 2023



[12] A. A. Azlan, M. R. Hamzah, T. J. Sern, S. H. 
Ayub, and E. Mohamad, “Public knowledge, 
attitudes and practices towards COVID-19: A 
cross-sectional study in Malaysia,” PLoS One, 
vol. 15, no. 5, pp. 1–15, May 2020, doi: 
10.1371/journal.pone.0233668. 

[13] A. M. Fauzi, S. Harianto, and M. A. Affandi, 
“Policy Conflict Between Central 
Government and Regional Management of the 
Covid-19 Pandemic,” Atl. Press, vol. 473, no. 
Icss, pp. 265–269, 2020, doi: 
10.2991/assehr.k.201014.057. 

[14] H. Ghani, “Pilu Ayah di Garut Curi HP untuk 
Anak Belajar Online-Dibebaskan Jaksa 
(Saddened Father in Garut Steals Cellphones 
for Children Learning Online-Freed by 
Prosecutors),” news.detik.com, 2021. 

[15] S. Suratana et al., “Impacts of and survival 
adaptations to the COVID-19 pandemic 
among the hill tribe population of northern 
Thailand: A qualitative study,” PLoS One, 
vol. 16, no. 6, p. e0252326, Jun. 2021. 

[16] “The COVID-19 Pandemic: A Family Affair,” 
J. Fam. Nurs., vol. 26, no. 2, pp. 87–89, May 
2020, doi: 10.1177/1074840720920883. 

[17] T. R. Miller, M. A. Cohen, D. I. Swedler, B. 
Ali, and D. V Hendrie, “Incidence and Costs 
of Personal and Property Crimes in the USA, 
2017,” J. Benefit-Cost Anal., vol. 12, no. 1, 
pp. 24–54, 2021, doi: DOI: 
10.1017/bca.2020.36. 

[18] B. P. S. Indonesia, Statistik Kriminal 2021. 
Jakarta: Badan Pusat Statistik, 2021. 

[19] J. Lelliott, A. Schloenhardt, and R. Ioannou, 
“Pandemics, punishment, and public health: 
COVID-19 and criminal law in Australia,” 
Univ. N. S. W. Law J., vol. 44, no. 1, pp. 166–
195, 2021, doi: 10.53637/epgq3319. 

[20] R. Sarel, Crime and punishment in times of 

pandemics, no. November. Springer US, 
2021. doi: 10.1007/s10657-021-09720-7. 

[21] M. O. Frenkel et al., “The impact of the 
COVID-19 pandemic on European police 
officers: Stress, demands, and coping 
resources,” J. Crim. Justice, vol. 72, p. 
101756, 2021, doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2020.10175
6. 

[22] J. M. Miller and A. Blumstein, “Crime, 
Justice & the COVID-19 Pandemic: Toward a 
National Research Agenda,” Am. J. Crim. 

Justice, vol. 45, no. 4, pp. 515–524, 2020, doi: 
10.1007/s12103-020-09555-z. 

[23] Z. Priambudi, S. Pratama, R. P. Mulya 
Iskandar, N. H. Papuani, and N. Intania 

Sabila, “An Analysis of The Imposition of 
Criminal Sanction to COVID-19 Vaccination 
Objectors Through the Lens of Criminal Law 
and Qiyas Shafi’i Mazhab in Indonesia,” Pena 

Justisia Media Komun. dan Kaji. Huk., vol. 
20, no. 1, pp. 60–73, 2022, doi: 
10.31941/pj.v20i1.1718. 

[24] N. Khalimatus and U. Enggarsasi, “Social 
Structure as the Root of Improving 
Criminality in the Era of Pandemic Covid-
19,” Int. J. Criminol. Sociol., vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 
1202–1211, 2021, doi: 
https://doi.org/10.6000/1929-
4409.2021.10.140 ©. 

[25] S. M. Scott and L. J. Gross, “COVID-19 and 
crime: Analysis of crime dynamics amidst 
social distancing protocols,” PLoS One, vol. 
16, no. 4, p. e0249414, Apr. 2021. 

[26] D. Schunk and V. Wagner, “What determines 
the willingness to sanction violations of newly 
introduced social norms: Personality traits or 
economic preferences? evidence from the 
COVID-19 crisis,” J. Behav. Exp. Econ., vol. 
93, p. 101716, 2021, doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socec.2021.101716. 

[27] E. A. Paoline, W. Terrill, and L. J. Somers, 
“Police Officer Use of Force Mindset and 
Street-Level Behavior,” Police Q., vol. 24, no. 
4, pp. 547–577, Jun. 2021, doi: 
10.1177/10986111211025523. 

[28] J. M. Drew and S. Martin, “Policing during a 
global health pandemic: Exploring the stress 
and well-being of police and their families,” J. 

Community Saf. Well-Being, vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 
104–111, 2021, doi: 10.35502/jcswb.195. 

[29] J. Maskály, S. K. Ivković, and P. Neyroud, “A 
comparative study of police organizational 
changes during the COVID-19 pandemic: 
responding to public health crisis or 
something else?,” Polic. A J. Policy Pract., p. 
paab043, Aug. 2021, doi: 
10.1093/police/paab043. 

[30] M. Rossner and D. Tait, “Presence and 
participation in a virtual court,” Criminol. 

Crim. Justice, p. 17488958211017372, Jun. 
2021, doi: 10.1177/17488958211017372. 

[31] S. Handika, M. I. F. Rahim, and R. P. 
Sudirdja, “Virtual Court Policy For Criminal 
Justice on Corona Virus Disease Pandemic,” 
Subst. Justice Int. J. Law, vol. 3, no. 1, p. 74, 
2020, doi: 10.33096/sjijl.v3i1.67. 

[32] F. A. Rahim, I. Ismansyah, and A. Zurnetti, 
“Legal Certainty in Judge’s Decision Against 
Perpetubuhananak Criminal Actors Sentenced 
to Prison Under Special Minimum Limits 

WSEAS TRANSACTIONS on BUSINESS and ECONOMICS 
DOI: 10.37394/23207.2023.20.13

Muhammad Ikram Nur Fuady, 
Hamsir, Rahman Syamsuddin, Anshar, 

Basto Daeng Robo, Arisa Murni Rada, Hasdiwanti

E-ISSN: 2224-2899 1275 Volume 20, 2023



(Case Study Number 38 / Pid.Sus / 2019 / Pn 
Pdg),” Int. J. Multicult. Multireligious 

Underst., vol. 7, no. 7, p. 726, 2020, doi: 
10.18415/ijmmu.v7i7.1822. 

[33] M. Gaboardi, “How Judges Can Think: The 
Use of Expert’s Knowledge as Proof in Civil 
Proceedings,” Glob. Jurist, vol. 18, no. 1, 
2018, doi: doi:10.1515/gj-2017-0027. 

[34] L. Graham, “Values in the Supreme Court: 
Decisions, Division and Diversity by 
RachelCahill‐ O’Callaghan (Oxford: Hart 
Publishing, 2020, 232 pp., £54.00),” J. Law 

Soc., vol. 47, no. 3, pp. 526–531, 2020, doi: 
10.1111/jols.12240. 

[35] Z. Lassoued, M. Alhendawi, and R. 
Bashitialshaaer, “An Exploratory Study of the 
Obstacles for Achieving Quality in Distance 
Learning during the COVID-19 Pandemic,” 
Education Sciences , vol. 10, no. 9. 2020. doi: 
10.3390/educsci10090232. 

[36] L. Drabble, K. F. Trocki, B. Salcedo, P. C. 
Walker, and R. A. Korcha, “Conducting 
qualitative interviews by telephone: Lessons 
learned from a study of alcohol use among 
sexual minority and heterosexual women,” 
Qual. Soc. Work  QSW  Res. Pract., vol. 15, 
no. 1, pp. 118–133, Jan. 2016, doi: 
10.1177/1473325015585613. 

[37] A. Alase, “The Interpretative 
Phenomenological Analysis (IPA): A Guide 
to a Good Qualitative Research Approach,” 
Int. J. Educ. Lit. Stud., vol. 5, no. 2, p. 9, Apr. 
2017, doi: 10.7575/aiac.ijels.v.5n.2p.9. 

[38] J. A. Smith and M. Osborn, “Interpretative 
phenomenological analysis as a useful 
methodology for research on the lived 
experience of pain.,” Br. J. pain, vol. 9, no. 1, 
pp. 41–42, Feb. 2015, doi: 
10.1177/2049463714541642. 

[39] K. Siste et al., “The Impact of Physical 
Distancing and Associated Factors Towards 
Internet Addiction Among Adults in 
Indonesia During COVID-19 Pandemic: A 
Nationwide Web-Based Study,” Front. 

Psychiatry, vol. 11, no. September, pp. 1–11, 
2020, doi: 10.3389/fpsyt.2020.580977. 

[40] M. Saarijärvi and E.-L. Bratt, “When face-to-
face interviews are not possible: tips and 
tricks for video, telephone, online chat, and 
email interviews in qualitative research,” Eur. 

J. Cardiovasc. Nurs., vol. 20, no. 4, pp. 392–
396, May 2021, doi: 10.1093/eurjcn/zvab038. 

[41] U. S. Court, “Court Role and Structure,” 
United States Court, 2022. 

[42] M.-V. Ciocanel, C. M. Topaz, R. Santorella, 

S. Sen, C. M. Smith, and A. Hufstetler, 
“JUSTFAIR: Judicial System Transparency 
through Federal Archive Inferred Records,” 
PLoS One, vol. 15, no. 10, p. e0241381, Oct. 
2020. 

[43] L. A. Palinkas, S. M. Horwitz, C. A. Green, J. 
P. Wisdom, N. Duan, and K. Hoagwood, 
“Purposeful Sampling for Qualitative Data 
Collection and Analysis in Mixed Method 
Implementation Research,” Adm. Policy Ment. 

Heal. Ment. Heal. Serv. Res., vol. 42, no. 5, 
pp. 533–544, 2015, doi: 10.1007/s10488-013-
0528-y. 

[44] J. N. Lester, Y. Cho, and C. R. Lochmiller, 
“Learning to Do Qualitative Data Analysis: A 
Starting Point,” Hum. Resour. Dev. Rev., vol. 
19, no. 1, pp. 94–106, Feb. 2020, doi: 
10.1177/1534484320903890. 

[45] A. Verma, “Using audio-diaries for research 
and education: AMEE Guide No. 144,” Med. 

Teach., vol. 43, no. 12, pp. 1346–1352, Dec. 
2021, doi: 10.1080/0142159X.2021.1972954. 

[46] R. Rutakumwa et al., “Conducting in-depth 
interviews with and without voice recorders: a 
comparative analysis,” Qual. Res., vol. 20, no. 
5, pp. 565–581, Nov. 2019, doi: 
10.1177/1468794119884806. 

[47] S. Campbell et al., “Purposive sampling: 
complex or simple? Research case examples,” 
J. Res. Nurs., vol. 25, no. 8, pp. 652–661, Jun. 
2020, doi: 10.1177/1744987120927206. 

[48] H. Ames, C. Glenton, and S. Lewin, 
“Purposive sampling in a qualitative evidence 
synthesis: a worked example from a synthesis 
on parental perceptions of vaccination 
communication,” BMC Med. Res. Methodol., 
vol. 19, no. 1, p. 26, 2019, doi: 
10.1186/s12874-019-0665-4. 

[49] M. Harun, “Philosophical Study of Hans 
Kelsen’s Thoughts on Law and Satjipto 
Rahardjo’s Ideas on Progressive Law,” 
Walisongo Law Rev., vol. 1, no. 2, p. 199, 
2019, doi: 10.21580/walrev.2019.2.2.4815. 

[50] Indozone.id, “Memilukan, Curi Susu Bayi 
Demi Anak, 2 Orang Ibu Terancam Dipenjara 
7 Tahun (Heartbreaking, Stealing Baby’s Milk 
for the sake of Children, 2 Mothers 
Threatened to 7 Years in Prison),” 
Sumut.indozone.id, 2021. 

[51] N. Sinaga, “Korupsi Vaksin Covid-19 di 
Sumut, Para Terdakwa Kumpulkan Rp 313,4 
Juta (Covid-19 Vaccine Corruption in North 
Sumatra, the Defendants Collect IDR 313.4 
Million),” Kompas.id, 2021. 

[52] M. Szmigiera, “Impact of the coronavirus 

WSEAS TRANSACTIONS on BUSINESS and ECONOMICS 
DOI: 10.37394/23207.2023.20.13

Muhammad Ikram Nur Fuady, 
Hamsir, Rahman Syamsuddin, Anshar, 

Basto Daeng Robo, Arisa Murni Rada, Hasdiwanti

E-ISSN: 2224-2899 1276 Volume 20, 2023



pandemic on the global economy - Statistics 
& Facts,” Statista.com, 2022. 

[53] W. Bank, “Indonesia Economic Prospects 
(IEP), December 2021: A Green Horizon, 
Toward a High Growth and Low Carbon 
Economy,” 2021. 

[54]  A. T. Gloster et al., “Impact of COVID-19 
pandemic on mental health: An international 
study,” PLoS One, vol. 15, no. 12, p. 
e0244809, Dec. 2021. 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Contribution of Individual Authors to the 

Creation of a Scientific Article (Ghostwriting 

Policy) 

-Muhammad Ikram Nur Fuady was responsible for 
maintaining the major part of research, making the 
statistics and languanges 
-Rahman Syamsuddin and Hamsir were carried out 
the analysis of the data from interviews 
-Anshar, Basto Daeng Robo, and Arisa Murni Rada 
were implemented the interviews 
-Hasdiwanti was responsible for compiling the 
manuscript 
 
Sources of Funding for Research Presented in a 

Scientific Article or Scientific Article Itself 

No funding was received for conducting this study. 
 

Conflict of Interest 

The authors have no conflict of interest to declare.  
 

Creative Commons Attribution License 4.0 

(Attribution 4.0 International, CC BY 4.0) 

This article is published under the terms of the 
Creative Commons Attribution License 4.0 
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.en
_US 
 

 

WSEAS TRANSACTIONS on BUSINESS and ECONOMICS 
DOI: 10.37394/23207.2023.20.13

Muhammad Ikram Nur Fuady, 
Hamsir, Rahman Syamsuddin, Anshar, 

Basto Daeng Robo, Arisa Murni Rada, Hasdiwanti

E-ISSN: 2224-2899 1277 Volume 20, 2023

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.en_US
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.en_US



