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Abstract

Regarding protecting children’'s and women's human rights, the right to abortion remains
controversial. In this regard, two ideologies promote children's rights: pro-life (which asserts
that all individuals have the right to live) and pro-choice (which claims that women have the
right to make their own reproductive decisions). Thus, nations have diverse perspectives
regarding abortion laws. Few developing countries, like Indonesia, include religious and
traditional beliefs in abortion legislation. In contrast, liberal nations, such as the United States,
support the constitutional right to abortion. Consequently, a comparative analysis of the right
to abortion in the setting of the legal systems of Indonesia and the United States was conducted
for this study. According to the findings of this study, Indonesia’s Criminal law prohibits
abortion, and varying criminal penalties are enforced based on people's involvement in the
abortion procedure. In the United States, abortion has been legal since the 1973 Roe v. Wade
decision. This contributed to promoting associated ideas, such as same-sex marriage and
intimacy. As revealed in "Dobbs vs. Jackson Women's Health Organization,” the constitutional
right to abortion was no longer supported in 2022, and varied criminal penalties were applied
forunlawful abortions in different US states. In Texas, for example, illegal abortion is punishable
by life imprisonment. In the context of the right to abortion, it is recommended that effective
and transparent policies be implemented to protect women's human rights.

Keywords: Right to abortion, women's rights, human rights, Indonesia, USA, pro-
choice, pro-life

Introduction

Millions of individuals are daily denied the right to choose whether and when to
have children. The freedom from discrimination and violence (Kaczor, 2014). A
person's entitlement to necessary medical care. 93 nations allow females to legally
marry as children (Andaya & Mishtal, 2017). One in four people lives in a country that
outlaws abortions, even when necessary to save a woman's life (Berer, 2020). Since
the 1973 legalization of abortion in the United States, the largest societal and legal
barriers to women obtaining an abortion have existed (Finer & Zolna, 2016). In
Indonesia, abortion has become a significant issue. Many factors surround the
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abortion policy, but there are two opposing positions: pro-choice and pro-life.
Millions of Indonesian women become pregnant inadvertently each year for various
reasons (Erdman & Cook, 2020). Several women choose to terminate their
pregnancies even though abortions are frequently prohibited by Indonesian
legislation and the nation's social structure (Landiyanto, 2010). Those who support
abortion often emphasize the rights of the woman seeking an abortion (Friberg-
Fernros, 2018). Many pro-life advocates, on the other hand, highlight the rights of the
fetus. The two opposing sides frequently employ broad stereotypes to describe each
other, with pro-lifers calling pro-choice supporters "pro-abortion" and pro-choice
supporters "pro-life." According to Smith and Son (Smith & Son, 2013), just around
8% of Americans are deemed to be adamantly pro-life, whereas 31% are adamantly
pro-choice. The remaining majority was evenly divided about their support for legal
abortion. In recent decades, abortion rates in the United States have decreased
substantially (Francome, 2017). Since 1981, when abortion rates peaked, there has
been a significant reduction in both incidence and rate. Since the early 1990s, there
has been a progressive decline in the number of abortions in the United States; in
2011, there were 16.9 abortions per 1,000 women aged 15 to 44, the lowest rate since
the procedure was legalized in 1973. (Biggs etal., 2015). In recent years, all racial and
ethnic groups have suffered severe losses in most geographic areas (Beckman, 2018).

More than six reasons 6
Any needs 6

Economic circumstances 20 |

Morality 20 |

Birth control 21

Pro-choice vs. Pro-life 32

Physical health circumstances 33

Sex partner circumstances 35

Legality of abortion 54

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%
Figure 1: Different Dimensions of Public Opinion about Abortion During
15-year Period

Despite declining abortion rates, the public's opinions on whether abortion should
be authorized in certain circumstances have remained relatively stable (Sutton &
Borland, 2019). The majority continues to agree that abortion should be legal but that
it should be subject to specific restrictions. Concurrently, pregnancy and birth rates
have declined alongside abortion rates, particularly among adolescents. In 2013, the
birth rate reached a record low (Beckman, 2017). On June 24, 2022, the United State
Supreme Courtreversed the Roe v. Wade judgment, securing a legal right to an abortion
before fetal viability (Gostin & Reingold, 2022; Reingold & Gostin, 2022). The
Indonesian legal system provides equal weight to women's reproductive rights and
unborn children's right to life. A woman can choose her gestational age and even reject
an unplanned pregnancy (Ariyad & Masyhar, 2020). Legal abortion is a component of
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women's reproductive rights on one side. Conversely, the law protects the unborn
child's life in the womb (Gerdts & Hudaya, 2016). Any attempt to purposefully threaten
the fetus' life or harm its wellness is banned. Indonesians generally oppose abortion
(Sampebulu, 2019). In other situations, such as when the mother's life is in jeopardy
due to a dangerous pregnancy, abortion is legal. In certain labor scenarios, the doctor
must conduct an abortion to save the mother's life. Abortion was permitted only in
cases of emergency or rape victimization (Wiryani, Andang, & Nasser, 2020). This study
tries to determine abortion rights in Indonesia and the United States by analyzing pro-
life and pro-choice perspectives (Derrida, 2016).

Method

Choosing an efficient approach is essential for achieving the stated purpose of the
study. Hence, the study examines abortion rights in Indonesia and the United States.
To achieve this objective, a comparative analysis of the legal systems of Indonesia and
the United States, with a focus on the right to abortion, was conducted. This explains
the exploratory nature of this study and highlights the incorporation of a qualitative
methodology in the present investigation. Thus, this study was inductive. Texts or
phrases were used to obtain qualitative data for this investigation.

Thus, the primary sources for collecting the necessary data include various laws,
statutes, and legal documents pertaining to abortion rights in the United States and
Indonesia context. In addition to Hein Online, LexisNexis, JSTOR, Springer, MPDI, and
other publications and articles, Hein Online, LexisNexis, JSTOR, Springer, and others
were considered for collecting the necessary data for the present study, which focuses
on pro-choice and pro-life ideas.

Literature Review
Rights to Abortion

Even though abortion has been legal in the United States for the past four decades,
attitudes on whether or not women should be able to have them and the
circumstances and stages of their pregnancies remain highly contentious (Bird,
Begun, & McKay, 2018). According to a previous public opinion study in 1976, 54%
of Americans believed that abortion should only be permitted under limited
circumstances. Since then, support has scarcely increased; generally, popular opinion
influences legislation and policies only in part (Adamczyk, Kim, & Dillon, 2020). In
1973, when abortion became legal nationwide, barely fifty percent of Americans
supported it; hence, legal challenges arose almost immediately (Adamczyk, 2017).
Even though abortion has been legal in the United States for over four decades,
attitudes remain fiercely split. According to Adamczyk and Valdimarsdéttir (2018),
personal religious beliefs and actions are among the most influential determinants of
rejection. Currently, more than half of all US states have passed legislation that does
one or more of the following: (1) limit access to abortion services through TRAP laws
(Reingold & Gostin, 2022); (2) mandate waiting periods, ultrasound viewings, and the
reading of scripts about developing fetus authored by legislators before obtaining an
abortion; (3) reduce the legal gestational age for abortion; and (4) reduce the number
of abortion providers (Andaya & Mishtal, 2017). Their equivalents face similar
challenges in other underdeveloped nations where abortion is stigmatized and
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strictly prohibited. At the federal and state levels, legislation restricting access to
abortion services and rights has been approved with unusual rapidity (Guttmacher
Institute, 2016). Abortion-related fatalities occur at an alarming rate. According to
data from the World Health Organization (WHO) (Reagan, 2022), between 15 and 50
percent of maternal deaths were unsafe abortions. Abortion activities may be
permissible under panel law (hukum positif), particularly in Indonesia (Aeniwati &
Kusriyah, 2021), if they are performed primarily to address a medical condition called
abortus provocateurs (Saragi, 2021). The government has also passed regulations
restricting abortion, including Health Law No. 36 of 2009 and Reproductive Health
Regulation No. 61 of 2014. The rules concerning the abortion of female rape victims
are inconsistent. The KUHP and RKUHP in Indonesia condemn abortion categorically
and do not legalize it either. This consists of abortions carried out by rape victims
(Ariyad & Masyhar, 2020). After the verdict, twenty-one states have completely or
nearly completely banned abortion, with some allowing no exceptions for rape,
incest, or nonfatal health concerns (McCann et al., 2022). Previous studies have
utilized the notions of women's rights to procedural fairness, equality, and health and
the contemporary jurisprudence developed by United Nations treaty-monitoring
institutions and the European Court of Human Rights to formulate its corrective legal
solutions (Ngwena, 2016). In a few decades, raising embryos in artificial wombs may
be possible. The term " Ectogestation" raises major moral and legal difficulties,
specifically with abortion rights (Bearak, Burke, & Jones, 2017). In nations that
authorize abortion, regulations usually revolve around the viability threshold or the
stage of embryonic development at which the fetus may survive outside the womb.
From pro-life and pro-choice perspectives, the liberal and conservative principles can
be combined to form a legally and morally valid foundation for post-ectogestational
abortion regulations (Ngwena, 2016).

Pro-Life and Pro-Choice Concept

Allen and Griffin (Rye & Underhill, 2020) proposed in 1993 that pro-life and pro-
choice individuals may also have situationist abortion stances: difficulties and
regulation. People who oppose abortion yet support the option face a conundrum
(Berer, 2017). Some regulated individuals support abortion restrictions but do not
necessarily see the procedure negatively. Notwithstanding advancements for women
in the public sphere, some nations are becoming more conservative in their attitudes
toward legislation regarding reproductive rights (Brysk & Yang, 2023). It was
predicted that individuals who supported absolutist attitudes would differ from those
in these situationist positioning groups concerning their views on abortion and
defining traits (Rye & Underhill, 2020). In the United States, abortion identity labels
are utilized regularly. Often, "pro-choice" refers to varying degrees of support for the
right to have an abortion (Jelinska & Yanow, 2018).

In contrast, "pro-life” often refers to opposing abortion to varied degrees (Valdez
etal, 2022). In the United States, pro-choice advocates argue that pro-lifers no longer
care about the health and well-being of infants and young children after delivery, as
their desire to defend the fetus's life has gone. In states with the harshest anti-
abortion legislation, baby and child well-being indicators are much lower, according
to empirical data (Medoff, 2016). In the United States, TRAP laws provide the greatest
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barrier to access and availability of abortion care since they usually combine
numerous regulations covering these concerns into a single statute (Guttmacher
Institute, 2011). As of January 2016, 28 states had implemented TRAP legislation,
making abortion more closely regulated than many surgical procedures, even those
induced by pharmaceuticals such as Mifepristone and Misoprostol (Andaya & Mishtal,
2017). In May 2018, the Irish Constitution overturned one of the world's harshest
limits on abortion (De Londras, 2020). After 35 years of legal cases, human rights
activism, feminism, and legislative and political procedures, this referendum was held
(Reagan, 2022). According to the law, abortion is now widely accessible in Ireland,
but continued advocacy is necessary to ensure that the country complies with
international human rights standards and that legislative protections for access to
abortion treatment and rights are comprehensive (Taylor, Spillane, & Arulkumaran,
2020).

Results and Discussion
Rights to Abortion in Indonesia

Indonesia is an Islamic nation. Hence it prioritizes the application of Islamic law in
every circumstance. Similarly, in the case of abortion, different ideas have been
offered by religious leaders in Indonesia. In addition, the "Council of Indonesian
Ulama or Majlis Ulama Indonesia" (MUI) plays a crucial role in modifying abortion
law. In this sense, the medical and social components are receiving increased focus
(Sampebuluy, 2019). Yet, the council declaration of MUI at the National Congress of
Ulama followed Muhammdiyah's belief (stating that abortion is forbidden as it
destroys life value). Also, it accommodates NU's perceptions. MUI believes Islam
prohibits all stages and kinds of abortion, including menstrual management. In other
words, such methods are deemed “haram” unless the mother's life is in jeopardy due
to various health issues (Ariyad & Masyhar, 2020). Hence, in Indonesia, the concept
of pro-life is promoted in the context of abortion rather than pro-choice due to
numerous religious restrictions.

The Fatwa MUI No. 4/2005 was utilized to reformulate Islamic law surrounding
abortion. According to this doctrine, abortions performed voluntarily are prohibited
(Wiryani et al., 2020). In the event of a health-related emergency, rape, or genetic
defects, however, abortion is permissible. This fatwa is not legally binding in
Indonesia, but it impacts the religious and social affairs of the affiliated Muslim
community in Indonesia (Saragi, 2021).

Abortion in the Legal System of Indonesia

The "Indonesian legislation" has provisions for abortion and related matters. In the
context of health, "Law No. 36/2009" and the "Indonesian penal code" (KUHP) are the
two laws primarily responsible for the regulation of abortion. The "Indonesian Medical
Doctor Code of Conduct" (IMDCC), therefore, also supports the application of these
regulations (Tongat & Anggraeny, 2020). According to the KUHP, abortion is a criminal
conduct for which various penalties have been established by law. Hence, the
consequences vary based on the individual who decided to have an abortion and the
impact that decision had on the mother. Generally, the individual participating in the
abortion process is punished by the law. In addition, according to the Republic of
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Indonesia and KUHP, pharmacists, physicians, and midwives who participate in the
abortion process face professional sanctions (Aeniwati & Kusriyah, 2021). This law also
stipulated that women who undergo an illegal abortion would face four years in prison.

In "Law No. 36/2009 on Health," regarding abortion stipulated at article 76-78.
However, abortion is stated to be banned unless in particular circumstances. If the life of
the mother or fetus is in jeopardy, Section 2 of this law permits the performance of
certain medical treatments that may result in abortion (Fithri & Lubis, 2022). In contrast,
medical techniques to terminate a fetus are prohibited because they violate ethical,
social, and legal standards. Section 7b of the IMDCC also prohibits doctors from
performing an abortion if it is the only way to preserve the mother's life. In addition to
averting such life-threatening diseases for the mother and fetus, medical advancements
have proven successful (Simangunsong, 2017).

In addition, hypertension or tuberculosis cannot be deemed an indication to
perform an abortion. Before performing an abortion, the written approval of at least
two doctors, the pregnant lady, and her husband is required. This regulation further
specifies that abortions must be performed in a hospital setting. Hence, there are
inconsistencies between Law No. 36/ 2009 and KUHP. KUHP argued that abortion is
prohibited, although Law No. 36/2009 permitted abortion in specific circumstances.
No suitable recommendations are offered in Law No. 23/2009 for identifying the
permissible conditions for abortion (Elvandari, 2020).

Decision of Abortion

Life in Indonesia is complex and multifaceted. Several formal and traditional legal
systems influence it. In Indonesia, the decision to have an abortion is heavily
influenced by the legal system, the desire for privacy, societal restraints, and the
refusal to seek legal and medical assistance (Marlina, Handoko, & Rahmad, 2022).
According to WHO, however, the decision-making process surrounding an
unintended pregnancy in the context of a single woman includes her interaction
with a psychologist. It also entails supporting services and social pressure
providers' willingness (Menchik & Trost, 2018). In contrast, unmarried women
dealing with unwanted pregnancies in Indonesia confront significant challenges
such as lack of family support, illegal abortion, societal stigmatization, infections,
and bleeding to death. Hence, there are extremely few services in Indonesia that can
legally perform abortions. Based on Law 36/2009, as in the Criminal Code (KUHP),
it stipulates that abortion is prohibited. However, there are exceptions in certain
cases, such as pregnancy due to rape. Therefore, the recent "Sexual Violence
Elimination Law" in Indonesia has made it more difficult for sexually attacked
women to obtain an abortion during an unwanted pregnancy (Tongat & Anggraeny,
2020).

Rights to Abortion in the USA

In 2022, the Supreme Court repealed the constitutional right to abortion, reversing
a 50-year-old precedent. That was a turning point in the fight for women's rights. The
1973 "Roe vs. Wade" judgment expanded women's access to abortion. It was
determined that Roe (the petitioner) had valid reasons to obtain an abortion in Texas
(Beckman, 2017; Reagan, 2022). This contributed to developing criteria for "legal
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abortion" in the United States. Yet, this precedent was repeatedly contested.

In addition, the Supreme Court ruled in Dobbs v. Jackson Women's Health Organization
that there is a "constitutional right to abortion." Future verdicts may threaten the
constitutional rights to same-sex marriage, same-sex intimacy, and contraception based on
identical reasoning. It was the first time since 1789 that the court revoked a fundamental
human right. This has affected the public's faith in the legal system. Consequently, abortion
is restricted in over half of US states (Gostin & Reingold, 2022; Reingold & Gostin, 2022).

Abortion in the Legal System of the USA

The common law recognizes abortion as legal. The United States has long
supported human rights and taken significant steps to defend the rights of minorities
and other needy individuals. "Roe vs. Wade" ruled in 1973 that abortion was legal in
the United States. Regarding the importance of the mother's health, it remained
uncertain in this case that the state government would not discourage late-term
abortions when "necessary to preserve the life or health of the mother, even if it
would result in the death of a viable fetus" (Vilda et al.,, 2021). The Doe v. Bolton
decision clarified this rule.

This made abortion permissible if a fetus was diagnosed with a disability or a
mother was diagnosed with a health condition. Subsequently, in the 1992 case
Planned Parenthood v. Casey, the Roe case's trimester restriction was lifted, and
women were permitted to abort before viability. Thus, Congress passed the
Born-Alive Infants Protection Act (BAIPA) in 2002. (Cohen & Joffe, 2020). It
asserts the infants' human rights following an unsuccessful abortion attempt.
The "Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act" (PBABA) was passed in 2003. This law
assisted in the prohibition of intact extraction and dilatation. The 2004 "Unborn
Victims of Violence Act" charged the person who killed a pregnant woman,
excluding the doctor or the pregnant lady during abortion procedures (Woodruff
et al, 2018).

The 2016 judgment in Whole Woman's Health v. Hellerstedt prevented the
imposition of restrictions on the operation of abortion clinics. Furthermore, in 2021,
the "Women's Health Protection Act" formalized abortion rights into federal law
(Addante et al., 2021). The "US House of Representatives passed the bill," however,
the "US Senate rejected it." This indicates that the concept of pro-choice was adopted
in the context of the right to abortion in the United States. However, this scenario
changed radically in 2022 when the right to abortion was removed from the United
States Constitution (Compton & Greer, 2022). Hence, different states in the United
States have enacted varied penalties for unlawful abortions. In Texas, the maximum
sentence for an illegal abortion was life in prison. In contrast, 10 to 15 years of jail
was indicated in other US states (Macklin, 2022).

Conclusion

In several ways, international human rights (HR) law supports women's abortion
rights. The right to health also incorporates reproductive and sexual rights. Abortion
restrictions can affect girls and women's physical and mental health (Johnson,
Lavelanet, & Schlitt, 2018). Delays in obtaining a safe abortion may result in gender-
based violence and prejudice. In this perspective, pregnancy continuation is also
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considered unhealthy. Hence, pro-life and pro-choice are widely respected notions
regarding the right to abortion. The primary purpose of abortion regulations is to
safeguard the human rights of the mother (pro-choice) and unborn (pro-life) (pro-
life). Countries employ various abortion laws depending on religious and cultural
norms (Erdman & Cook, 2020). This study examined the right to abortion in the
context of the Indonesian and American legal systems. It has been observed that being
an Islamic nation, Indonesia incorporates religious considerations into its abortion
legislation.

Consequently, according to the KUHP, abortion is banned in Indonesia, although
Law No. 23 outlines specific circumstances under which abortion is permissible, such
as health-related difficulties and other specified events. In contrast, abortion became
legal in the United States with Roe v. Wade in 1973. Women in the United States were
granted the right to obtain an abortion without government or third-party approval.
Also questioned by many legal professionals is this concept. Due to the "Dobbs vs.
Jackson Women's Health Organization" judgment in 2022, abortion no longer
remained constitutional in the United States.

Recommendations
Consider the following advice to prevent any infringement of the HR of pregnant
women:

» Policies describing the permissible circumstances for abortion must be formulated
transparently and severely. This will aid the constitution and legal system in
comprehensively understanding the problem.

e Awareness campaigns should increase pregnant women's understanding of
potential abortion-related problems. This will aid in the reduction of abortion-
related mortality rates.

e In poorer nations, women should have equal rights to choose their abortion method.
Counseling pregnant mothers with psychologists and healthcare professionals must
be supported for this goal.

Implications of the Study

This research has been useful in determining the status of abortion rights in
Indonesia and the United States. It has helped define the distinctions between
abortion-related laws and legislation in the two countries. Almost little previous
research has compared the abortion laws and regulations of Indonesia and the United
States. This research has assisted in closing this gap. In addition, the present work
will successfully stimulate future academics to perform additional analysis on the
area under investigation.

This study will also effectively persuade governments to adopt actions to promote
clear and transparent abortion laws and regulations. It will also enable the human
rights of pregnant women by persuading different legislative authorities to grant
women the necessary ability to make their own body-related decisions. This will
successfully produce a variety of recommendations and regulations that can be
adopted in Indonesian Law No. 23 to present clear instances in which abortion is lawful.

Research Limitations and Future Research
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This research contains certain limitations that can be mentioned in future
research. Due to data availability, the present study focused primarily on the
right to abortion in the legal systems of Indonesia and the United States;
women's human rights were not emphasized in this context. Due to limited
literature analysis, the present study also hampered an effective comprehension
of the need for the constitutional right to abortion. This was because of the
limited timeframe.

Hence, future research can concentrate on women's attitudes regarding the right
to abortion. Also, they might examine the significance of abortion legislation in other
nations to understand the situation better. The significance of the constitutional right
to abortion in the context of women's human rights can likewise be the subject of
future research.

References

Adamczyk, A. (2017). Cross-national public opinion about homosexuality:
Examining attitudes across the globe. Univ of California Press.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/10.1525/j.ctt1jd947w

Adamczyk, A., Kim, C., & Dillon, L. (2020). Examining public opinion about abortion: a
mixed-methods systematic review of research over the last 15 years. Sociological
Inquiry, 90(4), 920-954. https://doi.org/10.1111/s0in.12351

Adamczyk, A., & Valdimarsdéttir, M. (2018). Understanding Americans' abortion
attitudes: The role of the local religious context. Social Science Research, 71, 129-
144. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2017.12.005

Addante, A. N., Eisenberg, D. L., Valentine, M. C, Leonard, J.,, Maddox, K. E. ], &
Hoofnagle, M. H. (2021). The association between state-level abortion restrictions
and maternal mortality in the United States, 1995-2017. Contraception, 104(5),
496-501. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.contraception.2021.03.018

Aeniwati, Z., & Kusriyah, S. (2021). Criminal Responsibility towards Criminals of Abortion in
Indonesia. Law Development Journal, 3(1), 9-18. http://dx.doi.org/10.30659/1dj.3.1.9-18

Andaya, E., & Mishtal, ]. (2017). The erosion of rights to abortion care in the United States:
A call for a renewed anthropological engagement with the politics of abortion. Medical
Anthropology Quarterly, 31(1), 40-59. https://doi.org/10.1111/maq.12298

Ariyad, F., & Masyhar, A. (2020). Abortion by Rape Victim: A Dilemma in the Drat of
Penal Code and Indonesian Health Law. Journal of Law and Legal Reform, 1(4), 631-
640. https://doi.org/10.15294/jllr.v1i4.39659

Bearak, |]. M, Burke, K. L, & Jones, R. K. (2017). Disparities and change over time in distance
women would need to travel to have an abortion in the USA: a spatial analysis. The Lancet
Public Health, 2(11), e493-e500. https://doi.org/10.1016/S2468-2667(17)30158-5

Beckman, L.]. (2017). Abortion in the United States: The continuing controversy. Feminism
& Psychology, 27(1), 101-113. https://doi.org/10.1177/0959353516685345

Beckman, L. ]. (2018). Gender equity, power, and reproductive justice: Elusive goals
for women. In APA handbook of the psychology of women: Perspectives on women's
private and public lives (pp. 273-290). American Psychological Association.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0000060-015

Berer, M. (2017). Abortion law and policy around the world: in search of
decriminalization. Health & Human Rights: An International Journal, 19(1), 13-27.

136

© 2022 International Journal of Criminal Justice Sciences. Under a Creative Ci Attribution-NonC ial-ShareAlike 4.0 Internati (CC BY-NC-SA 4.0)




Armiwnlan - Rights to Abortion, Pro-Choice vs. Pro-Life: Case of Indonesia and the USA

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28630538

Berer, M. (2020). Reconceptualizing safe abortion and abortion services in the age of
abortion pills: A discussion paper. Best Practice & Research Clinical Obstetrics &
Gynaecology, 63, 45-55. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpobgyn.2019.07.012

Biggs, M. A, Rocca, C. H,, Brindis, C. D., Hirsch, H., & Grossman, D. (2015). Did increasing use
of highly effective contraception contribute to declining abortions in Iowa?
Contraception, 91(2), 167-173. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.contraception.2014.10.009

Bird, M,, Begun, S., & McKay, K. (2018). Religiosity and personal beliefs regarding abortion:
Results from a survey of social work students in the United States. Women's Reproductive
Health, 5(2),117-131. https://doi.org/10.1080/23293691.2018.1463742

Brysk, A, & Yang, R. (2023). Abortion Rights Attitudes in Europe: Pro-Choice, Pro-
Life, or Pro-Nation? Social Politics: International Studies in Gender, State & Society,
jxac047. https://doi.org/10.1093 /sp/jxac047

Cohen, D. S, & Joffe, C. (2020). Obstacle Course: The Everyday Struggle to Get an Abortion
in America (Introduction). California Press. https://ssrn.com/abstract=3507699

Compton, S., & Greer, S. L. (2022). What overturning Roe v. Wade means for the United
States. BMJ, 377,01255. https://doi.org/10.1136 /bmj.01255

De Londras, F. (2020). ‘A hope raised and then defeated? The continuing harms of Irish abortion
law. Feminist Review, 124(1), 33-50. https://doi.org/10.1177/0141778919897582

Derrida, J. (2016). Force of law: The “mystical foundation of authority”. In
Deconstruction and the Possibility of Justice (pp. 3-67). Routledge.
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/9781315539744-2

Elvandari, S. (2020). Legalization of Abortion Against Victims of Rape Crimes Viewed
From Victimology Perspective. Jurnal Hukum & Pembangunan, 50(1), 1-19.
http://doi.org/10.21143/jhp.vol50.n01.2501

Erdman, J. N,, & Cook, R. J. (2020). Decriminalization of abortion-A human rights
imperative. Best Practice & Research Clinical Obstetrics & Gynaecology, 62, 11-24.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpobgyn.2019.05.004

Finer, L. B,, & Zolna, M. R. (2016). Declines in unintended pregnancy in the United
States, 2008-2011. New England journal of medicine, 374(9), 843-852.
https://doi.org/10.1056 /NE]JMsa1506575

Fithri, B. S., & Lubis, A. A. (2022). Application of the Lex Specialis Derogat Lex
Generalis Principle in Abortion Law in Indonesia. International Journal of
Business, Economics and Law, 27(1), 44-48. https://www.ijbel.com/wp-
content/uploads/2022/09/1]BEL27.1SU1 208.pdf

Francome, C. (2017). Abortion in the USA and the UK. Routledge.
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315263489

Friberg-Fernros, H. (2018). Within the limits of the defensible: a response to Simkulet’s
argument against the pro-life view on the basis of spontaneous abortion. Journal of
medical ethics, 44(11), 743-745. http://doi.org/10.1136 /medethics-2017-104688

Gerdts, C., & Hudaya, I. (2016). Quality of care in a safe-abortion hotline in Indonesia:
beyond harm reduction. American journal of public health, 106(11), 2071-2075.
https://doi.org/10.2105/A]PH.2016.303446

Gostin, L. 0., & Reingold, R. B. (2022). Ending the constitutional right to abortion in
the United States. BMJ, 378, 01897. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.01897

Guttmacher Institute. (2011). State policies in brief. Guttmacher Institute New York, New.

137

© 2022 International Journal of Criminal Justice Sciences. Under a Creative Ci Attribution-NonC ial-ShareAlike 4.0 Internati (CC BY-NC-SA 4.0)



International Journal of Criminal Justice Science
Vol 17 Issue 2 July — December 2022 ldgds

Guttmacher Institute. (2016). Last Five Years Account for More Than One-quarter of All
Abortion Restrictions Enacted Since Roe. Guttmacher Institute New York, NY, USA.
https://www.guttmacher.org/article/2016 /01 /last-five-years-account-more-one-
quarter-all-abortion-restrictions-enacted-roe

Jelinska, K., & Yanow, S. (2018). Putting abortion pills into women's hands:
realizing the full potential of medical abortion. Contraception, 97(2), 86-89.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.contraception.2017.05.019

Johnson, B. R,, Lavelanet, A. F., & Schlitt, S. (2018). Global abortion policies database:
a new approach to strengthening knowledge on laws, policies, and human rights
standards. BMC international health and human rights, 18(1), 1-5.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12914-018-0174-2

Kaczor, C. (2014). The ethics of abortion: Women'’s rights, human life, and the question
of justice. Routledge. https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315848792

Landiyanto, E. A. (2010). Abortion policy in Indonesia: Rights, law and religious perspectives.
Law and Religious Perspectives (April 2, 2010). https://doi.org/10.2139 /ssrn.1583403

Macklin, R. (2022). Abortion laws in the United States: Turning the calendar back 50 years?
Indian Journal of Medical Ethics, 7(3), 1-4. https://doi.org/10.20529 /ijme.2022.038

Marlina, T., Handoko, D., & Rahmad, R. A. (2022). Problems of Fulfillment of the Right to
Expect Opinions and Violations of the Right to Health in Indonesia. PENA LAW:
International Journal of Law, 1(1), 43-54. https://doi.org/10.56107 /penalaw.v1i1.10

McCann, A, Walker, A. S, Sasani, A, Johnston, T., Buchanan, L., & Huang, ]. (2022). Tracking
the states where abortion is now banned. New York Times. Updated September.
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2022 /us/abortion-laws-roe-v-wade.html

Medoff, M. (2016). Pro-choice versus pro-life: The relationship between state
abortion policy and child well-being in the United States. Health care for women
international, 37(2), 158-169. https://doi.org/10.1080/07399332.2013.841699

Menchik, J., & Trost, K. (2018). A” tolerant “Indonesia? Indonesian Muslims in
comparative perspective. In Routledge handbook of contemporary Indonesia (pp.
390-405). Routledge. https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315628837-32

Ngwena, C. G. (2016). Taking women's rights seriously: using human rights to
require state implementation of domestic abortion laws in African countries
with reference to Uganda. Journal of African Law, 60(1), 110-140.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S002185531500025X

Reagan, L. ]. (2022). When Abortion Was a Crime: Women, Medicine, and Law in the
United States, 1867-1973, with a New Preface. Univ of California Press.
https://www.ucpress.edu/book/9780520387416/when-abortion-was-a-crime

Reingold, R. B,, & Gostin, L. 0. (2022). The leaked Supreme Court ruling opinion: implications
for abortion access. JAMA, 328(1), 13-14. https://doi.org/:10.1001 /jama.2022.10204

Rye, B. ], & Underhill, A. (2020). Pro-choice and pro-life are not enough: an
investigation of abortion attitudes as a function of abortion prototypes. Sexuality &
Culture, 24(6), 1829-1851. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12119-020-09723-7

Sampebulu, H. P. (2019). Abortion: A Review on Indonesia Regulations. Rechtsidee,
6(1). https://doi.org/10.21070/jihr.2019.6.73

Saragi, P. (2021). An Analysis of Legal Concepts Concerning Abortion Case According to
Criminal Code and Law No. 36 of 2009 Concerning Health. Journal of Contemporary Issues
in Business and Government, 27(3), 1-4. http://repository.uki.ac.id /id /eprint/6766

138

© 2022 International Journal of Criminal Justice Sciences. Under a Creative Ci Attribution-NonC ial-ShareAlike 4.0 Internati (CC BY-NC-SA 4.0)



Armiwnlan - Rights to Abortion, Pro-Choice vs. Pro-Life: Case of Indonesia and the USA

Simangunsong, F. (2017). Crime of Abortion Study in Indonesia. UNTAG Law Review,
1(2), 10-18. http://doi.org/10.56444 /ulrev.v1i2.592

Smith, T. W, & Son, ]. (2013). Trends in public attitudes towards abortion. General Social Survey 2012 Final Report.
https:/ /wwwmnorcorg/PDFs/GSS%20Reports/Trends%20in%20Attitudes%20About%20Abortion Final

Sutton, B, & Borland, E. (2019). Abortion and Human Rights for Women in Argentina.
Frontiers: A Journal of Women Studies, 40(2), 27-61. https: //muse.jhu.edu/article /730152

Taylor, M., Spillane, A., & Arulkumaran, S. (2020). The Irish Journey: Removing the shackles
of abortion restrictions in Ireland. Best Practice & Research Clinical Obstetrics &
Gynaecology, 62, 36-48. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpobgyn.2019.05.011

Tongat, T., & Anggraeny, 1. (2020). Abortion Due to Rape in The Perspective of
Criminal Law and Health Law in Indonesia. Journal of Law, Policy and Globalization,
103. https://www.iiste.org/Journals/index.php /JLPG/article/view/54837

Valdez, D., Jozkowski, K. N., Montenegro, M. S., Crawford, B. L., & Jackson, F. (2022).
Identifying accurate pro-choice and pro-life identity labels in Spanish: Social media
insights and implications for comparative survey research. Perspectives on Sexual
and Reproductive Health, 54(4), 166-176. https://doi.org/10.1363 /psrh.12208

Vilda, D., Wallace, M. E., Daniel, C., Evans, M. G., Stoecker, C.,, & Theall, K. P.
(2021). State abortion policies and maternal death in the United States,
2015-2018. American Journal of Public Health, 111(9), 1696-1704.
https://doi.org/10.2105/A]PH.2021.306396

Wiryani, F., Andang, W., & Nasser, M. (2020). Abortion Legalization and Child in The
Womb Right to Life: A Study from Indonesia. Intemationa] Journal of Criminology
and Sociology, (9). http://eprints.umm.ac.id/id/eprint/80372

Woodruff, K., Biggs, M. A,, Gould, H., & Foster, D. G. (2018). Attitudes toward abortion
after receiving vs. being denied an abortion in the USA. Sexuality Research and
Social Policy, 15, 452-463. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13178-018-0325-1

Laws and Regulations

Indonesian Criminal Code (KUHP)
https://humanrightspapua.org/resources/nlaw/indonesian-penal-code-kuhp/
Law no. 23/ 1992

http://www.flevin.com/id /lgso/translations /JICA%20Mirror/english/6.23.1992.en
g.qc.html

Panel Code of Indonesia

https://www.ilo.org/dyn /natlex/natlex4.detail?p lang=&p isn=73932

Targeted Regulation of Abortion Providers (TRAP) Laws
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive /2022 /us/abortion-laws-roe-v-wade.html
Unborn Victims of Violence Act

https://www.wcpinst.org/source /unborn-victims-of-violence-act-heads-to-white-

house/

139

© 2022 International Journal of Criminal Justice Sciences. Under a Creative Ci Attribution-NonC ial-ShareAlike 4.0 Internati (CC BY-NC-SA 4.0)



—

cam INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL
W OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SCIENCES




ISSN:0973-5089 | B4 editor@ijcjs.com

N~
" INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL Submissi
w OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SCIENCES ubmission

CU1oridl podidu

Home / Editorial Board

Professional Associations

Associate Editors

Mahfuzul I. Khondaker
Megha Desai Asher

View More

Editorial Assistants

Mili M. Krishnan
T. Lakshmi Narayana

View More

International Editorial Advisory Board

= A. Sudhakara Reddy (India)
= Ali Wardak (UK/Afghanistan)
= Arvind Verma (USA)



ISSN:0973-5089 | B4 editor@ijcjs.com

N~
INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL
w OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SCIENCES

Fasihuddin (Pakistan)

G.S. Bajpai (India)

George E. Higgins (USA)
Gilbert Geis (USA)

Glenn Davis (Australia)
Gloria Laycock (UK)
Gorazd Mesko (Slovenia)
Graeme Newman (USA)
Ibrahim Huzam (Maldives)

Ihekwoaba D. Onwudiwe (USA)

= Joanna Shapland (UK)

= Jody Miller (USA)

= Julian Bondy (Australia)

K. S. Hamid (Malaysia)

Kam C Wong (USA/China)

Keith D. Harries (USA)

Khushal Vibhute (Ethiopia/India)
M. C. Yubaraj Sangroula (Nepal)
Mangai Natarajan (USA)

Marc Groenhuijsen (The Netherlands)

Mark David Chong (Australia)
Michael Pittaro (USA)
Muzammil Querishi (UK)
Natti Ronel (Israel)

Nick Tilley (UK)

Nimrod Kozlovski (Israel)

li. Madhava Soma Sundaram (India)

Submission



ISSN:0973-5089 | editor@ijcjs.com

¥ |
" INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL Submisi _
w OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SCIENCES ubmission —

= Stephen Z Levine (Israel)

Sudipto Roy (USA/India)

M.C. Swarnalatha Perera (Srilanka)

Thomas Gilly (France)

Tina Patel (UK)

Uri Yanay (Israel)

Vesna Nikolic-Ristanovic (Serbia)

0 3 2019
. CiteScore
27th percentile

Powered by Scopus

Imterrmaticomal Jowrreal ofF
Crirmmimal Justice Scieaemnces

L &= s
st quartils

SR 2021 i
O -

[ e LNNCE= 0 = e B e S el e TP e e [ sy Y o |




— ey

" INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL Submisi
w OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SCIENCES ubmission

Article

Home / Article

IJCJS VOLUME: 17

ISSUE 2 ISSUE 2 JULY - DECEMBER 2022

Articles

Self-Compassion As A Potential Mediator Of Shame
and Aggression in Youth Offenders

Sara A. Hofmann, Zoe ). Jeffries

Download PDF

Do employment and Business laws integrate?
Identification of implications for organizational
performance in Indonesia

M. Afif Hasbullah

Download PDF

Estimating the Psychological Impact of Mass
Shooting and Terrorist Attacks on Remote
Populations

Joseph Dule, PhD

Download PDF



¥ |
" INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL Submisi
w OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SCIENCES ubmission

Universities: A Comparati_ve Study between Egyptian
and Saudi Laws

Shady Mohamed Arafa Hegazy

Download PDF

Remote Litigation in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia
Majed N. Al-Shaibani

Download PDF

Policy and Project in Reducing Unrest Situation in The
Southern Border Provinces of Thailand

Neerofar Warakulsalam , Srisombat Chokprajakchat

Download PDF

How Corruptor Should Be Punished? A Comparative
Study Between Criminal Law, Islamic Law, and
Customary Law

Sidik Sunaryo , Sholahuddin Al-Fatih

Download PDF

The Limitation of Freedom of Expression by State as a
Crime during Pandemic Covid-19 in Indonesia

Hesti Armiwulan

Download PDF



N~
Sum_ INTERNATIONALJOURNAL Submissi
w OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SCIENCES ubmission

Maswandi, Jamillah , Rizkan Zulyadi, Arie Kartika, Fitri Yanni
Dewi Siregar

Download PDF

Rights to Abortion, Pro-Choice vs. Pro-Life: Case of
Indonesia and the USA

Hesti Armiwulan

Download PDF

Block Chain Application on Property Law: Meeting
Legal Certainty for Creditors in Bankruptcy Cases

Gunardi Lie, Lewiandy

Download PDF

Protection of Halal Product Guarantee for Muslim
Consumers in Facing The ASEAN Economic
Community (AEC)

Sulaksono, Siti Nur Azizah

Download PDF

The Food IS the Crime: A Focus on Food as “Food
Crime”

Matthew Robinson, PhD

Download PDF



N~
" INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL Submissi
w OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SCIENCES ubmission

0 3 2019
. CiteScore
27th percentile

Powered by Scopus

Imterrmaticomal Jowrreal ofF
Crirmmimal Justice Scieaemnces

L &= s

s queartils
L

SR O
O .18 //

[ome Lo RN B = B e TN S ol e = - L-me gl sl -1 o |

Socio-Physics: Applying the Natural Sciences to Criminal
Justice and Penology (2017, Revised Edition)

Authors:
Curtis and Michelle Blakely
Publisher: Academia Press, LLC.



_
SmE_ INTERNATIONALJOURNAL Submissi
w OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SCIENCES ubmission

Interpersonal
Criminology

Revisiting Interpersonal Crimes and Victimization

Interpersonal Criminology: Revisiting Interpersonal Crimes and
Victimization (2016)

Editor:
K. Jaishankar
Publisher: CRC Press, Taylor and Francis Group.

(o i/

 CYBER CRIMES
AGAINST (WOMEN IN INDIA

Cyber Crimes Against Women in India (2017)

Authors:
Debarati Halder and K. Jaishankar
Publisher: SAGE.




INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL
OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SCIENCES

Submission

€l

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL
OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SCIENCES

€l

The official journal of the South Asian Society of Criminology and Victimology
(SASCV). The Journal has an international focus and it does not restrict itself to

any region.

Email: editor@ijcjs.com

Useful Links

> Home

> Editorial Board
> Previous

> Submission

> Indexing

> Contact
El SCopus O AuthorScarch  Sourees (D MR
Sou rce detalls Feedback »  Comgare sources 3
International Journal of Criminal Justice Sciences 6‘";“" i
Seopus coverage years: from 2017 to 2021 :
Publisher: South Asian Society of Criminology and Victimology (SASCV)
iR 2021

ISSN: 0973-5080
Subject area: (Sl Seiences: Lrw | 0.176

Source type: |ournal
SHIP 2071

T L 0.251

© 2020 International Journal of Criminal Justice Sciences.. All Rights
Reserved



also developed by scimago: ESCIMAGO INSTITUTIONS RANKINGS

Scimago Journal & Country Rank Enter Journal Title, ISSN or Publisher Name

Home Journal Rankings Country Rankings Viz Tools Help About Us

International Journal of Criminal Justice Sciences &

COUNTRY SUBJECT AREA AND CATEGORY PUBLISHER H-INDEX
India Social Sciences South Asian Society of Criminology and
Law Victimology (SASCV)

Universities and research
institutions in India

Media Ranking in India

PUBLICATION TYPE ISSN COVERAGE INFORMATION

Journals 09735089 2017-2021 Homepage
How to publish in this journal

profjai@rsu.ac.in

SCOPE

The International Journal of Criminal Justice Sciences (IJCJS) is a peer-reviewed open access journal focusing on the contemporary issues in Criminology, Criminal Justice, and Victimology, is
the official journal of the South Asian Society of Criminology and Victimology (SASCV). IJCJS is an unique Diamond open access, open access international journal, where the author(s) /
readers need not pay/subscribe and it is totally free. The Journal has an international focus and it does not restrict itself to any region. It tries to give a new impetus to the field of criminology
by the way of high quality articles and book reviews. This journal would provide a forum for Internationally established academics and young researchers who would put forth their
perspectives on criminology, criminal justice and Victimology. We would hope to see an increased interest in the Criminal Justice field through the publication of this journal.

Q Join the conversation about this journal



% Quaries

FIND SIMILAR JOURNALS @

1 2 3
American Journal of Criminal Deviant Behavior International Journal of
Justice Offender Therapy and
usa GBR usa
0, 0,
95% 54% 93%
similarty similarity similarity
SIR L] Total Documents Mo
0z 40
016
012 24
0.08 16
2018 2019 2020 2021 2017 2018 2019 2020 021
Total Cites  Self-Cites M Extemnal Cites per Doc Cites per Doc M OE
40
0.5
20 025
e L — 0
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
% Intemational Collaboration » Citable documents  Non-citable documents R [T
100
18
12
50
&
0
0
2017 2018 2019, 2020 2021 20017 2018 2019 2020 2021
International journal o+ Show this widget in G sCimago Graphica
Criminal Justice Sclences your own website

e Explore, visually
Q3 Just copy the code bel i and make
R ::::mﬂdlhh your html sense of data with our

0%l

povwerod Dy SCIMIGON COM

<@ href="https:f/www.scm.

new data visualization
tool,

Cited documents

4
Criminal Justice and
Behavior

92%

similarity

Uncited documents

options }

5
Criminal Justice Studies

GBR ¥

92%

similarity

Citations per document

05
04
03
02

01

am7 2018 2019 2020 20
Ches / Doc. {4 years)

@ Cites / Doc. (3 years)
@ Cites / Doc. {2 years)

M

2017 s 2m9

Metrics based on Scopus® data as of April 2022

M Monirul Islam 3 years ago

2020 202



Source details

International Journal of Criminal Justice Sciences
Scopus coverage years: from 2017 to 2022

Publisher: South Asian Society of Criminology and Victimology (SASCV)
ISSN: 0973-5089

Su bject area: Social Sciences: Law

Source type: Journal

View all documents > Set document alert |5 Save to source list Source Homepage

CiteScore  CiteScore rank & trend ~ Scopus content coverage

CiteScore 5471 v CiteScoreTracker 2022 ®

O 5 52 Citations 2018 - 2021 1 1 103 Citations to date
*< " 98 Documents 2018 - 2021 *~ 95 Documents to date

Calculated on 05 May, 2022 Last updated on 05 February, 2023 « Updated monthly

CiteScore rank 2021 ®

Category Rank Percentile

Social Sciences

L #485/801 39th

Law

View CiteScore methodology >  CiteScore FAQ > Add CiteScore to your site ¢

CiteScore 2021

0.5

SJR 2021

0.176

SNIP 2021

0.251



About Scopus

What is Scopus
Content coverage
Scopus blog
Scopus API

Privacy matters
Language

BAZERERTTS
E& RE PR RA
ERHEBPIURA

[MpocMoTp BEpcUn Ha PyCCKOM si3blke

Customer Service

Help
Tutorials

Contact us

ELSEVIER

Terms and conditions Privacy policy

Copyright © Elsevier B.V 1. All rights reserved. Scopus® is a registered trademark of Elsevier B.V.
We use cookies to help provide and enhance our service and tailor content. By continuing, you agree to the use of cookies

& RELX



