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ABSTRACT:
Background: Street children’s protection is often discussed as if good regulations are enough, yet
legal certainty rarely follows from text alone. In Indonesia, local governments are expected to
convert child protection mandates into routine safeguards while facing capacity constraints,
coordination frictions, and entrenched social vulnerability.

Aims: This study explores how legal certainty is formed in everyday governance practices related
to the protection of street children in Indonesia. It considers whether legal certainty functions as
a dependable guarantee of rights or remains contingent on institutional choices and
implementation patterns.

Methods: A socio-legal approach was adopted by linking normative analysis of statutes, local
regulations, and policy documents with empirical inquiry. The empirical component was
developed through qualitative interviews and observation involving local government personnel
engaged in child protection services and other relevant stakeholders, allowing the study to read
legal promises alongside administrative practice.

Result: The findings indicate that predictability in protection is shaped more by procedural
consistency, coordination, and follow-through than by the wording of norms. Local frameworks
commonly require mechanisms such as structured case recording, round-the-clock complaint
channels, temporary shelters, and rehabilitation or care facilities, yet these measures are applied
unevenly across cases. Variation in coordination and shifting priorities weakens the practical
certainty that street children can expect when seeking protection and services.

Conclusion: Legal certainty in this field should be understood as a governance outcome produced
through institutional action, not merely as an attribute of written law. Strengthening it calls for
tighter institutional alignment, clearer implementation pathways, and accountable mechanisms
that are responsive to social vulnerability.

Keywoard: child protection regulation; legal certainty; local governance; socio-legal study; street
children protection;

INTRODUCTION

Much of the existing scholarship on child protection and legal certainty approaches law
primarily as a normative system (Ebsen et al., 2023). Studies within this tradition often assess legal
certainty through regulatory completeness, policy coherence, or formal institutional arrangements.
Protection is evaluated by examining whether relevant rules exist, whether programs are

222
DOI: https//10.64780 /rolsj.v1i4.169.


mailto:10.64780/rolsj.v1i4.169.
mailto:aliffiakursiya@gmail.com

open
access

Rule of Law Studies Journal

established, and whether administrative structures comply with statutory mandates. While such
analyses are important for understanding formal legal design, they tend to leave unanswered a more
practical question: whether legal protection is experienced as predictable and reliable by those it is
intended to protect (Sorensen et al., 2021). For street children, uncertainty in protection is not
merely procedural but may determine whether access to services is delayed, denied, or discontinued.
This suggests that legal certainty cannot be adequately captured through formal indicators alone.

In response to these limitations, recent socio-legal and governance-oriented studies have
shifted attention toward institutional practice and discretion. (Crawford, 2024; Halliday, 2021)
highlights how legal certainty for vulnerable groups is shaped by everyday administrative judgment
rather than by abstract legal rules. Similarly, (Halliday, 2021) emphasize the role of institutional
coordination and interpretive practices in determining whether legal guarantees translate into
meaningful protection. In the context of decentralized governance, (Ward et al., 2025) demonstrate
that uniform legal frameworks can produce divergent outcomes across regions due to variations in
local capacity and prioritization. (Cocq et al., 2024) further argue that legal certainty should be
understood as something continuously negotiated within bureaucratic routines. Despite these
insights, empirical studies rarely apply this perspective specifically to the protection of street
children within local governance systems (Chimdessa, 2022; Ongowo, 2022).

The absence of such research is consequential. For street children, inconsistent protection does
not simply reflect administrative variation but directly affects the realization of their legal rights
(Aytac, 2021). Although local regulations and institutional mandates for child protection are formally
in place, there is limited empirical evidence explaining how legal certainty is actually produced,
weakened, or disrupted through local governance practices. In particular, the interaction between
regulatory frameworks, inter-agency coordination, and the predictability of protection experienced
by street children has not been examined in an integrated manner (Kira, 2025; Sacher, 2022).
Without this perspective, legal protection may appear robust at the normative level while remaining
fragile in everyday practice. This gap indicates the need for research that treats legal certainty not as
an assumed outcome of regulation, but as a governance process with tangible implications for
vulnerable populations.

Against this backdrop, the present study approaches legal certainty as a socio-legal
phenomenon that emerges through practice (Vetters et al., 2024). Street children provide a critical
lens for this analysis because their vulnerability makes both the presence and absence of legal
certainty highly visible. Local governance is selected as the primary locus of inquiry, as it is at this
level that legal norms encounter administrative discretion, resource constraints, and social
complexity. By examining how protection is organized, coordinated, and implemented in everyday
institutional settings, the study seeks to clarify why legal guarantees may function unevenly despite
formal regulatory commitments (Prentice, 2021; Rahayu et al.,, 2025).

This study aims to examine how legal certainty is constructed and enacted in the protection of
street children through local governance in Indonesia. It seeks to understand whether legal certainty
operates as a stable and predictable safeguard or whether it remains contingent upon institutional
coordination and implementation practices (Cafaggi & lamiceli, 2021; Kang, 2023). Rather than
advancing causal hypotheses, the study adopts an interpretive socio-legal approach to explore how
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legal certainty arises from the interaction between legal norms, institutional behavior, and social
conditions. In doing so, the study contributes to broader discussions on legal certainty, governance,
and the protection of vulnerable groups.

METHOD
Research Design
This research is grounded in a qualitative socio-legal design aimed at understanding how legal

certainty is realized in the protection of street children through local governance practices in
Indonesia. Rather than approaching law as a self-contained normative system, the study situates legal
certainty within the routines, interpretations, and discretionary decisions of local institutions. This
design enables an examination of how legal norms are translated into protective actions in everyday
governance settings. The research process unfolds in a sequential manner, beginning with the
identification of the governance problem and progressing toward an interpretive analysis of legal
certainty as a practical outcome, as outlined in the methodological flow presented in Figure 1.

Participant
Participants were selected purposively based on their involvement in the implementation and

coordination of child protection policies at the local level. The study engaged officials from local
government bodies responsible for social welfare and child protection, as well as practitioners who
work directly with street children in operational contexts. These actors were included because they
occupy strategic positions where legal obligations intersect with administrative judgment and
service delivery. Involving participants from different institutional roles allowed the study to capture
varied perspectives on how legal certainty is understood, prioritized, and enacted within local
governance arrangements.

Instrument
The primary method of data collection was semi-structured interviewing, complemented by

the examination of relevant documents. Interview questions were designed to prompt reflection on
procedural routines, coordination among agencies, and challenges encountered in fulfilling legal
responsibilities toward street children. The semi-structured format provided sufficient flexibility for
participants to articulate their experiences while keeping the discussion aligned with the research
focus. Documentary materials, including local regulations, policy guidelines, and administrative
records, were analyzed to situate interview data within the formal legal framework and to identify
gaps between written norms and institutional practice. Observational notes were maintained to
capture contextual aspects of governance that emerged during the research process.

Data Analysis
Data analysis was conducted using an interpretive thematic approach. Interview transcripts

and documentary sources were reviewed repeatedly to identify patterns related to the production of
legal certainty, such as consistency in procedures, the use of administrative discretion, and the
quality of inter-institutional coordination. Coding was carried out inductively, allowing analytical
themes to emerge from the data while remaining informed by socio-legal concepts discussed in the
literature. To strengthen the trustworthiness of the findings, insights from interviews were cross-
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checked against documentary evidence and contextual observations. The analysis ultimately focused
on explaining how legal certainty is sustained or undermined through everyday governance
practices, rather than assessing formal compliance with legal rules.

Identification of Research Problem

Conceptual Framing
(Legal Certainty as a Socio-Legal Phenomenoon)

Research Design Selection
(Qualitative Socio-Legal Approach)
d

of Research Particip
(Purposive Sampling of Local Governance Actors)

-
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Interpretation of Findings

(Legal Certainty as Governance Practice)

Drawing Conclusions
(Implications for Local Child Protection Governance)

Figure 1. Analytical Flow of the Socio-Legal Research on Legal Certainty in Local Child
Protection Governance

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Result
The analysis of local regulatory documents shows that the protection of street children is

articulated through a set of clearly specified institutional obligations, with the Social Affairs Office
designated as the central coordinating authority. From a formal standpoint, this arrangement
suggests the presence of legal certainty, as both responsibility and service components are explicitly
defined. Protection is not framed merely as a general policy goal, but as a collection of concrete
measures that, in principle, should enable consistent responses to street children’s needs.

To clarify the normative scope of these obligations, Table 1 summarizes the special protection
components mandated under the local regulatory framework examined in this study. The table
consolidates the key forms of protection stipulated in the documents, ranging from preventive
measures to institutional care. By presenting these components side by side, the table provides a
baseline against which legal certainty can be assessed, particularly in terms of whether protection is
designed to be comprehensive and predictable across cases.
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Table 1. Mandated special protection components for street children under local regulation

Domain of special protection
mandated in the regulation

Required forms of action or
services

Implications for legal certainty
in practice

Prevention of primary risks
affecting street children

Programs aimed at preventing
economic and sexual exploitation,
violence in family, school, and
community settings, involvement
with narcotics, psychotropic
substances, HIV and AIDS, and
risks of abduction

Defines the substantive scope of
protection that should be applied
consistently across cases;
inconsistency in implementation
weakens legal certainty

Access to public services and
social protection

Provision of access to public
services and social security
schemes, including for children
with disabilities

Indicates that protection extends
beyond emergency response;
legal certainty is tested through
accessibility and continuity of
services

Core protection service facilities
for street children

24-hour complaint service,
temporary shelter, rehabilitation
center, and institutional care
through orphanages

Represents the most tangible
dimension of legal certainty, as it
determines entry points,
immediate response, recovery
processes, and long-term care

arrangements

While the table outlines the content of protection in regulatory terms, it does not on its own
convey how these components are expected to function as a system. To address this, Figure 1
visualizes the configuration of mandated protection services by positioning the Social Affairs Office
at the center of the protection framework and linking it to the required facilities, including the 24-
hour complaint service, temporary shelter, rehabilitation center, and institutional care. The figure
translates the regulatory provisions into an institutional architecture, making visible the assumption
that protection should move beyond isolated interventions toward an interconnected service

structure.
e, T

Temporary Shelter
(Rumah Singgah)

24-Hour Complaint Service

Facility to provide immediate

care and basic needs for

zet children

Social Affairs Office
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Figure 1. Mandated Special Protection Services for Street Children under Local Governance
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When the mandated structure shown in Table 1 and Figure 1 is considered alongside
governance conditions described in the study context, important tensions emerge. Although the
regulatory framework presents a coherent protection architecture, the operation of its components
is shaped by practical constraints such as institutional capacity and coordination. The existence of a
complaint mechanism does not necessarily ensure continuity of protection, and transitions between
shelter, rehabilitation, and longer-term care are not always seamless. Consequently, children in
similar situations may experience different forms and durations of protection.

These findings indicate that legal certainty in the protection of street children cannot be
inferred solely from the presence of clearly defined services. Instead, certainty is contingent upon
how consistently the mandated components are connected and sustained in practice. The regulatory
framework provides the structural foundation for protection, but the predictability implied by that
structure remains vulnerable to fragmentation at the implementation level. In this sense, legal
certainty emerges as an outcome of governance practice rather than as an automatic effect of
regulatory design.

Discussion
The findings of this study invite a reconsideration of how legal certainty is commonly

understood in the context of child protection (Ebsen et al., 2023; Murphy, 2021). While legal
discourse often treats certainty as an attribute of well-drafted rules, this study suggests that certainty
cannot be assumed merely from the presence of regulation. Instead, it is shaped through the way
norms are interpreted, translated, and enacted within governance structures. In the context of street
children, whose lives are marked by instability, the limits of text-based legal certainty become
especially visible. Legal certainty therefore emerges not as a fixed legal condition but as an outcome
of institutional practice Aksom (2022).

The protection framework examined in this study reflects a normative ambition to provide
structured and comprehensive safeguards for street children. Local regulations articulate specific
obligations and identify responsible institutions, creating the appearance of a coherent legal design.
Such arrangements are often taken as indicators of legal certainty in doctrinal analyses. However, the
findings suggest that this formal coherence does not automatically translate into predictable
protection. The gap between regulatory design and lived experience underscores the need to
distinguish between legal certainty as a formal principle and legal certainty as a practical condition
Ait Aoudia (2024).

The protection structure visualized in Figure 1 illustrates a regulatory expectation that
protection services will function as an integrated system Ghadi et al. (2024). Complaint mechanisms
are designed to initiate state response, shelters to provide immediate safety, rehabilitation facilities
to address longer-term needs, and institutional care to ensure continuity. In theory, this sequence
offers a pathway through which legal protection can be reliably accessed. In practice, however, the
study’s results indicate that these components do not always operate as interconnected stages. When
protection unfolds in fragmented ways, legal certainty weakens, even though individual
interventions may still occur Mancano (2021).

Fragmentation within the protection system has significant implications for how street
children experience the law. When services function as isolated units rather than as a coordinated
process, protection becomes episodic and difficult to anticipate. Street children may encounter
assistance at one point but face uncertainty at the next stage of care. This condition undermines the
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very predictability that legal certainty is meant to provide. As a result, legal certainty is experienced
unevenly, not because the law authorizes unequal treatment, but because governance practices fail
to sustain continuity Howse & Langille (2023).

The central role of the Social Affairs Office highlights the dual character of institutional
centralization in local governance Bolgherini & Lippi (2022). Concentrating responsibility within a
single agency clarifies accountability and avoids ambiguity about institutional mandate. At the same
time, it renders the protection system highly dependent on the capacity, coordination skills, and
internal procedures of that agency. Where coordination relies on informal networks or ad hoc
arrangements, protection becomes vulnerable to disruption. In such settings, legal certainty is less a
function of legal mandate than of organizational resilience and administrative culture Buchen (2024).

Administrative discretion further shapes how legal certainty is produced in everyday practice.
Discretion enables officials to respond flexibly to complex social realities, an essential feature in
addressing the diverse situations faced by street children. Yet discretion also introduces variability
when it is not anchored by clear procedural guidance. Similar cases may lead to different protective
outcomes, not because the law demands variation, but because implementation depends on
situational judgment. This tension reveals discretion as both a necessary tool and a potential source
of legal uncertainty Esthappan (2024).

These dynamics are intensified within Indonesia’s decentralized governance framework
Yuwono et al. (2025). Decentralization grants local governments authority to tailor protection
measures to local conditions, which can enhance responsiveness. However, it also amplifies
disparities in institutional capacity and coordination across jurisdictions. As a result, legal certainty
may vary not only across cases but across localities operating under the same national legal
framework. Without mechanisms to ensure minimum standards of continuity, decentralization risks
transforming legal certainty into a geographically uneven experience Fischer (2021).

Overall, the discussion underscores that strengthening legal certainty in the protection of
street children requires more than regulatory refinement. Legal certainty depends on how
institutions coordinate action, manage discretion, and sustain protection beyond initial intervention.
By framing legal certainty as a socio-legal phenomenon embedded in governance practice, this study
shifts attention away from law as text toward law as lived institutional reality. In doing so, it
contributes to a more grounded understanding of how legal protection can become reliable for
vulnerable populations Mertens (2021).

Implications

The implications of this study extend beyond the immediate context of street children’s
protection and speak to broader debates on legal certainty within socio-legal scholarship. The
findings suggest that legal certainty should be approached as a governance achievement rather than
as a static legal condition embedded in statutory texts. This perspective invites a rethinking of how
legal effectiveness is assessed, shifting attention from regulatory presence to institutional
performance and continuity. In practical terms, the study highlights the risk of treating child
protection obligations as fulfilled once procedural requirements are met. For local governments, the
implication is that legal certainty depends on the durability of coordination among protection
services and the ability of institutions to sustain intervention over time. Where protection operates
as a sequence of disconnected responses, the law may appear formally sound while remaining
substantively unreliable for those it seeks to protect.
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Limitations

Several limitations frame the interpretation of this study’s findings. The analysis concentrates
on local governance as the primary site where legal certainty is produced, without extending the
inquiry to cross-regional comparison. As a result, the study does not capture the full range of
variation that may exist across different local contexts. In addition, the research emphasizes
institutional practices and regulatory interpretation rather than direct engagement with the lived
experiences of street children. While this focus is consistent with the study’s socio-legal orientation,
it necessarily limits insight into how legal certainty is perceived from the perspective of rights
holders themselves. Finally, the qualitative nature of the analysis prioritizes depth of understanding
over measurement, meaning that the study does not quantify levels of service effectiveness or
outcomes. These limitations define the analytical boundaries of the study rather than detract from
its core contribution.

Suggestions

Building on these findings, future research could further elaborate the relationship between
legal certainty and governance practice by widening both empirical scope and analytical focus.
Comparative studies involving multiple local governments would be particularly useful in identifying
patterns of institutional coordination that either strengthen or weaken legal certainty under similar
legal frameworks. Research that incorporates the voices of street children and frontline practitioners
could also deepen understanding of how legal protection is experienced in practice, especially in
moments of transition between different protection services. From a governance perspective, further
inquiry into procedural arrangements that stabilize discretion without eliminating flexibility would
be valuable. Such work could help clarify how legal certainty can be strengthened not through rigid
rule-making, but through institutional designs that support continuity, accountability, and
responsiveness.

CONCLUSION
The study indicates that legal certainty in the protection of street children cannot be inferred

simply from the presence of local regulations or the formal listing of mandated services, because
certainty is realized through how local governance connects those mandates to consistent action.
While the regulatory framework clearly allocates responsibility to local authorities and specifies
protection components such as a 24-hour complaint channel, temporary shelter, rehabilitation
support, and institutional care, the findings suggest that formal designation and procedural
completion do not automatically translate into protection that is predictable and continuous. Instead,
the dependability of protection is shaped by day-to-day coordination across institutions and by how
administrative discretion is used, which can either integrate the mandated components into a
coherent pathway or leave them operating in a fragmented, case-by-case manner. Seen through a
socio-legal lens, legal certainty emerges less as a property of written law and more as an outcome
that must be actively produced within governance routines. Accordingly, strengthening legal
certainty for street children requires attention not only to regulatory clarity but also to governance
arrangements that secure follow-through, accountability, and effective coordination so that the
formal protection architecture functions as a reliable safeguard in practice.

229
DOI: https//10.64780 /rolsj.v1i4.169.


mailto:10.64780/rolsj.v1i4.169.

Aliffi'a | Legal Certainty and the Protection of Street Children

ACKNOWLEDGMENT
The author would like to express sincere appreciation to the local government institutions

whose regulatory documents and policy materials formed the basis of this study. These documents
provided essential insight into the formal framework of street children protection and local
governance practices in Indonesia. Gratitude is also extended to all individuals who, directly or
indirectly, contributed to the completion of this research through informal discussions and
professional support. Any remaining limitations or interpretations presented in this article remain
the sole responsibility of the author.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTION STATEMENT
Aliffi’a Kursiya Jamil was responsible for the conceptualization of the study, research design,

data collection, data analysis, and the drafting of the manuscript. Afrik Yunari provided academic
supervision throughout the research process, including guidance on the theoretical framework,
methodological direction, and critical review of the manuscript. Both the author and the supervisor
approved the final version of the manuscript.

REFERENCES

Ait Aoudia, B. M. (2024). Legal Certainty of Rights and Freedoms in Algeria: Beyond the Constitutionalization.
Statute Law Review, 45(2), hmae036. https://doi.org/10.1093 /slr/hmae036

Aksom, H. (2022). Entropy and institutional theory. International Journal of Organizational Analysis, 31(7),
3070-3093. https://doi.org/10.1108/1J0A-03-2022-3213

Aytac, F. K. (2021). Children’s right to the city: The case of street children. International Sociology, 36(4), 605-
622. https://doi.org/10.1177/0268580920966836

Bolgherini, S., & Lippi, A. (2022). Politicization without institutionalization: Relations between State and
Regions in crisis governance. Contemporary Italian  Politics, 14(2), 224-240.
https://doi.org/10.1080/23248823.2022.2049513

Buchen, C. (2024). Institutional resilience: How the formal legal system sustains informal cooperation. Journal
of Institutional Economics, 20, el. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1744137422000418

Cafaggi, F., & lamiceli, P. (2021). Uncertainty, Administrative Decision-Making and Judicial Review: The Courts’
Perspectives. European Journal of Risk Regulation, 12(4), 792-824.
https://doi.org/10.1017 /err.2021.47

Chimdessa, A. (2022). Initiation into the street, challenges, means of survival and perceived strategies to
prevent plights among street children in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia 2019: A phenomenological study
design. PLOS ONE, 17(8),e0272411. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0272411

Cocq, C., Cenk Demiroglu, O., Lindgren, U., Granstedt, L., & Lindgren, E. (2024). A web experience exploring
spatio-linguistic data: The case of place-making signs in Northern Sweden. jJournal of Maps, 20(1),
2370310. https://doi.org/10.1080/17445647.2024.2370310

Crawford, L. B. (2024). The problem of complex legislation. Legal Theory, 30(1), 1-21.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S135232522400003X

Ebsen, F., Svendsen, I. L., Thomsen, L. P., & Jgrgensen, S. (2023). Decisions in Child Protection—Heuristics, Law
and  Organisation. = The  British  Journal of  Social Work, 53(5), 2940-2957.
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjsw/bcad065

Esthappan, S. (2024). Assessing the Risks of Risk Assessments: Institutional Tensions and Data Driven Judicial
Decision-Making in U.S. Pretrial Hearings. Social Problems, spae060.
https://doi.org/10.1093/socpro/spae060

Fischer, H. W. (2021). Decentralization and the governance of climate adaptation: Situating community-based
planning within broader trajectories of political transformation. World Development, 140, 105335.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.105335

230
DOI: https//10.64780 /rolsj.v1i4.169.


mailto:10.64780/rolsj.v1i4.169.
https://doi.org/10.1093/slr/hmae036
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJOA-03-2022-3213
https://doi.org/10.1177/0268580920966836
https://doi.org/10.1080/23248823.2022.2049513
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1744137422000418
https://doi.org/10.1017/err.2021.47
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0272411
https://doi.org/10.1080/17445647.2024.2370310
https://doi.org/10.1017/S135232522400003X
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjsw/bcad065
https://doi.org/10.1093/socpro/spae060
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.105335

Aliffi'a | Legal Certainty and the Protection of Street Children

Ghadji, Y. Y., Mazhar, T., Shahzad, T., Amir khan, M., Abd-Alrazaq, A., Ahmed, A., & Hamam, H. (2024). The role of
blockchain to secure internet of medical things. Scientific Reports, 14(1), 18422.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-68529-x

Halliday, S. (2021). Administrative justice and street-level emotions: Cultures of denial in entitlement decision-
making. Public Law, 2021(4), 727-746.

Howse, R., & Langille, J. (2023). Continuity and Change in the World Trade Organization: Pluralism Past,
Present, and Future. American Journal of International Law, 117(1), 1-47.
https://doi.org/10.1017 /ajil.2022.82

Kang, K. (2023). On contingency, confidence and trust: How international water law stabilizes expectations
under conditions of uncertainty. Water International, 48(6), 688-706.
https://doi.org/10.1080/02508060.2023.2257557

Kira, B. (2025). Inter-agency coordination and digital platform regulation: Lessons from the Whatsapp case in
Brazil. International  Review of Law, Computers &  Technology, 39(1), 6-29.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13600869.2024.2351671

Mancano, L. (2021). A theory of justice? Securing the normative foundations of EU criminal law through an
integrated approach to independence. European Law Journal, 27(4-6), 477-501.
https://doi.org/10.1111/eulj.12442

Mertens, D. M. (2021). Transformative Research Methods to Increase Social Impact for Vulnerable Groups and
Cultural Minorities. International Journal of Qualitative Methods, 20, 16094069211051563.
https://doi.org/10.1177/16094069211051563

Murphy, C. (2021). A More ‘Child-Centred’ System? Child Protection Social Workers’ Willingness to Employ
Discretion. The British Journal of Social Work, 51(6), 2155-2172.
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjsw/bcab118

Ongowo, E. 0. (2022). A Qualitative Analysis of the Effects of Social Protection Programs for Street Children on
Social Cohesion in Kenya. The European Journal of Development Research, 34(3), 1308-1319.
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41287-022-00527-z

Prentice, R. (2021). Labour Rights from Labour Wrongs? Transnational Compensation and the Spatial Politics
of Labour Rights after Bangladesh’s Rana Plaza Garment Factory Collapse. Antipode, 53(6),1767-1786.
https://doi.org/10.1111/anti.12751

Rahayu, D. P., Rustamaji, M., Faisal, F., & Sari, R. (2025). Legal effectiveness of business contracts in tin mining:
Socio-legal and governance challenges in corporate—-community relations in Indonesia. Resources
Policy, 111,105767. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2025.105767

Sacher, S. (2022). Risking Children: The Implications of Predictive Risk Analytics Across Child Protection and
Policing for Vulnerable and Marginalized Children. Human Rights Law Review, 22(1), ngab028.
https://doi.org/10.1093 /hrlr/ngab028

Sorensen, G., Dennerlein, J. T., Peters, S. E., Sabbath, E. L., Kelly, E. L., & Wagner, G. R. (2021). The future of
research on work, safety, health and wellbeing: A guiding conceptual framework. Social Science &
Medicine, 269, 113593. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2020.113593

Vetters, L., Jacobs, C., & Andreetta, S. (2024). Legal pluralism and the production of (un)certainty in lived
migration orders. Legal Pluralism and Critical Social Analysis, 56(3), 557-582.
https://doi.org/10.1080/27706869.2024.2366070

Ward, C. A., Tunney, T. D., Donohue, I, Bieg, C., Hale, K. R. S., McMeans, B. C., Moore, J. C., & McCann, K. S. (2025).
Global Change Asymmetrically Rewires Ecosystems. Ecology Letters, 28(7), €70174.
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.70174

Yuwono, T., Wiryawan, B. A., & Yuzuruy, S. (2025). The effect of regulatory governance system on investment
growth in decentralized Indonesia. Frontiers in Political Science, 7.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpos.2025.1630368

231
DOI: https//10.64780 /rolsj.v1i4.169.


mailto:10.64780/rolsj.v1i4.169.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-68529-x
https://doi.org/10.1017/ajil.2022.82
https://doi.org/10.1080/02508060.2023.2257557
https://doi.org/10.1080/13600869.2024.2351671
https://doi.org/10.1111/eulj.12442
https://doi.org/10.1177/16094069211051563
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjsw/bcab118
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41287-022-00527-z
https://doi.org/10.1111/anti.12751
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2025.105767
https://doi.org/10.1093/hrlr/ngab028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2020.113593
https://doi.org/10.1080/27706869.2024.2366070
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.70174
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpos.2025.1630368

