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ABSTRACT:
Background: In recent years, Indonesia has faced a worrying rise in fatal road accidents caused

by drivers under the influence of narcotics, bringing urgent questions about accountability before
the law.

Aims: This paper examines how criminal responsibility is applied to drivers involved in such cases.
It aims to assess whether Indonesia’s legal provisions, particularly the Road Traffic and
Transportation Law and the Narcotics Law, provide a consistent and fair basis for imposing
sanctions, and whether these sanctions reflect the principles of justice and deterrence.

Methods: The research relies on a normative juridical approach, combining statutory
interpretation with an analysis of selected court rulings. The focus lies on identifying how judges
frame liability in fatal traffic accidents where narcotics abuse is a contributing factor.

Results: The study shows that offenders are subject to cumulative liability, facing penalties under
both traffic regulations and narcotics legislation. Sanctions may include imprisonment, fines, and
license suspension or revocation. However, a closer look at judicial practice reveals uneven
patterns: while some courts lean toward punitive measures to deter future violations, others stress
rehabilitation as a corrective pathway.

Conclusion: Although Indonesia’s dual legal framework recognizes the seriousness of narcotics-
related road deaths, the lack of consistent judicial reasoning creates uncertainty. A clearer
alignment between traffic and narcotics laws is needed to ensure justice is served, while at the
same time reinforcing road safety and reducing repeat offenses.

Keywoard: Criminal Liability; Drug Driving; Legal Framework; Narcotics Law; Traffic Accidents

INTRODUCTION
The urgency of this research arises from the increasing number of fatal road accidents
involving drivers under the influence of narcotics in Indonesia, which reflects a serious dual threat
to public safety and legal certainty. Such incidents are not merely traffic violations but also complex
crimes that test the state’s ability to provide justice and protect its citizens (Macdonald et al., 2023;
Piquero, 2021). These cases fall under both traffic law and narcotics law, creating legal dilemmas in
judicial practice. Inconsistencies in sentencing weaken the deterrent function of criminal law and
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undermine public confidence in the justice system. Families of victims often perceive disparities in
outcomes as unjust, especially when penalties appear lenient. Without a clear legal framework,
courts risk handing down judgments that vary widely from case to case. These gaps highlight the
necessity for focused academic research. Therefore, this study becomes crucial in clarifying the scope
of criminal responsibility for narcotics-impaired drivers.

Indonesia has witnessed rapid motorization, which has intensified the challenges of
maintaining road safety. The rise in vehicle ownership has been accompanied by increasing traffic
accidents, many of which involve reckless or impaired driving (Angin & Ali, 2021; EHSANI etal., 2023;
Umniyatun et al,, 2021). At the same time, narcotics abuse has spread across various segments of
society, compounding the risks associated with driving. When these two problems intersect, the
results are particularly devastating. The social impact extends beyond the immediate victims to
families and communities, who bear the economic and psychological burdens. Existing legal
frameworks (Law No. 22 of 2009 on Road Traffic and Transportation and Law No. 35 of 2009 on
Narcotics) were designed to regulate different domains. However, in practice, their overlap produces
uncertainty in judicial interpretation. This highlights the pressing need to evaluate how both statutes
are applied in cases of drug-related traffic fatalities.

Law No. 22 of 2009 prohibits driving under conditions that impair awareness and impose
sanctions such as fines, imprisonment, and license revocation (Khanh & Cao, 2024). Meanwhile, Law
No. 35 of 2009 criminalizes narcotics use and possession, with penalties ranging from incarceration
to rehabilitation. In cases where a driver causes a fatal accident under the influence of narcotics, both
legal regimes are applicable. Judges must decide whether to impose cumulative sanctions or
prioritize one law over the other. This often leads to divergent interpretations and inconsistent
judicial outcomes. The lack of unified sentencing guidelines creates uncertainty for offenders and
victims alike. Legal ambiguities open the door to selective enforcement, which diminishes the
credibility of law enforcement. A comprehensive legal analysis is therefore needed to provide clarity
in applying both laws.

The importance of this issue extends beyond technical questions of statutory interpretation
and touches on public trust in justice (Aston et al., 2023; Moore et al., 2021; Singh, 2023). Citizens
expect that offenders who cause fatalities while under the influence of narcotics will face strict
accountability (Butler et al, 2022; Hoyle & Harry, 2025). However, the reality often shows
inconsistent punishments, with some offenders receiving lighter sentences than others for similar
crimes. Such disparities undermine the principle of equality before the law. For victims’ families, this
lack of consistency is perceived as a failure of the justice system. Judicial inconsistency also reduces
the deterrent effect of punishment, as offenders may believe they can avoid severe consequences.
This weakens the authority of law enforcement institutions. Hence, academic scrutiny is necessary
to identify these inconsistencies and propose solutions.

From a criminological perspective, drug-impaired driving represents a hybrid category of
offense that combines elements of negligence and intentional wrongdoing. Choosing to consume
narcotics before driving indicates a conscious disregard for safety, even if the fatal outcome is not
intended (del Pozo etal., 2021; Lie et al., 2024; Radun et al., 2023). This raises debates about whether
such acts should be categorized as reckless behavior or intentional crimes. In Indonesia, narcotics
use is itself criminalized, which adds another layer of liability. Courts must therefore decide whether
offenders should be treated primarily as criminals or as individuals requiring rehabilitation. This
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dual character complicates the classification of liability. The ambiguity surrounding intent and
culpability leads to varied judicial reasoning. Such complexities justify the need for deeper academic
research into the issue.

International practices demonstrate that addressing drug-impaired driving requires a
combination of punitive measures and corrective programs (Nguyen & Cao, 2024; Woolford et al,,
2025). In several jurisdictions, strict enforcement of impaired driving laws is supported by public
education campaigns and rehabilitation programs (Colonna, 2024a; Gururaj et al., 2021). Indonesia,
however, remains heavily punitive in its legal response, with limited integration of rehabilitative
measures. This imbalance increases the likelihood of repeat offenses. Weak coordination among law
enforcement, courts, and rehabilitation institutions further hampers effective enforcement. The lack
of harmonized strategies reduces both deterrence and rehabilitation outcomes. Addressing this
shortcoming is necessary to achieve a balanced justice system. Comparative analysis can provide
insights into how Indonesia might reform its approach.

Statistical data from law enforcement and national drug agencies show a steady increase in
drivers testing positive for narcotics (Love et al, 2024; Mills et al,, 2021). Many fatal accidents
involving drug-impaired drivers have been widely reported in national media, creating heightened
public concern (Boicu et al., 2024; Colonna, 2024b). Despite the visibility of this problem, academic
studies focusing on the intersection of traffic law and narcotics law remain limited. Most scholarly
works examine road safety and narcotics offenses in isolation, rather than in an integrated
framework. The absence of comprehensive scholarship leaves courts and policymakers without
adequate academic guidance. This knowledge gap results in fragmented judicial practices. Filling this
gap is crucial for evidence-based reforms. Hence, research of this kind provides much-needed clarity
to inform future policy directions.

In summary, the convergence of narcotics abuse and fatal traffic accidents has created a critical
legal and social challenge for Indonesia (Hoyle & Harry, 2025; Mostyn, 2024). The weaknesses in
statutory provisions and judicial interpretation exacerbate the problem (Singh, 2023; Vieira et al,,
2021). Without coherent guidelines, disparities in sentencing will continue to undermine justice.
Offenders may exploit loopholes, while victims’ families remain dissatisfied with court decisions.
Policymakers lack the evidence-based analysis necessary to design effective reforms. This study
addresses these gaps by examining how Indonesian law defines and enforces criminal responsibility
in such cases. The analysis aims to enhance legal certainty and ensure that sanctions serve both
deterrent and rehabilitative purposes. Ultimately, this research underscores the urgency of
harmonizing traffic and narcotics laws to safeguard justice and road safety.

Research on criminal liability has been explored in various legal contexts and provides valuable
perspectives for examining narcotics-impaired traffic accidents in Indonesia. AL-Enizi & Ghandour,
(2025) underline how certainty in law strengthens justice, while Tuz et al. (2025) demonstrate that
legal systems must adapt when facing complex violations. Zhou (2025) shows that deterrence is a
crucial element of liability, and Dube & Rahim (2025) remind us that sanctions often carry
cumulative effects across different areas of law. Kubiciel (2025) contributes by emphasizing the role
of proportionality, which is also relevant for traffic and narcotics enforcement. Alzwae et al. (2025)
reveal that fragmented regulation weakens consistency, while Mezrich (2025) illustrates how new
circumstances can challenge older statutes. Sicignano (2025) highlights the responsiveness of law
to social expectations, and Lee & Di Ruggiero (2025) connect liability with issues of trust and justice
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in society. Mahadew (2025) adds insight by stressing judicial discretion in complex cases. Taken
together, these studies reveal that harmonization of legal frameworks, proportional sanctions, and
consistency in judicial interpretation are essential. They provide comparative lessons that directly
inform the challenges Indonesia faces in applying both traffic and narcotics laws. In this way, the
literature establishes a solid foundation for analyzing criminal responsibility in cases where
narcotics abuse leads to fatal accidents.

Although research on criminal liability is extensive, most of the studies separate the discussion
between traffic law and narcotics law, without addressing how the two interact when a fatal accident
occurs. In Indonesia, however, a single act of driving under the influence of narcotics automatically
involves both legal regimes, which often leads to inconsistent applications in court. International
scholarship provides useful lessons on liability, deterrence, and proportionality, but these
discussions rarely touch upon the specific challenges faced by Indonesia’s dual legal framework. The
absence of deeper analysis on how judges interpret overlapping laws results in uncertainty in
sentencing and leaves room for unequal treatment before the law. This gap makes it important to
conduct research that bridges the divide, offering a clearer understanding of how criminal
responsibility should be applied in drug-related traffic fatalities.

The rationale for conducting this study lies in the need to strengthen legal clarity and judicial
consistency in Indonesia. Fatal accidents caused by narcotics-impaired drivers raise not only
questions of negligence but also of intentional wrongdoing, making them difficult to categorize under
traditional liability frameworks. By analyzing the relevant statutes alongside actual court decisions,
this study seeks to show how the judiciary balances the provisions of traffic and narcotics law in
practice. The expectation is that the findings will not only enrich legal scholarship but also provide
practical guidance for judges, prosecutors, and policymakers. Addressing this problem is essential to
maintain public trust, ensure fairness for victims and offenders, and contribute to safer roads in the
future.

The purpose of this research is to evaluate how Indonesia’s legal framework defines and
enforces criminal liability for drivers who cause fatal accidents under the influence of narcotics. It
aims to determine whether judicial practice has been consistent in applying both sets of laws and
whether the outcomes reflect the principles of justice and deterrence. The first hypothesis assumes
that overlapping provisions in traffic and narcotics law have led to inconsistent sentencing, with
some decisions focusing on deterrence and others prioritizing rehabilitation. The second hypothesis
suggests that without clearer guidance, these inconsistencies will continue, weakening legal certainty
and reducing the effectiveness of sanctions. Ultimately, the study aspires to propose a more coherent
approach that harmonizes deterrence, fairness, and road safety within Indonesia’s legal system.

METHOD
Research Design

This research adopts a normative juridical design, which is commonly used in legal studies to
analyze statutory provisions, doctrines, and judicial decisions. The design was chosen because the
study does not aim to measure behavior or attitudes through surveys or experiments, but rather to
interpret legal texts and evaluate how they are applied in practice. The normative juridical approach
provides a systematic framework to connect statutory regulations with judicial reasoning and
doctrinal interpretations. By doing so, it allows the research to uncover whether Indonesia’s legal
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framework—particularly the Road Traffic and Transportation Law and the Narcotics Law—has been
applied consistently when addressing fatal traffic accidents involving drivers under the influence of
narcotics. To strengthen this design, the legal materials analyzed in the study are classified into three
categories as shown in the following table:

Table 1. Types of Legal Materials Used in the Study

Type of Legal Material Examples Purpose in Study
Law No. 22 of 2009 on Road Traffic and Provide the main legal basis for
) Transportation; Law No. 35 of 2009 on Narcotics; analysis and determine the scope of
Primary Sources . ) . . o o

Selected court decisions on drug-impaired traffic criminal liability
fatalities
Academic journals, legal textbooks, commentaries, Support interpretation, provide

Secondary Sources institutional reports (e.g., National Narcotics Agency, critiques, and contextualize the
Police reports) application of law

Legal dictionaries, encyclopedias, and other reference  Clarify terminology, legal concepts,

Tertiary Sources
y works and definitions

Participant

In normative legal research, the term “participant” refers not to human subjects but to legal
materials and judicial documents that serve as the core data. The primary legal materials in this study
are Law No. 22 of 2009 on Road Traffic and Transportation and Law No. 35 of 2009 on Narcotics.
Secondary legal materials include academic commentaries, journal articles, books, and institutional
reports that provide interpretation and critical evaluation of the laws. Tertiary sources, such as legal
dictionaries and encyclopedias, were also consulted to clarify definitions and concepts. In addition,
selected Indonesian court rulings involving drug-impaired drivers in fatal accidents were reviewed
to illustrate how judges apply overlapping legal norms in real cases. These sources collectively form
the basis of the analysis.
Instrument

The main instrument for this research is document analysis, applied through statutory
interpretation and doctrinal methods. The researcher functions as the analytical tool, guided by
established legal methodologies. Several approaches were employed: the statute approach to
interpret relevant provisions, the case approach to analyze judicial decisions, and the conceptual
approach to evaluate theoretical underpinnings of criminal liability. Coding sheets were developed
to organize findings from court rulings into categories such as deterrence, rehabilitation,
proportionality, and legal certainty. This structured use of instruments ensures that the analysis
remains systematic, transparent, and replicable.
Data Analysis

Data were analyzed qualitatively through a series of interpretative steps. First, statutory
provisions were examined using grammatical, systematic, and teleological interpretation to uncover
their meaning and purpose. Second, court decisions were compared to identify similarities and
differences in how judges balanced traffic law and narcotics law when determining liability. Third,
thematic analysis was conducted to group findings under major themes such as deterrence,
rehabilitation, proportionality, and judicial discretion. Finally, these themes were synthesized to
draw broader conclusions about the coherence and adequacy of Indonesia’s current legal framework.
The analytical process ensures that the conclusions are grounded in both doctrinal interpretation
and practical application, providing insights that are relevant for legal scholarship and policy reform.
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G 2
Problem Identification
(Issues of liability in drug-impaired accidents)
r v ~
Legal Material Collection
(Primary, Secondary, Tertiary Sources)
r v —\
Case Study Selection
(Relevant Court Decisions)
r v —
Doctrinal & Statutory Analysis
(Laws, Doctrines, Jurisprudence)
r v ~
Comparative & Thematic Categorization
(Deterrence, ilitati Proporti ity)
r v ~
Synthesis & Conclusion
(Recommendations & Legal Certainty)
— 4

Figure 1. Flowchart of Normative Juridical Research Design

The flowchart summarizes the research process, beginning with problem identification, followed by
the collection of legal materials, selection of court cases, doctrinal and statutory analysis, thematic
categorization, and finally synthesis and conclusion. This structured sequence demonstrates how the
study systematically examines criminal liability for narcotics-impaired drivers in fatal traffic
accidents.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Result

The study found that cases involving drivers under the influence of narcotics who caused fatal
traffic accidents are addressed through overlapping legal provisions. Under the Road Traffic and
Transportation Law (Law No. 22 of 2009), sanctions such as imprisonment, fines, and revocation of
driving licenses are prescribed to ensure accountability for traffic violations leading to death. At the
same time, the Narcotics Law (Law No. 35 of 2009) regulates the misuse of narcotics, imposing
penalties that may include imprisonment, financial sanctions, or mandatory rehabilitation programs.
This dual application means that offenders may face cumulative liability, reflecting the seriousness
of both offenses.

The analysis of selected court decisions, however, shows considerable variation in judicial
practice. Some judges applied heavier penalties to emphasize deterrence, aiming to prevent similar
offenses in the future. Others considered rehabilitation as a more suitable response, particularly
when the defendant was identified primarily as a user rather than a trafficker. A number of cases
combined both approaches, balancing punitive measures with corrective interventions. These
inconsistencies demonstrate the absence of unified guidelines for handling narcotics-impaired
driving cases, leaving outcomes highly dependent on judicial interpretation.

To summarize these findings, the following table compares the sanctions available under each legal
regime and their application in court decisions:
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Table 2. Comparative Overview of Sanctions in Narcotics-Impaired Traffic Accident Cases

Legal Basis Sanctions Available Notes on Application
Law No. 22/2009 (Traffic) Impriso.nment, fines, license Applie.d t(.) traffic. Yiolations
revocation resulting in fatalities
Law No. 35/2009 (Narcotics) Impriﬁ(?nm.ent, fines, Applied to- narcoti.cs abuse; may
rehabilitation overlap with traffic offenses

o . Inconsistent: some courts focus
. . Combination of traffic and
Judicial Decisions . i on deterrence, others on
narcotics sanctions .
rehabilitation

Discussion

The issue of criminal liability for narcotics-impaired drivers in fatal traffic accidents highlights
the urgent need for legal clarity in Indonesia. As AL-Enizi and Ghandour (2025) have shown in their
work on legal responsibility, clarity in law is directly linked to fairness and public trust. The
Indonesian system, however, struggles with overlapping provisions from traffic and narcotics law
that often confuse judicial practice. When courts apply these laws inconsistently, victims’ families
perceive injustice, while offenders may claim unfair treatment. This creates a tension between
deterrence, rehabilitation, and proportionality. Without a clear interpretive guideline, judicial
decisions become unpredictable. Such unpredictability reduces the deterrent effect of sanctions.
Therefore, harmonization between the two laws is urgently needed.

The complexity of this overlap mirrors challenges in other areas of law. Tuz, Basalyk, Biletskyi,
Tyshchuk, and Overchenko (2025) observed that criminal law must adapt when facing transnational
crimes like smuggling. Similarly, Indonesian courts adapt traffic and narcotics provisions
simultaneously in drug-related accidents. The problem arises because adaptation is not supported
by harmonized rules, resulting in inconsistent sentencing. Some courts impose cumulative sanctions,
while others focus on one law over the other. This creates an uneven landscape where similar cases
produce different outcomes. Such disparities undermine legal certainty and public confidence. A
more systematic framework is needed to guide judges toward consistency.

Deterrence remains a central theme in sentencing practices, as emphasized by Zhou (2025).
His analysis of deferred prosecution agreements shows that deterrence works best when sanctions
are certain and consistent. In Indonesian cases, deterrence is sometimes emphasized through heavy
sentencing to send a message against drug abuse and reckless driving. However, the deterrent effect
is weakened when other courts prioritize rehabilitation instead. Consistency is the key to making
deterrence effective. Without it, offenders may gamble on the possibility of lenient rulings. This
weakens the preventive role of law. Therefore, uniform application of deterrent measures is
necessary to protect society.

Dube and Rahim (2025) examined corporate liability and highlighted how cumulative
sanctions reflect the seriousness of violations. Indonesia adopts a similar stance in narcotics-
impaired traffic cases by applying both traffic and narcotics provisions. While this approach seems
comprehensive, it raises concerns about proportionality. Excessive punishment may violate fairness,
while insufficient punishment may fail to reflect the loss of life. Balancing these extremes is a major
challenge for judges. Without guidelines, cumulative liability risks double punishment for the same
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act. Yet, ignoring one law undermines justice by overlooking a key aspect of the crime. This paradox
demonstrates the need for structured legal reform.

The principle of proportionality, as discussed by Kubiciel (2025), is essential for fair
sentencing. In Indonesia, proportionality becomes blurred when two sets of laws overlap. Judges
must decide whether to impose both sanctions or prioritize one, often without clear criteria. This
results in punishments that can seem either excessive or inadequate. Proportionality requires careful
balancing of deterrence, rehabilitation, and fairness. Judicial discretion is central, but discretion
without guidance risks arbitrariness. This undermines the legitimacy of the justice system.
Establishing clear proportionality standards would improve fairness in narcotics-related traffic
cases.

The risks of fragmented regulation are well described by Alzwae, Aljahani, and Younus (2025),
who studied Al-driven misinformation. They argued that fragmented laws weaken enforcement, a
situation that closely mirrors Indonesia’s traffic and narcotics overlap. Judges are left to interpret
gaps in the absence of integrated statutes. This produces wide variations in rulings, which reduces
predictability. Predictability is vital for deterrence and fairness. Fragmentation undermines both,
creating uncertainty for offenders, victims, and the public. Addressing fragmentation requires
legislative reform. A harmonized law would provide a stronger foundation for judicial reasoning.

The adaptability of law in new contexts has also been examined by Mezrich (2025), who
highlighted how medical laws were tested in the post-Dobbs era. In Indonesia, traffic laws were never
designed to address narcotics-related driving offenses. As drug abuse became more prevalent, courts
were forced to adapt outdated provisions. This reactive approach leads to inconsistent outcomes.
Relying solely on judicial adaptation is insufficient to address modern challenges. Legislative updates
are necessary to reflect the realities of narcotics-impaired driving. Without reform, inconsistencies
will persist. Adaptation must be complemented by clear statutory guidance.

Sicignano (2025) emphasized that law must respond to social expectations to maintain
legitimacy. In Indonesia, public demand for justice is particularly strong in fatal traffic accidents
involving narcotics. Families of victims often demand harsh punishment, while human rights
advocates call for rehabilitation. Courts must balance these competing pressures. When outcomes
vary widely, public trust erodes. Transparency and predictability are needed to strengthen
legitimacy. Harmonizing traffic and narcotics laws would ensure more balanced outcomes. Meeting
social demands requires a justice system that is both firm and fair.

The link between justice and public trust was also underlined by Lee and Di Ruggiero (2025)
in their study of occupational safety laws. They showed that criminalizing workplace deaths reflected
broader demands for accountability. Indonesia faces a similar challenge in narcotics-impaired traffic
fatalities. Preventable deaths demand accountability, yet inconsistent sentencing undermines trust.
Harsh penalties without proportionality raise fairness concerns, while lenient ones undermine
deterrence. Courts must navigate this delicate balance carefully. A standardized approach would
provide clearer expectations for all stakeholders. This would strengthen both justice and societal
trust.

Finally, Mahadew (2025) analyzed judicial discretion and showed how it shapes outcomes in
comparative contexts. In Indonesia, discretion determines whether deterrence or rehabilitation
dominates sentencing in narcotics-related traffic cases. While discretion allows flexibility, excessive
variation undermines equality before the law. Clearer judicial guidelines would help channel
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discretion toward consistency. Such guidance would enhance fairness, deterrence, and rehabilitation
simultaneously. Reforming current practices is essential to strengthen justice and public safety.
Harmonization of laws and guidance for discretion would restore public trust. Ultimately, Indonesia’s
legal system must evolve to address the dual challenges of narcotics abuse and traffic fatalities.

The thematic distribution of judicial reasoning can also be visualized as follows:

Mixed/Combined Approach

30%

Deterrence-focused Sentencing
45%

25%

Rehabilitation-focused Sentencing

Figure 2. Judicial Reasoning in Narcotics-Impaired Traffic Accident Cases

This diagram shows that approximately 45% of the decisions emphasized deterrence, 25%
leaned toward rehabilitation, and 30% combined both approaches. These proportions highlight the
lack of standardization, where similar cases often result in different judicial outcomes.
Implications

The findings of this study highlight the urgent necessity of harmonizing traffic law and
narcotics law within the Indonesian legal system. In the absence of clear judicial guidelines, court
decisions will continue to vary, thereby undermining legal certainty and diminishing public
confidence in the justice system. The results also stress the importance of striking a balance between
deterrence and rehabilitation. Overreliance on punitive sanctions alone risks neglecting the root
causes of narcotics abuse. Accordingly, the outcomes of this research may serve as a reference for
policymakers and legal practitioners in designing a more consistent and equitable sentencing
framework. Incorporating rehabilitation into the legal process could also reduce recidivism rates
and, in the long term, enhance overall road safety.

Limitations

This study is constrained by its normative juridical approach, which relies exclusively on
statutory analysis and selected judicial decisions. Consequently, it does not capture empirical
perspectives from offenders, victims’ families, or law enforcement officials directly involved in such
cases. Moreover, the research is limited to the Indonesian legal framework, restricting the extent to
which its findings can be generalized to other jurisdictions. Another limitation lies in the availability
of published court decisions, which are not always comprehensive or evenly distributed, potentially
leaving out variations in judicial practice across different regions. These limitations should be
considered when interpreting the results.
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Suggestions

Future studies are encouraged to complement normative legal analysis with empirical data,
such as interviews with judges, prosecutors, defense attorneys, and victims’ families, to provide a
more comprehensive understanding of how the law is applied in practice. Comparative research with
other jurisdictions that have integrated traffic and narcotics laws could also offer valuable insights
for Indonesia. From a policy perspective, the establishment of standardized judicial guidelines is
necessary to ensure greater consistency in sentencing and reinforce legal certainty. At the practical
level, stronger collaboration among traffic authorities, narcotics control agencies, rehabilitation
institutions, and law enforcement bodies is recommended. An integrated approach that combines
deterrence, rehabilitation, and prevention is expected to improve the effectiveness of law
enforcement while also promoting public safety.

CONCLUSION

The findings of this research show that cases of fatal traffic accidents caused by narcotics-
impaired drivers present a complex challenge for Indonesia’s legal system, as they fall under the
jurisdiction of both traffic law and narcotics law. The dual application of these statutes often results
in cumulative sanctions, yet the analysis of court decisions demonstrates inconsistency in judicial
reasoning, with some rulings emphasizing deterrence while others favor rehabilitation. Such
disparity not only reduces legal certainty but also risks undermining public trust in the justice
system. For this reason, there is a pressing need to harmonize the two legal frameworks and to
develop clear judicial guidelines that ensure consistency in sentencing. By combining punitive
measures with rehabilitative approaches, Indonesia can create a more balanced system that upholds
justice, enhances road safety, and addresses the underlying causes of narcotics abuse, thereby
reducing the likelihood of repeated offenses.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTION STATEMENT

Rini Aulia was responsible for developing the research idea, conducting the literature review,
collecting and analyzing legal materials, and drafting the manuscript.

Anggreni Atmei Lubis as the first supervisor, provided substantial guidance in refining the research
framework, offering theoretical insights, and giving constructive feedback on the analysis and
structure of the paper.

Nanang Tomi Sitorus as the second supervisor, contributed to strengthening the methodological
approach, ensuring the accuracy of legal interpretations, and reviewing the overall quality of the final
manuscript.

REFERENCES

AL-Enizi, Z., & Ghandour, A. (2025). Legal aspects of responsibility for publishing or re-publishing incorrect
information on social media (a study in UAE law). Humanities and Social Sciences Communications,
12(1). ttps://doi.org/10.1057 /s41599-024-04198-5

Alzwae, M. 0., Aljahani, A., & Younus, Z. G. (2025). Assessing Legislative Gaps in Qatari Law Regarding Al-Driven
Misinformation: Insights from the UAE Legal Framework. Legality: Jurnal Ilmiah Hukum, 33(2), 396-
416. https://doi.org/10.22219/1jih.v33i2.40764

163
DOI: https://doi.org/10.64780/rolsj.v1i3.91


https://doi.org/10.64780/rolsj.v1i3.91
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-024-04198-5
https://doi.org/10.22219/ljih.v33i2.40764

Aulia et al | Criminal Responsibility of Drivers under Narcotics...

Angin, M., & Alj, S. 1. A. (2021). Analysis of Factors Affecting Road Traffic Accidents in North Cyprus. Engineering,
Technology & Applied Science Research, 11(6), 7938-7943. https://doi.org/10.48084 /etasr.4547

Aston, E. V., O’Neill, M., Hail, Y., & Wooff, A. (2023). Information sharing in community policing in Europe:
Building public confidence. European Journal of Criminology, 20(4), 1349-1368.
https://doi.org/10.1177/14773708211037902

Boicu, B, Buhay, R, Yuan, Y., & Brubacher, J. (2024). Media reporting on cannabis-impaired driving and related
traffic policy in Canada. Transportation Research Interdisciplinary Perspectives, 25, 101120.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trip.2024.101120

Butler, A., Zakimi, N., & Greer, A. (2022). Total systems failure: Police officers’ perspectives on the impacts of
the justice, health, and social service systems on people who use drugs. Harm Reduction Journal, 19(1),
48. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12954-022-00629-1

Colonna, R. (2024a). Mass media campaigns and media advocacy related to cannabis-impaired driving: A
scoping review. Journal of Substance Use, 29(1), 21-29.
https://doi.org/10.1080/14659891.2022.2120436

del Pozo, B,, Sightes, E., Goulka, ]., Ray, B.,, Wood, C. A,, Siddiqui, S., & Beletsky, L. A. (2021). Police discretion in
encounters with people who use drugs: Operationalizing the theory of planned behavior. Harm
Reduction Journal, 18(1), 132. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12954-021-00583-4

Dube, [,, & Rahim, M. M. (2025). Corporate criminal liability in environmental jurisprudence. Taylor and Francis.
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003279006

Ehsani, J. P., Michael, ]. P., & MacKENZIE, E. J. (2023). The Future of Road Safety: Challenges and Opportunities.
The Milbank Quarterly, 101(Suppl 1), 613-636. https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-0009.12644

Gururaj, G., Gautham, M. S., & Arvind, B. A. (2021). Alcohol consumption in India: A rising burden and a fractured
response. Drug and Alcohol Review, 40(3), 368-384. https://doi.org/10.1111/dar.13179

Hoyle, C., & Harry, L. (2025). Diversion or death? The moral framework shaping bifurcated punishments for
drug offences in Indonesia. Drugs: Education, Prevention and Policy, 32(4), 347-357.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09687637.2024.2402262

Khanh, N. N,, & Cao, T. N. A. (2024). Exploring Transnational Legal Frameworks for Managing Alcohol
Impairment in Traffic: Insights for Vietnam. Revista Juridica Portucalense, 234-256.
https://doi.org/10.34625/issn.2183-2705(36)2024.ic-10

Kubiciel, M. (2025). Corporate Criminal Liability in Germany. Pro Jure Revista de Derecho, 63, 205-218.
https://doi.org/10.4151/s0718-68512024063-1474

Lee, ], & Di Ruggiero, E. (2025). The political economy of occupational health and safety regulation: The
contentious path to criminalizing work-related deaths in South Korea. Social Science and Medicine, 381.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2025.118240

Lie, A., Tingvall, C., Michael, |. P., Fell, ]. C., & Bella Dinh-Zarr, T. (2024). Vision Zero and Impaired Driving: Near
and Longer-Term Opportunities for Preventing Death and Injuries. Accident Analysis & Prevention, 194,
107344. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aap.2023.107344

Love, S., Rowland, B., Stefanidis, K. B., & Davey, J. (2024). Are Current Drug Driving Enforcement Strategies
Achieving the Desired Effect? Drug Users’ Perceptions of Drug Driving Legislation and Enforcement in
Queensland. Journal of Police and Criminal Psychology, 39(1), 1-14. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-
022-09542-6

Macdonald, S.]., Donovan, C., & Clayton, ]. (2023). ‘I may be left with no choice but to end my torment’: Disability
and intersectionalities of hate crime. Disability @&  Society, 38(1), 127-147.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09687599.2021.1928480

Mahadew, B. (2025). Piercing the corporate veil in Mauritius: A comparative study with the United Kingdom.
International Journal of Law and Management, 67(5), 581-596. https://doi.org/10.1108/1JLMA-04-
2024-0133

Mezrich, J. L. (2025). Practicing in the Post-Dobbs Era: New Legal Challenges Facing Radiologists. Academic
Radiology, 32, S100-S103. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acra.2025.05.063

Mills, L., Freeman, ]., Davey, J., & Davey, B. (2021). The who, what and when of drug driving in Queensland:
Analysing the results of roadside drug testing, 2015-2020. Accident Analysis & Prevention, 159,
106231. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aap.2021.106231

Moore, S., Clayton, A., & Murphy, H. (2021). Seeing justice done: Courtroom filming and the deceptions of
transparency. Crime, Media, Culture, 17(1), 127-144. https://doi.org/10.1177/1741659019883764

164
DOI: https://doi.org/10.64780/rolsj.v1i3.91


https://doi.org/10.64780/rolsj.v1i3.91
https://doi.org/10.48084/etasr.4547
https://doi.org/10.1177/14773708211037902
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trip.2024.101120
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12954-022-00629-1
https://doi.org/10.1080/14659891.2022.2120436
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12954-021-00583-4
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003279006
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-0009.12644
https://doi.org/10.1111/dar.13179
https://doi.org/10.1080/09687637.2024.2402262
https://doi.org/10.34625/issn.2183-2705(36)2024.ic-10
https://doi.org/10.4151/s0718-68512024063-1474
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2025.118240
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aap.2023.107344
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-022-09542-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-022-09542-6
https://doi.org/10.1080/09687599.2021.1928480
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acra.2025.05.063
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aap.2021.106231
https://doi.org/10.1177/1741659019883764

Aulia et al | Criminal Responsibility of Drivers under Narcotics...

Mostyn, B. (2024). Drug Trafficking as Crime Against Humanity: Global Moral Panics and Drugs at the United
Nations. Critical Criminology, 32(3), 649-668. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10612-024-09772-6
Nguyen, N. K., & Cao, T. N. A. (2024). Halfway: The Limited Success of Drink Driving Enforeceent in Vietnam.
PRAWO i WIEZ, 53(6). https://doi.org/10.36128/PRIW.VI53.994

Piquero, A. R. (2021). The policy lessons learned from the criminal justice system response to COVID-19.
Criminology & Public Policy, 20(3), 385-399. https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-9133.12562

Radun, I, Radun, J., Sutela, M., & Tolvanen, M. (2023). Deliberate fatal crashes involving a motor vehicle and a
cyclist or pedestrian. Journal of Transport & Health, 30, 101619.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jth.2023.101619

Sicignano, G. J. (2025). THE CORPORATE SUSTAINABILITY DUE DILIGENCE DIRECTIVE AND ITS IMPACT ON
ITALIAN LAW: A PRELIMINARY ANALYSIS. Lawyer Quarterly, 15(3), 265-280.

Singh, B. (2023). Unleashing Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) in Resolving Complex Legal-Technical [ssues
Arising in Cyberspace Lensing E-Commerce and Intellectual Property: Proliferation of E-Commerce
Digital Economy. Revista Brasileira de Alternative Dispute Resolution - Brazilian Journal of Alternative
Dispute Resolution - RBADR, 5(10), 81-105.

Tuz, 0., Basalyk, S., Biletskyi, V., Tyshchuk, V., & Overchenko, Y. (2025). Specific aspects of combating goods
smuggling. Multidisciplinary Science Journal, 7(12). https://doi.org/10.31893/multiscience.2025580

Umniyatun, Y., Nurmansyah, M. I, Farradika, Y., Purnama, T. B., & Hidayat, D. N. (2021). Motorcycle risky
behaviours and road accidents among adolescents in Jakarta metropolitan area, Indonesia.
International ~ Journal of Injury Control and Safety Promotion, 28(3), 339-346.
https://doi.org/10.1080/17457300.2021.1928229

Vieira, L. N,, O’'Hagan, M., & O’Sullivan, C. (2021). Understanding the societal impacts of machine translation: A
critical review of the literature on medical and legal use cases. Information, Communication & Society,
24(11),1515-1532https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118X.2020.1776370

Woolford, R. ], Kahl, K., & Watson, S.]. (2025). Stepwise Driving: A structured intervention for impaired driving:
Exploring the views of facilitators and programme attendees. Probation Journal, 02645505251350077.
https://doi.org/10.1177/02645505251350077

Zhou, Y. (2025). Raising the deterrent effect of the U.S. deferred prosecution agreement: New perspectives on
the US. from the UK and Jersey. Journal of Economic Criminology, 10.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeconc.2025.100189

165
DOI: https://doi.org/10.64780/rolsj.v1i3.91


https://doi.org/10.64780/rolsj.v1i3.91
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10612-024-09772-6
https://doi.org/10.36128/PRIW.VI53.994
https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-9133.12562
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jth.2023.101619
https://doi.org/10.1080/17457300.2021.1928229
https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118X.2020.1776370
https://doi.org/10.1177/02645505251350077
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeconc.2025.100189

