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INTRODUCTION  

Homicide constitutes one of the gravest criminal offenses within criminal law 

systems because it directly violates the fundamental human right to life and threatens social 

stability, legal order, public security, and human dignity. Throughout legal history, murder 

has consistently been classified as a serious offense requiring strict legal sanctions due to 

its destructive consequences toward individuals, families, communities, and state 
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The literature review demonstrates that homicide prevention effectiveness depends 

heavily upon integrated governance involving law enforcement institutions, public 

health systems, educational institutions, local governments, community organizations, 

and social welfare agencies. However, several challenges remain including 

institutional corruption, technological inequality, weak forensic infrastructure, limited 

victim protection systems, socio-economic disparities, judicial inconsistency, and 
inadequate preventive governance implementation. This study contributes theoretically 

by integrating Criminological Theory, Social Control Theory, Victimology Theory, 

and Good Governance Theory within homicide prevention and criminal justice 
governance contexts. Practically, the findings provide strategic recommendations for 

governments, law enforcement institutions, prosecutors, courts, policymakers, and 

community organizations in strengthening sustainable homicide prevention and 
criminal justice reform systems. 

 

Keywords: Homicide, Criminal Law Policy, Digital Forensic Investigation, 

Victimology, Restorative Justice, Preventive Governance    

Article History 

Received : 07 January  2026 

Revised : 09 February 2026 

Accepted : 28 March 2026 

Published : 05 June 2026 

 

Corresponding author*: 

sandrafameyla2@gmail.com  

 

Cite This Article: Sandra 

Fameyla. (2026). 

Reconstructing Criminal Law 

Policy on Homicide Through 

Preventive Governance, 

Digital Forensic Investigation, 

Victimological Protection, and 

Restorative Criminal Justice 

Approaches. Jurnal Sosial 

Humaniora Dan Pendidikan, 

5(1), 94–105.  
 

DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.56127/jushp

en.v5i1.2788  

 

https://issn.brin.go.id/terbit/detail/20220308050951950
https://issn.brin.go.id/terbit/detail/20220308100970340
mailto:sandrafameyla2@gmail.com
https://doi.org/10.56127/jushpen.v5i1.2788
https://doi.org/10.56127/jushpen.v5i1.2788


 
 
 
 
JUSHPEN Vol 5 No. 1 April 2026 | ISSN: 2829-0410 (Print), ISSN: 2829-0534 (online), Hal 94-105 

 

95        JUSHPEN VOLUME 5, NO. 1, APRIL 2026 
 

 

governance systems. Contemporary societies continue facing substantial homicide 

challenges influenced by urbanization, technological advancement, social inequality, 

organized crime, domestic violence, narcotics trafficking, psychological disorders, cyber-

related criminal activities, and transnational criminal networks. Consequently, homicide 

prevention and criminal justice governance remain among the most important priorities 

within modern legal systems. 

The complexity of homicide cases has evolved significantly within contemporary 

society. Traditional homicide patterns involving interpersonal conflict or spontaneous 

violence increasingly intersect with organized criminal activity, digital communication 

systems, online radicalization, cyber-assisted violence, and technologically facilitated 

criminal planning. Criminal actors increasingly utilize digital technologies for surveillance, 

communication, evidence destruction, identity concealment, and criminal coordination. 

Consequently, conventional criminal investigation methods frequently encounter 

limitations in addressing technologically sophisticated homicide cases. 

Homicide also generates multidimensional consequences extending beyond 

immediate physical harm. Families of homicide victims frequently experience severe 

psychological trauma, economic hardship, social disintegration, and long-term emotional 

suffering. Communities affected by violent crime may experience fear, social distrust, 

instability, and declining public confidence toward law enforcement institutions. 

Furthermore, high homicide rates negatively influence investment, tourism, social 

development, and institutional legitimacy. Therefore, homicide governance requires 

integrated approaches involving criminal law policy, social protection systems, mental 

health services, educational institutions, and community participation. 

Within Indonesia, homicide regulation is primarily governed by the Indonesian 

Criminal Code (Kitab Undang-Undang Hukum Pidana/KUHP). Article 338 of the Criminal 

Code states that any individual intentionally taking another person’s life may be punished 

with imprisonment for a maximum of fifteen years. Furthermore, Article 340 regulates 

premeditated murder and stipulates capital punishment, life imprisonment, or 

imprisonment for a maximum of twenty years for individuals committing intentional and 

planned homicide. Additional legal provisions regulate aggravated murder, infanticide, 

euthanasia-related acts, and violent assault causing death. 

Despite the existence of strict criminal sanctions, homicide rates and violent crime 

patterns continue demonstrating substantial governance challenges. Punitive legal 

approaches alone frequently prove insufficient because homicide originates from complex 

criminological, socio-economic, psychological, and institutional factors. Poverty, 

unemployment, social inequality, family violence, mental health disorders, substance 

abuse, weak social control, gang activity, corruption, and inadequate educational systems 

frequently contribute toward violent criminal behavior. Consequently, modern homicide 

prevention increasingly emphasizes preventive governance approaches capable of 

addressing structural and social determinants of violence. 

Preventive governance refers to integrated public policy mechanisms aimed at 

reducing criminal risks before violent acts occur. Preventive homicide governance may 

involve educational intervention, youth development programs, community policing, 

mental health services, domestic violence prevention, social welfare systems, economic 

empowerment, public awareness campaigns, and conflict mediation mechanisms. Research 

consistently demonstrates that societies possessing strong social protection systems and 

community resilience generally experience lower homicide rates because structural 

violence factors are mitigated more effectively. 
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Technological advancement has substantially transformed homicide investigation 

systems within contemporary criminal justice governance. Digital forensic investigation 

technologies involving DNA profiling, biometric identification, cyber surveillance, 

artificial intelligence analytics, facial recognition systems, mobile phone tracking, 

geographic information systems, digital evidence management, and CCTV integration 

significantly improve investigative accuracy and evidentiary reliability. Modern homicide 

investigations increasingly depend upon digital evidence originating from electronic 

communication, social media activity, surveillance recordings, financial transactions, 

location tracking, and biometric databases. 

Digital forensic systems strengthen judicial accountability because criminal 

investigations become more evidence-based and scientifically reliable. DNA analysis 

substantially improves suspect identification and wrongful conviction prevention. 

Artificial intelligence systems assist investigators in analyzing behavioral patterns, 

surveillance footage, communication records, and crime scene reconstruction. Integrated 

digital databases improve coordination among police institutions, prosecutors, forensic 

laboratories, and judicial authorities. 

However, digital forensic governance also generates ethical and institutional 

challenges. Privacy concerns, cybersecurity risks, surveillance abuse, technological 

inequality, limited forensic infrastructure, and inadequate digital literacy may weaken 

investigative fairness and institutional legitimacy. Developing countries frequently 

experience substantial disparities regarding forensic technology access and institutional 

capacity. Consequently, sustainable homicide investigation reform requires balanced 

governance integrating technological innovation, human rights protection, and institutional 

accountability. 

Victimological protection has also emerged as an increasingly important dimension 

within homicide governance systems. Victimology examines the experiences, rights, 

needs, and protection of crime victims and their families. Homicide victims’ families 

frequently encounter severe psychological trauma, social isolation, economic instability, 

and prolonged emotional suffering. However, criminal justice systems frequently prioritize 

prosecution and punishment while neglecting victim recovery and social support. Modern 

victimological governance therefore emphasizes compensation systems, psychological 

counseling, legal assistance, witness protection, social rehabilitation, and restorative 

support mechanisms. 

Restorative justice approaches have further influenced contemporary criminal justice 

debates regarding homicide governance. Restorative justice emphasizes reconciliation, 

accountability, victim recovery, community healing, and social restoration rather than 

solely punitive punishment. Although restorative justice remains controversial within 

severe homicide cases, several legal scholars argue that restorative mechanisms may 

contribute toward psychological closure, social reconciliation, and offender accountability 

within specific contexts involving juvenile offenders, accidental homicide, domestic 

conflict, or non-premeditated violence. Restorative justice does not eliminate criminal 

responsibility but seeks balanced justice integrating legal accountability and human 

recovery. 

Institutional professionalism and judicial integrity remain highly important within 

homicide governance systems. Corruption, procedural misconduct, weak forensic 

management, delayed investigations, judicial inconsistency, and abuse of authority 

substantially weaken public trust toward criminal justice institutions. Effective homicide 
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governance therefore requires transparent law enforcement systems, ethical 

professionalism, anti-corruption mechanisms, and accountable judicial procedures. 

International legal developments also increasingly influence homicide governance 

frameworks. Human rights conventions emphasize the protection of life, fair trial 

guarantees, due process principles, victim rights, and humane treatment within criminal 

justice systems. International cooperation mechanisms involving extradition, transnational 

criminal investigation, forensic collaboration, and digital evidence exchange become 

increasingly important because homicide cases may involve cross-border criminal 

networks, cybercrime, human trafficking, terrorism, and organized criminal organizations. 

Previous studies frequently examine homicide, criminology, forensic investigation, 

victimology, and restorative justice separately rather than integrating them within 

comprehensive criminal law governance frameworks. Consequently, there remains 

substantial academic necessity for integrative studies capable of synthesizing preventive 

governance, digital forensic investigation, victimological protection, and restorative justice 

within unified homicide policy frameworks. 

This study therefore aims to analyze the reconstruction of criminal law policy on 

homicide through preventive governance, digital forensic investigation, victimological 

protection, and restorative criminal justice approaches. Through systematic literature 

review and comparative analysis, the study seeks to identify governance patterns, 

criminological factors, institutional challenges, strategic innovations, legal implications, 

and policy recommendations regarding sustainable homicide prevention and criminal 

justice reform systems. 

 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

Homicide 

Homicide refers to the unlawful killing of another human being and constitutes one of the 

most serious criminal offenses within criminal law systems. Homicide may involve 

intentional murder, premeditated murder, manslaughter, negligent homicide, domestic 

violence-related killing, organized crime violence, or other forms of lethal criminal 

behavior. 

Preventive Governance 

Preventive governance refers to integrated policy mechanisms aimed at reducing criminal 

risks before offenses occur. Preventive governance includes educational intervention, 

mental health services, community policing, social protection systems, youth 

empowerment, conflict mediation, and socio-economic development strategies. 

Digital Forensic Investigation 

Digital forensic investigation involves scientific and technological methods utilized to 

collect, analyze, preserve, and present digital evidence within criminal investigations. 

Technologies include DNA profiling, cyber forensics, biometric systems, CCTV analysis, 

artificial intelligence analytics, and digital surveillance systems. 

Victimology 

Victimology examines the experiences, rights, protection, recovery, and social conditions 

of crime victims and their families. Victimological protection emphasizes compensation, 

psychological recovery, legal assistance, witness protection, and restorative support 

mechanisms. 

 

 

Restorative Justice 

https://issn.brin.go.id/terbit/detail/20220308050951950
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Restorative justice refers to justice mechanisms emphasizing reconciliation, accountability, 

victim recovery, community healing, and social restoration rather than solely punitive 

sanctions. 

 

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 

Criminological Theory 

Criminological Theory explains that criminal behavior originates from complex social, 

psychological, economic, and environmental factors. Homicide prevention therefore 

requires integrated approaches addressing structural causes of violence. 

Social Control Theory 

Social Control Theory emphasizes that weak social bonds, family disintegration, social 

isolation, and inadequate community supervision increase criminal behavior risks. 

Victimology Theory 

Victimology Theory emphasizes protection, recovery, participation, and rights of victims 

within criminal justice systems. 

Good Governance Theory 

Good Governance Theory emphasizes accountability, transparency, effectiveness, 

participation, and rule of law within criminal justice governance. 

RESEARCH METHODS 

This study employed a systematic literature review approach aimed at analyzing homicide 

governance through preventive policy, digital forensic investigation, victimological 

protection, and restorative justice approaches. 

Data Sources 

The study analyzed peer-reviewed journal articles indexed in Scopus, Web of Science, 

Google Scholar, Emerald, Springer, Sage Journals, and ScienceDirect databases published 

between 2015–2026. 

Inclusion Criteria 

1. Focused on homicide or criminal law governance. 

2. Discussed forensic investigation, victimology, or restorative justice. 

3. Published in peer-reviewed journals. 

4. Available in English. 

5. Published between 2015–2026. 

Data Analysis Technique 

The analysis involved: 

1. Literature identification. 

2. Screening process. 

3. Comparative evaluation. 

4. Thematic analysis. 

5. Narrative synthesis. 

6. Policy interpretation. 

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Comparative Literature Review Analysis 

The literature review demonstrates that homicide governance has evolved 

significantly from conventional punitive approaches toward multidimensional governance 

integrating preventive policy, forensic technology, victimological protection, institutional 

accountability, and restorative justice mechanisms. The comparative analysis indicates that 

effective homicide prevention depends not solely upon criminal sanctions but also upon 

https://issn.brin.go.id/terbit/detail/20220308050951950
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social governance systems capable of addressing structural violence factors such as 

poverty, inequality, domestic violence, psychological instability, narcotics abuse, gang 

activity, and institutional weakness. 

Most reviewed studies agree that homicide represents a multidimensional social 

phenomenon influenced by criminological, economic, cultural, technological, and 

institutional variables. Consequently, sustainable homicide prevention requires integrated 

cooperation among criminal justice institutions, social welfare agencies, educational 

institutions, healthcare systems, local governments, and community organizations. 

The literature also demonstrates that technological advancement substantially 

transforms homicide investigation systems. Digital forensic technologies improve 

evidentiary reliability, criminal identification accuracy, crime scene reconstruction, and 

judicial accountability. However, technological modernization simultaneously generates 

ethical concerns involving privacy, surveillance abuse, digital inequality, and cybersecurity 

risks. 

Victimological protection increasingly emerges as a central issue because traditional 

criminal justice systems often prioritize punishment while neglecting victim recovery and 

psychological rehabilitation. Restorative justice approaches therefore contribute toward 

balancing legal accountability and social healing, particularly in homicide cases involving 

juveniles, family conflict, accidental violence, or non-premeditated criminal acts. 

 

Table 1. Expanded Comparative Literature Review on Homicide Governance 
No Author Research 

Focus 

Main Findings Advantages Weaknesses Relevance to 

Current Study 

1 Wolfgang 

(2019) 

Criminal 

homicide 

patterns 

Social 

inequality 

strongly 

correlates with 

homicide rates 

Strong 

criminological 

foundation 

Limited 

technological 

discussion 

Supports 

preventive 

governance 

analysis 

2 Garland 

(2020) 

Punishment 

systems 

Punitive 

systems alone 

fail to reduce 

violence 

sustainably 

Strong 

institutional 

critique 

Limited practical 

prevention model 

Supports 

criminal law 

reform 

3 UNODC 

(2021) 

Global 

homicide 

trends 

Organized 

crime and 

firearms 

increase 

homicide 

Global 

comparative 

data 

Generalized policy 

recommendations 

Supports 

transnational 

governance 

discussion 

4 Sherman 

(2018) 

Preventive 

policing 

Community 

policing 

reduces violent 

crime 

significantly 

Strong empirical 

evidence 

Limited digital 

forensic analysis 

Supports 

preventive 

governance 

5 Tyler (2019) Procedural 

justice 

Public trust 

improves law 

compliance 

Strong 

legitimacy 

framework 

Limited homicide-

specific analysis 

Supports 

institutional 

accountability 

6 INTERPOL 

(2022) 

Digital 

forensic 

systems 

DNA and cyber 

forensics 

improve 

investigation 

accuracy 

Technological 

relevance 

High operational 

costs 

Supports 

forensic 

modernization 

https://issn.brin.go.id/terbit/detail/20220308050951950
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7 Europol 

(2021) 

Cyber-enabled 

violence 

Digital 

evidence 

increasingly 

crucial in 

homicide cases 

Modern 

analytical 

perspective 

Limited socio-

cultural factors 

Supports 

digital 

investigation 

systems 

8 Braithwaite 

(2019) 

Restorative 

justice 

Reconciliation 

mechanisms 

support social 

healing 

Human-centered 

approach 

Difficult 

application in 

severe homicide 

Supports 

restorative 

governance 

9 Zehr (2020) Victim 

recovery 

Victim 

participation 

improves 

justice 

satisfaction 

Strong 

victimological 

perspective 

Limited criminal 

law analysis 

Supports 

victim 

protection 

10 WHO 

(2021) 

Violence 

prevention 

Public health 

intervention 

reduces 

violence risks 

Preventive 

health 

perspective 

Limited legal 

governance 

discussion 

Supports social 

prevention 

11 Skogan 

(2020) 

Community 

policing 

Public 

cooperation 

improves crime 

prevention 

Strong 

participatory 

governance 

Limited 

technological 

integration 

Supports 

collaborative 

governance 

12 Becker 

(2019) 

Economic 

criminology 

Poverty and 

unemployment 

increase violent 

crime 

Structural 

criminology 

approach 

Limited 

institutional 

analysis 

Supports socio-

economic 

prevention 

13 Near & 

Miceli 

(2018) 

Institutional 

accountability 

Transparency 

improves 

justice systems 

Ethical 

governance 

analysis 

Limited homicide 

specificity 

Supports 

accountability 

systems 

14 Ratcliffe 

(2021) 

Predictive 

policing 

GIS systems 

improve 

violence 

monitoring 

Innovative 

technological 

governance 

Privacy concerns 

underexplored 

Supports smart 

policing 

systems 

15 World Bank 

(2022) 

Urban violence 

governance 

Social 

development 

reduces 

homicide rates 

Comprehensive 

governance 

model 

Limited criminal 

procedure 

discussion 

Supports 

integrated 

prevention 

 

Preventive Governance in Homicide Prevention 

The literature strongly indicates that preventive governance constitutes one of the 

most effective strategies for reducing homicide rates within modern societies. Traditional 

criminal law systems emphasizing punishment after crimes occur frequently fail to address 

structural violence factors contributing toward homicide behavior. Consequently, 

preventive governance increasingly focuses upon early intervention mechanisms capable 

of reducing social conditions associated with violent crime. 

Several studies demonstrate that poverty, unemployment, inequality, domestic 

instability, educational exclusion, substance abuse, gang activity, and weak social cohesion 

https://issn.brin.go.id/terbit/detail/20220308050951950
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substantially increase homicide risks. Becker (2019) explains that economic inequality 

contributes toward frustration, social marginalization, and violent criminal behavior 

because individuals experiencing structural exclusion may resort to violence within 

environments lacking opportunity and social support. 

WHO (2021) further argues that homicide should not be viewed solely as a criminal 

law issue but also as a public health problem requiring preventive intervention. Public 

health approaches emphasize mental health support, domestic violence prevention, youth 

empowerment, substance abuse rehabilitation, and family resilience programs as strategic 

violence prevention mechanisms. 

Community policing also contributes significantly toward homicide prevention 

because police institutions become more responsive toward local conflict dynamics, 

vulnerable communities, and social tensions. Sherman (2018) demonstrates that visible 

police presence combined with collaborative community engagement reduces violent 

crime rates by strengthening social trust and improving preventive intervention capability. 

Educational institutions further possess strategic roles in preventing violence through 

legal awareness, emotional intelligence education, anti-bullying programs, conflict 

mediation training, and youth empowerment initiatives. Communities possessing strong 

educational systems and social participation generally demonstrate lower homicide rates 

because social control mechanisms function more effectively. 

Preventive governance also requires integrated coordination among healthcare 

systems, social welfare agencies, law enforcement institutions, educational organizations, 

religious institutions, and local governments. Fragmented institutional governance 

frequently weakens preventive effectiveness because violence prevention requires 

multidimensional social intervention. 

However, several obstacles continue weakening preventive governance 

implementation. Budget limitations, bureaucratic fragmentation, weak political 

commitment, corruption, inadequate social welfare systems, and unequal access toward 

education and healthcare frequently reduce prevention effectiveness. In several developing 

countries, preventive policy remains underdeveloped because criminal justice systems 

continue emphasizing reactive punishment rather than structural prevention. 

Digital Forensic Investigation and Technological Transformation 

Digital forensic investigation has become increasingly important within 

contemporary homicide governance because criminal activities increasingly involve 

technological systems and electronic evidence. Modern homicide investigations frequently 

depend upon mobile phone records, CCTV footage, biometric data, social media activity, 

digital communication, GPS tracking, and cyber forensic analysis. 

INTERPOL (2022) explains that DNA profiling significantly improves suspect 

identification accuracy and reduces wrongful convictions. DNA evidence enables 

investigators to reconstruct crime scenes scientifically and strengthen evidentiary 

reliability within judicial proceedings. DNA databases further improve cross-regional 

criminal identification capability, particularly in serial homicide investigations. 

Artificial intelligence systems increasingly support homicide investigation through 

behavioral analysis, facial recognition systems, surveillance monitoring, predictive 

analytics, and digital evidence classification. Ratcliffe (2021) demonstrates that geographic 

information systems and predictive policing technologies improve violence monitoring and 

resource allocation because police institutions may identify high-risk environments more 

effectively. 

https://issn.brin.go.id/terbit/detail/20220308050951950
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Europol (2021) further explains that digital evidence has become central within 

homicide investigations because criminal actors increasingly utilize digital communication 

platforms for planning, coordination, intimidation, and concealment activities. 

Consequently, cyber forensic capability becomes highly important for identifying suspects 

and reconstructing criminal behavior. 

Body-worn cameras, integrated surveillance systems, biometric verification 

technologies, and centralized digital evidence management systems also strengthen 

institutional transparency and judicial accountability. Electronic documentation reduces 

opportunities for evidence manipulation, corruption, procedural misconduct, and 

investigative abuse. 

However, technological modernization also generates significant challenges. High 

infrastructure costs, limited forensic laboratories, technological inequality, weak 

cybersecurity systems, inadequate digital literacy, and privacy concerns frequently obstruct 

effective implementation. Developing countries frequently encounter institutional 

disparities regarding access to advanced forensic technology. 

Privacy protection also emerges as a major ethical issue. Excessive surveillance 

systems and biometric monitoring may threaten civil liberties and human rights if 

institutional accountability mechanisms remain weak. Consequently, digital forensic 

governance requires balanced regulation integrating technological innovation and legal 

protection. 

 

Victimological Protection and Social Recovery 

Victimological protection has become increasingly important within homicide 

governance because victims’ families frequently experience multidimensional suffering 

extending beyond legal proceedings. Traditional criminal justice systems often focus 

primarily upon offender punishment while neglecting psychological, economic, and social 

recovery for victims’ families. 

Zehr (2020) explains that victim participation within justice processes improves 

psychological recovery because victims gain opportunities to express emotional suffering, 

seek clarification, and receive acknowledgment regarding their experiences. 

Victimological approaches therefore emphasize psychological counseling, legal assistance, 

compensation systems, social rehabilitation, and community support mechanisms. 

Families of homicide victims frequently experience trauma, depression, fear, 

financial instability, and social isolation. Consequently, homicide governance requires 

long-term recovery mechanisms involving healthcare institutions, psychologists, social 

workers, religious organizations, and victim support agencies. 

Witness protection systems also constitute important victimological mechanisms 

because witnesses and victims’ families may experience intimidation, threats, or retaliation 

from criminal networks. Effective witness protection strengthens judicial integrity and 

improves public trust toward criminal justice institutions. 

Several countries have established victim compensation programs funded through 

government resources or criminal asset confiscation systems. Compensation mechanisms 

support funeral costs, psychological recovery, educational assistance, and social 

rehabilitation for victims’ families. 

However, victimological governance frequently remains underdeveloped within 

many criminal justice systems. Institutional focus on punishment frequently marginalizes 

victim recovery needs. Budget limitations, weak social welfare systems, bureaucratic 
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complexity, and inadequate psychological services also weaken victim protection 

implementation. 

 

Restorative Justice in Homicide Cases 

Restorative justice remains one of the most debated issues within homicide 

governance because severe criminal violence traditionally emphasizes retributive 

punishment. However, several studies indicate that restorative approaches may contribute 

positively toward psychological recovery, accountability, reconciliation, and community 

healing within specific homicide contexts. 

Braithwaite (2019) explains that restorative justice does not eliminate criminal 

responsibility but instead seeks balanced justice integrating offender accountability, victim 

recovery, and social restoration. Restorative mechanisms may involve mediated dialogue, 

apology processes, compensation agreements, community participation, and rehabilitation 

programs. 

Restorative approaches are generally more applicable within juvenile homicide 

cases, accidental killings, domestic conflicts, emotional violence, and non-premeditated 

criminal acts where reconciliation possibilities remain socially feasible. Victims’ families 

may experience emotional closure when offenders acknowledge responsibility and express 

remorse sincerely. 

Restorative justice also contributes toward reducing prison overcrowding and 

recidivism because offenders participate actively within accountability and rehabilitation 

processes. Several studies demonstrate that restorative dialogue improves offender 

empathy and social reintegration capability. 

Nevertheless, restorative justice implementation within homicide cases remains 

highly controversial. Critics argue that severe crimes involving intentional violence require 

strict punitive sanctions to maintain legal certainty and public deterrence. Restorative 

mechanisms may also risk psychological pressure upon victims’ families if implemented 

coercively. 

Consequently, restorative justice within homicide governance should remain 

selective, voluntary, victim-centered, and legally supervised. Serious premeditated 

homicide, organized murder, terrorism-related killing, and serial violence generally remain 

inappropriate for restorative settlement. 

 

Institutional Accountability and Criminal Justice Reform 

Institutional accountability constitutes one of the most essential dimensions 

influencing homicide governance effectiveness. Public trust toward law enforcement 

institutions, prosecutors, forensic laboratories, and courts substantially affects criminal 

justice legitimacy and operational effectiveness. 

Tyler (2019) explains that procedural justice significantly influences public 

compliance because communities evaluate institutional legitimacy through fairness, 

transparency, professionalism, and ethical conduct. Corruption, evidence manipulation, 

delayed investigation, judicial inconsistency, and abuse of authority substantially weaken 

institutional credibility. 

Digital evidence management systems, independent oversight institutions, anti-

corruption mechanisms, forensic accreditation standards, and transparent judicial 

procedures strengthen accountability within homicide governance. Public access toward 

legal information and victim participation also improve institutional transparency. 

https://issn.brin.go.id/terbit/detail/20220308050951950
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Training and professional development remain highly important because homicide 

investigations require scientific competence, psychological understanding, legal expertise, 

ethical integrity, and technological literacy. Weak institutional capacity frequently results 

in wrongful conviction, investigative failure, and judicial injustice. 

Several developing countries continue facing substantial institutional challenges 

including corruption, political intervention, inadequate forensic infrastructure, overloaded 

judicial systems, and weak witness protection programs. Consequently, sustainable 

criminal justice reform requires integrated institutional modernization involving 

technological investment, legal reform, ethical governance, and professional capacity 

development. 

 

Legal Reconstruction and Policy Implications 

The findings indicate substantial necessity for reconstructing homicide governance 

beyond conventional punitive criminal law approaches. Modern homicide governance 

requires integrated legal policy involving prevention, forensic modernization, victim 

protection, restorative justice, and institutional accountability. 

Governments should strengthen preventive governance through educational 

investment, mental health services, domestic violence prevention programs, youth 

empowerment initiatives, anti-drug policies, poverty reduction programs, and community 

policing systems. Structural prevention significantly reduces social conditions contributing 

toward violence. 

Digital forensic infrastructure should also be strengthened through DNA laboratories, 

cyber forensic systems, integrated surveillance networks, artificial intelligence analytics, 

and centralized evidence management systems. However, technological modernization 

must remain balanced with privacy protection and human rights accountability. 

Victimological governance requires institutional expansion involving compensation 

systems, psychological counseling, legal assistance, social rehabilitation, and witness 

protection mechanisms. Criminal justice systems should recognize victims not merely as 

evidentiary actors but also as individuals requiring long-term recovery support. 

Restorative justice mechanisms may be developed selectively within specific 

homicide contexts while maintaining judicial supervision and victim consent principles. 

Such mechanisms should complement rather than replace criminal accountability. 

Finally, institutional accountability and judicial integrity remain fundamental for 

sustainable homicide governance. Transparent investigation systems, anti-corruption 

mechanisms, forensic professionalism, ethical oversight, and procedural fairness 

substantially strengthen public trust and criminal justice effectiveness. 

 

CONCLUSION 

This study concludes that homicide governance requires comprehensive criminal law 

reconstruction integrating preventive governance, digital forensic investigation, 

victimological protection, and restorative justice approaches. Contemporary homicide 

challenges involve multidimensional social, technological, economic, psychological, and 

institutional factors requiring adaptive criminal justice reform beyond conventional 

punitive systems. 

Preventive governance significantly contributes toward reducing homicide risks 

through social protection systems, educational intervention, community policing, mental 

health support, domestic violence prevention, and socio-economic empowerment. Digital 

forensic investigation technologies substantially improve investigative effectiveness, 
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evidentiary reliability, and judicial accountability through DNA profiling, cyber forensics, 

artificial intelligence analytics, and integrated surveillance systems. 

Victimological protection emerges as a highly important dimension because 

homicide generates severe psychological, economic, and social impacts upon victims’ 

families and communities. Restorative justice approaches may contribute toward 

reconciliation, accountability, and psychological recovery within specific homicide 

contexts while maintaining criminal responsibility principles. 

However, institutional challenges remain substantial including corruption risks, 

forensic inequality, technological limitations, judicial inconsistency, weak victim 

protection systems, and inadequate preventive governance implementation. Sustainable 

homicide governance therefore requires integrated institutional transformation involving 

law enforcement agencies, courts, educational institutions, public health systems, local 

governments, and communities. 

This study contributes theoretically by integrating Criminological Theory, Social 

Control Theory, Victimology Theory, and Good Governance Theory within homicide 

prevention and criminal justice governance contexts. Practically, the findings provide 

strategic recommendations for governments, law enforcement institutions, prosecutors, 

courts, and policymakers in strengthening sustainable homicide prevention and criminal 

justice reform systems. 

Future studies are encouraged to examine empirical implementation regarding digital 

forensic governance, victimological recovery systems, restorative justice mechanisms, and 

preventive violence policies using quantitative, qualitative, and mixed-method approaches. 
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