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Context & Relevance

Access to justice is progressing, but gaps remain for survivors of gender-based
violence.

Survivors carry trauma, stigma, and financial loss — reforms are underway, yet justice is uneven.

e Women'’s layered vulnerability — survivors of sexual and domestic violence endure physical and
psychological suffering, while also bearing financial costs for recovery (medical care, counseling,
therapy).

e Systemic barriers — survivors often face stigma, bias, and victim-blaming when navigating the
justice system.

e Justice gap — although regulations already support restitution, in practice very few survivors
request or receive it, leaving financial losses unaddressed.

e Overview of challenges — progressive internal regulations exist, but institutional commitment and
regular training for justice actors remain weak, creating gaps between policy and practice.

e Urgency — without sustained reform, survivors risk continued exclusion from fair justice and
meaningful recovery.




Aid Achievements

Australian support has advanced gender-justice reforms
from institutional practice to national law.

e Australia-Indonesia Partnership for Justice (AIPJ) — Australian support enabled reform in the
Supreme Court and attorney General’s Office, strengthening gender-sensitive justice.

o Supreme Court issued Supreme Court Regulation No. 3/2017 on Guidelines for Adjudicating
Cases Involving Women in Conflict with the Law and Attorney General’s Guideline No. 1 of 2021
on Access to Justice for Women and Children in Criminal Cases — introduced gender-sensitive
judicial and prosecutorial practices, adapting procedures to women’s vulnerabilities and
safeguarding access to justice.

o Shared gender-justice focus — both prohibit victim-blaming, guarantee women in conflict with
the law access to legal aid and victim support, and ensure victims can access restitution.

o Law on Sexual Violence Crimes (2022) — adopted and expanded these principles into statutory
law, mandating restitution for sexual violence crimes with prison sentences over 4 years.

o Bottom-up reform trajectory — institutional reforms shaped national legislation, showing how
aid-driven change at the institutional level scaled into systemic reform.




From Regulation to Reality

Institutions pass progressive internal regulations, but
weak commitment and limited capacity hinder their
implementation.

e Commitment shows in lawmaking, yet practice change requires serious budget, training, and
quality control.

o Regulations applied unevenly — passed but not consistently enforced in daily practice.

o Training and budget limited — no serious allocation for regular, large-scale, quality-controlled
programs.

o Champions sustain momentum, but fragile — reform leaders draft regulations (e.g., SCR 3/2017
and AGG 1/2021) and train peers, yet progress slows when they are transferred or retire, and
replacements may lack or resist gender-sensitive perspectives.

o Interest in renewing regulations — Supreme Court and AGO show willingness to update or
harmonize past internal regulations (e.g., following SVL 2022) and are open to joint trainings,
though institutional tendency leans more toward rule-making than ensuring consistent practice
and quality control.




Toward Sustainable and Effective Gender Justice

Gender justice requires broad pathways — policy development is key to lasting
impact.

Prevention and victim-oriented policies are essential to stop violence before it escalates:

e Policy development gap — sustainability requires not only training and budgets but also
progressive policies that address prevention and victim protection.

e Protection orders as prevention — crucial to stop escalation of intimate partner violence, including
domestic violence, before it leads to severe harm or death.

e Victim-oriented alternatives — not all survivors of online gender-based violence pursue legal
channels due to systemic barriers; policies must provide accessible alternatives.

e Right to be forgotten — survivors face stigma and complex procedures to remove harmful content
(e.g., NCII). Current pathways rely on law enforcement under the Sexual Violence Law or
pornography classification by the Ministry of Communication and Informatics. Easier,
victim-oriented mechanisms are needed to strengthen access to justice.

e Research before policy — all these pathways require rigorous research and contextual adaptation
to Indonesia’s legal, social, and cultural realities before being translated into effective policy.
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