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2. Bukti Konfirmasi Review dan 
Hasil Review Pertama 
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1. Review Form Reviewer A 
 

 
Comments to the Authors: 
The manuscript is well organized and addresses an important issue concerning child-friendly justice and 
the prevention of secondary victimization among child victims of violence. However, the novelty of the 
study could be articulated more clearly in the Introduction, particularly by emphasizing the research gap 
and the specific contribution of the study in relation to previous research. 

Recommendation: 
Accepted with minor corrections (B) 
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Feedback Revision Reviewer A 

a. Abstrak: Please clarify the novelty and unique contribution of the study in the abstract. 
b. Introduction: Please clarify the novelty and specific contribution of this study more explicitly. 

Although the research gap has been identified, the distinction between this study and previous 
research could be emphasized further. 

c. Result and Discussion: 
1. The discussion identifies several implementation gaps; however, the inclusion of concrete 

examples or recent cases from Indonesia would strengthen the analysis. 
2. The conceptual model is informative. However, its practical implications for improving child 

protection policies and justice practices could be discussed more explicitly. 
d. Conclusion: The conclusion is well aligned with the study objectives and findings. However, a 

brief recommendation for future research 
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Reviewer A: 
The manuscript is relevant to the journal's scope, methodologically appropriate, and supported by 
adequate references. The suggested revisions are minor and mainly concern clarification of novelty and 
strengthening the discussion. 
Recommendation: Minor Revision. 
Recommendation: Revisions Required 
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5. Feedback from reviewers and responses to reviewers 
Manuscript ID #1017 

Dear Editors/Reviewers 
We really appreciate and express our gratitude for the review/comments/suggestions from the editor/reviewer for our manuscript. 
The table below is the list of Editors & Reviewers comment/suggestion and our related response. 

 
Regards 

 
 

Authors 
No. Editor/Reviewer Comment Authors Response 

1 Reviewer A: 

Abstract: Please clarify the novelty and unique contribution of the study in the 
abstract. 

Introduction: Please clarify the novelty and specific contribution of this study 
more explicitly. Although the research gap has been identified, the distinction 
between this study and previous research could be emphasized further. 

Result and Discussion: 
1. The discussion identifies several implementation gaps; however, the 
inclusion of concrete examples or recent cases from Indonesia would 
strengthen the analysis. 
 
2. Figure 1 interpretation. The conceptual model is informative. However, its 
practical implications for improving child protection policies and justice 
practices could be discussed more explicitly. 

Conclusion: The conclusion is well aligned with the study objectives and 
findings. However, a brief recommendation for future research 

Abstract: Thank you for your valuable 
comment. We have revised the abstract to 
explicitly state the novelty and unique 
contribution of the study. Specifically, we 
added a sentence emphasizing that the study 
examines child-friendly justice as a preventive 
framework against secondary victimization 
and highlights its contribution in linking 
international child protection standards with 
the Indonesian criminal justice system. This 
revision clarifies the distinctive focus and 
contribution of the research. 
 
Introduction: Thank you for the comment. We 
have revised the Introduction to more 
explicitly state the novelty and contribution of 
the study by emphasizing the integration of 
child-friendly justice and secondary 
victimization within a single analytical 
framework, as well as its relevance to the 



 

 

  Indonesian criminal justice system. 
 
Result and Discussion: 
1. Thank you for the suggestion. We have 
strengthened the discussion by incorporating 
recent evidence from Indonesia, including 
examples of repeated questioning of child 
victims during criminal proceedings and the 
uneven implementation of child-friendly justice 
procedures across regions. 
 
2. Thank you for the comment. We have 
revised the discussion by explicitly 
highlighting the practical implications of the 
proposed model for child protection policies 
and justice practices, including the 
strengthening of child-friendly facilities, 
specialized training for justice personnel, and 
improved inter-agency coordination to prevent 
secondary victimization. 
 
Conclusion: Thank you for the suggestion. A 
brief recommendation for future research has 
been added to the conclusion section, 
emphasizing the need for empirical studies on 
the effectiveness of child-friendly justice 
implementation and its implications for child 
protection policies and justice practices. 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 

2 Reviewer B: 
 
Title: The title format does not match the template used. The paragraph 
format should be left-aligned. Please review the journal template used and 
adjust accordingly. 
 
Abstract: The abstract format is not entirely correct. It should be italicized. 
Please review the journal template used. Correct and adjust it accordingly. 
 
Keywords: The keyword formatting is also not entirely correct. It should be 
italicized. Please review the journal template you are using. Correct and 
adjust accordingly. 
 
Introduction: Most paragraphs simply explain laws and general theories. The 
article only cites WHO and international research, while national data on 
violence against children is not presented. 
 
Method: The legal analysis techniques are not explained in detail. The author 
only mentions interpretation, comparison, and evaluation. However, he does 
not explain how these processes are carried out. 
 
Result and Discussion: Critical analysis of law enforcement officials, 
institutional capacity, and implementation barriers is needed. The discussion 
remains highly theoretical. There are no case examples from Indonesia, court 
decisions, or practical examples of child victim investigations. 
 
Conclusion: The conclusion is still a rehash of the discussion results. Policy 
implications, legal reform recommendations, and an agenda for further 
research are also included. 

Title: Thank you for your valuable comment. 
The title formatting has been revised to 
comply with the journal template, including the 
required left-aligned paragraph format. 
 
Abstract: Thank you for your valuable 
comment. The abstract formatting has been 
revised to comply with the journal template, 
including the use of italic formatting. 
 
Keywords: Thank you for your valuable 
comment. The keyword formatting has been 
revised to comply with the journal template, 
including the use of italic formatting. 
 
Introduction: Thank you for this observation. 

We have revised the Introduction by adding 
national data from Indonesia's official sources 
to complement the WHO and international 
literature already cited. Specifically, we 
inserted: (1) SNPHAR 2024 data (Kemen 
PPPA & BPS), showing that 50.78% of 
Indonesian children aged 13–17 have 
experienced at least one form of violence, 
added at the end of paragraph 1 to link the 
constitutional guarantee with empirical reality; 
and (2) SIMFONI-PPA data (19,628 cases in 
2024, an upward trend since 2021) together 
with the KPAI Annual Report 2024 (2,057 
complaints, mostly involving biological parents 



 

  as perpetrators), added in paragraph 4 
alongside the WHO and Finkelhor et al. 
citations. These additions, sourced directly 
from official government publications, have 
been included in the reference list with links, 
so that the discussion is now grounded in both 
international and national evidence. 
 
Method: Thank you for this observation. We 

have revised the Method section to explain 
how each technique was applied: 
interpretation followed Marzuki's (2021) 
grammatical, systematic, and teleological 
techniques, illustrated with specific provisions; 
comparison followed Zweigert and Kötz's 
(1998) functional approach, checking national 
provisions against five functional indicators 
from the Council of Europe (2011) and 
UNODC (2009); and evaluation assessed the 
gap between normative provisions and their 
documented implementation. The 
corresponding reference (Zweigert & Kötz, 
1998) has been added to the bibliography. 
 
Result and Discussion: Thank you for this 

observation. We have revised the discussion 
by adding critical analysis of institutional 
capacity and concrete Indonesian examples in 
two places: (1) in section (a), we discuss the 
shortage of women police officers in Unit PPA 
(3% of Polri's force), uneven UPTD PPA 
distribution outside Java, and a 2024 Polda 
Metro Jaya - KPAI case involving a toddler 
victim of sexual exploitation; and (2) in section 
(b), we include field data from Unit PPA 



 

Kupang City showing how rising caseloads 
and limited personnel make repeated 



 

 

  interviewing a structural problem rather than a 
procedural choice. Corresponding references 
have been added to the bibliography. 
 
Conclusion: Thank you for this observation. 

We have added two paragraphs to the 
conclusion: one presenting concrete policy 
implications and legal reform 
recommendations, including uniform facility 
standards, mandatory investigator training, 
formalized interagency SOP, and a 
recommendation to codify single-interview 
provisions into the ongoing KUHAP revision 
using Law Number 12 of 2022 (TPKS) as a 
model; and one specifying three empirical 
research priorities: a multi-site comparative 
study, longitudinal research on psychological 
outcomes, and evaluation of the 2024 
Direktorat PPA-PPO restructuring at the resort 
level. 



 

 

3 Reviewer C: 

Introduction: A final proofreading is recommended to reduce several repetitive 
explanations regarding child-friendly justice and secondary victimization so that 
the narrative becomes more concise. 

Method: Please ensure consistency in the terminology used for the legal 
research approach and avoid unnecessary repetition in the explanation of the 
analytical procedures. 

Conclusion: It is recommended to make it slightly more concise by 
emphasizing the principal findings and policy implications while avoiding 
repetition of points already discussed. 

Introduction: Thank you for the suggestion. 
We have consolidated the repeated 
explanations of secondary victimization and 
child-friendly justice into single unified 
paragraphs and removed redundant 
concluding sentences to improve 
conciseness. 
 
Method: Thank you. We have standardized 
the terminology by consistently using 
normative legal research throughout the 
section and clarified library research as a 
data collection technique within that 
approach. The duplicated concluding 
sentences have also been removed and 
consolidated into a single closing statement. 

Conclusion: Thank you for the suggestion. 
The first two paragraphs have been merged 
into a single concise statement of principal 
findings, redundant concluding sentences 
removed, and the conclusion now moves 
directly from findings to policy implications. 



 

6. Manuscript Accepted and Sending it to production 
 



 

Anggreany Haryani Putri, Endang Hadrian, Trias Saputra: 

 
The editing of your submission, "Implementation of Child-Friendly Justice Principles in the Criminal Justice System: Preventing Secondary Victimization among Child 
Victims of Violence," is complete. We are now sending it to production. 

 
Submission URL: https://research.e-greenation.org/GIJLSS/authorDashboard/submission/1017 

 

7. Feedback from reviewers 
and responses to reviewers 
Manuscript ID #1017 
Dear Editors/Reviewers 
We really appreciate and express our gratitude for the review/comments/suggestions from the editor/reviewer for our manuscript. The table 
below is the list of Editors & Reviewers comment/suggestion and our related response. 

 
Regards 

 
 
 

Authors 
 
 

 
No. Editor/Reviewer Comment Authors Response 



 

1 Reviewer A: 

Abstract: Please clarify the novelty and unique contribution of the study in the 
abstract. 

Introduction: Please clarify the novelty and specific contribution of this study more 
explicitly. Although the research gap has been identified, the distinction between this 

study and previous research could be emphasized further. 

Result and Discussion: 
3. The discussion identifies several implementation gaps; however, the 
inclusion of concrete examples or recent cases from Indonesia would 
strengthen the analysis. 

 
4. Figure 1 interpretation. The conceptual model is informative. However, its 
practical implications for improving child protection policies and justice practices 
could be discussed more explicitly. 

Conclusion: The conclusion is well aligned with the study objectives and findings. 
However, a brief recommendation for future research 

Abstract: Thank you for your valuable comment. 
We have revised the abstract to explicitly state the 

novelty and unique contribution of the study. 
Specifically, we added a sentence emphasizing 

that the study examines child-friendly justice as a 
preventive framework against secondary 

victimization and highlights its contribution in 
linking international child protection standards 

with the Indonesian criminal justice system. This 
revision clarifies the distinctive focus and 

contribution of the research. 
 

Introduction: Thank you for the comment. We 
have revised the Introduction to more explicitly 

state the novelty and contribution of the study by 
emphasizing the integration of child-friendly 
justice and secondary victimization within a 

single analytical 
framework, as well as its relevance to the 



 

 

  Indonesian criminal justice system. 
 

Result and Discussion: 
3. Thank you for the suggestion. We have 
strengthened the discussion by incorporating 
recent evidence from Indonesia, including 
examples of repeated questioning of child victims 
during criminal proceedings and the uneven 
implementation of child-friendly justice 
procedures across regions. 

 
4. Thank you for the comment. We have revised 
the discussion by explicitly highlighting the 
practical implications of the proposed model for 
child protection policies and justice practices, 
including the strengthening of child-friendly 
facilities, specialized training for justice 
personnel, and improved inter-agency 
coordination to prevent secondary victimization. 

 
Conclusion: Thank you for the suggestion. A brief 

recommendation for future research has been 
added to the conclusion section, emphasizing the 
need for empirical studies on the effectiveness of 

child-friendly justice implementation and its 
implications for child 

protection policies and justice practices. 



 

2 Reviewer B: 
 

Title: The title format does not match the template used. The paragraph format 
should be left-aligned. Please review the journal template used and adjust 

accordingly. 
 

Abstract: The abstract format is not entirely correct. It should be italicized. Please 
review the journal template used. Correct and adjust it accordingly. 

 
Keywords: The keyword formatting is also not entirely correct. It should be 

italicized. Please review the journal template you are using. Correct and adjust 
accordingly. 

 
Introduction: Most paragraphs simply explain laws and general theories. The article 
only cites WHO and international research, while national data on violence against 

children is not presented. 
 

Method: The legal analysis techniques are not explained in detail. The author only 
mentions interpretation, comparison, and evaluation. However, he does not explain 

how these processes are carried out. 
 

Result and Discussion: Critical analysis of law enforcement officials, institutional 
capacity, and implementation barriers is needed. The discussion remains highly 

theoretical. There are no case examples from Indonesia, court decisions, or practical 
examples of child victim investigations. 

 
Conclusion: The conclusion is still a rehash of the discussion results. Policy 

implications, legal reform recommendations, and an agenda for further research are 
also included. 

Title: Thank you for your valuable comment. The 
title formatting has been revised to comply with 
the journal template, including the required left-

aligned paragraph format. 
 

Abstract: Thank you for your valuable comment. 
The abstract formatting has been revised to comply 

with the journal template, including the use of 
italic formatting. 

 
Keywords: Thank you for your valuable comment. 

The keyword formatting has been revised to 
comply with the journal template, including the 

use of italic formatting. 
 

Introduction: Thank you for this observation. We 
have revised the Introduction by adding national 

data from Indonesia's official sources to 
complement the WHO and international literature 

already cited. Specifically, we inserted: (1) 
SNPHAR 2024 data (Kemen PPPA & BPS), 

showing that 50.78% of Indonesian children aged 
13–17 have experienced at least one form of 

violence, added at the end of paragraph 1 to link 
the constitutional guarantee with empirical reality; 
and (2) SIMFONI-PPA data (19,628 cases in 2024, 

an upward trend since 2021) together with the 
KPAI Annual Report 2024 (2,057 

complaints, mostly involving biological parents 



 

  as perpetrators), added in paragraph 4 alongside 
the WHO and Finkelhor et al. citations. These 

additions, sourced directly from official 
government publications, have been included in 

the reference list with links, so that the discussion 
is now grounded in both international and national 

evidence. 
 

Method: Thank you for this observation. We have 
revised the Method section to explain how each 
technique was applied: interpretation followed 
Marzuki's (2021) grammatical, systematic, and 
teleological techniques, illustrated with specific 
provisions; comparison followed Zweigert and 
Kötz's (1998) functional approach, checking 
national provisions against five functional 

indicators from the Council of Europe (2011) and 
UNODC (2009); and evaluation assessed the gap 

between normative provisions and their 
documented implementation. The corresponding 

reference (Zweigert & Kötz, 1998) has been added 
to the bibliography. 

 
Result and Discussion: Thank you for this 

observation. We have revised the discussion by 
adding critical analysis of institutional capacity 
and concrete Indonesian examples in two places: 

(1) in section (a), we discuss the shortage of 
women police officers in Unit PPA (3% of Polri's 

force), uneven UPTD PPA distribution outside 
Java, and a 2024 Polda Metro Jaya - KPAI case 

involving a toddler victim of sexual exploitation; 
and (2) in section (b), we include field data from 

Unit PPA Kupang City showing how rising 
caseloads 



 

and limited personnel make repeated 



 

 

  interviewing a structural problem rather than a 
procedural choice. Corresponding references have 

been added to the bibliography. 
 

Conclusion: Thank you for this observation. We 
have added two paragraphs to the conclusion: one 
presenting concrete policy implications and legal 

reform recommendations, including uniform 
facility standards, mandatory investigator training, 

formalized interagency SOP, and a 
recommendation to codify single-interview 

provisions into the ongoing KUHAP revision 
using Law Number 12 of 2022 (TPKS) as a model; 

and one specifying three empirical research 
priorities: a multi-site comparative study, 

longitudinal research on psychological outcomes, 
and evaluation of the 2024 Direktorat PPA-PPO 

restructuring at the resort 
level. 



 

 

3 Reviewer C: 

Introduction: A final proofreading is recommended to reduce several repetitive 
explanations regarding child-friendly justice and secondary victimization so that the 
narrative becomes more concise. 

Method: Please ensure consistency in the terminology used for the legal research 
approach and avoid unnecessary repetition in the explanation of the analytical 

procedures. 

Conclusion: It is recommended to make it slightly more concise by emphasizing the 
principal findings and policy implications while avoiding repetition of points already 

discussed. 

Introduction: Thank you for the suggestion. We 
have consolidated the repeated explanations of 

secondary victimization and child-friendly 
justice into single unified paragraphs and 

removed redundant concluding sentences to 
improve conciseness. 

 
Method: Thank you. We have standardized the 
terminology by consistently using normative 

legal research throughout the section and clarified 
library research as a data collection technique 

within that approach. The duplicated concluding 
sentences have also been removed and 

consolidated into a single closing statement. 

Conclusion: Thank you for the suggestion. The 
first two paragraphs have been merged into a 

single concise statement of principal findings, 
redundant concluding sentences removed, and the 
conclusion now moves directly from findings to 

policy implications. 
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