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Abstract. Home visits are an important instrument in the juvenile justice system, 

ensuring that children’s rehabilitation aligns with the principle of the best 

interests of the child. Their implementation reflects a rehabilitative and 

restorative approach that emphasizes family and community involvement. This 

study examines the scope of home visits as regulated under Indonesia’s Juvenile 

Criminal Justice System Law and relevant international instruments. Using 

secondary data and legislative, comparative, and conceptual approaches, the 

study finds that Indonesia’s law defines home visits as part of the supervision of 

diversion and social reintegration programs. Relevant international instruments 

include the Beijing Rules (1985), the Convention on the Rights of the Child 

(1989), the Riyadh Guidelines (1990), and the Havana Rules (1990). Among 

these, only the Beijing Rules explicitly regulate home visits, covering 

monitoring of children’s behavior, participation in community programs, and 

residence in halfway houses. Thus, the scope of home visits in both Indonesian 

law and the Beijing Rules extends beyond home supervision to include 

children’s social interactions. The study recommends that Indonesia’s Juvenile 

Justice Law explicitly define the scope of home visits in line with the Beijing 

Rules as part of community-based rehabilitation and enhanced supervision by 

Community Guidance Officers. 

Keywords: Community-based rehabilitation, child rehabilitation, home visit, juvenile 

criminal justice system, restorative justice  

1. Introduction 

Home visits are an important instrument in the juvenile justice system that emphasizes 

rehabilitation and restoration, rather than retribution. This restorative approach is in line with 

the principles of juvenile justice that focus on recovery, responsibility, and reconciliation with 

the victim [1]. The implementation of juvenile responsibility requires family guidance and 

support from the government and community to ensure that the recovery process is effective 

and prevents recidivism [2]. The recovery process is realized through dialogue and mediation 

involving the perpetrator, victim, family, and related parties to reach a fair agreement [3]. The 

involvement of various parties can be strengthened through the application of a participatory 

approach that emphasizes deliberation and shared responsibility[4]. Thus, home visits are a 

strategic means of realizing restorative justice through synergy between families, communities, 

and institutions in the child recovery process. 

In practice, home visits have been carried out as part of the supervision and assistance of 

children in conflict with the law, particularly by involving families and communities in the 

social reintegration process. The involvement of families and communities plays an important 
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role in creating an environment conducive to behavioral change and successful reintegration of 

children [5]. Such a conducive environment can be created through good communication, 

emotional support, and cooperation between families, communities, and child guidance 

institutions [6]. A collaborative approach between families, communities, and relevant 

institutions is important to ensure the successful rehabilitation of children and the application 

of the principles of restorative justice [7]. Thus, home visits are a strategic instrument in the 

juvenile justice system to support rehabilitation, social reintegration, and the effective 

application of restorative justice. 

Terminologically, home visits refer to visits made by community counselors or social 

workers to the child's residence to ensure that the rehabilitation process is carried out in 

accordance with the principle of the best interests of the child. Although the aspect of home 

visits has not been explicitly discussed much, research on rehabilitation and coordination of 

juvenile justice institutions mentions the need for family- and community-based interventions 

that involve field visits or direct supervision and the importance of alternative approaches that 

involve the child's environment [8]. When a child undergoes an investigation, it is the 

responsibility of the police, but when they are placed in a detention center or prison, it becomes 

the responsibility of the Ministry of Law and Human Rights [9].  Home visit programs can 

reduce the risk of children becoming involved in the justice system and strengthen the social 

rehabilitation process [10]. Similar practices are carried out through social assessments by 

Community Counselors as stipulated in Law Number 11 of 2012 (the Juvenile Justice Law), in 

which social workers conduct home visits to ensure the continuity of the diversion process and 

guidance for children in the family environment [11]. Home visit programs combined with 

social support and the justice system can strengthen the reintegration of children and prevent 

recidivism [12]. Home visits are not only interpreted as administrative activities, but as an 

implementative instrument of the principles of restorative justice and the protection of 

children's rights at all stages of the juvenile justice system. 

However, the provisions regarding home visits in the the Juvenile Justice Law are still 

limited, resulting in a normative gap compared to international standards. Although space 

limitations do not allow for a detailed discussion of specific state laws, a comparative analysis 

of representative provisions is discussed in relation to the application of home visits as an 

instrument to support the social reintegration of children [13]. The concept of home visits in 

international instruments is found explicitly in the Beijing Rules, which include monitoring of 

children's behavior, participation in community programs, and the existence of shelters. 

Monitoring children's behavior is also in line with the Malaysian juvenile justice system, which 

has actively involved community actors as recommended by UNICEF through family 

involvement mechanisms, community mobilization, and monitoring efforts [14]. In order to 

achieve harmonization with international standards, Indonesia needs to consider developing 

guidelines for implementing home visits that include procedures for family involvement, 

monitoring by social workers, and indicators of successful reintegration. 

This study aims to conduct a comparative assessment of the scope of home visits in national 

law and international instruments, as well as to contribute to strengthening child justice 

practices in line with global principles. This study is also expected to provide relevant policy 

recommendations to strengthen child protection through an effective, humane, and child-

centered approach to home visits. According to the principle of the best interests of the child, 

all decisions concerning children, including those made by parents, communities, and 

governments, must be made with the best interests of the child in mind [15]. The principle of 

the best interests of the child emphasizes that decisions regarding a child's future should focus 

on protection and rehabilitation, not retribution, and that imprisonment or placement in care 

should be a last resort [16]. Although jurisprudence places comprehensive protection as the 

main principle, effective implementation still requires institutional reform, ongoing judicial 
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commitment, and integrated public policies that provide support [17]. This research is expected 

to serve as an academic foundation and practical reference for policymakers, law enforcement 

officials, and social service agencies in implementing a more structured home visit mechanism. 

2. Methods 

This study aims to examine the scope of home visits based on the Juvenile Criminal Justice 

System Law and international instruments, particularly the Beijing Rules (1985), the 

Convention on the Rights of the Child (1989), the Riyadh Guidelines (1990), and the Havana 

Rules (1990). To achieve this objective, a legislative, comparative, and conceptual approach 

was used. This article is the result of doctrinal research focusing on the use of secondary data. 

Secondary data consists of legislation, international instruments, institutional reports, and 

academic references. National legal sources include the Juvenile Justice Law and its 

implementing regulations, while international sources include the Beijing Rules, CRC, Riyadh 

Guidelines, and Havana Rules. Institutional data was obtained from reports and statistics 

published by the Ministry of Law and Human Rights, particularly the Directorate General of 

Corrections. Academic literature on juvenile justice and restorative justice was also reviewed 

to establish a conceptual foundation. All data were analyzed qualitatively by combining legal 
interpretation, comparative analysis, and conceptual discussion, and triangulation between 

primary and secondary data was conducted to ensure validity and reliability. 

3. Results And Discussion 

3.1. The scope of home visits in national legal framework 

Law No. 11 of 2012 on the Juvenile Criminal Justice System (the Juvenile Justice Law) 

marks a paradigm shift in the handling of juvenile cases in Indonesia, from a retributive 

approach to a restorative approach. One important instrument in this framework is the 

implementation of home visits to children in conflict with the law. Home visits are part of the 

social investigation process conducted by Social Counselors to obtain a complete picture of the 

child's personal, family, and social environment. The results of these visits are important 

material for law enforcement officials, particularly investigators, prosecutors, and judges, in 

making decisions that take into account the best interests of the child. 

In the Juvenile Justice Law, provisions regarding home visits are regulated implicitly 

through Articles 60 to 65, which regulate social research and the reporting of its results. 

Although the term “home visit” is not explicitly mentioned, this practice is an integral part of 

the process of collecting social data on children, which must be carried out by Social 

Counselors. To further understand the scope and role of home visits within this legal 

framework, see the following description of each article: 
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Table 1. Regulations on Home Visits in the Juvenile Justice Law 
Pasal Article Substantive Regulation Relevance to Home Visits 

60 Regulates that the Correctional Center 

(Bapas) through the Community 

Counselor is required to conduct social 

research on children in conflict with the 

law. 

This is the main legal basis for conducting home visits 

because social research requires data on the child's social 

situation, which can only be obtained through direct visits 

to the child's home and surrounding environment. 

61 Social investigations are conducted from 

the investigation stage, through 

prosecution, to examination in court. 

This implies that home visits can be conducted at every 

stage of the juvenile justice process to ensure that 

information about the child's social circumstances is 

always up to date and relevant for decision-making. 

62 The results of social research contain data 

on the personal circumstances, family, 

education, and social environment of the 

child. 

These data elements can only be obtained 

comprehensively through home visits, where Community 

Counselor conducts direct observations of the child's 

living conditions, family relationship patterns, and 

environmental dynamics. 

63 The results of social investigations must 

be submitted to investigators, prosecutors, 

and judges as material for consideration in 

the judicial process. 

This shows that the results of home visits have legal value 

and form an objective basis for law enforcement officials 

in determining the form of handling of the child (e.g., 

diversion or formal judicial process). 

64 Social research is also conducted on child 

victims and witnesses to determine the 

social and psychological impacts they 

experience. 

Expanding the scope of home visits not only to child 

perpetrators, but also to child victims and witnesses, in 

order to obtain a comprehensive social picture in 

restorative settlement efforts. 

65 Emphasizing that the social research 

report is an integral part of the child's case 

file. 

Strengthening the legal position of home visits as a 

mandatory procedure and not merely an administrative 

supplement, as the results of the visits become part of the 

official case documents. 

Source: Law on the Criminal Justice System for Children 

The scope of home visits in the the Juvenile Justice Law is closely related to the law's 

orientation towards diversion and restorative justice mechanisms. Restorative justice is the 

main objective of diversion, a resolution mechanism that has long been known and practiced 

by indigenous communities in various regions of Indonesia [18]. Indigenous communities in 

Indonesia tend to prioritize deliberation to restore relationships between perpetrators, victims, 

and communities in resolving problems. This pattern of resolution is in line with the concept of 

diversion. Diversion and restorative justice are adopted in the juvenile criminal justice system 

with the aim of providing legal protection for child offenders without neglecting their criminal 

responsibility [19]. This protection means that child offenders will avoid imprisonment or 

stigmatization from the criminal justice process [20]. Thus, the scope of home visits in the the 

Juvenile Justice Law shows a close relationship with the law's orientation towards diversion 

and restorative justice mechanisms.  

Home visits combined with effective education intervene in juvenile justice, reducing 

criminal involvement by 4% according to Petitclerc and Brooks-Gunn [10]. Education in the 

application of welfare protection plays an important role in the guidance and correction of 

children who exhibit deviant behavior and are still below the age of criminal responsibility [21]. 

The guidance of children in conflict with the law is carried out based on the principle of the 

best interests of the child, in order to support the process of improvement, protection, and 

optimal growth and development of children. According to the principle of the best interests of 

the child, every decision related to children, whether by parents, the community, or the 

government, must be oriented towards the protection and welfare of children [15]. Therefore, 

the implementation of home visits combined with education can reduce deviant behavior in 

children, in line with the principle of the best interests of the child in the context of protection 

and guidance. 
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The regulation of home visits in the Juvenile Justice Law strengthens the rehabilitative 

framework by ensuring that children remain connected to their families and communities. The 

family, especially parents, has an important role in increasing supervision and attention to 

children so that they do not repeat their mistakes and encourage positive behavioral change in 

society [22]. The community has an important role in resolving children's cases, helping 

children and victims restore social relationships, adapt, and reintegrate harmoniously into their 

surroundings. The community environment plays an important role in providing moral support, 

creating a safe and inclusive atmosphere, and helping children restore social relationships and 

reintegrate harmoniously. The implementation of home visits in the Juvenile Justice Law 

emphasizes the importance of family and community involvement in supporting the process of 

recovery, guidance, and sustainable social reintegration of children. 

However, the absence of a detailed definition can lead to differences in practice and 

inequality in the protection of children in different jurisdictions. These differences have the 

potential to cause disparities in child protection, as each region interprets and implements home 

visits differently, resulting in inconsistent program effectiveness. This inconsistency has the 

potential to weaken the impact of the home visit program, so that the protection, guidance, and 

social reintegration of children are not maximally achieved in all regions. Thus, the objective 

of implementing home visits to provide protection for children is difficult to achieve if it is not 

supported by clear guidelines. Therefore, the implementing regulations of the Juvenile Justice 

Law should explicitly delineate the definition, objectives, procedures, and evaluation standards 

of home visits. Such regulation should establish clear operational guidelines, including periodic 

supervision schedules, structured behavioral monitoring tools, documentation standards, and 

inter-agency coordination mechanisms. Explicit procedural codification is essential to 

transform home visits from an implied administrative practice into a legally recognized 

instrument of structured community supervision. 

From the perspective of restorative justice theory, home visits serve as a practical mechanism 

for implementing community-based rehabilitation. The main objective of restorative justice is 

to restore the condition of victims, perpetrators, and the community through solutions that focus 

on recovery, especially for cases involving children [23]. In this context, the success of 

restorative justice itself is highly dependent on the level of willingness of the parties and the 

community to actively participate in the recovery process [24]. The recovery process in 

restorative justice not only aims to restore the situation to its original state, but also to foster 

awareness and moral responsibility for all parties involved [25]. The active involvement of the 

community, family, and state is key to ensuring that the restorative justice process truly achieves 

its goal of comprehensive recovery [22]. Thus, home visits as part of community-based 

rehabilitation are an important element in realizing restorative justice that restores all parties. 

Conversely, within the framework of deterrence theory, limited regulation may not be 

sufficient to ensure accountability and behavioral change in children. Behavioral change in 

children requires comprehensive guidance so that they understand the consequences of their 

actions, develop positive values, and take responsibility for their own behavior [26]. This 

emphasizes the importance of the active role of families, schools, and communities in 

supporting children and creating an environment that fosters positive behavior [6]. Holistic 

interventions, including moral education and guidance, support long-term behavioral change 

and prevent repeat offenses [27]. In addition, the application of clear and consistent penalties 

can reinforce the deterrent effect and provide clear behavioral boundaries [25]. In other words, 

successful prevention requires a combination of legal certainty and guidance that can ensure 

accountability and shape better behavior in children. 

This article proposes that the Juvenile Justice Law explicitly define the scope and procedures 

of home visits in accordance with international standards, particularly the Beijing Rules. The 

principles in the Beijing Rules are oriented towards protecting the best interests of the child 
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through diversion from the legal process and a more restorative approach [28]. The best 

interests of the child must be a priority in every action and decision, including the application 

of diversion, to ensure effective protection, recovery, and rehabilitation [15]. The success of 

rehabilitation also depends on effective synergy between social workers, families, and relevant 

institutions in supporting the child's recovery [29]. Thus, establishing clear home visit 

procedures in accordance with international standards is the main basis for ensuring optimal 

protection, rehabilitation, and recovery of children. 

A clearer formulation not only strengthens the role of social workers in supervision, but also 

ensures consistency and fairness in the implementation of child rehabilitation programs. 

Capacity building and support for social workers are needed so that their role in handling 

children in conflict with the law is more effective and recovery-oriented [30]. This is in line 

with the spirit of the Juvenile Justice Law, which places Community Counselors at the forefront 

of child protection and assistance throughout the judicial process.[31] The active role of 

Community Counselors at every stage of case handling has a major impact on the success of 

the rehabilitation and social reintegration process for children [32]. The limited number and 

reach of Community Counselors indicates the need to strengthen resources and institutional 

support so that the function of child assistance can be carried out optimally [33]. Thus, clear 

formulations and adequate support are important foundations for optimizing the role of 

Community Counselors in realizing justice and successful rehabilitation for children. 

3.2. The scope of home visits in international instruments 

The concept of home visits as visits by social workers has a normative basis in international 

instruments governing the juvenile justice system. Although the term “home visit” is not 

explicitly mentioned in all international instruments, this practice was first formally recognized 

in the United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Administration of Juvenile Justice, or 

the Beijing Rules (1985). In this context, home visits are seen as part of the social inquiry report 

conducted by social workers or probation officers to identify the personal, family, and 

environmental background of the child. The data obtained from these visits form the basis for 

judges and judicial institutions to make decisions that are proportionate, taking into account the 

welfare of the child and efforts for their social rehabilitation. 

Apart from the Beijing Rules, several other international instruments such as the Convention 

on the Rights of the Child (1989), the Riyadh Guidelines (1990), and the Havana Rules (1990) 

do not directly regulate home visits, but they contain principles that are relevant to community-

based sentences or forms of community-based treatment of children. This concept is closely 

related to home visits, as both emphasize social intervention that is not oriented towards 

punishment, but rather towards the social recovery of children within their family and 

community environments. To clarify the relationship between these international instruments 

and the practice of home visits, the substance of each is described below: 
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Table 2. Substance of International Instruments Related to Home Visits and Community-Based 

Sentences 
International 

Instrument 

Relevant Regulatory Substance Relevance to Home Visits / 

Community-Based Sentences 

Beijing Rules (1985) 

United Nations 

Standard Minimum 

Rules for the 

Administration of 

Juvenile Justice 

Regulates the importance of social inquiry 

reports conducted by social workers or 

probation officers to assess the background 

of children before sanctions are imposed 

(Rules 5.1, 16.1, and 16.2). 

Forms the conceptual basis for 

home visits, as home visits are 

part of the collection of social 

data on children conducted by 

social workers to support 

decisions oriented towards 

rehabilitation rather than 

punishment. 

Convention on the 

Rights of the Child 

(1989) 

Article 40 emphasizes the importance of 

alternatives to detention and punishment, 

including community-based measures that 

take into account the welfare of the child. 

Reinforces the relevance of 

home visits as an instrument to 

support the implementation of 

community-based sentences, by 

ensuring the readiness of the 

child's family and social 

environment in the 

implementation of alternative 

sentencing. 

Riyadh Guidelines 

(1990) 

United Nations 

Guidelines for the 

Prevention of Juvenile 

Delinquency 

Encourages policies for the prevention of 

juvenile delinquency through family, 

school, and community-based social 

interventions (Guidelines 10, 13, and 21). 

Home visits can be positioned as 

a form of preventive and 

rehabilitative approach in line 

with the spirit of community-

based intervention as stipulated 

in these guidelines. 

Havana Rules (1990) 

United Nations Rules 

for the Protection of 

Juveniles Deprived of 

their Liberty 

States that restricting a child's liberty 

should be a last resort and kept to a 

minimum, and emphasizes the importance 

of the child's social reintegration (Rules 17, 

28, and 79). 

Home visits play a role in the 

assessment and social 

reintegration of children, 

ensuring family and community 

support as an alternative to 

incarceration. 

Source: Beijing Rules, CRC, Riyadh Guidelines, and Havana Rules 

The explicit reference to home visits in the Beijing Rules is rooted in their objective of 

establishing minimum standards for the administration of juvenile justice that emphasize 

alternatives to incarceration. The Beijing Rules do not mention “home visits,” but the principles 

of well-being & proportionality, social inquiry, least restrictive, non-custodial measures 

including supervision/guidance, and last resort operationally support home visits as a medium 

for family/community-based assessment, guidance, and monitoring. The provision for home 

visits is justified because visits to the child's living environment allow for a comprehensive 

assessment of family, school, and community factors as a basis for individualized placement 

and intervention [34]. Meanwhile, causal evidence shows that the detention/arrest of juveniles 

has a negative impact on education and increases adult recidivism, so community-based 

alternatives are more in line with the principle of least restrictive [35]. Home visits also support 

restorative diversion, verify the readiness of the parties, establish realistic obligations, and 

monitor compliance with the support of meta-analysis findings that restorative practices in 
juvenile cases reduce subsequent offenses [36]. The effectiveness of community supervision 

increases when combined with structured services that practically require home visits [37]. In 

Indonesia, the functionality of home visits is evident in the mandate of Community Counselor 

to conduct investigations, guidance, and supervision within the framework of the Juvenile 

Justice Law and the implementation of diversion [38].  
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The Beijing Rules' support for home visits as part of social inquiry, guidance, and 

community supervision provides concrete operational tools for juvenile justice systems around 

the world to promote community-based rehabilitation. Conversely, the absence of explicit 

provisions in the CRC, Riyadh Guidelines, and Havana Rules means that the implementation 

of home visits depends on each country's interpretation and implementation of the principle of 

child welfare. Diversion mechanisms are carried out at all levels of the juvenile criminal justice 

system, starting from the investigation stage at the police, during prosecution in court, and 

during the execution of the verdict [39]. Article 21 of the Juvenile Justice Law and Government 

Regulation No. 65 of 2015 concerning Guidelines for the Implementation of Diversion stipulate 

that children under the age of 12 who commit or are suspected of committing a criminal offense 

must be returned to their parents and included in education, guidance, and assistance programs 

at government agencies or Social Welfare Institutions [40]. Capturing the link between the 

Beijing Rules and the Juvenile Justice Law practices is useful as a theoretical reinforcement 

when linking home visits with the prevention of stigmatization and community-based recovery 

[41]. Field/home visit-based guidance and supervision support compliance, reduce stigma, and 

strengthen reintegration in line with the spirit of the Beijing Rules and the objectives of the 

Juvenile Justice Law [42]. Juvenile justice services must be developed and coordinated 

systematically with the aim of improving and maintaining the competence of personnel 

involved in the services, including their methods, approaches, and attitudes [43].  

Harmonization with the Beijing Rules requires a more substantive alignment than mere 

conceptual acknowledgment. The Beijing Rules emphasize individualized treatment, 

proportionality, and the use of non-custodial measures supported by social inquiry and 

supervision. Interpreted systematically, these principles imply that home visits must function 

not only as pre-decision assessments but also as dynamic instruments of continuous community 

supervision. Thus, harmonization entails expanding the scope of home visits to include 

structured behavioral monitoring and evaluation within the child’s social ecosystem. In line 

with the spirit of Rules 5 and 16 of the Beijing Rules, home visits should incorporate direct 

observation of the child’s interaction within family, school, and peer environments. This 

broader monitoring function ensures that community-based measures operate as meaningful 

alternatives to detention rather than symbolic procedural formalities. Through continuous 

engagement, Community Guidance Officers can identify early signs of recidivism risk, social 

vulnerability, or family dysfunction, allowing timely intervention consistent with the best 

interests of the child.  

From a restorative justice perspective, the Beijing Rules demonstrate a normative 

commitment to social reintegration through family and community-based supervision, in which 

home visits play a central role. According to Vivi, the objective of diversification as stated in 

Article 11 of the Beijing Rules explicitly emphasizes that diversification is a mechanism for 

resolving cases outside the formal judicial process, with the main purpose of protecting children 

from the stigmatization that arises from the juvenile criminal justice process. Although the 

Beijing Rules do not elaborate on the provisions regarding diversion because they are only 

general guidelines for countries to implement, it can be understood that the main objective of 

diversion in these rules is to prevent criminal cases involving children from entering the 

criminal justice system. In this context, when compared to the provisions on diversion regulated 

in the Indonesian Juvenile Criminal Justice System Law, it appears that the law has not fully 

implemented the principles of protection as referred to in the Beijing Rules. One practice that 

reflects the objective of diversion more consistently can be found in South Australia, which 

makes a real effort to prevent children from becoming involved in the criminal justice system 

[28].  

Meanwhile, from a human rights-based theory perspective, the CRC, Riyadh Guidelines, 

and Havana Rules emphasize that the absence of explicit regulations does not reduce the state's 
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obligation to create practical measures to ensure the fulfillment of children's rights. According 

to Ursula Kilkelly and Stefaan Pleysier, although the standards of justice applied to children in 

conflict with the law are directly aimed at protecting this group, it is important to understand 

that children's rights are interrelated and inseparable. International provisions such as the 

Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) and other related instruments have established 

consistent guidelines regarding the treatment of children in conflict with the law [44]. 

According to Ursula Kilkelly, the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) establishes 

a complaint mechanism that provides individuals with the opportunity to submit complaints 

about alleged violations of the rights set out in the Convention to the European Court of Human 

Rights. This convention has also acquired legal force in various forms in most member states 

of the Council of Europe. Thus, the ECHR not only serves as a basis for the development of 

more specific human rights standards in the field of juvenile justice, but also creates a 

mechanism that ensures the application and legal force of these standards [45].  

This article proposes that Indonesia adopt the Beijing Rules as a normative benchmark for 

explicitly defining home visits in national legislation. It also suggests the best way to gain the 

support of guidance officers if guidance institutions promote home visits [46]. In her analysis, 

Monica emphasizes that positive relationships between adolescents and guidance officers who 

are known to be friendly, caring, and fair will be associated with fewer rule violations during 

the guidance period and fewer criminal acts committed by adolescents. Similarly, when 

adolescents feel supported by their parents and parents have better knowledge about their 

children's conditions, this will also be associated with fewer guidance violations and juvenile 

crimes [47]. Thus, clear regulations regarding home visits in the juvenile justice system in 

Indonesia will not only strengthen the effectiveness of guidance, but also have the potential to 

foster more constructive relationships between children, parents, and guidance officers, so that 

the rehabilitative objectives of the juvenile justice system can be optimally achieved. 

At the same time, the general principles contained in the CRC, Riyadh Guidelines, and 

Havana Rules can serve as a complementary foundation for strengthening comprehensive 

protection for children in the juvenile justice system. As outlined by Ursula Kilkelly, in 

international law, a country can make exceptions to provisions that it does not want to apply, 

for example, the continued practice of placing children with adults in correctional institutions. 

In fact, because there is no strong enforcement mechanism, some countries may not fully 

comply with these provisions. Nevertheless, international standards remain important as a 

measure of whether a country's laws, policies, and practices of juvenile justice are in line with 

the principles of child protection. These standards not only set minimum requirements that 

every country must meet, but are also universal, applicable to countries recovering from conflict 

as well as those that still take a harsh approach to children. Most importantly, these standards 

serve as a fixed guideline that is not easily swayed by public opinion, thereby providing a basis 

for legitimacy and sustainability in the administration of child justice. Thus, among various 

different systems, these standards can be seen as a common language in realizing justice for 

children and adolescents [45].  

4. Conclusion 

Home visits are an important instrument in the juvenile justice system that serves to ensure 

the protection, rehabilitation, and social reintegration of children in conflict with the law. Based 

on a comparison between the the Juvenile Justice Law and international instruments, it was 

found that home visits in Indonesia play a central role in supporting the implementation of 

diversion and restorative justice, even though they are not explicitly defined in national 

regulations. In the the Juvenile Justice Law, their implementation is reflected through social 

research and guidance conducted by Community Counselors as a form of community-based 

supervision and assistance. Meanwhile, the Beijing Rules (1985) are the only international 
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instrument that conceptually affirms the importance of social inquiry and community-based 

sentences, which are in line with the practice of home visits. Thus, both in the national and 

international contexts, home visits serve as a bridge between the juridical, social, and 

psychological aspects to ensure the best interests of the child and encourage the realization of 

restorative justice in the juvenile justice system. 

This study suggests that the government explicitly establish definitions, procedures, and 

standards for the implementation of home visits in the implementing regulations of the Juvenile 

Justice Law to be in line with the Beijing Rules and the principle of the best interests of the 

child. Strengthening the capacity of Community Guidance Officers needs to be a priority 

through training, resource support, and inter-agency coordination to ensure the effectiveness of 

community-based rehabilitation. In addition, integrating home visits with education, family 

counseling, and community involvement can strengthen the prevention and recovery of children 

from deviant behavior. The limitation of this study lies in the use of secondary data that does 

not empirically describe the variation in home visit practices in various regions of Indonesia. 

Therefore, further field-based research is needed to assess the effectiveness and consistency of 

home visit implementation in the context of juvenile justice at the national level. 
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