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Abstract 

This study discusses the role of economic factors in increasing theft crimes in Indonesia 
through a systematic literature analysis. This study reviews various sources that discuss 
the relationship between poverty, unemployment, and income inequality with the 
increase in theft rates. The findings indicate that the economic pressures faced by some 
communities encourage criminal acts, particularly theft, as an instant solution to meet 
their daily needs. In addition to macroeconomic factors, social aspects such as 
urbanisation and low education levels also contribute to the risk of this crime. This 
analysis also highlights the importance of a multidimensional approach in addressing 
theft, which should not only rely on law enforcement but also economic policy 
interventions such as job creation and income redistribution. The complex interaction 
between economic and social variables requires comprehensive strategies that can 
reduce crime rates while improving community welfare. The results of this study 
provide an empirical and theoretical basis for policymakers to develop effective and 
sustainable prevention programmes. 
Keywords: economic factors, theft, poverty, unemployment, income inequality, crime, 
Indonesia. 
 
Introduction 

Theft is one of the most common crimes in Indonesia and is a serious concern. 

The increasing number of theft cases has made this issue not only a legal problem but 

also a social and economic problem for the community. This crime not only causes 

material losses to victims but also triggers a sense of insecurity and reduces the overall 

quality of life. (Nugroho & Satya, 2024) Therefore, it is important to understand the 

factors influencing the rise in criminal theft to formulate effective prevention policies. 

Various studies have shown that economic factors are one of the main 

determinants of the increase in theft crimes. Difficult economic conditions, such as 

poverty and unemployment, are often associated with high crime rates, including theft. 

In a social context, individuals experiencing economic constraints tend to seek 

alternatives to meet their basic needs, which in some cases lead to illegal activities. 

Therefore, economic aspects are key factors that need to be analysed in depth in the 

context of theft (Pratomo & Riyanto, 2024). 
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In addition, income inequality in society is also one of the factors contributing to 

the emergence of theft. When economic disparities widen, some groups in society feel 

marginalised and lose access to adequate economic resources (Dewi & Hasanah, 2024). 

This condition can lead to frustration and a sense of injustice, which then drives some 

individuals to commit theft as a form of resistance or an effort to meet their basic needs. 

This phenomenon confirms the complex relationship between macroeconomic 

conditions and criminal behaviour (Kumar, 2024). Unemployment is also a crucial factor 

contributing to the increase in theft. When people do not have a job or a stable source 

of income, they face difficulties in meeting their basic needs, such as food, clothing, and 

shelter. 

In such situations, the risk of committing crimes as a shortcut to obtain money 

increases. Previous studies have shown that areas with high unemployment rates tend 

to have more incidents of theft than areas with low unemployment rates (Sugiharti, 

2022). 

In addition to poverty, inequality, and unemployment, other factors such as rapid 

urbanisation and changes in social structure also contribute to an increase in theft. 

Urbanisation brings rapid changes to the social and economic structure of society, often 

creating pressure in densely populated urban areas. The lack of infrastructure and social 

services often makes vulnerable urban residents targets of crime and perpetrators of 

theft. 

Therefore, an understanding of urban socio-economic dynamics is also 

important to complement the analysis of economic factors in theft (Triatmanto, 2023). 

Economic theories of crime provide a useful conceptual framework for explaining how 

economic conditions drive individuals to commit theft. 

For example, Rational Choice Theory explains that individuals will commit 

criminal acts if they perceive the benefits to be greater than the risks they must bear. 

Similarly, Routine Activity Theory highlights the importance of opportunity in 

committing crimes, which is closely related to environmental conditions and economic 

activities of the community (Hardiman, 2025). 

Empirical studies conducted in various countries, including Indonesia, have 

shown a strong correlation between economic factors and criminal behaviour. 

However, this relationship is not always direct, and many other aspects such as 

education, family environment, and culture also play a role (Sujarwo & Aryanti, 2022). In 

the Indonesian context, several studies have revealed that economic factors such as 

unemployment and poverty are the dominant causes, but without considering other 

social factors proportionally, understanding of this phenomenon will be less in-depth 

and comprehensive (Kurniawan & Azis, 2023). 

It is also important to examine existing statistical data as a basis for analysing 

how trends in theft-related crimes are linked to economic indicators. Official reports 

from the Central Statistics Agency (BPS) and police authorities show fluctuating trends 
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in theft rates across various regions, which are correlated with economic variables such 

as unemployment rates, poverty levels, and income distribution. This data provides 

valuable empirical insights into understanding the patterns and characteristics of theft 

crimes in Indonesia (Susanto & Yuliana, 2023). However, there are also gaps in the 

literature and research on the economic aspects of theft crimes in Indonesia. Some 

studies focus more on social and criminalistic aspects without directly linking them to 

underlying macroeconomic factors. Therefore, in-depth research through systematic 

literature analysis is needed to integrate various findings so as to provide a holistic and 

comprehensive picture of the relationship between economic factors and theft crimes 

in Indonesia (Syafruddin & Muliawan, 2024). 

Taking a literature analysis approach allows researchers to examine various 

sources, ranging from academic research, official reports, to relevant data archives to 

find patterns and relationships that may not be apparent in primary research alone. This 

approach not only collects information but also analyses and synthesises existing 

findings to provide a broader and deeper understanding. This is expected to serve as a 

basis for policymakers in developing effective measures to reduce the incidence of theft 

through an economic approach. 

 
Research Method 

This study uses a systematic literature analysis method to examine the role of 

economic factors in increasing theft crimes in Indonesia. Data were collected from 

various reliable sources such as national and international journals, official reports from 

government agencies such as the Central Statistics Agency, and research results from 

academic institutions and criminology centres (Eliyah & Aslan, 2025). The literature 

selection process was based on topic relevance, clear inclusion and exclusion criteria, 

and the methodological quality of each source. The analysis was conducted qualitatively 

by examining and synthesising the main findings from each source to gain a deeper 

understanding of the relationship between poverty, unemployment, economic 

inequality, and the increase in theft rates in Indonesia (Cronin et al., 2008). 

 
Results and Discussion 

Criminal Acts of Theft According to the Criminal Code 

The criminal offence of theft in the Indonesian Criminal Code (KUHP) holds an 

important position as one of the forms of crime against property. Primarily regulated in 

Article 362 of the KUHP, theft is defined as the act of taking something that is wholly or 

partly the property of another person with the intention of unlawfully appropriating it. 

The criminal penalty is imprisonment for a maximum of five years or a fine of up to sixty 

rupiah, in accordance with the old regulations that remain in effect to this day 

(Damayanti & Silitonga, 2022). 
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The main elements of this criminal act include the act of taking, the object being 

property belonging to another person, and the intent to possess the property 

unlawfully. All three elements must be present for a person to be charged with theft. 

The term ‘unlawful intent’ refers to actions that are contrary to legal provisions, norms, 

or applicable rules (Rachman & Zahra, 2022). 

In addition to ordinary theft, the Criminal Code also recognises several variants 

of theft that involve aggravating factors or special circumstances, such as aggravated 

theft (Article 363 of the Criminal Code) and theft within the family (Article 367 of the 

Criminal Code). Aggravated theft includes situations where theft is committed at night, 

by two or more persons, by entering a specific place unlawfully, using violence, or during 

a disaster. Theft within the family regulates different legal treatment when theft occurs 

between family members (Hidayat & Lestari, 2023). 

The formulation of theft provisions in the KUHP emphasises the protection of 

property rights as part of the criminal law structure in Indonesia. Property rights over 

objects are strictly protected, and violations of these rights are categorised as criminal 

offences with criminal consequences. 

This means that the law clearly seeks to uphold the certainty of every individual's 

right to ownership of objects or goods (Pratiwi & Hartini, 2022). In practice, not every 

form of taking goods can be immediately classified as a criminal act of theft. It must first 

be proven that the goods belong to another person and were taken with the intention 

of unlawful possession. This is important so that legal protection is not applied 

arbitrarily, but based on evidence and a fair trial process (Nugraha & Veranita, 2024). 

Theft is a formal crime, meaning that it is sufficient to prove the elements of the act 

without considering whether the act actually benefited the perpetrator or not. 

The taking of property can be done in various ways, whether openly, secretly, by 

deception, or by force, and all are subject to the same rules as long as they meet the 

elements of the theft provision (Wahyudi & Abdirrohman, 2022). 

The Criminal Code also provides for several exceptions, particularly in the 

context of theft within the family. If the perpetrator and the victim are related by blood 

or marriage, the prosecution or imposition of criminal sanctions follows special rules 

that are more protective of family unity. In some cases, theft may be classified as petty 

theft if the value of the object taken is very small and the act is committed under certain 

circumstances. This classification affects the severity of the punishment imposed on the 

perpetrator (Samudra & Arifin, 2023). 

Legally, theft places the perpetrator as a legal subject who can be held criminally 

liable. The subjective aspect of intent (mens rea) is very important, so it is not enough 

to prove that the act was committed (actus reus), but there must also be a desire to 

possess the item against the law. 

In the development of criminal law, the interpretation and enforcement of theft 

provisions in the Criminal Code serve as the primary reference for resolving theft cases 
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in Indonesia. Judges, prosecutors, and law enforcement officials use these provisions as 

the basis for prosecution and decision-making in court (Lupita & Subagyo, 2023). 

On the other hand, theft regulations have also evolved in line with societal 

changes. The new Criminal Code (Law No. 1 of 2023 on the Criminal Code) has revised 

and updated the definition and elements of theft to align with the dynamics of modern 

society. However, it fundamentally maintains the core protection of an individual's 

ownership of property. The interpretation of the element of unlawfulness has also 

evolved. While it was previously understood solely as a violation of the law, it is now 

also interpreted as a violation of customs, justice, and general norms in society. This 

provides judges with greater discretion to determine whether an act constitutes theft 

or not (Maftuhin, 2024). 

The application of law to theft offences must also consider the principle of 

justice, given that economic motives often drive theft, particularly among lower 

socioeconomic groups. The formulation of criminal sanctions must take into account 

preventive aspects, as well as the balance between protecting society, legal certainty, 

and social justice (Ardian & Aji, 2023). 

Ultimately, theft under the Criminal Code emphasises the importance of 

protecting property rights while also allowing for updates in line with social 

developments and societal needs. With clear regulations and consistent law 

enforcement efforts, it is hoped that theft can be minimised and the public's right to 

property can be legally guaranteed. 

 

The Relationship Between Economic Factors and Theft Crimes in Indonesia 

The relationship between economic factors and theft in Indonesia is a topic that 

continues to be the focus of various academic, social, and policy discussions. Economic 

factors are often cited as one of the main drivers behind rising crime rates, including 

theft. Economic constraints make individuals vulnerable to choosing shortcuts, such as 

theft, to meet their daily needs. 

In the context of Indonesia, which has relatively high levels of poverty and 

income inequality, this issue becomes even more relevant for in-depth study (Wibowo 

& Hardiono, 2022). The poverty rate in Indonesia remains a major challenge, despite 

various efforts to reduce it. Limited access to sources of income and decent jobs traps 

some people in a cycle of poverty. In difficult economic conditions, certain individuals or 

groups feel compelled to resort to theft as an alternative means of meeting their basic 

needs. This reality illustrates that poverty and crime are intertwined in society (Salsabila 

& Mahmudiono, 2023). Not only poverty, but unemployment is also closely related to 

the increase in theft. 

Unemployment reflects an individual's failure to secure decent employment, 

leading to a decline in purchasing power and economic capacity. This situation increases 

the likelihood of someone engaging in criminal activities, including theft, as a means of 
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survival amid limitations. Data indicates that areas with high unemployment rates 

generally have relatively high crime rates as well (Purnomo et al., 2023). 

Income inequality or economic gaps between social groups also trigger theft. 

When a group of people feel a sharp economic disparity, feelings of injustice and 

frustration can develop. 

This situation not only triggers social jealousy but also encourages individuals to 

look for shortcuts, one of which is through theft. It is this socio-economic gap that 

indirectly creates opportunities and motives for crime (Rachman & Zahra, 2022). Rapid 

urbanisation in Indonesia has also had an impact on social dynamics, including security. 

The migration of people from rural areas to cities creates pressure in urban areas, 

where economic competition is increasingly fierce and unemployment rates are 

relatively high. The lack of social and economic infrastructure in large cities opens 

opportunities for crime, one of which is theft. The dense and heterogeneous 

environment also makes surveillance difficult and increases the potential for crime 

(Ikhsan, 2023). 

Educational factors have an indirect influence on the occurrence of theft. 

Individuals with low levels of education generally have limited access to decent jobs, 

exposing them to greater economic risks. Low education levels also often result in a lack 

of understanding of the legal and moral consequences of criminal acts, such as theft 

(Widyastaman & Hartono, 2025). 

Rational Choice Theory explains that theft occurs when individuals perceive a 

profitable opportunity and relatively low risk. In economically stressful situations, 

individuals tend to use cost-benefit logic in decision-making. If theft is perceived as more 

profitable than the risks involved, criminal behaviour becomes a rational choice. 

This theory emphasises the importance of economic conditions as the main 

background for criminal intent (Itskovich & Factor, 2023). The daily economic activities 

of the community also influence the level of theft. For example, during difficult 

economic times or recessions, theft rates tend to increase because many individuals 

lose their jobs or income. Suboptimal government policies in addressing economic 

problems can also increase the risk of theft in society (Dila Maya Safitri & Farida, 2023). 

Empirical research in Indonesia shows that a decrease in poverty and unemployment 

rates is significantly correlated with a decrease in theft rates. This confirms that 

improving economic conditions can be an effective crime prevention measure. Social 

assistance programmes, job creation, and skills training are important strategies for 

reducing crime rates, particularly theft (Hermawan et al., 2024). Furthermore, high 

economic inequality between regions in Indonesia also contributes to differences in 

theft rates between regions. 

Regions with high economic inequality, such as large urban areas, generally face 

higher crime rates compared to regions with more equitable economic distribution. This 
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economic diversity needs to be given special attention in the formulation of security and 

social welfare policies (Prasetya & Lubis, 2024). 

In addition to macroeconomic factors, microeconomic aspects of households are 

equally important. Households with many family members but limited income sources 

are at greater risk of engaging in illegal activities to meet their basic needs. Limited 

social support and weak family supervision further exacerbate this situation (Nawawi & 

Parwanto, 2023). 

Crime prevention policies in Indonesia must consider the economic dimension 

comprehensively. Repressive measures through law enforcement are important, but 

they will be more effective if complemented by preventive approaches through 

strengthening the economy, creating job opportunities, and providing accessible 

education. Addressing theft issues without considering the underlying economic causes 

often only provides temporary solutions (Yuliarso & Prasetyo, 2024). 

Cultural factors and moral values also influence crime rates, though not as 

strongly as economic factors. In communities with strong moral values and social 

solidarity, crime rates are typically lower. However, economic pressures can weaken 

social norms, making individuals more susceptible to criminal behaviour (Mubarak & 

Rifai, 2023). 

The government has an important role in creating a conducive and fair economic 

environment. The implementation of inclusive and targeted economic policies can 

narrow the space for crime to grow. Economic empowerment programmes, skills 

training, and business capital support for the poor are strategic pillars in combating 

theft (Sugiharti, 2022). 

The role of educational institutions and social organisations is also vital in 

providing education and shaping individual character. Education that instils moral 

values and economic skills can help individuals avoid crime. Educated communities 

generally have stronger resistance to the temptation to commit theft, even under 

severe economic pressure (Bahtiar, 2023). 

Ultimately, the relationship between economic factors and theft in Indonesia is 

the result of a complex interaction of various variables. Poverty, unemployment, 

economic inequality, and socio-cultural factors influence each other and cannot be 

viewed in isolation. Efforts to combat theft must be comprehensive, focusing on 

improving the economy without neglecting the strengthening of social aspects and law 

enforcement. 

 
Conclusion 

Economic factors play a significant role in the increase of theft crimes in 

Indonesia. Poverty, unemployment, and income inequality consistently emerge as the 

main variables that create economic pressure in society, driving some individuals to 

resort to theft as an instant solution to their economic limitations. The relationship 
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between economic conditions and crime is reinforced by empirical data and theoretical 

studies that highlight the close connection between the two aspects. 

In addition to macroeconomic factors, social dynamics such as urbanisation, low 

education levels, and weak social support networks also increase the risk of theft. These 

economic and social dimensions interact in complex ways, making crime prevention 

insufficiently reliant on law enforcement alone. Instead, comprehensive economic 

policy interventions are needed, such as job creation, improved access to education, 

and more equitable income distribution. 

Therefore, efforts to prevent and combat theft in Indonesia must prioritise a 

multidimensional approach that not only focuses on legal aspects but also aims to 

improve the economic conditions of the community. Strategic steps that address the 

root causes of economic issues are expected to reduce crime rates while simultaneously 

improving the well-being and sense of security among the public. 
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