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Abstrak

Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengetahui pengaruh variabel independen yaitu PDRB
perkapita, ketimpangan pendapatan, pendidikan dan pengangguran terhadap variabel
dependen yaitu kriminalitas di Provinsi DKI Jakarta tahun 2003-2021. Dalam penelitian
ini digunakan pendekatan kuantitatif menggunakan data sekunder yang didapat dari
Badan Pusat Statistik. Metode analisis data yang digunakan yaitu regresi linier berganda.
Pada penelitian ini didapati hasil variabel ketimpangan pendapatan berpengaruh positif
signifikan, sedangkan Variabel PDRB perkapita, pendidikan dan pengangguran
berpengaruh negatif signifikan dan keempat variabel independen berpengaruh secara
simultan dan bersama sama terhadap kriminalitas di Provinsi DKI Jakarta.

Kata Kunci : PDRB Perkapita, Ketimpangan Pendapatan, Pendidikan, Pengangguran,
Kriminalitas

Abstract

This study aims to determine the effect of independent variables, namely GRDP per capita,
income inequality, education and unemployment on the dependent variable, namely crime
in DKI Jakarta Province in 2003-2021. This research uses a quantitative approach using
secondary data obtained from the Central Bureau of Statistics. The data analysis method
used is multiple linear regression. In this study, the results show that the income inequality
variable has a significant positive effect, while the GRDP per capita, education and
unemployment variables have a significant negative effect and the four independent
variables simultaneously and jointly affect crime in DKI Jakarta Province.
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INTRODUCTION

The move from traditional to modern society brings many social problems due
to difficulties in adapting. This will cause anxiety, confusion and conflict, both
conflicts within oneself and between individuals in social life. That way it will
encourage a person to behave deviantly from norms such as selfishness by acting at
will without thinking about the impact that can harm others (Aranthya et al., 2018).
In multidimensional economic development, it will cause major changes in both the
economic structure and social structure (Todaro, 2013). In addition to changes in
economic structures such as unemployment and poverty, social structures are also
an important component in economic development such as changes in attitudes and
behaviors in society. This shows that community welfare is an issue that must be
the focus of economic development both in terms of morally and materially.
However, the process of economic development itself will have an impact on
inequality. This inequality problem is an important issue because it will have an
impact on the increase in crime. Peacock (2021) argues that there is a link between
crime and sustainable development that strengthens each other, where suppressing
crime will encourage the achievement of sustainable development. Un World
Citizens Initiative Campaign Indonesia also explains that crimes against humanity
or human rights, financial crimes and crimes against the state can disrupt national
stability (Hartsa Mashirul, 2021).

Criminality or crime is defined as a person's behavior that is considered to
violate the law, laws, and norms that exist in a society (Nurhaz Winda, 2022). Crime
is an important issue where this criminality has an impact on many aspects. The
impact arising from crime is very detrimental to society. This is because it disrupts
security and comfort in society, causing a sense of worry and anxiety. The sense of
security itself is a human right so in this case it is hoped that both the community
and the government can collaborate to prevent crime. In addition, crime also has an
impact on material losses to society such as theft, fraud, murder, and so on.

In general, a person commits crime or crime because of the desire to meet higher
and higher needs and is not accompanied by the ability to achieve this so that it
creates an urge for someone to justify all means, one of which is by committing a
crime. Economics is an important aspect of the causes of crime. Although it is the
cause of crime, the economy is also a very disadvantaged aspect. This shows that
criminality or crime cannot be separated from the economic aspect. In economics,
criminality is discussed in crime economics or Crime Economics or Law and
Economics which is a branch of economics by emphasizing economic analysis in
the field of law and regulation (Pradiptyo, 2011). The emergence of the economic
approach in analyzing criminality is based on the assumption that a person commits
a crime rationally. An individual when committing a crime must think about the
benefits he gets and also the consequences of the punishment received.

In solving a problem, it is very important to know the source and the things that
underlie the creation of the problem. This is in line with the economic point of view
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regarding the cost efficiency of crime, namely that it would be better to prevent
crime than to let the crime occur to be eradicated afterwards (Adri et al., 2019). It
is also proven mathematically that preventing crime is more effective than focusing
on punishment to provide a deterrent effect (Pradiptyo, 2007). In preventing crime,
the government plays a big role in it. In this case, the most effective is the economic
approach. Where in general the economy is the main driver of someone committing
crime. The government's contribution in this case is by making economic policies
that can reduce the number of crimes.

The Global Initiative Against Transnational Organized Crime states that
Indonesia's crime rate is ranked 25th with 6.38 in the 2021 criminal index record
(Rochmannudin, 2022). According to the National and Political Unity Agency
(2023) the high crime rate is the impact of national development which, if not
handled and handled seriously, will have an impact on the smooth running of the
national development itself. DKI Jakarta Province as the capital city and the center
of the country's economy has a relatively high number of crimes. DKI Jakarta
Province in 2019 was ranked first in crime cases in Indonesia with 31,934 cases.

Crime on the Island of Java
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In 2019-2021, crime cases in DKI Jakarta Province are still the highest
compared to other provinces on the island of Java. In 2021 DKI Jakarta Province is
29,103 cases, followed by East Java Province with a total crime of 19,257 cases,
Central Java Province with 8909 cases, West Java Province with 7,502 cases, D.I.
Yogyakarta Province with 4,774 cases and Banten Province with the lowest crime
cases in Java Island, namely 3,434 cases. When viewed from 2003-2021, the
number of criminal acts in DKI Jakarta Province has fluctuated with a decreasing
trendline, but in 2021 it has increased, which in 2020 was 26,585 and increased to
29,103. The large number of crime cases is thought to occur due to the influence of
several economic factors, namely GRDP per capita, income inequality, education
and unemployment.

In macroeconomics, it is explained that GRDP per capita describes the
economic conditions in a region. Gross Regional Domestic Product (GRDP) per
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capita at current prices is one indicator to determine the real economic growth per
capita of a region's population (Dinas Komunikasi, Informasi, 2019). The link
between GRDP per capita and crime is that if population expenditure increases, it
can be said that the welfare of the population is increasing, which will reduce the
crime rate (Wicaksono, 2022). This is explained in the theory of demand and supply
of crime put forward by Becsi (1999). If GRDP per capita is high, the greater the
ability of a person to meet their needs through the legal sector so that there is less
encouragement or possibility of someone committing crime. So in this case it will
affect the supply side of criminality. Research conducted by Dewantoro (2022)
shows that GRDP per capita has a negative effect on crime in the Surakarta
Karesidenan. However, research conducted by Nurhaz and Sentosa (Nurhaz, 2022)
states that GRDP per capita has a positive and insignificant effect. Based on the
theory and results of previous research, it is suspected that GRDP per capita has an
effect on crime.

An increase in per capita income in an area can illustrate if the economy and
welfare of the people of the area have increased. However, the increase in per capita
income is not always accompanied by equitable distribution. This causes a region
to have a high income inequality rate. Income inequality is a situation that shows a
striking difference in the income generated by the community (Todaro, 2003). The
existence of inequality will create a sense of jealousy and dissatisfaction in the
community so that it will trigger criminality (Rizky & Syahputri, 2016). In the
economic rationality theory of crime, Becker (1968) assumes that a person commits
crime based on rationality when the benefits obtained from crime are greater than
the benefits received when using time and resources available for legal activities.
The existence of income inequality will show a striking difference between the poor
and the rich. So that in this case inequality will present a condition where the
perpetrators of crime have a very high expectation of spoils on victims of crime,
namely the rich community. This is reinforced by the results of previous research
by Stevani t al. (2020), Sugiharti (2022) and Armin and Idris (2020) which explain
the positive effect of income inequality with crime. based on previous research and
also existing theoretical assumptions, it is suspected that inequality has an influence
on crime. In measuring income inequality in a region, we can use the Gini ratio as
an indicator. Income inequality in DKI Jakarta Province from 2003-2021 has
fluctuated with an increasing trendline. In 2003, the gini ratio was 0.31, which then
fluctuated until in 2021 the gini ratio was 0.41.

In order to get a decent job, the quality of human resources and good education
are needed as support. This will also have an impact on the amount of wages earned.
The higher the skill and level of education an employee has, the greater the
contribution to the company so that it will increase the amount of wages earned.
The greater the wages a person gets, the greater the opportunity to fulfill their needs,
and vice versa. This will later affect criminality where crime is often based on the
inability to meet their needs. This is in accordance with the human capital theory
that explains the effect of education on a person's wage or income (Becker, 1992).
The school enrollment rate with the age group 16-18 years in DKI Jakarta Province
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in 2003-2021 shows fluctuations with an increasing trendline. In 2003 the school
enrollment rate was 71.57. Then in 2012 was the year with the lowest enrollment
rate, which amounted to 59.72 and again experienced an increase until in 2021 it
amounted to 72.32. The school enrollment rate is a measure of the absorption of
the education system to the school-age population. An increase in the school
enrollment rate illustrates an increase in the number of school age groups who are
attending school according to their age level. The increase in school enrolment rates
will affect the quality of education and the quality of the resources themselves. The
quality of a person will affect the wages earned and will impact on the number of
crimes. In this case, education is thought to have an effect on crime because a person
is considered capable of fulfilling their needs, thus reducing the possibility of
someone committing crime. Previous research by Kizilgol and Selim (2017)
explained that education has a negative effect on crime, as well as two other studies
by Aranthaya (2018) and Nurhaz and Sentosa (2022).

Unemployment is a macroeconomic problem that has a direct impact on a
person's survival. Losing a job is considered a decline in living standards. High
unemployment leads to an increase in crime. The effect of unemployment on crime
can be explained through the theory of supply and demand. Where this
unemployment causes a person's income to decrease or disappear so that it will
encourage someone to commit crime in order to meet their needs. so that in this
case it will affect the supply side of criminality. Several other studies by Selim and
Kizilgol (2017), Aranthya (2018), and Nurhaz (2022) show a positive effect of
unemployment on the number of crimes. but in contrast to that, research by Armin
and Idris (2020), Sugiharti (2022), Rahmalia et al., (2019) show the results if
unemployment has a negative effect on crime. By looking at previous research and
existing theories, it is suspected that unemployment has an influence on crime. The
open unemployment rate in DKI Jakarta Province from 2003-2021 experienced
fluctuations with a downward trendline. in 2003 the open unemployment rate
reached 14.86 then fluctuated until in 2021 it amounted to 8.5. Even though it tends
to decrease, the open unemployment rate of DKI Jakarta Province is quite high
compared to other provinces where in 2020 the open unemployment rate of DKI
Jakarta Province is in the first position in Indonesia, which is 10.95.

Judging from the number of cases, the number of crimes in DKI Jakarta
Province is relatively high when compared to other provinces in Indonesia and is
almost always ranked at the top with North Sumatra Province. That way, serious
handling is needed so as not to have an impact on national development and disrupt
national stability. Therefore, research is needed to discuss the economic factors that
affect the number of crimes, so that a meeting point can be produced between
influencing factors for prevention. In the research it is suspected that GRDP per
capita, income inequality, education and unemployment have an influence on crime
in DK Jakarta Province.
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METHODS

This research is quantitative research which aims to examine certain
populations or samples that can be measured, calculated and are numerical in nature
which can later be processed by statistical methods. In this study, secondary data is
used, where the data source is obtained from intermediaries and not from the main
source and data processing has been carried out by other parties. It was further
explained that all variable data used were obtained from the official website of the
Central Bureau of Statistics. In this study, time series data is also used which is
limited from 2003 - 2021.

The population taken in this study includes data on the number of crimes
reported by DKI Jakarta Province in 2003-2021, data on GRDP per capita of DKI
Jakarta Province 2003-2021, data on the gini ratio of DKI Jakarta Province 2003-
2021, data on the school enrollment rate for the 16-18 year age group of DKI Jakarta
Province 2003-2021 and data on the open unemployment rate of DKI Jakarta
Province 2003-2021. The sample in this study is the last nineteen years of data used
during the period 2003 to 2021 in DKI Jakarta Province.

The analysis technique used in this study is multiple linear regression (multiple
regression analysis) using associative quantitative methods to see the effect of
GRDP per capita Gini Ratio, School Participation Rate and Open Unemployment
Rate on the number of reported crimes. According to Gujarati (2013), the form of
multiple linear regression model that has been transformed is:

Y=C+ 81X1+ 62X2+ B3X3+ B4X4+e

Then transformed so that it is easy to interpret into

CR= C+ B;GRDP + B,GNR + B;SER + B,OUR, + e

Description:
CR  :crimes reported
C : Konstanta

GRDP : GRDP per capita

GNR : Gini Ratio

SER : School Enrollment Rate
OUR : Open Unemployment Rate
E . Error term
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Research Results

This research is quantitative research and data testing is carried out using the
Eviews 12 analysis tool with multiple linear regression analysis techniques
(multiple regression annalysis). The aim is to determine the effect of GRDP per
capita, income inequality, education, and unemployment on crime in DKI Jakarta
Province. The following are the results of the multiple linear regression data test:
1. Multiple Linear Regression Test

The following equation function is determined based on the test results

CR = 17.94975 - 0.427488 GRDP + 2.164015 GNR
—0.037509 SER — 0.051295 OUR + e

This equation explains the effect of the independent variables on the dependent

variable under the following conditions:

a. A constant of 17.94975 which means that if GRDP per capita, Gini Ratio,
School Participation Rate and Open Unemployment Rate are considered
constant, the amount of crime in DKI Jakarta Province in 2003-2021 is
17.94975.

b. The coefficient value of GRDP per capita is -0.427488, which means that if
GRDP per capita increases by one million rupiah, the crime in DKI Jakarta
Province will decrease by 0.427488 cases.

c. The GNR coefficient value is 2.164015, which means that if the Gini Ratio
increases by one percent, crime in DKI Jakarta Province will increase by
2.164015 cases.

d. The SER coefficient value is -0.037509, which means that if the School
Participation Rate increases by one percent, crime in DKI Jakarta Province
will decrease by 0.037509 cases.

e. The OUR coefficient value is -0.051295, which means that if the Open
Unemployment Rate increases by one percent, crime in DKI Jakarta
Province will decrease by 0.051295 cases.

2. Statistical Testing

a. Determinant Coefficient R"2 (R-Square)
The coefficient of determination which is closer to the zero value illustrates
that the ability of the independent variable in the dependent variable is quite
limited, and vice versa, a value close to one, the independent variable can
provide good information on the dependent variable. Based on the results of
the regression calculation, the coefficient of determination is 0.912789. It
means that the ability of the model to explain the effect of the independent
variable on the dependent variable is 91%. While the remaining 9% is
explained by other variables not included in the model equation.

b. Simultaneous Test (F Test)
Based on the findings of the F test, it is known that if the F (Prob) value is
0.000000 < o 0.05 then HO is rejected. This shows that the independent
variables affect the dependent variable together (simultaneously).
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C.

Partial Test (T Test)
Based on the test results above, it can be explained as follows:

The effect of GRDP per capita on crime.

Based on the results of the T test above, it shows that if the partial T
(Prob) value is 0.0001 <0.05 then HO is rejected. This means that
partially GRDP per capita has a significant effect on crime in DKI
Jakarta Province in 2003-2021.

The effect of Gini Ratio as an indicator of Income Inequality on Crime.
Based on the T test results above, it shows that the partial T (Prob) value
is 0.0181 <0.05, so HO is rejected. This means that partially the Gini
Ratio has a significant effect on crime in DKI Jakarta Province in 2003-
2021.

The effect of School Participation Rate as an indicator of education on
Crime.

Based on the T test results above, it shows that if the partial T (Prob)
value is 0.0000 <0.05 then HO is rejected. This means that partially the
School Participation Rate has a significant effect on crime in DKI
Jakarta Province in 2003-2021.

The effect of Open Unemployment Rate on Crime.

Based on the T test results above, it shows that if the partial T (Prob)
value is 0.0062 <0.05 then HO is rejected. This means that partially the
Open Unemployment Rate has a significant effect on crime in DKI
Jakarta Province in 2003-2021.

3. Classical Assumption Testing

a. Normality Test
Based on the test results that have been carried out, the Jarque-Bera value is
0.701268 with a p value of 0.704242, so > 0.05. So that the data in this study
are normally distributed.
Heteroscedasticity Test
Based on the test results that have been carried out, it is known that the Prob
Chi Square (14) value is 0.2634> 0.05. So it can be said if heteroscedasticity
does not exist in the model.
Autocorrelation Test
Based on the test results that have been carried out, it is known that the Prob.
Chi Square (2) is 0.0600> 0.05. So it means that there is no autocorrelation
problem in the data used.
Multicollinearity Test
Based on the test results above, it is known that the VIF value is 6.216558,
1.827463, 1.322469, 4.826531 where the amount is not more than 10 (<10).
So it can be said if there is no multicollinearity problem.
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Discussion

After testing, the following will explain the effect of the independent variables,
namely GRDP per capita, Income Inequality (Gini Ratio), Education (School
Participation Rate), and Unemployment (open unemployment rate) on the
dependent variable, namely Crime in DKI Jakarta Province in 2003-2021 as
follows:

1. The effect of GRDP per capita on crime in DKI Jakarta Province in 2003-

2021.

Based on the tests that have been carried out, the results show that GRDP
per capita has a significant negative effect on crime in DKI Jakarta Province.
The test results are supported by research conducted by Purwanti and
Widyaningsih (2019) which states that GRDP per capita also has a significant
negative effect on crime in East Java Province. Likewise, the results of research
by Dewantoro (2022), Fajri and Rizki (2019) both show a significant negative
effect of GRDP per capita on crime.

DKI Jakarta Province as the capital and economic center of the country
makes the economy in this province develop so rapidly compared to other
provinces. The amount of GRDP per capita in DKI Jakarta illustrates that the
people's income has increased so that people's welfare and needs can be met
through the legal sector. This will make someone more inclined to avoid the
illegal sector, namely acting criminally because all needs have been met through
the legal sector as well as considering the many risks that must be borne if they
commit crime. So it can be concluded that an increase in GRDP per capita has
an effect on reducing the number of crimes in DKI Jakarta Province. This is
supported by data testing which shows the results if GRDP per capita has a
significant negative effect on crime in DKI Jakarta where when GRDP per
capita increases, it will reduce crime.

2. The Effect of Income Inequality (Gini Ratio) on Crime in DKI Jakarta
Province 2003-2021.

Based on the test results that have been carried out, it is known that the Gini
Ratio has a significant positive effect on Crime in DKI Jakarta Province. The
test results strengthen the research of Stevani et al., (2020) which states that the
gini ratio as an indicator of income inequality also has a significant positive
effect on crime in West Sumatra Province. Furthermore, it is explained that the
results of this study are also in line with the research of Armin and Idris (2020),
Sugiharti et al., (2022).

Judging from its GDP per capita, DKI Jakarta Province is always greater
than other provinces. So in terms of the number of crimes, it should also be
smaller than other provinces. But even so, the number of crimes in DKI Jakarta
Province is still very large when compared to other provinces that have GRDP
per capita smaller than DKI Jakarta Province. This is due to the high income
inequality in DKI Jakarta Province. The increase in per capita income is not
always accompanied by an equitable distribution of income. The high level of
income inequality in DKI Jakarta Province reflects the uneven distribution of
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income. The high income inequality of DKI Jakarta Province will have an
impact on the number of crimes.

The relationship between income inequality and crime can be seen from the
assumption of economic rationality of crime where criminals will consider the
benefits and costs of committing crimes. In income inequality, there will be a
striking difference between the poor and the well-off. In this case, income
inequality can increase the likelihood of someone committing a crime because
criminals have a very high expectation of loot from victims of crime, namely
the affluent community.

Becker (1968) in the economic theory of crime explains that there is a
relationship between income inequality and criminality. in the economic theory
of crime explains that income inequality will reflect the existence of someone
with a low income and someone with very high value in an area. This will have
an impact, namely increasing the return of crime in an area so that the crime
rate will increase in that area. The existence of social jealousy between
communities that arises due to high income inequality and the feeling of
hopelessness of someone who is not successful when dealing with successful
people around him will encourage someone to commit crime. So it can be
concluded that if there is high income inequality in DKI Jakarta Province, the
number of crimes is still relatively greater than other provinces that have smaller
incomes than DKI Jakarta Province. This is supported by the test results which
show that GRDP per capita has a significant negative effect on criminality in
DKI Jakarta Province, namely when the income inequality rate rises, the crime
will also increase.

The Effect of Education (School Participation Rate) on Crime in DKI
Jakarta Province 2003-2021.

Based on the tests that have been carried out, it is known that education with
the school enrollment rate indicator has a significant negative effect on crime in
DKI Jakarta Province. The test results are supported by research from Selim
and Kizilgol (2017) which also found a significant negative effect of education
with an indicator of school enrollment rates on crimes recorded by the police
for the European Union 28 and Turkey. It is further explained that the test results
are in line with research by Stevani et al. (2020), Nurhaz and Sentosa (2022),
Armin and Idris (2020).

It is no secret that the quality of education in urban areas is better than rural
areas. in terms of supporting facilities, urban areas have better quality and are
more adequate than rural areas which are limited. The number of school
participation rates for the 16-18 year age group in DKI Jakarta Province shows
an increase. Which shows the number of children who receive education in this
age group according to their age level has increased. This will have a good
impact on the quality of these human resources.

It is explained in human capital theory that education has an influence on a
person's income and productivity. A person with higher education will be more
considered in the world of work so that they have a greater chance of getting a
better job with a high income. Improving the quality and quantity of the
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education sector in DKI Jakarta Province will improve the quality of its human
resources so that the types of jobs they have will be better accompanied by
higher incomes so that people's welfare can also be fulfilled through the legal
sector. This will reduce the possibility of someone entering the illegal sector or
committing a crime. This is supported by the test results which show that the
school enrollment rate has a significant negative effect on crime in DKI Jakarta
Province. Where if the school enrollment rate increases, it will reduce crime.

The Effect of Unemployment (Open Unemployment Rate) on Criminality
in DKI Jakarta Province in 2003-2021.

According to Nurhas and Sentota (2022) a person who is unemployed, in
other words, does not have a job, is more likely to commit a crime than an
individual who has a job. This is because unemployment is one of the factors of
many economic problems which will make it difficult for a person to meet their
needs, which in turn will encourage them to take shortcuts by acting criminally.
So that an increase in unemployment can increase the number of crimes.

However, based on the tests that have been conducted, it is known that
unemployment has a significant negative effect on crime in DKI Jakarta
Province. Which means that an increase in unemployment can reduce crime and
vice versa, a decrease in unemployment can increase crime. According to the
Central Bureau of Statistics Criminal Statistics Publication (2021), the largest
number of crimes in DKI Jakarta Province are crimes related to narcotics, then
the second is crimes related to fraud, embezzlement and corruption. The use of
narcotics and psychotropic drugs requires a large amount of money in the
transaction. So in this case the drug users are unlikely to be unemployed.
Because the more people are unemployed, the more difficult it will be to get
drugs because they do not have the ability to buy. So in this case, an increase in
unemployment will reduce crime. vice versa, a decrease in unemployment will
further increase the amount of crime because it will increase a person's ability
to consume drugs due to having enough money.

In addition, the large number of crimes related to fraud, embezzlement and
corruption are usually crimes committed in the scope of work. A person
commits fraud against a coworker or embezzlement and corruption of company
or agency funds. So in this case, crimes related to fraud, embezzlement and
corruption are often committed by someone who has an important job or
position. That way, it is less likely to be committed by someone who is
unemployed or does not have a job. So in this case, an increase in
unemployment will reduce crime because the more people who are
unemployed, the less likely someone will commit fraud, embezzlement and
corruption because there is no access to a company or agency. Likewise, a
decrease in unemployment indicates an increase in people who have jobs. In
this case, it will make it easier for criminals to commit fraud, embezzlement and
corruption because they have access to a company or agency where they work.

Criminality dominated by narcotics crime and fraud, embezzlement and
corruption are the reasons why unemployment in DKI Jakarta Province in this
study has a negative effect which is not in accordance with existing theory but
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still causes a significant effect. This result is in line with research conducted by
Armin and Idris (2020) which states that unemployment has a significant
negative effect on crime in Indonesia. Then it is also supported by research from
Rahmalia, Ariusni and Triani (2019) which also found significant negative
results between unemployment and crime in Indonesia.

5. The effect of GRDP per capita, income inequality, education and
unemployment on crime in DKI Jakarta Province in 2003-2021.

Based on the test results that have been carried out, it is found that GRDP
per capita, income inequality, education and unemployment are factors that
affect criminality in DKI Jakarta Province. Basically, someone commits a crime
triggered by welfare problems.

In this study, GRDP per capita, income inequality, education and
unemployment are used which affect the welfare of the community. an increase
in GRDP per capita will show an increase in community welfare which will
affect crime. as well as income inequality which will show the problem of
uneven income distribution which affects the welfare of the community so that
it triggers crime. Education is also one of the benchmarks of community welfare
where education has an important effect on the high and low income and affects
a person's mindset. And unemployment itself is very influential on welfare.
Someone who is unemployed will have a decreasing impact on their income or
even disappear. This will reduce the standard of living and welfare of the
community so that it encourages someone to look for other alternatives by
committing crimes to meet their needs.

CONCLUSION

Based on the results of testing and analysis that has been carried out, the author
concludes that GRDP per capita has a significant negative effect on crime in DKI
Jakarta Province in 2003-2021. Income inequality with the gini ratio indicator has
a significant positive effect on crime in DKI Jakarta Province in 2003-2021.
Education with the indicator of school enrollment rate has a significant negative
effect on crime in DKI Jakarta Province in 2003-2021. Unemployment with the
open unemployment rate indicator has a significant negative effect on crime in DKI
Jakarta Province in 2003-2021. GRDP per capita, income inequality, education and
unemployment have a significant effect on crime in DKI Jakarta Province in 2003-
2021.

Seeing the effect of GRDP per capita on crime, it is hoped that the government
will continue to be able to increase GRDP per capita every year. That way the
welfare of the community will also increase so that it can reduce the crime rate in
DKI Jakarta Province. It is hoped that the government will not only focus on
increasing income but also pay attention in terms of income distribution. This is to
prevent an increase in income inequality in DKI Jakarta Province. where if the
income inequality rate is small, it can reduce the crime rate. It is expected that the
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government can improve the quality of human resources, especially through the
education sector. That is, by improving educational facilities, providing educational
assistance funds, and improving the quality of students. That way it will affect the
improvement of the quality of human resources and will reduce the crime rate in
DKI Jakarta Province. It is hoped that the government can increase employment
opportunities which will attract many unemployed people. So that this can be one
of the solutions to reduce the crime rate. In addition, it is also by maximizing the
performance of security forces and law enforcement in handling criminality cases
in the community in order to tackle crime in DKI Jakarta Province which is
dominated by narcotics crimes and crimes related to fraud, embezzlement and
corruption. In this study, four independent variables were used that affect the
dependent variable. So for future researchers who are interested in conducting
research on the same topic are expected to use several different variables so that
this research can be refined.
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