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Abstract: This article aims to examine and analyze the regulation of wildlife 

protection in Indonesia and South Korea. In this writing, using the Normative 

Juridical method. Meanwhile, the approach used is the per-statute approach and 

the comparative approach. The results show that several arrangements regarding 

the protection of wild animals in Indonesia and South Korea have similarities 

which have been regulated in-laws and the Criminal Code (KUHP). However, 

in South Korea, the protection of wild animals (animals) is only regulated by a 

law known as the Animal Protection Act, but not regulated in the Criminal Code 

or what is known as the Criminal Code. 
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INTRODUCTION 
According to Asia For Animal Coalition, 

which BBC News Indonesia reported, the main animal 

abuse cases we often hear about, and it was found that 

out of 5,840 animal abuse content on social media, 

1,626 of them came from Indonesia. Based on report 

data from AFAC (Asia For Animal Coalition), 

Indonesia is ranked first in terms of the number of 

videos uploaded on social media, and 89.6% of them 

were carried out between July 2020 and August 2021. 

The case of monkey masks is considered torture 

because it is not uncommon for the monkeys to be 

trained with violence, forced to work to earn money, 

and placed in very inappropriate places with very small 

cage sizes. Danang's case is one of widespread violence 

against animals because he dared to show a photo of a 

cat that he shot dead and uploaded it to his social media. 

 

The opinion of Nielsen for Humane Society 

International is that as many as 84% of South Koreans 

do not even want to eat dog meat, and about 59% of 

South Koreans support the government. Prohibition 

selling dog meat. There are differences between 

Indonesia and South Korea regarding the legal system 

for protecting animals. Even though both of them have 

regulations that apply in their country. In Indonesia, it 

has been regulated, for example, in the Criminal Code 

Articles 302, 406, and 540, as well as Law Number 41 

of 2014 concerning Amendments to Law Number 18 of 

2009 concerning Animal Husbandry and Animal 

Health. Whereas in South Korea, it has been regulated 

in the South Korean Animal Protection Act 2021, which 

has been amended. Based on the description above, this 

article examines the arrangements in Indonesia and 

South Korea regarding Protection Animals Wild. 

 

RESEARCH METHODS 
This article is the outcome of normative legal 

research since it compares and analyzes Indonesian and 

South Korean laws on protecting wild animals. A 

statutory approach (statute approach) and a comparative 

approach are utilized (Comparative approach). 

 

DISCUSSION 
Wildlife Regulations in Indonesia 

According to Law Number 5 of 1990 

concerning the Conservation of Living Natural 

Resources and their Ecosystems in Article 20, 

paragraph 1, it has been explained that the classification 

of animals is divided into two, namely protected 

animals and non-protected animals. Based on Law 

Number 18 of 2009 Juncto Law Number 41 of 2014 

about concerning livestock and animal health, there are 

several arrangements for the protection of wild animals 

that are implemented in Indonesia, including laws and 

the Criminal Code. 
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In Law no. 18 of 2009, which has been 

amended by Law no. 41 of 2014 concerning Animal 

Husbandry and Animal Health, guarantees and 

maintains the welfare and maintenance of animals or 

animals as well as how to treat animals implied in 

articles 66 and 66 Awhich reads as follows: 1) In the 

interest of animal welfare 2) Provisions regarding 

animal welfare as referred to in number (1) are carried 

out humanely, which includes catching and handling 

animals from their habitat must comply with the 

provisions of laws and regulations in the field of 

conservation; Containment and placement are carried 

out as well as possible to enable the animal to express 

its natural behavior; security, maintenance, care, and 

protection of animals is carried out as well as possible; 

Transportation of animals is carried out as well as 

possible; Slaughtering and killing of animals should be 

done correctly so that the animals are free from stress, 

pain and fear, abuse and abuse; Utilization and use of 

animals is carried out as well as possible so that the 

animals are free from abuse and abuse; Treatment of 

animals must be avoided from acts of abuse and abuse. 

3) Provisions relating to the implementation of animal 

welfare are applied to all types of animals with 

backbones and some non-vertebral animals that can feel 

pain. 

 

Then it is also regulated in the provisions of 

article 66A, which essentially prohibits abusing and/or 

abusing animals which can result in the animal being 

unproductive, and those who know are obliged to report 

it to the authorities. Furthermore, according to Article 

68 concerning the law on husbandry and animal health, 

the provisions of article 68 regulate the role of 

government, namely: administering animal health 

throughout the territory of the Unitary State of the 

Republic of Indonesia, and in implementing animal 

health, the Regional Government is obliged to 

strengthen the functions, duties, and authorities of the 

veterinary authority. Then, based on Article 83 

paragraph 1 PP RI Number 95 of 2012 concerning 

Veterinary Public Health and Animal Welfare state that 

animal welfare is applied to every type of invertebrate 

and vertebrate animal that can feel pain. That is 

explained in paragraph 2 of the PP confirms that animal 

welfare is carried out in a way to apply the principles of 

animal freedom, which includes: a) pain, injury, and 

disease; b) hunger and thirst; c) fear and depression; 

discomfort, abuse, and abuse; and e) To express his 

natural behavior.  

 

The Criminal Code (KUHP) in article 302 

reads as follows: 1) Can be punished with imprisonment 

for a maximum of three months or a maximum fine of 

four thousand five hundred rupiahs for committing light 

abuse of animals. a) Whoever, without proper aim or in 

excess, intentionally hurts or injures animals or even 

harms animal health. b) Whosoever with the intention 

without inappropriate aim or by exceeding the limits 

necessary to achieve the said purpose intentionally does 

not give food to live animals, which are wholly or 

partly owned and are under the control of his 

supervision, or to animals that are obliged to maintain. 

2) If said act can result in illness for more than a week 

or disability or suffering from other serious injuries, or 

death, the offender shall be punished by a maximum 

imprisonment of nine months or a maximum fine of 

three hundred rupiahs due to animal abuse. 3) If the 

animal belongs to the offender, then the animal can be 

confiscated. 4) the attempt to commit the crime is not 

punished (Soesilo, 2008). Article 540 of the Criminal 

Code paragraphs 1 and 2, which regulates the criminal 

act of torturing animals and the acts referred to in this 

article, can be punished by imprisonment for a 

maximum of eight days or by a fine of up to two 

thousand two hundred and fifty rupiahs. For example, 

ordering them to work lifting loads that weigh beyond 

the animal's strength and using spiked whips and so on 

so that the animal feels pain and runs fast as expected. 

 

In addition to the penalties outlined in Articles 

540 and 302 of the Criminal Code, Article 91 B of Law 

No.41 of 2014 on Amendments to Law No.18 Th. 2009 

Concerning Animal Husbandry and Health specifies the 

number of penalties for perpetrators of animal abuse. 

According to Article 98B Law Number 18 of 2009 

Juncto Law Number 41 of 2014 , the text of Article 91 

B is as follows: 1) Whoever abuses and/or abuses 

animals/animals to the point where they become 

disabled and/or unproductive, as outlined in Article 66A 

paragraph (1), is subject to imprisonment for a 

minimum of one month and a maximum of six months 

and a fine of at least Rp. 1,000,000.00 and a maximum 

of IDR 5,000,000.00. (five million rupiahs). 2) 

Whoever knows that an act described in Article 66A 

paragraph (1) has occurred and fails to report it to the 

authorities by Article 66A paragraph (2) is subject to 

imprisonment for a minimum of one month and a 

maximum of three months and a fine of a minimum of 

Rp. 1,000,000.00 and a maximum of Rp. 3,000,000.00. 

(three million rupiah). 

 

There are several cases of mistreatment of wild 

animals that have received judgments and punishments 

in Indonesia, for example, in the case of the perpetrator 

of pouring caustic soda solution on five puppies and 

one mother dog. Where the incident occurred around 

Nov. 3, 2019. The type of dog that became the victim 

was a pitbull dog. The perpetrator was stated to be in a 

stable mental condition, was charged under article 302 

of the Criminal Code, and received a penalty of 9 

months in prison. Whereas Article 66 paragraph 1, in 

conjunction with Article 91 of Law Number 41 of 2004, 

carries a penalty of 1 to 6 months. Then there is the dog 

killer case in Gianyar. The perpetrator who killed the 

dog was sentenced to one month's probation, which is 

because the public prosecutor considered various 

conditions where the defendant was polite. For this 

reason, several prevention efforts can be carried out, 

including prevention by increasing awareness of the 
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whole community through educational processes and 

repressive prevention. This repressive prevention 

process is applied by identifying them through various 

laws and regulations regarding violence or mistreatment 

of animals. 

 

Regulation Concerning Wildlife Protection in South 

Korea 

Acording to Animal Protection Act 2017 

No.14651, the Ministry of Agriculture, Food, and Rural 

Affairs issued the South Korean Wildlife (Animal) 

Protection act. The Animal Protection Act also 

regulates it. Based on world animal protection, Article 1 

promotes the life, safety, and welfare of animals and 

supports the psychological and emotional growth of 

humans so they can appreciate animal life by providing 

many items needed to avoid animal cruelty and protect 

and manage or take excellent care of animals. In Article 

II, "creatures" includes cows, pigs, horses, cats, dogs, 

poultry, rabbits, goats, sheep, deer, foxes, and other 

animals specified by the Ministry of Agriculture and 

Forestry. Article III describes how to provide animals 

with their native habitat. The Minister of Agriculture 

and Forestry promotes animal rights activism under 

Article IV. Article V regulates animal breeding 

administratively. Articles VII, VIII, IX, and X regulate 

abandoned animals, killing, surgical procedures, and 

animal research. Based on The 2012 amendment of 

Animal Protection Act 2012, Act 3Article XVI shows 

how ordinary people report such events. In late 2012, 

the changes increased fines and penalties for animal 

cruelty violations in article VIII to one year in prison or 

prison work and 10,000,000 won, or 9,400 US dollars. 

According to the March 2017 animal 

protection act amendment, the following people will be 

sentenced to two years of forced labor or a 20 million 

won fine: A person who has received animal welfare 

certification by deception or other inappropriate means 

contravention of subparagraph 1 of article 30 (Animal 

Protection Act, 2017). One of the largest organizations 

in the world, World Animal Protection (API) Animal 

Protection International, has been around for a long 

time and has a vision and mission to protect several 

animals in various countries. Found an assessment 

index conducted based on the API between Indonesia 

and South Korea. Indonesia gets an index value of E, 

and South Korea gets a value of D. the API carries out 

several index assessments. For the percentage 

assessment, the A value has a green color where the 

country has a perfect constitution and all various 

aspects of animal welfare protection. Moreover, the 

worst is the black G value. Several assessments 

accumulated between Indonesia and Korea. 

 

Implementation of Wildlife Protection  

In the countries of Indonesia and South Korea, 

which have Constitutions and regulations which are, of 

course, for animal welfare, they will be in harmony 

with their enforcement. Pay attention to the provisions 

of Article 91 B of the Law on Animal Husbandry and 

Animal Health, which states the imposition of sanctions 

for perpetrators who are proven to abuse animals 

resulting in non-productivity/disability. However, even 

though the article does not explicitly mention which 

type of animal is protected, referring to Article 1 point 3 

of Law no. 41 Years 2014 concerning Amendments to 

Law no. 18 Yr. 2009 concerning Livestock and Animal 

Health states that animals are animals or animals whose 

whole or part of their lives are in water, land, and/or in 

the air, whether they are kept or in their habitat. 

Likewise, in South Korea, all rules related to animal 

welfare have been regulated in the Animal Protection 

Act. All the rules and sanctions as well as penalties and 

fines in it. 

 

Animal welfare advocates employ the WSPA 

(World Society for Protection of Animals) idea. 

Countries call this "Five Freedom." The notion grants 

the following rights to domesticated and wild animals: 

Freedom from hunger, thirst, pain, damage, disease, and 

discomfort; freedom from dread and distress; Freedom 

to act normally (free from expressing normal and 

natural behavior) (Abrianto, 2009). Even though the 

Animal Protection Act rules had numerous deficiencies 

at the start, they were revised and amended every few 

years to fill in many gaps (Andrew Alberro, 2019). 

 

From the description above, there are some 

similarities and differences in regulating wildlife 

protection in Indonesia and South Korea. The 

similarities are as follows: Indonesia and South Korea 

are unitary states that both have a presidential system 

and a constitution. In both of these countries, the state 

of Indonesia has regulations relating to animal welfare. 

Where one of them is regulated in the Law and the 

Criminal Code (KUHP). Whereas in South Korea, it is 

only regulated in the Animal Protection Act and not 

regulated in the Criminal Code. 

 

In addition, there is a difference between 

World Animal Protection and API (Animal Protection 

International) on the Animal Protection Index scale. 

Indonesia still has worse scores in the system of legal 

protection for animals than South Korea. However, the 

value of South Korea can be similar to other countries, 

where Indonesia gets an E (poor) score scale, while 

South Korea gets a D (poor) score. From the 

accumulation of these values, several aspects are related 

to animal welfare, including the aspect of the form of 

legislation. Invitation animal welfare, what about the 

establishment of agencies government related to animal 

welfare and so on. Which has several different value 

results in it and is accumulated so that a different result 

value is obtained. 

 

In addition, Indonesia and South Korea, in this 

case, need to improve implementation in not 

maximized. Meanwhile, South Korea has advantages 

that the Indonesian state does not own. It is accountable 

for establishing government agencies for animal 
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welfare, which is considered to have reached a good 

point when viewed from a comparison of values from 

the International Animal Protection Index assessment 

standard. 

 

CONCLUSION 
In regulating the protection of wild animals in 

Indonesia, there are several provisions in the Criminal 

Code and the Laws and Government Regulations (PP). 

In the Indonesian Criminal Code, some provisions 

regulate, among others, articles 302 and 540 concerning 

the abuse of animals. Meanwhile, in the legislation, 

among others, is Law no. 18 of 2009 concerning the 

UUPKH as amended by Law No. 41 of 2014. 

Meanwhile, South Korea has an amended Constitution 

for animal welfare, namely The Animal Protection Act. 

The similarity of the arrangements for the protection of 

wild animals in Indonesia and South Korea is that the 

protection of animals is equally regulated and contained 

in the legislation in Indonesia, one of which is regulated 

in Law no. 18 Yr. 2009 concerning UUPKH amended 

by Law no. 41 Years 2014, while in South Korea, it is 

regulated in The Animal Protection Act. Then what 

follows is the low number of regulations in Indonesia 

and South Korea because of the many rules that only 

certain animal species are regulated in each animal 

protection law, and animals in these two countries are 

not considered legal subjects but object laws. Indeed, 

animals in the country of Indonesia are not included as 

legal subjects as in South Korea. Moreover, the 

difference is that in Indonesia, rules regarding animal 

welfare are also regulated in the Criminal Code 

(KUHP). 

 

In contrast, South Korea, which has the same 

Criminal Code as the Indonesian Criminal Code, does 

not regulate animal protection regulations. The second 

difference is the assessment taken from the API 

(Animal Protection Index) on an international scale, it 

can be concluded that even though the two countries get 

scores that are not much different or almost at the same 

level, South Korea is still at a better level about animal 

welfare than Indonesia. In this case, Indonesia gets an E 

(poor) score, while South Korea gets a D (poor), which 

is an accumulation of several aspects of value. 
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