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Abstract 
 

This study explores the role of economic rationality in legislative processes, particularly in the 
context of local regulations in Indonesia. Focusing on the Kutawangi Regional Regulation on 
Cultural Heritage, the research highlights how economic interests shape legislative actions, 
leading to inefficiencies and failures in legal protection for cultural heritage. Through 
ethnographic case studies, the research examines the interactions among legislators, NGOs, and 
other stakeholders, revealing a pattern of pragmatic economic rationality that prioritizes personal 
and institutional benefits over policy substance. The study finds that such practices—such as 
outsourcing academic text production and manipulating legislative procedures—undermine the 
quality and effectiveness of laws. The research further uncovers the widespread use of symbolic 
legislation and bureaucratic pathologies as strategies to meet performance targets without 
addressing substantive policy issues. The findings suggest that these practices not only 
compromise legislative integrity but also reflect broader systemic issues in governance. To 
improve legislative quality and restore public trust, the study advocates for interventions such as 
ethics training, anti-corruption programs, and enhanced transparency in legislative processes. 
 
Keywords: Practical Cognition; Legislative Behavior; Local Legislative; Pragmatic Economic 

Rationality. 
 
 
A. Introduction 

In Weberian tradition, economic rationality is primarily understood to be cognition in this 
context. Even though it has a subjective and actor-centric dimension, it is nonetheless situated 
within a social framework (Dobbin, 2004, 2005; Holton & Turner, 2010; Vallet & Pressman, 
2020). This strategy is consistent with the recommendation made by Wintgens and Philippe 
(2016) that legislative studies should place a higher priority on gaining knowledge of the process 
rather than concentrating exclusively on the final product. Arvind (2013) provides additional 
evidence for this concept when he states that to know the law, one must first understand how and 
why it came into existence. As a result, it is deemed essential to research the ideas and actions 
that occur within the legislative process. 

The research began as a case study on the Regional Regulation on Cultural Heritage; 
however, as a result of two empirical facts, the scope of the study was broadened to include other 
laws and regulations. To begin, several earlier studies (Arifin, 2018; Keling, 2019)  revealed the 
legal inadequacies of municipal rules, which resulted in the ineffectiveness of cultural heritage 
protection (Arifin, 2018; Keling, 2019). Second, cultural heritage protection activists and the 
Kutawangi Regional Government demonstrated a shift in interests, as evidenced by their passive 
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approach towards updating the Local Regulation on Cultural Heritage for eight years, followed 
by sudden intensive talks. This shift in interest was evidenced by the Kutawangi Regional 
Government updating the Local Regulation on Cultural Heritage. According to Seidman and 
Seidman  (2009) and Otto et al. (2008), the conclusion that can be derived from these facts is that 
the mindset of people involved in legislation might lead to the failings of law enforcement. 
These failures could be attributed to several different interests, such as political interests (Cerar, 
2009; Wintgens & Philippe, 2016), personal interests (Simarmata, 2019), and other concerns, 
such as those linked to shifting goals and bureaucratic pathologies (R Baldwin et al., 2012; 
Huizinga & de Bree, 2021; R. B. Seidman, 1987). 

In contrast to Rodiyah (2012), who used a macro strategy, and Ibrahim (2012), who relied 
on quantitative analysis, the originality of this research resides in its theoretical focus on 
economic rationality and its methodological use of an ethnography-case study methodology. 
This distinct approach is crucial, as it allows for a deeper exploration of how economic 
rationality—often overlooked in legislative studies—shapes policy outcomes and governance 
effectiveness. Understanding this aspect is vital because legislative failures frequently stem from 
competing economic and political interests rather than legal inadequacies alone. In addition, this 
study indirectly critiques (Handayani, 2013b), whose research presents itself as non-doctrinal, 
sociological, and empirical, yet whose substance and analysis largely remain within doctrinal 
paradigms. Handayani’s research argues that the relationship between religion and science is 
complex. However, this study expands the discourse by situating economic rationality within 
micro-level interactions (Tyler, 2017), and investigating how meaning is constructed through 
legislative participants’ cognitive processes and social interactions (Ritzer & Stepnisky, 2018). 
The sociological dimension concerns patterns and tendencies, whereas the psychological 
dimension refers to the drive to function, which is interrelated. These features align with the 
Weberian interpretative sociology approach known as the Verstehen technique, which consists of 
two steps (Vallet & Pressman, 2020). Consequently, this research is urgent because it seeks to 
uncover how economic rationality operates inside the legislative process and its implications for 
policy acceptance, implementation, and societal impact. Without this understanding, legislative 
inefficiencies will persist, undermining the legitimacy and effectiveness of governance. 

 
B. Method 

This investigation employed a constitutive approach to studying legal culture (Mautner, 
2011). Therefore, the constructivist paradigm aligned well with the qualitative approach 
(Argyrou, 2017; Denzin & Lincoln, 2018). The research design sought to integrate micro-
ethnographic with case studies, emphasizing mini-ethnographic case studies relating to specific 
concerns and social settings, while also taking into account time constraints (Fusch et al., 2017; 
Spradley, 2016). Concurrently, the investigation adopted the emergent design (Creswell, 2014), 
bridging the gap between intrinsic and instrumental case studies (Stake, 2005). While the Local 
Regulation on Cultural Heritage Draft was purposefully selected as the primary case, other 
legislation cases and the second research question were determined based on context 
developments and the guidance of informants in the field (Creswell, 2014; Spradley, 2016). This 
choice ensured that the data collected was accurate and comprehensive regarding the research 
issue (Webley, 2016) and allowed for an investigation of economic rationality patterns in 
legislative activity. As a result, the two distinct forms of case studies constitute inseparable units 
of investigation. 

Observations of public debates, internal conversations, and socialization of the draft 
regulation concept were used to obtain the data for this study. A series of in-depth interviews 
were conducted with participants and informants. Participants' observations were carried out 
exclusively in the regulatory setting for the Local Regulation on Cultural Heritage Draft. In 
contrast, non-participant observations were employed in the legislative context for other draft 
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regulations. Using discursive methods and positive questions, in-depth interviews were used to 
get verbal confirmation from participants regarding their behaviors. This was accomplished by 
collecting the participants’ responses. Throughout the entirety of the ethnographic research cycle 
that took place in the field (Spradley, 2016) or the constant interrelation processes in data 
collection, interpretation, analysis, and representation (Bens & Vetters, 2018), interpretive 
analysis was carried out utilizing a dialogical technique that was based on an emic-ethical-
reference perspective or triangulation dialogue (Thohir, 2019). This method sought to understand 
the role of economic rationality in law-making and the social acceptance of this role. 

 
C. Results and Discussions 

1. Unraveling the Enigma of Pragmatic Economic Rationality 

For a quarter of a century, Kutawangi has undergone a legal crisis in protecting cultural 
heritage, namely seventeen years without having a Local Regulation on Cultural Heritage and 
eight years using the 2009 Local Regulation on Cultural Heritage. Some of these are invalid 
because they are not by Law No. 11 of 2010 concerning Cultural Heritage. The legal crisis is an 
implication of the interest of legislators. If viewed from the intensity of interest, they did not or 
were less concerned with protecting cultural heritage in the first period. Then in the next period, 
they are more interested yet less serious. In this recent period, the government is indicated to 
apply the technique of symbolic legislation, namely that a regulation was formed for political 
and social purposes other than the objectives stated in the legislation in the related regulation 
substance (Klink, 2016). Therefore, there is no question of quality and effectiveness.  

To fulfill the provisions of Article 96 of Law No. 12 of 2011 in conjunction with Article 188 
of Presidential Regulation No. 87 of 2014 concerning community participation, the concept of 
the Local Regulation on Cultural Heritage Draft was discussed in a public consultation event. Of 
the one hundred and six participants, only three used cultural heritage buildings for daily 
activities. In contrast, others were participants from the regional work unit components, non-
governmental organizations (NGOs), academics, and experts from the regional office of the 
Ministry of Law. Citizen participation in the legislative process is indeed a matter of debate. 
From the ideal side of democratization and functionalization of legislation, citizens who are the 
target of the norms to be formed must be given access to express their aspirations (A. Seidman & 
Seidman, 2009). From a practical point of view, several studies have shown that citizen 
involvement could be more efficient and even tend to be rowdy by irrelevant statements, 
unreasonable demands, and excessive expectations (Mamontova & Gladun, 2021; Widiati, 
2018). However, Voerman (2015) sees the increase in public participation, and transparency 
does not necessarily harm the efficiency and speed of the legislation process. 

The debate issue about community participation did not cross the government's mind. The 
Legal Department as the organizer of the public consultation, and the Culture Service as the 
initiator of the legislation, changed the purpose of the public consultation event into meeting the 
performance target of public spending. Their actions, which in the literature stated above, belong 
to the type of bureaucratic pathology, are considered a technique to avoid excess budget 
financing. Meanwhile, another goal unrelated to legislation is maintaining friendships with 
NGOs. activists and community organizations that have been considered conducive to 
government performance.  

Subsequent discussions were carried out internally and were limited to only attended by the 
government, NGOs, developer associations, academics, and experts from the Ministry of Law. 
They should have included the communities who own or control cultural heritage buildings. The 
composition of the discussion participants is similar to the legislation by elitists and based on the 
intimacy of relations with bureaucrats (Ibrahim, 2012; Zainal, 2018). There are two crucial 
issues in this discussion. First, the design concept eliminates cultural heritage objects on the 
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grounds wherein it is the domain and authority of the museum directorate. The Cultural Heritage 
Law regulates objects, buildings and cultural heritage areas comprehensively, as it was later 
implemented in Local Regulations on Cultural Heritage in several regions. This fragmentary 
legislation, practiced by bureaucrats in Kutai, tries to impose sectoral perceptions and interests 
(Simarmata, 2019), and NGOs’ participation is the opposite of Danusastro’s (2016) research on 
the role of NGOs, because here instead use access for personal interests.  

Second, the draft concept does not rely on economic analysis and the impact of legislation 
(Lee, 2019; Otto et al., 2008) that is regardless of the financial capacity of the region to extend 
the object of protection by increasing the number of building units and the cultural heritage areas 
accompanied by the imposition of incentives and compensation. This regulatory technique is 
doubtful of its effectiveness and has the potential to be counterproductive to the center of 
business and trade activities being used as a cultural heritage area. The work team in drafting the 
design concept acts as a ‘problem owner’, namely controlling the discourse of existence, causes, 
and solutions to problems (Maloy, 2010), because planning to be a team member in the rules that 
will be formed. In short, they tend to be pragmatic in functioning their economic rationality with 
their respective motives, interests, and ways.  

They can reflect pragmatic economic rationality almost without conflict because individual 
actors only benefit directly and immediately from forming legislation. In contrast, group and 
institutional actors expect benefits from the Local Regulation implementation being conducted. 
The dimensions of contrast and similarities between individual and group actors can be seen in 
Table 1 below. 

Table 1. 
Components of Pragmatic Economic Rationality in Legislative Action 

Behavior 
Actors 

Group/Institutional Individual 
Relation with the Local 
Regulation Substance 

Interested Not Interested 

Relation with the Current 
Local Regulation 
Implementation 

Role Holder Not a Role Holder 

Method 
Manipulation of the Local 
Regulation Draft Substance and 
legislative procedures 

Manipulation of the legislative 
procedures 

Purpose Legal status/activity Take advantage of the situation 

Intention 
Benefit in the future and 
continuously 

Benefit in that moment, and only 
once 

Impact  
Direct Legislation quality degradation perfunctory 

Indirect Budget exploitation Budget manipulation 

Source: Authors’ Analysis Results 
 
Interest groups of developer associations and NGOs are trying to influence the design team 

to reconstruct regulations that can benefit them, namely gaining access to active participation as 
implementers of protecting buildings and cultural heritage areas. Conceptually, what is done by 
interest groups indicates state capture symptoms (Ambarwati, 2021; Ramiza, 2020; Sitorus, 
2011), while what the design team is doing is like playing a designer with scriveners’ character 
(A. Seidman & Seidman, 2009), namely acting as a participant in determining the 
operationalization of policies. Meanwhile, individual actors such as those from the Law Office 
and Culture and Tourism Office take advantage of the moment for two purposes simultaneously. 
In an institutional capacity, it is to avoid excess budget financing and, as an officer, to increase 
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the frequency of performance and other personal goals. Its activities are not oriented to or related 
to efforts to produce good draft laws. The fundamental similarity between actors, individuals, 
institutions, and groups is their pragmatic mind in maximizing economic benefits by exploiting 
and manipulating the budget and not caring about the quality of legislation. This condition 
strengthens the results of Purawan’s (2014) research, which revealed that legislation's planning 
and discussion stages were vulnerable to deviant acts.  

The hesitation in applying pragmatic economic rationality in legislation indicates that 
pragmatic ways of thinking reflect on or as common sense. Hence, they need to become 
acquainted with their stock of social knowledge(Berger & Luckman, 1991; Gava & Gronda, 
2017). As a knowledge closely related and easily recognizable in everyday life, pragmatic 
reasoning justification refers to the jargon of ‘sabisa-biasa kudu bisa’, a kind of work ethic of 
the bureaucratic community in West Java. Even though it is unofficial, it has been known since 
at least 1990, and for several years backward, it has been used as the tagline of the Governor of 
West Java. On the ideal side, it means fighting spirit and unyielding or synonymous with ‘lamun 
kiyeung tangtu pareung’. Practically, doing it in any way is recommended to get results. The 
latter meaning is in line with the message received from the lecturer that “a good dissertation is a 
finished one, not because of the novelty of the theory or the depth of analysis.” Its 
implementation here is in line with understanding the work of legislation as an arena or access to 
obtain subjective benefits, even though it ignores the idealization of legislation. It even tends to 
use corrupt ways. 

 
2. Exploring the Social Legitimacy of Pragmatic Economic Rationality 

Article 56, paragraph (2) of Law no. 11 of 2012 allows the choice of information, 
explanation, or academic text when drafting a draft concept for regional regulations, unlike laws 
that require an academic text.  They chose academic text since it makes money with third-party 
services.  Technically, it can be done by direct service procurement with a maximum value of 
Rp. 100 million or a simple selection with Rp 200 million (Articles 39 and 43 of Presidential 
Regulation No. 54/2010 Governing Government Procurement of Goods and Services).  
Academic literature frequently continues a memorandum of understanding for colleges providing 
community service.  As experts, lecturers prefer consulting offices versus working from home.  
Thus, the lecturer’s expression: “dealing with campus, you know, small money, big hassle,” 
must resonate with Baledga’s representative’s statement: “Don’t let the making of this academic 
text as a project for lecturers at state and private universities. That must be eliminated if it 
exists.” 

It is reasonable to label the word ‘project’ for designing a Local Regulation Draft because 
the service provider's consulting office only receives funds of 70-80% before being taxed. What 
is prohibited by law is reproached by morals, but according to their understanding, every work 
always has a commission or joke: “It is a project for sure; That’s the rules of the game.” With 
this understanding, the consulting firm has implemented efficiency strategies from an early age; 
for example, when recruiting experts from academia, they neglect their scientific competence 
and academic abilities. The important thing is that the person agrees on the honorarium amount 
and is present during the discussion with the service-requesting party. Also labeled ‘project’ is 
what Baldwin (2013) says “Everyone wants regulation to be stable – unless they think it is bad 
regulation, when they want it changed at once” become relevant to the increasing production of 
legislation in the region.   

The concept of inflation and legislative deflation from Flores (2016) can be applied to the 
quality of academic text about the attributes of friendship and a 20-30% discount. Inflation of 
scientific value in academic text, at least read in the philosophical, sociological, and juridical 
reasons because it only fulfills the formal requirements for drafting legislation. They tend to 
ignore scientific standards; for example, reasoning construction is not about empirical research 
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data but only refers to literature studies, which is duplicative. This condition has been a concern 
of Putuhena (2013), who associated it with the absence of an institution that monitors the quality 
of academic text. Below, you can see the quality of academic text in several local regulation 
drafts, which were proposed at the initiative of members of the legislature by Article 86 in 
conjunction with Article 78 of Presidential Regulation No. 87 of 2014, and the discussion was 
carried out in the regional legislative body forum.  

Two incorrect references to “Tangerang Regency,” an unconnected city, were in the 
proposed corporate social and environmental responsibility regulation.  A legislator impulsively 
cleared his throat and said, “Hmm... copy-paste,” generating surprised looks and slight chuckles 
from other members as the presenter hesitated to read these words.  While remedial, its remark 
implied they would not fight the oversight.  Discussions on the proposed local regulation for 
establishing traditional, shopping and modern markets had a similar dynamic.  In addition to the 
misattributed city names, the legislation’s main proponent was a legislature member with 
experience in business, specifically traditional market development.  He was enthusiastic about 
evaluating, renovating, and relocating conventional markets, so his colleagues knew he was 
interested in this regulation. 

Creating the local environmental management regulation is similar to the two above.  
Despite concealing the aforementioned goals, the draft local regulation drafting team swaps 
persons instead of demonstrating scientific competency.  Language professors with law master’s 
degrees are the new hires.  Some still believe the professor is the most intelligent and talented; he 
is a trademark to ensure quality for counterfeit products.  However, signing the document is the 
only proof of its existence.  Consultants and companies who supply employment sometimes use 
the term ‘borrow a name’ when they have multiple jobs to fulfill. 

The phenomenon of the tendency of legislators to ignore the quality of legislation or to be 
apathetic is often associated with the factor of resource capacity, both themselves and expert 
staff (Centia et al., 2019; Zuada et al., 2019), and in line with his attitude which pays more 
attention to political aspects than technical aspects and as long as it does not interfere with 
loyalty to the party and personal goals of each (Tov, 2010). However, in the context here, it is 
more connoted to material benefits, namely that some participants want to get directly and 
immediately from the budget for the procurement of legislation, and others want to get later from 
implementing the legislation being drafted. The two corrupt acts had almost no problems; they 
were permissive as implied by the statement: I have neighbors; we have agreed not to interfere to 
help each other as much as possible unless the 'headquarters' gives firm directions. The meaning 
of the word ‘neighbor’ means colleagues or other political parties, and ‘headquarters’ is the 
leader of a political party from the member of the legislature concerned.  

The actors’ actions in the discussion of the legal regulation draft concept are not necessarily 
disciplined by the regulations, ideas, and values related to legislation. As the thesis of symbolic 
interactionism (Ritzer & Stepnisky, 2018), they have relative freedom to define legislative 
activities, choose to be active, passive, or compromise by negotiating the meaning of benefits 
which are arranged by a tangle of verbal symbols: twenty percent; rules; project; copy paste; 
wow; neighbor; and headquarters. All of this is part of believing in pragmatic economic truths, or 
as pragmatists have argued, the truth of correspondence is created by ideas, reality, and results or 
satisfaction (Kusch, 2019). The pragmatic tendency scheme is related to the position of the 
actors and the essence of individual and institutional interests, as shown in Picture 1 below. 
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Source: Authors’ Analysis Results 

 
Picture 1. Schematic of Pragmatic Economic Rationality Tendencies 

 

Access obtained from the legislative initiative rights of legislative members or executive 
officials to act actively (1) reflecting their interests requires opportunities from their colleagues 
to act passively (2). At other times, they act passively (5) to provide opportunities for their 
colleagues to be free to act actively (6) using their access. This passive action means 
permissiveness, as a sign of tacit approval, to maintain personal relationships, for example, when 
legislature members exercise their right to submit legislation and do not question the quality of 
the local regulation draft and academic text concepts in the discussion session. Meanwhile, 
compromising actions (3) and (4) are express and open agreements in the sense of using detailed 
language and concrete actions carried out by and for institutional interests. Compromising 
actions are, for example, carried out by manipulating discussion events to avoid excess budget 
financing and negotiating the price of services for drafting regional regulations and academic 
texts with outside parties. Especially for this last interaction, sometimes it is also carried out by 
individual actors, namely the proposer of the legislation itself.  

Further cases at the provincial and national levels can be relevant for tracking the potential 
for social acceptance of pragmatic economic rationality in legislative practice. In the public 
discussion of the draft local regulation on investment, the reviewer recognized the identity of one 
of the academic text drafting personnel who was not a scientist in the field of business law or 
whose scientific competence needed to be more relevant to the investment issue. Inevitably, he 
criticized the substance of the academic text, which needs to understand economics, especially 
about business and investment, and the essence of legal material is more policy nuanced than 
legal regulations. From a legislative point of view, the first critique is particularly relevant to the 
importance of a multi-disciplinary approach and disciplinary collaboration in legislation (Robert 
Baldwin, 2013; Wintgens, 2016). Meanwhile, the second criticism is reminiscent of Comarcain’s 
opinion that the crucial role of legislators in the legislative process is to put policy ideas into law 
and build its construction (Cormacain, 2017). 

The reviewer was revealed to be an expert in drafting the regional regulation on 
environmental management, as previously described. He reflected on his changed perspective, 
stating that he now had greater freedom than in his time on the Council, where he was not 
actively involved in the drafting process, and was surprised by the number of documents adopted 
without sufficient scrutiny. Nonetheless, he felt a moral obligation to contribute and 
subsequently proposed participating in the revision of future discussions. However, he 
acknowledged that the process had limitations, as no further discussions occurred. 

At first glance, it seems appropriate to cooperate in public investment discussions with 
employers’ associations. Behind that lies a motivation completely unrelated to the quality of the 
substance of the regional regulation draft concept, except to seek personal gain from 
implementing the procedure for establishing legislation. The proponent can ‘save’ the cost of 
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implementation because by cooperating, most of the costs are borne by the employers’ 
association as a partner, and there is no difficulty in mobilizing the presence of the entrepreneur 
group. Meanwhile, association officials hope to get support from high-ranking officials in the 
government bureaucracy for succession in the West Java Chamber of Commerce and Industry. 

At the national level, it can be seen in the actions of the Secretariat General of the Regional 
Representatives Council, which must race against the deadline for preparing financial 
performance reports. They held consultations and public discussions on the Draft Law on 
Increasing Regional Original Income in two universities whose chancellors were close 
acquaintances of the Regional Representatives Council members. If you do not have such a 
relationship, it won’t be easy to ask for a place and time suddenly. “Think of it as an emergency 
meeting”, said the reviewers from academics who received the invitations and materials two 
days before the event. The impromptu event was more obvious from the contents of the Regional 
Representatives Council member’s speech, which contradicted the main issues mentioned in the 
academic text. The reviewer from this campus explained several design concept materials 
outside the academic text and criticised its hasty, careless, or impressive design; as stated in 
Sihombing (2016), the academic text was made after drafting the draft concept. Reviewers from 
other campuses were reminded of the fatal consequences of plagiarizing the laws of foreign 
countries as intended by Seidman & Seidman (2009) because the draft text imitates the economic 
policies and legal instruments of foreign countries instead of using the comparative method. 

The act of imitating the work of legislation in the regions, as a reflection of pragmatic 
economic rationality, the indications lead to praxis cognition or common sense constructed by 
patterns: repetition in the case here; spread in several areas (Arie, 2016; Handayani, 2013a)  and 
his confession as by the deputy chairman of the Surakarta City Assembly at Regional Level: 
“Please copy and paste, but don’t be too much.” With the hypothetical discourse, social 
acceptance of pragmatic economic rationality in legislative behavior, from the Bergerian 
perspective, is undergoing a process of objectification (Berger & Luckman, 1991), or from a 
Bourdieuan perspective, it has the potential to become a legislative habitus (Mautner, 2011). 
What they learn from the practice of everyday life, when put into practice in the work of 
legislation in general, has an impact on budget inefficiency. Therefore, the pragmatic pattern of 
economic rationality may still be relevant as an inductive support for Harding (2018), who 
argues that “Indonesia’s decentralization has not been perfectly implemented or realized and can 
be criticized for allowing many opportunities for local corruption.” 

The study highlights the pervasive influence of pragmatic economic rationality in legislative 
practices within specific local government areas, notably in West Java. The findings reveal a 
systematic pattern of legislators and associated stakeholders manipulating academic texts and 
drafting regulations to serve personal and institutional interests. This is evident in outsourcing 
academic text production, prioritizing financial incentives over scholarly integrity, and 
replicating legislative content without rigorous review. The misattributed reference to 
“Tangerang Regency” in a draft regulation and the lack of scrutiny in drafting investment-related 
policies further exemplifies the low commitment to legislative quality. Additionally, the 
cooperation between policymakers and business associations, particularly in shaping local 
investment regulations, underscores the alignment of legislative initiatives with financial gain 
rather than public welfare. This pattern reflects broader trends in legislative behavior at the 
regional and national levels, where financial incentives and political pragmatism outweigh policy 
substance. 
 
D. Conclusion 

This study reveals that individuals involved in the legislative process engage in economic 
rationality by manipulating legislative content and procedures for personal gain. Despite various 
motivations, their actions often reflect corrupt behavior, particularly concerning budget 
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allocation. The prioritization of self-interest over collective welfare undermines the integrity of 
the legislative system and erodes public trust. Furthermore, the participants’ pragmatic mindset, 
shaped by their daily experiences, reinforces their acceptance of utilizing legislation for personal 
advantages, thereby normalizing unethical practices within the statutory framework. Addressing 
this issue requires comprehensive interventions, including ethics training, anti-corruption 
programs, and increased transparency in budget allocation. Promoting a culture of ethical 
governance, where public service prioritizes collective welfare over personal interests, is crucial 
for restoring legislative integrity. Encouraging a strong sense of responsibility among legislators 
can shift the prevailing self-serving mentality toward a commitment to societal well-being and 
good. 
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