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Abstract 

The objective of this research is to explain the justification behind empowering judges to 

determine suspects in corruption cases based on trial evidence. Additionally, it aims to discuss 

the potential for incorporating this authority into future reforms of procedural laws related to 

corruption eradication. This study employs a normative legal research methodology, utilising 

both a legislative and conceptual approach. The findings indicate that the fundamental 

justification for granting judges the authority to determine suspects in corruption cases based 

on trial evidence includes two key aspects: Firstly, corruption is considered an exceptional 

crime. Secondly, judges' determination of corruption suspects based on trial facts aligns with 

the theoretical principles of legal realism derived from the American legal tradition. The 

regulation of granting the judge the power to determine the suspect based on trial facts in cases 

of corruption, which is considered an exceptional crime that supersedes the principles of 

conventional procedural law, has been implemented. This includes two main aspects: firstly, 

the implementation of the reverse proof system in corruption offences, which is not present in 

conventional criminal procedure law; secondly, the suspension of the principle of non-

retroactivity in the efforts to eliminate acts of terrorism, which is also absent in conventional 

criminal procedure law. Furthermore, a notable instance of judicial regulation in the 

identification of suspects has occurred in the context of the crime of Illegal logging, as 

stipulated in Law Number 18 of 2013 about the Prevention and Eradication of Forest 

Destruction.  
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The topic of eradicating and preventing 

corruption in the public sector remains a 

compelling subject for discussion, particularly 

within the realm of law enforcement. This 

signifies that each lawful measure undertaken in 

the pursuit of eliminating corruption holds 

significance. Hence, it is justifiable to classify 

the offence of corruption as an extraordinary 

crime due to its systematic and pervasive nature. 

If left unchecked, the consequences of corruption 

can be catastrophic for economic stability and 

national progress. Consequently, combating 

corruption necessitates the implementation of 

exceptional legal measures.  
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This tendency is comprehensible due to the 

adverse consequences resulting from this 

criminal conduct. The deduced influence can 

affect multiple aspects of life. We acknowledge 

that corruption is a grave issue, as it poses a 

threat to the stability and security of society, 

hampers socio-economic progress, undermines 

political integrity, and erodes democratic 

principles and moral values, as it becomes 

ingrained in the culture over time. Corruption 

poses a significant danger to the concept of a fair 

and flourishing society. Romli Atmasasmita's 

statement that corruption in Indonesia has been 

pervasive in the government since the 1960s and 

continues to persist, despite efforts to eradicate 

it, is not an exaggeration.  

According to Indonesia Corruption Watch, 

the aggregate sum of corruption in 2011 was IDR 

2.13 trillion ($US 238.6 million).  The judicial 

sector, including the police, courts, public 

prosecutors, and the Ministry of judicial, along 

with significant revenue agencies such as 

customs services and tax authorities, the 

Ministry of Public Works, Bank Indonesia, and 

the Central Bank, are among the institutions 

widely regarded as corrupt.  

The Anti-Corruption Law serves the purpose 

of not only penalising corrupt individuals, but 

also aims to recover the financial damages 

incurred by the State due to corruption offences. 

Furthermore, the government was compelled by 

the political situation and public demands to 

promptly address the issue of corruption in 

Indonesia. This led to the enactment of Law No. 

31 of 1999, which specifically addresses 

corruption crimes. This law was subsequently 

modified and expanded by Law No. 20 of 2001, 

commonly known as the Anti-Corruption Law.  

Nevertheless, the present predicament 

reveals that this objective has not yielded the 

desired results, aside from the fact that the 

enforcement measures appear to be biassed, in 

addition to the disproportionate ratio between the 

state's expenditure to combat corruption and the 

relatively meagre recovery of financial losses 

incurred by the state. In 2012, it was reported that 

the amount of money allocated towards 

combating corruption between 2001 and 2009 

was Rp. 73.1 trillion. Additionally, the state 

managed to recoup Rp. 5.3 trillion in financial 

losses during the same period. The lack of 

efficiency in the efforts to eradicate corruption in 

Indonesia is supported by the Corruption 

Perception Index, which remains relatively high 

at 40, ranking 85th out of 180 nations worldwide.  

The criminal act of corruption in Indonesia 

has had a significant expansion and has 

infiltrated different sectors, including the 

Executive, Legislative, and Judicial branches. 

Corruption not only damages the financial 

resources of the State, but also infringes upon the 

social and economic rights of the community, 

and is even classified as an exceptional offence. 

Hence, more strategies must be employed to 

eliminate corruption in Indonesia. Throughout 

history, the Government of Indonesia has 

implemented numerous initiatives to combat 

corruption and safeguard State money. The 

government has implemented a range of 

legislation, institutions, and specialised teams to 

address corruption at its core, with the aim of 

safeguarding the economy and state finances.  

The history of Corruption Eradication dates 

back to the old order government, during which 

efforts to combat corruption were initiated 

through the enactment of Law Number 24 Prp of 

1960. This law introduced provisions to address 

corruption crimes in the Criminal Code and 

established specialised institutions dedicated to 

eradicating corruption.  Nevertheless, the 

institution's efforts to eliminate corruption were 

mostly ineffective due to the absence of specific 

provisions addressing actions that cause 

financial loss to the state.  Law No. 3 of 1971 on 

the Eradication of the Crime of Corruption was 

implemented during the New Order period 

(1971-1999). This law incorporated the 

definition of corruption from the Criminal Code 

and utilised formal offences. The OPSTIB Team 

was established as a Law enforcement body in 

compliance with Presidential Instruction No. 

9/1977. However, the performance of the 
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OPSTIB Team was lacking, leading to the 

formation of the State Organiser Wealth 

Examination Commission / KPKPN in 1999 by 

Presidential Decree 127/1999.  

During the reform era (1999-2002), Law No. 

3 of 1971 became outdated in meeting the 

evolving legal requirements. As a result, Law 

No. 31 of 1999 was enacted and subsequently 

amended by Law No. 20 of 2001, which focused 

on the eradication of corruption and aimed to 

improve the definition of corruption offences 

outlined in Law 3/1971 (active corruption and 

passive corruption). Confirmation of the 

establishment of corruption offences as legal 

offences and broadening the definition of public 

officials.  

Furthermore, Law No. 28/1999 was enacted 

to establish a clean state administration that is 

free from corruption, collusion, and nepotism. 

Furthermore, to expedite the elimination of 

corruption, a Joint Corruption Eradication Team 

was established under PP 19/2000, in addition to 

the law enforcement efforts conducted by the 

Police and the Public Prosecutor's Office. The 

establishment of the Corruption Eradication 

Commission was a response to the ineffective 

and inefficient performance of government 

agencies in handling corruption cases. This 

commission was created under Law No. 

30/2002.  

Examining the profound consequences of 

corruption, it becomes evident that it not only 

undermines the fundamental pillars of a nation's 

economy, but also significantly impairs the 

global economic system and undermines 

democratic principles and the pursuit of justice 

worldwide. Given this fact, the elimination of 

corruption is not solely the duty of one country, 

but rather a collective obligation of all nations. 

In terms of law enforcement, achieving this goal 

necessitates international collaboration.  

This aligns with the 2003 UN Convention 

against Corruption, which governs the process of 

recovering assets. The Convention mandates that 

asset recovery is a core concept, and 

participating countries are obligated to exert the 

utmost effort to collaborate and offer help in 

asset recovery endeavours. The primary aim of 

the UN Convention against Corruption is to 

restore governmental assets in order to revive the 

economy. As previously stated, the process of 

recovering assets, particularly those situated in 

foreign countries, necessitates collaboration 

between the respective nations involved. An 

example of such an agreement is the Mutual 

Legal Assistance in criminal situations (MLA) 

Agreement.  

From a legal standpoint, there are numerous 

legal instruments in place, both at the national 

and international levels, to address corruption. 

However, in practice, prosecuting corruption 

cases can be challenging. It is not uncommon to 

observe that, in court, individuals are identified 

as suspects of corruption based on the evidence 

presented during the trial. Nevertheless, the 

Corruption Eradication Commission, the Police, 

and the Attorney General's Office have refrained 

from officially designating him as a suspect in a 

corruption violation.  

However, it is still important to acknowledge 

the performance of the three law enforcers in 

combating corruption. Based on the most recent 

data, the overall effectiveness of law 

enforcement against corruption in Indonesia is 

generally commendable.  As an illustration, data 

from the years 2017-2021 reveals that the KPK 

carried out a total of 604 investigations, 551 

investigations, 510 prosecutions, 457 

convictions, and 476 executions. Furthermore, 

the KPK has effectively implicated certain firms 

as suspects. This is a historical documentation 

for the KPK, which formerly lacked the authority 

to investigate corporations as potential 

offenders.  

The Prosecutor's Office in the years 2017-

2021 also follows the same principle. According 

to the 2021 Corruption Case Prosecution Trends 

Monitoring report released by Indonesia 

Corruption Watch (ICW), the Prosecutor's 

Office has had fluctuating performance in the 

field of prosecution over the past five years.   

There has been a rise in the number of corruption 
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cases being prosecuted, as well as an increase in 

the number of suspects implicated and the 

amount of public damages caused. The 

Prosecutor's Office dealt with the highest amount 

of state damages in the corruption case of PT 

Asabari, which amounted to IDR 

22,780,000,000,000 (IDR 22.78 trillion).In 

2021, the Prosecutor's Office dealt with 371 

cases involving 814 individuals who were 

identified as suspects.  

When evaluating the comparison between 

the target and the actual execution of corruption 

cases, the overall performance of the 

Prosecutor's Office may be classified as category 

B or Good, as the percentage stands at 

approximately 64.8%. Nevertheless, the 

Prosecutor's Office deals with an average of 31 

cases per month, indicating that there may be 

several prosecutors in the regions who are 

potentially neglecting corruption charges.  

According to the monitoring results, the 

Prosecutor's Office has identified 5 actors who 

are predominantly named as suspects. These 

actors include 242 individuals from the civil 

service (ASN), 159 individuals from private 

parties, 101 Village Heads, 60 

Directors/Employees of Regional-Owned 

Enterprises (BUMD), and 58 Village Apparatus. 

Additionally, there are several individuals with 

political experience who are involved in the 

acting profession, such as the Chairman or 

Member of the Regional People's Representative 

Council (DPRD) (11 individuals), the Regent or 

Deputy Regent (5 individuals), and the Chairman 

or Member of the Regional People's Council 

(DPR) (2 individuals). In the corruption case 

involving PT Asabri, the Attorney General's 

Office has identified 10 corporations as suspects. 

This deserves recognition.  

Contrary to the Police's performance in the 

years 2017-2021, the monitoring findings 

indicate that the Bhayangkara corps' 

performance has actually declined in the past 

five years, both in terms of the number of cases 

and the number of suspects identified. The goal 

for addressing instances of corruption conducted 

by the Police in 2021 is to handle 1,526 cases. 

Regarding personnel, Indonesia has a total of 517 

Police institutions, which include 1 national-

level Directorate of Corruption, 34 provincial-

level Polda, and 483 regency/city-level Polres.  

Every police force at the provincial and 

district/city levels must address corruption cases, 

with the number ranging from a minimum of one 

case to a maximum of 75 cases. At the Police 

Headquarters Criminal Investigation Unit, the 

goal is to handle 25 cases each year. In 2021, the 

Police dealt with only 130 cases and identified 

244 individuals as suspects, as shown by the 

findings of ICW surveillance. When comparing 

the aim and actual prosecution of corruption 

cases, the overall performance of the Police is 

categorised as E or Very Poor, with a proportion 

of only approximately 8.45 percent.  

Nevertheless, in terms of finance and staff, 

the Police possess ample resources in 

comparison to the Attorney General's Office and 

the KPK. According to the monitoring data, it is 

evident that the Police frequently utilise articles 

related to state financial losses when prosecuting 

corruption cases. A total of 121 corruption cases, 

accounting for about 94.5%, were subject to 

prosecution under paragraphs 2 and 3 of the 

Anti-Corruption Law. Furthermore, for the 

remaining instances, law enforcement employed 

charges of bribery in three cases, extortion in two 

cases, money laundering in two cases, gratuities 

in one case, and conflict of interest in 

procurement in one case. The Police identified 

five actors who were prominently listed as 

suspects: ASN (73 individuals), Village Heads 

(57 individuals), Private Sector (37 individuals), 

Village Apparatus (28 individuals), and 

Directors/Employees of BUMD (17 individuals). 

Regarding individuals involved in corruption 

cases, the Police did not consider any political 

figures as potential suspects. This indicates that 

the Police have been unsuccessful in identifying 

and focussing on crucial individuals. Regarding 

patterns, the Police primarily arrested Village 

Heads and Village Apparatus officials at the 

village level.  
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The author acknowledges that the 

performance of the three law enforcement 

agencies is not being intentionally undermined, 

but reiterates that this is the truth. Various 

corruption cases that have been prosecuted 

before the Corruption Court have identified 

individuals or legal entities who have met the 

necessary criteria to be classified as corruption 

suspects, based on the legal evidence presented. 

For instance, in the case of corruption involving 

Setya Novanto, his initial designation as a 

suspect was revoked by Pre-Trial Decision 

Number 97/Pid.Prap/2017/PN.Jkt.Sel. This 

decision was made because his designation as a 

suspect was solely based on trial facts, and the 

Corruption Eradication Commission (KPK) 

relied on the Investigation Warrant (Sprindik) of 

Irman and Sugiharto, as well as Andi Narogong, 

to question witnesses, carry out seizures, and 

gather evidence. The examination, seizure, and 

evidence findings were utilised in the Setya 

Novanto case.  The public has been captivated by 

the pretrial verdict of Setya Novanto, as it is 

believed to be riddled with several abnormalities. 

The anti-corruption group ICW asserts that there 

were multiple anomalies in the pretrial procedure 

concerning the designation of Setya Novanto as 

a suspect. 

Despite the cancellation of the pretrial 

judgement, Setya Novanto, who was previously 

re-examined and identified as a suspect in a 

corruption case, has now been prosecuted and 

sentenced by the court. He has been sentenced to 

15 years in jail, fined IDR 500 million, and 

ordered to pay restitution of USD 7.3 million. In 

addition, the judge additionally invalidated the 

political privileges of the previous Speaker of the 

House of Representatives for a duration of five 

years.  Upon reflection on the case, it is evident 

that the trial's facts can be utilised for law 

enforcement, particularly in the prosecution of 

corruption offences in Indonesia. Therefore, the 

architecture of the law enforcement system for 

combating corruption must be adapted to these 

specific circumstances. The application of 

specific criminal offences should not be 

considered equivalent to the application of 

general criminal offences. One potential measure 

to consider is granting judges the authority to 

assign the status of a suspect in a corruption 

offence to an individual or legal body, based on 

the evidence shown during the trial. This 

research delves into the issue of restricting the 

jurisdiction of judges to decide suspects in 

corruption charges. It examines the rationale 

behind this regulation and explores the potential 

benefits of implementing it. 

 

Research Methods 

This study is a normative legal research that 

focusses on the concept of 'positive legal norms 

in the legislative system'.  This research has 

verified that the suitable and employed method 

in this legal research is a statutory approach, as 

well as a conceptual approach. The research 

methodology employed in this work involves 

doing a document analysis, complemented by 

interviews. Documentary studies involve the 

gathering of secondary information from a 

variety of sources such as legal texts, books, 

academic journals, articles, research reports, and 

other relevant materials pertaining to the subject 

being investigated.  

 

Discussion 

1. The rationality of regulating the 

authority to determine suspects by judges in 

corruption offences in Indonesia 

Corruption in Indonesia has pervaded the 

power system in a highly organised, methodical, 

and extensive manner. The exercise of power is 

hindered in its ability to properly benefit the 

populace due to the prevalence of widespread 

corrupt practices. The abundance of natural 

resources in the country known as gemah ripah 

loh jinawi has hindered the realisation of 

prosperity. The Indonesian people have indeed 

achieved this situation. Consequently, following 

the reformation, the elimination of corruption 

has emerged as a top goal. Indeed, nearly all 

reform initiatives, whether through direct or 
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indirect means, strive to minimise the possibility 

of corruption.  The complete elimination of 

corruption is not merely an aspiration for all, but 

it cannot be achieved effortlessly or quickly.  

Corruption is a grave issue in the global arena 

as it poses a significant threat to the stability and 

security of both society and the state. Moreover, 

it jeopardises the social and economic progress 

of society, politics, and can even undermine 

democratic principles and national ethics by 

fostering a culture of corruption.  The United 

Nations Convention Against Corruption, 

established in 2003, is a clear indication of the 

world community's apprehension regarding the 

consequences of corruption. Indonesia officially 

approved and accepted this convention by 

enacting Law Number 7 in the year 2006. One of 

the key statements in the introduction of the law 

is that corruption is no longer limited to a 

specific area, but has become a global issue that 

impacts society and the economy as a whole. 

Therefore, it is necessary to have international 

collaboration to prevent and eliminate 

corruption, as well as to recover or return assets 

obtained through corrupt practices.  

Based on this premise, it is evident that 

corruption is an exceptional offence. Thus, in 

order to further explain the justification (raison 

d'etre) for giving the power to identify the 

suspect to the court in cases of corruption, the 

author presents the following justifications: 

a. The crime of corruption as an extra 

ordinary crime. 

Crimes that are classified as extraordinary or 

extraordinary crimes have a significant 

worldwide influence on human civilisation. 

Various phrases are employed to define the 

concept of an extraordinary crime, including 

extraordinary crimes, extreme crimes, serious 

crimes, and crimes that have a wide-ranging and 

systematic influence on social, economic, 

political, legal, and cultural aspects of life. 

Regardless of the terminology employed to 

characterise the interpretation of "extraordinary 

crimes," it is clear that these crimes differ from 

normal crimes in terms of their nature, 

characteristics, methods of commission, and 

impact.  

There is a scarcity of sources available to 

explore the meaning, definition, or interpretation 

of the word "extraordinary crimes." When 

considering the matter of exceptional crimes, the 

focus is mostly on crimes against humanity and 

genocide, which are both severe infringements of 

human rights.  

The term "extraordinary crime" originated 

from severe violations of human rights. Article 5 

of the 1998 Rome Statute outlines the criteria for 

the most severe crimes that are of interest to the 

international community, including genocide, 

crimes against humanity, war crimes, and crimes 

of aggression.   Subsequently, the phrase 

"extraordinary crime" is consistently applied to 

these four specific categories of offences. While 

the emergence of democracy in most countries 

throughout the world makes it increasingly 

impossible for war crimes and crimes of 

aggression to occur, they still remain challenging 

to detect or prevent. Nevertheless, in line with 

recent legal advancements, the phrase 

"extraordinary crime" is now extended beyond 

the four specific sorts of crimes to encompass 

offences that share similar features, such as 

terrorism, narcotics, and psychotropic crimes.  

Extraordinary crimes in Indonesian are 

referred to as extraordinary crimes. Ford holds 

the belief that the exceptional offences 

mentioned in this context pertain to severe 

breaches of human rights. Extraordinary crimes 

refer to acts that are undertaken with the explicit 

goal of violating human rights and falling under 

the jurisdiction of the International Criminal 

Court. Perpetrators of these crimes may be 

subject to the imposition of the death penalty.  

Sukardi defines extraordinary crime as a 

criminal act that has a significant and wide-

ranging impact on social, cultural, ecological, 

economic, and political matters. This impact is 

evident in the consequences of the action and has 

been examined by various governmental and 

non-governmental organisations at national and 

international levels.  Winarno argues that 
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extraordinary crime not only adversely affects 

the economy, but also has detrimental 

consequences for the environment, society, and 

culture of a country.  

According to Mar A. Drumbl, an 

extraordinary crime refers to a highly 

exceptional offence that is significantly distinct 

from other criminal acts in terms of its magnitude 

or scale. This crime is grave, pervasive, and 

colossal, and it poses a threat to humanity.  

Claude Pomerleau defines extraordinary crime 

as a deliberate, methodical, and coordinated 

behaviour, act, or action that primarily targets 

individuals and certain groups based on 

discriminatory motives. Within the Indonesian 

legal framework, these particular offences are 

categorised as unique criminal offences, as they 

are governed separately from the provisions of 

the Criminal Code. Some examples of specific 

legislation that governs crimes that are deemed 

to share similarities with exceptional crimes 

include: 1) Law No. 26/2000 on Human Rights 

Courts; 2) Law of the Republic of Indonesia 

Number 5 of 2018 on the Amendment to Law 

Number 15 of 2003 on the Stipulation of 

Government Regulation in Lieu of Law Number 

1 of 2002 on the Eradication of the Criminal 

Offence of Terrorism; 3) Law No. 35 of 2009 

concerning Narcotics; 4) Law No. 5 of 1997 on 

Psychotropic; 5) Law No. 31 of 1999 jo. Law No. 

20 of 2001 on the Eradication of the Criminal 

Act of Corruption.  

The categorisation of exceptional offences 

will inevitably provoke discussions and 

divergent opinions among legal scholars. 

However, despite varying interpretations, 

experts usually contend that crimes can be 

regarded as extraordinary if they have a wide-

ranging and systematic impact, resulting in 

significant damages. The category of crimes that 

are considered extraordinary crimes is 

distinguished by the presence of specific 

procedural laws in their enforcement. This 

include acts of corruption or corrupt practices. 

Essentially, the procedural law followed in the 

Corruption Court examination adheres to the 

relevant criminal procedural law, with certain 

deviations or specificities.  

Corruption is a distinct aspect of criminal law 

that differs from normal criminal law in several 

ways. It involves violations from procedural 

laws and is handled differently in terms of its 

material aspects. Hence, the criminal act of 

corruption is specifically designed to reduce the 

frequency of leaks and irregularities in the 

financial and economic affairs of the state, 

whether by direct or indirect means. By 

proactively identifying and addressing these 

abnormalities at the earliest possible stage, it is 

expected that the functioning of the economy and 

the progress of growth may be effectively 

ensured, leading to a steady improvement in 

development and the overall well-being of 

society. 

Based on these characteristics, it may be 

inferred that the general mechanism of criminal 

procedural law may be altered if it has been 

specifically regulated in the procedural 

legislation for corruption offences. The 

discourse of reforming the criminal procedure 

law for corruption in the future includes the 

possibility of judges determining corruption 

suspects based on facts and evidence presented 

in the trial. This reform aims to expedite the 

judicial process of corruption cases and eliminate 

corruption in Indonesia. 

b. Determination of corruption suspects 

by judges based on trial facts from the 

perspective of legal realism 

American legal realism is a school of legal 

philosophy under which law and morals are 

distinguished, and greater emphasis is placed on 

social facts. Realism refers to the approach of 

addressing the actual state of the world, in its 

current form. Legal realism is an examination of 

law in practice, rather than merely as a set of 

norms outlined in legislation that may not be 

properly enforced. 

According to proponents of this school of 

thought, it is necessary to disregard the 

normative aspect of legislation. For them, the 

law is primarily a representation of the symbolic 
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significance attributed by individuals in society. 

This interpretation diverges significantly from 

the intricacies of philosophy and instead 

encompasses a synthesis of other disciplines, 

including sociology, psychology, anthropology, 

and economics. When it comes to managing a 

case, the judge must consistently make a decision 

regarding which principle to prioritise and which 

party to favour. The choice frequently comes 

before the discovery or implementation of the 

legal regulations that serve as its foundation. 

In the context of legal realism, the creative 

abilities of judges play a crucial role in shaping 

the law through their decisions (known as judge-

made law). This is because the law is not just 

based on logical reasoning, but also on real-life 

experiences and factual evidence. Hence, it is 

accurate to assume that the objective of legal 

realism is to enhance the adaptability of 

legislation to societal requirements. 

The author's assertions in this work are 

strongly supported by these pertinent 

descriptions, which serve as a primary theme. 

Firstly, if judges are granted authority and their 

decisions are based on the evidence presented 

during the trial, it is crucial to consider the 

judges' experience and honesty in effectively 

implementing laws against corruption. 

Furthermore, this can enhance the adaptability of 

judges within the constraints of legal positivism 

that has been prevalent and evolved in the realm 

of legal scholarship thus far. 

Furthermore, if judges are granted authority 

with limitations that are contingent upon the 

specific circumstances of the trial. This will offer 

a fresh outlook on combating serious crimes, 

where judges are expected to prioritise a fair and 

just approach grounded in legal realities that 

have significant impact on the nation and the 

state. In addition, judges will consistently be 

expected to enhance their expertise, in order to 

avoid being mere conduits for the law, and to be 

capable of substantiating the optimum legal 

framework, rendering legal judgements that are 

rooted in public justice and the factual 

circumstances of the trial.  

2. Prospects for regulating the authority to 

determine suspects by judges based on trial facts 

in corruption offences 

Upon initial examination, the judge's 

assessment of the suspect's authority in the 

corruption case, based on the trial's facts, is 

highly delicate. This is due to its significant 

divergence from universally established 

principles in the field of criminal procedural law. 

Undoubtedly, all legal experts and students 

comprehend the principle of due process of law, 

commonly referred to as the criminal justice 

system. Law enforcement agencies have been 

subjected to restrictions in criminal law 

enforcement to reduce the potential for abuse of 

authority and to guarantee that law enforcement 

is conducted within legal boundaries and without 

arbitrariness.  

Nevertheless, given the current state of 

inertia and inefficiency in combating corruption 

in Indonesia, it is imperative to create 

opportunities for unconventional thinking. There 

is no harm in departing from the established 

principles of the traditional criminal justice 

system in order to generate innovative ideas and 

concepts that can be used in the future.  

Significant efforts have been made to address 

the procedural law concerning the elimination of 

extraordinary crimes, which supersedes the 

principles of traditional procedural law. 

Similarly, there have been instances where the 

current procedural law on corruption has 

contradicted conventional criminal procedural 

law. Hence, the author presents multiple 

arguments to support the idea of empowering 

judges to determine the guilt of a suspect based 

on trial evidence in cases of corruption. This 

approach could potentially be incorporated into 

future regulations aimed at eradicating 

corruption. The author's rights are outlined as 

follows: 

a. Evidence system for corruption 

offences that deviates from conventional 

procedural law 

The evidence in corruption cases is 

determined by multiple laws, including Law No. 
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8 of 1981 on Criminal Procedure, Law No. 31 of 

1999 on the Eradication of the Crime of 

Corruption (amended by Law No. 20 of 2001), 

and Law No. 30 of 2002 on the Corruption 

Eradication Commission. According to Article 

183 of KUHAP, a judge cannot provide a 

punishment to someone unless they have at least 

two valid pieces of evidence that prove a crime 

has happened and that the defendant is guilty of 

it. Law No. 31 of 1999 on the Eradication of the 

Criminal Act of Corruption has been modified by 

Law No. 20 of 2001, which amends Law No. 31 

of 1999 on the Eradication of the Criminal Act 

of Corruption. In essence, from a normative 

standpoint, corruption is an exceptional crime.   

The Law on the Eradication of the Crime of 

Corruption implements a form of reverse proof 

that is both limited and balanced. This means that 

the defendant has the right to demonstrate their 

innocence regarding the crime of corruption. 

However, they are also required to disclose 

information about their own assets, as well as the 

assets of their spouse, children, and any 

individuals or corporations suspected of being 

connected to the case. Despite this, the burden of 

proof still lies with the public prosecutor, who is 

obligated to substantiate their charges.  

In relation to the evidential system for 

corruption charges, this law employs the use of 

reverse evidence, which is subject to certain 

limitations or considerations as outlined in 

Article 37: 1) The defendant possesses the 

entitlement to demonstrate their innocence 

regarding the charge of corruption. 2) If the 

defendant successfully establishes their non-

involvement in the crime of corruption, such 

evidence will serve as grounds for declaring the 

indictment unsubstantiated.  

The interpretation of Article 37 of this Law 

is as follows: 'This article diverges from the 

requirements of the Criminal Procedure Code, 

which mandate that the prosecution is 

responsible for demonstrating the commission of 

a criminal act, rather than the defendant.' As per 

this stipulation, the defendant has the ability to 

demonstrate that they did not engage in the act of 

corruption. Should the defendant successfully 

establish their innocence regarding the 

corruption violation, the prosecution is obligated 

to substantiate the claims.  

The requirements of this article represent a 

form of limited reverse proof, as the prosecutor 

is still obligated to substantiate the charges. The 

provisions of Article 37 of Law No.20 of 2001 

are a fair result of applying reverse proof against 

the defendant. Despite this, the defendant still 

requires equal legal protection for violations of 

fundamental rights, specifically the principles of 

presumption of innocence and non-self-

incrimination. Deviation from standard criminal 

procedural principles in this case is a logical 

result of corruption being an exceptional crime, 

which necessitates exceptional legal procedures 

(extraordinary enforcement) and extraordinary 

legal tools (extraordinary measures). 

b. Deviations from the principle of non-

retroactivity inextra ordinary crimes of terrorism 

The author aims to demonstrate that standard 

criminal procedure law is rendered useless and 

frequently overruled when confronted with 

extraordinary crimes in this sub-discussion. In 

this particular section of the paper, the author 

provides an example of how criminal procedural 

legislation has deviated from the principle of 

non-retroactivity in the context of terrorism-

related crimes.  

If we solely rely on the provisions stated in 

Article 1 paragraph (1) and Article 1 paragraph 

(2) of the Criminal Code, the debate regarding 

the principle of retroactivity will come to an end. 

These articles restrict the concept of retroactivity 

to only apply to temporary circumstances or to 

laws that are in a transitional phase. This implies 

that in cases where there was no existing criminal 

regulation, the introduction of a new criminal 

regulation that applies to prior crimes does not 

constitute retroactivity. This concept, as 

discussed by Barda Nawawi Arief, falls within 

the realm of legal sources. However, if we adopt 

a broader interpretation, retroactive refers to the 

application of a law or regulation to past events, 

even situations where there were no legal 
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provisions or criminal regulations in place prior 

to the occurrence of the act. The issue of 

retroactivity occurs as a result of applying the 

principle of legality. The principle of legality can 

be examined from different perspectives, 

including historical, socio-criminological, legal 

reform in terms of iterative and linear 

approaches, and criminal policy elements.  

The notion of legality in Indonesian criminal 

law is enshrined in Article 1, paragraph (1) of the 

Criminal Code. This rule stipulates that no act 

can be penalised unless it is explicitly prohibited 

by pre-existing laws. This principle is 

categorised into three components: Nulla poena 

sans lege (no punishment without the 

requirements of the law), Nulla poena sine 

crimine (no punishment without crime), and 

Nullum crimen sine poena legali (no criminal act 

without punishment according to the law). 

Sudarto states that this article encompasses two 

key points. Firstly, a criminal act must be 

explicitly defined or referenced in the legislation. 

Secondly, the legislation must be in place prior 

to the occurrence of the criminal act.  

The requirements of this article result in the 

restriction of retroactive criminal law, 

sometimes known as non-retroactivity. 

Retrospective application is allowed if it aligns 

with the stipulations outlined in Article 1, 

paragraph (2) of the Criminal Code. The ban of 

retroactive enforcement is grounded on two 

fundamental principles: 1) Safeguarding 

individual liberty against the capriciousness of 

those in power; 2) Recognising that criminal 

punishment also entails psychological coercion, 

as posited by Anselm von Feurebach's 

psychologische dwang theory. In order to deter 

individuals from engaging in criminal activities, 

authorities employ punitive measures to impact 

the moral conscience of potential offenders, 

discouraging them from taking action.  

Nevertheless, the non-retroactive principle is 

disregarded in the criminal offence of terrorism. 

The provision on the principle of retroactivity is 

stated in Article 46 of Government Regulation in 

Lieu of Law (Perpu) No. 1 of 2002 on 

Eradication of Criminal Acts of Terrorism, 

which was later enacted as Law No. 15 of 2003. 

This provision also appears in Perpu No. 2 of 

2002 on the Enforcement of Perpu No. 1 of 2002 

on Eradication of Criminal Acts of Terrorism in 

the Bali Bombing Incident on 12 October 2002, 

which was subsequently enacted as Law No. 16 

of 2003. 

According to Article 46 of Law No. 15 Year 

2003, the Government Regulation in Lieu of Law 

can be applied retroactively to legal actions in 

specific cases that occurred before the regulation 

came into effect. The application of this 

retroactive provision will be determined by a 

separate Law or Government Regulation in Lieu 

of Law. The clause serves as the foundation for 

the issuance of Perpu No. 2 Year 2002, which 

encompasses the notion of retroactivity. 

Nevertheless, the phrase '...may be treated 

retroactively for legal actions for certain cases 

before the enactment of this regulation, ...' 

suggests that, apart from Perpu No. 2 Year 2002, 

there is a potential for retroactive application to 

acts of terrorism other than the Bali Bombings on 

12 October 2002. Whether this will occur has to 

be seen as we see the progress of the two Perpu. 

The imposition of the death penalty against 

the perpetrators of Bali Bombing I, namely 

Amrozi, Ali Imron, and Imam Samudera, was 

based on Perpu No. 1 Year 2002/UU No. 15 Year 

2003 and Perpu No. 2 Year 2002/UU No. 16 

Year 2003. Masykur Abdul Kadir has submitted 

Perpu No. 1 Year 2002/UU No. 16 Year 2003 for 

judicial review to the Constitutional Court. The 

Constitutional Court's ruling on the judicial 

review of Perpu No. 1/2002/UU No. 16/2003 

would affect the terms of Article 46 of Perpu No. 

1/2002/UU No. 15/2003.  

c. Regulation of Suspect Determination 

by Judges in Illegal Logging Crime in Law 

Number 18 Year 2013 on Prevention and 

Eradication of Forest Destruction 

In the Indonesian legal system, judges have 

been given the power to identify individuals as 

suspects based on trial evidence, as a means to 

combat the crime of illegal logging. An 
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intriguing aspect of Law No. 18 of 2013 on the 

Prevention and Eradication of Forest 

Destruction, often known as the PPPH Law, is 

the provision that empowers judges to identify 

and list suspects as sought individuals (DPO).  

When discussing judicial power, it is 

important to note that judges have the 

responsibility of both enforcing the law and 

making decisions in legal disputes. Adjudicating 

refers to the process of receiving, examining, and 

making decisions on cases that are presented to 

an individual. This process is similar to the 

examination of cases that have reached an 

advanced stage, namely the examination that 

takes place in a court. The procedural law 

procedures pertaining to this matter have been 

explicitly and comprehensively regulated in the 

Criminal Procedure Code, as well as in several 

statutes, regulations, and decisions of the 

Constitutional Court.  

The PPPH Law grants judges expanded 

authority, namely to include the ability to place 

individuals on a wanted list and to designate 

them as suspects. According to the rules of the 

Criminal Procedure Code and other procedural 

law regulations, judges do not possess either of 

these powers. The act of placing an individual on 

the wanted list is primarily the responsibility of 

an investigator and public prosecutor during the 

preliminary examination phase of the case 

investigation process. The responsibility for 

assessing whether a person is a suspect lies with 

an investigator who is involved in the process of 

conducting investigations.  

The judge is given the power to assess the 

status of a suspect based on substantial 

preliminary evidence provided in court by a 

witness. The presence of evidence indicating a 

person's strong suspicion of committing a 

criminal offence carries significant ramifications 

within the procedural law procedure. Typically, 

the assessment of a suspect's status occurs during 

the initial examination or preliminary 

examination phase. Afterwards, the suspect and 

evidence are submitted to the public prosecutor 

at the prosecutor's office, in accordance with the 

appropriate jurisdiction of the case. This implies 

that the identification of an individual as a 

suspect serves as a link between the initial 

investigation and the trial phase, with the public 

prosecutor playing a crucial role in this 

connection.  

When a court designates someone as a 

suspect, it indicates that the process of examining 

the case has progressed to the stage prior to the 

trial, and has at least entered the phase of 

considering evidence. In the specific case 

examined by the researchers, the court identified 

an individual who was first called upon as a 

witness by the public prosecutor and found that 

this person was a DPO (data protection officer). 

If, while examining the witness or other 

evidence, the court discovers substantial 

preliminary evidence, the judge will designate 

the individual as a suspect. The court will 

determine the suspect's status by incorporating it 

in the verdict of the case under examination, 

alongside the examination of other defendants. 

As a result, the Public Prosecutor, who acts as the 

enforcer of the judge's judgement, is obligated to 

implement the ruling. 

Based on the author's arguments in this 

qualification paper, it is evident that judges have 

been given the power to determine the suspect's 

guilt based on trial facts in corruption cases. This 

practice, which goes against conventional 

procedural law, has become common. 

Additionally, certain aspects of current 

procedural law on corruption have contradicted 

traditional criminal procedural law. The first 

issue is the use of the reverse proof system in 

corruption offences, which is not commonly 

used in traditional procedural law. The second 

issue is the departure from the non-retroactive 

principle in the effort to eliminate criminal acts 

of terrorism. Lastly, there is the regulation 

regarding the determination of suspects by 

judges in the crime of illegal logging, as stated in 

Law Number 18 of 2013 concerning Prevention 

and Eradication of Forest Destruction. 
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Conclusion 

The author's research reveals that the 

granting of authority to judges in determining 

suspects in corruption crimes is based on two key 

factors. Firstly, corruption is considered an 

exceptional crime. Secondly, judges determine 

corruption suspects based on trial facts, aligning 

with the theoretical basis of legal realism from 

the American legal tradition. The regulation of 

judicial authority to determine suspects in 

corruption cases as an extraordinary crime, 

surpassing conventional procedural law 

doctrines, has been accomplished through two 

means. Firstly, the implementation of the reverse 

proof system in corruption offences, which is not 

present in traditional criminal procedure law. 

Secondly, the abandonment of the principle of 

non-retroactivity in the eradication of terrorism 

offences, which is not recognised in 

conventional criminal procedure law. 

Furthermore, there has been a specific instance 

of judicial regulation on the identification of 

suspects in cases of Illegal logging, as outlined 

in Law Number 18 of 2013, which pertains to the 

Prevention and Eradication of Forest 

Destruction. 

 

WORKS CITED  
 
Adhira, Putri, and Devi Triasari, ‘Illiberal Peace in Sri Lanka: Reasons and Achievements of the Resulting 

Peace’, Journal of Law, Environmental and Justice, 2.1 (2024), 63–88 
<https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v2i1.92> 

Alfada, Anisah, ‘The Destructive Effect of Corruption on Economic Growth in Indonesia: A Threshold Model’, 
Heliyon, 5.10 (2019), e02649 <https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2019.e02649> 

Alhussen, Ahmed, and Engin Arslan, ‘Avoiding Data Loss and Corruption for File Transfers with Fast Integrity 
Verification’, Journal of Parallel and Distributed Computing, 152 (2021), 33–44 
<https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpdc.2021.02.002> 

Andiani, Tara Nadya, FX Hastowo Broto Laksito, and Jose Gama Santos, ‘Evidence from Indonesia on the 
Legal Policy Confronting Discrimination of Minority Groups Based on Race and Ethnicity’, Wacana 
Hukum, 29.2 (2023), 146–62 <https://doi.org/10.33061/wh.v29i2.9808> 

Basuki, Agung, M Zaid, Alnour Abobaker, and Mohamed Musa, ‘Establishing Ecological Justice in the 
Governance of Land Inventory , Ownership , and Utilisation in Indonesia’, Journal of Law, Environmental 
and Justice, 18.2 (2023), 137–54 <https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v1i2.12> 

Chen, Yunsen, Limei Che, Dengjin Zheng, and Hong You, ‘Corruption Culture and Accounting Quality’, 
Journal of Accounting and Public Policy, 39.2 (2020), 106698 
<https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaccpubpol.2019.106698> 

Control, T H E, and O F Corruption, Institutions, Governance and the Control of Corruption, Institutions, 
Governance and the Control of Corruption, 2018 <https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-65684-7> 

Fathoni, M Yazid, and Acasio Fernandez, ‘Establishment of Land Court in Indonesia : An Effort to Realise 
Justice Based on Pancasila’, Journal of Law, Environmental and Justice, 1.2 (2023), 86–104 
<https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v1i2.6> 

Fernando, Zico Junius, Beni Kurnia Illahi, Yagie Sagita Putra, and Ikhbal Gusri, Deep Anti-Corruption 
Blueprint Mining, Mineral, and Coal Sector in Indonesia, Cogent Social Sciences, 2023, IX 
<https://doi.org/10.1080/23311886.2023.2187737> 

Van Den Heuvel, Grat, ‘The Parliamentary Enquiry on Fraud in the Dutch Construction Industry Collusion as 
Concept between Corruption and State-Corporate Crime’, Crime, Law and Social Change, 44.2 (2005), 
133–51 <https://doi.org/10.1007/s10611-006-9009-5> 

Khalif, Muhammad, FX Hastowo Broto Laksito, and Andriamalala Laurent, ‘Role and Position of Indonesian 
Medical Disciplinary Honour Council : Fair Medical Dispute Resolution’, Journal of Law, Environmental 
and Justice, 1.3 (2023), 185–201 <https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v1i3.15> 

Kusumastuti, Dora, and Hussein Gibreel, ‘Enhancing Local Revenue via Tax Incentives : A Strategy to 
Establish Fair and Balanced Taxes’, Journal of Law, Environmental and Justice, 1.3 (2023), 170–84 
<https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v1i3.11> 



Prospects for Eradicating Corruption Through the Authorisation of Suspect Determination by Judges in Indonesia  

ESIC | Vol. 8 | No. 1 | Spring 2024                                                                    775 
 

Lord, Nicholas J, ‘Responding to Transnational Corporate Bribery Using International Frameworks for 
Enforcement: Anti-Bribery and Corruption in the UK and Germany’, Criminology and Criminal Justice, 
14.1 (2014), 100 – 120 <https://doi.org/10.1177/1748895812474662> 

Mahendra, Januar Rahadian, Rizal Akbar Aldyan, and Silas Oghenemaro Emovwodo, ‘Examining Indonesian 
Government Policies in Tackling Deforestation: Balancing Economy and Environment’, Journal of Law, 
Environmental and Justice, 2.1 (2024), 42–62 <https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v2i1.93> 

Mahmood, Mabroor, ‘Corruption in Civil Administration: Causes and Cures’, Humanomics, 21.3 (2005), 62 – 
84 <https://doi.org/10.1108/eb018905> 

Marpi, Yapiter, Pujiyono, and Hari Purwadi, ‘The Concept of Actio Pauliana Creditor Law Bankruptcy Boedel 
Dispute Process to Achieve Substantive Justice’, Jurnal IUS Kajian Hukum Dan Keadilan, 11.3 (2023), 
528 – 538 <https://doi.org/10.29303/ius.v11i3.1305> 

Mayasari, Hanita, ‘A Examination on Personal Data Protection in Metaverse Technology in Indonesia : A 
Human Rights Perspective’, Journal of Law, Environmental and Justice, 1.1 (2023), 64–85 
<https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v1i1.4> 

Meyer, Bram, Tessa van Roomen, and Eelke Sikkema, ‘Corporate Criminal Liability for Corruption Offences 
and the Due Diligence Defence a Comparison of the Dutch and English Legal Frameworks’, Utrecht Law 
Review, 10.3 (2014), 37–54 <https://doi.org/10.18352/ulr.283> 

Mocetti, Sauro, and Tommaso Orlando, ‘Corruption, Workforce Selection and Mismatch in the Public 
Sector’, European Journal of Political Economy, 60 (2019), 101809 
<https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpoleco.2019.07.007> 

Nurcahyo, Nanang, Ramalina Ranaivo, and Mikea Manitra, ‘Why Have Indonesian Murderers Not Paid Victims 
’ Heirs ? Murder Victims By Gender 2019-’, Journal of Law, Environmental and Justice, 1.2 (2023), 155–
69 <https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v1i2.13> 

Nurcahyo, Nanang, Ricky Ricky, FX Hastowo Broto Laksito, and Ramalina Ranaivo Mikea Manitra, ‘Reform 
of the Criminal Law System in Indonesia Which Prioritizes Substantive Justice’, Journal of Law, 
Environmental and Justice, 2.1 (2024), 89–108 <https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v2i1.91> 

Pane, Musa Darwin, and Diah Pudjiastuti, ‘The Legal Aspect of New Normal and the Corruption Eradication 
in Indonesia’, Padjadjaran Jurnal IImu Hukum, 7.2 (2020), 181–206 

Paranata, Ade, ‘The Miracle of Anti-Corruption Efforts and Regional Fiscal Independence in Plugging Budget 
Leakage: Evidence from Western and Eastern Indonesia’, Heliyon, 8.10 (2022), e11153 
<https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2022.e11153> 

Pati, Umi Khaerah, Pujiyono, and Pranoto, ‘Sharia Fintech as a Sharia Compliance Solution in the 
Optimization of Electronic-Based Mosque’s Ziswaf Management; [Fintech Syariah Sebagai Solusi 
Kepatuhan Syariah Dalam Pengoptimalan Pengelolaan Ziswaf Masjid Berbasis Elektronik]’, Padjadjaran 
Jurnal Ilmu Hukum, 8.1 (2021), 47 – 70 <https://doi.org/10.22304/pjih.v8n1.a3> 

Pratiwi, L. Yes Esty, Triyono Adi, Kholilul Rahman, Samsul Arifin, and Muhammad Saiful Islam, ‘In-Depth 
Review : Legal Review on Human Rights Enforcement in the ASEAN and EU Context’, Journal of Law, 
Environmental and Justice, 1.3 (2023), 202–24 <https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v1i3.16> 

Pujiyono, Sufmi Dasco Ahmad, and Rani Tiyas Budiyanti, ‘Sex Selection Using Assisted Reproductive 
Technology: An Islamic Law Perspective’, Medicine and Law, 36.4 (2017), 45 – 52 

Pujiyono, P, Sufmi Dasco Ahmad, and Reda Manthovani, ‘The Future of the Leniency Program as an Efforts 
to Reveal Cartel Practices in Indonesia’, ARPN Journal of Engineering and Applied Sciences, 14.20 
(2019), 7599 – 7608 <https://doi.org/10.36478/JEASCI.2019.7599.7608> 

Quah, Jon S T, ‘Defying Institutional Failure: Learning from the Experiences of Anti-Corruption Agencies in 
Four Asian Countries’, Crime, Law and Social Change, 53.1 (2010), 23 – 54 
<https://doi.org/10.1007/s10611-009-9213-1> 

———, ‘Singapore’s Success in Combating Corruption: Lessons for Policy Makers’, Asian Education and 
Development Studies, 6.3 (2017), 263 – 274 <https://doi.org/10.1108/AEDS-03-2017-0030> 

Rachmawaty, Rachmawaty, Matthew Marcellinno Gunawan, and Novi Nurviani, ‘Judicial Perspectives on 
the Equitable Resolution of Anti-SLAPP Cases: Insights from Indonesia’, Journal of Law, Environmental 
and Justice, 2.1 (2024), 18–41 <https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v2i1.88> 

Rukmono, Bambang Sugeng, Pujiyono Suwadi, and Muhammad Saiful Islam, ‘The Effectiveness of Recovering 
Losses on State Assets Policy in Dismissing Handling of Corruption’, Journal of Human Rights, Culture 
and Legal System, 4.2 (2024), 299 – 330 <https://doi.org/10.53955/jhcls.v4i2.259> 



Djuyamto, Pujiyono Suwadi, Muhammad Rustamaji 

776                    Evolutionary Studies in Imaginative Culture 

 

S.T. Quah, Jon, ‘Curbing Police Corruption in Singapore: Lessons for Other Asian Countries’, Asian Education 
and Development Studies, 3.3 (2014), 186–222 <https://doi.org/10.1108/AEDS-07-2014-0029> 

Saputra, Rian, Albertus Usada, and Muhammad Saiful Islam, ‘Ecological Justice in Environmental Criminal 
Sanctions for Corporations in Indonesia: Problems and Solution’, Journal of Law, Environmental and 
Justice, 2.1 (2024), 1–17 <https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v2i1.19> 

Saputra, Rian, M Zaid, and Silaas Oghenemaro, ‘The Court Online Content Moderation : A Constitutional 
Framework’, Journal of Human Rights, Culture and Legal System, 2.3 (2022), 139–48 
<https://doi.org/10.53955/jhcls.v2i3.54> 

Saputra, Rian, M Zaid, Pujiyono Suwadi, Jaco Barkhuizen, and Tiara Tiolince, ‘Reconstruction of Chemical 
Castration Sanctions Implementation Based on the Medical Ethics Code (Comparison with Russia and 
South Korea)’, Lex Scientia Law Review, 7.1 (2023), 61–118 
<https://doi.org/10.15294/lesrev.v7i1.64143> 

Saputra, Rian, M Zaid, and Devi Triasari, ‘Executability of the Constitutional Court ’ s Formal Testing 
Decision : Indonesia ’ s Omnibus Law Review’, Journal of Law, Environmental and Justice, 1.3 (2023), 
244–58 <https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v1i3.18> 

Sasono, Satryo, Isharyanto Isharyanto, and Delasari Krisda, ‘Child and Women Domestic Abuse Victims ’ 
Social Health Insurance Protection : An Affirmative Justice Perspective’, Journal of Law, Environmental 
and Justice, 1.2 (2023), 105–21 <https://doi.org/10.62264/jlej.v1i2.8> 

Sharman, J C, and David Chaikin, ‘Corruption and Anti-Money-Laundering Systems: Putting a Luxury Good 
to Work’, Governance, 22.1 (2009), 27 – 45 <https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0491.2008.01420.x> 

Suwadi, Pujiyono, Priscilla Wresty Ayuningtyas, Shintya Yulfa Septiningrum, and Reda Manthovani, ‘Legal 
Comparison of the Use of Telemedicine between Indonesia and the United States’, International Journal 
of Human Rights in Healthcare, ahead-of-p.ahead-of-print (2022) <https://doi.org/10.1108/IJHRH-04-
2022-0032> 

Suwadi, Pujiyono, Reda Manthovani, Alizza Khumaira Assyifa, and Noor Saptanti, ‘Legal Certainty on 
Commercial Court Authority to Examine And Adjudicate Mark Dispute Without Prior Appeal Petition to 
The Mark Appeal Commission’, Journal of Law and Sustainable Development, 11.2 (2023) 
<https://doi.org/10.55908/sdgs.v11i2.322> 

Uroos, Afshan, Malik Shahzad Shabbir, Muhammad Umar Zahid, Ghulam Yahya, and Bilal Ahmed Abbasi, 
‘Economic Analysis of Corruption: Evidence from Pakistan’, Transnational Corporations Review, 14.1 
(2022), 46–61 <https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/19186444.2021.1917331> 

Waluyo, Bambang, and Pujiyono, ‘The Model of Sanctions for Violators of Corporate Social Responsibility 
(CSR) (Study in Indonesia)’, International Journal of Applied Business and Economic Research, 15.15 
(2017), 299 – 312 

Warf, Barney, ‘Spatiality of Corruption in the Middle East and North Africa’, in Global Corruption from a 
Geographic Perspective (Cham: Springer International Publishing, 2019), pp. 83–109 
<https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-03478-8_4> 

Wiwoho, Jamal, Irwan Trinugroho, Dona Budi Kharisma, and Pujiyono Suwadi, ‘Cryptocurrency Mining Policy 
to Protect the Environment’, Cogent Social Sciences, 10.1 (2024) 
<https://doi.org/10.1080/23311886.2024.2323755> 

———, ‘Islamic Crypto Assets and Regulatory Framework: Evidence from Indonesia and Global Approaches’, 
International Journal of Law and Management, 66.2 (2024), 155 – 171 <https://doi.org/10.1108/IJLMA-
03-2023-0051> 

Yogi Prabowo, Hendi, ‘To Be Corrupt or Not to Be Corrupt: Understanding the Behavioral Side of Corruption 
in Indonesia’, Journal of Money Laundering Control, 17.3 (2014), 306–26 
<https://doi.org/10.1108/JMLC-11-2013-0045> 

 
 


