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ABSTRAKSI 

 

Nama : Rafi Robbani Husaini 

Nim 201910110311377 

Judul : Tinjauan Pertimbangan Hukum terhadap Bharada Eliezer 

sebagai Pelaku yang Bekerja Sama ( Justice Collaborator ) 

dalam Putusan Pengadilan Negeri Nomor 

798/Pid.B/2022/PN.Jkt.Sel 

Pembimbing : Sumali, S.H., M.Hum. 

Ratri Novita Erdianti, S.H., M.H. 

 

 

Penelitian ini membahas pertimbangan hukum majelis hakim dalam menetapkan 

Richard Eliezer Pudihang Lumiu sebagai Justice Collaborator dalam Putusan 

Pengadilan Negeri Nomor 798/Pid.B/2022/PN.Jkt.Sel serta kesesuaiannya dengan 

SEMA No. 4 Tahun 2011. Metode yang digunakan adalah yuridis normatif 

dengan pendekatan perundang-undangan dan konseptual melalui studi 

kepustakaan. Hasil penelitian menunjukkan bahwa keringanan hukuman diberikan 

karena terdakwa bersikap kooperatif, mengakui kesalahan, menyesali perbuatan, 

berusia muda, tidak memiliki catatan pidana, dan mendapat maaf dari keluarga 

korban. Terdakwa dijatuhi pidana 1 tahun 6 bulan, jauh di bawah tuntutan 12 

tahun penjara, dan dianggap memenuhi prinsip keadilan substantif. Meskipun 

demikian, belum adanya batasan jelas mengenai pengurangan hukuman bagi 

Justice Collaborator berpotensi menimbulkan celah hukum, sehingga diperlukan 

pengaturan tegas untuk menjamin kepastian hukum dan keadilan di masa 

mendatang. 

 

Kata Kunci: Pertimbangan Hukum, Justice Collaborator, Pembunuhan 

Berencana, SEMA No. 4 Tahun 2011, Keadilan Substantif. 
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ABSTRACTION 

 

Name : Rafi Robbani Husaini 

Nim 201910110311377 

Title : A Review of Legal Considerations Regarding Bharada Eliezer 

as a Cooperating Offender (Justice Collaborator) in District 

Court Decision No. 798/Pid.B/2022/PN.Jkt.Sel 

Mentor : Sumali, S.H., M.Hum. 

Ratri Novita Erdianti, S.H., M.H. 

 

 

This study examines the legal considerations of the panel of judges in granting 

Richard Eliezer Pudihang Lumiu Justice Collaborator status in District Court 

Decision No. 798/Pid.B/2022/PN.Jkt.Sel and its conformity with Supreme Court 

Circular Letter (SEMA) No. 4 of 2011. The research applies a normative juridical 

method with statutory and conceptual approaches through library research. The 

findings show that the sentence reduction was granted due to the defendant’s 

cooperative attitude, admission of guilt, remorse, young age, clean criminal 

record, and forgiveness from the victim’s family. The defendant was sentenced to 

1 year and 6 months imprisonment, significantly lower than the 12-year demand, 

and was deemed to meet the principle of substantive justice. However, the absence 

of clear limits on sentence reduction for Justice Collaborators poses potential 

legal loopholes; thus, stricter regulations are needed to ensure legal certainty and 

fairness in future applications. 

 

Keywords: Legal Considerations, Justice Collaborator, Premeditated Murder, 

SEMA No. 4 of 2011, Substantive Justice. 
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