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Abstract— aThis aresearch aaims ato afind aout aand ato aanalyze 

awhether athe ajudge aof adistrict acourt adropped athe averdict 

aaccording ato athe apublic aprosecutors’ ademands? aThis astudy awas 

aempirical  alaw  aresearch.  aTechniques aof acollecting adata a used 

awere ainterviews aand adocumentation. aAnalysis adata awas adone 

aqualitatively  anamely  athe adata acollected aboth aprimary  aand 

asecondary  adata awhich aare acompiled aand ait aanalyzed aqualitatively 

aby athe aresearchers athrough ainterpreting, aelaborating, 

adescribing, aand aarranging athe adata asystematically abased aon athe 

aresearch aobjective. aFrom athe aresult aof athis astudy, athe aresearchers 

afound athat aduring ain a2013 auntil aMay, a6th, a2019, athere awas aseveral 

ajudge adecision awhich asuits awith aprosecutors' ademands, anamely 

afor athe aimprisonment acases awas a48 acases, afor athe acriminal afine 

awas a433 acases, aand athe apunishment  afor acompensating athe astate 

alosses awas a217 acases. aNevertheless, athere ais aa atendency afor acourt 

ajudgment aof acorruption ais alighter athan athe apublic aprosecutor. 
 

Keywords: aeradication acorruption acommitment, 

aJudge averdict aof aMakassar aDistrict aCourt. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

This astudy afocuses aon aanalyzing acorruption aeradication 

acommitment ain ajudge averdict aof aCourt adistrict ain aMakassar 

aCity aby ausing atwo alegal aperspectives  aand asociological apoint aof 

aview a(empirical/reality). 

Corruption ais aany aact athat ais aagainst athe alaw aintending ato 

aenrich a(profitable) athemselves aor aothers aor aa acorporation, 

aabusing athe aauthority, achance  aor athe atool athat aexist ato ahim 

abecause aof aa aposition athat acould aharm athe astate's afinances aor athe 

acountry's aeconomy. 

As afor, athe acriminal asanctions afor acorruption aare aregulated ain 

aLaw aNumber a20 aof a2001 ajuncto/in aconnection awith aLaw 

aNumber a31 aof a1999 aabout aEradication aof aCorruption a[1], asuch 

aas acriminal athreats athat aare aprimary ain anature, aArticle a2 

aparagraph a(1) aconfirms athat a"... aagainst athe alaw adoing aan aaction 

ato aenrich athemselves aor aother apeople aor aa acorporation athat acan 

aharm athe afinances aof athe acountry aor athe acountry's aeconomy acan 

abe ajailed awith alife atime asentence  afor athe ashortest ais a4 a(four) ayears 

aand athe amaximum ais a20 a(twenty) ayears aand aat aleast aRp. 

a200,000,000.00  afine a(two  ahundred amillion arupiah) aand 

amaximum ais aRp a1,000,000,000.00 afine a(one  abillion arupiah). 

aArticle a2 aparagraph a(2) aconfirms, ain acase aof acorruption 

acriminal aact aas areferred ato ain aSection a(1) ait ashould abe acarried aout 

aunder acertain acondition, athe adeath apenalty amay abe adropped. 

Meanwhile, aa acriminal athreat athat ais aa a"subsider/as 

asubstitute”  awhich ameans athat apenalty aof aconfinement  aas aa 

asubstitute  afor aa apenalty aif athe aperson aconvicted adoes anot apay ait ais 

aarranged  ain aArticle a3, ait aset athat, a"each aperson awith athe  apurpose 

aof aself-benefit aor aany aother aperson aor acorporation, amisuse athe 

aauthority, achance aor atools athat ait aexists awith ahim/her  abecause aof 

athe aposition athat acould aharm athe acountry's afinances aor athe 

acountry's aeconomy, ahe/she acan abe ajailed awith alife atime asentence 

aor aimprisonment afor athe ashortest ais a1 a(one) ayear aand athe alongest 

ais a20 a(twenty) ayears, aand/or aat aleast aRp. a50,000,000.00  afine 

a(fifty amillion arupiahs) aand amaximum ais aRp. a1,000,000,000.00 

afine a(one abillion arupiah) a". aArticle a4 agoverns athat, a"the areturn aof 

acompensating afor astate afinancial alosses aor acountry's aeconomy 

adoes anot amake athe aperpetrators awill anot abe apunished, a as 

areferred ato ain aArticle a2 aand a3". 

In acriminal  amatters acontext, athere aare athree  apossibilities 

aof acourt ajudgments a[2]. aFirst, athe adefendant awill abe afree 

abecause awhat athe apublic  aprosecutor’s aindictment ahas anot 

aproved alegally aand ait aconvinces. aSecond,  athe adefendant  awill abe 

adecided ato abe afree afrom aall alawsuit, ait ameans athat athe  adeed athat 

athe apublic aprosecutor’s aindictment ahas abeen aproved aand  ait 

aconvince  abut athe adeed ais anot aa acriminal  aact. aUsually, ain athe 

adecision afrom aall alawsuits, athere aare areasons afor acriminal 

aerased, awhether ait ais ajustified aor aforgiving areasons. aThird, 

athe adefendant awas aconvicted aif athe adeed athat awas aaccused aby athe 

apublic aprosecutor aproved alegally aand ait aconvinces a[3]. 

As afor, athe ajudges aare agiven aattribution aauthority aby aArticle 

a24 a(1) aParagraph a(1) aof athe aConstitution aof athe aRepublic  aof 

aIndonesia aof a1945[3], awhere athe ajudges ahave aindependency ato 

ahold ajustice ato  aenforce athe alaw aand ajustice.  aFurther, aArticle a28 

aparagraph a(1) aof athe aLaw aof athe aRepublic aof aIndonesia  aNumber 

a48 aof a2009 aon aJudicial  aPower ais aregulated athat: a" athe ajudges 

amust adig, afollow aand aunderstand athe alaws avalue aand ajustice athat 

alive ain aa asociety". aFrom athe aexplanation aof athat aarticle 

amentioned: a"this aprovision ais aintended ato amake ajudge's 

adecision ais asame aas athe alaw aand athe asense aof ajustice ain asociety". 

The ajudges aas aa alaw aenforcement aofficer aare awork ato 

aexamine, aprosecute, aand adecide athe acases athat aproposed ato 

athem. aReksodiputro a(in aSyamsu, a2018)[4] astates athat 

a"prosecute aaction ais athe amost aimportant aissue aand ait ais athe acentre 

aof athe acriminal ajustice asystem". aIt ais asaid athat abecause aat athis 

astage ait awas adecided awhether athe adefendant awas afound aguilty 

aand atherefore ahe/she aconvicted aor ainnocent, abecause aif athat, 

ahe/she afree afrom aall alawsuits.  aThus, aa acourt’s ajudgment 
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is aan aimportant ahistory afor athe areflection aof ajustice, aincluding aa 

acourt’s ajudgment awhich ais aa acriminal alaw aand acondemnation. 

aThus,  athrough athe arole aof ajudges, acorruption acan abe acontrolled, 

afinancial aand aeconomic acountries acan abe asaved, aand afinally, ait 

amakes aa agreat acontribution ato athedevelopment  athat abrings athe  

awelfare aof asociety.  aThe ajudges aare athe acentral aposition ain 

aenforcing athe alaw aand ajustice a[5]. 

The anovelty aof athis aresearch ais ato aanalyse athe acommitment ato 

acorruption acrimes aeradication ain aJudge averdict aof aCourt adistrict 

ain aMakassar aCity afrom a2013 auntil aMay,  a6th, a2019. 

The aproblem aof athis aresearch: acorruption acrimes ain 

aIndonesia ais astill aone aof athe acauses adegenerate athe anation's 

aeconomic asystem. aThis ais abecause acorruption ain aIndonesia 

aoccurs asystematically aand aextends, aso ait ais anot aonly adetrimental  

athe  astate's afinancial acondition,  abut aalso ait ahas aviolated athe asocial 

arights aand aeconomic aof athe asociety abroadly, athe adata ain athe 

atrend areport ain athe acase aof acorruption ain a2018, aissued aby 

aIndonesian aCorruption aWatch athat ais athe aaverage avalue aof athe  

acountry's alosses, acriminal acorruption aper acase ain a2018, anamely 

aRp a7.8 abillion, awhich ais ait adifferent awith atwo athe aprevious ayears,  

anamely ain a2016 awhere athe acountry's alosses aRp a4.2 abillion aper 

acase. aWhile ain a2017, ait awas a6.7 abillion. aIt ameans athat afrom athe  

atrend, athe astate alosses abecause aof acorruption acrime awas aquite  

aincreased aper acase1. 

Based aon athe adata afrom athe aIndonesia aCorruption aWatch 

a(2017) a[6], ait acan abe aseen ain athe afollowing atable abelow: 

Table a1. aThe aaverage aimprisonment ain aeach acourt alevel 
 

No Court aname 
Average 

Criminal aPrison 

1. Corruption aCrime aCourt 

aIn aThe aDistrict aCourt 
two ayears aone amonth 

2. Corruption aCrime aCourt 

a In aThe aHigh aCourt 
two ayears atwo amonths 

3. Supreme aCourt Five ayears 

Average Two ayears atwo amonths 

(Source: athe atrend averdict aor acorruption acase aon athe afirst 

asemester ain a2017, apublished aby aICW aon aMay,  a3th, a2018) 

The atable ashows athat athe aaverage averdict adropped ain 

a2017 awas aonly atwo ayears, atwo  amonths ain ajail aor ait aclassified aas aa 

amild acategory.  aThis acan abe ainfluenced  aby athe ause aof athe aArticle 

athat ais aan aindictment aby athe aprosecutor anamely,  aArticle a2 

aparagraph a(1) aand aArticle a3  athe  alaw aof aa acriminal aact aof 

acorruption, awhere athe aminimum acriminal  acontained ain 

aboth aArticles ais a4 a(four) ayears aand a1 a(one) ayear. aIt acan abe aseen ain 

athe afollowing atable aas afollows: 

This aresearch aaims ato afind aand ato aanalyze awhether athe  

aJudges aof aCourt aDistrict adrop athe averdict aaccording ato athe 

apublic  aprosecutor’s ademands aas aa aform aof aeradication 

acommitment aof acorruption aefforts? 

II. METHOD 

This aresearch awas aan aempirical  alegal aresearch astudy athat ais 

aintended ato astudy awhether aJudges aof aDistrict aCourt adropped athe 

averdict abased aon athe aprosecutor’s  ademands aby alooking 

aapplicable alaw aand aregulation a(law ain athe abook) aand awhat 

ahappened ain athe areality ain asociety a(law ain aaction). 

The alegal aapproach ais aused ato ainvestigate athe alegislation aof 

athe aRepublic aof aIndonesia aLaw anumber a20 aof a2001 ajuncto/in 

aconnection awith aLaw anumber a31 aof a1999 aon acorruption 

a eradication; a Law a of a the a Republic a of a Indonesia 

Number a48 aof a2009 aon ajudicial aPower aand aLaw aof athe  aRepublic 

aof aIndonesia aNumber a8 aof a1981 aabout aCriminal aProcedure 

aCode aand athe aLaw aof aRepublic  aof aIndonesia anumber a16 aof a2004 

aabout athe aProsecutor a[7]. 

Meanwhile, aempirical aapproaches aused ato ainvestigate 

athe aanalysis aof athe acommitment ato athe acorruption aeradication ain 

athe ajudges' averdict aat aMakassar aCourt aCity afrom a2013 ato aMay,  

a6th, a2019. 

The adata asources aused  ain athis astudy awere ataken afrom 

aprimary aand asecondary adata. aThe aprimary adata awas aobtained 

adirectly afrom ainterviewees/first ainformant arelated ato  athe afocus aof 

athis aresearch aproblem athrough ainterviews awith athe ajudge  aof athe 

acriminal aact aof acorruption ain aMakassar aCity. aMeanwhile, 

asecondary adata  awas aobtained  athrough aexploring aand acollecting 

afrom avarious asources ato acomplete athe aprimary adata, asuch aas 

asearching athe adata arelated ato athe anumber aof amatters ahandled aby 

athe aDistrict aCourt ain aMakassar aCity aon athe aofficial awebsite 

a(http://sipp.pn-makassar.go.id/), aand aother adocuments asuch aas 

abooks, aresearch aresults aor ajournals athat ais arelevant ato  athis astudy. 

Research ainstruments: aInterview aguidelines, awith asome 

aquestions athat ahave abeen aformulated aby athe aresearchers ato 

abe agiven ato ainterviewees/informant aso athat athe aresearchers agot 

athe aanswers ato  athe aproblem aof athis aresearch. aDuring 

athe ainterview aprocess, athe aresearchers aobserved, anoted, aand 

arecorded aall athe aanswers agiven aby ainterviewees/informant. 

Techniques aof aanalyzing adata aused ain asolving athe 

aproblems: athe adata aobtained afrom athe afield aanalyzed aby athe 

aresearchers aaccording ato  athe acharacteristics aof 

athe acorresponding adata  a[8]. aFor athe adata athat ais athe anumbers, athe 

aresearchers acreated athe adata ain athe aform aof atables athen ait 

aexplained adescriptively.  aAnalysis adata  awas adone 

aqualitatively anamely athe adata acollected aboth aprimary aand 

asecondary adata aare acompiled aand aanalyzed aqualitatively aby 

ainterpreting, aelaborating, adescribing aand aarranging ait 

asystematically abased aon athe aresearch aobjective a[9] a[10]. 

 
III. RESULT  aAND aDISCUSSION 

The aresults aof athis astudy afound athat asince a2013 auntil 

aMay, a6th,  a2019, athere awere aseveral acourt ajudgement abased aon 

athe aprosecutors' ademands,  anamely afor  aimprisonment  awas a48 

acases,  afor  athe acriminal  afine awas a433 acases, aand  athe apunishment 

afor athe acountry's alosses awas a217 acases. aNevertheless,  athere ais aa 

atendency aof athe acourt ajudgment ato acriminal aacts aof acorruption 

aare alighter  athan athe apublic  aprosecutor’s ademands. aIt ahas abeen 

aconfirmed athrough athe adata aas afollows: 

 

Table a 2. aThe aComparison aof aprosecutors aand ajudges’ 

averdict ain a2013 
 

 

No. 

 

 

Categories 

Impris onment  Fines Substitute arefun ds 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequen
c ay 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

1 Mayor 8 6.96% 3 2.61% 2 3.63% 

2 Same 10 8.70% 76 66.09% 31 56,3% 

3 Minor 83 72.17% 24 20.87% 7 12,72% 

4 Free 2 1.74% 8 6.96% 15 27,27% 

5 The adata ais 

anot acomplete 
12 10.43% 4 3.48% - - 

TOTAL 115 100% 115 100% 55 100% 

1

http://sipp.pn-makassar.go.id/)
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Table a3. aThe aComparison aof aprosecutors aand ajudges’ 

averdict ain a2014 
 

 

NO. 

 

Categories 

Impris onment F ines Substitute refunds 

Absolute 

aFrequency 
Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative aFre
quen acy 

1 Mayor 3 3,09% 4 4,12% 2 4,34% 

2 Same 3 3,09% 67 69,07% 35 78,26% 

3 Minor 77 79, a38% 12 12,37% 5 10,86% 

4 Free 6 6,19% 9 9,28% 4 8,69% 

5 The adata ais 

anot acomplete 
8 8,25% 5 5,15% - - 

TOTAL 97 100% 97 100% 46 100 

 
Table a4. aThe aComparison aof aprosecutors aand ajudges’ 

averdict ain a2015 

n 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Table a5. aThe aComparison aof aprosecutors aand ajudges’ 

averdict ain a2016 
 

 

NO. 

 

Categories 

Impris onment Fi nes Substitu te arefunds 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc

y 

1 Mayor 7 5,69% 10 7,87% 2 3,64% 

2 Same 9 7,32% 13 10,24% 3 
7 

67,27% 

3 Minor 94 76,42% 91 71,65% 9 16,36% 

4 Free 11 8,94% 12 9,45% 7 12,73% 

5 The adata ais 

anot acomplete 
2 1,63% 1 0,79% - - 

TOTAL 123 100% 127 100% 5 
5 

100% 

 
Table a6. aThe aComparison aof aprosecutors 

aand ajudges’ averdict ain a2017 

n 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table a7. aThe aComparison aof aprosecutors 

aand ajudges’ averdict ain a2018 

n 

Table a8. aThe aComparison aof aprosecutors aand ajudges’ 

averdict  aon aMay,  a6th, a2019 
 

 

NO. 

 

Categories 

Impris onment Fi nes Substitu te arefunds 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

1 Mayor 2 6,25% 1 3,13% 3 15,79% 

2 Same - - 29 90,63% 10 52,63% 

3 Minor 29 90,63% 1 3,13% 2 10,53% 

4 Free - - - - 3 15,79% 

5 The adata ais 

anot acomplete 
1 3,13% 1 3,13% 1 5,26% 

TOTAL 32 100% 32 100% 19 100% 

 
In athe apractice aof acorruption acriminal atrials, athe 

adifference apunishment ais athe ausual athings aand  ait adoes anot aviolate 

athe alaw, abecause  athere aare athree areasons: afirst,  aevery acase ahas 

aits acharacteristics; asecond, ain aCriminal aCode aProcedure, ait adoes 

anot afound aArticle athat  arequires athe ajudge ato agive apunishment 

abased aon athe aprosecutor's ademands; aThird, athe aduty aof ajudges ais 

anot amerely aapplying aand aenforcing athe alaw a(bouche ade ala aloi), 

abut aalso  aapply aand aenforce athe ajustice a(fiat ajustitia) a(Act  aNo. a48 

aof a2009 aon aJudicial aPower), aso athat athe ajudges ahave 

aindependence ain adetermining athe apunishment abased aon athe 

aconsideration aof athe alaw aand atheir aconscience a[11]. 

Normatively,  ajudicial  apower aas aan aindependent  apower ato 

aadminister athe ajudiciary ato  aenforce athe alaw aand ajustice  a(Article 

a24 aof athe aConstitution aof athe aRepublic aof aIndonesia  aand aLaw 

aNumber a49 aof a2008 aon ajudicial apower). aIt aexplicitly aand afirmly 

aset ain aArticle a4 aparagraph a(1) aof aLaw aNumber a49 aof a2008 aon 

aJudicial aPower athat a"the  ajudiciary ais adone afor ajustice abased aon 

athe aalmighty aGod". aWhile aArticle a4 aparagraph a(3) aaffirm 

aprohibits aother aparties aof ajudicial apower ato aget ainvolved ain 

ajudicial aaffairs; aand aArticle  a5  aparagraph a(1) awhich aset athat 

a"judges aand aconstitutional ajudges amust adig, afollow, aand 

aunderstand  athe alegal avalues aand asense aof ajustice athat aexist ain 

asociety. 

It ais anot aeasy ato arealize athe ajustice avalue aand athe alegal 

acertainty ain aevery acourt’s ajudgment,  abecause ain athe alegal 

asystem ain aIndonesia ais aknown  athe amechanism aof a"dissenting 

aopinion", ahowever aopen aaccess atowards athe aresults aof athe 

aprocess abecome athe  acourt’s ajudgment a(close  asystem), 

amoreover,  aconcerning athe aprofessionalism aof ajudges ain 

adiscovering athe alaw a(rechtsvinding), aand athe amoral aintegrity 

athat acommits aprioritizes aa afair adecision a[12]. 

One aof athe aweaknesses ain aCriminal aCode aand aCriminal  

aCode aProcedure athat awe  ahave ais athere  ais ano acriminal  aguideline acan 

abe aused aby ajudges ato agive apunishment a[13]. aIn ageneral, athe 

aparameters aof aa acourt ajudgment, aincluding aa acriminal  acourt, 

abesides ait abased aon alegal acertainty,  ait aalso amust arely aon afairness 

aand abenefit. aLegal acertainty abecomes acrucial  aso athat 

aperpetrators ado  anot afeel alike aa avictim afrom athe acriminal ajustice 

asystem. aWhile, ajustice ais athe afundamental avalue athat  amust abe 

acovered ain athe acourt ajudgment, awhile athe abenefit ais aa apractical 

avalue athat amust abenefit athe aperpetrators aof acriminal  acrimes 

asuffered. 

Regarding athe abenefit aof athe acriminal acase acourt averdict, 

aBentham a(2006)
[9]

 astates athat abesides athe aretaliation,  athe 

aimportant  afeatures aof acriminal ajustice amust abe abeneficial. 

aThere aare athree abenefits aof aimprisonment, anamely: a (1) aIt 

awill abe avery abeneficial aif ait acan aimprove  aself-improvement ain 

athe aperpetrators aof acrime; a(2) aIt ashould aeliminate athe aability ato 

acommit acrimes; aand a(3) aIt amust acompensate ato athe aparty athat ais 

aharmed. 

 

NO. 

 

Categories 

Impris onment Fi es Substitu te arefunds 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

1 Mayor 6 6,32% 4 4,21% 7 14,89% 

2 Same 4 4,21% 75 78,95% 27 57,44% 

3 Minor 73 76,84% 4 4,21% 3 6,38% 

4 Free 8 8,42% 8 8,42% 9 19,14% 

5 The adata ais 

anot acomplete 
4 4,21% 4 

4,21% 1 2,12% 

TOTAL 95 100% 95 100% 47 100% 

 

 

NO. 

 

Categories 

Impris onment Fi es Substitu te arefunds 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc

y 

1 Mayor 2 1,52% 1 0,76% 2 2,90% 

2 Same 11 8,33% 108 81,82% 37 53,62% 

3 Minor 107 81,06% 13 9,85% 18 26,09% 

4 Free 5 3,79% 5 3,79% 12 17,39% 

5 The adata ais 

anot acomplete 
6 4,55% 5 3,79% - - 

6 Fall 1 0,76% -  - - 

TOTAL 132 100% 132 100% 69 100% 

 

 

NO. 

 

Categories 

Impris onment Fi es Substitu te arefunds 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc
y 

Absolute 

aFrequenc
y 

Relative 

aFrequenc

y 

1 Mayor 5 5,95% - - 2 3,92% 

2 Same 9 10,71% 65 78,31% 40 78,43% 

3 Minor 65 77,38% 12 14,46% 1 1,96% 

4 Free 2 2,38% 3 3,61% 5 9,80% 

5 The adata ais 

anot acomplete 
2 2,38% 2 2,41% 2 3,92% 

6 The adata ais 

anot aacceptable 
1 1,19% 1 1,20% 1 1,96% 

TOTAL 84 100% 83 100% 51 100% 

 

1

1

1

1
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Further, aBentham astated athat athe apunishment adoes anot ahave  

aany ajustification avalue aif ait ais amerely aimposed ato aadd amore 

asuffering aor aits aharm ato asociety. aBased aon aBentham's aidea, ait 

acan abe aunderstood athat athis ainvolved athe avictims aand  athe  

aperpetrators ain athe adecision-making aso athat athe asanctions 

aimposed aon athe aperpetrators aalso anotice ato atheir alife ain athe 

afuture. aIn athe acontext aof aa a corruption acrime acourt ajudgment ain 

aIndonesia,  ait aonly afocused  aon athe alegal acertainty awhich anotices 

ato athe aprovisions aof athe alaw a[14] a[15]. aWhether athe adecision ais 

abeneficial ato acause aa adeterrent aeffect aor ait ais afair afor athe 

aperpetrators, aor ait ais anot aoptimal ayet. aA acourt ajudgement amust 

abe abased aon alegitimate aevidence a with ajudge's abeliefs aand ait ais 

anot abased aon apublic aopinion. 

 
IV. CONCLUSION 

During ain a2013 auntil aMay, a6th, a2019, athere awere aseveral 

ajudge’s averdicts awhich aare abased athe aprosecutors’ ademand, 

anamely afor aimprisonment awas a48 acases, afor athe acriminal afine 

awas a433 acases, aand athe apunishment ato achange athe acountry's 

alosses awas a217 acases. aHowever, athere ais aa atendency ato  ajudge’s 

averdict afor athe acriminal aact aof acorruption ais alighter athan athe  

apublic aprosecutors’ ademand. 

The aimplication aof athis aresearch ais ato aeradicate 

acorruption acrimes, athen alaw asupremacy ashould abe aenforced 

athrough aa arepressive aeffort athat ais ajudge’s adecision afor athe 

acriminal aact aof acorruption aneed ato abe amaximized, aand aalso 

apublic  aprosecutors’ ademand aalso aneed  ato  abe amaximized  aagainst 

athe  adefendant, aboth aimprisonment aand acriminal afine awhich ais 

abased aon athe aArticles athat aindicted ato athe adefendant, aso athat 

ait acan abe aeducated athem a(giving adeterrent aeffect)  aas awell aas 

apreventing acorruption, athus ait adoes anot ahappen aagain. 
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