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ABSTRAK

Penelitian  ini  berjudul ANALISIS PUTUSAN BEBAS PADA
PENGANIAYAAN YANG MENYEBABKAN KEMATIAN DI LEMBAGA
PEMASYARAKATAN KEDIRI (STUDI PUTUSAN NOMOR 60/PID.B/2023/PN
KDR). Permasalahan yang dikaji dalam penelitian ini adalah bagaimana fakta hukum
vang terungkap dalam proses pemeriksaan perkara serta bagaimana pertimbangan
hakim dalam menjatuhkan putusan bebas terhadap terdakwa dalam perkara
penganiayaan yang mengakibatkan kematian di dalam Lembaga Pemasyarakatan Kelas
IIA Kediri. Permasalahan tersebut menjadi penting karena peristiwa terjadi di
lingkungan yang berada di bawah pengawasan negara dan seharusnya menjamin
perlindungan serta keselamatan warga binaan pemasyarakatan.

Metode penelitian yang digunakan adalah penelitian hukum normatif dengan
pendekatan perundang-undangan dan pendekatan kasus. Bahan hukum diperoleh
melalui studi kepustakaan yang meliputi KUHP, KUHAP, Undang-Undang Nomor 22
Tahun 2022 tentang Pemasyarakatan, Putusan Nomor 60/Pid.B/2023/PN Kdr, Putusan
1429 K/Pid/2023, serta literatur dan pendapat para ahli hukum pidana. Analisis
dilakukan secara kualitatif dengan menelaah fakta hukum, alat bukti, serta
pertimbangan majelis hakim berdasarkan asas-asas hukum pidana dan ketentuan
hukum acara pidana.

Hasil penelitian menunjukkan bahwa majelis hakim menilai alat bukti yang
diajukan oleh Penuntut Umum tidak cukup untuk membuktikan keterlibatan langsung
terdakwa dalam penganiayaan yang mengakibatkan kematian korban. Fakta-fakta yang
terungkap di persidangan tidak saling menguatkan dan menimbulkan keraguan yang
beralasan. Oleh karena itu, majelis hakim menerapkan asas in dubio pro reo sebagai
dasar untuk menjatuhkan putusan bebas terhadap terdakwa

Kata Kunci: Putusan Bebas, Penganiayaan, Lembaga Pemasyarakatan.



ABSTRACT

This study is entitled Analysis of an Acquittal Judgment in an Assault Resulting
in Death at Kediri Correctional Facility (A Case Study of Decision Number
60/Pid.B/2023/PN Kdr). This research examines the facts revealed during the irial and
the judges’ legal considerations in issuing an acquittal in a criminal case of assault
resulting in death that occurred within Kediri Class IIA Correctional Facility. The
issue is significant because the incident took place in an institution under state
supervision, which is obligated to guarantee the safety and legal protection of inmates.

This research employs a normative legal research method using statutory and
case approaches. Legal materials were collected through library research, including
the Indonesian Criminal Code (KUHP), the Criminal Procedure Code (KUIIAP), Law
Number 22 of 2022 on Corrections, Decision Number 60/Pid. B/2023/PN Kdr, Decision
Number 1429 K/Pid/2023, as well as relevant legal doctrines and scholarly literature.
The analysis was conducted qualitatively by examining legal norms, criminal law
principles, facts of the case, and the judges’ assessment of evidence presented during
the trial.

The findings indicate that the panel of judges concluded that the elements of the
crimes charged by the Public Prosecutor were not proven beyond reasonable doubt.
The judges determined that the incident, which occurred inside a prison cell, did not
Sulfill the element of “in public™ as required under Article 170 paragraph (2) point 3
of the Criminal Code, and that there was no sufficient evidence establishing intent or
a unity of purpose among the defendants to commit an assault resulting in death under
Article 351 paragraph (3) in conjunction with Article 55 paragraph (1) of the Criminal
Code. The evidence presented at trial, including witness testimonies, defendants’
statements, medical reports, and CCTV recordings, was not mutually corroborative
and gave rise to reasonable doubt. Therefore, the court applied the principles of in
dubio pro reo and the presumption of innocence as the legal basis for rendering an
acquittal.

Keywords: Acquittal Decision, Assault, Correctional Facility



