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ABSTRACT: Criminal Procedural Law 2025 limits the role of
supervisory-and-observatory judge to ‘researcher’, when it’s
supposed to analyze trial proceeding’s effectiveness in sentencing.
Research question based on existing problem includes how could
there be absence of evaluative mechanism for sentencing
effectiveness in the 2025 Criminal Procedural Law and how does
supervisory-and-observatory  judge may suggest effective
sentencing with sentencing effectiveness assessment form. The
novelty of this research is its finding of recognizing the method of
supervisory-and-observatory  judge in improving effective
sentencing based on criminal procedural law 2025 through
sentencing effectiveness assessment form that contains realistic
practical report that may be considered and used as decision
consideration of trial judges. Previous research such as Putra’s
research (2024) that concludes sentencing must focuses on justice
and obedience to God, but it has not discussed about the existence
of Criminal Procedural Law 2025. As normative research, this
research  studies normative problem of supervisory-and-
observatory judges to remedy improper sentencing for the future by
applying statute approach towards Criminal Procedural Law 2025
and conceptual approach of legal expediency and theory of
prisonization. Result showed that supervisory-and-observatory
judges may express result of redundant sentencing and the use
assessment form to remedy improper sentencing. The conclusion
of this research is that the role of supervisory-and-observatory judge
must be applied optimally with direct consequence to penitentiary
to optimize crime decrease. Implication of the research would be to
stress active role of supervisory-and-observatory judge to suggest
effective sentencing. The research novelty is sentencing
effectiveness assessment form as a normative model.
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INTRODUCTION

This paper is meant to analyse the background of the study based on the legislation of 2025’s

criminal procedural law. Legislated as Act 20 of 2025, Criminal Procedural Law raised a lot of issue

rather than solving previous criminal procedural law such as human right violation to legal vacuum

regarding specific criminal procedural law which has not been addressed in the general criminal

28 | Legalis : Journal of Law Review



https://journal.idscipub.com/legalis
mailto:drnovritsarpakpahan@gmail.com
https://doi.org/10.61978/legalis.v4i1.12541

A Sentencing Effectiveness Assessment Form as a Normative Instrument for Supervisory-and-
Observatory Judges under Indonesia’s 2025 Criminal Procedural Law
Pakpahan & Pakpahan

procedural law (Triana et al., 2025). Referring to criminal procedural law regarding role of
supervisory-and-observatory judges in previous criminal procedural law, supervisory-and-
observatory judge act as legal documenter rather than sentencing effectiveness evaluator
(Syaepudin, 2022). For instance, Article 353 Criminal Procedural Law 2025 has not still regulated
what kind of elements that should be analyzed in the report. Meanwhile, Criminal Procedural Law
2025 has imbued collaborative means between supervisory-and-observatory judges with public
prosecutors and penitentiaries, but it is still not enough. The researcher is motivated specifically
in conducting research in supervisory-and-observatory judge regulated in Article 353 to 359
Criminal Procedural Law 2025 due to its unique nature of it being administrative researcher rather
than being an active role of judge within penitentiary system. This manuscript would contribute in
clarifying the role of supervisory-and-observatory judge through the guidance of sentencing
effectiveness form and preventing redundant role in supporting the fulfilment of effective
sentencing. The obscurity in role of supervisory-and-observatory judges was considered to be
unfruitful that may cause result of supervision and observation to be useless and inapplicable
(Nababan, 2025). It is important to note that the purpose of sentencing is to prevent and/or
repress loss that may be caused by unlawful conduct so that it may not happen (Purnomo &
Kusuma, 2025). Sentencing must also consider individualization of punishment to further
comprehend that each individual crime has distinct feature that cannot be directly applicable to all
crime at once (Konyakhin et al., 2020). The fast pace of development has also influenced
effectiveness of the criminal justice system in which previous criminal justice system was more
focused on repressive and now shall be more focused on preventive and restorative measures
(Purnamawati et al., 2025). Hence, strengthening role of supervisory-and-observatory judges with
adding sentencing effectiveness form and collaborative means with other law enforcement would
be a fair addition for judges to consider in sentencing.

The motive of the research can be explained in several discussion. Firstly, being that there’s a fact
that Indonesian General judges would have too much of responsibility which would render their
duty of examining cases to be unoptimized (Putra et al, 2025). Secondly, recognizing the
importance of supervision and observation of sentence execution would be fruitful if the conduct
would be focused on the integration of law enforcements (Kementerian PPN/Bappenas, 2021).

This research is conducted as normative research in which the problems would be analyzed and
be given legal solution to be solved (Pakpahan et al., 2024). Statute approach and conceptual
approach are deployed to gain proper data and analysis of the problems (Pakpahan & Pakpahan,
2025). Statute approach were used to analyze Criminal Procedural Law 1981 with Criminal
Procedural Law 2025 and relate it to legal theory specifically legal expediency and theory of
prisonization as conceptual approach to produce an instrument that may guide supervisory-and-
observatory judge namely sentencing effectiveness assessment form. The data collection method
involving literary study that takes on legal sources such as statutes and legal articles (Pakpahan et
al., 2022). The data would then be analyzed through deductive analysis to gain conclusion which
would solve the problem (Pakpahan & Pakpahan, 2024).

Legal theories used in this research revolves around legal expediency which argues the benefit and
use of law for the society (Chauhan & Arora, 2025) and philosophy of punishment which argues
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that punishment is decided upon moral judgment (Maktaen & Pujiyono, 2025), and theory of
prisonization that argues prison life adaptation would challenge the inmate to re-enter social life
with good behaviour (Subroto & Siahaan, 2025).

The problem of ineffective sentencing is noticed by previous research by Spisy which concluded
that there should be addition to prison capacity to prevent overcapacity problem (Spisy et al.,
2025). This problem is significant because imprisonment does not effectively prevent or reduce
crime, hence the need to reevaluate sentencing especially through the help of judge as supervisory-

and-observatory judge.

The problem identified as two research questions namely (1) how does supervisory-and-
observatory judge may provide proper sentencing for criminal perpetrator and (2) how does
criminal procedural law 2025 may absolve improper sentencing. The complexity of the problem
would cover issue of ineffective sentencing and the solution to ineffective sentencing. This issue
is limited to role of supervisory-and-observatory judge in providing solution to effective
sentencing. The objective of this research is to answer the provision that may be offered of
supervisory-and-observatory judge and goal of criminal procedural law 2025 in embracing human
right and fulfilling legal certainty, justice, and legal expediency.

METHOD
Research Type

This research deployed research approach of statute approach and conceptual approach
(Pakpahan, 2021). Statute approach that was applied is used to analyze regulation such as Criminal
Procedural Law 2025. Conceptual approach that was applied is used to analyze theories such as
legal expediency theory, philosophy of punishment, and prisonization theory.

Legal Materials

Primary legal materials for this research includes Act 20 of 2025 which will be mentioned as
Criminal Procedural Law 2025 and Act 1 of 2023 which will be mentioned as Criminal Code.
Secondary legal materials include journal articles and books, such as Kelsen and Hart’s law is the
limit (Adair-Toteff, 2025) and supervisory-and-observatory judge role theoretical concept by
Putra.

Search strategy for this research has applied identification of key concept namely Supervisory-and-
observatory judge; criminal procedural law 2025; effective sentencing (MacFarlane et al., 2022).
Interpretative technique applied in this research includes teleological interpretation, extensive
interpretation, and grammatical interpretation (Pakpahan, 2020). Argumentation framework in this
research applied basic arguments (van Berkel & Strasser, 2022) firstly that trial judges sentencing
is final and considered reality in trials and secondly that reality of sentence execution is only known
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by convict and penitentiaries which concludes that report of supervisory-and-observatory judges
may provide better insight for future sentencing.

Instrumentation or Tools

This research used legal instrument such as literary study of Criminal Procedural Law 2025 and
books and legal journals with expediency theory, philosophy of punishment, and prisonization
theory.

Data Collection Procedures

Normative study does not have a specific data collection procedure, yet some articles and ratio
decidendi were used to gain legal basis to provide solution towards legal problems of the research

issue.

Data Analysis

This research was conducted with deductive analysis through data gained from primary legal source
such as criminal procedural law 2025 and secondary legal sources such as books and legal journals
with expediency theory, philosophy of punishment, and prisonization theory. The deductive
analysis is based on the legal phenomenon namely overcapacity and ineffective sentencing, then
the gained legal theories would explain why the legal phenomenon occurred, and solution from
legal theories would be applied to solve legal problem.

The formulation of effectiveness sentencing assessment form is based on legal expediency theory
and criminal law theory that implements into norm through Criminal Procedural Law 2025 and
Criminal Code which summarized into several elements such as identity, history and attitude of
crime, attitude in trial, type of sentencing, type of correctional sentencing, recidivism, and summary
of effective sentencing.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION
Deductive analysis uncovered few findings namely:

1. The core finding of this research is role of supervisory-and-observatory judge considered to be
a passive role that provide practical input to the betterment of effective sentencing based on
literary study of jurist (Nababan, 2025). Normatively, the report that was made by supervisory-
and-observatory judges is not legally enforceable for trial judges to read or even consider, hence
trial judges tend to ignore these reports. Yet, with the existence of Article 53 and 54 Criminal
Procedural Law 2025, trial judges must consider proper condition to sentence defendant which
also means to consider and read supervisory-and-observatory judges’ report.

31 | Legalis : Journal of Law Review


https://journal.idscipub.com/legalis

A Sentencing Effectiveness Assessment Form as a Normative Instrument for Supervisory-and-
Observatory Judges under Indonesia’s 2025 Criminal Procedural Law
Pakpahan & Pakpahan

2. Derivative finding of this research is legal vacuum can be found in non-existence of clear
guidelines or form to provide evaluation of effective or ineffective sentencing which cause
redundant sentencing (Pratama & Daviska, 2025) based on practical finding by supervisory-
and-observatory judge.

3. Derivative finding of this research is Criminal Procedural Law 2025 allows several types of
sentencing that may allow humane sentencing following the objective of Criminal Code that
intends to protect human right including the accused’s human right (Padang et al., 2024) than
imprisonment such as judicial pardon which shall be considered as a type of sentencing as
mentioned in sentencing effectiveness assessment form.

Interpretation of Key Findings

The first key finding shows that the role supervisory-and-observatory judge proven to be a passive
role that provide practical input to the betterment of effective sentencing. This research interprets
this key finding on the ground of philosophy of sentencing and its purpose. To begin, sentencing
is a form of criminal undertaking to suppress conduct of crime that proves to be a human right
violation and endangers harmony in society (Rachman & Hakim, 2024). The talk of deciding fault,
wrong doing, and its consequences really relies on process of proof whether in investigation,
indictment, or trial level (Maculan & Gil, 2020). Yet, sentencing ultimately lies on the trial process
in which if the trial-proving suffices then sentencing can be declared by the judges. Hence it begs
the question what is supervisory-and-observatory judge’s role supposed to be in this line-up?

Execution of sentencing is conducted by public prosecutor with the assistance of penitentiary and
correctional institution based on the final and binding decision made by judges (Sell & Sznycer,
2023). With finding that there’s been a lot of overcapacities around penitentiaries around
Indonesia, effective sentencing seems to be as real as it gets. Therefore, there needs to be serious
analysis on effective sentencing which needs integrated approach by penitentiary, correctional
institution, public prosecutors, and courts (Suastuti, 2024). Article 277 Criminal Procedural Law
1981 had regulated the existence of supervisory-and-observatory judges but it is merely for the
purpose formality what with no guidance of it applied to adheres to active trial judges as
consideration in deciding upon sentencing.

Having proper report of sentencing supervision and observation made by supervisory-and-
observatory judges would be more useful since its result may influence the success of sentencing.
Furthermore, the report would become social basis for trial judges to consider the suitability of
deciding on imprisonment sentencing and rather consider lighter but effective sentencing like fine
or rehabilitation (Gormley et al., 2022). The practical implication of supervisory-and-observatory
judges’ role is to offer insight upon effective sentencing, yet its legal fact that there has been
overcapacity in penitentiaries shows that imprisonment has not been applied for effective
sentencing properly. With consideration of proper report of sentencing supervision and
observation based on sentencing effective assessment form, sentencing decision in the future may
have possibilities of socially realistic impactful decision for society.

32 | Legalis : Journal of Law Review



https://journal.idscipub.com/legalis

A Sentencing Effectiveness Assessment Form as a Normative Instrument for Supervisory-and-
Observatory Judges under Indonesia’s 2025 Criminal Procedural Law
Pakpahan & Pakpahan

Most of supervisory-and-observatory judges’ report showed only the execution of the sentencing
and the condition of penitentiaries rather than the fulfilment of behavior-correction in
penitentiaries (Moroz & Dinisman, 2024). Based on legal articles, it shows the effectiveness of
imprisonment has not been fruitful (Zaltina & Nurtjahyo, 2024). Overcapacity penitentiaries cause
further negative way of living instead of correcting wrong way of living (Katz, 2024). However,
some research also argues that some convicts may be beyond correction that the only way of
preventing further mishap is by imprisoning them for longer time in the name of society’s safety
(Gallagher et al., 2024).

The analysis of perpetrator that may need further imprisonment or even harsher sentencing relies
on the judgement of judges (Ubaidullah, 2024). Some perpetrator that may be better person with
proper correction through sentencing can also be imposed by judge with wise analysis (Doodoh
& Tuwaidan, 2025). These arguments would be true with proper analysis, suggestions, and
recommendations from supervisory-and-observatory judge.

Recommendation, analysis, and suggestions from supervisory-and-observatory judge as of now
has been amended with Article 353 to 359 Criminal Procedural Law 2025. Article 353 sub-article
(4) have enforced judge to collaborate with investigator, advocates, correctional officers, victims,
and ministry that handles financial recuperation to ensure proper result from supervision and
observation of sentencing. In that sense, some variables are needed to understand effective
sentencing, which would refer to the foundation of criminal sentencing, namely Article 53 and 54
of Criminal Code and Article 250 Criminal Procedural Law.

Ever since Criminal Procedural Law 1981 until Criminal Procedural Law 2025, there hasn’t been
proper guidance or guidelines regarding how to evaluate whether a sentence can be considered as
effective or ineffective. This research is meant to provide suggestion regarding guidance for
assessing whether sentencing may be considered to be effective or ineffective. The instrument to
assess the effectivity of sentencing can be formulated into a form as follows.

Table 1. Sentencing Effectiveness Towards Crime Perpetrator Form (made by the
researchers)

Sentencing Effectiveness Towards Crime Perpetrator Form
Identity

Register Number

Name

Age

Crime
Date of
Sentencing

ANl I I Ml

I1. History and Attitude of Crime

e Mot

1. Number of committed 0x, 1x, 3x or more
crime
2. Recidive Same crime, different
crime
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I11. Attitude in Trial

1. Regret 1= none to 5= deeply regret
2. Cooperative  / 1 = decline to 5 = very cooperative
honest
3. Sentence 1 = Refuse to 5 = fully accept
Acceptance
4. Whole attitude Cooperative/regret  or  passive/silence  or

aggressive/challenging

IV.  Type of sentencing

Answer( Tick (V) Note:
Imprisonment Duration:
Fine Value:
Probation Duration:
Social work Duration /

Hour?
Extra sentencing What type?
Other sentencing What type?
V. Type of Correctional Sentencing

Tick (v)) Note: Participative Level
(Active/Passive/Refusal)

Vocational Training
Formal Education
Mental Guidance
Special therapy
Social Reintegration
Other cotrectional

VI. Recidivism

Indicator Choice (V) Note:
Recidivism No / Yes
If the answer is yes, how () Within 1 year after free
long until recidivism () Within 1 to 3 years after free

() More than 3 years after free

Type of recidivism
Level of severity of ( ) Lighter than the original crime

recidivism () Same as the original crime
() More severe than the original
crime

VII. Summary of Effective Sentencing

I :oic: (/)
Very Effective (No recidivism,

significant  positive change of

behavior)

Effective (No recidivism, moderate

change of behavior)
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Ineffective (recidivism, but with
light severity behavior)

Very Ineffective (recidivism, but
with same severe behavior or worse)

Sentencing Effectiveness Towards Crime Perpetrator Form is meant to provide guidance for
supervisory-and-observatory judge, investigator, advocates, correctional officers, victims, and
ministry that handles financial recuperation in understanding what kind of sentencing that may be
considered to be effective or ineffective. This form integrates point in punishment guidance as
regulated in Article 54 of Act 1 of 2023 or Criminal Code such as identity, history and attitude in
crime, attitude in trial, type of sentencing, type of correctional sentencing, recidivism, and summary
of effective sentencing (Husamuddin et al., 2024).

Discussing about the elements of the sentencing effectiveness assessment form, the researcher
researched both Act 1 of 2023 or Criminal Code with Criminal Procedural Law 2025. Identity
element has been considered following Article 250 Sub-Article (1) letter b. History and attitude of
crime has been considered following Article 23 of Criminal Code to recognize the convict’s
severity in crime. Attitude in trial element has been considered following Article 54 Sub-Article (1)
letter ¢ and f to recognize convict’s consciousness and understanding of legal consequences. The
use of 1-to-5 scoring in attitude in trial is meant to provide subjective and measurable response
following Likert-style scale (Ferrando et al., 2025). Sentencing type element has been considered
following Article 64 of Criminal Code to recognize range of sentencing in decisions that was
granted to convict previously if there is any sentencing. Correction sentencing element has been
considered following Article 103 Criminal Code to recognize correction that was conducted to
convicts. Recidivism element has been considered following Article 23 of Criminal Code to
recognize any repeat offense by convict. Summary of effective sentencing element act as legal
analysis by supervisory-and-observatory judge to suggest on whether proper sentencing can be
remedied or be let alone. These effective sentencing elements were made based on the
consideration of Criminal Code objective which is to balance public interest while maintaining
universal values and human right.

While this form assesses elements that may be vital for consideration towards effective sentencing,
yet this form of this research is limited potently for supervisory-and-observatory judge (Harahap
et al., 2024). This result may act as a strength of this research because it adheres to the guidance
of sentencing as regulated in Article 54 of Criminal Code 2023 so that the elements of the form
can be used to analyse proper sentencing for deciding what kind of sentencing to be decided upon
proving (Tripathi, 2025).

History and attitude of crime element in the form is meant for judge to recognize number of
crimes that has been done by perpetrator and whether the perpetrator has conducted same crime
or different crime (Chaniago et al., 2025). This element may help judge to identify whether the
petpetrator has familiatized him/herself to the similarity of ctime (Suttisno et al., 2024). Attitude
in trial element in the form is meant for judge to identify the sincerity of perpetrator in trial with
note that the trial proving has proven the guilt of the perpetrator. Cooperative, passive, or
challenging attitude of perpetrator may give impression towards the judge of inherent feeling that
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petrpetrator may have towards the criminal justice system and his/her wrongdoing (Bramantyo et
al., 2024). Type of sentencing element in the form is meant for the judge to know what kind of
sentencing that has been done previously and to measure whether such sentence had effect
towards perpetrator previously. Type of correctional sentencing element in the form is meant for
judge to recognize whether judge has imposed to correct perpetrator so that he/she may
reintegrate his/herself into the society well (Rubin, 2024). Recidivism element in the form is meant
for judge to further analyse the number of repeating offense and how severe it is (Miles, 2024). In
the end, element of summary of effective sentencing is meant for supervisory-and-observatory
judge to conclude whether a criminal sentence has been effective or ineffective.

Sentencing Effectiveness Towards Crime Perpetrator Form hopefully can be deployed through
Criminal Procedural Law 2025 or formalized further through Supreme Court Regulation that may
act as legal standing for criminal procedural law in supporting the goal of criminal procedural law
which is to enforce criminal law of ensuring the stability of society while protecting violated human
right.

Comparison with Previous Studies

This research finding can be discussed with previous studies namely Putra’s and Spisy’s. Putra’s
research titled “Analisis Figh Siyasah Terhadap Peran Hakim Pengawasan dan Pengamatan
Berdasarkan Pasal 277 jo. Pasal 280 KUHAP” argued that sentencing must focuses on justice and
obedience to God. Putra’s research referred Article 277 and Article 280 Criminal Procedural Law
1981 in the sense of justice and obedience to God. For this research, it implements and analyses
Criminal Procedural Law 2025 which will be in effect since 2026 and focuses on 2023’s Criminal
Code purpose namely to support justice based on Pancasila. Putra’s research also did not disclose
how vital supervisory-and-observatory judge’s role in supporting effective sentencing in Indonesia.

Another comparison to previous study is Spisy’s research titled “Upaya Pemenuhan Hak
Narapidana di Lembaga Pemasyarakatan Kelas II B Muara Bungo” (Spisy et al., 2025). This
research concluded that overcapacity in penitentiaries is caused by lack of understanding convicts’
background that may render ineffective sentencing such a low economy background. Compared
to to Spisy’s research that focuses on descriptive research, this research provides tool that may
allow both supervisory-and-observatory judge along with correctional institution to provide
correctional sentencing that gives proper meaning to increase the low economy so that convict
may not return to conduct of crime and instead focuses on the embetterment of their economy.

Limitations and Cautions

This research is only limited to the possibility of actions that can done by supervisory-and-
observatory judge. The Sentencing Effectiveness Towards Crime Perpetrator Form however may
be used as reference by investigator, advocates, correctional officers, victims, and ministry that
handles financial recuperation to understand what kind of proper effective sentencing taken by
judges.
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Recommendations for Future Research

Sentencing Effectiveness Towards Crime Perpetrator Form hopefully can be deployed through
Criminal Procedural Law 2025 or formalized further through Supreme Court Regulation that may
act as legal standing for criminal procedural law in supporting the goal of criminal procedural law
which is to enforce criminal law of ensuring the stability of society while protecting violated human
right.

Further research may develop such elements of effective sentencing for public prosecutors or even
for investigators in understanding what kind of crime that may be prevented in the level of
investigation or prosecution.

CONCLUSION

This study investigated how supervisory-and-observatory judge may provide report regarding
proper sentencing for criminal perpetrator and how criminal procedural law 2025 may remedy
improper sentencing and aimed to answer those problems. The findings demonstrated that role of
supervisory-and-observatory judge proven to be a passive role that provide practical input to the
betterment of effective sentencing, there is no clear guidelines or form to provide evaluation of
effective or ineffective sentencing, and Criminal Procedural Law 2025 allows several types of
sentencing that may allow humane sentencing than imprisonment such as judicial pardon. The
consequence of not adopting such form would mean missing out on necessary sentencing elements
as set in Article 54 of Criminal Code and Article 250 Criminal Procedural Law 2025. Considering
the enforceability of Criminal Code and Criminal Procedural Law 2025 on January 2nd, 20206, the
Government should draft and legislate further regulation regarding supervision and observation
regarding sentencing especially with effective sentencing assessment form in this research.
Notably, this research allows innovation of Sentencing Effectiveness Towards Crime Perpetrator
Form as novelty for supervisory-and-observatory judge in answering effective sentencing. These
results underscore that Sentencing Effectiveness Towards Crime Perpetrator Form may be applied
directly by supervisory-and-observatory judge, suggesting that such deployment must have proper
legal standing that can be formalized in the form of Supreme Court Regulation.

While this study provides valuable insights into technical effectivity in Criminal Procedural Law,
certain limitations should be noted, such as it is limited to practicality of supervisory-and-
observatory judge and not applicable for letter of indictment by public prosecutor. Future research
should focus on analysis of effective investigation and prosecution based on Sentencing
Effectiveness Towards Crime Perpetrator Form, potentially enhancing our understanding of
effective sentencing and informing further regulation of criminal procedural law.

37 | Legalis : Journal of Law Review


https://journal.idscipub.com/legalis

A Sentencing Effectiveness Assessment Form as a Normative Instrument for Supervisory-and-
Observatory Judges under Indonesia’s 2025 Criminal Procedural Law
Pakpahan & Pakpahan

REFERENCE

Adair-Toteff, C. (2025). Law’s Limit: The Kelsen/Hart Debate. History of European ldeas, 2(1).
https://doi.org/10.1080/01916599.2025.2581662

Bramantyo, R. Y., Pujiono, B., Windradi, F., Wicaksono, D. G., Santoso, H., & Soewono, D. H.
(2024). Perbandingan Hukum Pidana KUHP LLama Indonesia dengan KUHP Baru Indonesia
Ditinjau dari Perspektif Pembaruan Hukum Pidana. Jurmal Transparansi Hukum, 7(2).
https://doi.org/10.30737 / transparansi.v7i2.5795

Chaniago, A. U., Ismansyah, & Mulyati, N. (2025). Kepastian Hukum Penggunaan Saksi Mahkota
dalam Pembuktian Pidana Ditinjau dari Asas Non Self Incrimination. Unes Journal of Swara
Justisia, 8(4). https://doi.org/10.31933 /sy41r659

Chauhan, S., & Arora, B. (2025). How Laws Impact Our Lives and Cultural Practices as Society
Changes. International Journal Sor Multidisciplinary Research, 7(2).
https://doi.org/10.36948 /ijfmr.2025.v07i02.38237

Doodoh, M., & Tuwaidan, H. F. D. (2025). Perspektif HAM terhadap Asas Praduga Tak Bersalah
pada Hukum Pidana Indonesia. Jurnal  Nuansa — _Akademik, 10(1).
https://doi.org/10.47200/jnajpm.v10i1.2723

Ferrando, P. J., Morales-Vives, ., Casas, J. M., & Muniz, J. (2025). Likert Scales: A Practical Guide
to Design, Construction and Use. Prsicothema, 37(4), 1-15.
https://doi.org/10.70478 /psicothema.2025.37.24

Gallagher, A. L., Cusack, A., Kearns, A., O’Mahony, B. M., & Taggart, J. (2024). Establishing
Stakeholder Priorities for Advancing the Role of the Intermediary in the Justice System.
International Journal of Evidence and Proof. https://doi.org/10.1177/13657127241306173

Gormley, J., Hamilton, M., & Belton, 1. (2022). The Effectiveness of Sentencing Options on Reoffending.

Harahap, M. A., Batubara, W., Harahap, R. R., Adelia, N., & Lubis, M. P. K. (2024). Moralitas
Hukum dan Tindak Pidana Tanpa Korban: Kasus Prostitusi. Media Hukum Indonesia, 2(4).
https://doi.org/10.54957 /jolas.v4i6.967

Husamuddin, Efendi, S., Hamdji, S., Rahma, 1., Erick, B., Heryanti, N., & Friwati, S. D. (2024).
Hukum Acara Pidana dan Pidana Siber. Media Penerbit Indonesia.

Katz, E. J. (2024). Due Process and the Standing Doctrine. Harvard Journal of Law and Public Policy,
47.

Kementerian PPN/Bappenas. (2021). Indeks Pembangunan Hukum 2020.

Konyakhin, V. P., Prokhorov, L. A, Petrovskiy, A. V, & Aslanyan, R. G. (2020). Individualization
of Punishment in the Context of the Public’s Fear of Crime. LX Baltic 1.egal Forum.
https://doi.org/10.1051/shsconf/202110802013

38 | Legalis : Journal of Law Review


https://journal.idscipub.com/legalis

A Sentencing Effectiveness Assessment Form as a Normative Instrument for Supervisory-and-
Observatory Judges under Indonesia’s 2025 Criminal Procedural Law
Pakpahan & Pakpahan

MacFarlane, A., Russell-Rose, T., & Shokraneh, F. (2022). Search Strategy Formulation for
Systematic Reviews. Intelligent Systems with Applications, 15.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iswa.2022.200091

Maculan, E., & Gil, A. (2020). The Rationale and Purposes of Criminal Law and Punishment in
Transitional — Contexts.  Oxford  Jouwrnal — of  Legal  Studies, 40(1),  132-157.
https://doi.org/10.1093/0jls/gqz033

Maktaen, P. T., & Pujiyono. (2025). Paradigm Shift in the Purpose of Punishment Based on
Thomas Aquinas’ View. International Journal of Social Science and Human Research, 8(10).
https://doi.org/10.47191/ijssht/v8-i10-83

Miles, K. (2024). Balancing Interests: Due Process and Propensity Evidence in Sexual Assault
Trials. Obio State Law Journal Sixth Circuit Review, 85.

Moroz, A., & Dinisman, T. (2024). Suffering for Justice: Sexual V'iolence V ictim-Survivors’ Experiences of
Going to Court.

Nababan, R. K. (2025). Konsep Hakim Pengawas dan Pengamat: Apakah Masih Relevan?

Padang, M. A, Siregar, B. J., & Rosmalinda. (2024). Keberpihakan Pemidanaan dalam Undang-
Undang Nomor 1 Tahun 2023. Locus: Jurnal Konsep Lmn Hukum, 4(2).

Pakpahan, N. H. (2020). The Use of Flipped Classroom During Covid-19 Pandemic. Advances in
Social Science, Education and Humanities Research, 491, 286-291.
https://doi.org/10.2991 /assehr.k.201201.051

Pakpahan, N. H. (2021). Legal Punctuality for Submission of Electronic Evidence. Jurnal Masalab-
Masalah Hukum, 6(3).

Pakpahan, N. H., & Pakpahan, B. P. (2024). Legal Psychology in Determining Sexual Misconduct
Intent. Jurnal Limiah Hukum Dan Hak Asasi Manusia, 3(2).
https://doi.org/10.35912/jihham.v3i2.2968

Pakpahan, N. H., & Pakpahan, B. P. (2025). Formulation of Contempt of Court Statute. Equality:
Journal of Law and Justice, 2(2), 135-148. https:/ /doi.org/10.69836/equality-jlj.v2i2.289

Pakpahan, N. H., Prasetyo, T., Setyorini, E. H., & Mangesti, Y. A. (2022). Trial Proving in
Electronic Criminal Case Ttial. [us Poenale, 3(1). https://doi.org/10.25041/ip.v3i1.2452

Pakpahan, N. H., Saputra, R., Darmawan, D., Nugraha, B. E. C.; & Mujisulistyo, Y. F. (2024).
Online Prostitution Service Users in Indonesian Legal Framework. [Jurmal Hukum Lex
Generalis, 5(10). https://doi.org/10.56370/jhlg.v5110.806

Pratama, M. I. W., & Daviska, D. (2025). Pedoman Pemidanaan Sebelum KUHP Baru. J#rmal Fakta
Hukum, 4(1). https://doi.org/10.58819/jth.v4i1.180

Purnamawati, S. A., Sunaryo, S., Lestari, E.;, & Pratiwi, C. S. (2025). Future Crimes: Preparing
Humanity for the Disruption Era. In Proceedings of the International Conference on Law Reform (5th
INCILAR 2024). https://doi.org/10.2991/978-2-38476-362-7_11

39 | Legalis : Journal of Law Review


https://journal.idscipub.com/legalis

A Sentencing Effectiveness Assessment Form as a Normative Instrument for Supervisory-and-
Observatory Judges under Indonesia’s 2025 Criminal Procedural Law
Pakpahan & Pakpahan

Purnomo, D., & Kusuma, B. H. (2025). Reconstructing the Purpose of Sentencing. Tazohi: [urnal
Ilmn Huknm, 5(10). https://doi.org/10.47268 /tatohi.v5i10.3588

Putra, F. W., Frenki, & Vinanda, O. R. (2025). Analisis Figh Siyasah terhadap Hakim Pengawasan
dan Pengamatan. Jurnal El-Qanuniy, 11(1), 20-35.

Rachman, R. J. N., & Hakim, L. (2024). Comparison of Indonesian Criminal Law with the UK.
Widya Gama Law Review, 1(2). https://doi.org/10.31328 /wglr.v1i2.596

Rubin, E. (2024). Due Process, Democracy, and the Regulatory State. Florida Law Review Forum,
75.

Sell, A., & Sznycer, D. (2023). Societal Institutions Echo Evolved Human Nature. Evolution and
Human Bebavior, 44(3). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2023.01.007

Spisy, V. D., Setiawan, M. N., & Afita, C. O. Y. (2025). Pemenuhan Hak Narapidana di Lapas
Kelas IT B Muara Bungo. Datin Law Journal, 6(1). https://doi.org/10.36355/dlj.v6i1.1702

Suastuti, E. (2024). Human Rights Protection in Pretrial Objects. Lex Scientia Law Review, 8(2).
https://doi.org/10.15294/1slr.v8i2.14667

Subroto, M., & Siahaan, A. (2025). Program Pembinaan Berbasis Komunitas terhadap Perilaku
Narapidana. Jurnal Pendidikan Tambusai, 9(2).

Sutrisno, Pratiwi, S., & Mardani. (2024). Pertanggungjawaban Pidana Residivis Penganiayaan. Jurnal
Sosial Humaniora Sigli, 7(2). https:/ /doi.otg/10.47647 /jsh.v7i2.2419

Syaepudin, S. H. (2022). Tingkat Kecemasan Narapidana di Lapas Kelas 1IB Sumedang.

Triana, I. D. S, Irza, M. Y., & Awaludin, A. (2025). Reformasi KUHAP dan Perlindungan HAM.
Al-Zayn: Jurnal Iimn Sosial Dan Hukum, 3(20).

Tripathi, S. M. (2025). Right Against Self-Incrimination. Indian Journal of Integrated Research in Law,
4(6).

Ubaidullah, L. (2024). Keabsahan Pemeriksaan Saksi Bersama-sama di Persidangan. Indonesia
Berdaya, 5(3).

van Berkel, K., & Strasser, C. (2022). Reasoning With and About Norms in Logical Argumentation.
Computational Models of Argument, 4(1). https:/ /doi.org/10.3233/FAIA220164

Zaltina, P. E., & Nurtjahyo, L. I. (2024). Right to Be Forgotten as Legal Protection for Victims.
The Indonesian Journal of Socio-1_egal Studies, 3(2). https://doi.org/10.54828 /ijsls.2024v3n2.4

40 | Legalis : Journal of Law Review



https://journal.idscipub.com/legalis

