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ABSTRAK 

Tindakan kekerasan dapat terjadi di mana saja, seperti di rumah tangga, keluarga, 

tempat umum, dan tempat lainnya. Siapa saja dapat menjadi korban tindakan 

kekerasan, terutama bagi mereka yang menghadapi masalah dengan orang lain. 

Apabila fenomena tindakan kekerasan diamati, hal tersebut tidak terjadi secara tiba-

tiba, melainkan diduga terkait dengan berbagai faktor, seperti pengaruh pergaulan, 

kenakalan, premanisme, kecemburuan sosial, tekanan, dan kesenjangan ekonomi. 

Negara harus campur tangan dalam penanganan tindakan kekerasan ini. Dari 

konteks di atas, terdapat permasalahan utama yakni Bagaimana Pembuktian Tindak 

Pidana Penganiayaan pada Putusan Nomor 337/PID.B/2015/PN.PRP. Serta 

Bagaimana pertimbangan Majelis Hakim terhadap Tindak Pidana Penganiayaan 

dalam Putusan Nomor 337/PID.B/2015/PN.PRP. Dalam menanggapi masalah 

tersebut, penulis memilih metode pendekatan penelitian Yuridis Normatif yang 

melibatkan kajian Pustaka, seperti Putusan pengadilan, yang dihubungkan dengan 

Teori-teori hukum pidana lainnya. Proses selanjutnya adalah analisis dengan 

metode deskriptif, di mana struktur putusan dijelaskan dan dianalisis. Penelitian ini, 

menggunakan data sekunder yang jelas dan rigid. Sedangkan untuk Pendekatan 

yang digunakan, adalah pendekatan Undang-undang dan konsep. Adapun 

kesimpulan Pertama, Bahwa Pembuktian Tindak Pidana Penganiayaan dalam 

Perkara Nomor 337/PID.B/2015/PN.PRP, telah sesuai dengan Hukum acara pidana 

tentang pembuktian yang terdapat dalam Pasal 184 Kuhap, namun didalam mencari 

kebenaran materil, ada saksi kunci yang tidak dihadirkan didalam persidanagan. 

Kedua, Pertimbangan Majelis Hakim terhadap Tindak Pidana Penganiayaan dalam 

perkara Nomor 337/PID.B/2015/PN.PRP, belum memenuhi rasa keadilan, sebab 

Pertimbangan hakim, condong  hanya mengedepankan Tuntutan dari jaksa, serta 

saksi-saksi dari korban, yang seharusnya Pertimbangan hakim, juga berusaha   

melihat pembelaan-pembelaan dari Terdakwa 

 

Kata Kunci: Putusan Pidana, Pembuktian Pidana, dan  Tindak Pidana Penganiayaan 
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ABSTRACT 

 Acts of violence can occur anywhere, such as in households, families, 

public places, and other places. Anyone can be a victim of violence, especially 

those who are having problems with other people. If the phenomenon of acts of 

violence is observed, it does not occur suddenly, but is suspected to be related to 

various factors, such as social influence, delinquency, thuggery, social jealousy, 

pressure, and economic inequality. The state must intervene in handling this act of 

violence. From the context above, there is a main problem, namely How to Prove 

the Crime of Persecution in Decision Number 337/PID.B/2015/PN.PRP. And what 

is the consideration of the Panel of Judges regarding the Crime of Persecution in 

Decision Number 337/PID.B/2015/PN.PRP. In responding to this problem, the 

author chose a normative juridical research approach that involved literature 

review, such as court decisions, which were linked to other criminal law theories. 

The next process is analysis using descriptive methods, in which the structure of the 

decision is explained and analyzed. This research uses clear and rigid secondary 

data. As for the approach used, is the law and concept approach. As for the first 

conclusion, that the proof of the crime of persecution in case number 

337/PID.B/2015/PN.PRP, is in accordance with the criminal procedural law 

regarding evidence contained in Article 184 of the Criminal Procedure Code, but 

in seeking material truth, there are key witnesses who do not presented at the trial. 

Second, the considerations of the Panel of Judges for the Crime of Persecution in 

case Number 337/PID.B/2015/PN.PRP, have not fulfilled a sense of justice, 

because the considerations of the judges tend to only prioritize demands from the 

prosecutor, as well as witnesses from the victim, which should be taken into 

consideration the judge, also tried to see the defenses of the Defendant 
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