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criminal penalty adjustment policy for the effectiveness of sentencing within the
national petroleum and natural gas legal regime. This study is normative juridical
research employing a statutory and conceptual approach, with qualitative and
prescriptive analyses. The findings show that Article 54 of Law Number 22 of 2001,
whose criminal provision has been amended by Law Number 1 of 2026, remains
the principal basis for sentencing in cases of fuel oil counterfeiting. The application
of concurrent offenses must be constructed based on the conformity of criminal
elements, legal subjects, and the facts of the case. The penalty adjustment creates
a juridical problem because if changes the nature of the sanction from cumulative
to alternative-cumulative and reduces the criminal fine fo category V. This change
may reduce the effectiveness of criminal fines, particularly against Business Entities
or Permanent Establishments. This study recommends optimizing prosecutorial
demands within the construction of concurrent offenses and enacting explicit
sector-specific criminal provisions so that the maximum criminal fine remains
proportionate to culpability, consequences, and the benefit obtained from the
criminal offense.
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ABSTRACT

Fuel oil counterfeiting in downstream petroleum and natural gas business activities constitutes an
economic criminal offense involving several criminal acts. Such conduct disrupts the order of fuel oil
trade, harms consumers, and reduces the effectiveness of state supervision over energy distribution.
This study examines the sentencing framework for fuel oil counterfeiting and assesses the implications
of criminal penalty adjustment policy for the effectiveness of sentencing within the national petroleum
and natural gas legal regime. This study is normative juridical research employing a statutory and
conceptual approach, with qualitative and prescriptive analyses. The findings show that Article 54 of Law
Number 22 of 2001, whose criminal provision has been amended by Law Number 1 of 2026, remains the
principal basis for sentencing in cases of fuel oil counterfeiting. The application of concurrent offenses
must be constructed based on the conformity of criminal elements, legal subjects, and the facts of the case.
The penalty adjustment creates a juridical problem because it changes the nature of the sanction from
cumulative to alternative-cumulative and reduces the criminal fine to category V. This change may reduce
the effectiveness of criminal fines, particularly against Business Entities or Permanent Establishments.
This study recommends optimizing prosecutorial demands within the construction of concurrent offenses
and enacting explicit sector-specific criminal provisions so that the maximum criminal fine remains
proportionate to culpability, consequences, and the benefit obtained from the criminal offense.

Keywords: Concurrent Offences; Criminal Fine Classification; Criminal Penalty Adjustment; Downstream
Business Activities; Fuel Oil Counterfeiting.

INTRODUCTION

Fuel oil is a strategic commodity that supports public mobility, production
activities, the distribution of goods, and national economic stability. Disruptions to
the availability, price, and quality of fuel oil affect not only business actors but also
the purchasing power of society in meeting basic needs. Changes in price and supply
disruptions may increase the cost burden of meeting public needs, particularly for
groups thatrely on transportation as a primary means of daily economic activity (Dewi
etal., 2022). Therefore, legislation governing fuel oil distribution must be understood
as the basis for controlling trade order, protecting consumers, maintaining fiscal
stability, and strengthening national economic resilience (Sa'diyah et al., 2025).

Downstream petroleum and natural gas business activities hold an important
positionbecause they coverthefinal stageinthe sequence of processing, transportation,
storage, trading, and distribution of energy to the public (Pohan et al., 2025). High
public demand for fuel oil creates risks of unlawful conduct, including counterfeiting,
mixing fuel oil in a manner that fails to meet standards and quality requirements,
quality manipulation, and distribution abuse. Such conduct cannot be classified as an
ordinary violation because its consequences include damage to consumers’ vehicles,
economic losses, disruption of the fuel oil trade, and a decline in public trust in state
supervision. From the perspective of economic criminal law, fuel oil counterfeiting
is a criminal offense aimed at obtaining economic benefit, and its consequences
extend beyond the interests of individual victims (Atmasasmita & Wibowo, 2016).
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This position is consistent with Rahayu et al. (2025), who show that the circulation of
counterfeit energy products causes economic harm to consumers due to inadequate
prevention mechanisms.

In certain cases, fuel oil counterfeiting is not always committed as a single act. It
may involve distribution networks, the organization of Business Entities or Permanent
Establishments, the use of specific chemical substances, document manipulation, and
abuse of transportation channels. Humas Polri (2025) reported fuel oil counterfeiting
involving subsidized fuel by mixing of industrial chemicals. This finding indicates that
fuel oil counterfeiting may involve an operational pattern consisting of several stages
of conduct. Accordingly, its enforcement cannot rely solely on one formulation of a
criminal offense. In the law enforcement context, Slamet et al. (2023) emphasize the
importance of enforcement strategies capable of uncovering offenders’ involvement
and forms of abuse in petroleum and natural gas activities. The political economy of
fuel oil regulation also shows that mixing of fuel oil in a manner that fails to meet
standards and quality requirements is inseparable from inadequate governance and
weaknesses in energy distribution supervision (Aulia et al.,, 2025). Thus, the main
research problem does not lie in the absence of norms, but in the accuracy of the
sentencing framework in determining criminal liability for a series of proven acts.

Law Number 22 of 2001 has provided the legal basis for petroleum and
natural gas activities, including obligations to comply with quality standards and the
criminalization of fuel oil counterfeiting. These provisions serve two legal functions:
as the basis for administrative control over petroleum and natural gas activities and for
imposing criminal penalties on conduct that disrupts energy governance. Structurally,
petroleum and natural gas regulation also distinguishes between upstream and
downstream activities to ensure efficiency in energy sector management (Arifin et
al,, 2025). In downstream business activities, compliance with quality standards,
business licensing, and distribution mechanisms is a prerequisite for ensuring that
fuel oil circulating in society meets legal and technical requirements. Non-compliance
with these elements may increase the risk of unfair business competition, fuel oil
quality manipulation, and consumer loss (Lumeno et al., 2025). In retail transactions,
fraudulent fuel oil measurement also demonstrates that violations in this sector can
directly harm consumers and lead to legal consequences beyond product quality
issues (Ermawan & Sunendar, 2025).

Although the legal basis is available, law enforcement against fuel oil
counterfeiting continues to face constraints. Inadequate supervision of transportation,
distribution, and trading is often exploited by offenders to avoid criminal liability
unlawfully (Erfandi et al.,, 2025). Firmansyah (2025) shows that abuse in fuel oil
transportation remains a problem because licensing supervision and field supervision
have not been effective. Husnaldi et al. (2024) also demonstrate that limited numbers
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and capacity of law enforcement officers, as well as evidentiary difficulties, may
hinder the effectiveness of enforcement against illegal trading of subsidized fuel oil.
Wibowo (2025) further confirms that inadequate consumer protection and weak
coordination in law enforcement may continue to be exploited by business actors
when the supervision system is ineffective. These weaknesses are important because
fuel oil counterfeiting is often associated with licensing violations, unlawful trading,
and consumer fraud.

The character of conduct involving more than one criminal offense requires
careful use of the doctrine of concurrent offenses. Fuel oil counterfeiting may be
linked to business licensing irregularities, illegal transportation, unlawful trading,
fraudulent measurements, and fraud. Haki et al. (2025) show that manipulation in
fuel oil transactions may constitute fraud when the elements of the offense are met.
Meanwhile, the concept of concurrent offenses provides a dogmatic basis for assessing
a series of legal facts that satisfy the elements of more than one criminal offense
(Keintjem et al., 2021). Mulyana and Lukitasari (2022) emphasize that a continuing
act requires a relationship among acts grounded in a single criminal intent. Precise
legal reasoning is necessary so that law enforcement authorities do not confine the
offender to a single criminal offense but can also construct the full scope of the proven
conduct proportionately (Rahman & Abadi, 2025). Therefore, the analysis of fuel oil
counterfeiting must be situated within an evidentiary framework capable of classifying
a single act, a continuing act, ideal concurrence, and real concurrence.

Criminal regulation in this sector has become increasingly important following
legislative amendments and adjustments. Law Number 22 of 2001 has been amended
by Law Number 6 of 2023%. In addition, criminal provisions in several sectoral laws
have been adjusted through Law Number 1 of 2026. These changes must be examined
dogmatically to ensure they do not reduce the coercive effectiveness of criminal
sanctions. In the framework of criminal law policy, Arief (2008) emphasizes the
importance of legislative rationality in formulating criminal sanctions. Criminal law
reform must address the emergence of modern forms of criminal conduct without
disregarding the principles of legality and sentencing proportionality (Fitrietal., 2024;
Nugraha et al,, 2025). At the same time, policies governing strategic natural resources
must avoid disharmony of authority that weakens state supervision (Sulaiman et al,,
2025).

Previous studies on fuel oil counterfeiting, illegal transportation, consumer
protection, and energy subsidies have provided an initial academic basis for this study.
However, most studies focus onlaw enforcement effectiveness, inadequate supervision,
consumer loss, and trade governance. Afriyeni and Perdana (2025) examine the

Law Number 6 of 2023 on Enactment of Government Regulation in Lieu of Law Number 2 of 2022.
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effectiveness of law enforcement in addressing the mixing of fuel oil that fails to
meet standards and quality requirements. Firmansyah (2025) discusses violations of
transportation licensing. Rahayu et al. (2025) focus on consumer protection against
economic loss. Sa’diyah et al. (2025) place fuel oil within the context of subsidy policy.
Aulia et al. (2025) also provide a factual basis for the political economy of fuel oil
regulation and the practice of mixing Pertamax in a manner that fails to meet standards
and quality requirements. The aspect that has not been extensively examined is the
implications of adjustments to criminal penalties for the sentencing framework,
particularly changes such as sanctions and reductions in the classification of criminal
fines for offenses in the petroleum and natural gas sector.

Based on this underexplored research focus, this study examines the sentencing
framework for fuel oil counterfeiting in downstream petroleum and natural gas
business activities and assesses the application of concurrent offenses dogmatically.
This study also examines the implications of Law Number 1 of 2026 for the change
like the sanction and the reduction of the criminal fine to category V. Accordingly,
the novelty of this study lies in its assessment of changes in the economic sanction
system for fuel oil counterfeiting, particularly in relation to the proportionality of
criminal fines, the liability of Business Entities or Permanent Establishments, and the
effectiveness of criminal prevention. The adjusted criminal provision is treated as the
applicable positive law, whereas the previous criminal formulation is used only as a
historical comparator to assess the direction of change in criminal policy.

METHOD

This study is a doctrinal or normative juridical-legal research (Qamar & Rezah,
2020). This method was selected because the study examines positive legal norms,
principles of criminal law, and sentencing doctrines relating to fuel oil counterfeiting.
The approaches used are the statutory and conceptual approaches. The statute
approach is used to examine Law Number 22 of 2001, Law Number 6 of 2023, Law
Number 1 of 2023, and Law Number 1 of 2026. The conceptual approach is used to
analyze the concepts of concurrent offenses, corporate criminal liability, criminal law
policy, sentencing proportionality, and legal protection of society’s economic interests.

Legal materials were collected through library research. Primary legal materials
include legislation that serves as the legal basis for fuel oil counterfeiting, petroleum
and natural gas business activities, the liability of Business Entities or Permanent
Establishments, and criminal fine classifications. Secondary legal materials include
books, journal articles, and scholarly publications relevant to economic criminal
law, the principle of legality, concurrent offenses, consumer protection, and law
enforcement in the petroleum and natural gas sector (Sampara & Husen, 2016).
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Secondary legal materials were carefully selected to retain authoritative doctrinal
literature and recent references relevant to the research focus.

The analysis was conducted normatively and qualitatively with a prescriptive
orientation (Irwansyah, 2020). The analysis begins by mapping the sentencing basis
for fuel oil counterfeiting under Article 28 section (1) and Article 54 of Law Number 22
of 2001, whose criminal provision has been amended by Law Number 1 of 2026. The
next stage examines the liability of Business Entities or Permanent Establishments
under Article 56 of Law Number 22 of 2001 and assesses the application of concurrent
offenses based on the conformity of criminal elements and the facts of the case. The
analysis also examines the position of Article 53 before the amendment as the historical
basis for regulating unlicensed downstream activities. Article 52, in its formulation
applicable after amendment and adjustment, is then construed restrictively in terms
of exploration and/or exploitation. Therefore, the analysis does not treat the amended
criminal formulation as a norm that remains applicable.

The final stage assesses the implications of Law Number 1 of 2026, particularly
the changes, such as the sanction from cumulative to alternative-cumulative and the
reduction of the criminal fine to category V, as referred to in Article 79 section (1)
letter e of Law Number 1 of 2023. This analysis also considers additional punishment
in the form of confiscation of goods used for or obtained from the criminal offense as
an instrument that cannot automatically replace the function of the principal criminal
fine. Through this approach, the study develops a prescriptive argument for enacting
explicit sector-specific criminal provisions to ensure that criminal fines for economic
offenses in the energy sector remain proportionate.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Sentencing Framework and the Application of Concurrent Offenses to Fuel
Oil Counterfeiting

Fuel oil counterfeiting must be analyzed through the parameter of legal
certainty. Article 28 section (1) of Law Number 22 of 2001 stipulates that fuel
oil and certain processed products marketed domestically must comply with
standards and quality requirements established by the government. This provision
serves as the basis for assessment because standards and quality requirements
constitute the legality threshold for fuel oil circulating in society. Where fuel oil is
counterfeited, mixed with other substances so that it fails to meet standards and
quality requirements, or manipulated in quality, the conduct is not limited to an
administrative violation. Such conduct may also serve as the basis for assessing
fuel oil counterfeiting as a criminal offense.
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Based on this framework, Article 54 of Law Number 22 of 2001, whose
criminal provision has been adjusted through Law Number 1 of 2026, constitutes
the principal basis for sentencing the conduct of imitating or counterfeiting fuel
oil, natural gas, and certain processed products as referred to in Article 28 section
(1). This article positions fuel oil counterfeiting as conduct that threatens society’s
interest in obtaining fuel oil that meets standards and quality requirements and
disrupts the order of fuel oil trade. Accordingly, charges for fuel oil counterfeiting
must remain based on Article 54 in the criminal formulation applicable after
adjustment. Other norms may be used only insofar as their criminal elements are
fulfilled.

The position of Article 54 of Law Number 22 of 2001 juncto Law Number 1
of 2026 as the principal basis is important to prevent errors in the construction
of charges. Fuel oil counterfeiting is not merely a technical violation of product
quality but a form of conduct that undermines consumer trust and the order of
the fuel oil trade. Samuji et al. (2025) affirm that fuel oil counterfeiting may be
subject to criminal sanctions under the national petroleum and natural gas legal
framework. Afriyeni and Perdana (2025) also show that the effectiveness of law
enforcement against the mixing of fuel oil in a manner that fails to meet standards
and quality requirements still faces evidentiary obstacles and low imprisonment
sentences. These findings indicate that the main problem does not concern the
existence of norms, but rather the application of the applicable norm in proof and
prosecution.

Sentencing for fuel oil counterfeiting must also take into of the legal subject.
Article 56 of Law Number 22 of 2001 provides the basis for imposing liability
on Business Entities or Permanent Establishments and their management.
This provision is important because fuel oil counterfeiting may involve the
organization of Business Entities or Permanent Establishments, distribution
facilities, transportation networks, or legal subjects that obtain benefits from
quality irregularities. Therefore, law enforcement must not be directed only at
direct offenders. It must also assess the existence of control, omission, benefit, or
involvement of management and Business Entities or Permanent Establishments
within the series of acts.

Article 56 section (2) of Law Number 22 of 2001 provides a specific
consequence for Business Entities or Permanent Establishments, namely a
criminal fine with an aggravation of up to one-third. This provision shows that
the legislature originally understood that criminal offenses in the petroleum and
natural gas sector may be committed by legal subjects with greater economic
capacity than individuals. Therefore, criminal fines serve a strategic function
by reducing the economic benefit derived from the criminal offense. Where
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the amount of the criminal fine is not proportionate to the value of the benefit
obtained by the offender and the loss caused, sentencing against Business Entities
or Permanent Establishments may fail to create an adequate deterrent effect. In
the consumer protection context, the failure of business actors to ensure fuel oil
quality has also been linked to direct losses suffered by end users (Lumeno et al.,
2025; Nurhasanah et al., 2026).

In certain cases, fuel oil counterfeiting may reveal conductinvolving multiple
criminal offenses. Quality counterfeiting may occur together with unlicensed
transportation, unlawful storage, illegal trading, fraudulent measurement, or
consumer fraud. Ermawan and Sunendar (2025) show that fraudulent fuel oil
measurement constitutes a form of violation that directly harms consumers and
may give rise to legal consequences. Haki et al. (2025) show that manipulation in
fuel oiltransactions may constitute fraud where deceitoraseries of false statements
causes consumer loss. In such circumstances, law enforcement authorities must
assess whether the proven conduct satisfies several criminal provisions, including
a continuing act or several acts that each independently constitutes a criminal
offense.

This framework requires careful application of the doctrine of concurrent
offenses. Keintjem et al. (2021) distinguish concurrent offenses into ideal
concurrence (concursus idealis), continuing offense (voortgezette handeling), and
real concurrence (concursus realis). Mulyana and Lukitasari (2022) emphasize
that a continuing offense requires a relationship among acts based on a single
criminal intent. In sentencing doctrine, the selection of a sentencing model for
conduct satisfying several criminal provisions must consider the absorption
system, aggravated absorption system, or cumulative system proportionately so
that sentencing does not lose its basis in justice (Hiariej, 2016). Therefore, the
application of concurrent offenses in fuel oil counterfeiting cases must be based
on proof of the elements of each criminal offense, the relationship among acts, the
time when the criminal act occurred, the manner of committing the offense, and
the offender’s purpose.

Inthe contextof downstream business activities, Article 53 of Law Number 22
0of 2001, prior to the amendment, serves only as a historical basis for understanding
the development of sectoral criminal regulation. That provision formerly separated
criminal sanctions for processing, transportation, storage, and trading without a
business license. This separation shows that the previous petroleum and natural
gas legal regime treated each stage of downstream business activities as a specific
object of criminal supervision. However, the position of Article 53 in this study is
not that of a positive legal norm that remains applicable after amendment. It is
used as a historical comparator to assess the shift in criminal policy direction.
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After amendments to legislation, the use of Article 52 of Law Number 22 of
2001 juncto Law Number 6 of 2023 must be situated carefully. The formulation of
Article 52 applicable after amendment and adjustment concerns exploration and/
or exploitation without business licensing or a cooperation contract. Therefore,
Article 52 cannot be positioned as the general basis for all forms of unlicensed
downstream business activities. It may be used in the construction of concurrent
offenses only where the facts of the case show that the series of acts involving
fuel oil counterfeiting is also connected to the elements of exploration and/or
exploitation without a licensing basis or cooperation contract. Where the conduct
occurs only in the area of transportation, storage, trading, distribution, the mixing
of fuel oil in a manner that fails to meet standards and quality requirements, or
measurement manipulation, the applicable article must conform to the elements
of the proven conduct.

This clarification is necessary so that the application of concurrent offenses
does not violate the principle of legality. In criminal law, extending the meaning
of a norm beyond the formulation of the article may create a risk of analogy.
Therefore, this study does not position Article 52 as a legal basis replacing the
entire regulatory scope of Article 53 before the amendment. Article 53 before
amendment is used only as a historical comparator, while Article 52 is used in the
formulation applicable after amendment and adjustment. Through this approach,
the analysis maintains its focus on changes in the sentencing system without
applying an article beyond its formulated elements and without positioning an
amended norm as positive law that remains applicable.

The application of concurrent offenses to fuel oil counterfeiting must
therefore be developed through two layers of analysis. The first layer is the
primary charge for counterfeiting under Article 54 of Law Number 22 of 2001,
whose criminal provision has been adjusted through Law Number 1 of 2026. The
second layer is the formulation of charges within the construction of concurrent
offenses based on other applicable norms that truly correspond to the series of
acts, such as licensing violations, transportation offenses, trading offenses, fraud,
or other criminal offenses whose elements are proven. This construction is more
dogmatically appropriate because it does not treat a single article as the sole basis
for all forms of conduct. It requires specific proof of each element. Rahman and
Abadi (2025) emphasize that logical and precise legal reasoning is necessary for
law enforcement against fuel oil offenses to determine offenders’ criminal liability
fairly, without disregarding the accuracy of the normative basis.

This construction corresponds to the need for law enforcement against
organized criminal offenses in the petroleum and natural gas sector. Humas Polri
(2025) reports that fuel oil counterfeiting may be carried out in an organized
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manner by mixing of specific chemical substances. Firmansyah (2025) highlights
non-compliance with transportation licensing. Husnaldi et al. (2024) demonstrate
limitations in supervision in enforcing the prohibition against illegal trading
of subsidized fuel oil. Erfandi et al. (2025) also show that subsidized fuel oil
transportation is at high risk of violations and requires more effective regulation
and supervision. These findings indicate that the use of concurrent offenses is
important, but it must be based on the relationship between the applicable norm
and the facts of the case.

Accordingly, the sentencing framework for fuel oil counterfeiting must be
situated within the conformity between the effectiveness of law enforcement and
the principle of legality. Article 54 of Law Number 22 of 2001 juncto Law Number
1 of 2026, remains the principal basis for counterfeiting. Article 56 extends
liability to Business Entities or Permanent Establishments and their management.
Meanwhile, concurrent offenses are applied based on the conformity between
the elements of the conduct and the applicable norm. This approach is more
proportionate because it allows criminal liability to be determined for several
acts without expanding a norm that is unsupported of the article’s formulation. In
addition, weak coordination and inadequate consumer protection that continue
to be exploited by business actors must serve as the basis for strengthening
supervision over downstream petroleum and natural gas business activities. This
is necessary so thatlaw enforcement is not applied only after the loss has expanded
(Pohan et al., 2025; Wibowo, 2025). After mapping the sentencing framework and
the application of concurrent offenses, the next analysis assesses the effectiveness
of the penalties applicable after the adjustment of criminal provisions.

Implications of Criminal Provision Adjustment for the Reduction in
Criminal Fine Classification and the Change in Sanction

The adjustment of criminal provisions through Law Number 1 of 2026 has
significant implications for fuel oil counterfeiting. The main problem does not
lie in the removal of the criminal qualification of an act. Fuel oil counterfeiting
remains a criminal offense. The main problem lies in the reduced effectiveness of
criminal fines due to changes such as sanctions and a reduction in the classification
of criminal fines. Therefore, the more accurate terms for describing this problem
are a reduction in the classification of criminal fines or a reduced effectiveness
of criminal fines, not decriminalization in the sense of removing the criminal
qualification of an act.

Within the framework of criminal law policy, changes to criminal sanctions
must be examined in terms of rationality, proportionality, and the effectiveness of
criminal prevention. Arief (2008) positions criminal law policy as an instrument
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for assessing the conformity between the formulation of criminal sanctions
established by the legislature and the character of the criminal offense. In fuel
oil counterfeiting, punishment does not merely serve to censure the offender’s
conduct. It also functions to prevent the offender from obtaining economic benefit
from a criminal offense that disrupts the order of the fuel oil trade. Therefore,
changes to criminal sanctions must be assessed based on their capacity to maintain
conformity among legal certainty, sentencing proportionality, and protection of
society.

The first change that creates a juridical problem is the shift from a
cumulative sanction to an alternative-cumulative sanction. Before the adjustment
through Law Number 1 of 2026, the formulation of imprisonment and criminal
fine in Article 54 of Law Number 22 of 2001 placed both types of punishment as
cumulative sanctions. After the adjustment, the formulation “and/or” permits the
imposition of imprisonment only, a criminal fine only, or both. This comparison is
used only to show the direction of change in criminal policy, not to position the
previous formulation as a norm that remains applicable. In general, the alternative-
cumulative formulation gives judges authority to impose punishment based
on the facts of the case, the offender’s culpability, and the consequences of the
criminal offense. However, in the context of an economic criminal offense oriented
toward economic benefit, this change creates a risk of reduced effectiveness
of criminal fines when the fine is not imposed in proportion to culpability and
the consequences of the offense. Hiariej (2016) emphasizes that the sentencing
framework must be read in relation to culpability, the objectives of punishment,
and sentencing proportionality. Therefore, a change like the sanction must not
eliminate the capacity of criminal law to deter.

The criticism of the formulation “and/or” does not reject the principle
of judicial independence. This study’s criticism is directed at legislative policy
formulation that provides overly broad sentencing limits for economic criminal
offenses. In fuel oil counterfeiting cases, imprisonment and criminal fines serve
different functions. Imprisonment restricts the offender’s liberty, whereas criminal
fines reduce the economic benefit obtained from the criminal offense. Where one
of these instruments is not applied proportionately, sentencing risks failing to
address the purpose of obtaining economic benefit from the offense.

The second, more problematic change is the reduction of the criminal fine
to category V. Article 79 section (1) letter e of Law Number 1 of 2023 sets category
V criminal fines at IDR 500,000,000.00. This provision serves as the reference for
adjusting the criminal fine, which historically reached IDR 60,000,000,000.00. This
comparison functions only as an academic evaluation of the change in criminal
policy, not as a basis for reinstating the amended criminal fine limit. The reduction
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creates a proportionality problem because the benefit obtained by the offender
and the loss caused by fuel oil counterfeiting may exceed that amount. In economic
criminal law, an excessively low fine may become a financial consequence thatis not
commensurate with the benefit obtained from the criminal offense. Atmasasmita
and Wibowo (2016) provide the basis for the claim that economic criminal law
analysis must consider the rationality of the benefit and the penal burden so that
punishment does not lose its preventive effectiveness.

The implication of the fine reduction becomes clearer when compared
with the fines imposed on Business Entities or Permanent Establishments. Under
Article 56 section (2) of Law Number 22 of 2001, the criminal fine imposed on
Business Entities or Permanent Establishments may be increased by up to one-
third. As a historical comparator, the fine before adjustment could reach IDR
60,000,000,000.00 and increase to IDR 80,000,000,000.00 after a one-third
aggravation. After the adjustment, a category V criminal fine of IDR 500,000,000.00
increases to approximately IDR 666,666,666.00 due to one-third aggravation.
This comparison shows a reduction in the effectiveness of criminal fines against
Business Entities or Permanent Establishments. The term absolute immunity is
unnecessary, but the change still indicates a risk of reduced deterrence for legal
subjects with substantial economic capacity.

This problem cannot be fully replaced by additional punishment. Article
58 of Law Number 22 of 2001 provides for the confiscation of goods used for or
obtained from the criminal offense. This instrument is relevant as a complement
to sentencing, but it cannot automatically replace the function of the principal
criminal fine. Confiscation depends on proof, the object subject to confiscation, and
judicial consideration. Therefore, additional punishmentin the form of confiscation
of goods used for or obtained from the offense cannot justify a reduced principal
criminal fine limit that is not commensurate with the scale of loss or benefit
arising from the offense. The function of criminal fines must remain preserved as
a principal instrument to prevent offenders from enjoying the proceeds of crime.

Where a legal change is more favorable to the defendant, criminal law
recognizes the principle of applying the more favorable provision under positive
criminal law. This study does not reject the applicability of that principle. The
criticism raised concerns about legislative policy. The legislature must be
more careful when adjusting penalties for economic criminal offenses with
broad consequences. Where penalty adjustment disproportionately reduces
the effectiveness of criminal prevention, the matter requiring correction is the
formulation of legislative policy, not a fundamental principle of criminal law.
Fitri et al. (2024) place the principle of legality as a guarantee of legal certainty.
Nugraha et al. (2025) show that the transformation of Indonesia’s criminal law
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system must maintain a balance between criminal law reform and sentencing
effectiveness. Accordingly, this study’s recommendation is situated in the field of
legislative reform, not in a proposal for judges to disregard positive criminal law
or to select again a criminal formulation that has been amended.

Weaknesses in legislative policy formulation must also be read in the
context of economic criminal offenses and energy regulation. Aulia et al. (2025)
show that the mixing of fuel oil in a manner that fails to meet standards and quality
requirements is connected to political-economic issues in energy regulation.
Therefore, criminal enforcement cannot be separated from policies governing
trade order. Where criminal fines are too low, Business Entities or Permanent
Establishments may treat them as a penal consequence that fails to serve as an
adequate deterrent. This condition is dangerous in the energy sector because fuel
oil counterfeiting affects consumers, state revenue, and the distribution order.

These impacts are increasingly relevant in relation to public loss and fiscal
burden. Dewi et al. (2022) show that fuel oil is directly connected to society’s
purchasing power for basic needs. Rahayu et al. (2025) affirm that the circulation
of counterfeit energy products harms consumers economically. Sa’diyah et al.
(2025) situate fuel oil within the context of subsidy policy and its consequences
for budgetary resilience. Within the framework of strategic natural resource
management, Sulaiman et al. (2025) also demonstrate the importance of policies
aligned with legal certainty and strengthened governance. Therefore, the reduction
of criminal fines for fuel oil counterfeiting cannot be positioned merely as technical
harmonization. It constitutes a criminal policy issue affecting society’s economic
protection.

These findings show that the central problem of Law Number 1 of 2026
in the context of fuel oil counterfeiting is the mismatch between the nature of
the criminal offense, the consequences caused, and the severity of the threatened
penalty. The alternative-cumulative formulation provides sentencing options.
At the same time, category V reduces the effectiveness of criminal fines. Where
both changes operate together, sentencing for economic criminal offenses risks
becoming less proportionate. Therefore, law enforcement authorities must
optimize the imposition of imprisonment and criminal fines when supported by
the elements of the case. At the same time, the legislature needs to reassess the
classification of criminal fines for economic criminal offenses in the petroleum and
natural gas sector as a sector that controls resources essential to the livelihood of
the people.

Prescriptively, criminal policy reform cannot be carried out by selecting an
old norm and amending itagain. Reform mustbe carried out through the enactment
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of explicit sector-specific norms. First, the legislature needs to reformulate the
model of criminal sanctions for certain economic offenses in the petroleum and
natural gas sector, particularly where the nature of the conduct is oriented toward
obtaining economic benefit and produces broad consequences. Second, the
classification of criminal fines for Business Entities or Permanent Establishments
in energy sector offenses must be formulated specifically so that it is not applied
directly without a normative exception to a fine category that is too low. Thus, the
basis of this study’s recommendation is the need to enact sector-specific criminal
provisions that expressly determine a proportionate maximum criminal fine.

Sector-specific criminal provisions must be formulated in legislation that
expressly governs criminal offenses in the petroleum and natural gas sector. A new
formulation is necessary to avoid uncertainty concerning the maximum criminal
fine for Business Entities or Permanent Establishments. It is also necessary so
that sentencing proportionality does not depend solely on judicial interpretation
but is expressly determined by the legislature. Under this model, the criticism of
Law Number 1 of 2026 remains within the field of legislative policy. The criticism
is not directed at reinstating an amended criminal norm, but at promoting the
enactment of a new norm that is more consistent with the character of economic
criminal offenses in the energy sector.

Accordingly, Law Number 1 of 2026 cannot be positioned merely as an
instrument of technical adjustment to sector-specific criminal provisions. This Law
must be assessed based on its impact on the effectiveness of law enforcement in the
petroleum and natural gas sector, particularly because changes such as sanctions
and the reduction of the criminal fine to category V may affect the proportionality
of sentencing for economic criminal offenses. In fuel oil counterfeiting, reductions
of criminal fines and changes to sanctions may reduce the effectiveness of criminal
prevention, particularly in cases involving Business Entities or Permanent
Establishments with substantial economic capacity. Therefore, criminal policy
reform in the petroleum and natural gas sector must ensure conformity among
legal certainty, sentencing proportionality, protection of society, and restoration
of the order of fuel oil trade.

CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGESTIONS

Fuel oil counterfeiting in downstream petroleum and natural gas business

activities cannot always be classified as a single criminal offense. Article 54 of Law

Number 22 of 2001, whose criminal provision has been amended by Law Number 1

of 2026, remains the principal basis for sentencing in cases of fuel oil counterfeiting.
Article 56 of Law Number 22 of 2001 provides the basis for imposing liability

on Business Entities or Permanent Establishments and their management. The
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application of concurrent offenses is necessary when the facts of the case show other
conduct that satisfies the elements of a criminal offense, such as licensing violations,
illegal transportation, unlawful trading, fraudulent measurement, or fraud. However,
the application of concurrent offenses must remain subject to the principle of legality
and must not extend the formulation of an article beyond its prescribed elements.

An examination of amendments to laws and regulations shows that, prior to
the amendment, Article 53 could only serve as a historical basis for explaining the
direction of change in the criminal regulation of unlicensed downstream activities.
This provision is not positioned as a positive legal norm that remains applicable after
amendment. Meanwhile, Article 52, in its formulation applicable after amendment
and adjustment, must be interpreted restrictively, limited to the elements of
exploration and/or exploitation without business licensing or a cooperation contract.
Therefore, Article 52 is not properly positioned as the general basis for all unlicensed
downstream activities. This distinction is necessary to maintain the juridical validity
of the manuscript and to avoid an analogical expansion of criminal norms.

Law Number 1 of 2026 creates a juridical problem in sentencing effectiveness
becauseitchangesthe nature ofthe sanctioninto analternative-cumulative formulation
and reduces the criminal fine to category V. This change does not remove the criminal
qualification of the conduct, but it may reduce the effectiveness of criminal fines.
In cases involving Business Entities or Permanent Establishments, the comparison
between the historical formulation before adjustment and the category V criminal fine
reveals a mismatch between the scale of an economic criminal offense and the capacity
of the criminal fine to reduce the offender’s economic benefit. This comparison is used
only as a historical basis for assessing changes in sentencing proportionality, not to
reinstate an amended criminal norm. Additional punishmentin the form of confiscation
remains relevant, but it cannot automatically replace the role of the principal criminal
fine, as it depends on the object, proof, and judicial consideration.

Based on these findings, law enforcement authorities need to formulate charges
carefully according to the elements of each criminal offense, particularly by combining
Article 54 of Law Number 22 of 2001 juncto Law Number 1 of 2026 as the principal
basis for counterfeiting with other norms whose elements are proven in the facts of
the case. Prosecutors should seek imprisonment and criminal fines proportionate to
the facts of the case, showing the purpose of unlawfully obtaining economic benefit,
the involvement of Business Entities or Permanent Establishments, and public loss.
At the same time, the legislature needs to reassess the classification of criminal fines
for economic criminal offenses in the energy sector. Future reform should be carried
out through the enactment of explicit sector-specific criminal provisions, rather
than by amending an old criminal norm. These new provisions must determine a
maximum criminal fine proportionate to the size of Business Entities or Permanent

370



Liman, 1. Y, & Christianto, H. (2026). Examination of the Sentencing Framework ...

Establishments and ensure that penalty adjustments do not weaken the protection of
society and the order of the fuel oil trade.

REFERENCES

Afriyeni, F., & Perdana, 0. W. (2025). Analisis Hukum terhadap Tindak Pidana
Pengoplosan BBM dan Efektivitas UU Migas. Dharma Pendidikan, 20(2),
165-175. Retrieved from https://journal.upms.ac.id/index.php/jdp/article/
view /609

Arief, B. N. (2008). Bunga Rampai Kebijakan Hukum Pidana: Perkembangan
Penyusunan Konsep KUHP Baru (Edisi Kedua). Kencana Prenada Media Group.
https://books.google.co.id/books?id=Clc_DwAAQBA]

Arifin, D. J. A., Nisaa, C. A. K., Pratiwi, S. A,, Azzahra, N., & Rafidah, P. D. (2025).
Tinjauan Yuridis Implikasi Monopoli Pertamina dalam Kebijakan Satu Pintu
terhadap Investasi Sektor Hilir Migas. Jurnal IImiah Multidisiplin IImu, 2(5),
269-276. https://doi.org/10.69714/72kg0x03

Atmasasmita, R.,, & Wibowo, K. (2016). Analisis Ekonomi Mikro tentang Hukum
Pidana Indonesia. Kencana Prenada Media Group. https://books.google.co.id/
books?id=HKg-DwAAQBA]

Aulia, A., Melati, M., Nurilawati, N., & Candra, M. (2025). Dinamika Ekonomi Politik
dalam Regulasi BBM: Studi Kasus Pengoplosan Pertamax di Indonesia.
Socius: Jurnal Penelitian IImu-ilmu Sosial, 2(11), 129-133. Retrieved from
https://ojs.daarulhuda.or.id/index.php/socius/article /view /1496

Dewi, Y., Saryono, S., Dini, A., Maghfiroh, M., & Maulij, R. (2022). Dampak Kenaikan
Harga Bahan Bakar Minyak (BBM) Terhadap Sembilan Bahan Pokok (Sembako)
di Kecamatan Tambun Selatan dalam Masa Pandemi. Jurnal Citizenship Virtues,
2(2), 320-366. https://doi.org/10.37640/jcv.v2i2.1533

Erfandi, E., Fithry, A., & Rusfandi, R. (2025). Pengangkutan BBM Bersubsidi Ditinjau
dari Undangan Undangan Republik Indonesia Nomor 22 Tahun 2001 tentang
Migas. Jurnal Jendela Hukum, 12(2), 45-75. https://doi.org/10.24929/jjh.
v12i2.4662

Ermawan, R. S. D., & Sunendar, I. (2025). Perlindungan Hukum Terhadap Konsumen
atas Kecurangan Takaran BBM. Law Studies: Bandung Conference Series, 5(2),
737-744. https://doi.org/10.29313 /bcsls.v5i2.18558

Firmansyah, D. (2025). Penegakan Hukum terhadap Pelanggaran Perizinan
Pengangkutan Bahan Bakar Minyak Bumi di Indonesia. Savana: Indonesian
Journal of Natural Resources and Environmental Law, 2(1), 47-56.
https://doi.org/10.25134 /savana.v2i01.99

Fitri, F. A., Muftia, N., Trilia, 1., Munthe, A. H., & Ramlan, R. (2024). Tinjauan
Teoritis tentang Asas Legalitas dalam Hukum Pidana Indonesia. Jurnal Ilmiah
Mahasiswa Multidisiplin, 1(2), 202-209. https://doi.org/10.71153/jimmi.
v1i2.134

371


https://journal.upms.ac.id/index.php/jdp/article/view/609
https://journal.upms.ac.id/index.php/jdp/article/view/609
https://books.google.co.id/books?id=Clc_DwAAQBAJ
https://doi.org/10.69714/72kg0x03
https://books.google.co.id/books?id=HKg-DwAAQBAJ
https://books.google.co.id/books?id=HKg-DwAAQBAJ
https://ojs.daarulhuda.or.id/index.php/socius/article/view/1496
https://doi.org/10.37640/jcv.v2i2.1533
https://doi.org/10.24929/jjh.v12i2.4662
https://doi.org/10.24929/jjh.v12i2.4662
https://doi.org/10.29313/bcsls.v5i2.18558
https://doi.org/10.25134/savana.v2i01.99
https://doi.org/10.71153/jimmi.v1i2.134
https://doi.org/10.71153/jimmi.v1i2.134

SIGn Jurnal Hukum, Vol. 8 No. 1: April - September 2026

Government Regulation in Lieu of Law of the Republic of Indonesia Number 2 of
2022 on Job Creation (State Gazette of the Republic of Indonesia of 2022
Number 238, Supplement to the State Gazette of the Republic of Indonesia
Number 6841). https://peraturan.go.id/id/perppu-no-2-tahun-2022

Haki, G. L., Pello, J., Leo, R. P, & Wihelmus, B. V. (2025). Penegakan Hukum Atas
Penipuan dalam Jual-Beli Bahan Bakar Minyak di Kabupaten Belu. Petitum
Law Journal, 3(1), 185-201. https://doi.org/10.35508/pelana.v3i1.22168

Hiariej, E. 0. S. (2016). Prinsip-Prinsip Hukum Pidana (Edisi Revisi). Cahaya Atma
Pustaka. https://books.google.co.id/books?id=qtSVAQAACAA]

Humas Polri. (2025, December 12). Sindikat Pemalsuan BBM Bersubsidi di Subang
Diungkap, Negara Rugi Miliaran Rupiah. Media Hub Humas Polri. Retrieved
April 5, 2026, from https://mediahub.polri.go.id/in/polda/maluku-utara/
image/detail /319477

Husnaldi, H., Saputra, R. P,, & Miswar, M. (2024). Penegakan Hukum Tindak Pidana
Larangan Niaga Bahan Bakar Minyak Bersubsidi Berdasarkan Pasal 55 Undang-
Undang Nomor 22 Tahun 2001 tentang Minyak dan Gas Bumi di Wilayah
Hukum Polres Kampar. jurnal Pendidikan Tambusai, 8(2), 18269-18277.
Retrieved from https://jptam.org/index.php/jptam/article/view /15027

Irwansyah. (2020). Penelitian Hukum: Pilihan Metode & Praktik Penulisan Artikel.
Mirra Buana Media.

Keintjem, F. A, Elias, R. F.,, & Nachrawy, N. (2021). Konsep Perbarengan Tindak
Pidana (Concurcus)MenurutKitab Undang-Undang Hukum Pidana. Lex Crimen:
Jurnal Elektronik Bagian Hukum Pidana, 10(5), 190-198. Retrieved from
https://ejournal.unsrat.ac.id/index.php/lexcrimen/article/view /33437

Law of the Republic of Indonesia Number 22 of 2001 on Petroleum and Natural
Gas (State Gazette of the Republic of Indonesia of 2001 Number 136,
Supplement to the State Gazette of the Republic of Indonesia Number 4152).
https://dpr.go.id/dokumen/jdih/undang-undang/detail /353

Law of the Republic of Indonesia Number 1 of 2023 on the Penal Code (State
Gazette of the Republic of Indonesia of 2023 Number 1, Supplement
to the State Gazette of the Republic of Indonesia Number 6842).
https://dpr.go.id/dokumen/jdih/undang-undang/detail /1818

Law of the Republic of Indonesia Number 6 of 2023 on Enactment of Government
Regulation in Lieu of Law Number 2 of 2022 on Job Creation Into
Law (State Gazette of the Republic of Indonesia of 2023 Number 41,
Supplement to the State Gazette of the Republic of Indonesia Number 6856).
https://dpr.go.id/dokumen/jdih/undang-undang/detail /1825

Law of the Republic of Indonesia Number 1 of 2026 on Penal Adjustment (State
Gazette of the Republic of Indonesia of 2026 Number 1, Supplement
to the State Gazette of the Republic of Indonesia Number 7153).
https://dpr.go.id/dokumen/jdih/undang-undang/detail /2012

372


https://peraturan.go.id/id/perppu-no-2-tahun-2022
https://doi.org/10.35508/pelana.v3i1.22168
https://books.google.co.id/books?id=qtSVAQAACAAJ
https://mediahub.polri.go.id/in/polda/maluku-utara/image/detail/319477
https://mediahub.polri.go.id/in/polda/maluku-utara/image/detail/319477
https://jptam.org/index.php/jptam/article/view/15027
https://ejournal.unsrat.ac.id/index.php/lexcrimen/article/view/33437
https://dpr.go.id/dokumen/jdih/undang-undang/detail/353
https://dpr.go.id/dokumen/jdih/undang-undang/detail/1818
https://dpr.go.id/dokumen/jdih/undang-undang/detail/1825
https://dpr.go.id/dokumen/jdih/undang-undang/detail/2012

Liman, 1. Y, & Christianto, H. (2026). Examination of the Sentencing Framework ...

Lumeno, M. C., Setlight, M. M. M., & Gerungan, A. E. (2025). Tanggung Jawab
Pertamina Atas Pemalsuan Produk Pertamax dalam Kerangka Perlindungan
Konsumen. Lex Crimen: Jurnal Elektronik Bagian Hukum Pidana, 13(5), 1-12.
Retrieved from  https://ejournal.unsrat.ac.id/v3/index.php/lexcrimen/
article/view /64262

Mulyana, A. 0., & Lukitasari,D.(2022). Penerapan Aturan Perbuatan Berlanjutdalam
Putusan Perkara Pidana. Recidive: Jurnal Hukum Pidana dan Penanggulangan
Kejahatan, 11(3), 267-274. https://doi.org/10.20961 /recidive.v11i3.67459

Nugraha, R. S., Rohaedi, E., Kusnadi, N., & Abid, A. (2025). The Transformation
of Indonesia’s Criminal Law System: Comprehensive Comparison
between the Old and New Penal Codes. Reformasi Hukum, 29(1), 1-21.
https://doi.org/10.46257/jrh.v29i1.1169

Nurhasanah, F, Malihah, S. N, & Situmorang, V. T. (2026). Analisis Hukum
Perlindungan Konsumen terhadap Praktik Pengoplosan Bahan Bakar
Minyak Pertamax Berdasarkan Undang-Undang Nomor 8 Tahun 1999.
Demokrasi: Jurnal Riset Ilmu Hukum, Sosial dan Politik, 3(2), 77-87.
https://doi.org/10.62383 /demokrasi.v3i2.1649

Pohan, C. R., Sugiarto, L., Hidayat, A., & Martitah, M. (2025). The Paradox of Mineral
Downstreaming: An Economic Analysis of Mining Regulatory Disharmony in
Indonesia. SIGn Jurnal Hukum, 7(1), 519-543. https://doi.org/10.37276/sjh.
v7i1.465

Qamar, N., & Rezah, F. S. (2020). Metode Penelitian Hukum: Doktrinal dan Non-
Doktrinal. CV. Social Politic Genius (SIGn). https://books.google.co.id/
books?id=TAQHEAAAQBA]

Rahayu, L. P. N, Mahadewi, K. ], Sutrisni, K. E., & Nandari, N. P. S. (2025).
Perlindungan Konsumen Atas Kerugian Ekonomi Akibat Pertamax
Oplosan dalam Perspektif Undang-Undang Perlindungan Konsumen.
Al-Zayn: Jurnal Ilmu Sosial & Hukum, 3(5), 6124-6135. Retrieved from
https://ejournal.yayasanpendidikandzurriyatulquran.id/index.php/alzayn/
article/view /2231

Rahman, H., & Abadi, S. (2025). Peran Penalaran Hukum dalam Penegakan Hukum
Tindak Pidana Penyalahgunaan Bahan Bakar Minyak Bersubsidi. Law and
Humanity: Jurnal Magister Hukum, 3(1), 24-42. https://doi.org/10.37504/
lh.v3i1.707

Sa’diyah, S. S., Saepudin, E. A, Cahya, R. Rosita, S. L, & Ayun, N. Q. (2025).
Kebijakan Subsidi BBM. Ekopedia: Jurnal Ilmu Ekonomi, 1(2), 286-293.
https://doi.org/10.63822/bbs6f165

Sampara, S., & Husen, L. 0. (2016). Metode Penelitian Hukum. Kretakupa Print.

373


https://ejournal.unsrat.ac.id/v3/index.php/lexcrimen/article/view/64262
https://ejournal.unsrat.ac.id/v3/index.php/lexcrimen/article/view/64262
https://doi.org/10.20961/recidive.v11i3.67459
https://doi.org/10.46257/jrh.v29i1.1169
https://doi.org/10.62383/demokrasi.v3i2.1649
https://doi.org/10.37276/sjh.v7i1.465
https://doi.org/10.37276/sjh.v7i1.465
https://books.google.co.id/books?id=TAQHEAAAQBAJ
https://books.google.co.id/books?id=TAQHEAAAQBAJ
https://ejournal.yayasanpendidikandzurriyatulquran.id/index.php/alzayn/article/view/2231
https://ejournal.yayasanpendidikandzurriyatulquran.id/index.php/alzayn/article/view/2231
https://doi.org/10.37504/lh.v3i1.707
https://doi.org/10.37504/lh.v3i1.707
https://doi.org/10.63822/bbs6f165

SIGn Jurnal Hukum, Vol. 8 No. 1: April - September 2026

Samuji, S., Nurahman, D., Dewi, S., Kusumawardhani, D. L. L. H. N., & Sunarto, S.
(2025). Analisis Hukum Pidana Terhadap Pelaku Pemalsuan Pertamax dalam
Perspektif Undang-Undang Migas. Jurnal Kolaboratif Sains, 8(3), 1413-1419.
Retrieved from https://jurnal.unismuhpalu.ac.id/index.php/jks/article/
view/7185

Slamet, S., Subekti, S., & Soekorini, N. (2023). Law Enforcement on Perpetrators
of Fuel Oil and Gas Counterfeiting in Bangilan, Tuban. lus Positum: Journal of
Law Theory and Law Enforcement, 2(1), 96-104. https://doi.org/10.56943/
jlte.v2i1.272

Sulaiman, S., Mastura, M., & Mumaddadah, M. (2025). The Legal Policy of
Decentralization in Strategic Natural Resource Management: Acceleration of
Local Government Independence Pursuant to the Rule of Law Principle. SIGn
Jurnal Hukum, 7(2), 992-1006. https://doi.org/10.37276/sjh.v7i2.587

Wibowo, A. M. (2025). Assessing Consumer Protection in Indonesia’s Cooking Oil
Market: Lessons from the Minyakita Case. SIGn Jurnal Hukum, 7(1), 223-247.
https://doi.org/10.37276/sjh.v7i1.434

374


https://jurnal.unismuhpalu.ac.id/index.php/jks/article/view/7185
https://jurnal.unismuhpalu.ac.id/index.php/jks/article/view/7185
https://doi.org/10.56943/jlte.v2i1.272
https://doi.org/10.56943/jlte.v2i1.272
https://doi.org/10.37276/sjh.v7i2.587
https://doi.org/10.37276/sjh.v7i1.434

	Slide 1: DOKUMEN PENDUKUNG PUBLIKASI ARTIKEL JURNAL 
	Slide 2: Identitas Artikel Jurnal 
	Slide 3: Informasi Peringkat/Index Jurnal
	Slide 4: Tampak Depan Laman Jurnal
	Slide 5: Tim Editor
	Slide 6: Tampak Depan Laman Artikel

