PRESIDENT
UNIVERSITY

Legal Analysis of the Imposition of Criminal Punishment in the
Illegal Placement of Indonesian Migrant Workers
(Study Case: 381/Pid.Sus/2024/PNBtm)

UNDERGRADUATE THESIS

Submitted as one of the requirements to

obtain Sarjana Hukum (S.H.)

By
Jeny Aprilia
0172002200053

FACULTY OF LAW
LAWSTUDY PROGRAM
CIKARANG

September, 2025



PLAGIARISM RESULT

Thesis Jeny Aprilia.docx

ORIGINALITY REPORT

10, 9. Sy

3%

SIMILARITY INDEX INTERNET SOURCES PUBLICATIONS STUDENT PAPERS

PRIMARY SOURCES

Submitted to Syntax Corporation 1

: Student Paper %
www.scribd.com <'
= Internet Source %

ijmmu.com "

Internet Source < %
repository.unair.ac.id ?

Internet Source < %

docs.askives.com <'
Internet Source %
files.osf.io

H Internet Source < W %
journal.unpak.ac.id o

Internet Source < %
ejurnal.ung.ac.id 7

B Internet Source < %

simpelmas.trunojoyo.ac.id &=
Internet Source %

vi



5] turnitin  Page2 of 38 A1 Writing Overvien ID trnid=t:
* Caution: Review
% detected as Al s
Al detection includas the possibility of false positives. Although some text in itk h ot Al o e
this is likely Al g i, scores below the 20% threshold are not about a student's work. We encourage you to learmn more about Turniter's Al detaction
surfaced because they have a higher likelihood of fake positives, capabilities before using the tnol.
Digetaimer

Our Al writing assessment is designed to help educators identify text that might be prepared by a generative Al tool. Qur Al wniting assessment may not abways be accurate (Le., our Al models
may produce either faise positive esulls of faise negative results), so it should not be used as the ok basis Tor adverse acions against a studeny It races further scrutiny and human

Judgment in cony with an crgor

Frequently Asked Questions

How should I P s Al writing pi and false p:
The percentage shown in the Al writing report is the amount of qualifying text within the submission that Turnitin’s AT writing
detection model determines was either likely Al-g d text from & large-language model or likely Al-generated text that was

likely revised using an Al paraphrase tool or word spinner.
False positives (incorrectly flagging humar-written text as Al-generated) are a possibility in Al models.

Al detection scores under 20%, which we do not surface in new reports, have a higher likelihood of false positives. To reduce the
likelihood of misinterpretation, no score or highlights are attributed and are indicated with an asterisk in the report (*%).

The Al writing percentage should not be the sole basis to determine whether misconduct has occurred. The reviewer/instructor
should use the percentage as a means to start a formative conversation with their student and/or use it to examine the submitted
assignment in accordance with their school's pokicies.

What does 'qualifying text’ mean?

. L 3 of its specific academic policies Lo determine whether any scaderye misconduct has occurrad.

Our mode! only processes qualifying text in the ferm of long-form writing. Long-form writing means individual sentences contained in paragraphs thatmake up 3
longer piece of written work, such as an essay, a dissertation, or an artidle, etc. Qualifying text that has been determined to be likely Al-generated will be

highlighted in cyan in the and bkely Al-ge d and then likely Al-paraphrased will be highlighted purple.

Non-qualifying text, such as bullet points, annotated bibliographies, etc., will not be processed and can create disparity between the submission highlights and the

percentage shown.

EIJ TUrNItin Pao=20735-Al Writing Overvien

vii

1D trmioid=1:

~

N
(

AJ

oo



TABLE OF CONTENTS

THESIS ADVISOR RECOMMENDATION LETTER .....cccceioiiviiiiiiiniiieiieee 1
PANEL OF EXAMINERS APPROVAL FORM......ccccoioiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeee il
STATEMENT OF ORIGINALITY ...eoteiieiieieeienteeeeseeie et il
SCIENTIFIC PUBLICATION APPROVAL FOR ACADEMIC INTEREST....... v
ADVISOR’S APPROVAL FOR PUBLICATION ......cociiiiiiiiinieieeieeieieeeniene v
PLAGIARISM RESULT ...ttt vi
ACKNOWLEDGMENT ......ootiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeee sttt sttt viil
TABLE OF CONTENTS ..ottt X
ABSTRAK .ttt xi
ABSTRACT ...ttt ettt sttt ettt e e e st e nseenneeneenaeenes xi
CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION........ccciiiiiiiiiinitiieeiesieeie ettt 1
1.1. Background of the Problem ............cccceoviiiiiiiieniieeeeeeeee e 1
1.2. Research QUESHIONS .......cccuviiieeiiiiee et ettt e et e et e e e e e 3
1.3. Purpose Benefits of WITting .........cccccueeviiiriienieiiieiieeieeee e 3
1.4, Benefits of WITHNG .....cooviiiiiiiieiieeie et 3
1.5. Conceptual Framework and Theoretical Approach............ccccevevveenneennne. 4
1.5.1. Conceptual Framework ...........ccccccovreiiiiiiiieeieeeie e 4

1.5.2. Theoretical APProach..........cccecueeeviieeeiiieeiiie e 6

1.6. Research Methodology ........ccccueieiiiiiiiiiiiiieiieeee e 8
1.6.1. Research Approach.........ccccceeeeviieiiiieeiiieeiie e 8

1.6.2. Types of ReS€arch.......cccoccuiieviiiiiiieeciieeeeee e 9
CHAPTER 2 DISCUSSION ....ooiiiiiiiiiieieiieniteieeestete ettt 11

2.1. The criminal punishment imposed on perpetrators of illegal placement of
Indonesian migrant workers as decided in Court Decision Number

381/Pid.Sus/2024/PN Bt ....cc.covuiiiiiiieiinieniieieceieeie e 11
2.1.1. Protection and Placement of Indonesian Migrant Workers ......... 13
2.1.2. Indications of human trafficking ............ccoccoeviiiiiiniiniini 14
2.2. The government prevents human trafficking of Indonesian migrant
WOTKETS ...ttt ettt et et sb et sttt e b enee 15
2.2.1. Indonesian Migrant Workers Protection Agency (BP2MI).......... 16
2.2.2. The Police Actions in Combating Human Trafficking................. 18

1X



2.2.3. Preventive measures Immigration ...........cccceeeeeeieeeneesieenieeieenne, 23

CHAPTER 3 CLOSING......cutitiiiieieciesieete ettt ettt sse e eseesaeaesessesse e 28
3.1 CONCIUSION vttt sttt 28
3.2, SUZEESTION ..eeiiniiieiiieiie ettt ettt ettt et e st e e bt e et e e teeenteeseesnseenees 28

BIBLIOGRAPHY ..ottt 30



ABSTRAK

Penjatuhan hukuman terhadap pelaku penempatan ilegal Pekerja Migran
Indonesia (PMI) dalam upaya pencegahan Tindak Pidana Perdagangan Orang
(TPPO) berdasarkan Putusan No. 381/Pid.Sus/2024/PN Btm, yang muncul dari
maraknya kasus PMI ilegal dengan risiko pelanggaran keselamatan, serta hukuman
yang dinilai kurang memberikan efek jera. Penelitian ini untuk mengetahui
penjatuhan hukuman pidana terhadap pelaku penempatan ilegal Pekerja Migran
Indonesia dalam Putusan Pengadilan Nomor 381/Pid.Sus/2024/PNBtm, dan upaya
pemerintah yang dapat memberikan dalam pencegahan Tindak Pidana Perdagangan
Orang terhadap pekerja migran Indonesia (PMI). Dengan menggunakan pendekatan
hukum normatif dan metode studi kasus, data dianalisis secara kualitatif
berdasarkan putusan pengadilan, peraturan perundang-undangan, dan literatur
hukum. Temuan penelitian menunjukkan bahwa hukuman denda sebesar 5 tahun
penjara, dan Rp.4.375.000.000 (empat miliar tiga ratus tujuh puluh lima juta rupiah)
atau hukuman penjara hanya 6 bulan, kurang nya mencerminkan efek jera terhadap
pelanggaran di masa depan, sehingga menjaga risiko terulangnya kembali, dan
pentingnya peningkatan pengawasan terhadap calon calon Pekerja Migran
Indonesia. Kebaruan penelitian ini terletak pada pengintegrasian teori Pemidanaan
untuk mengkaji efek jera, analisis kasus-kasus terkini.

Kata Kunci: Penempatan Ilegal, Pekerja Migran Indonesia, Perdagangan Orang

ABSTRACT

The imposition of sentences on perpetrators of illegal placement of
Indonesian Migrant Workers (PMI) in an effort to prevent the Crime of Human
Trafficking (TPPO) based on Decision No. 381/Pid.Sus/2024/PN Btm, which
arose from the rampant cases of illegal PMI with the risk of safety violations, as
well as sentences that were considered to have less deterrent effect. This study
aims to determine the imposition of criminal sentences on perpetrators of illegal
placement of Indonesian Migrant Workers in Court Decision Number
381/Pid.Sus/2024/PNBtm, and government efforts that can be provided in
preventing the Crime of Human Trafficking against Indonesian migrant workers
(PMI). Using a normative legal approach and case study method, data were
analyzed qualitatively based on court decisions, laws and regulations, and legal
literature. The research findings indicate that a fine of 5 years and Rp.
4,375,000,000 (four billion three hundred and seventy-five million rupiah) or a
prison sentence of only 6 months does not adequately deter future violations,
thereby reducing the risk of recurrence. This study emphasizes the importance of
increased supervision of prospective Indonesian migrant workers. The novelty of
this research lies in the integration of criminalization theory to examine the
deterrent effect and analysis of recent cases.

Keywords: Illegal Placement, Indonesian Migrant Workers, Human Trafficking
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