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ABSTRACT: The concept of state financial losses holds a
crucia position in the Indonesian legal system. However, the use
of the terms “state losses” and “state financial losses” in various
laws and regulations still creates differing interpretations that
could potentially reduce legal certainty. This issue gained
congtitutional relevance following Constitutional Court Decision
Number 66/PUU-XX1V/2026, which affirmed the interpretation
of the phrase “state losses” as “state financial 1osses”. This study
aims to analyze the Congitutional Court's constitutional
argumentation in this decision and examine its implications for
the congtitutional boundaries of the concept of state financial
losses in the Indonesian legal system. The research problem
focuses on the constitutional basis of the argumentation used by
the Court and the legal consequences arising from this
interpretation. The novelty of this study lies in the study of the
Constitutional Court's constitutional argumentation, which has
not received much attention in previous literature, which focuses
more on aspects of criminal law and administrative law. This
research is a normative lega research with a statutory,
conceptual, and case-based approach. The lega material is
analyzed through legal reasoning using legal interpretation
methods, legal theory, constitutional law doctrine, and relevant
legal principles. Theresearch results show that the Constitutional
Court affirms state financial loss as a legal concept with clear,
measurable, and accountable normative boundaries. This
interpretation strengthens legal certainty and consistency in the
meaning of state financia loss while aso affirming the
congtitutional limits of its use in the Indonesian legal system.
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INTRODUCTION

The concept of state financial lossisakey element in corruption offenses, encompassing
not only direct losses to state finances but aso losses resulting from the unlawful management
of public resources (Afandi et al., 2026). In practice, state financial losses not only serve as an
indicator of harm to state interests but also serve asabasisfor determining legal accountability.
From a criminal law perspective, state financial losses relate to the fulfillment of certain
elements of a crime, while in state administrative law, these losses serve as the basis for
assessing government actions and administrative accountability (Suhendar & Kartono, 2020) .

However, the meaning of state losses and state financial losses remains debated, as
different laws employ these terms inconsistently. This terminologica divergence may create
legal uncertainty regarding the scope of losses covered by the concept (Dahoklory, 2020). This
ambiguity has implications for differences in interpretation by state institutions, law
enforcement officers and courts in applying norms relating to state losses.

A significant devel opment occurred through Constitutional Court Decision No. 66/PUU-
XXI1V/2026, which affirmed that the phrase “state losses” should be interpreted as “tate
financial losses”. This decision demonstrates the Constitutional Court's role as the guardian of
the constitution, ensuring legal certainty regarding norms that have the potential to be open to
multiple interpretations (Aryati, 2026). Through its authority to test laws, the Constitutional
Court not only resolves issues of the constitutionality of norms, but also shapes lega
developments by affirming the constitutional meaning of a norm (Laksono & Anggriawan,
2025).

This decision has an important meaning because it relates to the constitutional limits on
the use of the concept of state financial losses in the administration of government and the
implementation of the state's financia oversight function (Madjid & Akbar, 2023). The
affirmation of the meaning of state financial 1osses extends beyond terminology, asit relatesto
legal certainty, institutional authority, and the protection of constitutional rights (SAFAR,
2025). Therefore, the Constitutional Court's decision needs to be studied further to understand
the constitutional construction used by the Court in limiting the scope of state financial losses.

Previous studies have primarily examined state financial losses in the context of
corruption, loss assessment mechanisms, the authority of the Supreme Audit Agency, and
administrative accountability. While some studies discuss the implications of Constitutional
Court Decision No. 25/PUU-X1V/2016, limited attention has been given to the Constitutional

Court’s constitutional reasoning in defining state financial losses and the implications of
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Constitutional Court Decision No. 66/PUU-XXI1V/2026 for legal development and state
financial governance.

This gap highlights the need to examine how the Constitutional Court interprets the
phrase “state losses” as “state financial losses” and its constitutional implications. This study
addresses that gap by positioning Constitutional Court Decision Number 66/PUU-XX1V/2026
as an instrument for affirming the constitutional limits of state financial losses. It thereby
contributes to constitutional law scholarship and to understanding the relationship between
state financial law, administrative law, and criminal law.

Based on this description, this study examines two main issues. First, how the
Congtitutional Court's constitutional argumentation in Decision Number 66/PUU-XX1V/2026
interprets the phrase “state losses” as "state financial losses”. Second, what are the legal
implications of this interpretation for the constitutional limits of the concept of state financial
losses in the Indonesian legal system? These issues are important to examine, given that the
Consgtitutional Court's interpretation not only determines the meaning of a norm but also
influences the formation and implementation of laws related to the management and
accountability of state finances.

This study aims to analyze the Constitutional Court’s constitutional arguments in
interpreting the phrase “state losses” as “state financial losses” and to examine the implications
of thisinterpretation for the constitutional limits of state financial losses. The study contributes
to constitutional law scholarship on the role of constitutional interpretation in shaping legal
norms and offers insights for promoting legal certainty in the regulation of state financial

| osses.

LITERATURE REVIEW

State financial loss is a central concept in Indonesian public law. Various studies have
addressed this concept from the perspectives of state financia law, state administrative law,
and criminal corruption law. Inthe study of state financial law, state financial lossisunderstood
as a real and definite reduction in state assets due to unlawful acts or negligence in the
management of state finances (Husna et al., 2025). This concept is an important instrument in
realizing accountability in state financial management and protection of public assets.

The development of the literature shows that academic attention to state financial losses
is more focused on the aspects of proof and legal accountability. Fatkhurohman and Nalom
Kurniawan highlight the change in the concept of statefinancial lossesfollowing Constitutional
Court Decision No. 25/PUU-XI1V/2016, which shifted the approach from potentia loss to
actual loss (Fatkhurohman & Kurniawan, 2017). A similar study was conducted by
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Muhammad Iftar Aryaputra, B. Rini Heryanti, and Dhian Indah Astanti who examined the
implications of removing the phrase “can” in criminal acts of corruption on proving the element
of state financial loss (Aryaputra et al., 2017).

Another study was a so conducted by Dedy L ontoh Tulung who examined the shift from
formal crimes to material crimes in corruption cases related to state financial losses (Tulung,
2018). On the other hand, Erwin Ubwarin and Yonna Beatrix Salamor examined the
mechanism for recovering state losses following Constitutional Court Decision Number
25/PUU-X1V/2016 (Ubwarin & Salamor, 2017).

Despite their significant contributions, these studies have focused on the crimina and
administrative law dimensions. Studies on state financial losses from a constitutional law
perspective, particularly those related to the Constitutional Court's constitutional
argumentation in defining state losses, remain relatively limited. Therefore, this study attempts
to fill this gap by anayzing Constitutional Court Decision No. 66/PUU-XX1V/2026 as an
instrument for establishing the constitutional limits of state financial losses. The focus of this
research is not directed at the aspects of proving corruption or administrative accountability,
but rather on the Constitutional Court's constitutional argumentation in shaping the meaning of

norms and their implications for the Indonesian state system.

METHODOLOGY

This research is a normative lega study that focuses on the study of legal norms, legad
principles, doctrines, and court decisions related to the establishment of constitutional limits
on state financial losses. Normative legal research was chosen because the object of this study
liesin legal norms contained in laws and Constitutional Court decisions. This research uses a
legidative approach, a conceptual approach, and a case approach.

The legal materials used consist of primary legal materials, secondary legal materials,
and tertiary legal materials. Primary legal materials include the 1945 Constitution of the
Republic of Indonesia, Law Number 17 of 2003 concerning State Finance, Law Number 1 of
2004 concerning State Treasury, Law Number 15 of 2006 concerning the Audit Board, Law
Number 30 of 2014 concerning Government, Constitutional Court Decision Number 66/PUU-
XX1V/2026, and Constitutional Court Decision Number 25/PUU-X1V/2016. Secondary legal
materials consist of books, scientific journa articles, research results, and other academic
works relevant to constitutional law and state financial law. Tertiary legal materias include
legal dictionaries, legal encyclopedias, and other reference sources that support research.

The collection of legal materials was conducted through a literature study by

inventorying, classifying, and reviewing all legal materials relevant to the research focus.
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Furthermore, the collected legal materials were analyzed through legal reasoning. The legal
material analysis techniques used were legal interpretation in the form of grammatical
interpretation, systematic interpretation, and teleological/sociological interpretation. In
addition to legal interpretation, legal theories and legal principlesrelevant to this research were
used. Through this process, legal arguments were obtained regarding the construction of
constitutional interpretation used by the Constitutional Court in Decision Number 66/PUU-
XX1V/2026 and itsimplications for the establishment of constitutional limits on the concept of

state financial losses in the Indonesian legal system.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Construction of Constitutional Argumentsby the Constitutional Court in Confirming the
Meaning of State Financial L osses.

Constitutional Court Decision Number 66/PUU-XXI1V/2026 stems from the issue of
inconsistent use of terminology in Law Number 30 of 2014 concerning Government
Administration. The Petitioners argue that the use of the phrase “state financial loss” in Article
16 paragraph (6), Article 20 paragraph (2) letter ¢, and Article 20 paragraph (4) of Law Number
30 of 2014 concerning Government Administration creates ambiguity because the term is
commonly used in the criminal law regime for corruption, while the mechanisms regulated in
Article 20 paragraph (5) and Article 20 paragraph (6) of Law Number 30 of 2014 concerning
Government Administration are administrative mechanisms oriented towards supervision and
recovery. Therefore, the Petitioners request that the word “finance” be removed so that the
phrase changes to “state loss”.

The Constitutional Court disagreed with this argument. In its legal considerations, the
Court emphasized that if all the phrases “state financial losses” in the norms of Article 20
paragraph (2) letter c and Article 20 paragraph (4) in Law 30/2014 were changed to "state
losses" then this would have a very broad meaning and significance (Putusan Mahkamah
Konstituss Nomor 66/PUU-XXI1V/2026, 2026). As a result, any administrative error has the
potential to be interpreted as a state |oss without a definite measure. (Husna et al., 2025). This
demonstrates the Court's efforts to maintain legal certainty by ensuring that administrative
accountability norms have clear boundaries of meaning and can be applied consistently.

This shows that the Court uses a grammatical interpretation of the terms used by the
legislators in Article 20 paragraph (2) letter ¢ and Article 20 paragraph (4) of Law Number 30
of 2014 concerning State Administration. Linguistically, the term “state loss" has a broader
scope than “state financial loss”. The first term can cover various state interests that are

financial and non-financial, while the second term specifically refers to the reduction in state
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assets that can be measured in monetary value (Hardinata, 2022). Therefore, the use of the
word “finance” serves to limit the scope of the object of loss referred to by the norm, thereby
providing clarity of meaning and preventing overly broad interpretation.

In addition to using grammatical interpretation, the Court also applies systematic
interpretation by placing the norms being tested within the entire state financial legal system.
Article 1 number 1 of Law Number 17 of 2003 concerning State Finances states that “State
Finances are dl rights and obligations of the state that can be valued in money, as well as
everything in the form of money or goods that can be made state property in connection with
the implementation of these rights and obligations” Furthermore, Article 1 number 22 of Law
Number 1 of 2004 concerning State Treasury defines “State/Regional Losses are shortages of
money, securities, and goods, the amount of which isreal and certain as a result of unlawful
acts, whether intentional or negligent”. This definition shows that |osses that are the object of
state financial management and accountability are basically losses that can be measured
concretely.

The relationship between the tested norms and various regulations in the field of state
finances shows that the meaning of state financial 10sses cannot be understood separately from
the legal system that regulates them. Within this framework, state financial losses are limited
to losses that can be identified, calculated, and proven (Herwibowo, 2016). Therefore, the use
of the term “state financial losses” in Law Number 30 of 2014 is consistent with the state
finance framework established in related legidlation, thereby promoting coherence, consistency
of meaning, and legal certainty in public administration.

The construction of the Court's argument becomes increasingly apparent when referring
to the Constitutional Court Decision Number 25/PUU-X1V/2016 and the Constitutional Court
Decision Number 66/PUU-XXIV/2026. In its considerations in Decison No. 25/PUU-
X1V/2016, the Constitutional Court affirmed that state loss refers to a material concept
requiring an actual and real loss to state finances. This understanding aligns with Article 32
paragraph (1) of the Corruption Law, which explains that such loss must be cal culable based
on findings of the authorized institution or a public accountant (Putusan Mahkamah Konstitusi
Nomor 25/PUU-XI1V/2016, 2016).

Furthermore, in the legal considerations of Constitutional Court Decision Number
66/PUU-XX1V/2026, the Constitutional Court emphasized that the norm of Article 20
paragraph (4) of Law 30/2014 is part of the regulation on the prohibition of abuse of authority,
the substance of which further regulates the provisions of the norm of Article 20 paragraph (2)

of Law 30/2014, which emphasizes that one of the results of supervision by the government's

193 |Page



Confirmation of Constitutional Limits on State Financial Losses Trough Constitutional Court Decisions

internal supervisory apparatus is that there are administrative errors that cause state financial
losses. In this case, the state financia losses must be returned (Putusan Mahkamah Konstitus
Nomor 66/PUU-XX1V/2026, 2026).

In its considerations, the Constitutional Court in Decision No. 66/PUU-XX1V/2026
reaffirmed its earlier rulings in Decisions No. 25/PUU-XIV/2016 and No. 28/PUU-
XXI1V/2026, emphasizing that state financial losses must be clear and measurable. The Court
further noted that replacing the term “state financial losses” with “state losses” would broaden
the meaning excessively and blur legal boundaries, as virtually any administrative error could
be interpreted as a state loss. (Putusan Mahkamah Konstituss Nomor 66/PUU-XX1V/2026,
2026).

Based on the Constitutional Court’s considerations, the use of the term “state financial
loss” in Article 20 paragraphs (5) and (6) of Law Number 30 of 2014 confirms that the loss
must be rea and measurable. This provides clarity on the object of loss that underlies
accountability and recovery in government administration (Arief, 2022). Therefore, this
regulation supports the consistency of the meaning of norms and strengthens legal certainty in
their application.

The assertion that there must be real, definite, and measurable state financial 1osses
demonstrates that administrative accountability cannot be based on allegations or potential
losses that have not yet been proven. From an administrative law perspective, clarity about the
object of the loss is an essential requirement for ensuring accountability in government
administration and preventing the imposition of sanctions based on broad interpretations
(Syahrul 1bad, 2026). Therefore, the use of the term "state financial loss' functions as a
normative limitation as well as an objective parameter in determining the existence of legal
responsibility.

Through ateleological interpretation, the Court's affirmation of the use of the term “state
financial loss” can be interpreted as an effort to maintain legal certainty in the regulation and
application of norms. A clear interpretation of the term is essential to prevent overly broad
interpretations and maintain clear legal boundaries (Law et al., 2026). Thisis consistent with
the principle of legal certainty enshrined in Articles 1(3) and 28D (1) of the 1945 Constitution.
Accordingly, the term “state financial loss” serves not only a terminological function but also
promotes consistency and certainty in the application of the law.

From the perspective of the rule of law, the Court’s decision extends beyond assessing
constitutionality. By clarifying the meaning of “state financial loss,” the Court enhances legal

certainty and reduces the potential for divergent interpretations in the application of the law
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(SHEKAR, 2025). Thus, the a quo decision strengthens the consistency of legal certainty and
supports the maintenance of the principles of legality and accountability in the administration
of government.

This affirmation reflects the Constitutional Court’s role in ensuring that statutory norms
remain consistent with constitutional values. Through judicia review, the Court not only
assesses constitutionality but also clarifies the constitutional meaning of legal norms (M.
Husnu Abadi, Wira Atma Hajri, 2017). In Decision Number 66/PUU-XX1V/2026, the Court
maintained the term “state financial loss” and clarified its meaning, thereby strengthening
consistency and coherence within the legal system.

Constitutional Court Decision No. 66/PUU-XXI1V/2026 is significant for the devel opment of
constitutional and administrative law in Indonesia. By clarifying the meaning of state financia
losses, the Court strengthens legal certainty and affirms the constitutional boundaries
governing their use within the national legal system.

Legal Implications of Constitutional Court Decision Number 66/PUU-XX1V/2026 on the
Constitutional Limits of State Financial L osses.

The lega implications of Constitutional Court Decision Number 66/PUU-XX1V/2026
arenot only reflected in the ruling, but also in the affirmation of the legal meaning of the phrase
“state financial loss” in Article 20 paragraph (5) and paragraph (6) of Law Number 30 of 2014
concerning Government Administration. In carrying out its function of reviewing the law, the
Court provides clarity regarding the meaning of the terms used in the norm so as to create
harmony with Article 20 paragraph (2) letter ¢ and paragraph (4) which both use the term “state
financial loss”. This affirmation is important because it influences how the norm is understood
and applied in practice. With this clarity of meaning, the application of the norm becomes more
consistent and is able to minimize legal uncertainty that arises from the use of different terms
for the same legal object (Mery Herlina, 2024).

From the perspective of the theory of legal certainty, clarity of the meaning of normsis
aprerequisitefor the application of law that is consistent, predictable, and free from differences
in interpretation (Bhakti, 2025). In the context of Constitutional Court Decision Number
66/PUU-X X1V/2026, the affirmation of the use of the term “state financial loss” in Article 20
paragraph (5) and paragraph (6) of Law Number 30 of 2014 concerning Government
Administration provides clarity regarding the object of loss that is the basis for accountability
and recovery in the government administration mechanism. Thus, this decison not only

resolves the issue of the constitutionality of the norm being tested, but also strengthens legal
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certainty through the consistent use of terms and application of the concept of state financial
loss in the practice of government administration.

In line with the doctrine of constitutional review, Constitutional Court decisions not only
determine the constitutionality of legal norms but al so provide guidance for their interpretation
and application. As the guardian of the Constitution, the Court ensures that statutory norms
remain consistent with the 1945 Constitution and its constitutional interpretation (Rahman,
Faiz, 2024). Therefore, the implications of Decision Number 66/PUU-XXI1V/2026 extend
beyond the resolution of a specific case, contributing to the constitutional boundaries of state
financial losses in government administration and state financial management.

Thefirst implication relates to the affirmation of the scope of losses that can be the basis
for administrative action. In the legal considerations of Constitutional Court Decision Number
66/PUU-XX1V/2026, the Constitutional Court stated that the difference in the use of the phrase
“state losses” in the norms of Article 20 paragraph (5) and paragraph (6) of Law 30/2014
according to the Court has the potential to create legal uncertainty because thereis a substantial
difference in meaning between the phrases “state losses” and “state financial losses” (Putusan
Mahkamah Konstituss Nomor 66/PUU-XX1V/2026, 2026). These considerations demonstrate
the importance of using consistent terminology to describe the types of losses that form the
basis for liability and recovery in government administration mechanisms (Marojahan
Panjaitan, 2017). Thus, this decision confirms that the relevant loss in the government
administration mechanism is state financial loss, thus clarifying the scope of losses that can be
the basis for administrative action.

This assertion is important to distinguish losses that are directly related to the
management of state finances from losses that only concern the genera interests of the state.
Without clear boundaries, the concept of state loss has the potential to be interpreted broadly
and give riseto non-uniformity in the application of norms. Therefore, the use of theterm “state
financial loss” functions as alegal parameter that provides certainty regarding the type of loss
that can be the basis for accountability and recovery in government administration (Afandi et
al., 2026).

The second implication relates to strengthening the coherence of the state financial legal
system. In its considerations, the Constitutional Court stated that the phrase “state l0sses” in
Article 20 paragraphs (5) and (6) of Law Number 30 of 2014 must be interpreted as “state
financial losses”. Thisinterpretation creates harmony with Article 20 paragraph (2) letter c and
paragraph (4), which both use the term “state financial losses” (Putusan Mahkamah Konstitusi
Nomor 66/PUU-XX1V/2026, 2026). This consideration shows the importance of aligning the
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meaning of state financial losses with the state financial legal regime to maintain consistency
in the application of the law and legal certainty.

Strengthening this coherence is important to maintain a unified understanding of state
financial lossesin various legal regimes related to the management and accountability of state
finances (Tjandra, 2023). Through Decision Number 66/PUU-XXI1V/2026, the Court
emphasized that the use of the concept of state financia loss in Law Number 30 of 2014
concerning State Administration must be understood in accordance with the applicable state
financial law. Thus, this decision not only clarifies the meaning of the norm under review but
also strengthens the consistency of the application of the law regarding state financial loss.

The third implication touches on the aspect of accountability in the administration of
government. The Court emphasized that Article 20 paragraph (4) of Law Number 30 of 2014
is part of the follow-up mechanism for the results of supervision by the government's internal
supervisory apparatus regarding administrative errors that result in state financial losses as
referred to in Article 20 paragraph (2), which must be remedied through the return of funds.
(Putusan Mahkamah Konstituss Nomor 66/PUU-XXI1V/2026, 2026). The third implication
touches on the aspect of accountability in the administration of government. The Court
emphasized that Article 20 paragraph (4) of Law Number 30 of 2014 is part of the follow-up
mechanism for the results of supervision by the government's internal supervisory apparatus
regarding administrative errors that result in state financial losses as referred to in Article 20
paragraph (2), which must be remedied through the return of funds.

This affirmation provides a clear line between administrative errors and state financial
losses that can form the basis for accountability. Not every procedural violation or
administrative error automatically results in state financial losses (Juliani, 2019). Therefore,
the existence of losses must be concretely proven. With clear parameters, the accountability
process has a more objective basis and prevents sanctions based on subjective assessments.

The next implication relates to the formation of legislation. The Court emphasized that
the inconsistency of references in Article 20 paragraph (5) and paragraph (6) of Law Number
30 of 2014 has the potentia to give rise to legal uncertainty (Putusan Mahkamah Konstitus
Nomor 66/PUU-XXI1V/2026, 2026). The choice of terminology in norms has a constitutional
dimension because it relates to the clarity of rights, obligations, and legal consequences.
Therefore, lawmakers are required to use clear and consistent terminology to avoid multiple
interpretations. Ambiguity in terminology can lead to differing interpretations in the
application of the law (Faizien & Hairullah, Karimah, Syifa, Lahmudinnur, Efendy, 2025).
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In Decision Number 66/PUU-XXI1V/2026, the Court emphasized the importance of
consistent use of legal terms so that their meaning, scope, and legal consequences can be
understood uniformly, thereby strengthening legal certainty and coherence within the legal
system. The Court's assessment also indicated that the use of the phrase “state losses” has the
potential to create ambiguity because it has a different scope of meaning from “state financial
losses”.

Thus, the primary implication of Constitutional Court Decision No. 66/PUU-XX1V/2026
isthe affirmation of constitutional standards regarding the use of the concept of state financial
losses in government administration regimes. This decision emphasizes the importance of
clarity of meaning, measurability of objects, and consistency of regulations as part of the
principle of legal certainty. Therefore, this decision not only resolves the constitutional issues
raised by the Petitioners but also provides direction for the application of the concept of state
financial lossesin the Indonesian legal system.

CONCLUSION

Constitutional Court Decision No. 66/PUU-XXIV/2026 affirms the constitutional
meaning of state financial losses within the government administration regime. Through
grammatical, systematic, and teleological interpretations, the Court stated that the phrase "state
financial losses" should beretained becauseit has clearer and more measurabl e definitions than
the phrase “state losses”. Legal certainty isthe primary basis for interpreting norms relating to
state financial losses.

Constitutional Court Decision No. 66/PUU-X X1V/2026 has important implications for
strengthening harmonization between the State Administration Law and the state financial legal
regime. This decision emphasizes that losses, which form the basis of the oversight and
recovery mechanism, must be understood as state financial losses with clear and measurable
parameters. This decision simultaneously strengthens legal certainty and serves as a reference
in the interpretation and application of laws relating to state financial losses.

This study recommends that the Constitutiona Court consistently develop
constitutional interpretations that prioritize legal certainty, particularly regarding norms
containing terminology that is potentially open to multiple interpretations. This consistency is
crucial to ensuring clear, uniform interpretations of normsthat align with constitutional values,
thus providing more definitive guidance in the application of the law.

This study also recommends that |awmakers harmonize and align terminology related

to state financial losses across various regulations. This step is necessary to ensure a uniform

198 |Page



Confirmation of Constitutional Limits on State Financial Losses Trough Constitutional Court Decisions

understanding of the scope of state financia losses and support the creation of regulatory

integration within the national legal system.

REFERENCES

Afandi, T., Kristanto, K., & GS, A. A. S. (2026). Pemulihan Kerugian Keuangan Negara
dalam Tindak Pidana Korupsi: Konsep dan Implementasi Uang Pengganti. PT. Sonpedia
Publishing Indonesia

Akmal, D. U., & Arlianti, D. L. (2022). Dinamika Perlindungan Hak Konstitusiona Warga
Negara Dalam Implementasi Pengujian Undang-Undang Di Mahkamah Konstitusi.
Mulawarman Law  Review, 7(1), 49-70. https:.//doi.org/https://doi.org/
10.30872/mulrev.v7i1.780

Arief, M. 1. (2022). Pertanggungjawaban Atas Kerugian Keuangan Negara Dalam Per spektif
Hukum Administrasi, Perdata/Bisnis, dan Pidana/Korupsi. MCL Publisher.

Aryaputra, M. |., Heryanti, B. R.,, & Astanti, D. |. (2017). MENYOROT PUTUSAN
MAHKAMAH KONSTITUSI NOMOR 25/PUU-X1V/2016 TERKAIT UNSUR
“DAPAT MERUGIKAN KEUANGAN ATAU PEREKONOMIAN NEGARA”
DALAM PERKARA KORUPSI. IJCLS (Indonesian Journal of Criminal Law Sudies),
2(1), 13-26. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.15294/ijcls.v2i1.10812

Aryati, W. (2026). PERAN MAHKAMAH KONSTITUSI DALAM MENJAGA
STABILITAS SISTEM KETATANEGARAAN INDONESIA. JOURNAL SAINS
STUDENT RESEARCH, 4(3), 409-4109. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/
10.61722/jssr.v4i3.10387

Astuti, B., & Daud, M. R. (2023). Kepastian Hukum Pengaturan Transportasi Online. Al-Qisth
Law Review, 6(2), 205-244. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.24853/al -qisth.6.2.205-244

Bhakti, T. S. (2025). Kepastian Hukum dalam Pengujian Formil Undang-Undang oleh
Mahkamah Konstitusi di Indonesiaterkait Inkonsistensi Putusan, Batas Waktu Pengujian,
dan Implikasi Pembatalan Undang-Undang. Jurnal Iimiah Global Education, 6(4), 2859—
2870. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.55681/jige.v6i4.4693

Christia, A. M., Wardhani, L. C., Tristy, M. T., & Surya, F. A. (2024). Politik Hukum Eksekusi
Putusan Mahkamah Konstitus Di Indonesia. Lex Renaissance, 9(1), 62-84.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.20885/JLR.vol9.issl.art4

Dahoklory, M. V. (2020). Dinamika Pengelolaan Keuangan BUMN Perihal Dilema Antara
Kerugian Negara Ataukah Kerugian Bisnis. Jurnal Rechts Vinding, 9(3), 349-365.
https://doi.org/10.33331/rechtsvinding.v9i3.457

199 |Page



Confirmation of Constitutional Limits on State Financial Losses Trough Constitutional Court Decisions

Dicey, A. V. (2019). Pengantar Sudi Hukum Konstitusi. Nusamedia.

Faizien, M., & Hairullah, Karimah, Syifa, Lahmudinnur, Efendy, N. (2025). Pentingnya L egal
Drafting Dalam Penyusunan Peraturan Perundang-Undangan. Indonesian Journal of
Islamic  Jurisprudence, Economic and Legal Theory, 3(2), 1327-1336.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.62976/ijijel .v3i2.1117

Fatkhurohman, F., & Kurniawan, N. (2017). Pergeseran Delik Korupsi dalam Putusan
Mahkamah Konstituss Nomor 25/PUU-XIV/2016. Jurnal Konstitusi, 14(1), 1-21.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.31078/jk1411

Hardinata, P. (2022). PERTANGGUNGJAWABAN PIDANA KORPORAS DALAM
PEMULIHAN KERUGIAN KEUANGAN NEGARA PADA TINDAK PIDANA KORUPS =
CORPORATE CRIMINAL LIABILITY IN THE RECOVERY OF STATE FINANCIAL
LOSSON CRIMINAL ACTS OF CORRUPTION. Universitas Hasanuddin.

Herlina, M. (2024). Konsep Penyusunan Norma Penjelasan Peraturan Perundang-Undangan
Guna Mencegah Multitafsir Dalam Penegakan Hukum Di Indonesia. Jurnal Penelitian
Hukum Galunggung, 1(3), 54-66. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/
10.1234/jphgalunggung.v1i3.35

Herwibowo, S. (2016). Problematika Gugatan Perdata Oleh Jaksa Pengacara Negara Dalam
Upaya Pengembalian Kerugian Keuangan Negara Akibat Tindak Pidana Korupsi. In
Universitas Sebelas Maret, Surakarta. Universitas Sebelas Maret Surakarta.

Husna, W., Sahbudi, S., & Arif, Z. (2025). Perlindungan Hukum terhadap Pegawai Pengelola
Anggaran atas Kesalahan Administrasi yang Menyebabkan Kerugian Negara (Studi pada
Dinas Ketahanan Pangan, Tanaman Pangan dan Hortikultura Provinsi Sumatera Utara).
Jurnal Ilmiah Penegakan Hukum, 12(2), 265-275. https://doi.org/10.31289/
jiph.v12i2.16242

Inayah, R. A., Purnama, I. C., Rezkiani, F., & Adnan, A. M. R. (2024). Menelusuri Jgjak
Sgjarah: Penafsiran Historis Terhadap Hukum Acara Mahkamah Konstituss Melalui
Sosidlisas VirtualMenelusuri Jgjak Sgarah: Penafsiran Historis Terhadap Hukum Acara
Mahkamah Konstituss Melaui Sosidisas Virtual. VSJ| Veteran Society: Jurnal
Pengabdian Masyarakat, 5(2), 216-244. https://doi.org/https.//doi.org/10.33005/
vg.v5i2.113

Juliani, H. (2019). Akibat Hukum Penyalahgunaan Wewenang Administras Pejabat
Pemerintahan yang Menimbulkan Kerugian Keuangan Negara. Administrative Law and
Governance Journal, 2(4), 598-614. https.//doi.org/https://doi.org/10.14710/
aj.v2i4.598-614

200 | Page



Confirmation of Constitutional Limits on State Financial Losses Trough Constitutional Court Decisions

Kurniawati, 1., & Liany, L. (2019). Kewenangan Mahkamah Konstitusi Sebagai Negative
Legislator Daam Pengujian Undang-Undang Terhadap Undang-Undang Dasar 1945.
ADIL: Jurnal Hukum, 10(1), 111-136. https://doi.org/[ DOI:] https.//doi.org/
10.33476/4j1.v10i1.1068

Laksono, A. B., & Anggriawan, F. (2025). Anadlisis Yuridis Kewenangan Mahkamah
Konstitusi Dalam Pengujian Undang-Undang Terhadap Undang-Undang Dasar Negara
Republik Indonesia Tahun 1945, Bhirawa Law Journal, 6(1), 1-24.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.26905/blj.v6i 1.15547

Law, I. R. Y. I. F. of, Yudhana, Anugrah Fitrah Wisnu, F. D., & Masruhin, N. Q. (2026).
Tinjauan Yuridis Kerugian Negara Dalam Tindak Pidana Korupsi Badan Usaha Milik
Negara. Perspektif Kajian Masalah Hukum Dan Pembangunan, 31(1), 22-35.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.30742/perspektif.v31i1.976

M. Husnu Abadi, Wira Atma Hajri, U. M. (2017). PEMUATAN NORMA HUKUM YANG
TELAH DIBATALKAN OLEH MAHKAMAH KONSTITUS. Deepublish.

Madjid, M. A. S.W., & Akbar, M. 1. (2023). Kerugian Keuangan Negara atas Penyal ahgunaan
Wewenang dalam Instrumen Hukum Administrasi Negara. Sanskara Hukum Dan HAM,
2(02), 66-79. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.58812/shh.v2i02.268

Marojahan Panjaitan. (2017). Penyelesaian Penyaahgunaan Wewenang yang Menimbulkan
Kerugian Negara Menurut Hukum Administrasi Pemerintahan. Jurnal Hukum lus Quia
lustum, 24(3), 431-447. https.//doi.org/https://doi.org/10.20885/iustum.vol 24.iss3.art5

Mery Herlina. (2024). KONSEP PENYUSUNAN NORMA PENJELASAN PERATURAN
PERUNDANG-UNDANGAN GUNA MENCEGAH MULTITAFSIR DALAM
PENEGAKAN HUKUM DI INDONESIA. Jurnal Penelitian Hukum Galunggung, 1(3),
54-66. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1234/jphgal unggung.v1i3.35

Muabezi, Z. A. (2017). Negara Berdasarkan Hukum (Rechtsstaats) Bukan Kekuasaan
(Machtsstaat). Jurnal Hukum Dan Peradilan, 6(3), 421-446.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.25216/jhp.6.3.2017.421-446

Putusan Mahkamah Konstitusi Nomor 25/PUU-X1V/2016 (2016).

Putusan Mahkamah Konstitust Nomor 66/PUU-XX1V/2026 (2026).

Rahmadani, W., & Oktapani, S. (2025). Peran Mahkamah Konstituss Dalam Menjamin
Konstitusionalitas Pembentukan Undang-Undang Di Indonesia. Jurnal Niara, 18(1), 202—
216. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.31849/niara.v18i1.27395

Rahman, Faiz, D. A. W. (2024). Putusan Bersyarat oleh Mahkamah Konstitusi: Karakteristik
dan Dinamika Perkembangannya. Gadjah Mada University Press.

201 |Page



Confirmation of Constitutional Limits on State Financial Losses Trough Constitutional Court Decisions

SAFAR, F. A. (2025). REGULAS KEWENANGAN KEJAKSAAN DALAM PENGEMBALIAN
KERUGIAN KEUANGAN NEGARA MELALUI GUGATAN PERDATA BERBASS
KEPASTIAN HUKUM. Universitas Islam Sultan Agung.

Sari, A. F. P, & Raharjo, P. S. (2022). Mahkamah Konstitusi sebagai negative legislator dan
positive legidator. Sovereignty, 1(4), 681-691. https://doi.org/https.//doi.org/
10.13057/souvereignty.v1i4.112

SHEKAR, S. (2025). DISPARITAS PUTUSAN HAKIM DALAM PENERAPAN UNSUR
MERUGIKAN KEUANGAN NEGARA DALAM TINDAK PIDANA KORUPS.
Universitas Islam Sultan Agung Semarang.

Suhendar, S., & Kartono, K. (2020). Kerugian Keuangan Negara Telaah Dalam Perspektif
Hukum Administrasi Negara Dan Hukum Pidana. Jurnal Surya Kencana Satu: Dinamika
Masalah Hukum Dan Keadilan, 11(2), 233-246. https.//doi.org/
10.32493/jdmhkdmhk.v11i2.8048

Syahputra, D., & Subaidi, Z. (2021). Kedudukan Dan M ekanisme Pengisian Hakim Mahkamah
Konstitusi Dalam Sistem K etatanegaraan Indonesia. REUSAM: Jurnal 1lmu Hukum, 9(1),
106-125. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.29103/reusam.v9i1.4979

Syahrul Ibad. (2026). Hukum Administras Negara: Prinsip Kewenangan, Diskresi, dan
Pengawasan dalam Penyelenggaraan Pemerintahan. PT. Revormasi Jangkar
Philosophia.

Tjandra, W. R. (2023). Hukum Keuangan Negara: Pengertian, Ruang Lingkup, Pengelolaan,
dan Penyelesaian Kerugian Negara. Kanisius.

Tulung, D. L. (2018). Pergeseran Delik Formil Ke Delik Materil Tentang Perbuatan Kerugian
Keuangan Negara Dalam Penyelenggaraan Pembangunan Daerah Pasca Putusan
Mahkamah Konstituss Nomor 25/PUU-XI1V/2016. Lex Et Societatis, 6(1), 73-82.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.35796/les.v6i1.19174

Ubwarin, E., & Salamor, Y. B. (2017). Mekanisme Pengembalian Kerugian Negara oleh
Terpidana yang Meningga Dunia Pasca Putusan Mahkamah Konstitusi Nomor 25/PUU-
XIV/2016. Jurnal Muara Ilmu Sosial, Humaniora, Dan Seni, 1(1), 51-58.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.24912/jmishumsen.v1i1.334

Wahyuono, A., Sabil, A., Aris, M., & Nasikin, A. (2025). Asas Kepastian Hukum Dalam
Penyelenggaraan Pemerintahan Desa.  JURNAL RECHTENS 14(2), 373-396.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.56013/rechtens.v14i2.4913

202 |Page



Confirmation of Constitutional Limits on State Financial Losses Trough Constitutional Court Decisions




