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ABSTRACT: Correctional Bureau (BAPAS) plays a very important and strategic role in child criminal case settlement. One form 

of the settlement is made through diversion, for child to avoid the bad impact of formal child criminal judicature. The research 

employed a juridical normative research method and statute approach and conceptual approach. The role of Bapas in child 

criminal case settlement through diversion is quite important and strategic as set forth in Law Number 11 of 2012 concerning 

Child Criminal Judiciary System, Government Regulation Number 65 of 2015 concerning the Guidelines on the Implementation 

of Diversion and Dealing with Under 12 (Twelve) Years Old Child, Regulation of Supreme Court of the Republic of Indonesia 

Number 4 of 2014 concerning the Guidelines on Diversion Implementation in Child Criminal Judiciary System. The constraints 

found in the diversion implementation are related to remedy for victim and non-optimal post-diversion supervision by the 

Correctional Advisor of Correctional Bureau (PK Bapas). 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Child indeed must be looked after well since they are the one who will carry on indonesia’s future. In the indonesian constitution, 

child has a strategic role as expressly stated that the state guarantees each child’s right to survival, growth and development as 

well as protection from violence and discrimination [1]. child is a mandate and gift from god almighty, that we must take care of, 

since in them dignity, honor and rights are inherent as human that must be upheld. As god’s creature, child has their right since 

they are born, thus no human or any other party has the right to violate it. 

The state upholds human rights, including child’s right, as marked with guarantee of protection and fulfillment of the rights 

of susceptible groups [2] including child’s right in the 1945 Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia and some provisions of laws 

and regulations, both at national and international levels. The guarantee is confirmed through the International Convention on the 

Rights of the Child [3]. 

In preliminary investigation, full investigation, prosecution, and court hearing, a child must be treated humanely as per his 

human rights and the extent of punishment based on the level of personal mistake and act quality [4]. The change in the paradigm 

of dealing with a child in the face of the law requires people, government and other state agencies’ participation [5]. Dealing with 

child in the face of and in conflict with the law must become our mutual concern. 

Settlement of legal issue with a child in conflict with the law is to use a restorative approach, commonly known as 

restorative justice. In the development of criminal law, there is a shift in paradigm of the philosophy of child criminal judicature, 

in which the child criminal judicature is initially in the form of Retributive Justice, which shifts to rehabilitation, and lastly to 

restorative justice [6]. In the restorative justice, the correction made may be in the form of justice which involves victim, criminal, 

and the society to find a solution for correction, reconciliation and guarantee” [7]. 

In the manifestation of restorative justice, negotiation attempt between the criminal and the victim serves as the center of 

moral and the most important part in this justice implementation [8]. Therefore, for whatever reason and any act committed by a 

child, any conviction processes, especially imprisonment, may only be made against an adult [9]. Child is a subject of the society 

whose good and bad deeds are influenced by sociological factor, that anything arising in the society serves as their experience and 

teaching [10]. Therefore, it is incorrect for juvenile delinquency, a child is to be placed in a child judiciary system which leads to 

imprisonment, which has bad impact. 

The application of criminal judiciary system for criminal case settlement may have bad impact on child, particularly evil 

stigmatization (or labeling) of child and habituation of bad habits at Correctional Institution (LAPAS) which are then re-practiced 

by child outside Child LAPAS (prisonization), even repetition of crimes with more serious consequence [11]. 
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The sociological condition at Child LAPAS “forces children” to accept criminal values and habituate bad behaviors, of which 

process is called prisonization by criminologists [13]. In the criminal judiciary system there is a concept of diversion. Diversion 

also aims at protect and heal child criminal to prevent him from becoming criminal when he reaches adulthood [13]. BAPAS 

(Correctional Bureau) also plays a very important role in diversion implementation. 

Coping with child in conflict with the law must be based on the child’s best interest, in relation to child’s characteristics, 

including physical, psychological and social characteristics, thus a child does not have to have the same interest with another [14]. 

Direct contact with law enforcing officers may frustrate child. If the case has been decided by the court, the child may be 

stigmatized as a criminal. Therefore, experts in psychology, law, criminal etiology, criminology, education and penology always 

seek for the best way for child, victim and society’s interest. Finally, experts bring the restorative justice approach as an 

alternative consideration to reduce the weaknesses of retributive justice theory, prevention theory and combined theory. 

Correctional Bureau (BAPAS) plays a very important and strategic role in child criminal case settlement. One form of the 

settlement is through diversion, for child to avoid the bad impact of formal child criminal judicature. Each stage of diversion, 

including investigation, diversion at prosecution stage and diversion at court level, requires the role and optimal accompaniment 

of Correctional Bureau (BAPAS). One of the BAPASs serving as the research object is BAPAS Serang. In diversion 

implementation, the role of BAPAS Serang greatly determines the success in diversion in the jurisdiction of BAPAS Serang. 

Based on the background above, the research’s problems are: What is the role of BAPAS in settlement of child’s conflict 

with the law at investigation, prosecution and court examination stages? And What are the constraints in settlement of child case 

in conflict with the law through diversion at investigation, prosecution and court examination stages? 

 

II. RESEARCH METHOD 

Writing method is basically a way of searching, instead of merely careful observation of an object [15]. In a research activity, 

research method is greatly necessary for a more directed research with data collected through searching of data connected with the 

research problems. The research method employed in this research was juridical normative research method. 

It was to review prevailing law provisions and what occurred actually in the society [16]. It was a research conducted in 

actual or real condition in the society, intending to examining or finding out the facts and data needed. After the data were 

collected, the next steps were problem identification and problem solving. 

The problem approaches employed were statute approach and conceptual approach. The statute approach was conducted by 

reviewing all laws and regulations associated with the legal issue to be reviewed [17]. 

 

III. RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

A. Role of BAPAS in child criminal case settlement 

The role of BAPAS as set forth in Law Number 11 of 2012 concerning Child Criminal Judiciary System is stated in article 14. 

Throughout diversion process until diversion agreement is implemented, Correctional Advisor is required to do accompaniment, 

guidance and supervision [18]. This shows that the role of Correctional Advisor Correctional Bureau (PK Bapas) has very 

important function in diversion process, from diversion process to the implementation of diversion agreement. 

This is also confirmed through Article 87 paragraph 1 and paragraph 3 Law a quo, child with client status will be under 

Bapas’s responsibility [19]. Bapas is required to perform guidance, supervision and accompaniment, as well as fulfillment of other 

rights pursuant to the provisions of law [20]. From this norm, it is apparent that Bapas’s role is quite important, not only during 

diversion process, but also until implementation and supervision of child who is in conflict with the law. 

Bapas’s role is also confirmed in Government Regulation Number 65 of 2015 concerning the Guidelines on the 

Implementation of Diversion and Dealing with Under 12 (Twelve) Years Old Child (PP 65 of 2015). PP 65 of 2015 expressly sets 

that Bapas’s role is always present and serving in diversion process from investigation stage [21], diversion at prosecution stage 

[22], and diversion in court stage [23]. Through PP 65 of 2015, Bapas’s role is technically set forth clear and express. It is 

apparent that Bapas’s role exists in every stages of diversion, including investigation, prosecution and court proceedings. 

Bapas’s role is greatly needed for successful diversion. Diversion is a constructive effort to rebuild child’s social 

relationship with victim and the society that is once damaged and disturbed by crime. In addition, diversion also aims at taking 

child out of adult judiciary process [24]. Therefore, Bapas’s optimal and strategic role is greatly expected for successful diversion 

implementation. In case diversion fails, it is certain that the child criminal will return to formal criminal judiciary process, with its 

bad impact on the child’s growth and future. 

Diversion program is conducted by diverting formal judiciary examination to building programs outside court process in 

prevention of child’s evil labeling [25]. Thus, Bapas’s role is urgently needed in the diversion implementation. For the best 

interest of the child, Bapas’s role in successful diversion is to be optimized. 

Diversion implementation is also set forth through Regulation of Supreme Court of the Republic of Indonesia Number 4 of 

2014 concerning the Guidelines on Diversion Implementation in Child Criminal Judiciary System. In this Regulation of Supreme 

Court of the Republic of Indonesia, it is clear that Bapas’s role is greatly needed in diversion implementation. This is shown with 
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the fact that during diversion implementation at the court, the public prosecutor is instructed to present Correctional Advisor 

Correctional Bureau (PK Bapas) [26]. In this case, it is apparent that Bapas’s role is very important in diversion implementation at 

court stage. 

It is mandatory for Correctional Advisor of Correctional Bureau (PK Bapas) to be present at child proceeding and before 

the proceeding starts, the judge instructs PK Bapas to submit its report on society research regarding the concerned child [27]. 

This confirms that Bapas’s role in court proceeding is important, and that in diversion implementation it is mandatory for PK 

Bapas to be present in order to give its view related to the situation and reality faced by the child that he commits the crime. 

B. Constraints in Diversion Implementation 

In diversion implementation, there are many constraints faced by law enforcers as the facilitator. In case settlement through 

diversion process, the position of victim and actor is unbalanced. As commonly known, diversion is conducted through 

negotiation by involving child (one who commits crime) and parent/guardian, victim and parent/guardian, correctional advisor and 

professional social worker [28]. 

Negotiation is made by listening to the certification, confession, explanation of actor and further an agreement is achieved 

with victim’s approval. Vitim’s approval is a strong determinant of the success of diversion process. It is this victim’s approval 

that makes the parties’ position in diversion unbalanced. Diversion agreement is often not reached because of victim’s non-

approval. 

There are some cause factors that victim does not agree on diversion agreement, one of which is incompatibility of remedy 

received. When victim does not agree, it is certain that diversion agreement is not reached. If diversion is not reached, child 

criminal case settlement is continued to settlement process through formal criminal judicature. Although Law Number 11 of 2012 

[29] allows diversion agreement not to require victim’s approval, but it is set forth in a limited way. 

The victim’s approval requirement holds an important role for diversion agreement to be reached. This makes victim is at a 

strongly determining position in reaching a diversion agreement, making unbalance. If diversion agreement is not reached, child 

criminal case settlement must be settled through formal criminal judicature. This often serves as the constraint for Bapas in child 

criminal case settlement through diversion process. 

The other constraint often faced by Bapas in diversion implementation is lack of monitoring of child’s daily activity after 

diversion. After diversion, under Law of Child Criminal Judiciary System, correctional advisor is required to supervise diversion 

agreement. Correctional Advisor (PK) of Correctional Bureau (Bapas) serves to do accompaniment, guidance and supervision 

during diversion process until diversion agreement is reached [30]. 

After successful negotiation and diversion agreement is reached, correctional advisor serves to accompany, guide and 

supervise child who commits crime. Correctional advisor is assigned to accompany, guide and supervise the child as a follow-up 

of diversion agreement that is successfully reached. In its application, however, accompaniment, guidance and supervision by 

correctional advisor have come limitations in supervising child, thus it is not optimal. 

The factor making correctional advisor’s non-optimal role is monitoring child’s daily activities after diversion. The factor 

may be from limited personnel, distance (geographic location) between child’s home and Correctional Bureau office, to limited 

budget, making child monitoring not maximal after diversion. This potentially opens chances for the child to repeat (recidivist) the 

crime after diversion. 

 

CONCLUSIONS  

Correctional Bureau (BAPAS) plays a very important and strategic role in child criminal case settlement. One form of the 

settlement is made through diversion, for child to avoid the bad impact of formal child criminal judicature. The role of Bapas in 

child criminal case settlement through diversion is quite important and strategic as set forth through Law Number 11 of 2012 

concerning Child Criminal Judiciary System, Government Regulation Number 65 of 2015 concerning the Guidelines on the 

Implementation of Diversion and Dealing with Under 12 (Twelve) Years Old Child, Regulation of Supreme Court of the Republic 

of Indonesia Number 4 of 2014 concerning the Guidelines on Diversion Implementation in Child Criminal Judiciary System. The 

constraints found in the diversion implementation are related to remedy for victim and non-optimal post-diversion supervision by 

the Correctional Advisor Correctional Bureau (PK Bapas).  

 

REFERENCES 

1) Damayanti Yohana, Beniharmoni Harefa, 2021, “Optimalisasi Peran Balai Pemasyarakatan Dalam Pelaksanaan 

Pembinaan Terhadap Pelaku Tindak Pidana Yang Dibebaskan Di Masa Pandemi Covid 19”, Syntax Literate – Indonesian 

Scientific Journal, Vol. 6 Number 1 January 2021, p. 240 

2) Explanatory note to Article 5 paragraph 3 states: “what is meant by susceptible society groups include the elderly, 

children, the poor, pregnant women, and the disabled. 

3) This convention has been ratified through Presidential Decree Number 36 of 1990 concerning Legalization (Convention 

on Child’s Rights) 

http://www.ijsshr.in/


The Role of Correctional Bureau in Child Criminal Case Settlement through Diversion 

IJSSHR, Volume 04 Issue 03 March 2021                   www.ijsshr.in                                                                Page 340 

4) Pratiwi Citra Wado, 2016, Pemeriksaan Perkara Anak di Sidang Pengadilan Menurut Sistem Peradilan Pidana Anak, Lex 

et Socieatatis, Vol. 4 Number 2 Feb 2016 p. 38 

5) KPAI, Membangun Indonesia Ramah Anak, Capaian Pelaksanaan Pengawasan Perlinduangan Anak  Indonesia  2014-

2017 p. 144 

6) Purnama Pancar Chandra & Johny Krisnan, 2016 “Pelaksanaan Diversi Ditingkat Pengadilan Berdasarkan Undang-

Undang Nomor 11 Tahun 2012 Tentang Sistem Peradilan Pidana Anak”, Varia Justicia Journal, Vol.12, No.1, Oktober 

2016, p.229 

7) Howard Zehr, 1990 “Changing Lenses: A New Focus for Crime and Justice”, Scottdale, Pennsylvania; Waterloo, 

(Ontario: Herald Press, 1990), h. 181,  

https://na.eventscloud.com/file_uploads/e55c8348f32f15bf8c90d185d17484c1_Restorative_justice__principle.PDF 

(accessed on 22 October 2020) 

8) Lilik Purwastuti Yudaningsih, 2015, “Penangan Perkara Anak Melalui Restorative Justice”, Law Science Journal. Vol. 6, 

No. 1 February 2015. p. 71 

9) Yusi Amdani, 2016 ”Konsep Restorative Justice dalam penyelesaian perkara tindak pidana pencurian oleh anak berbasis 

hukum islam dan adat Aceh”, AL-‘ADALAH Vol. XIII, No. 1, June 2016, p. 62 

10) Muhammad Azil Maskur, 2012, “Perlindungan Hukum Terhadap Anak Nakal (Juvenile Delinquency) Dalam Proses 

Acara Pidana Indonesia”, Pandecta, Vol 7. No 2. July 2012, p.180 

11) Widodo, 2012, Prisonisasi Anak  Fenomena dan Penanggulanganya, Yogyakarta: Aswaja Pressindo 

12) Esthi Susanti and Yoel Setiawan, 2012, Perlindungan Khusus pada Anak : Dialog Pengalaman dengan Teori, 

Yogyakarta: Penerbit Aswaja Pressindo p. 249 

13) Sri Rahayu, 2015 ”Diversi sebagai alternative penyelesaian perkara tindak pidana yang dilakukan anak dalam prespektif 

sistem peradilan pidana anak”, Jurnal Ilmu Hukum, 2015, Hal 130 

14) Widodo, 2012, Diversi dan Keadilan Restoratif Dalam UU Number 11 tahun 2012 tentang Child Criminal Judiciary 

System: Menakar Kesiapan Penegak Hukum Masyarakat  dan Pemangku Kepentingan, p. 252 

15) Bambang Sunggono, 2007, Metodologi Penelitian Hukum, Jakarta: Raja Grafindo Persada, p. 28. 

16) Bambang Waluyo, 2002, Penelitian Hukum Dalam Praktek, Jakarta: Sinar Grafika, p. 15 

17) Peter Mahmud Marzuki, 2013, Penelitian Hukum, Jakarta: Kencana Prenada Media Group, p. 133. 

18) Article 14 paragraph 2 Law Number 11 of 2012 concerning Child Criminal Judiciary System (UU SPPA) 

19) Article 87 paragraph 1 UU SPPA 

20) Article 87 paragraph 3 UU SPPA 

21) Article 13 paragraph 1 item a Government Regulation Number 65 of 2015 concerning Guidelines on the Implementation 

of Diversion and Dealing with Under 12 (Twelve) Years Old Child (PP 65 of 2015) 

22) Article 33 paragraph 3 item d PP 65 of 2015 

23) Article 52 paragraph 1 PP 65 of 2015 

24) Beniharmoni Harefa, 2016, Kapita Selekta Perlindungan Hukum Bagi Anak, Yogyakarta: Deepublish, p. 151 

25) Setya Wahyudi, 2011, Implementasi Ide Diversi Dalam Pembaruan Child Criminal Judiciary System di Indonesia, 

Yogyakarta: Genta Publishing, p.117 

26) Article 4 paragraph 2 item c Regulation of Supreme Court of the Republic of Indonesia Number 4 of 2014 concerning the 

Guidelines on Diversion Implementation in Child Criminal Judiciary System 

27) Marlina, 2012, Peradilan Pidana Anak di Indonesia, Bandung: Refika Aditama, p. 134-135 

28) Article 8 paragraph 1 Law Number 11 of 2012 concerning Child Criminal Judiciary System 

29) Article 9 paragraph 2 Law Number 11 of 2012, that is for: a. crime in the form of violation; b. light crime; c. crime 

without victim; d. victim’s loss value is not more than minimum local provincial wage value 

30) Article 14 paragraph 2 and Article 65 item a Law Number 11 of 2012 

http://www.ijsshr.in/
https://na.eventscloud.com/file_uploads/e55c8348f32f15bf8c90d185d17484c1_Restorative_justice__principle.PDF

