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Abstract

The Corruption Eradication Commission is an independent institution formed specifically to handle
corruption cases which is equipped with a set of authorities in carrying out the duties of
investigation, investigation and prosecution. In carrying out the duties and authority of the
Corruption Eradication Commission in conducting investigations. perpetrators of corruption,
procurement of key TNI equipment and the Military Justice Law, giving rise to pros and cons in
various circles. The purpose of writing this thesis is; first, to find out the authority of the
Corruption Eradication Commission in investigating perpetrators of corruption in the procurement
of defense equipment, especially that carried out by the TNI. Second, to find out the criminal law
policy regarding this authority. The Corruption Eradication Commission in investigating
perpetrators of corruption in the procurement of TNI defense equipment. In writing this thesis the
author used normative juridical research methods which emphasize legal principles, namely the
principle of legality. Then it is analyzed qualitatively and conclusions are drawn using a deductive
method. The results of the author's research are; First, the investigation carried out by the
Corruption Eradication Commission has a legal basis under Article 42 of Law Number 30 of 2002
concerning the Corruption Eradication Commission. All authorities relating to investigations,
investigations and prosecutions as regulated in Law Number 8 of 1981 concerning Criminal
Procedure Law. also applies to investigators, investigators and public prosecutors within the
Corruption Eradication Commission. The criminal law policy regarding the handling carried out by
the Corruption Eradication Commission and the TNI regarding corruption cases committed by TNI
personnel is a separate treatment. Finally, the author submits a suggestion that the President
together with the House of Representatives (DPR) need to establish regulations regarding
procedures and procedures for investigations or that existing laws and regulations must be changed
so that there are no errors in the authority of investigations by any institution, including the
Corruption Eradication Committee, and so that implementation or execution The investigation has
a clear legal umbrella and has legal jurisdiction.
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A. INTRODUCTION

Corruption in Indonesia is widespread in society. The development continues to
increase from year to year, both in terms of the number of cases that occur and the amount of
state financial losses as well as in terms of the quality of criminal acts committed which are
increasingly systematic and their scope penetrates aspects of people’s lives. Therefore, criminal
acts of corruption can no longer be classified as ordinary crimes but have become extraordinary
crimes. Likewise, efforts to eradicate it can no longer be carried out normally, but require
extraordinary methods. Koentjaraningrat stated that corruption has become the nation's culture.
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Corruption has become a disease that emerges slowly and can bring destruction to the country's
economy. Whether we admit it or not, the corrupt practices that occur in this nation have
caused many losses. Not only in the economic field, but also in the political, socio-cultural and
security fields.

Law enforcement against criminal acts of corruption in Indonesia, especially at the
investigation stage, is always a concern for many parties. So far, there are only three agencies
that have the authority to carry out investigations into criminal acts of corruption, namely the
Prosecutor's Office, the Police and the Corruption Eradication Commission (hereinafter
referred to as the Corruption Eradication Committee). These three agencies have a legal basis
for carrying out investigations into criminal acts of corruption. Corruption crimes are not only
carried out by civilians, but TNI soldiers who are trained in discipline can also be involved in
being perpetrators of corruption crimes. For example, the case of corruption in the procurement
of the main weapons system (hereinafter referred to as Alutsista). A military corruption case
involving active TNI officers, namely the case of convicted TNI Brigadier General (Ret.)
Teddy Hernayadi when he served as head of the Ministry of Defense Financing
Implementation Division at the Ministry of Defense (Kemenhan). Teddy was rewarded with
almost the same sentence from the Jakarta Il Military Court, the first instance court to the
cassation at the Supreme Court (MA), namely life imprisonment for the Agusta Westland 101
(AW-101) VVIP helicopter worth IDR 738 billion for the 2016 fiscal year at the Indonesian
Air Force in 2016 -2017. The KPK has named Irfan Kurnia Saleh as a suspect. Meanwhile,
Puspom has named four suspects. First, the Deputy Governor of the Air Force Academy, First
Marshal Fachri Adamy, is the suspect. Appointment of Fachri in his capacity as commitment
making official or Chief of Staff for Procurement of the Indonesian Air Force for 2016-2017.

Law enforcement to eradicate criminal acts of corruption carried out conventionally
has so far proven to experience various obstacles, one of which is law enforcement for criminal
acts of corruption within the armed forces. For this reason, extraordinary law enforcement
methods are needed through the establishment of a special body that has broad, independent
authority and is free from any power in efforts to eradicate corruption, the implementation of
which is carried out optimally, intensively, effectively, professionally and continuously. Based
on positivism, law teaches that law arises from an authorized power. Authority here means
competence. Laws are strictly determined by political superiors over political inferiors. And
this concept of thought was emphasized by Notosusanto, that the division of government power
both vertically and horizontally also has an impact on the type of law resulting from that
authority. basis of legal legitimacy.

The extraordinary authority that the Corruption Eradication Commission (KPK) has
in dealing with criminal acts of corruption has reaped pros and cons in various circles, one of
which is related to the Corruption Eradication Commission’s authority to investigate criminal
acts of corruption in the procurement of defense equipment involving TNI personnel, which
clashes with the oath of soldiers who must keep secrets and obey their superiors. as well as the
Military Justice Act. Based on the provisions of Article 9 paragraph (1) of Law Number 31 of
1997 concerning Military Justice, it reads "The military court has the authority to try criminal
acts committed by someone who at the time committed a criminal act of corruption."

The criminal act of corruption in the procurement of defense equipment involves
TNI Soldiers. So far, in the military criminal justice system, those who have the right to carry
out inquiries, inquiries and prosecutions come from within the military itself, namely the
Military Police (POM) and/Military Prosecutors or through connection investigations. This
system requires collaboration between civil law enforcement (KPK) and the military. In
conditions like these, the Corruption Eradication Commission is often inferior to the military,
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especially in the investigation, investigation and prosecution processes. In this connectivity
system, the KPK institution in investigating corruption cases within the TNI often has a
minimal role. Judging from the state losses resulting from the corruption case in the
procurement of defense equipment in Indonesia, this is one of the criteria for criminal acts of
corruption that can be investigated and handled by the Corruption Eradication Commission.

Based on the provisions of Article 42 of Law Number 30 of 2002 concerning the
Corruption Eradication Commission, it states that: it has the authority to coordinate and control
the investigation, investigation and prosecution of criminal acts of corruption carried out jointly
by persons subject to military courts." Busyro Mugoddas added that the biggest corruption
cases within the TNI actually came from the procurement of defense equipment. Therefore,
there is a need for transparency in the military sector." Mainly, weapons systems should be an
obligation of the TNI elite and the government.

B. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

1. What is the criminal law policy regarding the authority of the Corruption Eradication
Commission in investigating perpetrators of criminal acts of corruption in the procurement
of major equipment by members of the Indonesian National Army?

2. What is the authority of the Corruption Eradication Commission in investigating
perpetrators of criminal acts of corruption in the procurement of key weapons systems by
members of the Indonesian National Army?

C. RESEARCH METHODS
This type of research is normative juridical, which is carried out by examining secondary
data or research based on standard rules that have been recorded, also called library research. In
this case the author focuses on researching legal principles, namely those related to the
principles of legality, by exploring various regulations related to the Corruption Eradication

Committee's authority to conduct investigations into criminal acts of corruption involving

members of the Indonesian National Army.

D. DISCUSSION
1. Criminal Law Policy towards the Corruption Eradication Commission in
Investigating Crimes of Corruption by TNI Personnel
Legally, the process of handling corruption within the military is different from
corruption cases involving civilians. There are various laws and regulations that hinder the
disclosure of military corruption cases. One of these regulations is the Military Justice
Law. The revision of these Laws and Laws has not yet been completed, thus hampering the
Corruption Eradication Commission (KPK) from handling corruption cases within the
military. Soldiers of the Indonesian National Army (TNI) in terms of their position before
the law, are Indonesian citizens who submit and obey the law and strictly adhere to
discipline, obey their superiors, and are loyal to the Unitary State of the Republic of
Indonesia (NKRI) which is based on Pancasila and the Laws. 1945. The TNI is subject to
legal rules both generally and specifically, both nationally and internationally, the TNI is
even subject to laws that apply specifically only to the TNI. TNI members as Indonesian
citizens are subject to the provisions and provisions of the Military Criminal Law and
Military Criminal Procedure Law which are regulated in Law Number 31 of 1997
concerning Military Justice. It is very clear in Law Number 31 of 1997 concerning Military
Justice that courts within the military justice environment have the authority to try criminal
acts committed by someone who at the time of committing the crime was a member of the
TNI. This is intended to enforce law and justice in the military environment in accordance
with what is desired by Law Number 48 of 2009 concerning Judicial Power so that courts
are held to uphold law and justice based on Pancasila for the sake of the implementation of
the rule of law of the Republic of Indonesia.
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The implementation of judicial power is handed over to judicial bodies and is
determined by law with the main task of receiving, examining and adjudicating and
resolving every case submitted. However, in Law Number 31 of 1997 concerning Military
Justice there are several provisions that are no longer in accordance with developments in
society, so changes need to be made, one of which is regarding the jurisdiction of military
justice over individual members of the TNl who commit criminal acts of corruption. The
current Military Justice Law regulates that the judiciary has the authority to try members of
the TNI who commit military crimes only as regulated, who are Indonesian citizens who
submit and obey the law and strictly adhere to discipline, obey their superiors, and are
loyal to the Unitary State of the Republic of Indonesia. (NKRI) which is based on
Pancasila and the 1945 Constitution. The TNI is subject to legal rules both generally and
specifically, both nationally and internationally, the TNI is even subject to laws that apply
specifically only to the TNIL. TNI members as Indonesian citizens are subject to the
provisions and provisions of the Military Criminal Law and Military Criminal Procedure
Law which are regulated in Law Number 31 of 1997 concerning Military Justice. It is very
clear in Law Number 31 of 1997 concerning Military Justice that courts within the military
justice environment have the authority to try criminal acts committed by someone who at
the time of committing the crime was a member of the TNI. This is intended to enforce law
and justice in the military environment in accordance with what is desired by Law Number
48 of 2009 concerning Judicial Power so that courts are held to uphold law and justice
based on Pancasila for the sake of the implementation of the rule of law of the Republic of
Indonesia. The implementation of judicial power is handed over to judicial bodies and is
determined by law with the main task of receiving, examining and adjudicating and
resolving every case submitted. However, in Law Number 31 of 1997 concerning Military
Justice there are several provisions that are no longer in accordance with developments in
society, so changes need to be made, one of which is regarding the jurisdiction of military
justice over individual members of the TNI who commit criminal acts of corruption. The
current Military Justice Law regulates that the judiciary has the authority to try members of
the TNI who commit military crimes only as regulated, which requires good criminal
politics in the future. Until now, the Draft Law (RUU) to replace Law Number 31 of 1997
has not been completed, because there are tough push-pulls in the discussion stage between
the legislative and executive parties. This situation has an impact on law enforcement
within the military justice environment, for example regarding law enforcement in a case
with Decision Number 363 KMIL/2017 with the initials TH being found guilty of
committing a criminal act of corruption. At that time, regarding this case, the Inspector
General of the Ministry of Defense of the Republic of Indonesia on November 17 2015
stated that there was a state financial loss of USD 12,682,487.59 from the State Budget
(APBN) for the 2010 and 2015 fiscal years. And another corruption case was carried out by
W Decision Number: 47-K /PM 11-08/AD/11/2019. Corruption needs to be addressed
immediately because overcoming corruption is the beginning of resolving various crises in
Indonesia. Discussing the problem of overcoming crime, means talking about Criminal
Policy, because Criminal Policy is a rational effort by society in overcoming crime or
further said that crime overcoming policy is the science of overcoming crime.24
Combating crime, including corruption, can be carried out penal and non-penal. Penal
facilities are usually called Penal Policy or Criminal Law Policy. Although penal facilities
have several weaknesses, including the fact that their effectiveness depends entirely on the
capacity of the infrastructure supporting the facilities and infrastructure, the professional
abilities of the law enforcement officers, and the legal culture of the community. Efforts to
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overcome crime are not solely penal, but are also carried out with non-penal efforts. If a
crime prevention policy uses penal measures, its use should be carried out more carefully,
carefully, sparingly, selectively and limitatively. Efforts to overcome crime through the
penal route focus more on the repressive nature (action/eradication/suppression) after the
crime occurs, while the non-penal route focuses more on the preventive nature
(prevention/deterrence/control) before the crime occurs. Pre-trial in the AW 101 Helicopter
case, apart from the judge using Article 42 as the basis for rejecting the request regarding
the invalidity of the suspect's determination, Juliandi, who is part of the KPK legal bureau
team, stated that the handling carried out by the Corruption Eradication Commission and
TNI officials was handled separately. In this case, the Corruption Eradication Commission
gave several decisions which were examined separately, including the decision in the
aircraft check case with the defendant/convict in the name of Miranda Swaray Gultom, the
decision in the Bakamla case in the name of the defendant/convict Muhammad Adami
Okta, the decision in the Bakamla case in the name of the defendant /convict Brigadier
General (TNI) Teddy Hernayadi, as well as the decision in the Bakamla case on behalf of
the defendant/convict Fahmi Darmawansyah. In the case of perpetrators who are
prosecuted by the KPK and the military, the KPK has the authority to coordinate with other
law enforcement officials, so in this case a connectivity team may or may not be formed. In
terms of being able to determine a suspect using a connectivity mechanism, it is the same
as determining a suspect in a non-connectivity judicial mechanism, namely that it must be
based on sufficient preliminary evidence. A suspect according to Article 1 point 14 of the
Criminal Procedure Code is a person who, because of his actions or circumstances, based
on preliminary evidence, is reasonably suspected of being the perpetrator of a criminal act.
This definition is also regulated in the provisions of Article 1 point 10 of the National
Police Chief's Regulation Number 14 of 2012 concerning Management of Criminal
Investigations. Sufficient preliminary evidence is a form of protection of a person's human
rights so that before a person is named a suspect he can provide balanced information.

In this case, it is to avoid arbitrariness from investigators. The function of
sufficient preliminary evidence is as a requirement for carrying out an investigation and
determining someone as a suspect. After determining that someone is a suspect, arrest and
detention efforts can be made. Carrying out detention can give rise to potential violations
of the right to a sense of security and protection from the threat of fear of doing or not
doing something in accordance with Article 28 G paragraph (1) of the 1945 Constitution.
So in this case, the Corruption Eradication Commission (KPK) can determine the suspect
without forming a connection team based on in the SKB of the Minister of Defense and
Security. 26 This is in line with the duties and authority of the Corruption Eradication
Committee as contained in Article 6 letter a and Article 7 of the Corruption Eradication
Commission Law. This is an implication that the KPK is an independent institution and
free from the influence of any power. So in this case the Corruption Eradication
Commission (KPK) can override the SKB of the Minister of Defense and the Minister of
Justice regarding the formation of a permanent team. Apart from that, the Corruption
Eradication Commission is also a superbody institution in handling corruption crimes.
Including the authority to investigate and the authority to determine suspects who are
subject to general judicial law during connection proceedings. Nevertheless, the Corruption
Eradication Committee (KPK) still has to pay attention to the provisions in the Criminal
Procedure Code, that the determination of a suspect is carried out after investigators have
succeeded in collecting at least 2 (two) pieces of evidence and have succeeded in making
clear the criminal act that occurred. Regarding the juridical implications of determining a
suspect without going through a connectivity mechanism, whether it is valid or not null and
void by law because connection crime cases can be examined separately (Split). So, in this
case, the case may be examined separately or not if the examination is carried out
separately in the case of a connected examination. However, in terms of separate splitting
inspections, there are several shortcomings in its implementation. In this case, the
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examination does not constitute a complete series of connectivity mechanisms as regulated
in the statutory regulations in the process. The aim and objective of the connectivity
mechanism is to provide guarantees for the implementation of connectivity trials that are
fast and fair, even though there is a possibility that the process taken will not be as easy as
in ordinary criminal cases. The reason why connectivity mechanisms are often ignored by
the parties is because connectivity matters must wait for a decision from the Minister of
Defense and approval by the Minister of Justice. Then wait for the research results from the
investigative team that was formed whether the case was tried in general court or military
court so it will take a long time to resolve this connectivity case. This includes the time in
the process of nominating a connectivity judge.

Resolving criminal acts of corruption must be carried out quickly and precisely.
As Article 25 of the Corruption Law states that investigations, prosecutions and
examinations in court hearings in cases of criminal acts of corruption must take priority
over other cases in order to resolve them as quickly as possible. These provisions are
relevant to the principles of simple, fast and low-cost justice. Corruption is an
extraordinary crime, in which the crime of corruption suffers the loss of the state's
economy and finances which are intended for the welfare of society. Therefore, handling
corruption cases takes priority over handling other cases. In particular, procedural law in
corruption trials is regulated in the Corruption Court Law, other general provisions that are
not regulated in specific laws use the Criminal Procedure Code. In general, the procedural
law for trials of criminal acts of corruption still refers to the principles of criminal law and
existing criminal procedural law. So in this case, even though there are no explicit
provisions that regulate the principles of special criminal procedural law. Thus, the
principle of simple, fast and low-cost justice, which is one of the principles of general
criminal procedural law, also applies to special criminal procedural law. Apart from Marc
Ancel, Soedarto also stated that implementing criminal law politics is the same as forming
or compiling the best criminal legislation in the sense of fulfilling the requirements of
justice and efficiency in society. This is used as an effort to create criminal laws and
regulations that are appropriate to current and future conditions and situations. 30 The
growing crime of corruption is not only carried out by civil society alone but is also carried
out jointly by those who The judicial environment is different so that regulations are
needed that contain legal certainty in order to create justice. Marc Ancel and Sudarto's
statement is relevant to the problems in regulating the connectivity mechanism which is
considered to still have several problems in its implementation so that in the future a
regulation regarding the connectivity mechanism is needed which has provisions in
accordance with the principles of the criminal justice system, especially the principle of
justice, the principle of certainty, the principle of expediency. as well as the principles of
simple, fast and low-cost justice.

2. Authority of the Corruption Eradication Commission in Investigating Crimes of

Corruption Procurement of Main Equipment by TNI Personnel

The legislation that forms the legal basis regarding the existence of the
Corruption Eradication Commission (KPK) is Law Number 30 of 2002 concerning the
Corruption Eradication Commission (KPK) which substantially regulates the authority,
duties and functions of the Corruption Eradication Committee in eradicating criminal acts
of corruption. in Indonesia. The scope of authority and functions carried out by the
Corruption Eradication Committee is legal legitimacy in the name of state power, as is the
scope of state administrative authority which is given a role in the field of executive power,
the field of judicial power, and the field of legislative power which in general is the entire
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resource for administering state administration and This government administration is
commonly referred to as the state apparatus.

The investigative authority carried out by the Corruption Eradication Committee
is to eradicate criminal acts of corruption in the procurement of defense equipment,
especially those carried out by Armed Forces soldiers. In this case, the criminal act of
corruption in the procurement of defense equipment that occurred in Indonesia involved
TNI Soldiers/Military Personnel together with civilians, namely in the military corruption
case committed by active TNI officers, namely the case of the convicted TNI Brigadier
General (Ret.) Teddy Hernayadi when he was in office. as Head of the Ministry of Defense
Financing Implementation Division at the Ministry of Defense (Kemenhan) in 2010-2014.
Fachri is a former commitment-making official or chief of procurement staff for the
Indonesian Air Force. In 2016-2017, he carried out a direct contract with the AW101
helicopter procurement manufacturer worth IDR 514 billion. In February 2016, after
signing a contract with TNI AU PT. Diratama Jaya increased its sales value to Rp. 738
billion.

In general, the process of examining corruption cases is carried out by civilians
together with members of the military (corruption) in Indonesia. Namely, based on Law
Number 31 of 1997 concerning Military Justice, Connectivity examination procedures are
regulated in Part Five starting from Article 198 to Article 203, Law Number 48 of 2009
concerning Judicial Power Article 16, Decree of the People's Consultative Assembly
Number VII/MPR/2000 concerning The role of the Indonesian National Army and the Role
of the Indonesian National Police in Article 3 paragraph (4) letter a, and Law Number 8 of
1981 concerning the Criminal Procedure Code. With the enactment of military criminal
law for members of the military, military justice has been positioned as an administration
of State Justice, examining and adjudicating offenses that occur in the military. Military
justice does not culminate at TNI Headquarters or the Department of Defense and Security
but culminates at the Supreme Court. In the special nature of military life, public opinion
often forms that everything in the military is seen as closed or less than transparent. This
view is also directed at the military judiciary which is often seen as very closed, especially
in cases of military crimes committed by high-ranking superiors, one of which is the
defense equipment procurement case. The criminal act of corruption in the procurement of
defense equipment that we know of so far involves TNI Soldiers is only handled through
investigations by internal TNI investigators, namely the Military Police (POM) and/or
Military Prosecutors or through connection investigations. This connectivity system
requires collaboration between civil law enforcement (KPK) and the military. In conditions
like these, the KPK is often inferior to the military. In this connectivity system, the KPK
institution in investigating corruption cases within the TNI often has a minimal role. In
general, the Corruption Eradication Committee (KPK) only plays a coordinating role and
cannot be directly involved in larger investigation processes and in the end the law
enforcement process is ineffective.

According to the Law Dictionary published by Reality Publisher, it is clear that
exclusive rights refer to the right holder for a certain period of time to exercise it himself
and give permission to others. From the definition of definition as stated above in relation
to the applicable laws and regulations, it will be found that there are exclusive rights in
terms of authority to handle corruption cases which are only owned by the Corruption
Eradication Commission, including:

a. The Corruption Eradication Commission is permitted by legal regulations to carry
out investigations and prosecutions as regulated in article 9 of Law No. 30 of 2002
concerning the Commission for Corruption Crimes.

b. The Corruption Eradication Commission (KPK) is given the authority to carry out
investigations and prosecutions involving law enforcement officials, state officials or
other people. As regulated in article 11 of the Corruption Law.
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c. Concerning state losses of at least IDR 1,000,000,000.00 (one billion rupiah) so it
can be explained that based on the law, the Corruption Eradication Commission
(KPK) is given exclusive rights in handling corruption cases.

In terms of the authority of the Corruption Eradication Commission, it is
regulated regarding the authority of the Corruption Eradication Commission to handle
corruption cases as stated in article 6 letter ¢ of Law No. 30 of 2002 concerning the
Corruption Eradication Commission (UU KPK), that the Corruption Eradication
Commission has the task of carrying out inquiries, investigations and prosecutions of
criminal acts of corruption. . This means that in terms of authority, the Corruption
Eradication Committee has the rights granted by law to use it in its work in law
enforcement. In this case, it further strengthens the position of the Corruption Eradication
Commission's exclusive rights. The process of handling criminal acts of corruption is
protracted or delayed without justifiable reasons. Handling of criminal acts of corruption is
intended to protect the real perpetrators of criminal acts of corruption.

Handling criminal acts of corruption contains elements of corruption. Obstacles
in handling criminal acts of corruption are due to interference from the executive, judiciary
or legislature. Or, other circumstances which, according to the consideration of the police
or prosecutor's office, make it difficult to handle criminal acts of corruption properly and
responsibly. Based on the theory of authority, Ateng Syafrudin believes that there is a
difference between the meaning of authority and authority. Authority is what is called
formal power, power that comes from the power granted by law, while authority is only
about an "onde deel™ of authority.

Within authority there are authorities (rechsbe voegdheden). Authority is the
scope of public legal action, the scope of government authority, not only includes the
authority to make government decisions (bestuur), but also includes authority in the
context of carrying out tasks, and granting authority and the distribution of authority is
primarily stipulated in statutory regulations. Brouwer argues that in attribution authority,
authority is given to an administrative body by an independent legislative body. This
authority is genuine, which is not taken from previously existing authority and given to
competent officials or bodies. Just like the KPK institution in eradicating criminal acts of
corruption in Indonesia.

E. CLOSING
Conclusion

1. The criminal law policy regarding the handling carried out by the Corruption Eradication
Commission and TNI soldiers regarding corruption cases in the procurement of defense
equipment is that the handling is carried out separately (non-connectivity). Regarding the
juridical implications of determining a suspect without going through a connectivity
mechanism, whether it is valid or not null and void by law because connection crime cases
can be examined separately (Split). The reason the connectivity mechanism is often
ignored by the parties is because connectivity matters must wait for a decision from the
Minister of Defense and approval by the Minister of Justice. Then wait for the research
results from the investigative team that was formed whether the case was tried in general
court or military court so it will take a long time to resolve this connectivity case.

2. The investigative authority that the Corruption Eradication Commission has in eradicating
criminal acts of corruption carried out by members of the Indonesian National Army, that
the investigations carried out by the KPK have a legal basis in Article 42 of Law Number
30 of 2002 concerning the Commission for the Eradication of Corruption Crimes and Law
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Number 31 of 1999 amendments to Law Number 20 of 20001 concerning the Eradication
of Corruption Crimes. The Corruption Eradication Commission has the authority to
coordinate and control the investigation, inquiry and prosecution of criminal acts of
corruption carried out jointly by persons subject to military justice and general justice. The
extraordinary authority that the Corruption Eradication Commission (KPK) has in
eradicating criminal acts of corruption has reaped pros and cons in various circles, one of
which is related to the Corruption Eradication Committee's authority to investigate criminal
acts of corruption in the procurement of defense equipment involving TNI personnel,
which clashes with the oath of soldiers who must keep secrets and obey their superiors. as
well as the Judicial Law.
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