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Abstract. In social life, buying and selling are fundamental mechanisms for transferring rights,
beginning with an agreement. According to Articles 1313 and 1338 of the Indonesian Civil Code,
agreements are legally binding acts with the force of law for the parties involved. One high-value
transaction is the sale and purchase of apartment units, which involves developers as sellers. In
practice, developers often fail to deliver units within the agreed timeframe. This study examines
(1) the developer’s responsibility toward buyers when units are not delivered and (2) the legal
protection available for buyers under such circumstances. The research applies Hans Kelsen’s
Theory of Responsibility and Satjipto Rahardjo’s Theory of Legal Protection, using a normative
juridical method based on library research. Primary, secondary, and tertiary legal materials were
analyzed through statutory, conceptual, analytical, and case approaches, employing grammatical
and systematic interpretation, legal analogy, and legal refinement. Findings reveal that developers
are primarily responsible for delivering fully paid units. Failure to fulfill this obligation, due to
breach of contract or negligence, triggers legal liability in the form of performance or
compensation. Legal protection for buyers ensures their rights are safeguarded, and even in cases
of developer negligence or bankruptcy, consumers are legally entitled to receive the apartment
units they have purchased.
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1. Introduction

In social life, buying and selling serve as one of the primary mechanisms for transferring
rights over property. The transfer of rights through a sale and purchase transaction is
fundamentally grounded in an agreement, as an agreement constitutes the juridical instrument
that creates a legal bond between the parties. This principle is consistent with Article 1313 of the
Indonesian Civil Code, which defines an agreement as a legal act whereby one or more persons
bind themselves to one or more other persons. This provision is further reinforced by Article 42
of Law Number 20 of 2011 concerning Condominium Ownership.

Within such contractual relationships, the seller is obligated to deliver the object of sale in
a lawful and tangible manner to the buyer and is entitled to receive payment in accordance with
the agreed price. Conversely, the buyer is obliged to pay the purchase price as stipulated and is
entitled to obtain lawful possession and ownership of the purchased object. This principle is
expressly stated in Article 1457 of the Civil Code, which provides that a sale and purchase
agreement is one in which one party binds itself to deliver an object, while the other binds itself
to pay the agreed price, as further emphasized by Article 1338 of the Civil Code.
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One form of agreement involving high economic value and legal complexity is the sale and
purchase of apartment units. In practice, developers occupy a central position as they are
responsible for development, marketing, and the delivery of apartment units to consumers. This
role is regulated under Law Number 20 of 2011 on Condominium Ownership, particularly Article
42, which obligates developers to hand over purchased apartment units along with ownership
documentation. Nevertheless, disputes frequently arise due to developers’ breaches of contract,
including delays in construction, delivery of units that do not conform to contractual
specifications, or obstacles in the issuance of Certificates of Ownership for Condominium Units
(SHMSRS).

It is a fundamental principle that all legally executed agreements bind the parties as law.
Failure by the developer to deliver the apartment unit in accordance with the agreement
constitutes a form of contractual breach. This research examines several court decisions with
similar factual and legal circumstances, including Supreme Court Decisions Number 323
K/Pdt/2021, 331 K/Pdt.Sus/2012, and 1347 K/Pdt.Sus-Pailit/2020, all of which have obtained
tinal and binding legal force. These cases reflect recurring legal issues concerning the non-delivery
of apartment units, including situations involving bankruptcy.

This study differs from previous research in that it specifically focuses on legal protection
for apartment buyers whose units have not been delivered due to unfulfilled development
obligations. Based on the foregoing background, this research is entitled “Legal Protection for
Apartment Buyers in Relation to the Non-Fulfillment of Development Obligations.”

2. Research Method

This study employs a normative juridical research method, which emphasizes the
examination of secondary data through library research as the primary source of analysis. This
method is appropriate for analyzing applicable legal norms, constructing systematic legal
arguments, and formulating prescriptive conclusions and recommendations based on established
legal doctrines and scientific principles.

The research approaches utilized include the statutory approach, case approach, analytical
approach, and conceptual approach. The statutory approach involves examining legislation
relevant to the legal issues under study, while the case approach is applied to analyze concrete
legal events and judicial decisions. The analytical approach is used to interpret legal terminology
and its application in legal practice and court rulings, whereas the conceptual approach examines
legal issues based on underlying legal concepts, principles, and values.

The legal materials used in this study consist of primary, secondary, and tertiary legal
sources. Primary legal materials include binding laws and regulations, such as the 1945
Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia, the Indonesian Civil Code, the Basic Agrarian Law,
the Condominium Law, and related governmental regulations. Secondary legal materials comprise
legal literature, scholarly works, and relevant academic publications, while tertiary legal materials
include legal dictionaries and encyclopedias. Legal materials were collected through systematic
inventory and literature review, followed by classification and selection to ensure coherence as
the foundation for legal analysis and construction.

3. Results and Discussion
Analysis of the Developer’s Liability Toward Apartment Buyers for the Non-Delivery of
Apartment Units

Hans Kelsen’s theory of legal responsibility is employed as the analytical framework to
assess the liability of developers toward apartment buyers whose units have not been delivered
despite full payment. According to Kelsen, legal responsibility arises when a legal subject commits
an act that contradicts a legal norm and consequently gives rise to sanctions. Such responsibility
does not solely stem from intentional misconduct but may also arise from negligence, which,
under Kelsen’s doctrine, constitutes a form of fault (w/pa) that nonetheless produces legal
consequences.
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Within the contractual relationship between the developer and the buyer, the obligation to
deliver the apartment unit constitutes a normative duty derived from the agreement, particularly
the Sale and Purchase Agreement or the Preliminary Sale and Purchase Binding Agreement
(PPJB). When this obligation is not fulfilled in a timely manner or is not fulfilled at all, while the
buyer has already satisfied the payment obligation, a breach of contract (wanprestasi) occurs. Under
Kelsen’s theory of responsibility, such failure amounts to legal negligence that is sufficient to
establish liability, without the necessity of proving malicious intent on the part of the developer.

The application of this theory is clearly reflected in the Decision of the South Jakarta
District Court, which was upheld by the Jakarta High Court and the Supreme Court in Case
Number 323 K/Pdt/2021. The coutt held that the developer was proven to have committed a
breach of contract due to its failure to deliver the apartment unit in accordance with the
agreement, while the force majeure defense was declared unsubstantiated. The sanctions imposed
namely contract termination, refund of payments, and late delivery penalties represent concrete
manifestations of legal responsibility as conceptualized by Hans Kelsen, demonstrating a direct
correlation between norm violation, fault, and sanction.

The application of the theory of legal responsibility is also evident in cases involving
developer bankruptcy, as reflected in Supreme Court Decisions Number 331 K/Pdt.Sus/2012
and Number 1347 K/Pdt.Sus-Pailit/2020. In these cases, the developet’s failure to deliver fully
paid apartment units was deemed legal negligence that gave rise to liability, notwithstanding the
developer’s bankrupt status. The Supreme Court emphasized that the rights of good-faith buyers
must be protected, and therefore, apartment units that have been fully paid for cannot be treated
merely as part of the bankruptcy estate (boede! pailit).

In addition to the theory of responsibility, Satjipto Rahardjo’s theory of legal protection
strengthens the analysis by positioning consumer protection as a fundamental objective of the
law. Preventive legal protection has been provided through statutory regulations and contractual
instruments; however, it failed to operate effectively due to the developer’s negligence.
Consequently, repressive legal protection through judicial decisions becomes the primary
mechanism for restoring buyers’ rights. Collectively, these judicial rulings demonstrate that the
developer’s responsibility is not merely contractual in nature but also constitutes an integral
component of the legal mechanism designed to uphold legal certainty, justice, and consumer
protection in property transactions.

An Analysis of Legal Protection for Apartment Buyers Concerning the Failure to Fulfill
Construction Obligations

This study analyzes legal protection for apartment buyers in cases where developers fail to
fulfill their construction and delivery obligations. The Theory of Legal Protection proposed by
Satjipto Rahardjo is employed as the analytical framework to examine the legal phenomena
surrounding the protection of apartment buyers whose rights have been violated due to the non-
fulfillment of construction obligations.

According to Satjipto Rahardjo, legal protection is defined as the provision of safeguards
for human rights that have been violated by others, and such protection is granted to society to
ensure that individuals can fully enjoy the rights conferred by law. Legal protection constitutes a
broad concept within a state governed by the rule of law. Fundamentally, legal protection consists
of two forms: preventive legal protection and repressive legal protection. Preventive legal
protection is intended to prevent violations before they occur, whereas repressive legal protection
functions after a violation has taken place (Rahardjo, 2000).

The application of Satjipto Rahardjo’s legal protection theory in relation to the failure to
fulfill apartment construction obligations is examined through Supreme Court Decision Number
323 K/Pdt/2021 in conjunction with Jakarta High Court Decision Number
656/PDT/2019/PT.DKI and South Jakarta District Court Decision Number
45/Pdt.G/2019/PN.Jkt.Sel.

Case Background: Debora Ammy Novida B. v. PT Prospek Duta Sukses

The dispute between Debora Ammy Novida B., as the buyer, and PT Prospek Duta Sukses,

as the developer, in Case Number 323 K/Pdt/2021 presents a significant legal issue concerning
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legal protection in the property sector, particularly apartment transactions. In this case, the buyer
had fulfilled her contractual obligations by paying the down payment and installments in
accordance with the agreement. However, the developer failed to deliver the apartment unit
within the stipulated timeframe. Furthermore, the construction of the apartment unit itself was
not completed as promised, allegedly due to the construction of the Depok—Antasati toll road.

The fundamental legal issue concerns how legal protection should be afforded to
apartment buyers who suffer losses as a result of a developer’s negligence or default (wanprestasi),
and how such protection can be analyzed through the perspective of Satjipto Rahardjo’s legal
protection theory. This theory places consumers or apartment buyers as parties entitled to state
protection so that they are not harmed, both before and after the occurrence of legal violations.
Preventive Legal Protection for Apartment Buyers

Preventive legal protection for apartment buyers is, in principle, available within
Indonesia’s legal framework. First, the Indonesian Civil Code (Kitab Undang-Undang Hukum
Perdata) regulates fundamental principles of contract law, particularly Article 1320 concerning the
validity requirements of agreements and Article 1338 which affirms the principle of freedom of
contract. In this case, the contractual relationship was embodied in a Unit Order Letter (Swrar
Pesanan Unit or SPU). Although the SPU is not equivalent to a notarial deed of sale and purchase,
it remains legally binding. The SPU should function as a preventive legal instrument that ensures
legal certainty regarding the rights and obligations of both parties.

Second, within the context of housing and apartment development, Law Number 20 of
2011 on Flats (Rumalh Susun) provides a stronger legal foundation concerning developers’
obligations, including the obligation to complete construction and deliver apartment units to
buyers in a timely manner. Under this law, consumers should be guaranteed legal certainty that
apartment construction will be completed as promised.

However, in the case of PT Prospek Duta Sukses, such preventive legal protection failed
to function effectively. The developer continued marketing apartment units despite being unable
to ensure the continuity and completion of construction. The SPU was not complied with,
consumer protection regulations were not effectively enforced, and construction obligations were
not fulfilled according to schedule. This failure of preventive mechanisms ultimately compelled
the buyer to pursue legal remedies through litigation.

Repressive Legal Protection Through Court Decisions

When preventive legal protection fails, repressive legal protection must operate. This form
of protection is clearly reflected in the decisions rendered by the District Court, High Court, and
Supreme Court.

The South Jakarta District Court held that the developer had committed default
(wanprestasi) by failing to deliver the apartment unit within the agreed timeframe. The force
majeure argument advanced by the developer was rejected due to the absence of official evidence
and the lack of any force majeure clause in the SPU. As a form of repressive legal protection, the
court declared the SPU null and void, ordered the developer to refund IDR 774,000,000, imposed
a delay penalty of IDR 23,000,000, and ordered a conservatory attachment to ensure the
enforcement of the judgment. This decision constitutes a restoration of the consumer’s rights
after suffering losses.

The Jakarta High Court upheld the District Court’s ruling, affirming that the lower court’s
legal reasoning was correct. The appellate judges emphasized that the force majeure argument
was unproven and that the developer had indeed acted negligently. Consequently, repressive legal
protection was consistently upheld at the appellate level.

The Supreme Court subsequently rejected the developet’s cassation appeal, stating that the
Judex facti had not erred in applying the law. As a result, the repressive legal protection afforded
by the lower courts was reinforced. This final and binding decision provides legal certainty for
consumers.

Across all three judicial levels, repressive legal protection was consistently applied to restore
the consumer’s rights. When viewed through Satjipto Rahardjo’s legal protection theory, the
buyer’s right to receive an apartment unit that is constructed and delivered on time constitutes a
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legal right that must be protected. When developers fail to fulfill their obligations, the state is
obliged to intervene through legal mechanisms to safeguard such rights. The decisions of the
District Court, High Court, and Supreme Court represent concrete manifestations of state
protection for consumers.

Nevertheless, Satjipto Rahardjo’s theory also emphasizes that legal protection should not
be limited to repressive measures but must also include preventive protection. In this case,
preventive protection proved ineffective due to the lack of effective supervision over developers
marketing units without sufficient construction readiness. Although the consumer ultimately
obtained her rights through judicial decisions, the lengthy litigation process highlights the
weaknesses of preventive legal protection mechanisms.

The Importance of Strengthening Preventive Legal Protection in Apartment
Development

One important lesson derived from this case is the necessity of strengthening preventive
legal protection. Consumers should not be required to suffer losses before seeking justice through
litigation. The state must establish more effective oversight mechanisms for developers, including
ensuring that apartment units may only be marketed once construction has reached a certain stage,
requiring escrow accounts to safeguard consumer payments until construction milestones are
achieved, and imposing firm administrative sanctions on negligent developers before disputes
escalate into civil litigation. If preventive legal protection is strengthened, repressive judicial
protection can function as a last resort rather than the primary avenue for redress.

Legal Protection in Bankruptcy Cases: Graha Permata Properindo

The application of Satjipto Rahardjo’s legal protection theory is also evident in Supreme
Court Decision Number 331 K/Pdt.Sus/2012 in conjunction with Commercial Court Decision
Number 10/Pailit/2012/PN.Niaga.Jkt.Pst. In this case, apattment buyers were placed in a
disadvantaged position due to the developer’s failure to deliver apartment units that had been
paid for under a Sale and Purchase Binding Agreement (Perjanjian Pengikatan Jual Beli or PP]B).

The buyers had fulfilled their payment obligations, yet the developer failed to hand over
the promised apartment units. This constituted a violation of the buyers’ contractual and
economic rights. From the perspective of Satjipto Rahardjo’s theory, the buyers were entitled to
legal protection, both preventively and repressively.

Preventive legal protection through PPJB regulations existed in theory, as the PPJB
imposes clear obligations on developers to deliver apartment units within a specified timeframe.
However, weak state supervision rendered such protection ineffective in practice. Consequently,
repressive legal protection became necessary through bankruptey proceedings.

By declaring the developer bankrupt, the Commercial Court enabled the appointment of a
curator to manage and distribute the developer’s assets among creditors, including apartment
buyers. The Supreme Court’s decision to uphold the bankruptcy ruling represents a concrete form
of repressive legal protection, ensuring that violations of consumer rights do not occur without
legal consequences. This approach aligns with Rahardjo’s view that law must provide protection
after rights have been violated.

Judicial Protection and the Role of Judges

Judges play a crucial role as protectors of consumer rights. By rejecting the developer’s
objections and broadly interpreting the concept of debt in bankruptcy law to include obligations
arising from apartment sales, the judges demonstrated a commitment to protecting buyers’ rights.
This judicial stance reflects the essence of Satjipto Rahardjo’s thought, namely that legal
protection is a concrete effort by the state to safeguard the rights of citizens who have been
harmed.

Although repressive protection was granted, these cases also expose the weaknesses of
preventive protection due to insufficient oversight of apartment development projects. Ideally,
the government should ensure that developers possess adequate financial and technical capacity
before marketing apartment units.

Legal Responsibility in Hans Kelsen’s Perspective
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In addition to Satjipto Rahardjo’s theory, this study also applies Hans Kelsen’s theory of
legal responsibility to analyze the phenomenon of legal protection for apartment buyers.
According to Kelsen, a person bears legal responsibility for an unlawful act when that act gives
rise to a legal sanction. Negligence (c#/pa), defined as the failure to exercise legally required care,
constitutes a form of legal fault (Kelsen, 1961).

In the case of Debora Ammy Novida B. v. PT Prospek Duta Sukses, three elements of
legal responsibility as articulated by Kelsen are clearly present: (1) an unlawful act in the form of
default due to failure to deliver the apartment unit on time; (2) a legal subject, namely the
developer as a legal entity; and (3) the imposition of legal sanctions, including contract
cancellation, refund of payments, penalties, and conservatory attachment.

The consistent application of sanctions by the District Court, High Court, and Supreme
Court demonstrates the enforcement of legal responsibility in accordance with Hans Kelsen’s
theory. Even in the absence of malicious intent, negligence alone is sufficient to establish legal
responsibility.

4. Conclusion

The developer’s legal responsibility primarily lies in delivering the apartment unit that has
been fully paid for by the consumer. When this obligation is not fulfilled, whether due to breach
of contract (wanprestasi) or negligence, legal liability arises in the form of performance fulfillment
or compensation. Buyers who have complied with their payment obligations possess a legitimate
right to the apartment unit, and such rights give rise to an inherent legal responsibility on the part
of the developer. The law therefore functions as a mechanism to safeguard the rights of good-
faith consumers, ensuring that they are not disadvantaged by the developer’s failure to perform
contractual obligations. Legal protection for apartment buyers who have fulfilled their obligations
constitutes a form of legal safeguarding provided by the law. Even when the developer is negligent
or declared bankrupt, such circumstances do not extinguish consumers’ rights to obtain the
apartment units they have paid for. These rights are guaranteed by law as a response to harmful
conduct by other parties, thereby affirming the role of law in providing justice, legal certainty, and
protection for consumers acting in good faith.

Abdulkadir, M. (2006). Hukum asuransi Indonesia. Bandung: PT Citra Aditya Bakti.

Abdurachman. (2008). Hukum acara perdata. Jakarta: Universitas Trisakti.

Ahmadi, M., & Sakka, P. (2012). Hukum perikatan: Penjelasan makna Pasal 1233 sampai 1456 BW. Jakarta: Rajawali Pers.

Andi, H. (2009). Hukum acara perdata Indonesia. Jakarta: Sinar Grafika.

Arief, B. N. (1999). Refleksi tentang struktnr ilmn bukum: Sebuab penelitian tentang fundasi kefilsafatan dan sifat keilmunan ilmu hukum sebagai landasan
pengembangan ilmn hukum nasional Indonesia. Bandung: Mandar Maju.

Arief, B. N. (2001). Masalah penegakan hukum dan kebijakan penanggunlangan kejabatan. Bandung: PT Citra Aditya Bakti.

Arief, B. N. (2022). Perlindungan bukum bagi pemegang saham minoritas dalam pernsahaan terbuka. Y ogyakarta: Publika.

Binoto, N. (2018). Hukum perseroan ferbatas. Jakarta: Jala Permata Aksara.

Boedi, H. (2010). Hukum agraria Indonesia: Sejarah pembentukan Undang-Undang Pokok Agraria, isi, dan pelaksanaannya. Jakarta: Djambatan.

Bonifasius, A. K. (2016). Keuntungan & risiko menjadi direktur, komisaris dan pemegang sabam. Jakarta: Visimedia.

Budi, S. (2020). Hukum notaris Indonesia. Y ogyakarta: Graha Ilmu.

Burhan, A. (1996). Metode penelitian hukum. Jakarta: Rineka Cipta.

Darmodiharjo, & Shidarta. (1995). Pokok-pokok filsafat hukum: Apa dan bagaimana filsafat hukum Indonesia. Jakarta: Gramedia Pustaka Utama.

Dean, G. P. (2004). Negotiation in social conflict 3rd ed.). New York, NY: McGraw-Hill.

Djuhaendah, H. (1996). Lenbaga jaminan kebendaan bagi tanah dan benda lain yang melekat pada tanah. Bandung: Citra Aditya Bakti.



International Journal of Education and Literature 2025 (Desember), vol. 4, no. 3, Khasanah, et al. 438 dari 439

Dominikus, R. (2010). Filsafat hukum: Mencari, memabami dan memabami hukum. Y ogyakarta: Laksbang Pressindo.
Effendi, P. (2007). Hukum agraria di Indonesia. Jakarta: Rajawali Pers.

Fajar, M., & Yulianto, A. (2010). Dualisme penclitian bukum empiris & normatif. Y ogyakarta: Pustaka Pelajar.
Habib, A. (2013). Meneropong khazanah notaris dan PPAT Indonesia. Bandung: Citra Aditya Bakti.

Hartono, S. R. (1995). Hukum asuransi dan perusabaan asuransi. Jakarta: Sinar Grafika.

Hermawan, M. B. (2023). Perlindungan hukum terbadap pembeli akibat developer wanprestasi dalam perjanjian pengikatan jual beli Apartemen Green Bay
Pluit Jakarta (Magister Ilmu Hukum, Universitas Nasional, Jakarta).

Iman, S. (1981). Hukum adat: Skema kuliab. Y ogyakarta: Liberty.
Ira, K. (2009). Notaris: Mengenal profesi notaris. Jakarta: Raih Asa Sukses.

Irma, S. (2018). Kepastian dan perlindungan bukum terbadap pembeli rumab susun di Makassar (Magister Kenotariatan, Universitas Islam Indonesia,
Jakarta).

Jan, M. O. (20006). Terjemaban Tristam Moeliono dalam S hidarta: Moralitas profesi hukum suatu tawaran kerangka berpikir. Bandung: PT Revika Aditama.

Jazim, H. (2006). Revolusi hukum Indonesia: Makna, kedudukan, dan implikasi hukum naskab Proklamasi 17 Agustus 1945 dalam sistem ketatanegaraan
RI. Yogyakarta: Konstitusi Press & Citra Media.

John, N. J. (2007). Etika bisnis dan GCG. Jakarta: Pelangi Cempaka.

Junaedy, G. (2011). Hukum asuransi Indonesia. Jakarta: Sinar Grafika.

Kitab Undang-Undang Hukum Perdata.

Mahmudi. (2010). Manajemen kinerja sektor publik. Y ogyakarta: UPP STIMM YKPN.

Mardiasmo. (20106). Akuntansi sektor publik. Y ogyakarta: Andi.

Maria, S. W. S. (2008). Tanabh dalam perspektif hak ekonomi, sosial, dan budaya. Jakarta: Kompas.
Marwan, M. (2003). Pengantar ilpn hukum. Bogor: Ghalia Indonesia.

Miriam, B. (1998). Dasar-dasar ilmu politik. Jakarta: Gramedia Pustaka Utama.

Mochtar, K. (2002). Konsep-konsep hukun dalam pembangunan nasional. Bandung: Alumni.

Munir, F. (2002). Hukum pernsabaan dalam paradigma hukum bisnis. Bandung: PT Citra Aditya Bakti.
Nasrokah, E. (2011). Tinjauan ynridis terhadap jual beli apartemen The Peak at Sudirman (Magister Kenotariatan, Universitas Indonesia, Depok).
Nazir. (2000). Metode penelitian. Jakarta: Ghalia Indonesia.

Notohamidjojo. (2011). Soal-soal pokok filsafat hukum. Salatiga: Griya Media.

Peraturan Pemerintah Nomor 12 Tahun 2021 tentang Perubahan atas Peraturan Pemerintah Nomor 14 Tahun 2016 tentang Penyelenggaraan
Perumahan dan Kawasan Pemukiman.

Peraturan Pemerintah Nomor 14 Tahun 2016 tentang Penyelenggaraan Perumahan dan Kawasan Pemukiman.
Peraturan Pemerintah Nomor 18 Tahun 2021 tentang Hak Pengelolaan, Hak Atas Tanah, Satuan Rumah Susun, dan Pendaftaran Tanah.
Peter, M. M. (2005). Penelitian hukum. Jakarta: Prenadamedia Group.

Philipus, M. H. (1987). Perlindungan hukum bagi rakyat di Indonesia: Sebuab studi tentang prinsip-prinsipnya, penanganan oleh pengadilan dalam lingkungan
peradilan umum dan pembentukan peradilan administrasi negara. Surabaya: Bina Ilmu.

Purwahid, P. (1988). Hukum perdata I1: Perikatan yang labir dari perjanjian dan nndang-undang. Semarang: FH Undip.
Purwosutjipto, H. M. N. (1990). Pengertian pokok hukum perdata. Jakarta: Djambatan.

Putri, M. H. (2023). Tanggung jawab developer dalam perolel sertifikat hak milik satnan rumab susun berdasarkan PPJB (Magister Kenotariatan,
Universitas Sumatera Utara, Medan).

Putusan Mahkamah Agung Nomor 1347 K/Pdt.Sus-PAILIT/2020 jo Pengadilan Negeti Semarang Nomor 8/Pdt.Sus-Pailit/2020/PN. Smg.

Putusan Mahkamah Agung Nomor 323 K/Pdt/2021 jo Putusan Pengadilan Tinggi Jakarta Nomor 656/PDT/2019/PT. DKI jo Putusan
Pengadilan Negeti Jakarta Selatan Nomor 45/Pdt.G/2019/PN. Jkt.Sel.



International Journal of Education and Literature 2025 (Desember), vol. 4, no. 3, Khasanah, et al. 439 dari 439

Putusan Mahkamah Agung Nomor 331 K/Pdt.Sus/2012 jo Putusan Pengadilan Negeri Niaga Jakarta Pusat Nomor 10/Pailit/2012/PN.
Niaga. Jkt.Pst.

Ridwan, K. (2019). Hukum perikatan: Pengantar hukum perdata. Y ogyakarta: FH UII Press.

Salim, H. S. (2015). Perkembangan bukum kontrak di inar KUH Perdata. Jakarta: Rajawali Pers.

Satjipto, R. (2000). I/mu hukum. Bandung: PT Citra Aditya Bakti.

Siti, U. A. (2010). Hukum kontrak. Semarang: Unissula Press.

Sitti, M. (2020). Metode penemmuan hukum (interpretasi dan konstruksi) dalam rangka harmonisasi hukum. Banda Aceh: Pusat Jurnal UIN Ar-Raniry.
Soedjono, D. (2010). Pengantar ilpu bukum. Jakarta: PT Raja Grafindo Tinggi.

Soerjono, S., & Mamudji, S. (2001). Penelitian hukum normatif: Suatu tinjanan singkat (6th ed.). Jakarta: PT Raja Grafindo Persada.
Soeroso, R. (1992). Pengantar ilmu bukum. Bandung: Sinar Grafika.

Sti, S. M. S. (1985). Hukum perjanjian: Suatu pengantar. Y ogyakarta: Liberty.

Subekti, R., & Tjitrosudibio. (2017). Kitab Undang-Undang Hukum Perdata. Jakarta: Pradnya Paramita.

Sudargo, G. (1990). Pengantar hukum perdata Indonesia. Bandung: Citra Aditya Bakti.

Sudikno, M. (2001). Penemuan hukum: Sunatu pengantar (11th ed.). Yogyakarta: Liberty.

Supardjono. (2000). Perasuransian di Indonesia. Jakarta: CV Amalia Bhakti Jaya.

Surojo, W. (1995). Pengantar dan asas-asas hukum adat. Jakarta: Haji Masagung,.

Sutan, R. S. (1993). Peraliban hak atas tanab dan pendafiarannya. Jakarta: Ghalia Indonesia.

Teddi, A. (2013). Perlindungan hukum terbadap pembeli satuan apartemen dalam kepailitan (Magister Ilmu Hukum, Universitas Islam Indonesia,
Jakarta).

Tim Prodi Magister Kenotariatan. (2024). Buku pedoman penulisan tesis magister kenotariatan Universitas Jayabaya. Jakarta: Universitas Jayabaya.
Undang-Undang Dasar Negara Republik Indonesia Tahun 1945 beserta Amandemennya.

Undang-Undang Nomor 20 Tahun 2011 tentang Rumah Susun.

Undang-Undang Nomor 5 Tahun 1960 tentang Peraturan Dasar Pokok-Pokok Agraria.

Vollmar. (1984). Pengantar studi bukum perdata (Jilid 11, 1. S. Adiwimarta, Trans.). Jakarta: CV Rajawali.

Widjaya, H. (2002). Hukum perusabaan. Jakarta: Kesaint Blanc.

Yahya, H. (2008). Hukum acara perdata tentang gngatan, persidangan, penyitaan, pembuktian, dan putusan pengadilan (7Tth ed.). Jakarta: Sinar Grafika.
Zainab. (2000). Prinsip-prinsip dasar hukum lelang. Jakarta: Sinar Grafika.

Zainal, A. (2012). Pengantar tata hukum Indonesia. Jakarta: Rajawali Pers.



