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ABSTRAK 

Tindak pidana pengeroyokan di wilayah hukum Pengadilan Negeri Bangkinang 

mengalami peningkatan pada 5 (lima) tahun terakhir. Berdasar dari alasan tersebut, 

penulis menemukan salah satu putusan tindak pidana pengeroyokan dengan Nomor 

355/Pid.B/2017/PN Bkn. Putusan tersebut menyatakan bahwa para terdakwa 

dibebaskan dari segala dakwaan penuntut umum. Ratio decidendi dalam ketetapan 

putusan tersebut menerangkan bahwa tidak adanya unsur kesengajaan atau mens 

rea dari para terdakwa untuk melakukan tindak pidana tersebut. Sementara, pada 

persidangan telah dihadirkan alat bukti berupa saksi, ahli dan surat sebagai 

penunjang laporan kerugian korban. Penelitian ini menggunakan metode penelitian 

yuridis normatif dengan pendekatan kasus, pendekatan perundang-undangan dan 

pendekatan teoritis. Hasil panel menyatakan bahwa dengan menggunakan teori 

pertimbangan hakim, teori tindak pidana pengeroyokan dan teori pembuktian, unsur 

mens rea serta pemenuhan pasal 170 ayat (1) KUHP diikuti pasal 184 ayat (1) 

KUHAP dapat terpenuhi. Ketetapan putusan seharusnya adalah dengan 

menghukum para terdakwa sesuai dengan bunyi pasal 170 ayat (1) KUHP. 

Kata Kunci: Mens Rea, Ratio Decidendi, Tindak Pidana Pengeroyokan 
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ABSTRACT 

The crime of mob violence in the jurisdiction of the Bangkinang District Court has 

increased in the last 5 (five) years. Based on these reasons, the author found one of 

the decisions on the crime of mob violence with Number 355/Pid.B/2017/PN Bkn. 

The decision stated that the defendants were acquitted of all charges of the public 

prosecutor. The ratio decidendi in the decision stated that there was no element of 

intent or mens rea from the defendants to commit the crime. During the trial, 

evidence was presented in the form of witnesses, experts and letters to support the 

victim's loss report. This research uses a normative legal research method with a 

case approach, a legislative approach and a theoretical approach. The results of 

the panel stated that by using the theory of judge's consideration, the theory of the 

crime of beating and the theory of evidence, the element of mens rea and the 

fulfillment of Article 170 paragraph (1) of the Criminal Code followed by Article 

184 paragraph (1) of the Criminal Procedure Code can be fulfilled. The decision 

should be to punish the defendants in accordance with the provisions of Article 170 

paragraph (1) of the Criminal Code. 

Keywords: Mens Rea, Ratio Decidendi, Crime of Brawling 
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