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Abstrak 

Ktun Yang Berupa Sertipikat Ternyata Berdasarkan Kasasi Ma Dapatdibatalkan. Ktun Yang 

Berupa Sertipikat Yang Ternyata Ganda Atau Tumpang Tindihsering Kali Terjadi Di Dalam 

Masyarakat Hal Ini Dikarnakan Dalam Penerbitanya Tidaksesuai Dengan Prosedur Yang Telah 

Ditentukan. Penelitian Ini Bertujuan Untukmengetahui Bagaimana Pertimbangan Hukum Hakim 

Dalam Pembatalan Sertipikathak Guna Bangunan Dalam Putusan Mahkamah Agung No. 

496/K/Tun/2017 Sertabagaimana Akibat Hukum Batalnya Sertipikat Hgb No.2849 Oleh Ptun 

Penulistertarik Untuk Melakukan Penelitian Dengan Mengambil Judul Skripsi “Tinjauanterhadap 

Pembatalan Sertipikat Hak Guna Bangunan (Studikeputusan Mahkamah Agung 

No.496/K/Tun/2017.)”. Metode Yang Digunakandalam Penelitian Ini Adalah Yuridis Normatif 

Dengan Pendekatan Yang Digunakanadalah Pendekatan Perundang-Undangan.  

Berdasarkan Hasil Penelitian Maka Dapat Diambil Kesimpulan,Dalammembuat Ktun Harus 

Sesuai Dengan Prosedur, Wewenang Dan Subtansi Sehinggatidak Bertentangan Dengan Perundang-

Undangan Dan Aupb. Sertipikat Sebagaiktun Terdapat Cacat Prosedur Sebagaimana Bertentangan 

Dengan Ketentuan Pasal26 Ayat (1) Juncto Pasal 28 Ayat (1) Dan Ayat (3) Huruf C Peraturan 

Pemerintahnomor 24 Tahun 1997 Tentang Pendaftaran Tanah. Akibat Hukum Dengan 

Batalnyasertipikat No.2849 Oleh Ptun Yakni Mengakibatkan Sertipikat Tersebut Menjadidapat 

Dibatalkan (Vernietig Baar).(Kata Kunci: Pembatalan, Sertipikat) 
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Abstract 

Evidently, State Administration Decision In The Form Of A Certificate Can Becanceled By 

Supreme Court’s Cassation. State Administrative Decisions In The Formof Certificates That Turn Out 

To Be Double Or Overlapping Often Occur In Society. Thisis Because The Issuance Was Not In 

Accordance With The Prescribed Procedure. Thisstudy Aims To Determine How The Judge’s Legal 

Considerations In The Cancellation Ofthe Building Rights Title Certificate In The Supreme Court 

Decision No. 496 / K /Tun / 2017 And What Are The Legal Consequences Of The Cancellation Of 

The Buildingrights Title Certificate No.2849 By The Civil Court Of Justice. Based On The 

Subject,Author Is Interested Taking The Title "Review Of  Cancellation Of The Buildingrights Title 

Certificate (Study Of Supreme Court Decision No.496 / K / Tun /2017.)" For This Research. The 

Method That Used In This Research Is Normativejuridical With The Approach Used Is The Statutory 

Approach.     

The Results Of The Research Is Shown That In Making A State Administrative Decisions, It 

Must Be In Accordance With The Procedures, Authority And Substance Sothat It Does Not Conflict 

With Laws And General Principles Of Good Governance. Thecertificate As A State Administrative  

Court Has A Procedural Defect As Contrary To Theprovisions Of Article 26 Section (1) Juncto With 

Article 28 Section (1), Andparagraph (3) Letter C Government Regulation Number 24 Of 1997 

Concerning Landregistration. The Legal Consequence Of The Cancellation Of The Certificate 

No.2849 Bythe Ptun Was That It Resulted In The Certificate Being Canceled (Vernietig Baar). 
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