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Abstract 

 
One of the important principles of good governance is transparent and accountable state financial 

management. Deviations in financial management can cause state financial losses that can disrupt 

state stability and reduce public trust. The authority to calculate and determine state financial losses is 
constitutionally vested in the Supreme Audit Agency (BPK). However, in the practice of regional 

governance, the Government Internal Supervisory Apparatus, in this case the Regional Inspectorate, is 

also involved in the audit process related to indications of state financial losses. The problem becomes 
more complex when this authority is applied to Village Credit Institutions (Lembaga Perkreditan Desa), 

which are customary financial institutions in Bali Province. This study aims to analyze the concept of 

state financial losses from an administrative law perspective and examine the authority of the Regional 
Inspectorate in calculating losses at Village Credit Institutions. The method used in this study is a 

normative legal research method with a statutory regulatory approach and a conceptual approach. The 

legal materials used include statutory regulations, legal literature, and relevant scientific articles. The 
research results indicate that the Regional Inspectorate has the authority to conduct audits and 

calculate indications of losses as part of the government's internal oversight function, but the authority 

to determine final state financial losses remains with the Supreme Audit Agency (BPK). Therefore, 
clarity in the regulation of authority is needed to avoid overlapping authority between supervisory 

institutions. 
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INTRODUCTION  

State financial management is a fundamental aspect of transparent and accountable governance 
(Adnyani, 2021). State finances encompass not only all state rights and obligations that can be 

measured in monetary terms, but also all government policies, activities, and actions related to state 

revenues and expenditures. Therefore, state financial management must be carried out in an orderly, 
efficient, economical, transparent, and accountable manner, as stipulated in Law Number 17 of 2003 

concerning State Finances (hereinafter referred to as Law Number 17 of 2003). These principles serve 

as the foundation for achieving good governance and ensuring that state financial resources are used 
effectively for the benefit of society as a whole (Adnyani, 2023). 

In the practice of governance, state financial management is closely related to the possibility of 

irregularities that can result in state financial losses (Adnyani, Landrawan & Agustini, 2024). Law 
Number 1 of 2004 concerning State Treasury (hereinafter referred to as Law Number 1 of 2004) defines 

state losses as a real and concrete shortage of money, securities, or assets due to unlawful acts, 

whether intentional or negligent. The concept of state financial losses plays a crucial role in the state 
financial oversight system, as it serves as the basis for determining the accountability of officials or 

parties authorized to manage state finances (Adnyani et al, 2024). In law enforcement practice, state 

financial losses are often a crucial element in proving corruption and in the process of resolving state 
financial administration (Pradana, Subekti, & Prakoso, 2019). 

In Indonesia's constitutional system (Adnyani et al, 2025), the authority to assess and determine 

state financial losses rests constitutionally with the State Audit Board (BPK). This institution's primary 
function is to audit state financial management and accountability, as stipulated in Law Number 15 of 

2006 concerning the State Audit Board (hereinafter referred to as Law 15/2006). The BPK's audit results 

serve as the basis for determining state losses and issuing recommendations to relevant agencies for 
follow-up on these findings. In practice, this authority often gives rise to debate regarding the 

relationship between the BPK and other supervisory institutions that also audit state financial 

management (Fajar Pradnyana & Parsa, 2021). 
In addition to the State Audit Agency (BPK), the state financial oversight system also involves 

the Government Internal Supervisory Apparatus (hereinafter referred to as APIP), which plays a role in 

internal oversight of government administration. APIP is responsible for conducting audits, reviews, 
evaluations, and monitoring the performance of government agencies. Through this internal oversight 

mechanism, the government is expected to detect potential irregularities early on that could result in 

state financial losses. APIP also plays a strategic role in providing recommendations for improving 
financial governance and increasing the effectiveness of the government's internal control system 

(Naue, Putranto, & Triadi, 2025). 

At the regional government level, the Public Accounting Inspection (APIP) function is carried out 
by the Regional Inspectorate, which is responsible for providing guidance and oversight of regional 

government administration. The Regional Inspectorate helps ensure that regional financial 

management is carried out in accordance with legal provisions and the principles of good governance 
(Adnyani, Agustini & Landrawan, 2025). Through audits and evaluations, the Regional Inspectorate can 

identify potential regional financial losses and formulate recommendations to regional officials to 

improve financial management. Therefore, the Regional Inspectorate plays a crucial role in the regional 
government's internal oversight system (Lii, Wokas, & Suwetja, 2025). 

In the Province of Bali, there is a traditional financial institution known as the Village Credit 

Institution (hereinafter referred to as LPD). This institution is owned by traditional villages and plays a 
strategic role in supporting the economic activities of rural communities. LPDs not only act as financial 

intermediaries but also have social and cultural dimensions closely linked to the existence of traditional 

villages as customary law communities. Therefore, LPDs differ from other formal financial institutions 
because they are based on traditional values and local wisdom of the Balinese people (Piadnyan, 

Budiartha, & Arini, 2020). 

Regulations regarding LPDs in Bali Province are stipulated in Bali Provincial Regulation Number 
3 of 2017 concerning Village Credit Institutions (hereinafter referred to as Perda 3 of 2017). This 

regulation establishes the legal basis for the establishment, management, and supervision of LPDs as 

financial institutions owned by indigenous communities. However, in practice, many irregularities in the 
management of LPD funds occur, resulting in losses for indigenous communities (Asrini & Adnyani, 

2023). This situation highlights the importance of monitoring LPD management to ensure the 

sustainability of these institutions and protect the interests of indigenous communities (Susila, 2023). 
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To address this issue, the local government is working to strengthen oversight and loss resolution 
mechanisms at Village Financing Institutions (LKM). One such step is the ratification of Bali Governor 

Decree No. 186/03-0/HK/2022 concerning Recipients of Initial Capital Grants from Village Credit 

Institutions to Traditional Villages, dated April 22, 2022 (hereinafter referred to as Decree 186/2022), 
which regulates loss management mechanisms at LKMs, involving the Regional Inspectorate in the loss 

calculation process. This policy demonstrates the local government's active role in ensuring that LKM 

losses are properly identified and managed. 
However, the involvement of the Regional Inspectorate in the process of calculating losses at 

LPDs raises legal issues related to the institution's limited authority within the state financial oversight 

system. This is because, by law, the authority to determine state financial losses rests with the State 
Audit Agency (BPK). On the other hand, the Regional Inspectorate, as part of the Regional Audit Agency 

(APIP), also has the authority to audit regional financial management. This situation can lead to 

overlapping authority between external and internal oversight institutions in determining state financial 
losses (Wirabuana, Nirahua, & Bakarbessy, 2024). 

Several previous studies have analyzed the authority of audit institutions to determine state 

financial losses and the status of LPDs (State Financial Institutions) within the Indonesian legal system. 
However, research specifically analyzing the authority of the Regional Inspectorate to calculate losses 

in LPDs is relatively limited. Therefore, this study is crucial in providing a legal analysis of the limitations 

of the inspectorate's authority from a state administrative law perspective. Based on this background, 
this study aims to analyze the concept of state financial losses from an administrative law perspective 

and to test the authority of the Regional Inspectorate in calculating losses in LPD (Food Processing 

Institutions). 
 

RESEARCH METHOD  

This research uses a normative juridical legal research method that focuses on the study of legal 
norms governing the authority of supervisory institutions in calculating state financial losses. This 

research was conducted by reviewing legal materials related to the legal issue under study to obtain 

relevant legal arguments, theories, and concepts (Adnyani, 2018). This method is used to analyze legal 
provisions and regulations related to state financial management, the authority of supervisory 

institutions, and the position of village credit institutions in the Indonesian legal system. 

This research uses a legal and conceptual approach (Adnyani, 2021). The legal approach is 
conducted by examining laws and regulations related to state financial management, the authority of 

supervisory institutions, and the status of village credit institutions. The conceptual approach is then 

carried out by analyzing legal concepts related to state financial management, the authority of 
supervisory institutions, and the status of village credit institutions. Through these two approaches, this 

research seeks to understand the limitations of the authority of regional government supervisory 

institutions in calculating losses incurred in the financial management of institutions under regional 
government supervision (Marzuki, 2019). 

The legal materials used in this study consist of primary legal materials (Adnyani, 2021), in the 

form of laws and regulations relating to state financial management, financial oversight systems, and 
regulations regarding village credit institutions. Secondary legal materials include legal literature, 

research findings, and scientific articles relevant to the research topic. Tertiary legal materials include 

legal dictionaries and encyclopedias, which were used to aid in understanding legal terms relevant to 
this study. 

The legal material collection technique was carried out through a literature study by exploring 

various laws and regulations, literature sources (Adnyani, 2024), and scientific journals related to the 
research problem. Furthermore, the collected legal material was analyzed qualitatively using legal 

interpretation methods to gain a comprehensive understanding (Adnyani, Yudiawan & Apsari Hadi, 

2025) regarding the authority of the regional inspectorate in calculating losses at the Village Credit 
Institution from the perspective of state administrative law. 

         

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION  
The Concept of State Financial Losses from an Administrative Law Perspective 

The concept of state financial losses is a crucial element in the state financial management and 

oversight system in Indonesia. These losses are closely related to the accountability of officials or 
institutions authorized to manage state finances. In state administrative law, these losses are 

understood not only as financial losses but also as the legal consequences of administrative actions 

that violate legal provisions. 
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Legally, state financial losses are regulated by Law Number 1 of 2004. This law defines state 
losses as a real and concrete shortage of money, securities, or assets resulting from unlawful acts, 

whether intentional or negligent. This definition indicates that state financial losses must meet several 

important requirements: a shortage of state assets, a specific amount, and the existence of an unlawful 
act that caused it. 

In the practice of state financial oversight, not all audit findings can be directly classified as state 

financial losses. Audit findings generally consist of indications or potential losses that require further 
verification to confirm the actual existence and exact amount of the loss. Therefore, there is a distinction 

between indications of state financial losses and the determination of state financial losses. Indications 

of losses are generally obtained through audits or examinations conducted by supervisory agencies, 
while determining losses is a legal process carried out by authorized agencies to officially determine 

the existence of state losses (Pradana, Subekti, & Prakoso, 2019).     

In Indonesia's constitutional system, the authority to assess and determine state financial losses 
rests constitutionally with the State Audit Board (BPK). This institution's role is to audit the management 

and accountability of state finances and evaluate findings related to state losses. The BPK audit results 

serve as the basis for relevant agencies to take further action, including restitution of state losses and 
law enforcement if evidence of corruption is found (Fajar Pradnyana & Parsa, 2021). 

The concept of state financial losses is also closely related to the principle of actual losses, which 

refers to losses that have actually occurred and can be accurately calculated. This principle emphasizes 
that state losses cannot be determined solely based on estimates or potential losses but must be 

supported by evidence demonstrating a real and precisely measurable deficit in state assets. The 

principle of actual losses is crucial for distinguishing between potential losses, which are still 
administrative in nature, and state losses that meet the legal requirements for official determination 

(Kuswandari & Umara, 2025). 

Beyond administrative law, the concept of state financial losses is also closely related to criminal 
corruption law. In many corruption cases, state financial losses are one of the elements that must be 

proven in the legal process. Therefore, audit findings related to the calculation of state losses are often 

used as evidence in court. In this context, audit findings produced by the government's internal oversight 
body can also be considered in the evidentiary process, although the authority to determine state losses 

rests with the body with constitutional authority to do so (Wirabuana, Nirahua, & Bakarbessy, 2024). 

Therefore, the concept of state financial losses from an administrative law perspective relates 
not only to financial aspects but also to the administrative accountability system in state financial 

management. A clear understanding of this concept is crucial for determining the limits of the 

supervisory body's authority to audit and calculate state financial losses, including in the context of 
oversight of financial institutions at the local government level.  

 

The Authority of the Regional Inspectorate in the State Financial Oversight System 
In the government system, oversight of state financial management is a crucial component to 

ensure transparency, accountability, and compliance with legal provisions in all use of financial 

resources. This oversight is carried out not only by external supervisory bodies, such as the State Audit 
Board (BPK), but also by the government's internal supervisory body, known as the Regional 

Inspectorate (APIP). The APIP is a crucial instrument of the government's internal control system, which 

aims to improve the effectiveness and efficiency of government administration. 
The APIP plays a role in overseeing the implementation of government institutions' duties and 

functions through audits, reviews, evaluations, monitoring, and other oversight activities. Through this 

function, the APIP provides adequate assurance regarding the compliance, effectiveness, and 
efficiency of state financial management. Furthermore, the APIP also acts as a consultant, aiming to 

provide recommendations for improving the governance and internal control systems of government 

institutions (Nurfalah & Kartikasari, 2026). 
At the regional government level, the APIP (Anti-Protecting Inspection Protection) function is 

carried out by the Regional Inspectorate, which reports directly to the regional head. The Inspectorate 

plays a role in fostering and overseeing regional government administration, including aspects of 
regional financial management. Through audits and evaluations, the Inspectorate helps detect potential 

irregularities and formulates recommendations to improve the financial management of regional 

institutions and agencies within its jurisdiction (Lii, Wokas, & Suwetja, 2025). 
From a state administrative law perspective, the authority of a government agency can derive 

from three main sources: attribution, delegation, and mandate. Attribution is the direct granting of 

authority from statutory regulations to a government agency. Delegation is the transfer of authority from 
one government agency to another, accompanied by the transfer of responsibility for exercising that 



1004 1004 1004 1004 

 

 

 

 

Awang Long Law Review, Vol. 8, No. 4, Juli 2026: 1001 to 1006 

1004 

authority. A mandate, on the other hand, is the delegation of authority from one official to another to act 
on behalf of the mandator without transferring responsibility for that authority. 

The regional inspectorate's authority to supervise and provide guidance on regional government 

administration is essentially attributional authority granted by laws and regulations governing the 
government's internal oversight system. Through this authority, the regional inspectorate is tasked with 

conducting internal audits of regional financial management and ensuring that all government activities 

are carried out in accordance with the principles of good governance. 
Although the inspectorate's authority is attributional, it has certain limitations within the state 

financial oversight system. The Inspectorate, as part of the Domestic Audit Agency (APIP), primarily 

functions to conduct preventive and corrective internal oversight of government administration. In this 
context, the inspectorate can conduct financial management audits and identify potential state financial 

losses that occur in government activities. 

However, this authority does not automatically grant regional inspectorates the authority to 
determine final state financial losses. Determining state losses is a constitutional authority granted to 

the State Audit Board (BPK), an external audit body responsible for auditing state financial management 

and accountability. Therefore, audit results conducted by regional inspectorates generally consist of 
findings or indications of losses that require follow-up by the authorized body to formally determine state 

losses (Wirabuana, Nirahua, & Bakarbessy, 2024). 

Therefore, within the state financial oversight system, regional inspectorates play a crucial role 
in detecting and identifying potential state financial losses through the government's internal oversight 

mechanisms. However, this authority must remain within the legal framework to avoid duplication of 

responsibilities between internal and external oversight bodies when determining state financial losses. 
 

Calculating Losses in Village Credit Institutions 

Village Credit Institutions (LPDs) are traditional financial institutions that developed within the 
traditional community system in Bali Province. LPDs were established as financial institutions owned 

by indigenous communities, with the aim of supporting community economic activities and 

strengthening village economic independence. LPDs differ from other formal financial institutions 
because they are based on traditional values and the institutional systems of indigenous communities, 

which enjoy autonomy in managing community economic resources (Piadnyan, Budiartha, & Arini, 

2020). 
The regulations governing LPDs in Bali Province are stipulated in Regional Regulation Number 

3 of 2017. This regulation establishes the legal framework for the establishment, management, and 

supervision of LPDs as financial institutions owned by indigenous communities. Within this regulatory 
framework, LPDs play a crucial role in providing financial services to indigenous communities, such as 

providing loans, managing savings, and other financial activities aimed at improving community welfare. 

Despite their strategic role in supporting the indigenous economy, in practice, many LPDs face 
challenges in financial management. Poor management of LPD funds can lead to losses that directly 

impact the indigenous communities that own the institutions. Therefore, monitoring LPD management 

is very important to maintain the sustainability of this institution and ensure responsible financial 
management (Susila, 2023). 

To strengthen the mechanism for managing losses experienced by LPDs (State Financial 

Institutions), the Bali Provincial Government issued Decree No. 186 of 2022, which regulates the LPD 
loss settlement mechanism. One of the provisions of this policy is the involvement of the Regional 

Inspectorate in the LPD loss calculation process. This policy demonstrates the role of the regional 

government in ensuring that LPD losses are objectively identified and appropriately addressed. 
The regional inspectorate's involvement in calculating LPD losses raises questions about the 

limits of its authority within the state financial oversight system. From a state administrative law 

perspective, the authority of a government institution must be based on the provisions of the laws and 
regulations granting such authority. Therefore, it is important to analyze whether the regional 

inspectorate's authority to calculate LPD losses falls within the government's internal oversight authority 

or falls outside its scope. 
From the perspective of the inspectorate's role and authority as part of the Regional Audit Agency 

(BPK), its participation in the LPD loss calculation process can be understood as part of its internal audit 

function, namely providing recommendations to the regional government on how to address the losses 
experienced by the institution. In this context, the inspectorate's role is to analyze and calculate the 

losses incurred as a basis for regional governments to take necessary policy steps. 

The loss calculations conducted by the inspectorate cannot be interpreted as an official 
determination of state financial losses. This is because the authority to determine state financial losses 
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constitutionally rests with the Supreme Audit Agency (BPK), the country's external financial audit 
agency. Therefore, the results of the loss calculations conducted by the regional inspectorate are more 

accurately interpreted as part of the administrative oversight process, the purpose of which is to provide 

a general overview of the extent of losses experienced by institutions under the jurisdiction of the 
regional government. 

Therefore, the loss calculations conducted by the regional inspectorate at the LPD can be 

interpreted as part of the regional government's internal oversight function, thus assisting the regional 
government in resolving the losses experienced by the LPD. However, this authority must be limited so 

as not to exceed the constitutional authority of other institutions tasked with officially determining state 

financial losses. 
   

CONCLUSION  

Based on a normative legal review of regulations concerning the authority of supervisory 
institutions to determine state financial losses, this study found that current laws and regulations still 

contain unclear norms (vage normen) regarding the boundaries of authority between supervisory 

institutions. Constitutionally, the authority to audit state financial management and accountability rests 
with the State Audit Agency (BPK), the country's external audit agency. However, in practice, the 

calculation of state financial losses is also carried out by the State Audit Agency (APIP), specifically the 

regional inspectorates. 
The research findings indicate that laws and regulations do not clearly define the scope of each 

institution's authority to calculate state financial losses. This situation creates the potential for 

differences in interpretation and practice in the process of calculating state losses, both in the context 
of administrative oversight and law enforcement. Therefore, from a regulatory perspective, it can be 

concluded that the authority to calculate losses by regional inspectorates is more appropriately within 

the internal administrative oversight function, while the authority to determine state financial losses 
remains constitutionally vested in the BPK. Going forward, regulations regarding the limits of the 

supervisory agency's authority in determining state financial losses need to be strengthened to create 

legal certainty and avoid duplication of authority between supervisory agencies in the state financial 
management system. 

 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS  
Thank you to the Master of Law Study Program, Postgraduate Program, Ganesha University of 

Education and the Community Service Research Institute of Ganesha University of Education for 

providing a collaborative space to participate in collaborative research on the development of research 
groups as a result of the “Theory and Comparison of Constitutions” course, which includes research by 

lecturers and students. This publication is the result of research by Master of Law lecturers through the 

DIPA PPKR Grant for the 2026 Fiscal Year with a Research Contract for Research and Development 
of Research Groups for the 2026 Fiscal Year Number: 442/UN48.16/PT.01.03/2026 with the title 

“Reformulation of Bali Provincial Regulations concerning the Regulation of Equity Crowdfunding 

Mechanisms in the Management of Tourism Villages Supporting Smart Villages Based on Tri Hita 
Karana”. The author team also thanks STIH Awang Long Samarinda for facilitating the publication of 

research results in the Awang Long Law Review journal. 

 
REFERENCES  

Adnyani, N. K. S. (2018). Pelayanan sektor publik terkait pengaturan administrasi kependudukan 

tentang identitas anak dengan pemberlakuan Permendagri Nomor 2 Tahun 2016. Jurnal Ilmiah 
Ilmu Sosial, 4(2), 200–203. 

Adnyani, N. K. S. (2021a). Hukum pemerintahan daerah dalam perspektif kajian pengelolaan potensi 

lokal. PT RajaGrafindo Persada. 
Adnyani, N. K. S. (2021b). Kewenangan diskresi Kepolisian Republik Indonesia dalam penegakan 

hukum pidana. Jurnal Ilmiah Ilmu Sosial, 7(2), 135–144. https://doi.org/10.23887/jiis.v7i2.37389 

Adnyani, N. K. S. (2021c). Pengakuan atas kedudukan dan keberadaan masyarakat hukum adat kajian 
pengaturan subak dalam perspektif hukum negara. Jurnal Pendidikan Kewarganegaraan 

Undiksha, 9(2), 463–473. https://doi.org/10.23887/jpku.v9i2.34149 

Adnyani, N. K. S. (2023). Hukum pemerintahan daerah. PT RajaGrafindo Persada. 
Adnyani, N. K. S. (2024). Hukum pemerintahan daerah dalam dimensi ruang dan waktu. CV Media 

Educations. 



1006 1006 1006 1006 

 

 

 

 

Awang Long Law Review, Vol. 8, No. 4, Juli 2026: 1001 to 1006 

1006 

Adnyani, N. K. S., Eka, D. A., & Landrawan, I. W. (2025). Penyelenggaraan otonomi daerah berbasis 
elektronik mewujudkan pemerintahan yang bersih dan berwibawa di Kabupaten Buleleng. Jurnal 

Media Informatika, 6(2), 811–822. https://doi.org/10.55338/jumin.v6i2.4814 

Adnyani, N. K. S., Hartono, M. S., Parwati, N. P. E., & Salles, S. (2024). The constitutional law in 
contemporary times: Comparison of India and Indonesia. Jurnal Suara Hukum, 6(2), 385–412. 

https://doi.org/10.26740/jsh.v6n2.p385-412 

Adnyani, N. K. S., Landrawan, I. W., & Agustini, D. A. E. (2024). Regulating constitutional complaint 
cases is the authority of the Constitutional Court. Jurnal Civics: Media Kajian Kewarganegaraan, 

21(1), 171–185. https://doi.org/10.21831/jc.v21i1.66414 

Adnyani, N. K. S., Suryana, K. D., Wiratini, N. M., Dantes, K. P. K. F., & Tee-Anastacio, P. A. D. (2025). 
Integrating state sovereignty and international obligations: A comparison of Indonesian and 

Philippine international law into domestic constitutional systems. Lampung Journal of 

International Law, 7(2), 119–134. https://doi.org/10.25041/lajil.v7i2.4909 
Adnyani, N. K. S., Yudiawan, I. D. G. H., & Hadi, I. G. A. A. (2025). Hukum administrasi negara dan tata 

kepemerintahan yang baik (good governance) legal phenomena in public space. Rajawali Pers. 

Asrini, N. K. P., & Adnyani, N. K. S. (2023). Penyelenggaraan otonomi daerah dan dinamika pengakuan 
masyarakat hukum adat dalam pengelolaan pariwisata budaya. Jurnal Pendidikan 

Kewarganegaraan Undiksha, 11(3), 83–102. 

Fajar Pradnyana, I., & Parsa, I. (2021). Kewenangan BPK dan BPKP dalam menentukan kerugian 
keuangan negara pada perkara korupsi. Jurnal Magister Hukum Udayana (Udayana Master Law 

Journal), 10(2), 344–356. https://doi.org/10.24843/JMHU.2021.v10.i02.p11 

Kuswandari, D. T., & Umara, N. S. (2025). Pemenuhan unsur kerugian keuangan negara sebagai dasar 
pembuktian pada proses penetapan tersangka dalam perkara tindak pidana korupsi (Studi 

putusan praperadilan Nomor 113/Pid.Pra/2024/Jkt.Sel). Journal of Contemporary Law Studies, 

295–308. 
Lii, R. A., Wokas, H. R., & Suwetja, I. G. (2025). Analisis kewenangan dan bentuk pengawasan 

inspektorat oleh Aparat Pengawasan Intern Pemerintah (APIP) di Inspektorat Provinsi Sulawesi 

Utara. Riset Akuntansi dan Portofolio Investasi, 439–446. https://doi.org/10.58784/rapi.370 
Marzuki, P. M. (2019). Penelitian hukum (Edisi Revisi). Prenadamedia Group. 

Naue, A. P., Putranto, A. C., & Triadi, I. (2025). Peran pengawasan internal dalam menemukan dan 

mencegah kerugian keuangan negara perspektif penemuan hukum di Indonesia dan negara 
ASEAN. Al-Zayn: Jurnal Ilmu Sosial & Hukum, 3(6), 9381–9407. 

https://doi.org/10.61104/alz.v3i6.2666 

Nurfalah, M. A., & Kartikasari, L. (2026). Optimalisasi peran Aparat Pengawasan Intern Pemerintah 
dalam mencegah potensi kerugian keuangan negara/daerah (Studi kasus Inspektorat Kabupaten 

Bojonegoro). Jurnal Acitya Ardana, 82–95. 

Pemerintah Provinsi Bali. (2017). Peraturan Daerah Provinsi Bali Nomor 3 Tahun 2017 tentang 
Lembaga Perkreditan Desa. Lembaran Daerah Provinsi Bali Tahun 2017 Nomor 3, Tambahan 

Lembaran Daerah Provinsi Bali Nomor 3. 

Pemerintah Provinsi Bali. (2022). Surat Keputusan Gubernur Bali Nomor 186/03-0/HK/2022 tentang 
Penerima Hibah Modal Pertama Lembaga Perkreditan Desa kepada Desa Adat. 

Piadnyan, K. B., Budiartha, I. N., & Arini, D. G. (2020). Kedudukan hukum Lembaga Perkreditan Desa 

(LPD) dalam sistem lembaga keuangan mikro. Jurnal Analogi Hukum, 2(3), 378–382. 
https://doi.org/10.22225/ah.2.3.2020.378-382 

Pradana, N. A., Subekti, A., & Prakoso, C. H. (2019). Kewenangan lembaga hukum dalam menentukan 

besaran kerugian dan pengembalian keuangan negara hasil tindak pidana korupsi. Perspektif: 
Kajian Masalah Hukum dan Pembangunan, 137–146. 

Republik Indonesia. (1945). Undang-Undang Dasar Negara Republik Indonesia Tahun 1945. 

Republik Indonesia. (2003). Undang-Undang Republik Indonesia Nomor 17 Tahun 2003 tentang 
Keuangan Negara. Lembaran Negara Republik Indonesia Tahun 2003 Nomor 47. 

Republik Indonesia. (2004). Undang-Undang Nomor 1 Tahun 2004 tentang Perbendaharaan Negara. 

Lembaran Negara Republik Indonesia Tahun 2004 Nomor 5, Tambahan Lembaran Negara 
Republik Indonesia Nomor 4355. Sekretariat Negara. 

Republik Indonesia. (2006). Undang-Undang Nomor 15 Tahun 2006 tentang Badan Pemeriksa 

Keuangan. Lembaran Negara Republik Indonesia Tahun 2006 Nomor 85, Tambahan Lembaran 
Negara Republik Indonesia Nomor 4654. Sekretariat Negara. 

Republik Indonesia. (2008). Peraturan Pemerintah Nomor 60 Tahun 2008 tentang Sistem 

Pengendalian Intern Pemerintah. Lembaran Negara RI Tahun 2008 Nomor 127, Tambahan 
Lembaran Negara Nomor 4890. Sekretariat Negara. 



1007 1007 1007 1007 

 

 

 

 

Awang Long Law Review, Vol. 8, No. 4, Juli 2026: 1001 to 1006 

1007 

Republik Indonesia. (2014a). Undang-Undang Nomor 23 Tahun 2014 tentang Pemerintahan Daerah. 
Lembaran Negara Republik Indonesia Tahun 2014 Nomor 244, Tambahan Lembaran Negara 

Republik Indonesia Nomor 5587. Sekretariat Negara. 

Republik Indonesia. (2014b). Undang-Undang Nomor 30 Tahun 2014 tentang Administrasi 
Pemerintahan. Lembaran Negara Republik Indonesia Tahun 2014 Nomor 292, Tambahan 

Lembaran Negara Republik Indonesia Nomor 5601. 

Susila, I. N. (2023). Urgensi penguatan pengawasan terhadap pengelolaan Lembaga Perkreditan Desa 
di Bali. Pariksa: Jurnal Hukum Agama Hindu, 61–70. 

Wirabuana, Z., Nirahua, S., & Bakarbessy, A. (2024). Kewenangan Aparat Pengawasan Intern 

Pemerintah dalam menyatakan kerugian keuangan negara. MATAKAO Corruption Law Review, 
1(1), 51–66. https://doi.org/10.47268/matakao.v1i1.9054 


	CALCULATION OF FINANCIAL LOSSES IN VILLAGE CREDIT INSTITUTIONS: THE AUTHORITY OF THE REGIONAL INSPECTORATE FROM AN ADMINISTRATIVE LAW PERSPECTIVE
	I Wayan Widiastina1*, Ni Ketut Sari Adnyani2, Komang Febrinayanti Dantes3
	1,2,3,4 Postgraduate Program, Department of Law, Ganesha University of Education, Singaraja Indonesia
	widiastina@student.undiksha.ac.id1*, sari.adnyani@undiksha.ac.id2, febrinayanti.dantes@undiksha.ac.id3
	Received 30 May 2026 • Revised 26 June 2026 • Accepted 2 July 2026 • Publish 15 July 2026
	Abstract
	One of the important principles of good governance is transparent and accountable state financial management. Deviations in financial management can cause state financial losses that can disrupt state stability and reduce public trust. The authority t...
	Keywords: authority, regional inspectorate, state financial losses, village credit institutions
	Copyright @ 2026 Authors. This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/), which permits unrestricted non-commercia...
	INTRODUCTION
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	In Indonesia's constitutional system (Adnyani et al, 2025), the authority to assess and determine state financial losses rests constitutionally with the State Audit Board (BPK). This institution's primary function is to audit state financial managemen...
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	RESEARCH METHOD
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	The Concept of State Financial Losses from an Administrative Law Perspective
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	CONCLUSION
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