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INTRODUCTION  

Law plays an important role in human life from birth to the end of life. The existence of legal norms aims 
to create social order and protect the rights of individuals and groups. The law not only sets rules, but also 
provides sanctions for those who violate, such as imprisonment, fines or disenfranchisement. In the criminal 
justice system, the state through its authority can impose punishment on the perpetrators of crimes in 
accordance with the applicable legal procedures. Criminal law specifically regulates prohibited acts as well as 
the conditions and forms of punishment that are appropriate, as part of efforts to uphold justice and prevent 
social unrest. Thus, it can also be said that criminal law is a system of norms that determine which actions (to 
do something or not to do something where there is a necessity to do something) and in the circumstances in 
which the punishment can be imposed, as well as what punishment can be imposed for those acts1. 

 
1 Van Apeldoorn, 2010, Introduction to Law, Pradnya Paramita, Jakarta, p.10 
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One of the forms of complex and organized crime to date is the circulation of narcotics through trade 
with its various modus operandi which is then diverted to other crimes as predicate crimes. The money 
obtained from the trade is a crime because the transaction of buying and selling narcotics is an act prohibited 
by law. The acquisition of narcotics trafficking proceeds that are diverted or hidden in other forms is a crime 
regulated in the Money Laundering Crime Law (hereinafter abbreviated as TPPU) or often referred to as the 
Anti-Money Loundering Law.2 

Narcotics trafficking in Indonesia involves international networks, especially from the "golden triangle" 
region of Thailand, Myanmar, and Laos. These narcotics flow also includes supplies from Iran, Pakistan, and 
Afghanistan. Indonesia is included in the list of main countries where money laundering is with the number of 
transactions resulting from illicit narcotics trafficking is also fantastic, reaching Rp. 300 trillion per year3. 
Therefore, exposing the illicit trade in narcotics can be done by tracing the channels of narcotics trafficking as 
a crime of money laundering in Indonesia. 

The Narcotics Law Number 35 of 2009 expressly regulates the relationship between narcotics crimes 
and money laundering as the main crime (predicate crime). Money laundering involves various modes such as 
tax evasion, layering, and the use of third parties in the process of transferring funds. These crimes are usually 
connected to other serious crimes such as corruption, gambling, terrorism, human trafficking, and 
prostitution. Through this crime, it is used to hide and disguise funds derived from the results of prohibited 
business activities for narcotics, so it is difficult to believe that the funds generated are the result of legitimate 
activities and do not violate existing laws and regulations.4 

Money laundering has become a global issue that threatens the stability of the international economy 
and financial system. As a transnational crime, money laundering is often carried out through the international 
financial system by disguising the source of money from crimes such as narcotics, corruption, and illegal 
logging. The crime of money laundering in Indonesia is regulated in Law Number 8 of 2010 concerning the 
Prevention and Eradication of Money Laundering Crimes. As a transnational crime, money laundering is often 
carried out across national borders, and has a negative impact on the financial system and the world economy 
as a whole. 

Concrete cases such as Supreme Court Decision Number 545 K/PID. SUS/2017 shows weaknesses in the 
implementation of the penal system in Indonesia. In fact, the criminal sanction applied to minor offenders is 4 
years in prison from the threat of criminal punishment to a maximum of 20 years in prison. The aspect that 
escaped the judge's consideration was the qualification of the perpetrator who committed the act of narcotics 
crime not based on the act, the type of narcotics being trafficked, the act was carried out continuously 
(voorgezette handeling), and the perpetrator committed a continuous criminal act (voorgezette delict). In 
addition, the perpetrator commits an act that violates several criminal provisions (concorsus) so that the 
criminal threat should consider the qualification of the acts committed by the perpetrator with a criminal 
threat using a system of sanctions or a penal system adopted in the doctrine of criminal law and regulated in 
the provisions of the applicable laws. 

Based on the background of the above problems, the main issue (legal issue) of this research will be the 
target of the analysis of the qualification of criminal sanctions against the criminal acts of money laundering 
from narcotics crimes in the Supreme Court Decision Number 545 K/PID. SUS/2017.  
 
METHOD 

The research method used is normative juridical, which is legal research that lays down law as a building 
of a norm system. The author uses this research method because the research issue analyzes the qualifications 
of the perpetrators of money laundering crimes that are the result of narcotics crimes. The approach used in 
the research is the legislative approach, conceptual approach and case approach.  

Data analysis used with prescriptive descriptive research, meaning providing an assessment of the 
applicable laws and regulations or those decided by court decisions that are associated with legal theories and 

 
2Gatot Supramonon, 2009. Indonesian Drug Law, Djambatan Publisher, Jakarta, p. 276. 
3Op.cit.  
4Tambunan, M. P., 2016, Corporate criminal liability in money laundering crimes, Journal of the Justice Pulpit. Thing. Sec. 4. 
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positive law implementation practices related to the problems that have been formulated.5 The nature of this 
research describes or provides an overview and assessment of the compatibility between how the 
qualification of the criminal act of money laundering according to criminal law and how the basis of legal 
considerations for judges in imposing a criminal sentence on the crime of money laundering from the proceeds 
of the crime of narcotics (Study of Supreme Court Decision Number 545 K/PID. SUS/2017). 

 
RESULT 
Chronology of Cases 

The criminal act of money laundering of the defendant Gurun Batu Rante Putra alias Deny (hereinafter 
given the initials GBRP) at least in February 2012 Cab. Makassar, located at the Honda Jaya Show Room, Jalan 
Gunung Bawakaraeng No.85, Makassar City, or at BCA, carried out several actions related to wealth that should 
suspect the results of narcotics crimes with the aim of hiding or disguising it with the aim of concealing the 
origin of wealth. GBRP is known to carry out various suspicious financial activities, such as transferring, 
placing, transferring, spending, paying, transferring, depositing, taking it abroad, changing its form and 
exchanging it for currency with securities. He was caught with two plastic shasets containing clear crystals 
weighing more than 10 grams and there were also still 100 grams in the rented house. As a result of the search, 
10 large plastic bags, Rp. 117,800,000 in cash, three electric scales, 1 passbook, 1 ATM card were found.  

In addition, various accounts were found in his name at BCA bank with a total of more than 9 billion in 
funds, then bought 1 Pearl White Honda Jazz car. The act of the initials GBRP is threatened in Article 4 of Law 
Number 8 of 2010 concerning the Prevention and Eradication of Money Laundering Crimes. From the facts, 
GBRP has organized and controlled the crime of money laundering from the crime of narcotics with a total of 
32 customers who transferred to it from 2007 to 20136. GBRP is a recidivist of narcotics crimes so it is qualified 
to have committed a continuous criminal act (voorgezette delict).7 

Based on the exposure of legal materials from the research results, there were 32 customers related 
to the perpetrators of criminal acts with their respective qualifications. From the results of the research, the 
perpetrators of criminal crimes who have qualifications as organizers and dealers (mededader) are in the 
initials GB (defendant) with the largest total funds (nominal) around Rp. 1,617,396.00 and the smallest funds 
between Rp. 105 million to Rp. 500 million, all of which are qualified as participating in the crime of money 
laundering from the proceeds of narcotics laundering.  

 
Qualification of Criminal Sanctions for the Acts of Perpetrators of Money Laundering Crimes Resulting 
from Narcotics Crimes 

One of the aspects that is the subject of discussion in criminal law is the criminal sanction system.  The 
criminal sanctions system according to its concept, assumptions and theory regulates the types of criminal 
sanctions that can be applied to the perpetrators of criminal acts. In relation to the case of qualifying criminal 
sanctions against perpetrators of money laundering crimes from the proceeds of narcotics crimes found to be 
found in the criminal sanction system or criminal stelsel adopted in the provisions of criminal legislation as 
shown in Table 2 below:  

 
Table 1. Criminal Sanctions and Criminal Acts System Adopted in Indonesian Criminal Law Doctrine 

No. Sanctions System Legal Basis Criminal Acts Ket. 

1 
Absorption System Article 63 paragraph 

(1) of the Criminal Code 
Concursus Idealis  

2 
Sharpened/weighted 
Absorption System 

Article 65 paragraph 
(1) of the Criminal Code 

Concursus Realis  

 
5 Soerjono Soekanto, 2010, Introduction to Legal Research, UI Press, Jakarta, p. 53. 
6 See the consideration of the Panel of Judges of the Supreme Court, Number 545 K/PID. SUS/2017, p. 3 (table), 

pages 6-7 (table) and p. 11 appendices 
7 Ibid.  
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3 

Weighted Emulation 
System 

Article 65 paragraph 
(1) and paragraph (2) 
of the Criminal Code 

Criminal acts that are not of the 
same type, subject to one 
criminal offence with a 
maximum penalty + exceeding 
1/3 

 

4 

Emulation System Article 66 of the 
Criminal Code  

Criminal acts that are criminal 
standing alone, the threat of a 
criminal is basically the same 
as for realist concursus whose 
sentence must not exceed the 
heaviest principal crime   

 

5 
Full or infinite 
Accumulation System 

Article 70 of the 
Criminal Code 

Mixed Crime and Offense  

Source: primary legal materials, processed 2025. 
 

Based on the exposure of the legal material from the research results of Table 2 on the criminal 
sanction system in relation to the qualifying case of criminal sanctions for perpetrators of money laundering 
crimes resulting from narcotics crimes, there are two sanction systems that can be applied, namely the 
aggravated (sharpened) absorption sanction system for perpetrators who commit a combination of criminal 
acts (concursus) and continuing acts (voorgezette hadeling) and continuous criminal acts (prior crime). 

 
Table 2. Regulation of Types of Criminal Sanctions for Perpetrators in the Money Laundering Law 

No. Legal Basis Criminal Acts 
   

Types of Criminal Sanctions    
Ket. 

Prison Fine Die Lifetime Action  

1 
Article 3 Transfer, 

redirect, etc 
Max 
20 yrs 

10 M     

2 
Article 4 Hide Max 

20 yrs 
5 M     

3 
Article 5 Receiving, etc. Max 5 

yrs 
1 M     

4 
Article 5 Submit, hide, etc Max 5 

yrs 
1 M     

4 
Article 6 
(corporation) 

Transfer, 
Conceal, receive, 
etc. 

 100 m   Close/Disband/Revoke  

5 
Article 10 Offenders 

Abroad 
Max 
20 yrs 

10 M     

Source: primary legal materials, processed 2025. 
 

Based on the exposure of the legal materials from the research results of Table 2 on the criminal 
sanction system in relation to the qualifying case of criminal sanctions for perpetrators of money laundering 
crimes resulting from narcotics crimes, there are two sanction systems that can be applied, namely the 
absorption sanction system aggravated (sharpened) for perpetrators who commit a combination of criminal 
acts (concursus) and continuing acts (voorgezette hadeling) as well as continuous criminal acts (prior crime). 
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The Basis of Legal Considerations of Judges in Imposing Criminal Sanctions for Perpetrators of Money 
Laundering Crimes from the Proceeds of Narcotics Crimes 

In this subchapter, several basic legal points will be presented for the consideration of Supreme Court 
Judges in cases of money laundering resulting from corruption crimes as legal materials from research to be 
reference materials to discuss legal problems submitted by researchers as Table 6 below. 
 
Table 3. Main Reasons for the Consideration of the Panel of Judges of the Supreme Court on the Qualification 
of Criminal Sanctions for Perpetrators of Money Laundering Proceeds of Narcotics Crimes  

Yes Considerations of 
Supreme Court Judges 

Legal Basis Judge's Results 

1 That the Hakakim PT 
Decision does not apply 
the rules of criminal 
sanctions as it should. 

Article 3 of the TTP 
Law 
 
 

- Criminal threats of 3 years deviating from the 
maximum criminal threat of 20 years 

- 1 unit of Honda Jazz and BPKB cars returned to 
the defendant 

 
2 That the Decision of the 

PT Judge which applied a 
3-year criminal sanction 
to the Defendant alial 
GBRP and Honda Jazz and 
BPKB cars. 

Article 3 of the TTPU 
Law 
 
 

Criminal sanctions of 3 years and return of Honda 
Jazz cars and BPKB do not have a deterrent effect 

3 That the Decision of the 
Hakum PT which 
examines and adjudicates 
cases a quo does not 
apply the rule of law. 

- Article 3 of the 
TTPO Law 

- KUSHMIR 

The PT Judge's Putuan was proven not to apply 
the rule of law as it should so that the threat of a 
3-year sentence did not reflect the sense of justice 
of the community and the state 

4 That the PT Judge has the 
authority and may 
corroborate and take 
over the consideration of 
the PN.  

Article 3 of the TTPO 
Law 

The PN Judge's decision did not consider the 
consequences caused by the defendant's actions 

5 That the prosecutor did 
not agree with the PN 
Decision of the 3-year 
sanction and the return of 
the Honda Jazz Car and 
BPKB to the defendant 
That the Supreme Court 
Judge accepted the JPU's 
Cassation. 

Article 3 of the TPU 
Law   

- Justifying the prosecutor's excuse for the type of 
criminal sanction is only 3 years, does not 
consider the origin of the money obtained and 
the defendant is a recidivist narcotics 
defendant. 

- The Panel of Judges of PT did not consider/pay 
attention to the witness statements, evidence, 
evidence of transaction letters for the period 
from 10 Dec 2007 to March 2013 belonging to 
the defendant (12 years) 

6 That the PT did not pay 
attention to and consider 
the prosecutor's reasons 
on how to adjudicate. 

Article 3 of the 
Constitution and the 
Criminal Procedure 
Code 

- The PT should consider the prosecutor's 
reasons on how to apply the law in PT. 

- The PT is proven not to be prosecuting in 
accordance with the applicable law 

Source: primary legal materials, processed 2025. 
 

 Based on the exposure of the legal material from the research results of Table 4, it can be seen that 
based on the main considerations of the Supreme Court Panel of Judges, the results of the research were 
obtained that the Decisions of the PN and PT have not applied material legal rules and formal legal rules in 
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applying criminal sanctions to the defendant with the initials GBRP in the case of money laundering from the 
crime of narcotics crimes. 

 
DISCUSSION 
Qualification of Criminal Sanctions for the Acts of Perpetrators of Money Laundering Crimes Resulting 
from Narcotics Crimes According to Indonesian Criminal Law 

The discussion on the qualification of criminal sanctions for the criminal acts of the perpetrator of 
money laundering from the crime of narcotics will analyze several legal aspects that are related, especially to 
the indicators that have been determined in the framework of research thinking whose narrative is put 
forward in the following subchapters. 

Perpetrators of Money Laundering Crimes from Narcotics Crimes 
In the context of criminal law actors, especially Law No. 10 of 2022 and criminal law doctrine, 

perpetrators of money laundering crimes are qualified as main perpetrators (dader) and auxiliary 
perpetrators (mededader). In this case, GBRP alias Deny has been proven to be the main perpetrator of money 
laundering, receiving funds from narcotics crimes (predicate crimes), managing these funds through various 
modes such as asset purchases and deposits, and organizing the flow of funds in a structured manner from 
2007 to 2013. Then carry out the act of organizing and controlling the crime of money laundering resulting 
from the crime of narcotics (ninth chronology). 

In addition, GBRP is a non-criminal recidivist of Narcotics (Tenth Chronology, Table 2 point 2 and Table 
6 point 5) and continues to commit criminal acts of money laundering from Narcotics crimes continuously and 
is used to buy a Pearl White Honda Jazz car. The qualification of 32 people as customers who are proven to 
have transferred a certain amount of funds is an assistant to a criminal act as stipulated in Article 3 of the Anti-
Corruption Law in conjunction with Article 55 of the Criminal Code. 

Criminal Sanction System for Perpetrators of Money Laundering Proceeds of Narcotics Crimes 
In the doctrine of criminal law, the sanction system is the abortion system which emphasizes the 

application of criminal sanctions to perpetrators of one of the heaviest types of criminal sanctions 
(absorption). The criminal sanctions system emphasizes on summing up all criminal sanctions threatened by 
the perpetrator by applying one type of criminal sanction that can be aggravated and reduced. In the context 
of the GBRP case, the aggravated accumulation system is the most relevant approach because the perpetrator 
commits a combination of criminal acts (concursus realis) and continuing crimes (voorgezette delict). GBRP 
has been proven to carry out a series of interrelated acts: money laundering, narcotics trafficking, purchase of 
assets from illegal funds, and systematic organization of criminal activities. He received a criminal threat of 27 
years in prison and a fine of 10 billion (Table 3 number 1 and table 4 number 8). 

The criminal sanctions against the helpers (medeplegen) who are proven to have committed the crime 
of laundering narcotics proceeds (transferring) to the initials GBRP are applied with a weighted absorption 
system, considering their involvement from 2007 to 2013. Therefore, the criminal sanctions applied are a 
minimum prison sentence of 4 years and a fine of 800 million (Table 4 number 1) because the perpetrators' 
actions violated Article 111 of the Narcotics Law and Article 65 of the Criminal Code. The non-prosecution of 
the perpetrators of the crime of assisting in the crime of money laundering from narcotics crimes shows that 
there is an inequality in the enforcement of hulum, because there are still some non-criminal perpetrators 
(medeplegen) in casu, who are not processed in a criminal justice system. 

Criminal Liability of Perpetrators of Money Laundering Proceeds of Narcotics Crimes 
In the case of money laundering from narcotics crimes, in casu, the perpetrator with the initials GBRP 

is the only perpetrator of a criminal act that is processed in the criminal justice system, starting from 
investigation, prosecution and criminal justice. The criminal liability of the perpetrator has not included 
several acts that have been committed, especially the act of organizing and controlling the crime of money 
laundering and the act was carried out continuously from 2007 to 2013 as a combined act (concursus) of 
continuous criminal funds or voorgeztte delict. 
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In addition, the perpetrators of the crime of laundering narcotics proceeds carried out with the initials 
GBRP are not suspects in this case. Even though the perpetrators of the assistance in casu, it was proven that 
they had committed the act of transferring funds from the sale of narcotics to the perpetrator with the initials 
GBRP.  Therefore, according to the researcher's analysis, the helpers who commit criminal acts should be 
accountable for their actions through the criminal justice system. 

 

Judges' Considerations in Applying Criminal Sanctions to Perpetrators of Money Laundering Crimes 
from Narcotics Crimes 

The researcher analyzed the considerations of the panel of judges of the judex fakcti and the judex 
jurispruce court that processed the perpetrator with the initials GBRP in the crime of money laundering 
resulting from the crime of narcotics crimes.  These two aspects are very important to analyze because in the 
court decision of the two institutions, they have become the basis for describing the law enforcement process 
in the case of the perpetrator with the initials GBRP alias Deny the crime of money laundering resulting from 
the crime of narcotics crimes.  
 
Judge Yudex Facti's Considerations 

Some of the legal considerations of judex facti are used as the basis for the application of criminal 
sanctions to a quo perpetrator as shown in Table 4 below. 

 
Table 4. Points of Consideration of the Panel of Judges Yudex Facti on the Application of Criminal Sanctions 
Against Perpetrators of Money Laundering Proceeds of Narcotics Crimes 

Yes Points of Consideration of 
Judge Yudex Facti 

Legal Basis Judge's Results 

1 That the decision of the 
PN/PT Judge did not apply the 
rules of criminal sanctions as 
they should 

Article 3 of the TTP 
Law 
 
 

- The 3-year criminal threat deviates from 
the maximum criminal threat of 20 years. 

- 1 unit of Honda Jazz and BPKB cars was 
returned to the defendant. 

2 That the Decision of the 
PN/PT Judge which applied a 
3-year criminal sanction to 
the Defendant initials GBRP 
and returned the Honda Jazz 
and BPKB cars to the 
defendant 

Article 3 of the 
TTPU Law 
 
 

 Criminal sanctions of 3 years and return of 
Honda Jazz cars and BPKB do not have a 
deterrent effect 

3 That the Decision of the 
Hakum PN/PT which 
examines and adjudicates 
cases a quo does not apply the 
rule of law 

- Article 3 of the 
TTPO Law 

- KUSHMIR 

The Putuan Hakim PN/PT was proven not to 
apply the rule of law as it should so that the 
threat of a 3-year sentence did not reflect the 
sense of justice of the community and the state 

4 That the PN/PT Judge is 
authorized and may 
strengthen and take over the 
legal considerations of the PN  

- Article 3 of the 
TTPO Law 

The PN Judge's decision did not consider the 
consequences caused by the defendant's 
actions 

5 That the Public Prosecutor 
did not agree with the PN 
Decision on the 3-year 
sanction and the return of the 
Honda Jazz Car and BPKB to 
the defendant That the 
Supreme Court Judge 

Article 3 of the 
Constitution   

- Justifying the prosecutor's reason for the 
type of criminal sanction is only 3 years, does 
not consider the origin of the money obtained 
and the defendant is a recidivist of narcotics. 

- The Panel of Judges of PN/PT did not 
consider/pay attention to the witness 
statements, evidence, evidence of transaction 
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accepted the Prosecutor's 
Cassation 

letters for the period from 10 Dec 2007 to 
March 2013 belonging to the defendant (12 
years) 

6 That the PN/PT did not pay 
attention to and consider the 
prosecutor's reasons on how 
to adjudicate 

Article 3 of the 
Constitution and 
the Criminal 
Procedure Code 

- The PN/PT should consider the prosecutor's 
reasons on how to apply the law in PT. 

- PN/PT is proven not to be prosecuting in 
accordance with applicable law 

Source: primary legal materials, processed 2025. 
 
Based on the exposure of the legal material from the research results of Table 7, it can be seen that based 

on the main considerations of the Panel of Judges yudex facti, the  results of the research were obtained that 
the PN and PT Decisions have not applied material legal rules and formal legal rules (Table 7) in applying 
criminal sanctions to the defendant with the initials GBRP in the case of money laundering from the crime of 
narcotics crimes.   

 
Judgment of Judge Yudex Yuris 

In this case, the jurisprudence in this study is the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court, in the case of in 
casu, has received an appeal from the public prosecutor to review the judicial decision of the yudex facti on the 
case a quo. Some of the considerations of the judex jurisprudence judge regarding the application of criminal 
sanctions against the perpetrators of money laundering from narcotics crimes are, namely,  

First, the 3-year criminal threat deviates from the maximum 20-year criminal threat. Criminal threats 
that should be applied use a aggravated accumulation system in accordance with applicable criminal 
provisions.  

Second, 1 unit of Honda Jazz and BPKB cars was returned to the defendant which should have been 
confiscated by the state. The seizure of the car was evidence used by the defendant during the crime of money 
laundering of narcotics.  

Third, PN/PT Judges are proven not to apply the rule of law as they should so that the threat of a 3-year 
sentence does not reflect the sense of justice of the community and the state. If this aspect is analyzed, the 
criminal threat should be heavier because the perpetrators of criminal acts commit a combination of several 
acts and organize or control the crime of laundering narcotics proceeds.  

Fourth, the supreme court judge justified the prosecutor's reason for the type of criminal sanction of 
only 3 years, not considering the origin of the money obtained and the defendant being a recidivist narcotics 
defendant. According to the author, this aspect also agrees because the defendant's actions violated several 
applicable criminal provisions.  

Fifth, the panel of PN/PT Judges did not consider/pay attention to the witness statements, evidence, and 
evidence of the transaction letter for the period from Dec 10, 2007 to March 2013 belonging to the defendant 
(12 years). The consideration of the judex jurisprudence, according to the writing of the judex jurisprudence 
panel of judges, is very much in accordance with the applicable laws and regulations. However, according to 
the author, I disagree with the decision of the judex jurispruce panel of judges who upheld the district court's 
decision with the application of criminal sanctions for only 3 years (Table 7 number 1) even though it should 
have been heavier because they committed several criminal acts (concursus and vorzette delict). 
 
CONCLUSION 

That the application of criminal sanctions against perpetrators of money laundering crimes from the 
proceeds of narcotics crimes is qualified as very light and not in accordance with the purpose of justice and 
hurts law enforcement of laws and regulations that regulate the eradication of money laundering crimes and 
narcotics legislation.  The qualification of criminal sanctions applied to the perpetrator (dader) is very light, 
the criminal act is only qualified as one criminal act, even though the perpetrator has committed a combination 
of several criminal acts (concursus and vorzette delict). In addition, SPP does not process auxiliary 
perpetrators (medeplegen) as perpetrators who are proven to be involved in the realization of the crime of 
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money laundering from narcotics crimes (predicate crime) that divorce law enforcement (law enfocemen) and 
the economic system and social order of Indonesian society. 

The basis of the judge's consideration in sentencing the perpetrators of the crime of money laundering 
from the crime of narcotics crime is that it does not pay attention to and consider the legal facts revealed in 
the trial, the evidence and evidence submitted by the public prosecutor, especially on the legal considerations  
of the judex facti court and the judex jurisprudence court so that the type of criminal sanctions applied is very 
light and deviates from the criminal sanctions system adopted in the applicable laws and regulations (KUHP) 
and the doctrine of criminal law in Indonesia.  
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