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Abstract Law, as a living system, evolves through continuous communication, enabling it

to adapt to social changes and technological advancements. This research
examines the question of how law reproduces itself within the framework of
judicial decision-making in Indonesia, to explain the theoretical and practical
roles of judges in maintaining the vitality of the legal system. Using a normative-
conceptual (doctrinal-philosophical) approach, this research combines Niklas
Luhmann's autopoiesis theory, Hans Kelsen's pure law theory, Jiirgen
Habermas's communicative action theory, Ronald Dworkin's concept of law as
integrity, and Pierre Bourdieu's theory of symbolic power to analyze how judicial
decisions function as a mechanism for legal reproduction. The research results
show that judges in Indonesia not only apply existing norms but also interpret
and reconstruct them to align with social and technological developments. For
example, this is evident in Supreme Court Decisions Number 1794 K/Pdt/2004
and Number 230/G/TF/2019/PTUN-JKT, which demonstrate how judges' legal
considerations integrate normative coherence, communicative legitimacy, and
social responsiveness. This research concludes that law in Indonesia functions as
an autopoietic system —capable of independently reproducing itself, adapting,
and sustaining itself through judicial communication, thus remaining relevant,
legitimate, and responsive to the dynamics of contemporary society.

Keywords Autopoiesis; Judge's Decision; Legal System; Legal Reproduction; Justice

Corresponding Author
Erwin Susilo
Pangkalan Balai District Court Class IB, Supreme Court of the Republic of Indonesia; erwinowam@gmail.com

1. INTRODUCTION

Law is an integral part of an institutionalized system of norms that includes state rules and social
norms within various associations. Law is dynamic, adapting to social changes and societal needs, both
within and outside the state context, and evolving in response to social changes (Beckman, 2023). The
concept of autopoiesis, first introduced by biologists Humberto Maturana and Francisco Varela in the
1970s, describes a system's ability to maintain and renew itself through internal processes,
distinguishing it from its external environment (Rodriguez Gémez, 2022). Niklas Luhmann later applied
this concept in social systems theory to explain how social systems, such as law and communication,
can survive and develop through recursive internal communication and differentiation, without relying

on external factors. (Zonnchen et al., 2025)
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Luhmann emphasized that the legal system operates through communication, rather than direct
interaction with the external environment (Milorad Djuri¢, 2023). The legal system, as part of the
broader social system, is self-referential and operates by creating its own communication structure,
distinguishing itself from other systems such as the economy or politics (Andersen & Stenner, 2024).
Communication within the legal system enables it to reproduce itself, regulate its internal processes,
and adapt to societal changes by generating rules and norms through legal decisions (Taekke, 2025).
Thus, the legal system can maintain its operational sustainability and remain relevant to the ever-
evolving social dynamics.

The role of judicial decisions in the legal system is critical in the context of autopoiesis. Every
judicial decision is not only an application of existing laws but also a legal means by which the law
reproduces and renews itself. Judicial decisions create new norms and reinforce existing legal
principles, ensuring that the law remains relevant to the evolving times. In this regard, judges act as
agents of change, filling legal gaps and creating norms that align with evolving social needs.

Law discovery is the process by which judges seek or create law when the law does not clearly
govern a case. Judges employ various methods of interpretation to adapt the law to specific situations,
thereby delivering justice in each case. This process is crucial so that judges can make fair decisions even
when there are no explicit rules governing the matter (Sujono, 2022). In the Indonesian legal system, the
role of judges in the autopoiesis process is reflected in the independence of the judiciary, as guaranteed
by Article 24 (1) of the 1945 Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia (Indonesian Constitution) (Susilo,
2024), which grants judges the freedom to make decisions that consider social and technological
changes. Judges, free from external influence, must be able to adapt the law to create justice that meets
the demands of the times while maintaining the sustainability and consistency of the legal system.
However, legal adaptation faces significant challenges with the rapid advancement of technology.
Changing times demand that the legal system respond to social changes and protect individual rights
in various domains, including digital, economic, and social.

Therefore, the role of judges is crucial in integrating new values and the impact of social and
technological changes into legal decisions. Judges must ensure that the law remains relevant and
protects individual rights in accordance with the challenges of the times.

Several studies have examined the application of Luhmann's social systems theory, which
emphasizes the pivotal role of communication in social systems. In social work practice, Luhmann
explains that communication is polyphonic, utilizing various communication codes that depend on the
context. Research indicates that individuals in Luhmann's theory act as active agents who transmit
'noise' to the systems with which they interact (Rodger, 2022). Luhmann also stated that the legal system,

as an autonomous system, not only functions as a political tool but also as an independent system that
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seeks to simplify its complexity for the sake of efficiency, a concept relevant in modern legal regulation
(Jovanoski & Rustemi, 2021). The application of autopoiesis is also evident in the field of mass media,
where media systems must adapt to environmental changes to remain relevant, as seen in the closure
of the Sinar Harapan newspaper due to its inability to cope with evolving complexities (Ananda, 2021).
In the context of a health crisis, Luhmann highlights the importance of communication in building trust,
as seen in the response to the COVID-19 pandemic (Wahyuni, 2024). This theory offers knowledge about
how social systems, such as law, media, and religion, can continuously adapt and reproduce themselves
through structured communication (Arinin et al., 2022) (Miller, 2022) (Skoblik, 2024).

Unlike previous studies, this research aims to gain a deeper understanding of how the concept of
autopoiesis in legal systems, which focuses on legal communication and reproduction, can be applied
to the role of judges. Through decisions relevant to the times, judges can fill legal gaps and play an
active role in updating the law, making it responsive to the ever-evolving social and technological
changes. Thus, the Indonesian legal system can continue to thrive and adapt, meeting the challenges of

the times and ensuring sustainability in the face of existing social dynamics.

2. METHOD

This research uses a normative-conceptual (doctrinal-philosophical) approach. The research focus
is not on empirical verification or positivist analysis, but rather on the conceptual interpretation of law
through various theoretical frameworks, particularly Niklas Luhmann's autopoiesis theory, Hans
Kelsen's pure theory of law, Jiirgen Habermas's theory of communicative action, Ronald Dworkin's
concept of law as integrity, and Pierre Bourdieu's theory of symbolic power. This approach is normative
because it relies on legal norms and doctrines. However, it is also conceptual and philosophical in its
attempt to understand how judicial decisions function as a mechanism for legal reproduction within a
living legal system. Primary data includes laws and court decisions, while secondary data is obtained

from theoretical and doctrinal literature relevant to legal philosophy and legal system theory.

3. FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION
3.1. Autopoiesis in the Legal System: Communication and Reproduction of Law
3.1.1. Autopoiesis and Legal Communication

Niklas Luhmann, a German sociologist born in Liineburg on December 8, 1927, is well-known for
contributing to the development of social systems theory, particularly through the concept of
autopoiesis (Dammann, 2023). This concept was first explained in his book Social Systems, published
in 1984 (Rotty et al., 2023). Although autopoiesis was initially developed by biologists Humberto
Maturana and Francisco Varela in the 1970s to describe the ability of living organisms to reproduce

themselves through internal interactions (Slater, 2020), Luhmann adapted this concept to explain the
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dynamics of social systems, including legal systems (Chettiparamb, 2020).

In biology, autopoiesis refers to the ability of living systems to maintain and renew themselves
through iterative processes (Virenque & Mossio, 2024). For example, a biological organism or cell is a
system that maintains its structure and function to remain sustainable. Luhmann applied this concept
in a social context, where social systems, including law, operate through communication, not solely
based on individual goals. According to Luhmann, the legal system does not rely on external forces to
function but rather operates through continuous communication, adapts to social changes, and
maintains its continuity (Tahamtan & Bornmann, 2022).

Through his theory of social systems, Luhmann emphasized that the legal system is not a static
entity, but rather a dynamic and constantly evolving entity through continuous social interaction
(Endut, 2025). He argued that law cannot be understood solely as a tool for achieving justice in the
traditional sense but rather as a system with its own independent workings, not dependent on external
pressure. In this case, communication within the legal system establishes a structure that enables the
system to survive and evolve despite societal changes.

This theory offers new insights into how legal systems operate within society by distinguishing
between those within and outside the system. Luhmann demonstrated that although law cannot
directly control other systems, it still has the capacity to influence and be influenced by other systems
through a relationship known as structural coupling. This means that the legal system, although
autonomous, is not completely isolated from the outside world. In fact, through this relationship, the
legal system can respond to external changes and pressures without losing its identity and function
(Aal, 2022).

The application of the concept of autopoiesis in the legal system is highly relevant because it
describes how the legal system functions independently and continuously renews itself through
meaningful communication. For example, legal systems use binary code (legal and illegal) to simplify
the complexity of social life. This code enables the legal system to adapt to social changes while
maintaining its operational integrity, even in fluctuating social conditions (Nielsen, 2024).

Thus, autopoiesis allows the legal system to continue operating and interacting with other systems
without losing its existing basic structure. This demonstrates how flexible the legal system is in
responding to evolving social challenges while maintaining its sustainability and functioning as a
regulator of societal norms. This concept, in turn, demonstrates how legal systems can maintain their
continuity while adapting to social changes without sacrificing their function and structure (Grubisic,

2024).
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Thus, the concept of autopoiesis is not only relevant for understanding legal mechanisms on a
social scale but also provides a deeper insight into how law can survive in the face of ever-changing
social complexity and dynamics without losing its essence. This demonstrates the strength of the legal
system as a living entity that continues to evolve according to societal needs and the challenges of the
times.

Luhmann describes the legal system as a process that is continuously maintained and updated
through self-referential communication. In his view, communication is not merely the exchange of
information but a core operation that enables the legal system to reproduce itself. This communication
process plays a crucial role in updating key elements within the legal system, including norms,
principles, and legal decisions. Luhmann emphasizes that law is not a static entity but rather a system
that evolves, adapts, and changes in response to societal shifts (Magalhaes, 2023). In other words, law
operates by establishing what is considered law —whether something conforms to existing legal
norms—and by adapting to new challenges, including disruptive technological developments. This
enables the law to continue evolving and adapting to the ever-changing social realities.

Luhmann further explains that the legal system, as one of the subsystems within society, operates
through communication that shapes its structure and operations. This communication process not only
creates new rules but also maintains the continuity and unity of the existing legal system. Through
ongoing communication, the law can ensure it remains relevant and functional in addressing
increasingly complex social challenges (Lovasz, 2024). Thus, law is not an isolated system but one that
is highly dependent on interaction and communication within society, ensuring its relevance and
continuity. Therefore, the legal system serves as a tool to respond to evolving social needs while
maintaining its integrity and consistency.

According to Luhmann, communication is a crucial concept in understanding how legal systems
function. He views communication not only as a means to convey information but also as the primary
mechanism that enables the legal system to reproduce itself. This communication process enables the
legal system to maintain stability and coherence while also being flexible enough to respond to rapid
social changes. In this case, the law adapts to internal and external needs while maintaining its
autonomy and independence in the face of external pressure, whether in the form of political, social, or
economic pressure (Mrozinski, 2024). So, the legal system functions to enforce existing laws and
maintain their integrity in dynamic social conditions, ensuring that the law remains relevant and
effective in the face of new challenges.

Luhmann's thinking about communication as a key element in the reproduction of legal systems
opens up new perspectives on understanding how law functions in society. With this approach, we can

better understand how law can adapt to changing times without losing its function of providing justice,
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legal certainty, and protection of individual rights.

The theoretical framework of autopoiesis explains that law functions as a self-reproducing system
through communication. In the Indonesian context, this concept is evident in judicial practice, where
judges, through their deliberations and decisions, carry out the process of law reproduction as described
by Luhmann. The judge's decision not only applies existing norms but also reinterprets and adapts them
to social changes and technological developments. The next section will discuss how this process is
realized in the practice of judicial decision-making, demonstrating the translation of autopoiesis theory
into the normative reproduction of law within the Indonesian judicial system.

3.2. Judicial Decision as Normative Reproduction
3.2.1. The Judge's Decision as a Process of Law Reproduction and Renewal through Autopoiesis

According to Luhmann, law is a living organism that continuously renews itself through the
mechanism of autopoiesis—a process of internal reproduction that enables law to repeatedly create its
own norms and structures (Welsh & Newman, 2025). As an autopoietic system, law is not entirely
influenced by external factors but rather operates with its own internal logic, although it still interacts
with other social systems (Pires et al., 2021). This law's process of autopoiesis is most clearly seen in
judicial decisions. Every decision is not just an application of the law, but also a means by which the
legal system reproduces itself, affirms its principles, and remains relevant to social changes.

Several decisions by the Indonesian Supreme Court demonstrate how the mechanism of
autopoiesis works. For example, Decision Number 1794 K/Pdt/2004 reaffirms the principle of pacta sunt
servanda in business agreements while also establishing the limits of the parties' legal liability (Nurlaela
Arifin, 2024). This decision demonstrates how contract law continues to uphold fundamental universal
principles while adapting to the complexities of modern socio-economic needs. In this case, the Court's
legal considerations not only apply existing provisions but also transform the meaning of contractual
liability by incorporating elements of good faith and proportionality into the normative structure of
civil law.

This transformation is a form of self-referential communication, where the legal system refers to its
own internal code (legal versus illegal) to generate new meaning and maintain coherence with social
evolution. The judge's reasoning in this decision reflects Luhmann's communication triad —selection,
statement, and understanding—by choosing the legal issue as information, articulating it through
judicial interpretation, and producing a shared legal understanding that then circulates in subsequent
jurisprudence.

Similarly, Decision Number 1534 K/Pid/2005, which interprets the element of "without rights" in
narcotics cases as the absence of legal permission (Nurlaela Arifin, 2024), demonstrates how criminal

law adapts the paradigm of narcotics sentencing within a clearer normative framework. Through this
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consideration, the legal system reinforces its boundaries by affirming the distinction between legality
and illegality, thereby responding to society's need for clarity regarding criminal responsibility. These
types of decisions exemplify a dialectical process in which the law sustains itself while simultaneously
renewing its function.

This reproductive process aligns with Hans Kelsen's "Pure Theory of Law," which asserts that law
must be understood as an autonomous normative system with the Grundnorm as its apex (KURGAN,
2023). Kelsen's hierarchical structure of norms ensures that the law remains consistent and coherent so
that any updates through judicial decisions remain within the boundaries of legitimate normative
validity (Travessoni Gomes Trivisonno, 2021). Jurisprudence Number 4/Yur/Pid/2018, which
distinguishes between civil breach of contract and criminal fraud by emphasizing the importance of
good faith (Winata & Adhari, 2024), serves as evidence that legal reform can be carried out without
deviating from the hierarchical framework that maintains the stability of the legal system.

From Luhmann's perspective, this interaction between stability and change reflects the recursive
nature of legal communication, where each decision affirms the normative hierarchy (consistency) while
creating new internal communication (adaptability). However, maintaining normative coherence alone
is not enough. Law also requires communicative legitimacy to be accepted by society. Habermas,
through his theory of communicative action, emphasizes that law only gains legitimacy when applied
through a process of honest and equal communication, where the parties trust each other that the
discourse is not dominated by external coercion (Petherbridge, 2021). Decision Number 91
PK/TUN/2018, which emphasizes the importance of open and fair examination in administrative
disputes (Nurlaela Arifin, 2024), is a real example of how public trust is built through legal practices
that prioritize transparency. Therefore, the reproduction of law through judicial decisions not only
maintains normative validity but also strengthens social legitimacy through just communication.

In Luhmann's terms, this represents a form of structural coupling between the legal system and the
social system, where law absorbs social expectations into its communication processes, thereby
reproducing legitimacy as a legal code, rather than merely social approval.

Ronald Dworkin's concept of integrity in law further strengthens this dimension of legitimacy. For
Dworkin, law can only be considered legitimate if it is executed with fidelity to the principle of the rule
of law, which respects every individual with equal care and concern (Lefkowitz, 2024). The Supreme
Court decision Number 230/G/TF/2019/PTUN-JKT regarding the slowdown of internet access in Papua
demonstrates how the law is executed with integrity: the court rejected the government's formal logic
that denied the legal standing of the plaintiff and instead recognized the collective right to freedom of
expression (Madril & Hasinanda, 2021). The autopoiesis of law in this decision does not stop at the

reproduction of administrative norms but rather redefines the constitutional meaning of civil liberties
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according to the principle of integrity put forward by Dworkin. This decision illustrates what Luhmann
calls structural coupling—where the legal system, while maintaining its autonomy, translates external
disturbances (political and technological) into internal legal communication that redefines rights and
obligations within its own legal framework.

However, the process of legal autopoiesis must also be understood within the context of power.
Pierre Bourdieu explains that law not only reproduces norms but also reproduces power through the
exercise of symbolic power. Although the law appears to operate neutrally, in reality, it reinforces
existing social structures through elements such as habitus (patterns of social behavior), capital (social,
economic, and cultural resources), and the field (the space where power operates) (Mu, 2020). A judge's
decision that upholds the basic principles of a contract or distinguishes between breach of contract and
fraud is not just an application of legal norms but also a reflection of society's views on justice,
obligation, and responsibility. However, by reinterpreting administrative discretion and redefining
collective rights—as in the case of Papua—this symbolic power is transformed into communicative
power, shifting the function of law from preserving hierarchy toward participatory legitimacy.

As seen in the case of the internet in Papua, the law also becomes an arena for resistance. In this
case, social actors such as AJI and SAFEnet are utilizing their symbolic capital to reposition themselves
within the state's power structure. In other words, they leveraged their influence to challenge or change
the existing power structures. This dynamic shows that legal communication is recursive: social
resistance becomes legal information, courts articulate it as statements, and the results of their
understanding reenter the system as renewed normative meaning.

From this description, it can be seen that the judge's decision is a space for dialectics where
Luhmann's autopoiesis works alongside Kelsen's normative consistency, Habermas's communicative
legitimacy, Dworkin's moral integrity, and Bourdieu's symbolic reproduction. Autopoiesis explains
how law reproduces itself from within; Kelsen ensures that this reproduction remains valid within the
normative structure; Habermas emphasizes the importance of honest and equal communication;
Dworkin demands that the reproduction of law be based on integrity and equality; while Bourdieu
reminds us that the reproduction of law is also a reproduction of power that can be maintained or
challenged. Through the interaction of these five approaches, judicial reasoning becomes an act of
communication that renews the legal system from within —demonstrating that each judge's decision is
not merely the application of a norm but an autopoietic legal communication act that keeps the law

alive, adaptive, and normatively legitimate.
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3.2.2. Reconciliation between Autopoiesis and Communicative Rationality: Judicial
Communication as an Interface

The theoretical tension between Niklas Luhmann and Jiirgen Habermas represents two seemingly
opposing views on the nature of law and communication. Luhmann viewed the legal system as an
operationally closed and self-referential system that reproduces its existence through the binary code
"legal/illegal.” Conversely, Habermas situates law within a framework of intersubjective openness,
where legal legitimacy is attained through communicative rationality and the process of achieving
mutual understanding among social actors. At first glance, these two approaches seem contradictory:
one emphasizes systemic closure, while the other demands dialogical openness. In judicial practice,
both can be perceived as two complementary logics that uphold the autonomy and legitimacy of the
law.

The judge's decision-making process actually serves as an interface where these two logics meet.
On the one hand, judges operate within a self-referential legal framework, ensuring internal consistency
and the coherence of norms as emphasized by Luhmann in the concept of autopoiesis. On the other
hand, the judicial language and reasoning used in the decision are directed toward the public sphere,
translating complex legal norms into a form of discourse that can be understood by society, as Habermas
intended in his theory of communicative action. Judges serve as a bridge between the closure of the
legal system and social openness by maintaining the independence of the law while also affirming its
social legitimacy.

The role of this interface seems particularly relevant in the context of the Indonesian judiciary,
where judges' decisions often serve as a bridge between formal legal autonomy and public expectations
of justice. In cases where judges explicitly consider moral values, social realities, and constitutional
principles while remaining within the framework of legitimate norms, the judiciary performs two
functions simultaneously: the autopoietic reproduction of law and the maintenance of social
communicative legitimacy. Thus, judicial communication becomes a channel through which the law
remains self-referential yet responsive to society, ensuring that the legal system continues to evolve
without losing its normative integrity.

3.2.3. Judicial Adaptation and Legal Evolution in Indonesia

The gap-filling process carried out by judges in the face of legal voids is not merely filling gaps in
existing norms (Chauvin & Chauvin, 2024) but rather a part of how law reconstructs itself, adapts, and
evolves in accordance with constantly changing social needs. Within Luhmann's autopoiesis theoretical
framework, the legal system is not static. However, it must be able to renew itself through decisions
made by judges, which in turn creates justice relevant to the context of the times. This gap-filling,

therefore, not only fills voids but also responds to the ever-evolving changes in society, reflecting the

| 63



Al Manhaj, Jurnal Hukum dan Pranata Sosial Islam

law's responsiveness to dynamic social needs.

The implementation of restorative justice in the Indonesian legal system is a real example of how
law can adapt to social developments. A judge's decision that prioritizes restorative justice can improve
relationships between victims, perpetrators, and the community (Andini et al., 2023). This approach
reflects the core values in Pancasila, such as deliberation for consensus, which emphasizes the
importance of dialogue and reconciliation in addressing legal issues (Garcia et al., 2020). Thus, the
judge's decision is more than just gap-filling; it also plays a role in creating more humane justice and
aligning with existing social developments. Living law must be responsive to major changes, including
social and technological developments.

These changing times require judicial decisions that not only consider existing legal provisions but
also take into account the evolving needs of society. The judge's decision in this case serves to uphold
the law, ensuring it remains relevant to the changing times. Article 3 of the Judiciary Law affirms that
independent judicial power empowers judges to formulate decisions that adapt to changing social
dynamics. Judges, free from the influence of other powers, act as agents of legal change, filling legal
gaps and creating new norms relevant to social developments. This judge's decision ensures that the
law remains relevant and evolves in response to societal changes.

The principle of autopoiesis in Indonesian law is reflected in Article 24 (1), which states, "Judicial
power is an independent state power." These two articles affirm the independence of the judiciary to
create decisions that adapt to social needs and the progress of the times. In this case, decisions can fill
legal gaps, reproducing the law to remain relevant to the evolving values in society.

Article 5(1) of the Judiciary Law emphasizes the role of judges in exploring and upholding the legal
values that exist within society. This aligns with the concept of living law developed by Eugen Ehrlich
(Rabault, 2024), which emphasizes that law does not only originate from legal texts but also grows and
develops through customs and social practices. Thus, the judge's decision can fill legal gaps and
reproduce the law to keep it relevant to the demands of the times.

However, the changing times also bring new challenges, one of which is technological
advancement. As technology becomes increasingly complex, the law must provide effective protection
for individual rights, particularly in the rapidly evolving digital world. Judges, as part of the legal
system, require a thorough understanding of technology to make informed, relevant decisions and
protect individual rights (Custers, 2024). Regarding autopoiesis, living law must be able to adapt to
technological advancements, ensuring that judicial decisions can continue to provide relevant and

appropriate protection in line with the times.
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The concept of responsive law, as proposed by Nonet and Selznick (Laarman, 2024), provides a
strong foundation for applying autopoiesis within legal systems. Responsive law emphasizes the
importance of adapting the law to social changes and the need for justice for society. In this case, the
judge plays an active role in creating decisions that align with the moral and social values present in
society and can provide solutions that are just and relevant to the challenges of the times.

The principle of checks and balances in the judiciary also ensures that the independence of judges
in making decisions remains within the limits set by the Constitution and applicable laws. Although
judges have the freedom to determine their own rulings, this freedom must be monitored through
appropriate mechanisms, both within internal institutions and by public control (Suparto, Suparto,
Hyeonsoo, & Hardiago, David Syafrinaldi, 2024). In relation to autopoiesis, this serves to ensure that
the judge's decisions remain consistent with the principles of a democratic rule of law and do not lead
to abuse of power. In this case, the judge's decision becomes part of an ongoing process of legal
reproduction that is responsive to social changes and remains mindful of justice relevant to the times.

Overall, the autopoiesis process in the Indonesian legal system highlights the importance of
adapting to new challenges, whether arising from social, technological, or shifts in societal values.
Judges, as decision-makers in the legal system, must be able to respond to and adapt to the evolving
needs and dynamics within society, ensuring that the law remains relevant and effective in upholding
justice.

In relation to autopoiesis as described by Luhmann, the judge's decision can be understood as part
of an ongoing and dynamic process of legal reproduction. Luhmann revealed that the legal system
operates independently through continuous communication, adapting to social changes without solely
relying on external forces. Therefore, regarding the judge's decision, several elements must be
considered to ensure that the decision represents the principles of autopoiesis in the legal system,
including:

1. Adaptation to Social and Technological Change: Judges must integrate new values and the impact
of technological advancements into their rulings, reflecting social changes and emerging
challenges, particularly in the digital realm.

2. Dynamic Law Reproduction: Judicial decisions serve to update the law, align norms with social
developments, and ensure the law remains relevant to societal needs.

3.  Sustainability of the Legal Process: The law must continue to evolve. Judges play a crucial role in
maintaining the sustainability of the legal system by issuing decisions that take into account social
and technological changes.

By understanding these elements, the judge's decisions become part of the autopoiesis process,

which continuously renews the legal system and makes it responsive to the changing times. The judge's

| 65



Al Manhaj, Jurnal Hukum dan Pranata Sosial Islam

decision must be relevant to the prevailing societal values and effective in upholding justice.

To clarify how Luhmann's theoretical framework operates within the Indonesian judicial context,
this study presents a conceptual model illustrating the process of legal autopoiesis. This model serves
as a bridge between theory and practice, demonstrating how legal communication evolves into judicial
decisions, generates new norms, and ensures the sustainability of law as a living system. Through this
visualization, it is evident that judges act as agents of legal reproduction, connecting the internal
communication of the legal system with the ever-changing social dynamics.

Figure 1. Conceptual Model of Judicial Autopoiesis: Communication, Decision, Norm Formation,

and Reproduction in Indonesia’s Legal System

Communication
Reproduction of Judicial Decision
Law
Social Feedback Norm Formation

Source: Elaborated by the Author, 2025.

Figure 1 illustrates the cyclical process of how law reproduces itself within the Indonesian justice
system. This process begins with legal communication, which is the exchange of discourse between
judges, academics, and the public that forms the basis of legal interpretation. The judge's decision
translates that communication into concrete legal reasoning. The result of this process is the formation
of norms, where the decision becomes jurisprudence or a new standard of interpretation that enriches
the legal system. Next, social feedback emerges in the form of acceptance, criticism, or adaptation to the
resulting norm, which strengthens legal legitimacy in the eyes of the public. Finally, through the process
of legal reproduction, the legal system continuously renews itself —maintaining autonomy while
adapting to social and technological changes—ensuring that the law remains alive, relevant, and

responsive to societal needs.

CONCLUSION
This research concludes that judicial decisions play a central role in the process of legal autopoiesis,
where communication, interpretation, and norm formation enable the legal system to reproduce and

maintain itself amidst the dynamics of social change and technological development. This study makes
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three main contributions. First, theoretically, this research expands Niklas Luhmann's concept of
autopoiesis by contextualizing it within the Indonesian legal system, simultaneously offering a new
framework for understanding how legal communication becomes the primary mechanism in legal
reproduction. Second, from a normative perspective, this research elucidates how judges incorporate
social values and technological advancements into their legal deliberations, thereby preserving the
coherence and legitimacy of law as a dynamic system. Third, practically, this research confirms the role
of judges as agents of transformation, ensuring that the law remains responsive, autonomous, and
justice-oriented in the face of evolving social challenges.

Additionally, this study recommends that future research be conducted empirically to examine
how autopoietic communication functions in various judicial environments, such as administrative,
religious, and criminal courts, to understand the level of systemic adaptation in each context. Future
research could also examine the impact of digitalization and artificial intelligence on judicial reasoning
and the sustainability of legal communication. Through further study, the integration between legal
theory and practice can be deepened, ensuring that the law continues to evolve as a dynamic,

communicative system that aligns with the needs of Indonesian society.
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