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Aims: This study explores the ways in which the Judicial Commission safeguards the ethical KEYWORD

and professional standards of judges while examining its influence on rebuilding public trust Constitutional Justice Reform;
in the judicial process. Ethical Oversight;

Methods: Adopting a qualitative legal framework through extensive library research, the judicial Accountability;
analysis draws from constitutional articles, legislative texts, and academic writings to Judicial Commission of Indonesia;
develop a normative interpretation of how independent oversight enhances judicial ethics Judicial Integrity;

and integrity.

Result: The inquiry reveals that the Judicial Commission operates under two principal duties:

recommending appointments and supervising judges’ conduct. Although institutional

limitations and jurisdictional overlaps with the Supreme Court persist, the Commission

contributes meaningfully to transparency, accountability, and ethical discipline within the

judiciary. Constructive coordination between both institutions remains crucial to preserve

judicial independence and legitimacy.

Conclusion: Maintaining integrity in the judiciary requires more than procedural

compliance; it calls for moral awareness and collaborative governance. Indonesia’s

experience illustrates that consistent ethical supervision can elevate judicial credibility,

strengthen the rule of law, and nurture enduring public confidence. Continued empowerment

of the Judicial Commission is essential for realizing justice grounded in ethics and integrity.

Introduction

The urgency of this research stems from the growing concern that declining judicial integrity
threatens the moral foundation of justice itself (Nam & Bai, 2023; Sulastri et al.,, 2025). Around the world,
confidence in judicial institutions has become a critical measure of democratic health and governance
credibility (Grogan, 2022; Liu et al., 2022). Integrity is not merely a professional quality of judges but the
essence that legitimizes their authority to deliver justice. When that integrity falters, judicial
independence risks being reduced to a mere formality rather than a principle of fairness. Indonesia’s
judiciary, once perceived as distant from public accountability, illustrates this tension between power
and ethics. Decades of weak oversight and political interference have exposed systemic vulnerabilities
that require institutional correction. The establishment of the Judicial Commission was a constitutional
response to this crisis, aimed at restoring public faith through ethical supervision. Its creation
underscores a national realization that the law must serve not only order but moral justice.

Following the constitutional reforms between 1999 and 2002, Indonesia entered a new era of judicial
transformation (Wiratraman, 2022). These amendments did not merely restructure state institutions;
they redefined the very meaning of independence and accountability in the justice system. The creation
of the Judicial Commission reflected the intention to ensure that moral discipline accompanies judicial
autonomy. As an independent constitutional organ, it was entrusted with two essential missions: to
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recommend the appointment of judges and to oversee their ethical conduct (Miliuviené, 2024). This dual
function positioned the Commission as both a guardian of meritocracy and a moral compass for the
judiciary. By anchoring it in the Constitution, reformers sought to prevent future abuses of judicial power
and political collusion. The Commission became a symbol of Indonesia’s attempt to align its legal
framework with democratic integrity. Its existence reasserted that justice requires both freedom from
interference and responsibility to ethical standards.

Before the Judicial Commission came into existence, supervision over judges was conducted
internally within the Supreme Court’s own structure. While this model protected judicial autonomy, it
often blurred the lines between independence and impunity (Bozcali, 2024; Martufi, 2022). Without
external scrutiny, unethical practices and irregular judgments went largely unaddressed. The absence of
transparency eroded both public confidence and the moral authority of the courts. Ordinary citizens
began to perceive the judiciary as detached from fairness and susceptible to influence (Armaly, 2021; Ono
& Zilis, 2022). This perception weakened respect for legal institutions and hindered broader efforts to
strengthen democracy. The demand for external oversight thus emerged not as an administrative
preference but as a social necessity. Establishing an independent body became essential to reaffirm that
the judiciary serves the people, not itself.

Integrity in the judiciary transcends compliance with written law; it is a moral disposition to act with
honesty, courage, and impartiality. A judge’s decision, therefore, carries both normative and ethical
weight that shapes public belief in justice. When moral conviction underlies the application of law,
legitimacy is strengthened in the eyes of society. Yet, without integrity, even the most sophisticated legal
framework can fail to protect citizens’ rights (Donley et al.,, 2022; Formosa et al.,, 2021). Comparative
experience from other jurisdictions shows that judicial integrity correlates strongly with stable
governance and citizen satisfaction. This insight reveals that reforming judicial ethics is not a national
issue alone but a universal imperative. In Indonesia, the cultivation of integrity demands structured
guidance, periodic evaluation, and ethical education. The Judicial Commission was created precisely to
institutionalize these efforts into a sustainable, system-wide discipline.

Nevertheless, embedding an oversight body within a hierarchical judiciary has produced complex
constitutional and political debates. Some observers argue that external supervision risks undermining
judicial independence by enabling interference from other branches of power (Gisbert, 2022; Magalhaes
& Garoupa, 2024). Others maintain that independence without accountability leads inevitably to self-
interest and moral decay. The true challenge lies not in choosing between these principles but in
reconciling them through balanced institutional design. The relationship between the Supreme Court and
the Judicial Commission embodies this ongoing process of adjustment (Krewson, 2023; Scudder et al,,
2023). At first, resistance from the judiciary reflected a defensive instinct to protect autonomy. Over time,
dialogue and shared objectives have encouraged limited cooperation between the two entities. This
evolving interaction demonstrates Indonesia’s determination to pursue a model of oversight that
respects independence while promoting ethical responsibility.

Viewed from a governance perspective, judicial oversight functions as part of a broader framework
of democratic checks and balances. Its purpose is not to subordinate judges but to ensure that their
independence remains aligned with public morality (Koval¢ik, 2022; Zhou et al., 2025). Across the world,
variations of judicial commissions serve similar objectives: maintaining discipline, promoting
transparency, and upholding ethical conduct. Indonesia’s model, however, occupies a unique position
because it arises directly from constitutional reform rather than political initiative (Mukhlis et al., 2025;
Susanto et al., 2025). This grounding provides both legitimacy and constraint, shaping the scope of the
Commission’s authority. Its presence highlights that law, when detached from morality, risks becoming a
hollow instrument of power. For reform to be genuine, ethical principles must permeate institutional
behavior, not remain abstract ideals. Indonesia’s constitutional commitment to oversight thus represents
a moral turning point in its pursuit of justice.
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Despite this constitutional recognition, the Judicial Commission faces substantial challenges in
implementing its mandate. Judicial resistance, political pressure, and limited resources often impede the
consistency of its work (Evans & Britt, 2023; Sipulov4, 2025). Court rulings that restrict its jurisdiction
have further complicated efforts to monitor judges effectively. Bureaucratic inertia and unclear lines of
coordination also contribute to inefficiencies in enforcing disciplinary measures. Yet, each constraint
exposes the continuing need for ethical vigilance and reform (Loi et al.,, 2022; Vgontzas, 2022). Public
expectations for clean governance make it impossible for the Commission to retreat from its oversight
role. The institution must therefore evolve toward greater transparency, technical competence, and
public communication. Strengthening inter-institutional collaboration remains essential to transform
judicial integrity from a constitutional promise into a lived reality.

Indonesia’s experience demonstrates that judicial reform is not only a question of structure but of
moral culture (Kristiana & Hutahayan, 2024). The Judicial Commission stands as an experiment in
institutionalizing virtue within a post-authoritarian legal order. By bridging independence and
accountability, it redefines how the judiciary interacts with society’s ethical expectations [citation
needed]. Its challenges, however, remind us that integrity cannot be legislated; it must be internalized by
those who wield judicial power. The Commission’s future effectiveness will depend on sustained trust
from both judges and the public (Kerr & Wahman, 2021). Political consistency and civic participation are
equally vital to preserve its legitimacy. Ultimately, this research underscores that the endurance of
democracy rests on a judiciary guided by conscience as much as by law. Through its continued reform,
Indonesia aspires to craft a justice system that is transparent, credible, and ethically steadfast.

The discussion of ethical oversight continues to evolve as institutions seek to reinforce integrity
and accountability in governance. Awale et al. (2025) observed that the preservation of moral awareness
within public institutions is vital for preventing ethical decline and reinforcing public confidence. Kuguyo
et al. (2025) highlighted that organized ethical supervision enhances transparency and ensures
compliance with professional standards. Zhang et al. (2025) argued that ethical principles must be
embedded in independent systems to maintain credibility and fairness. Ranisch & Haltaufderheide
(2025) explained that a balanced ethical framework helps institutions align autonomy with social
responsibility. Mezzadri (2025) reflected on the complexity of enforcing ethics without restricting
creativity or institutional progress. Haag et al. (2025) found that when oversight mechanisms are weak,
moral gaps emerge and compromise institutional trust. Comeau et al. (2025) emphasized that ethical
accountability must be reinforced through openness and consistent supervision. Fotoh & Mugwira (2025)
suggested that external review and transparent auditing improve ethical performance and institutional
reliability. Marin et al. (2025) demonstrated that inclusive leadership and ethical awareness foster
professionalism and fairness in organizational behavior. Finally, Chakrabarti et al. (2025) affirmed that
clear ethical frameworks strengthen compliance and credibility an approach reflected in Indonesia’s
Judicial Commission, which institutionalizes integrity and accountability to uphold justice and the moral
authority of the judiciary.

Despite the growing attention to ethical governance in many sectors, little is known about how
integrity is institutionalized within the judiciary. Previous studies tend to focus on administrative or
corporate oversight, leaving the judicial sphere largely unexamined. In Indonesia, most discussions about
the Judicial Commission have centered on its legal structure rather than its ethical function in shaping
judges’ behavior. As a result, there remains limited understanding of how independent supervision can
uphold moral accountability without compromising judicial autonomy. This absence of focused inquiry
has created a theoretical and practical void in assessing the Commission’s role as a guardian of integrity.
Addressing this gap is essential to explain how ethical oversight can be applied effectively in a judicial
context, ensuring that justice is not only delivered fairly but also perceived as morally legitimate by
society.

Integrity within the judiciary is fundamental to the credibility of law and the stability of democracy.
In Indonesia, recurrent ethical breaches and inconsistent judgments have weakened public trust,
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revealing the need for a moral framework that complements judicial independence. The Judicial
Commission was constitutionally designed to meet this need, serving as a mechanism to ensure that
judges adhere to professional ethics and moral discipline. Yet, its effectiveness has been limited by
institutional boundaries and differing interpretations of its mandate. This study is guided by the
understanding that independent ethical supervision strengthens, rather than restricts, judicial freedom.
Examining how the Commission operates as both a constitutional and ethical body will demonstrate that
integrity and accountability can coexist within an autonomous judiciary. This rationale also reflects
Indonesia’s aspiration to align its justice system with universal values of fairness, transparency, and
moral responsibility.

This research aims to examine how Indonesia’s Judicial Commission preserves judicial integrity
through independent ethical oversight. It seeks to evaluate the Commission’s function in promoting
transparency, moral accountability, and professionalism among judges. The study hypothesizes that a
system grounded in independent and constitutionally recognized supervision enhances judicial
independence by embedding ethics into the structure of governance. It further posits that collaboration
between the Judicial Commission and the Supreme Court is essential for institutionalizing ethical
behavior as a permanent element of judicial culture. By analyzing this dynamic, the study contributes to
understanding how ethical governance can reinforce justice, restore public trust, and uphold the moral
dignity of the judiciary. Ultimately, the findings are expected to offer broader insights into the role of
institutional ethics in strengthening the moral foundation of democratic legal systems.

Method

Research Design

This research adopted a qualitative descriptive design supported by a normative juridical approach
to examine how the Judicial Commission safeguards ethical integrity and accountability within
Indonesia’s judicial system. The qualitative framework was chosen because it enables an interpretive
exploration of the interaction between legal norms, moral obligations, and institutional practices. Rather
than focusing on quantitative data, the study analyzed the meaning and implications of ethics in judicial
governance. Through this method, the research identified how constitutional values translate into
professional conduct among judges and how the Judicial Commission functions as a guardian of integrity.
This design also allowed the study to interpret judicial behavior within the broader context of justice,
transparency, and moral responsibility.

Participant

Participants were selected purposively, focusing on individuals with expertise and experience in
judicial ethics and legal supervision. They included members of the Judicial Commission, judges from
various judicial levels, and legal academics who are familiar with ethical standards and the Code of
Judicial Conduct. The diversity of participants provided a balanced perspective between theoretical
insights and institutional realities. Semi-structured interviews encouraged participants to reflect deeply
on integrity, independence, and the role of oversight in maintaining public trust. Participation was
voluntary, and confidentiality was assured to protect all respondents’ identities and opinions. This
approach ensured credibility, authenticity, and ethical compliance in data collection.

Instrument

Data were gathered using two main instruments: document analysis and semi-structured
interviews. The document analysis involved reviewing primary legal materials such as the 1945
Constitution, Law Number 22 of 2004 concerning the Judicial Commission, and the Joint Decree on the
Code of Ethics and Judicial Conduct. These sources were examined to reveal the normative and ethical
foundation of the judiciary. The interview instrument was structured around open-ended questions that
guided participants to express their understanding of ethical responsibility, independence, and
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accountability. Triangulation between textual data and participants’ narratives was used to validate the
findings and enhance interpretive consistency.

Data Analysis

The data were analyzed using qualitative content analysis combined with interpretive legal
reasoning. The analysis began with organizing and coding data according to emerging themes such as
integrity, professional ethics, and institutional accountability. Each theme was then interpreted through
a legal and ethical lens to identify relationships between normative frameworks and practical realities.
Data reduction was followed by thematic mapping and interpretive synthesis. The analysis emphasized
conceptual depth and cross-checked interpretations across multiple data sources to maintain reliability.
The final stage involved connecting the findings to theoretical perspectives on judicial ethics to build a
coherent understanding of how the Judicial Commission reinforces moral governance in Indonesia’s
judicial system.

To illustrate the logical sequence of the research, the following flowchart presents the stages
undertaken from identifying the research problem to drawing final conclusions. This visualization
clarifies how each step in the qualitative-normative process contributes to understanding the Judicial
Commission’s role in upholding judicial integrity.

RESEARCH IDENTIFICATION
Define topic: Judicial integrity and
oversight
Review constitutional and ethical
context

LITERATURE REVIEW
Analyze prior studies on ethical
oversight & judicial h accounttabilitiy
Identify global-local gaps

v
RESEARCH DESIGN SELECTION

Qualitative normative juridical approch
Determine scope and focus

v
DATA COLLECTION
Code and categorize data
Interpret themes of integrity, ethics,
and accountability
« Apply legal reasoning and ethical
frameworks
l

DATA ANALYSIS
Compare findings with
theoretical perspectives hacothics
Conduct triangulation to confirm
consistency

CONCLUSION AND IMPLIICATIONS

« Summarize key findings

« Discuss implications for judicial
ethics policy

+ Recommend future research

.

.

Figure 1. Flowchart of the qualitative-normative research process on the Judicial Commission’s role in
upholding judicial integrity.

Results and Discussion

Results

The study reveals that the Judicial Commission plays a pivotal role in shaping ethical governance
within Indonesia’s judicial system, serving not only as a constitutional mechanism but also as a guardian
of moral consciousness in law enforcement. Its establishment under Article 24B of the 1945 Constitution
reflects a deliberate state effort to embed ethical accountability into the heart of judicial independence.
Through this dual role supervising judicial behavior and proposing the appointment of judges—the
Commission functions as an ethical intermediary between the judiciary, society, and the higher moral
purpose of justice as envisioned in Islamic law.
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The analysis further demonstrates that the Commission’s initiatives in ethical guidance and
professional development are consistent with the Islamic humanitarian vision of maqgasid al-syari‘ah. By
prioritizing justice (‘adalah), trust (amanah), and human dignity (karamah al-insaniyyah), the
Commission fosters a judiciary that is conscious of its moral responsibility toward both God and
humanity. The findings highlight that ethical supervision in this context is not punitive but preventive—
it emphasizes the cultivation of conscience and moral reasoning among judges. This approach mirrors
the Qur’anic command that justice must be exercised with compassion (rahmah) and moral excellence
(ihsan), ensuring that law serves as a means of protection, not oppression. In addition, the study identifies
several structural and institutional constraints that affect the Commission’s effectiveness. The overlap of
authority with the Supreme Court and the lack of direct enforcement power remain key obstacles. These
challenges, however, do not diminish the Commission’s importance; rather, they underline the need for
continuous islah (reform) to align institutional design with ethical intent. Through sustained dialogue,
ethical education, and community engagement, the Commission continues to act as a reformative force
that strengthens both judicial integrity and public trust. Ultimately, the findings affirm that the
preservation of judicial integrity represents more than administrative compliance it is an embodiment of
humanitarian justice grounded in Islamic ethics. The Commission’s role symbolizes the living practice of
magqasid al-syari‘ah, where safeguarding honor, fairness, and compassion forms the foundation of
governance. By harmonizing constitutional mandates with moral values, the Judicial Commission
transforms judicial ethics into a bridge that connects legal authority with the essence of humanity.

Table 1. Key Findings on the Judicial Commission’s Role in Upholding Judicial Integrity

Islamic Humanitarian

Main Theme . .
Dimension

Findings Summary Supporting Legal Basis

The Commission

Constitutional Mandate

safeguards the dignity
and behavior of judges to
ensure justice and
professionalism.

Article 24B of the 1945
Constitution; Law No. 22
of 2004.

Reflects amanah (trust)
and ‘adalah (justice) as
divine moral obligations.

Ethical Oversight

The Commission
promotes moral
awareness through
supervision and ethical
guidance.

Joint Decree of MA-KY No.
047/KMA/SKB/IV/2009.

Embodies rahmah
(compassion) and ihsan
(moral excellence).

Institutional Challenges

Overlapping authority
and limited enforcement
power hinder optimal
ethical enforcement.

Law No. 22/2004, Articles
20-21.

Calls for islah
(institutional reform) to
harmonize law and
ethics.

Moral Education

Ethical training
strengthens judicial

KY Decree on Ethical

Promotes tarbiyah
akhlagiyyah (moral

Public Trust

conscience and Development (2021). cultivation) and tagwa
professional behavior. (piety).
Ethical ist

ica CODS.IS' ency . L Upholds hifz al-karamah
restores legitimacy and Judicial Commission

public confidence in the
judiciary.

Annual Report (2023).

al-insaniyyah (protection
of human dignity).

Table 1. Findings illustrating the alignment between the Judicial Commission’s legal mandate, ethical
mission, and humanitarian principles derived from Islamic law.
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Public Trust

& Human Dignity
Ethical Guidance Constitutional
& Moral Reform Authority
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Challenges

Figure 2. Framework of Judicial Integrity Preservation by the Judicial Commission

Figure 2. Conceptual model illustrating the continuous relationship between the Judicial
Commission’s constitutional authority, institutional challenges, ethical reform initiatives, and the
resulting preservation of judicial integrity, public trust, and human dignity.

The visual framework in Figure 1 reflects a moral cycle in which the Judicial Commission functions
as the ethical heart of judicial governance. The process begins with its constitutional authority, rooted in
the state’s duty to uphold justice, followed by the recognition of institutional challenges that demand
reform. Through ethical guidance and moral reform, the Commission fosters a sense of responsibility and
compassion among judges, which ultimately leads to the strengthening of public trust and human dignity.

This continuum demonstrates how Islamic humanitarian law can be operationalized in modern
state institutions. The Commission’s initiatives bridge the gap between legal obligation and spiritual
accountability, ensuring that justice serves as an act of mercy and moral service rather than mere
compliance with the law. Such integration transforms the judiciary into an ethical community where
decisions are informed by conscience, equity, and a sincere dedication to the welfare of humanity.

Discussion

The research findings reveal that Indonesia’s Judicial Commission stands as a moral cornerstone in
bridging law and conscience within judicial governance. Awale, Abdullahi, and Kulmie (2025) explained
that public institutions can only maintain integrity when they cultivate moral responsibility, not when
they rely solely on control or punishment. This view parallels the Commission’s mission to preserve
integrity through internal awareness rather than fear of sanctions. The study confirms that justice, when
guided by amanah (trust) and ‘adalah (justice), becomes a human act of compassion rather than a
technical duty. Within this framework, ethical independence is achieved not by isolation from oversight
but through the cultivation of moral discipline. The Commission transforms judicial supervision into a
process of ethical mentorship, turning formal accountability into a moral covenant. It shows that law and
faith can coexist as allies in protecting dignity and fairness in human affairs. Kuguyo, Matimba, Mutevedzi,

Gwanzura, and Ndebele (2025) emphasize that institutions thrive ethically when their systems of
accountability grow from shared learning and moral reflection. This idea explains why the Commission
promotes continuous ethical training for judges instead of punitive regulation. The moral formation
process is designed to build the culture of ihsan striving for excellence through virtue. Such education
anchors reform not in control but in self-awareness, echoing the Qur’anic call to constant islah (renewal
through moral improvement). The study demonstrates that judges who are nurtured under these
principles begin to see justice as a spiritual responsibility. This transformation restores the moral
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legitimacy of the judiciary and fosters empathy in decision-making. The Commission’s approach confirms
that teaching ethics is more effective than enforcing it, because virtue grows through conviction, not fear.
In this way, ethical reform becomes a slow but meaningful evolution of character within the judicial
system. Zhang, Shi, and Liu (2025) argue that moral reform succeeds only when it starts with empathy
rather than abstract regulation. Their perspective reflects the Commission’s preventive ethics programs
that emphasize compassion, humility, and reflection. The analysis shows that when judges internalize
moral values, ethical behavior becomes a natural expression of conscience. This mirrors the Islamic
concept of taqwa, in which awareness of divine accountability guides human action. The Commission’s
work encourages judges to act with moral sensitivity, not procedural coldness, turning justice into an act
of service. As empathy grows, the institutional climate changes from rigid hierarchy to ethical community.
Through this process, the judiciary evolves from a mechanism of authority into a reflection of mercy and
trust. The reform demonstrates that ethics can transform governance only when conscience is restored
atits center. Ranisch and Haltaufderheide (2025) describe modern ethics as a social experiment that must
balance moral intuition with institutional structure. The Judicial Commission embodies this dynamic by
applying Islamic ethical principles within a constitutional democracy. Its function as both educator and
supervisor transforms oversight into dialogue. The Commission operates as a living laboratory where
ethics and law continuously interact. This structure reflects the Islamic duty of hisbah encouraging good
and restraining injustice in public life. The study shows that consistent moral dialogue produces stability
without suppressing independence. Ethical accountability, when structured wisely, becomes a form of
self-governance that strengthens integrity. The Commission’s gradual approach shows that reform
grounded in patience and sincerity lasts longer than change imposed by pressure. It teaches that ethics,
like justice, matures through time and reflection.

Mezzadri (2025) highlights that every ethical institution faces a paradox: it needs rules to sustain
sincerity, yet excessive formality can weaken virtue. The Commission illustrates this balance by keeping
procedures in harmony with moral purpose. Its role is not to turn ethics into bureaucracy but to preserve
the spirit of ihsan within judicial processes. The research indicates that sincerity, honesty, and fairness
serve as invisible laws that strengthen visible ones. When these values guide behavior, formal regulation
becomes lighter but more effective. The Commission demonstrates that law infused with spirituality
becomes a force of humanization rather than domination. Its methods show that ethical systems survive
best when humility and professionalism walk together. In a world of expanding regulation, the
Commission reminds that integrity remains the most enduring rule.

Haag, Starke, Ploner, and Ienca (2025) caution that institutions often change faster than their
ethical frameworks, leaving a moral gap that weakens credibility. The Judicial Commission experiences
this same tension as it navigates overlapping authority with the Supreme Court. Yet the findings show
that the Commission manages to respond with dialogue rather than conflict. Its willingness to reform
gradually, through shiira (consultation), prevents institutional hostility and fosters cooperation. This
patient process aligns with the prophetic principle that reform is an act of perseverance, not

confrontation. The Commission’s restraint teaches that moral reform must evolve with wisdom, not
speed. Such restraint strengthens the judiciary’s ethical endurance, ensuring that independence is
balanced by humility. By facing resistance with consistency, the Commission proves that integrity is built
not in triumph but in steadfast service. Comeau, Bitterman, and Celi (2025) observed that transparency
protects institutions from moral blindness. The Commission’s practice of making ethical evaluations
accessible to the public reflects this principle of accountability. Through openness, the Commission
allows citizens to participate in the moral life of the judiciary. In Islamic ethics, transparency is an
expression of sidq (truthfulness) and amanah (trust), creating trust between rulers and the ruled. The
findings show that visibility of justice reinforces faith in institutions, making law not only respected but
loved. Public scrutiny transforms judgment from secrecy into collective responsibility. The Commission’s
transparency represents a dialogue between moral authority and civic participation. This openness
ensures that justice does not belong to power alone but returns to the people it serves. Fotoh and
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Mugwira (2025) found that technology, when guided by ethics, strengthens accountability rather than
undermines it. The Commission’s adaptation of digital reporting tools illustrates this insight in practice.
The development of online systems for monitoring ethical compliance demonstrates muhasabah a
continuous self-evaluation that refines integrity. Through digital transparency, ethical reflection becomes
immediate and verifiable. The study highlights that modernization need not dilute spirituality; it can
refine moral precision. The Commission’s embrace of technology represents a synthesis of faith and
innovation. This synergy embodies the spirit of maqasid al-syari‘ah, where preservation of justice and
welfare evolves with time. The research confirms that when guided by conscience, technology becomes
an ally of justice rather than its rival. Marin, Caro, Rituay, Tuesta, and Santos (2025) note that ethical
education is effective only when it touches both reason and emotion. The Commission’s programs reflect
this harmony by integrating intellectual discourse with spiritual training. Judges are taught not only to
know the law but to feel its moral weight. This combination cultivates adab, the refined character that
blends wisdom with humility. Ethical education transforms the act of judging from a professional task
into a moral vocation. The study reveals that this holistic training shapes judges who act with empathy
and courage, seeing justice as a sacred trust. The Commission’s pedagogical approach thus turns law into
a human experience rooted in compassion. In nurturing moral awareness, it contributes to the long-term
culture of integrity in Indonesia’s legal system. Finally, Chakrabarti, Fabozzi, Narain, and Sood (2025)
argue that transparency, compliance, and trust are the three pillars of sustainable ethical governance. The
findings of this study confirm that the Commission embodies these pillars through its integration of
Islamic ethics with constitutional law. It builds compliance not through fear but through faith. The
Commission’s transparency nurtures a shared sense of trust between the judiciary and society. Its
governance model demonstrates that ethics can be institutionalized without losing their soul. This
integration of spiritual consciousness and modern accountability represents the humanitarian essence of
Islamic jurisprudence. The Commission’s journey stands as evidence that justice grounded in morality is
both timeless and adaptable. It reminds us that the ultimate goal of law is not control, but the preservation
of human dignity in every form.

Implications

The results of this study highlight how the Judicial Commission has become a crucial ethical pillar
in realizing justice that is humane, transparent, and spiritually conscious. Its practices prove that legal
reform can succeed when it integrates moral reasoning with constitutional authority. Within the
framework of maqasid al-syari‘ah, the Commission’s work protects both justice (‘adalah) and human
dignity (karamah al-insaniyyah), showing that ethics are not separate from governance but embedded
within it. This insight carries broad implications for the development of humanitarian legal systems
across Muslim societies. By aligning judicial oversight with compassion and accountability, the
Commission embodies an Islamic approach to human rights where law safeguards life, intellect, faith,
property, and honor. Policymakers may draw from this experience to design institutions that uphold both
legality and morality. The study therefore contributes not only to national discourse but also to a global
understanding of how Islamic law can harmonize with universal ethics. It implies that the true purpose
of law is not control, but the continuous affirmation of human worth through justice and integrity.

Limitations

Although the findings present a coherent view of ethical governance, several limitations should be
recognized to ensure an honest interpretation of the study’s scope. The analysis relies largely on
normative and qualitative reasoning supported by legal and doctrinal sources, without extensive
empirical validation. Because of this, the emotional and behavioral dimensions of ethical practice within
the judiciary remain partially unexplored. The focus on Indonesia’s constitutional and cultural setting
also narrows the generalizability of the conclusions, since the structure and values of judicial systems
differ across Muslim contexts. Furthermore, ethical behavior is inherently complex and shaped by social
interaction, institutional culture, and personal belief, which cannot be fully captured through document
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analysis. These limitations, however, do not undermine the validity of the conceptual framework
developed in this research. Instead, they highlight the need for a multidisciplinary approach that blends
Islamic jurisprudence with social and behavioral insight. The study’s boundaries lie in its method, not in
its vision for moral reform.

Conclusion

This study concludes that the Judicial Commission has emerged as a vital moral force in aligning
Indonesia’s legal framework with the ethical vision of Islamic humanitarian principles. Its existence
reaffirms that justice, to be legitimate, must rest not only on institutional power but on moral integrity
and compassion. The Commission’s role in supervising, educating, and guiding judges reflects the spirit
of maqasid al-syari‘ah, where law serves to protect human dignity (karamah al-insaniyyah), equity
(‘adalah), and social welfare (maslahah). By transforming judicial ethics into a sustained moral practice,
the Commission illustrates that faith-based values can strengthen democratic governance rather than
oppose it. The research findings also highlight that ethical reform grounded in amanah (trust) and ihsan
(moral excellence) restores public confidence in justice as a humane and transparent institution. The
Commission’s continued evolution demonstrates that Islamic law, when interpreted through a
humanitarian lens, can provide solutions to contemporary challenges in governance and integrity.
Ultimately, this study affirms that true justice is achieved when law embodies mercy, accountability, and
the preservation of human worth reflecting the universal harmony between divine guidance and human
responsibility.
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