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EXPECTED LEARNING OUTCOMES (ELOs) 

S1 Having integrity and legal professional ethics based on values of Pancasila 

KU1 Ability to think critically, logically and systematically 

KU2 Ability to work individually and collectively 

KU3 Ability to provide legal advice and solutions 

KK1 Demonstrate mastery of substantive laws (criminal law, civil law, international law, administrative law, constitutional law) 

KK2 Ability to mediate and negotiate 

KK3 Ability to provide advice and solving legal problems 

P1 Master the theoretical concepts of general knowledge 

P2 Master the theoretical concepts of the legal basis 

P3 Master the theoretical concepts of formal law 

P4 Master the theoretical concepts of material law 



LEARNING GOALS 

Able to explain and apply basic concepts and scope of the Introduction to Legal Sociology, relationship between law and social factors, legal 
sociology theories on the correlation between law and society, the occurrence of Legal Change and Societal Change, legal issues in relation to 
social reality, provides an alternative law enforcement solution from the approach to legal sociology in society, and having awareness, concern 
and commitment to law enforcement in all areas of law. 

SHORT DESCRIPTION OF THE COURSE 

This course discusses empirical legal studies of the relationship or correlation between law and social factors, which focuses its study on law in 
reality, law as behavior, law as a reflection of society. 

             



LEARNING PLANS 

Week 
Expected Final Ability / Learning 

Goal 
Learning Material 

Learning 

Methods 

Indicator/A

ssesment 

Criteria 

Weight 

I 

1. Students are able to explain 
and distinguish various 
Empirical Studies on Law. 

2. Students are able to explain 
the characteristic of the study 
approach of legal sociology 
and its differences with the 
characteristic of Normative 
Law Approach, and 
Philosophical Study. 

 

Empirical Studies on Law: 
1. Empirical legal studies (Legal 

Sociology, Legal Anthropology, 
Legal Psychology, Law and Society, 
Law and Development, Law and 
Economics, Law and Politics, Law 
and Social Structure, Law and 
Human Rights, Law and Gender). 

2. Characteristics of the Approach of 
Legal Sociology, Normative Study, 
and Philosophical Study. 

1. Lecture 
2. Quiz and 

Review 

Activeness, 

Material 

Mastery  

5 

II 

1. Students are able to explain the 
Main Object of Legal Sociology 
study. 

2. Students are able to distinguish 
between the object of Legal 
Sociology study and other 
empirical legal study object. 

Object of Legal Sociology study and 
other empirical legal study: 
1. Main object of Legal Sociology 

study. 
2. Object of Legal Anthropology study, 

Legal Psychology, Law and Society, 
Law and Development, Law and 
Economics, Law and Politics, Law 
and Social Structure, Law and 
Human Rights, Law and Gender.  

1. Lecture 
2. Quiz and 

Review 

Activeness, 

Material 

Mastery 

5 

III 

1. Students are able to explain 
about Max Weber Legal 
Sociology 

2. Students are able to explain : 
a. Brief Data on Max Weber.  
b. Law In Max Weber's View.  
c. Difference of Private Law 

and Public Law by Max 

Max Weber Legal Sociology: 
a. Brief Data on Max Weber.  
b. Law In Max Weber's View.  
c. Difference of Private Law and 

Public Law by Max Weberd  
d. Three Weber Approachment in 

Legal Studies.  
e. Ideological Position of Max 

1. Lecture 
2. Quiz and 

Review 

Activeness, 

Material 

Mastery 

 

10 



Weber. 
d. Three Weber Approachment 

in Legal Studies.  
e. Ideological Position of Max 

Weber. 
f. The Difference of Legal 

Sociology by Emile 
Durkheim and Max Weber. 

Weber. 
f. The Difference of Legal Sociology 

by Emile Durkheim and Max 
Weber. 

 
 

IV 

Students are able to explain and 
distinguish the Types of Society : 
a. Anti-litigation Society and 

Litigative Society. 
b. Consensus Society and 

Conflict Society. 
c. Law-Dominated Society and 

Culture-Dominated Society. 
d. Simple Society and Complex 

Society (According to Emile 
Durkheim's Theory) 

e. Good Trust Society, Low Trust 
Society, and Bad Trust 
Society. 

Types of Society : 
a. Anti-litigation Society and 

Litigative Society. 
b. Consensus Society and Conflict 

Society. 
c. Law-Dominated Society and 

Culture-Dominated Society. 
d. Simple Society and Complex 

Society (According to Emile 
Durkheim's Theory 

e. Good Trust Society, Low Trust 
Society, and Bad Trust Society. 

1. Lecture 
2. Quiz and 

Review 

Activeness, 
Material 
Mastery, 
Assignment 

 
10 

V 

Students are able to explain 
theories about the non-
autonomous of law: 
1. Talcott Parsons Cybernetics 

Theory. 
2. Harry C Bredemeier Input and 

Outputs Theory. 
 

Non-autonomous of Law: 
1. Talcott Parsons’s Cybernetics 

Theory. 
2. Harry C Bredemeier’s Input and 

Outputs Theory. 
 

1. Lecture 
2. Quiz and 

Review 
3. Small group 

discussion 
 

Activeness, 

Material 

Mastery, 

10 

 

VI 

Students are able to explain and 
distinguish between Legal Change 
and Society Change: 

1. Theories of Legal Change. 

Legal Change and Society Change  
1. Theories of Legal Change. 
2. The Influence of Changes in the 

Field of Technology. 

Lecture 
Quiz and 
Review 

Activeness, 

Material 

Mastery 

10 



2. The Influence of Changes in 
the Field of Technology. 

3. The Influence of Value 
Changes in the Family and 
the Environment. 

4. Social Change, Especially 
the Urbanization and Its 
Negative Impact. 

5. The concept of Law and 
Social Change from 
Yehezkel Dror. 

6. The Concept of Law as a 
Tool of Change from Edwin 
M. Schur. 

7. The concept of law as a tool 
of social engineering 
according to Roscoe Pound.  

3. The Influence of Value Changes in 
the Family and the Environment. 

4. Social Change, Especially the 
Urbanization and Its Negative 
Impact. 

5. The concept of Law and Social 
Change from Yehezkel Dror. 

6. The Concept of Law as a Tool of 
Change from Edwin M. Schur. 

7. The concept of law as a tool of 
social engineering according to 
Roscoe Pound 

VII 

1. Students are able to explain 
and distinguish roles between 
Legal Profession and Legal 
Actor, Empirical Characteristics 
of Legal Profession (Judge, 
Attorney, Police, and 
Advocate). 

2. Students are able to explain the 
empirical characteristics of 
Legal Profession and Court 
through the following views: 

a. Positivism and Court 
b. United States Realism and 

Court: 
1) General Description of 

Realism View on the Law 
2) Justice Holmes's view on 

1. Legal Profession and Legal Actor: 
a. Definition of Profession. 
b. Empirical Characteristics of Legal 

Profession (Judge, Attorney, 
Police, and Advocate). 

2. Empirical characteristics of Legal 
Profession and Court: 
a. Positivism and Court 
b. United States Realism and 

Court: 
1) General Description of 

Realism View on the Law 
2) Justice Holmes's view on the 

courts and judges 
3) Gray's view on the Court and 

the judges 
4) Frank's view of the Court 

1. Lecture 
2. Small group 

discussion 
Quiz and 
Review 

Activeness, 

Material 

Mastery 

5 



the courts and judges 
3) Gray's view on the Court 

and the judges 
4) Frank's view of the Court 

and the judges 
5) The influence of American 

Law Experience on Its 
Jurisdictions 

6) Llewellyn's view on the 
Court of Justice 

7) Critics toward United States 
Realism. 

 

and the judges 
5) The influence of American 

Law Experience on Its 
Jurisdictions 

6) Llewellyn's view on the Court 
of Justice 

7) Critics toward United States 
Realism. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

VIII 
MID TERM EXAM 

 
 

   

IX 

Students are able to explain about 
Theory of Legal Effectiveness, 
Legal Awareness, and Legal 
Obedience: 

1. Effectiveness and Legal Form. 
2. Legal Awareness, Legal 

Obedience and the 
Effectiveness of Legislation. 

3. Police and Legal 
Effectiveness in Crime 
Prevention. 

4. Law Often Causes and 
Complicates Problems. 

 
 

Theory of Legal Effectiveness, Legal 
Awareness, and Legal Obedience: 

1. Effectiveness and Legal Form. 
2. Legal Awareness, Legal Obedience 

and the Effectiveness of 
Legislation. 

3. Police and Legal Effectiveness in 
Crime Prevention. 

4. Law Often Causes and 
Complicates Problems. 
 

Lecture 
Quiz and 
Review 

Activeness, 

Material 

Mastery, 

Assignment 

10 



X 

Students are able to explain about 
the Divination to Verdict according 
to Donald Black's Theory by 
understand the following 
substance: 
1. Verdict Determined By the 

Judge's Breakfast. 
2. Scientific Prediction of Judge's 

Behavior and Verdict.. 
3. Judge Background. 
4. Jury Personnel Factor. 
5. Jurimenrik and Prediction of 

Judge's Behavior. 
6. Critics of the School of 

Behavior in the Field of Law. 
 

Divination to Verdict according to 
Donald Black's Theory by understand 
the following substance: 
7. Verdict Determined By the Judge's 

Breakfast. 
8. Scientific Prediction of Judge's 

Behavior and Verdict.. 
9. Judge Background. 
10. Jury Personnel Factor. 
11. Jurimenrik and Prediction of Judge's 

Behavior. 
12. Critics of the School of Behavior 

in the Field of Law. 
 

      Lecture 
Quiz and 
Review 

Activeness, 

Material 

Mastery 

10 

XI 

Students are able to explain and 
describe the Synchronization of 
Law and Human Rights 
Enforcement through Law 
Enforcement Theories relating to 
legal factors and non-law factors 
through the following view: 
1. Satjipto Rahardjo's View of Law 

Enforcement Factors. 
2. Soerjono Soekanto's View of 

Law Enforcement Factors. 
3. Achmad Ali's View of Law 

Enforcement Factors. 

Synchronization of Law and Human 
Rights Enforcement through Law 
Enforcement Theories relating to legal 
factors and non-law factors: 
1. Satjipto Rahardjo's View of Law 

Enforcement Factors. 
2. Soerjono Soekanto's View of Law 

Enforcement Factors. 
3. Achmad Ali's View of Law 

Enforcement Factors. 

1. Lecture 
Quiz and 
Review 

Activeness, 

Material 

Mastery 

5 

XII 
Students are able to explain about 
the Legal Sociology according to 

Legal Sociology according to Philippe 
Nonet and P. Zelsnick: 

  Lecture 
Quiz and 

Activeness, 

Material 

5 



Philippe Nonet and P. Zelsnick: 
1. Repressive Law 
2. Autonomous Law. 
3. Responsive Law. 

1. Repressive Law 
2. Autonomous Law. 
3. Responsive Law. 

 

Review Mastery 

XIII 

Students are able to explain about 
the perception of Law of Citizens 
and Law Enforcement through:  
a. Robert Seidman's Theory. 
b. Gerald Turkel's Theory. 

Perception of Law of Citizens and Law 
Enforcement through:  
a. Robert Seidman's Theory. 
b. Gerald Turkel's Theory. 
 

1. Lecture 
2. Quiz and 

Review 
3. Small group  

discussion 

Activeness, 

Material 

Mastery 

5 

XIV 

Students are able to explain about 
The This Order of Law according 
to Charles Sampford. 

This Order of Law acording to Charles 
Sampford 

1. Lecture 
Quiz and 

  2. Review 

Activeness, 

Material 

Mastery 

5 

XV 

Students are able to explain about 
Law Enforcement in Japan. 

Law Enforcement in Japan : A 

Comparison 

 Lecture 
Quiz and 
Review 

Activeness, 

Material 

Mastery 

5 

      

*) 14 times face to face session, exclude Final Exam 

 

Coordinator of Course, 

 

 

              Prof. Dr. Musakkir, S.H., M.H. 
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