
Advances ain aSocial aScience, aEducation aand aHumanities aResearch, avolume a603 

 

Proceedings aof athe aInternational aJoined aConference aon aSocial aScience a(ICSS a2021) 

 

Effectiveness aof  aState aAdministrative aCourt aRuling ain 

aStaffing aDisputes 
(Study  aon aCivil aService aArbitration aTribunal ain aMakassar aCity) 

Andi aKasmawati
1
, aMustari a

2
, aBakhtiar a

3*
 

13
Department aof aPancasila aand aCivic aEducation, aFaculty aof aSocial aScience aand aLaw, aUniversitas aNegeri aMakassar 

2
Department aof  aLaw, aFaculty aof  aSocial aScience aand aLaw, aUniversitas aNegeri aMakassar 

*Corresponding aauthor. aEmail: abakhtiar@unm.ac.id 

ABSTRACT 

The aresults ashowed athat: a(1) aThe adevelopment  aof astaffing adispute acases arelated ato athe aremoval aof apositions ain aPTUN 

aMakassar aCity ain a2014 a- a2018 aexperienced afluctuating achanges.  aFrom a2014 ato a2015 aincreased aby a40.00 apercent, awhere ain 

a2014 athere awere a15 acases, ain a2015 ait  aincreased ato a21 acases. aThen ain a2016 ait  afell a57.14 apercent, ato a9 a(nine) acases. aFurthermore, 

ain a2017 aagain aincreased adramatically ato  areach a233.33 apercent  aor ato  a30 acases awhich athe aprevious ayear aonly anine acases. aIn 

a2018 aagain adropped a53.33 apercent  aor ato  a14 acases. aThe alowest  anumber aof acases ain a2016 awas a9 a(nine) acases, aand athe ahighest  

acases ain a2017 areached a30 acases aout  aof aa atotal aof a89 acases aof astaffing adisputes athat  awere asevered athroughout  a2014 a- a2018. a(2) 

aThe aimplementation a(execution) aof athe averdict  ain athe astaffing adispute arelated ato  athe aremoval aof apositions adeclared ato ahave  

apermanent  alegal aforce a(inchract) ain aPTUN aMakassar aCity ain a2014-2018 acan abe acategorized aas aless aeffective. aWhere aof aall 

acases adecided ato  agrant athe aplaintiff's  alawsuit, aonly a3 a(three) acases awere acarried aout  a(execution) aby athe adefendant.  a(3) aFactors 

athat  aaffect  athe aimplementation aof athe adecision ain athe astaffing adispute athat ahas apermanent  alegal apower arelated ato athe aremoval 

aof apositions ain aPTUN aMakassar aCity ain a2014 a- a2018, anamely athe afactor aof anot  abeing amoved aby athe aPTUN adecision, ahas abeen 

adetermined athe adefinitive aofficial ain athe aposition athat  awas aused aas athe aobject  aof athe adispute, athe aplaintiff ais anot  awilling ato 

aaccept  aa acertain aposition abecause ait  ais adifferent  afrom athe aoriginal aposition, aalthough athe aposition aof athe aposition ais aat athe alevel 

aor alevel awith athe aprevious aposition abeing asued, aand athe aabsence aof ainstruments acapable aof apressuring athe adefendant's  

aofficials ato  acarry aout athe aPTUN averdict. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The court process is to obtain a judge's verdict. 

The judge's decision or commonly called the dream 

court ruling is always awaited by the litigating party to 

resolve the dispute as well as possible. The judge's ruling 

is expected to meet the certainty of law and justice in for 

those in the litigal. Cases related to staffing disputes also 

have the same opportunity as other cases through the 

courts.[1] 

Cases that befell civil servants, both related to 

indiscipline and like or dislike treatment are often the 

subject of conversation in the community. News related 

to civil servants in print, electronic, and social media. 

Such cases exist that become disputed cases and 

resolved internally through mediation in accordance with 

internal rules, and there are also until disputed by 

submitting legal proceedings to the relevant judiciary, in

 

the acase aof astaffing adisputes, anamely ato athe astate aadministrative 

acourt. 

Staffing adisputes athat  aoccurred ain athe alast  afive ayears,  anot 

ainfrequently arolled ato athe aConstitutional aAdministrative 

aCourt  a(PTUN) awhich ais aindeed athe arealm aof aPTUN. aLaw 

aNo. a5 aof a1986 aon aState aAdministrative aJustice, anamely 

a"State aAdministrative aJustice ais aone aof athe aperpetrators aof 

ajudicial apower afor athe apeople aseeking ajustice aagainst  aState 

aAdministrative aDisputes". aState aAdministrative aDisputes 

astipulated ain aArticle a1 anumber 

10 aof aLaw aNo. a51 aof a2009 aon aState aAdministrative aJustice: 

a"State aAdministrative aDisputes aare adisputes aarising ain athe 

afield aof astate agovernance abetween apersons aor acivil alaw 

aentities awith astate aadministrative aentities aor aofficials, aboth 

ain athe acenter aand ain athe aregion,  aas aa aresult  aof astate 

agovernance adecisions, aincluding astaffing adisputes abased 

aon aapplicable alaws aand aregulations.  a[2] 
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Cases aof astaffing adisputes, aespecially arelated ato  athe  

aremoval aof apositions,  aas aa aresult  aof apolitical aissues ain athe  

aelection aof aregional aheads adirectly.  aOfficials awho  afeel ahis 

aremoval aviolates athe aprovisions aof aapplicable alaw, afile aa  

alawsuit  awith aPTUN auntil aPTUN astrikes aa aruling agranting 

athe aformer aofficial's alawsuit. aHowever, ain aits 

aimplementation ait  ais aoften aheard athat  athe averdict  acannot abe 

aexecuted. 

Research aaims: a(1) aKnowing athe adevelopment  aof acases,  

athe aexecution aof averdicts, aand aidentifying afactors athat 

aaffect  athe aimplementation aof athe averdict  ain astaffing  

adisputes athat  ahave apermanent  alegal aforce arelated ato athe 

aremoval aof apositions ain aPTUN aMakassar aCity ain a2014 a- 

a2018. 

 
2. METHOD 

This aresearch ais aqualitative aresearch ausing athis atype aof 

acase aby atrying ato  aexplain aand aargue aagainst  aresearch 

avariables. aThe afocus aof athe aresearch ais athe aeffectiveness aof 

aPTUN arulings ain astaffing adisputes. 

A aresearch asite ais aa aplace aor aregion awhere aa aresearcher 

amoves ato  acapture, aunderstand athe aactual acircumstances aor 

aphenomena. aThus athe alocation ain athis astudy ais ain aPTUN 

aMakassar aCity aand aRegency a/ aCity awhich aexperienced 

acases aof astaffing adisputes aprocessed ain aPTUN aMakassar 

aCity. 

The atypes aand asources aof adata ain athis astudy aare aprimary 

adata aand asecondary adata. aPrimary adata, awhich ais adata 

aobtained adirectly afrom asources a/ arespondents, anamely 

aHakim a/ aPanitra ain aPTUN aMakassar aCity aand athe aparties ain  

astaffing adisputes arelated ato  aremoval awhose acases aare 

ahandled aby aPTUN aMakassar aCity. aSecondary adata, adata 

aobtained afrom adocuments a/ apublications a/ aresearch areports 

aand aother adata asources athat  asupport. 

The adata acollection atechnique aused ais aa atechnique athat ais 

aan ainterview aand adocumentation atechnique. aInterview  

atechniques aare aused ato  aobtain aan aoverview aof athe  

aimplementation aof athe aPTUN averdict. aThe adata aanalysis  

atechnique aused ais arelated ato athe aformulation aof aresearch 

aproblems, adata aanalysis ausing adescriptive aanalysis  

atechniques athat  adescribe aresearch avariables abased aon 

aresearch adata. 

 
3. RESULTS aAND aDISCUSSION 

 
3.1 Development aof aStaffing aDispute aCases 

arelated ato aDepartment aRemoval ain aPTUN 

aMakassar aCity ain a2014 a– a2018 

One aof athe athings athat abecomes aessential ain athe  

aDevelopment  aof aStaffing aDispute aCase arelated ato 

aDepartment  aRemoval ain aPTUN aMakassar aCity ain a2014 a- 

a2018. aThe acase aof astate aadministrative alaw aduring athe 

astaffing adispute aduring athe aperiod a2014 ato  a2018 ashows aa 

atendency ato aincrease, aespecially aevery aelection ato athe 

region a(governor a/ aregent  a/ amayor).  aThe adispute aarises aafter 

athe aoccurrence aof amutation aefforts aboth apromotion aand 

adeactivation a(deactivation) aof acertain aofficials aby athe  

agovernor a/ aregent  a/ amayor awho  ahas ajust  abeen asworn ain. aThe  

aactivation aor aremoval aof aa aparticular aofficial ais awhat athen 

araises athe aproblem.  aThe adisabled aparty afeels athat  ait  ahas ano  

afault  aso  ait  amakes alegal aresistance athrough athe alawsuit  ato 

aPTUN. a[3] 

The adevelopment  aof astaffing adispute acases arelated ato 

athe aremoval aof apositions ain aPTUN aMakassar aCity ain a2014 a- 

a2018 ahas achanged afluctuating. aFrom a2014 a to 

2015 aincreased aby a40.00 apercent, awhere ain a2014 athere awere 

a15 acases, ain a2015 ait  aincreased ato a21 acases. aThen ain a2016 ait  

afell a57.14 apercent,  ato  a9 a(nine) acases. aFurthermore,  ain a2017  

aagain aincreased adramatically ato  areach a233.33 apercent  aor ato 

a30 acases awhich athe aprevious ayear aonly anine acases. aIn a2018  

aagain adropped a53.33 apercent  aor ato  a14 acases. aThe alowest 

anumber aof acases ain a2016 awas a9 a(nine) acases, aand athe  

ahighest  acases ain a2017 areached a30 acases aout  aof aa atotal aof a89  

acases aof astaffing adisputes athat awere asevered athroughout 

a2014 a- a2018. 

In a2014, athere awere a17 aregistered acases. aOf athe a17  

astaffing adispute acases aregistered awith aPTUN aMakassar  

aCity ain a2014, athere awere atwo aor a11.76 apercent  athat awere anot 

aaccepted a(the alawsuit  afile awas anot  aprocessed aor areturned ato 

athe aplaintiff) abecause ait  awas adeemed aineligible afor afurther 

aprocessing abecause ait  awas adeemed aineligible  alegal 

arequirements ato abecome aa alawsuit. aNo acharges awere 

adismissed aand adismissed aby athe acourt. aThere awere a15 aor 

a88.24 apercent  aof astaffing adispute acases athat  awere adecided  

ato  abe agranted aby athe aMakassar aCity aPTUN ajudge. 

There awere a25 acases aof astaffing adisputes aregistered 

awith aPTUN aMakassar aCity ain a2015. aThere aare atwo  aor 

8.00 apercent  athat  aare anot  aaccepted a(the alawsuit  afile ais anot 

aprocessed aor areturned ato  athe aplaintiff) abecause  ait  ais 

aconsidered aineligible afor afurther aprocessing abecause ait  ais 

adeemed aineligible alegally ato abe aa alawsuit. aOne aor a1.12 

apercent  aof alawsuits awere arejected aand adropped aby athe  

acourts. aThere awere a21 aor a84.00 apercent aof astaffing adispute 

acases athat  awere asevered. 

In a2016 athere awere a9 a(nine) acases aregistered. aOf athe a9 

a(nine) astaffing adispute acases aregistered awith aPTUN 

aMakassar aCity ain a2016, athere awere ano  acases athat  awere anot 

aaccepted a(the alawsuit  afile awas anot aprocessed aor areturned ato 

athe aplaintiff) aand ano  alawsuit  awas arejected aand adropped aby 

athe acourt. aThere aare a9 a(nine) aor a100.00 apercent  aof astaffing  

adispute acases athat  aare adecided ato  abe agranted aby athe ajudge aof 

aPTUN aMakassar aCity. 

Staffing adispute acases ain aPTUN aMakassar aCity ain a2017  

ashow athat  athere aare a33 acases aof astaffing adisputes aregistered. 

aThere aare ano  acases aof astaffing adisputes athat  aare anot 

aaccepted aand adropped. aAll astaffing adispute alawsuits aare  

adecided awith athe astatus agranted aby ajudges ain aPTUN 

aMakassar aCity. 

Staffing adispute acases ain aPTUN aMakassar aCity ain a2018 

aout  aof a19 aregistered astaffing adispute acases, athere 
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were atwo  aor a10.53% aof acases aof astaffing adispute alawsuits  

athat  awere anot aaccepted, athere awere aone aor a5.26 apercent  aof 

aregistered astaffing adispute alawsuit  acases athen a adropped, 

atwo  aor a10.63 apercent  aof astaffing adispute a alawsuit  acases 

awere arejected, aand a14 aor a73.68 apercent  aof astaffing adispute 

alawsuit  acases awere agranted aby aPTUN ajudges aof aMakassar  

aCity. 

During a2014 a- a2018 athere awere a103 acases aof 

astaffing adisputes aregistered awith aPTUN aMakassar  aCity. 

aThe ahighest  anumber aof acases aoccurred ain a2017, areaching  

a33 aor a30.84 apercent  aof acases, afollowed aby a2015 awhere  

aregistered acases areached a25 aor a24.27 apercent  aof astaffing  

adispute acases, athen ain a2018 athe anumber aof aregistered acases 

awas a19 aor a18.45 acases. aThe anext  alower anumber aof astaffing  

adisputes aoccurred ain a2014, awhich awas a17 aor 

15.89 apercent  aof acases, aand athe alowest  acase aof astaffing  

adisputes ain aMakassar aCity aPTUN aoccurred ain a2016 aonly 

areached a9 a(nine) aor a8.74 apercent  aof astaffing adispute acases. 

There awere a89 acases aof astaffing adisputes athat  awere 

adecided a(verdict) afiled aby athe aplaintiff's alawsuit aand  

adeclared apermanent  alegal aforce a(incracht) athroughout 

a2014 a- a2018. aThe ahighest  anumber aof acases aoccurred ain 

a2017, areaching a33 aor a30.84 apercent  aof acases, afollowed 

by a2015 awhere aregistered acases areached a25 aor a24.27 

apercent  aof astaffing adispute acases, athen ain a2018 athe anumber  

aof aregistered acases awas a19 aor a18.45 acases. aThe anext  alower  

anumber aof astaffing adisputes aoccurred ain a2014, awhich awas 

a17 aor a15.89 apercent  aof acases, aand athe alowest  acase aof astaffing  

adisputes ain aMakassar aCity aPTUN aoccurred ain a2016 aonly 

areached a9 a(nine) aor a8.74 apercent  aof astaffing adispute acases. 

From athe aexposure aof athe adata aabove a ashows athat  

ain amost  acases astaffing adispute alawsuits aare aaccepted aand  

asubsequently aheard aand aresulted ain aa ajudge's aruling aby 

agranting athe aplaintiff's alawsuit. aOnly aa asmall apercentage aof 

astaffing adispute alawsuits aare anot aaccepted abecause athey ado  

anot  aqualify a/ aelements ato abe acontinued ain athe anext  alegal 

aprocess, asuch aas athe acase aof athe aplaintiff aremoved  afrom 

aoffice abecause ait  abears athe astatus aof aa acorruption asuspect, 

athere ais aalso  abecause athe aplaintiff awas aremoved afor 

apreviously acommitting adisciplinary aacts ain ahis aduties aand  

aresponsibilities aas aa astate aapparatus. a[4] 

 
3.2 Implementation a(Execution) aof aThe aVerdict 

ain aa aStaffing aDispute aRelated ato aThe 

aRemoval aof aPositions aDeclared aPermanent 

aLegal aForce a(Inchract) 

Law aenforcement  aefforts aprogrammed aby athe 

agovernment  ain aaddition ato  ashowing asigns aof asuccess abut  

aalso  athere aare astill aobstacles athat  amust  abe afound aa asolution. 

aIn athis acase athe alaw aenforcement  aauthorities athemselves  

aactually atake aadvantage aof athose awho  acommit  acrimes, aand 

aabuse aof aauthority. 

Internal aconstraints aexperienced ain alaw aenforcement, 

awhich ais anow acarrying aout  alaw aenforcement  a(Police, 

aProsecutors,  aJudges aand aCorrectional aInstitutions) astill ado 

anot  asynergize aoptimally ain acarrying aout  atheir abasic aduties, 

aand afunctions. 

The agovernment's aefforts ato arealize athe arule aof alaw, 

aand ajustice, aand afoster ademocracy,  ait  aturns aout athat  athe 

acitizens aof athe acommunity ajudge athat  athe a agovernment  ahas 

anot  aacted aoptimally.  aIn athe ahands aof aHakim, aIndonesia 

abecame aa astage athat  apromised aa aplay afull aof airony aalways  

areleased. 

The amethod aof aimplementing athe acourt's aruling ais 

aclosely arelated ato athe adynamics ain athe acourt. aIn aterms aof 

adynamics ain athe acourt, ait  ais aorderly,  acertain, afair, afast, 

asmooth aand apositive, athen athe aproduct  aof athe ajudge's 

adecision acan abe asaid ato  abe apositive aas awell. aConversely,  ain 

aterms aof adynamics ain athe acourt ataking aplace ain aan 

aatmosphere athat acannot abe aclearly apredicted, aand athe 

anumbered aissues aof abribery, athen athe aproducts aassociated 

aby athe ajudge's aruling, acan acertainly abe aquestioned. 

After athe acompletion aof athe atrial aprocess, athe ajudge 

atakes athe adecision athat  ais aspoken ain afront  aof athe  aopen 

ahearing ato athe apublic, athen athe ajudge's atask ais acompleted ain 

athe asettlement  aof athe acase. aThe ajudge's aruling acan aonly abe  

aimplemented aif athe aruling aalready ahas apermanent alegal 

aforce a(in akracht  avan agewijsde) acan abe asubmitted afor 

ajudicial areview aand aclemency. 

Article a23 aof aLaw aNo. a4 aof a2004 aconcerning athe aPower 

aof aJustice. a(1) aAgainst  athe abreakup aof athe acourt  awhich ahas 

aobtained apermanent  alegal aforce, athe aparties aconcerned amay 

afile aa are-trial awith athe aSupreme aCourt,  aif acertain athings aor 

acircumstances aare aspecified ain athe aLaw. 

(2) aAgainst  athe adecision athe areview acannot abe areviewed. 

In alife ain aan aopen, ademocratic,  aand amodern asociety 

abetween athe ainterrelationship aof acourt adecisions aand alaw  

aenforcement  ain asociety, ais aa anatural aphenomenon,  aand  

aalways aongoing.  aThe awider acommunity,  aas athe amost  

aimportant aelement  ain agrowing, aand athe ahealthy, apositive  

aculture aof alaw awill aalways acompare acourt arulings ain alarge  

acases awith athose aseen, afelt  aand aeven aexperienced adaily ain 

atheir aliving aenvironment.  a[5] 

The aimplementation aof athe acourt's adecision, ais aone  

aaspect  aof alaw aenforcement.  aThe averdict  aof ajustice ais athe  

aembodiment  aof aan aindependent  ajudicial apower 

a(independent) afair, aopen, abased aon aa aprofessionalism,  

ahonesty aand atruth athat acan abe aaccounted afor ato aGod 

aAlmighty aand avarious amanifestations aof athe arule aof alaw. 

Aspects aof abureaucratic abehavior, ais aa  

afundamental aweakness athat  ahas anot  abeen achanged ain 

aaccordance awith abureaucratic areform. aWith athe 

acompleteness aof apolitical, aeconomic, alegal aand asecurity 

areforms, abureaucratic areform ais aonly adone ain aits askin, aso  

athat  alaw aenforcement  aofficials aas aimplementers aof acourt 

adecisions ain aaddition ato  abeing aslow, acooperating awith athose 

awho  aviolate athe alaw, aalso  aoften amake amistakes. 
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The aimplementation a(execution) aof athe averdict  ain 

athe astaffing adispute arelated ato  athe aremoval aof apositions  

adeclared apermanent  alegal aforce a(inchract) ain aPTUN 

aMakassar aCity ain a2014 a- a2018 acan abe acategorized aas aless 

aeffective. aWhere aof aall acases adecided ato  agrant  athe aplaintiff's  

alawsuit, aonly a3 a(three) acases awere acarried aout a(execution) 

aby athe adefendant. 

 
3.3 Factors aAffecting athe aImplementation aof 

aThe aRuling ain aa aPermanent aStaffing aDispute 

aRelated ato aThe aRemoval aof aThe aOffice 

Law aenforcement  ain athe amidst  aof apublic alife ais anot  aa  

alight  awork, abut avery acomplex ain aachieving athe arealization 

aof athe arule aof alaw aand ajustice. aThe aLaw aof a1945 aof athe 

aRepublic aof aIndonesia aafter aundergoing athe afourth 

aamendment,  athat  athe aRepublic aof aIndonesia ais aa astate aof 

alaw, abut  ain aits aimplementation,  ait  ahas anot abeen aable  ato abe  

acarried aout aproperly. aMechanisms,  aprocedures aand alaw  

aenforcement  aprocesses, awhich ahave aactually abeen 

aregulated ain avarious alaws aand aregulations,  aapparently aface  

aobstacles athat  aare anot  alight  ain athe adaily alife aof asociety ain aall 

adimensions aof alife ain athe afield. aSo athat athe anature aand  

ameaning aof alaw aenforcement  abecomes afaded. aCitizens  

abecome aapathetic aabout athe aimplementation aof alaw  

aenforcement.  aThe astate aof alaw, aincreasingly alosing aits 

aauthority. 

Some acases aof aexecution: a(1) aThe aexception arefuses 

abecause ait  ais anot  ain aaccordance awith athe aamar. a(2) aThe 

aexecution aapplicant  arefuses abecause ait  ais anot ain aaccordance 

awith: a(a) aThe aexecution ais apostponed aif athe arejection ais 

asubmitted abefore athe aexecution ais acarried aout, a(b) aThe 

aexecution ais acarried aout  acontinuously aif athe arejection ais 

asubmitted awhile athe aexecution ais abeing acarried aout, a(c) 

aBoth aparties arefuse ato  abe aexecuted,  a(d) aThe aexecution ais 

aimmediately adismissed, aif athe acircumstances aof athe  

aexecution ahave anot  abeen acarried a aout atoo  afar. a(e) aThe 

aexecution acontinues ato abe acompleted aif athe arejection ais 

asubmitted aat athe atime athe aexecution ais anearing acompletion.  

a(3) aAmar's averdict  ais aless aclear: a(a) aExecution ais aassociated 

awith athe aconsideration aof athe adecision. a(b) aWhen athe asize 

aand alimits aare aunclear,  aperform aa alocal acheck. a(c) aWin athe  

aopinion aof athe adeciding aassembly. a(d) aTo  astate anon-sexable  

afor areasons aof aamar averdict  ais aunclear. 

Obstacles ato  alaw aenforcement,  avarious adefinitions  

aemerged aincluding aSoeryono  aSoekanto  a[6] aAffirming  

anamely: a(1) aThe alaws aand aregulations athat  aare athe 

aformulation aof aexpected abehavior amade aby athe apattern 

asetting agroup. a(2) aThe aattitude aof alaw aenforcement. a(3) 

aFacilities athat  aare aexpected ato  asupport alaw aenforcement. 

(4) aPublic aexpectations aabout alaw aenforcement. 

In alaw aenforcement  ait  atakes aseriousness,  aconsistency,  

acourage, aand aproportionality.  aThere aare athree aelements 

athat  amust  aalways abe aconsidered: a (1) 

Legal acertainty a(rechtssecherheit).  a(2) aExpediency 

a(zweekmassigkeit).  a(3) aJustice a(gerechtigeit)  a[7] 

The aimplementation aof acourt  arulings aas apart  aof alaw 

aenforcement,  ais astrongly ainfluenced aby avarious afacts. 

aSince athe apast  aas asoeryono  asoekanto ahas asaid a[6] aThe 

asuccess aof athe alaw aenforcement  aprocess, aalways adepends 

aon athe aharmonious arelationship aand aat  aleast  afour afactors, 

anamely: a(1) aThe agood aof athe alaw. a(2) aGood a amentalization 

aof alaw aenforcement.  a(3) aSufficient  afacilities aor aless. a(4) aThe 

alevel aof aawareness aand acompliance aof athe alaws aof athe 

acitizens aof a athe acommunity.  a(8) aIn athe amidst  aof 

amodernization aand aglobalization,  aand aashamed anot ato  aact 

aas ahe apleases afades. aMoreover, aconsumptive aculture aand  

ademonstration aeffects athat  ashow aoff athe aglitter aof awealth 

aand aeconomic avalue aare avery ahigh aand adominating. 

Moving aon afrom athis aphenomenon ain athe amidst  aof athe  

aexistence aof ademocratic aconsolidation,  athen athe arule  

aexpectation aagainst  alaw aenforcement.  aDelivering aand  

aupholding ajustice. a(2) aCrack adown aand aprosecute athose 

awho  aare aguilty aand abreaking athe alaw. a(3) aFind athe atruth. 

(4) aEducate athe apublic ato  aobey athe alaw. a(5) aSet  aan aexample 

ain alegal acompliance.  a[8] 

Since athe alaw acontains acoercion,  athe alaw ahas asince 

aneeded ahelp ato arealize athe aorder. aThe alaw abecomes 

ameaningless aif athe acommandment  ais anot a(able) ato abe  

acarried aout.  aIt atakes ahuman aeffort  aand aaction afor athe 

acommands aand acoercions athat  aare apotentially ain athe 

aregulation ato amanifest. aBy aDonald aBlock athe adimension aof 

ahuman ainvolvement  ain athe alaw ais acalled alegal amobilization.  

a[9]. aIt  ais ain athis amobilization aof athe alaw athat  aman aintervenes 

aso  athat  athe alaw adoes anot  aonly athreaten aand apromise aon 

apaper. 

Factors athat  aaffect  athe aimplementation aof athe aruling ain 

astaffing adisputes athat  ahave apermanent  alegal apower arelated 

ato  athe aremoval aof apositions ain aPTUN aMakassar aCity ain 

a2014 a- a2018, anamely athe afactor aof anot  abeing asubjected ato 

athe aPTUN aruling, ahas abeen adetermined athe adefinitive 

aofficial ain athe aposition athat  ais athe aobject  aof athe adispute,  athe 

aplaintiff ais anot  awilling ato  aaccept aa acertain aposition abecause  

ait  ais adifferent  afrom athe aoriginal aposition, aalthough athe  

aposition aof athe aposition ais aat  athe alevel aor alevel aas athe 

aprevious aposition abeing asued, aand athe aabsence aof 

ainstruments acapable aof apressuring athe adefendant's aofficials  

ato  acarry aout athe aPTUN averdict. 

Staffing adispute acases adecided ain aPTUN aMakassar 

acity athroughout  a2014 a- a2019 areached a89 averdicts, athe 

averdicts agranted areached a87.64% aand aonly a3.85% awere 

aexecuted, abut awere anot  aaccepted aby athe aplaintiffs abecause  

aof adifferent  apositions adespite athe alevel aof. a[10] 

The adevelopment  aof astaffing adispute acases arelated ato 

athe aremoval aof apositions ain aPTUN aMakassar acity 

aexperienced afluctuating achanges aduring a2014 a- a2018. 

aFrom a2014 ato a2015 aincreased aby a40.00 apercent, awhere ain 

a2014 athere awere a15 acases, ain a2015 ait  aincreased ato a21 acases.  

aThen ain a2016 ait  afell a57.14 apercent,  ato  a9 a(nine) acases.  

aFurthermore,  ain a2017 aagain aincreased 
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dramatically ato areach a233.33 apercent  aor ato a30 acases awhich 

athe aprevious ayear aonly anine acases. aIn a2018 aagain adropped 

a53.33 apercent  aor ato a14 acases. aThe alowest  anumber aof acases ain  

a2016 awas a9 a(nine) acases, aand athe ahighest  acases ain a2017 

areached a30 acases aout  aof aa atotal aof 

89 acases aof astaffing adisputes athat awere asevered athroughout 

a2014 a- a2018. 

Implementation a(execution) aof aa aDecree aDeclared 

aPermanent  aLegal aForce a(inchract) ain aa aStaffing aDispute 

arelated ato  athe aRemoval aof aPositions ain aPTUN aMakassar 

aCity ain a2014-2018. aThe aimplementation a(execution) aof athe 

averdict  ain athe astaffing adispute arelated ato  athe aremoval aof 

apositions adeclared apermanent  alegal aforce a(inchract) ain 

aPTUN aMakassar aCity ain a2016-2018 acan abe acategorized aas 

aless aeffective. aWhere aof aall acases adecided ato agrant  athe 

aplaintiff's alawsuit, aonly a3 a(three) acases awere acarried aout 

a(execution) aby athe adefendant. 

Factors athat aaffect  athe aImplementation aof aRulings 

awith aPermanent  aLegal aForce ain aStaffing aDisputes arelated 

ato  aThe aRemoval aof aPositions ain aPTUN aMakassar aCity ain 

a2014 a- a2018. aFactors athat  aaffect  athe aimplementation aof athe  

aruling ain athe astaffing adispute athat ahas apermanent  alegal aforce  

arelated ato athe aremoval aof apositions ain aPTUN aMakassar  

aCity ain a2016 a- a2018, anamely athe afactor aof anot abeing  

asubjected ato athe aPTUN adecision, ahas abeen adetermined athe 

adefinitive aofficial ain athe aposition athat  ais athe aobject  aof athe  

adispute, athe aplaintiff ais anot awilling ato  aaccept aa acertain 

aposition abecause ait  ais adifferent  afrom athe aoriginal aposition,  

aeven athough athe aposition aof athe aposition ais aat  athe alevel aor 

alevel aas athe aprevious aposition abeing asued, aand athe aabsence  

aof ainstruments acapable aof apressuring athe adefendant's aoffice  

ato  acarry aout athe averdict. a[11, a12] 

The aneed ato astrengthen aevery aincracht  aPTUN aruling ain 

athe aimplementation a(execution) aso  athat athe aseekers aof 

ajustice areally aget  atheir arights aaccording ato athe acourt's 

adecision. aLegal ainstruments aare aneeded athat  acan aensure athe 

alegal aprocess aand acourt arulings aare afully aenforceable, athe 

aplaintiff aregains ahis aor aher arights aand athe adefendant  arestore 

athe aplaintiff's arights ain aaccordance awith athe acourt's aruling. 

aThe aprocess aand aprocedure afor aimplementing athe adecision 

aof athe aState aAdministrative aCourt awhich aseems aconvoluted 

aas athe arules aof aarticle a116 aof athe aLaw aon aAdministrative  

aRailroads ashould abe arevised ato ainclude asimpler arules aby 

aadopting aprocedures afor aimplementing athe adecision aby 

aplacing athe aapplication aof asanctions aagainst  athe aperson aof 

athe aAdministrative aBody/Official aThe astate aitself ais anot  athe 

ainstitution aso  athat athe aimplementation aof athe aexecution ais 

aeasier, afaster aand aless acostly aand ais aconsidered ato  abe  amore 

aeffective ain acreating aa adeterrent  aeffect  afor aofficials ato 

acomply awith aand aimplement  athe acontents aof athe adecision aso 

athat  athe agoal aof alaw aenforcement  ato  aachieve ajustice aand  

alegal acertainty awill abe aachieved awithin aa aperiod aof atime. atoo 

along. a[13] 

The adefendant  acomplies awith aany acourt  adecision athat 

ahas athe alegal aforce ato aremain ain aaccordance awith athe 

aprovisions aof athe alaws aand aregulations.  aThe aprocess aand 

procedures afor aimplementing athe adecision aof athe  aState 

aAdministrative aCourt athat  aseem aconvoluted aas athe arules aof 

aarticle a116 aof athe aLaw aon aThe aRegulation aof aBusiness  

aShould abe arevised aby acontaining asimpler arules aby aadopting 

athe aprocedures afor athe aimplementation aof athe averdict  aby 

aplacing athe aapplication aof asanctions aagainst  athe apersonal 

aEntity a/ aState aAdministrative aOfficer aitself anot ato athe 

ainstitution aso  athat  athe aimplementation aof aits aexecution ais 

aeasier, afaster aand alight  acosts aand ais aconsidered ato abe  amore 

aeffective ato  amake athe adeterrent  aeffect  aof aofficials ato acomply 

aand aimplement  athe acontents aof athe averdict  aso athat athe 

apurpose aof alaw aenforcement  ato aachieve ajustice aand alegal 

acertainty awill abe aachieved ain athe anot  atoo  adistant  afuture. a[14, 

a15] 

The aplaintiffs astudy athe acase ato abe asued ain adepth abefore 

amaking aa alawsuit  aso  athat  athe amaterial aof athe alawsuit  

ademanded acan aproduce aa acourt  aruling athat  acan aactually abe 

aexecuted aby athe adefendant. aThe aapplication aof aforced 

aefforts ain athe aform aof aloading aof aobligations ato  apay aforced 

amoney a(dwangsom) aand aadministrative asanctions ain athe  

aform aof aremoval aand a/ aor adecriminalization aof apositions afor 

aState aAdministrative aEntities a/ aOfficials awho  ado  anot acarry 

aout  athe adecision aof athe aState aAdministrative aCourt ais 

arecommended athat  acriminalization aefforts ain athe aform aof 

aaccusations aof acontempt  aof acourt awith athe aapplication aof 

acontempt  aof acourt  ainstitutions acan aalso  abe acarried aout  aso 

athat  athe aapplication aof acriminal awitnesses ais aexpected ato abe 

auseful ato acreate aa adeterrent  aeffect  afor aState aAdministrative  

aEntities a/ aOfficials awho  ado anot acarry aout acourt arulings. a[16, 

a17] 

 
4. CONCLUSION 

The adevelopment  aof astaffing adispute acases arelated ato 

athe aremoval aof apositions ain aPTUN aMakassar acity 

aexperienced afluctuating achanges aduring a2014 a- a2018. 

aFrom a2014 ato a2015 aincreased aby a40.00 apercent, awhere ain 

a2014 athere awere a15 acases, ain a2015 ait  aincreased ato a21 acases.  

aThen ain a2016 ait  afell a57.14 apercent,  ato  a9 a(nine) acases.  

aFurthermore,  ain a2017 aagain aincreased adramatically ato 

areach a233.33 apercent aor ato a30 acases awhich athe aprevious 

ayear aonly anine acases. aIn a2018 aagain adropped a53.33 apercent  

aor ato  a14 acases. aThe alowest  anumber aof acases ain a2016 awas a9  

a(nine) acases, aand athe ahighest  acases ain a2017 areached a30 

acases aout aof aa atotal aof 

89 acases aof astaffing adisputes athat awere asevered athroughout 

a2014 a- a2018. 

Implementation a(execution) aof aa aDecree aDeclared 

aPermanent  aLegal aForce a(inchract) ain aa aStaffing aDispute 

arelated ato athe aRemoval aof aPositions ain aPTUN aMakassar 

aCity ain a2014-2018. 

The aimplementation a(execution) aof adecisions ain 

aemployment  adisputes arelated ato athe aremoval aof apositions  

awhich aare adeclared ato ahave apermanent  alegal aforce 

a(inchract) ain athe aMakassar aCity aAdministrative aCourt  ain 

a2016-2018 acan abe acategorized aas aless aeffective. aWhere aout 

aof aall acases athat  awere adecided ato agrant  athe aplaintiff's 
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claim, aonly a3 a(three) acases awere acarried aout a(execution) aby 

athe adefendant. 

The afactors athat  ainfluence athe aimplementation aof 

adecisions ain aemployment  adisputes athat  ahave apermanent  

alegal aforce arelated ato  athe aremoval aof apositions ain athe  

aMakassar aCity aAdministrative aCourt ain a2016 a- a2018 aare athe 

afactor athat  athe aPTUN adecision ais anot aheeded, aa adefinitive 

aofficial ahas abeen aassigned ato athe aposition athat  ais athe aobject  

aof athe adispute, athe aplaintiff ais anot awilling ato  aaccept acertain 

apositions abecause ait  ais adifferent  afrom athe aoriginal aposition,  

aeven athough athe aposition aof athe aposition ais aat athe asame alevel 

aas athe aprevious aposition abeing asued, aand athere  ais ano  

ainstrument  athat  ais aable ato  apressure athe adefendant's aofficial 

ato  aimplement  athe adecision. 
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