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Abstract

This academic article aimed to analyze the controversy on the concept of
“Judicialization of Politics” and the expansion of the judiciary’s power into political
boundaries in the international context. This concept has become more proactive by
having the power to examine and review constitutional disputes, called “Judicial
Review,” and has led to progressive decisions that limited state power and expanded
people’s rights, which have been widely used. In Europe, this process was popularly
called “Judicialization of Politics,” and in America, it was called “Judicial Activist.
However, such phenomenon had a more complex definition by application in various
political contexts. As you can see, in the context of new democracy, the proactive
use of power of the judiciary has been questioned as a negative interpretation of the
law, such as the verdict accepting the coup, the dissolution of political parties, or the
criticism that judicialization of politics in many cases has become a tool of the
political power holders. Therefore, judicialization of politics should be understood in
terms of its important purpose, which was whether it was positive, which must be
consistent with the use of power to check and balance the democratic principles, or
in negative aspect, it was creating cooperation with other power groups to interfere
in politics through the verdict, resulting in a crisis of faith in the judiciary in many

countries.

Keywords: Judicialization of Politics, Proactive use of Power, Review of

Constitutional Disputes
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