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ABSTRACT 

This research delves into the intricate interplay between democracy and anarchy in the Indonesian context, shedding light on a 

subject that holds significant relevance in contemporary politics. Against a backdrop of political transitions and societal 

complexities in Indonesia, the study's primary objective is to comprehensively understand the dynamics of democracy and 

anarchy through a qualitative lens. Employing a qualitative research approach, the research engages various stakeholders, 

including political activists, experts, and the general public, to gather rich data on their perspectives and experiences. Data 

collection techniques encompass in-depth interviews, document analysis, and participant observation in key locations where 

democratic and anarchic events unfold. Thematic and content analyses are employed to extract and examine recurring themes 

and patterns in the data, ensuring the robustness and validity of the findings through triangulation. The study grapples with 

limitations such as time constraints and potential respondent bias but ultimately seeks to provide a nuanced understanding of 

the coexistence and interaction of democracy and anarchy in Indonesia. The research findings have the potential to offer valuable 

insights to policymakers and researchers concerned with political stability and governance in Indonesia, contributing to a deeper 

comprehension of the challenges and opportunities posed by these two seemingly contrasting forces in the nation's political 

landscape. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Democracy as an idea and as the institutionalization 

of rational political power has undeniably offered a 

method to eliminate doubts in political decision-

making. In the concept of democracy, political 

decisions are measured solely through the principle of 

majority rule. This quantitative method is expected to 

eliminate uncertainties and uncertainties in the 

political and constitutional legal processes in the life of 

the state (Newton, 2001; Soedarwo, 2014). 

The democratic method begins with the freedom of 

every citizen to participate in political decision-

making. The principle of majority rule is essential to 

achieving decisions in the concept of democracy. The 

Majority principle consists of at least three types: 1) 

Absolute majority, which is half the number of 

members plus one or 50 plus one; 2) Ordinary majority, 

where decisions are approved by as many votes as 

possible, making a distinction between the majority 

and the minority evident; 3) Conditional majority, 

which determines decisions based on certain 

calculations, such as 2/3 or 3/4 of the votes. The essence 

of these three types of majority rules remains the same, 

namely that the majority vote is the winner of the free 

and equal decision-making process. 

The discourse of democracy in Indonesia cannot be 

separated from the reference to the values of 

Indonesian society's tradition. This reference can be 

traced back to the development of national 

consciousness among Indonesian independence 

movements that emerged in the early 20th century 

(Barro, 1999; Fossati et al., 2020; Fuad, 2014; Su, 2015). 

Thus, democracy in Indonesia can be divided into four 

periods, as described by Kommarudin Hidayat and 

Azyumardi Azra (2006, 140-144): the period of 1945-
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1959, the period of 1959-1965, the period of 1965-1998, 

and the period from 1998 to the present. 

 

2. METHOD 

 

This study employs a qualitative research 

approach, which is well-suited for exploring complex 

social phenomena and understanding the perspectives 

and experiences of individuals in a specific 

context(Creswell & Creswell, 2017). The research will 

involve key stakeholders, political activists, political 

experts, and members of the general public as 

informants. A purposive sampling method will be 

used to select participants who have experience and 

knowledge related to democracy and anarchy in 

Indonesia (Patton, 2002).  

Data Collection Techniques: 1) In-Depth Interviews: 

In-depth interviews will be conducted with selected 

informants. These interviews will be semi-structured, 

allowing for open-ended questions and a deeper 

exploration of participants' views and experiences 

(Mishra & Alok, 2022). 2) Document Analysis: A 

comprehensive review and analysis of relevant 

documents, including research reports, policy 

documents, and academic articles, will be conducted to 

provide a broader context and background 

information on the subject (Hardin, 2008). 3) 

Participant Observation: The research team will 

engage in participant observation in specific locations 

that are central to events related to democracy and 

anarchy. This technique will provide firsthand insights 

into the on-ground situations. 

Data Analysis Method: 1) Thematic Analysis: 

Thematic analysis will be employed to identify 

recurring themes and patterns in the data collected 

through interviews and documents. This approach 

allows for the systematic identification of key themes 

related to democracy and anarchy (Braun et al., 2021). 

2) Content Analysis: Content analysis will be used to 

extract meaning from textual data obtained from 

document analysis. It involves systematically 

examining the content of documents to uncover 

underlying themes and trends (Slamti, 2020). 3) 

Triangulation: Data from different sources, such as 

interviews, documents, and observations, will be 

compared and cross-referenced to ensure the validity 

and reliability of the findings. 

 

 

 

 

3. RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

The study's key findings emphasize that 

democracy, encompassing both an ideological concept 

and an established framework for rational political 

authority, serves as a pivotal means of addressing 

uncertainties inherent in the realm of political decision-

making. Central to the democratic process is the 

principle of majority rule, which manifests in multiple 

forms, including absolute majority, ordinary majority, 

and conditional majority, each playing a fundamental 

role in shaping decisions within the democratic 

framework. Moreover, the research underscores the 

deep-rooted connection between the discourse of 

democracy in Indonesia and the country's rich cultural 

and historical context.  

This profound link traces its origins to the early 20th 

century, during Indonesia's struggle for independence 

when a sense of national identity and consciousness 

began to take shape. Consequently, this historical 

perspective has exerted a profound influence on the 

evolution of democracy in Indonesia, spanning distinct 

eras from 1945 to the contemporary era. This influence 

has contributed to the development of unique 

characteristics and posed specific challenges to the 

democratic system.  

In summary, the research provides invaluable 

insights into the coexistence and intricate interplay of 

democracy and anarchy within the Indonesian context, 

offering a deeper understanding of the complexities 

that impact governance and political stability in the 

nation for the benefit of policymakers and researchers 

alike. 

The study's findings underscore the crucial role of 

democracy as both an idea and an institutionalized 

form of rational political power in Indonesia. 

Democracy offers a structured approach to mitigate 

uncertainties in the realm of political decision-

making(Feste et al., 2020; Voitleithner, 2002). This 

research highlights the principle of majority rule, 

which serves as the cornerstone of the democratic 

process (Darling, 2022; Gleick, 1989). Majority rule 

manifests in various forms, including absolute 

majority, ordinary majority, and conditional majority, 

all of which are essential mechanisms for decision-

making within the democratic framework 

(Acheampong et al., 2022; Feldman, 2017; Juliawan, 

2011; Latulippe & Klenk, 2020; Sinring & Buana, 2022; 

Wilfahrt, 2018; Yörük et al., 2019). 

 

Furthermore, the research emphasizes that the 

discourse of democracy in Indonesia is deeply 
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intertwined with the nation's cultural and historical 

context. This connection has its roots dating back to the 

early 20th century when Indonesia was in the midst of 

a struggle for independence, and a sense of national 

identity and consciousness began to take shape (Smit 

et al., 2017). The historical perspective has significantly 

influenced the evolution of democracy in Indonesia 

across different periods, from 1945 to the present day. 

These distinct historical periods have shaped the 

unique characteristics and challenges of democracy in 

the country. 

 

This research sheds light on how democracy and 

anarchy coexist and interact within the complex 

political landscape of Indonesia. By examining the 

historical and cultural context of Indonesia, it becomes 

evident that the evolution of democracy in the country 

is closely tied to its struggle for independence and the 

development of a national identity. Understanding 

these intricate dynamics provides valuable insights for 

policymakers and researchers seeking a deeper 

comprehension of governance and political stability in 

Indonesia. 

 

4. CONCLUSION 

It underscores that democracy, serving as both an 

ideological concept and an institutionalized 

framework, plays a pivotal role in mitigating 

uncertainties in political decision-making, primarily 

through the principle of majority rule. Furthermore, 

the study highlights the profound influence of 

Indonesia's cultural and historical context on the 

discourse of democracy, tracing its roots back to the 

nation's struggle for independence in the early 20th 

century. This historical perspective has left an indelible 

mark on the evolution of democracy in Indonesia 

across distinct periods. While the research provides 

valuable insights into the complexities of governance 

and political stability in Indonesia, it also underscores 

the ongoing need for policymakers to navigate the 

delicate balance between democracy and anarchy, 

drawing from the nation's unique historical and 

cultural fabric to chart a sustainable path forward. 
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