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Abstnd

Pnhik nekanisme penerintahm yang busifat militeistik di tndonesia, yang
bisa...terjadi karcna pnn yang ekstensif dari niliter di negei ini, mewarisi kita dingaln
reafita yang nerusak, yaitu bahwa militerisme diteina iecan tuas dan nendalait di
lndolesia' Dahm pengelian apa ia nerusr,k? llengapa denikin? Atlikel ini berusaha
untuk neniemihkan bahaya yang 

lelah dilinggatki oleh mititwisne bagi pelembagaan
denoknsi dapy negarlpluraristik atau menekankan pentingnya neindrrran pioses
reprdul<si n,fterytre Dengan nenunj*kan bahaya nitibnime yang nenglhatangi
prrses dernokasi secara umun, dan nemajukan toleransi serta'wftnndan uif
AsasiManusia scara khusus, aftiketini beruian untuk nenawa*in beberaia mode,t
untuk menajukanproses demrlr;tensasL
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lntrcduc{ion
The prolonged exercise of miribristic mode of govemance in indonesia, which

has been possible due to he extensive rore of fre miiitary in fie country , leaved us
wih a disturbing reality, namely..hat militerism is wideiy anO Oeepty'rccepteO ln
lndonesia.a ln what sense it is disturbing? Militerism is a oistuoing'r6arity iri, trit ii
hinders our attempt to instifulional2e a democracy, trat is a peaceiul instrument for
managing conflict in a pruralistic.society. why is tirat so? Miliierism b a riving iocrii
qlfuction which. provice a practical reference for dealing wittr a particuhr iss.-ue in a
militersitic way. The reproduclion of militerism in our comrn'unity has made us overstate
he imprhnce of force in dearing wifr public afi'airs, and hence pose us wih severe
problem of tolerating political-religious diflbrences and protecting of human rights. 

- -

This article atbmpb to shed a right on tre danger dat miriterisni has been
leaving br inslifutionalising democracy in the pruralistii country or underlying the
importance of reversing tre procrs of reproducing miriterism. Haiing oemons:traie tre
severity of militarism in hindering tre process of democracy in generar, inJ ure

1 Pu* Santoso (ed.), Mduclti serdadu sipil: peqenbaryn weana Denititerisne daran
Konunias Sip/, Fakuttas llmu Sosid dan flmu potitik Univeritas Cajian ftaCa, zOOt.
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Fomotion of lolerance and pmtection of human righb in parlhula, his article attempt

to ofier some model for advocaling a process of demililedsm.

The military role and militerism
The prevalance of militerism in lndonesia explicabs tre problem of reviving

tolerance as among different factions in $e society, as nell as tolerance wihin he sate

society relationship. The severity of tre problem shall not be understated given the fact

hat lndonesia is religio-culturally very diverse. Etrnonationalism at local level, fiat is
fte mobilizalion of sotiOarity witrin a particular etrnbgroup, has created bead and

tension witr tre civic-nationalism at national level.2s Some etrnic groups equipped them

selves with some kind of military wings -m it appears in Papua and Aceh jn defending

freir ethnic nalionalism.

Militerism also guard religiors sdfrlarity, even witrin eacir faction in a parlicular

religion. Botr tre sqcalled modembt lslam have heir own milibry Jike organizations,

ready to bke firms actions against each otrer. The mobilizalion of religious solidarity

was-seen as fre easiest patrway br channeling people's polilioal participation wihin

be banner or representalive democracy. The obsessbn to have political

reprcsenhtives at tre House of Represenblives from heir own ehnic or religious

group has been hcilibted by a military-like group prohclion. So wihin he fadisionalist

lslam "hction" trere is a milihry-like organizalion, appear in public to defend heir
polilical faclion. The same tring applies b he modemist him.

Each of tre mapr political parlir ovrned freir oiln bsk force, known as

safgas.lo The main religious-bmed mass organizalions abo halre heir own satgas'

EaCh of trem, i.e. tre satgas and tre hansip appear in public almost exacdy as he
military. They, not only use milibry symbob and unibrm, fut more imporbnty,

represent tre solidari$ and tre milibncy ol heh own gtoup. The pint of he matter

hete is frat tre militerism facilihbs he need br mobilizing solldadty br competing in

publb arena. The govemnents bureaucracy b expcbd b be he principle agent for

civilian defiance known as perlalnnan silt (hansip).

the above mention stories undedines an inbresting ptenorena, not only he
sate rely on he use of militaristic way of doir€ tringo. lndonesia's religio-atltural

divesity has bear marked by he exbbnce of fragmenbd sociopdilical gmuping, each

of hem prepares to debnd treir orvn group by employrq a mehod witich hm been

deployed by he sate : militedsm.

The lndonesian state has been engaging in an eftclively process of socializing

set of values -srrch as nalionalbm and patiotism -wttich make citizen loosing sense of
he danger of milibrbm b inslifulionalizing dernocracy. illereover, he deeryooted
militerism in lndonesia not only makes he milibry easily th plilical suppoG and

,s Antony D. gnih, Ihedies d Nationalism, Haper Tor$bodts, New Yc[K '1971.

r Edr d tlgn h6 hdr orvn nane, but people dlftsn gdEraltem 6 sdgas
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leverages but also makes he cilizen has no containt in ulilizing a mirihristic means for
achieving fteir colleclire goals.

It is important to be crear hat, any nation shb is bound to have a miritary, as
an agency responsibre for exercqi$ ry privirege in monoporizing tre use of viorence

?. qg. b:t r".r9l. in managing pubtic afiairs. t n&O to make my se-f cteai d.,ri ,;ti;;;
demiliterism in fris arlicle is not b refuse he existence of he ririary o, ot urirt ing ;
democratic sbte, but raher, to copfafn! if not to complebly itp, if,e 

"prOr.tio,iofmilihry uay doing tring witrin tre civitian mmmunity. We, inifirO, d;; ;ilrg
military for efllv9U goveming fre state, yet, fre sh'b need lo resfaint the use o:f
military unless it is inevitable.

Demooacy become an unfrinkable if fre civilian community trinks and
behaves in-an exacfly tre same mode witr frat of he mititary. if tre civiiian snaie tre
auftority of he miritary to use viorent as a regitimate way of sotving poritcar proorems,
fte nolion of he 'state as tre onry agency autruize ire use oiJeounce,'oecomes
meaningless. Long time ago, Man Weoer alviseo us r cnaracterized tre sute is tre
nfp::l:y_tTg_glgfpv vrofnce as a ,e.ni J-sovemins the society.
Non€rneEss, rt E.atso imporhnt to recall hat excessive reliance of sab-on the use of
uoEnoe.eventuafly undermine ib legilimacy h govem.

, l1m rgqarO tegacy of tre hitiUri ro6 and influences, lndonesia faces two
rnrererarco probhms : militerization and militerism. The first rnanifest in he exercise ofmilitary conhors on tre exhamiritary, if not specificarrv civirian poot sucrr aJ caurnei,
burearcracy, fnanciar insritution and so on. ti s a mdtter oiuri siuing ,f f,,.;irh;
g[tc1;l$ 

..]yitian 
post 3r.The second issue, mlitertsm, ls a *rtt , of-"p.Or.tion olf

$,1*!:I^yy"r.id0ing.hings on tre exf+mitibry afrairs. Suctr a reiroOucton isEKmg prace bofi wihin he govemment agencies as nell as wilhin tre
society/community,

The significance of he brms of miriterism wifiin civiran community emphasizes

H hfJglj:.1111!t yl b",.?te.to mainhin rre mimaryr oorinant ,ore ln puoii.

113^^1ll"T?l glflrcare,exampte f_L" io".r of sparating rre potice tom tre niilitary
orgaflza',n (prev'ousry known as ABR| or rndonesian nrmeo rorceo;. The pubric hisheavily applauded such a seoaralion, but in hcr il r 

-*"rv 
dn orgirirrtion.r

separation..The police rehin iri mirit rsur rois.ioiirg ii'lngs, ana hence such aseparalion is culfurally insignificanl
ln fte rest of fris arricre, fte norion of miriterism or demiriterism denote hedeployment or witrdrawar of miribristic mooe or hingting'.no-ioing trings within tre

civilian community. Democratic society shall resr.ii rti ,.e or 
'iirirdri. roo. oihingking and doing. since tolerance ind protection ornumin fons ,r. meant to be

1111!i. y.4, q.fitftary dudng tre post€uharto gor,€i m€rt has ber a $gnmcarty argaging in theprocess wihda$ir Et/€n hough scrne cdine msn6er are rravint miriwy ui*groun,i a,i tie "riria*
rebin ib s€at un $e represenratirc insrlutions boh ar he b.l ,, *ar-;;;il#;,ft:,T;
4pearance of te mirihry ffice* as puuic fuure has bear decmed unal tire oarner oimnfib,y;#:-
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tre pillan of democratic society, militerism is contra-production lo he attempt to revive

tolerance and human rights. Tle section discusses ltris issrc in more detail.

Demiliterism, tolerance and human rights
This article suggsb he importance of linking tre issue of promoting tolerance

and human rights br trrc reasorc. Fisri, demiliterism is an important pillar, which joints

he tvro separate issues. Second, it ofiers us a more realislic frame for dealing with the
issue, namely by approaching hose trirac issues in an indirect way. These two points will

be spelled out in he bllowing.

Demilttedsm as a suppofting pillar

Fieue 1

Democracy

Figure 2

Democracy

Botr tolerance and human righb
are he necessity element for
institutionalizing democracy. They in
hemselves are reinforcing one another.

Proteclion of human rights
requires strong commitment to
tolerance, and being tolerance is much
easier to do if we accept lhe importance
of protecting human rights for ourselves.
lf we may state it negatively, the failure
to reproduce both lolerance and human

(yhts manifest in be expression of militerism. The intenelationship of fte two issues

can be presented in figure 1.

The fact hat the two issues are
mutually reinforcing does not mean that
they are self-sustaining. Militerism
become he best choices for everyone if
there is no guarantee that out tolerant
will not be responding by the othe/s
tolerance, and our respeci of human
rights is met with violatjon of human
righb. For his reason, demilierism is an

imperative for allowing the elements of
democratjc society operates in a
synergic mode. Figure 2 shows that
demililerism, in fact, provide a necessity

support for allowing fie self-propelling mechanism between promoting tolerance and
human rights can be susbined.
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. Militerism is expression of inrorerance. rt is unprobremaric onry insofar as therc
is no need. to respect human dghb. ry pufling forward tre issue ot rirn riir in pruri.
eyes, it is hoped trat we can approach tre Gue of tolerance .rd hr;;ilghbfi;;
indirect way. such an indhect approach to deal witr tre issue of torerance andprotection of human righb, hoririever, is notnecessarily worst tran tre currenl;fi;;pT;
deal wifi hose issues in a direct manner. Why is tratio? 

- -

. . The direct approach to hose issues has been heaviry normative. The expricate
on is 0ie predominanfy regarisric approach to human dgnb'ilues. The orotectino of
human righb in tndonesia has been primarity retying o,d;ifi;ilr.i;,i;;;il:
lronically, many of us have faired to ream tiat ligii ptourilo'i ir not sert-impremening.
sgme hrj's beyond regar provision are need to odoohe in oioer to maie tre raw r,,,o*i,yet.very few of us dedi:ated ourserve to do so. obviously, we need to have a correcwe
TIgr' to arrow mechanism, intastuche and resources'as oefroyeo to ,ake nuranrighb are.self-propelling. The point here is hat albeit it tre"normative scenario ofpmtecting human righb is b be sought, ure sriil need an indirect approach to tre issue.

.. IleI way v/e approach tre issue is as if fie prevalence of intolerance and be
ljrj:g:9b^l1ry1 19lt_-are 

carneo by $e abserre of peopL;s unoerstanoing of r,empotance or betng toterance or ppjecqp human righb. Surely, it s not simpfi a
cognilive floblem, and treretore, giving tr6 probrem iolnirive uioerstanoing o;i ihatissuegive no-gu.aSntee h3t peope wtfmmmitt"O O to6""n.. ,nd human ,ighb. it;prevalence of inblerance is deepry seabd in socierys saiocutt,rat consruclon, ano
hence various inbrmediare actir's are required to deconsruciit. Rovocaringa;r;;;
of demiliterism is one among ftem.

.. By appryachrng miriterism/demiriterism as a curfi.rrar issue wfrich is expricifly
manitust in.our daily tib, ne *,!g ol" hand be abte to pin point tr, ,eri*jOaiiipractice wtich rire want to avoid or enhance. nir r po*irir. ii one cond[ion, nameryftat rc militerism become a public concem.

ililiterbm as Probhm of hlitical Edrrcatbn

,... . 
il p reasonable to perceive mililerism as a partial expression of lndonesianpolilicalculture. As such, miriterism is nurfured -intention.iry oi,inint nrionaily -hroughhe embedded process of educarion, particurarry tn" pi,riu'J'educarion. As prot

Mochtar Buchori suggesb, our edrrcaJon system, iiaoe, '.i i..ri inair*ty our political
culfure. lt 

.is. 
ftrough politir:al socializad f'ai miriierism oecame a .standard' 

of
:l$l-:$qylg il out potitirxt tive. For ti,,.rr.., o,ii'atte,npr to abandon
m nensm rnevihbly involves a process of resloring our political iulfure lhrough
educalional means.
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Given he hct $at militerism is embedded in botr our educalional as well as
our political system, it is important b note demiliterism process targeb all politbal
actors commited to militerism but also all of the stake holdem witrin fre educational
community. Our schools has been played a crilical role is shaping wtrat kind of cilizen
we should be accuding to tre govemment design. lt is tuough this means trat tp
sbte reproduces militedsm.

The fact hat he state maintains a great{eal of conbol of educational system
in he counfy makes us unrealistic leave he process of educating demiliterism to tre
state. Moreover, he shte is politically more beneficial to main militerism rather lhan not.
Yet, leaving he process of demililerism to tre society is not easy eiher. Not only do tre
society expect he state plays a leading role as it has been, the general public feels
nohing wrong wih he prevalencn of militerism. Demilibrism is shared by only a small
minority of he public. They mosfly he urell+ducated intellecfual rao*irg mainly at fte
university wtrich seed militerism as banier to tre ongoing process of democratization .

Putting demiliterism, as a public agenda is even more diffcult if we keep
hinking educalion means simply schooling. The notion of education has been
oversimplified as brmaleducalion wihin whbh a formalaufrority in charge of designing
what and how to teach. Many critics argues trat fte cuneflt model of formal educalion
system alienates, insbad of becoming more aware ol fieh environment. lnspired by
Paulo Freke, Agustinus Minbra suggest ttrat school be presented to tre public as
prison. Supratiknya describe education appears in public in a very frreahening fashion
like a ghost. This is because edrrcation has been undemtood as "lransmitting a
parlicular content (cuniculum)", instead of "uncovoing a reality' by habituating- an
independent hought.

Demilibrism is justifiable to be seen as educational problems in trrro separate
ways. First, it is an educafonal issue at school because tre state has been reproducing
militerism wihin he cunent schooling system. The idea of nationalism, for example-,
has been presented in militarislic fashbn. We have to put demiliterism as agenda for
rebrming he school system. Secondly, it is educational issue at general public,
embedded in our daily life. ln tris regard, demiliterism falls under tre category of
informal education (instead of tre formal or tre non-formal one). Even ltrough lhe first
dimension of the problem is not less imporbnt, his article confines on ltre second one.

Serching for a nrcdel

Many roules can be baced for searching a sosiopedagogic model for allowing
demiliterism an integral part of enhancing tolerance and human righb. This art'cle only
aftempb to hke :ne witroul implying trat the otrer are worsl The model being offers is
quite political, simply because fre auftors mastery is on hatfield.
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. Bearing in mind to tre point being discussed so far, it is important to resbb tle
characterislic of he pedagogy br demiliterism. First, it should be community-based
raher than state-based. This means that we have to reverse our political framemrk of
political educatic:r.. ln lhe past, tre state responsible (actually enjoyed privileges) for
designing or denying politicar education for tre citizen. politiial edlcadon nai 6een
devoted to empose compliance -to govemments wanb, instead of enhancing te
autonomy a cilizen. People are being beated as objecl of govemance instead of ci-tizen
to uvtrich fieir righb shall be fulfilled. ln fre fufure it is up to fre people who are in
charge of deciding what sort of govemment u/e want hat is ttrb democralic one.
obviously, political educalion is also a matter of shaping govemment as well as shaping
citizenship.

Second, it should relate,education wih daily llb of tre community. ln tris
regad, difierent profession has diftrent hrger and dilierent metrod in engaging to tre
process of demiliterism. The academics can bke part in wklening ano intiniifiing tre
discourse of demiliterism, up on which ofter social grcups wilt be ibte to take tieiiown
part. Religious leaders, br exampre, uourd be s[nifi]canty contibuting b tre process of
demiliterismrvhen trey attempt b delegimibte milibriim witrin deir owri religioui
community. Political leaders, which ahvays claim to be agent of democracy, snailuie
part.in delegitimaling militerism witrin fieir own polilicafwings. ln tris regard, public
padicipation in advocaling demiliterism is highly mntexfual.

.,.. . Srqqqrg, rach social group is airaarc of he imporbnce of fighling against
qlt,fT "itir 

Ereir owr.competence, how can ure be sure trat tr.y ai. 
"tfingi; 

O;
so? lt is imporhnt to bear in mind hat mililerism so far is favorable b 

-each 
sociaigroup

due to he.absence of guarantee hat ofier group is not hreatening trerr own giorii
Militerism.is a ralional lesponse b insecure groupfeeling. nr -point 

leads 
-us 

io
:grL'.f _q: 

imporhnt of having.a sfong srate, but ihe steigtr is nh oue to G ioiriiy
and auhority use violence to solve he sociopolitical problems, ratrer it is due to iti
ability to gain public tust and confidence. This means'trat tre advocacy of militerism
shall be in line wih he consolidalion of public bust to trose who rune the slate. This iste hird ehment of the model. Trust is public investmenl frat all ttre citizens need b
invest in order to allow democratic medranism works.

The bur$ element is inter-group dialogue. Disfust among difierent social
groups 

_easily escahling into suspicion and hostility due to the almost absence of inbr-
group dialogue. The urord 'SAM'has been used by tre govemment in he past to deny
he imporhnce of intergroup diabgue. we evenfuaily ieffi wih a sihration in wtrich

!111 ot represenbtive performs frreir role wih a weak capabitity to dialogue treir
diflerence in order to manage freir conflbi.
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The fft element is the sense of publh. We have been accustoming to manage

colleclive interest under he banner of group idenlity. Our imaginalion of he public quite

rarefy goes beyond grcup's inbrest. There, however, many difierent way of organizing

social enlig: according b fre religious afflhtion, political affiliation, ehnic identity and

so brtr. The nanow sense of public we been accuslomed to, make it dificult for us to

engange in intergroup dialogue and building tust. I hink; by now we have to leam he
fact trat tre prevention of inter4roup conffhb is more valuable than devoting ourselves

b make own group win.

\

---------| ;
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The social dynamics resulted ftom he acfualizalion of he values descdbed as

element of demiliterism is presented in figure 3. The key issue here is to put leaming
prrcess at he center pint of political education .

Having identified fre fundamenbl and concepfual elemenb required for
advocaling demiliterism, it now he time to sell out he pedagogic model. The broadnes
of he scope of advocacy br demiliterism above mention shall not thealhened us,

because what we need is not to deliver he content of cuniculum to he public. What we
need is a process in wihin which each socialarcups leams to understand the
importance of hose elemenb.

Pedagogic model we need for advocating demiliterism lays in the second box
from he left in figure 3, that it leaming from he existing sociocultural reality, particulary

the danger of militerism in defending public interest. The contemporary pedagogic

heories emphasized the importance of education process to target he capabiiity to
leam. Since each individual or group more or lest is rational, lhe improvement of fre
leaming capacity of fie public will provide energy br changing heir own live. That is to
include he abandonrnent of militerism embedded in their own life.
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Goncluding t#s
This arlicle has oftred a somehow indirecl if not meandedng, approach yet

sensitde, approach to deal witr fte issue of tolerance and human ngnb. bLmiriterii;
provide a fiamewo* to deal witr hose issues simultaneousiy. lioreover, potiticat
pespec{ive employed in tris article..offers a comprehensive fiameuvo* for'tirgetng
strategic issue, which hopefully confibue to tre broader agenda: democralization.

The phenomena of mirirerism in rndonesia society indicate tre mix picfure of
civil sociely. lt on tre one hand shoua fre potentiai of he iociety to fte independent to
shte, and on tr oher hand show fte danga b demccracy. Demiriterism cin be seen
as opemlional measure to nurtrre tre civility of tre publii. ln tris case, demiliterism
had to tte sane destiny to hat of tre enhancernent ofbbrant and protecion or trumin
nShb.


