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Abstract. This paper examines the impact of implementing an ideological coalition model for 
strengthening presidential systems in Indonesia. The reason for raising this issue is because the current 

application of the parliamentary system coalition in the presidential system in Indonesia is causing 

problems in the legislative body so that  the debate in parliament about a government policy is no longer 

concerned with the interests of the people but rat her that it  highlights the opposing attitude of the 

government. Parliamentary system coalition, if implemented in a presidential system, will only 

prioritize political interests, so an ideological coalition model is needed. The methodology used is a 

literature study on the ideology coalition model and the writer will look for aspects of the impact of the 

ideology coalition model for strengthening presidential systems in Indonesia in this modern democr atic 

era. The result  shows that ideological coalition is needed in the life of the nation and state because 

ideology is the basis of political party platforms to build a shared vision and mission in organizing the 

state so that this ideological coalition can strengthen political institutions in the presidential system. 

Applications of this study can be used for the government, legislative members, teachers, and students.  

In this research, the model of ideological coalit ion model for strengthening presidential systems in 

Indonesia is presented in a comprehensive and complete manner.  
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1. Introduction 

After the end of the 2014 legislative elections, several notes can be seen about the political 
constellation that changes at the national level such as the increase in the Gerindra Party's 

vote which reached 11.1 percent of the vote. Then the Nas ional Demokrat (Nasdem) Party 
also agreed that the votes were fairly high at around 6.72 percent. Although the Nasdem 
Party is a new party, it can compete with old parties. The Indonesian Democratic Party of 

Struggle has the largest number of votes reaching 23,681,471 or 18.95% not fulfilling the 
requirements to carry the presidential candidate himself, following the legal 25 percent 
requirement so that it can be used to save the presidential candidate himself. 

Referring to the explanation above, political parties must form coalitions with other parties so 
that they can meet the 25 percent requirement to carry the presidential candidates. The 

requirement for a political party to form a coalition is the result of Law No. 24 of 2009 
concerning presidential elections which require 25 percent of national valid votes or 20 
percent of seats in the DPR. The phenomenon of party coalition in Indonesia is an important 

record in the history of the Indonesian state and records the presidential and vice-presidential 
elections. In the process of building a coalition, it is seen that the elite determine interests for 
the personal and party interests of the community as the constituents. This attitude was the 

beginning that injured the strengthening of the party system in Indonesia. 



 
 
 

 

With the condition of the coalition that does not reflect the interests of the community, it will 

make people no longer trust political parties, even though political parties determine the 
quality of democracy produced. The coalition of political parties in Indonesia can be seen 
during the 1999 elections such as they struggle in the pivot coalition that won the PDI 

Perjuangan as the winner of the election (Lindsey, 2001). Likewise, the coalition in the 2004 
elections, the Democratic Party with a coalition with several political parties managed to win 
a pair of presidential candidates who were promoted by the Golkar Party as the party winning 

the election and succeeded in controlling the legislature. This coalition can be seen as a 
strategy to encourage its policies in the legislature (Asrinaldi, 2013). This coalition that 

illustrates the journey of democracy in Indonesia proves the fragmentation of interests 
discussed in Indonesia.  

In Indonesia, which adheres to the presidential and party muti system, there is a tendency for 

an ongoing coalition to threaten the democratic process. Why is that? Because the coalition 
with multi-parties is full of polarization of interests so that it has an impact on the stability of 
government administration. Also, not a few fragments occur in legislative institutions that are 

also elected by the people (Dahl, Shapiro, & Cheibub, 2003). The impact of the 
fragmentation is the tug-of-war between the executive and the legislature. If this happens 

there will be a political deadlock in the administration of government power (Asrinaldi, 
2013). Ideally, a presidential system places a strong and autonomous position of the president 
in action. Even if there is a debate between the executive and legislative bodies, it is no more 

as a form of implementation of checks and balances mechanisms. However, what happened 
was that the president was held hostage by the mission of the political parties that supported 
him so that he was not autonomous in acting. Even the presidential system practiced in 

Indonesia is not an actual presidential system. There is still a blurring of substance-related to 
the implementation of this presidential system with the practice of a coalition of 

parliamentary models being implemented (Asrinaldi, 2013). Therefore there needs to be a 
serious effort from the state to restore the nature of this presidential system and the national 
coalition model is also important to be applied to strengthen the presidential system. 

2. Methods 

On the basis of such an analysis, the writer will seek information through a literature study 
on the ideology coalition model and the writer will look for aspects of the impact of the 

ideology coalition model for strengthening presidential systems in Indonesia in this modern 
democratic era. 

3. The Ideological Coalition Model is The Strategy for Strengthening 

Presidential Systems in Indonesia 

Several weaknesses can be explained about the coalition of the parliamentary model being 
implemented. First, the most fundamental thing due to the ongoing coalition of political 

parties is the increasingly obscure nature of the function of the presidential system in the 
political system. This blurring can be seen from the independence of the president in making 
policy because he must consider his coalition partners. Even though the president in the 

presidential system is not directly elected by members of the legislature. This should ideally 
be considered by an elected president. Especially if the president is supported by a majority 

of the people's votes. That is, the president gets strong legitimacy compared to elected 



 
 
 

 

legislators. Thus, the president must think about the responsibility to the community 

(Asrinaldi, 2013).  

Another impact is also due to the emergence of coalition practices that use this parliamentary 
model is not the optimal function of the legislature. This tendency can be seen from the 

development of a political culture that becomes the character of the lower class of society but 
has spread so that it becomes a party elite culture. This can be seen from the formation of a 
patron-client (Keefer & Vlaicu, 2008; Khan, 2005; Villarreal, 2002)  in a political system 

that no longer occurs at the grassroots level. 

A political culture like this has become an inseparable part of political practices within the 

party. As it is known, that the party elite who sit in the government formed by the coalition 
consists of those who become leaders in political politik (Almond & Verba, 2015; Fassin, 
2007; Hampson, Held, McGrew, Goldblatt, & Perraton, 1999). This position is not 

uncommon to be a dilemma for members of political parties in the legislature. Even if there 
are policies that are made and are "at odds" with the way of thinking of party members in the 
legislative body, then the debates that occur tend not to belong considering the ministers in 

the cabinet are senior political parties. So clearly, the reluctance to debate the draft policy by 
members of the DPR has caused the implementation of the functions of the legislative body 

to be suboptimal. 

To strengthen the presidential system, in addition to strengthening the function of polit ical 
parties, political party coalitions must also aim strategically, namely coalitions that are built 

to fulfill the interests of the vision and ideology of political parties. The purpose of this 
strategic ideological coalition is for the purpose of fulfilling people's expectations. An 
ideological coalition is needed to be a platform for political parties to build a shared vision 

and mission in organizing the country. Likewise in the coalition process in Indonesia, there 
needs to be a concern. The shared vision in developing Indonesia was precisely formulated 

after the victory in forming a government. The coalition participant party tried to adjust its 
vision with the party which became the main axis of the party. Supposedly, the determination 
of a shared vision in developing Indonesia was formulated at the outset by carrying out the 

interests of the people and fulfilling people's expectations. Ideology, in this case, is the 
ideology of nationality possessed by political parties. 

In addition, in forming a coalition based on ideology will strengthen governance. The nature 

of the coalition itself forms a strong, independent (autonomous), and durable government. A 
strong government can be interpreted as a government capable of creating and implementing 

its policies without fear of rejection or resistance in parliament. In fact, he also stressed that 
political parties are required to understand the meaning of the coalition government as a 
mutually conditional and non-negotiable from a multi-party system. 

Many parties believe that if the function of this political party can run well, then this 
presidential system can be implemented in accordance with community expectations. How 
not, one of the functions of the party is a means to control conflicts that occur in the 

administration of government power. That is, as long as members of political parties in the 
legislature are aware of this function, of course, the orientation of their power is used to 

represent the interests of society more prominent than other aspects. However, this is difficult 
because of the dominance of party interests so competition between the legislative and 
executive institutions is inevitable. Likewise with the nature of the function of recruiting new 

members carried out by political (Coller, Cordero, & Echavarren, 2017). Ideally, political 



 
 
 

 

parties should be able to look for candidates who have good oral competence and integrity. 

During this time, many parties highlight this problem. The party's recruitment was carried out 
so that it neglected aspects of moral competence and integrity. As  a result, political parties 
only offer party cadres who are less qualified. 

In Indonesia, which adheres to the presidential and party muti system, there is a tendency for 
an ongoing coalition to threaten the democratic process. Why is that? Because the coalition 
with multi-parties is full of polarization of interests so that it has an impact on the stability of 

government administration. In addition, not a few fragments occur in the legislature which is 
also elected by the people. The impact of the fragmentation is the tug-of-war between the 

executive and the legislature. If this happens then there will be a political deadlock in the 
administration of government power. Ideally, a presidential system places a strong and 
autonomous position on the president in action. 

Even if there is a debate between the executive and legislative bodies, it is no more as a form 
of implementation of checks and balances mechanisms. However, what happened was that 
the president was held hostage by the mission of the political parties that supported him so 

that he was not autonomous in acting. Even the presidential system practiced in Indonesia is 
not an actual presidential system. There is still a blurring of substance-related to the 

implementation of this presidential system with the practice of the coalition of the 
parliamentary model being implemented. Therefore there needs to be a serious effort from 
the state to restore the nature of this presidential system and the national coalition model is 

also important to be applied to strengthen the presidential system. 

Based on the empirical problem and theoretical problem described above, Indonesia needs an 
ideological coalition model in the life of the nation and state because ideology is the basis of 

platforms for political parties  to build a shared vision and mission in running the country so 
that with this ideological coalition can strengthen political institutions in the presidential 

system and prevent fragmentation from happening in the legislature. 

4. Conclusion  

To strengthen the presidential system, in addition to strengthening the function of political 

parties, the coalition of political parties must also aim strategically based on an ideological 
coalition model; The coalition was built to fulfill the interests of the vision and ideology of 
political parties.. The purpose of the ideological coalition is to fulfill people's expectations. 

An ideological coalition is needed to be a platform for political parties to build a shared 
vision and mission in organizing the country. The determination of a shared vision in 
developing Indonesia was formulated at the outset by carrying out the interests of the people 

and fulfilling people's expectations. Ideology, in this case, is the ideology of nationality 
possessed by political parties. Coalition based on ideology will strengthen the government. 

The nature of the coalition itself forms a strong, independent (autonomous), and durable 
government. A strong government can be interpreted as a government capable of creating 
and implementing its policies without fear of rejection or resistance in parliament. He also 

emphasized that political parties are required to understand the meaning of coalition 
government as a mutually indispensable condition of the multi-party system. It can be said 
that there is a significant gap in the implementation [coalitions in Indonesia with a multi-

party presidential system adopted. The implication of this is the occurrence of fragmentation 
in the legislature and the occurrence of a tug of war between the executive an d the 



 
 
 

 

legislature. Therefore, objectively for further improvement, an ideological coalition model is 

needed in the life of the nation and state because ideology is the basis of political party 
platforms to build a shared vision and mission in organizing the country so that this 
ideological coalition can strengthen institutions .  
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