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Abstraks

Konflik yang menghiasi peradaban bangsa I ndonesia terasa demikian mengoyak humanisme.
“Kemanusiaan yang beradab” terasaasing di negarakita. Keberadaban di banyak tempat telah
mendadak lenyap. Yang adama ahan kebdikannya, kebiadaban. Tulisanini mencobamenguak kembdi
ide- ideyang pernah dimiliki oleh parapendiri negaraini khususnyada am mendulang konsep tentang
humanisme. Kitadiingatkan kembdli. Ditegur ma ahan, untuk mengupayakan peradaban kemanusiaan
baru di negeri tercintaini. Segalaupayapolitisuntuk meredam konflik dan kekerasan tidak boleh
menyishkan pring p-pringp humanis.

A seriesof profound and enriching discourses on humanism, whichismany
timeshavemirrored theinfluence of the modern concept of humanismto our intellec-
tuasor thinkers, in the various newspapers haverai sed some questionsin my mind.
What isthe contribution and relevance of thisdiscussonto our country thatisraising
discourses and actions on human promotion? Can wetrack the echo of the concept
of such amodern concept of humanism to the haf-naked inhabitantsof thejunglein
our isolated areas, such asthe peoplein Sumatra, Kaimantan, and Irian Jaya? Can
weidentify the concept of such amodern humanisminthedifferent facesand ex-
pressionsin our country, Indonesia? Or, by beinginvolved inthediscussion, do our
scholarsand intellectual sstart to build their status asanew bourgeoiswhoisonly
expert intheroom of discussion but immunefrom the concrete and dark-unending
struggle of the peoplein our country inincreasing our quality of life?Initsturn,
somehow, such questionsintrigue meto explore the concept on humanismin our
country. | doredizesinceinthebeginning that exploring such ahuge conceptisreadly
abig project. The next questionsthat came upin my mind werehow do | start?How
dol inventory theresourcesthat can be accessed and should be taken into account?
What kind of approach or method | can use?Won't | find theclassical difficulty that
istheepistemol ogical question?Instead of just being captured by those difficulties,
somehow, | should start, just by using someresources| can access, evenif itisonly
asmall step onthelongjourney. Otherwise, | will not start and will do nothing.

It seemsto methat investigation of the discussion among the Indonesian
founding fathers, concerning theformation of the state and nation, can beafruitful
initial step in exploring Indonesian concept on humanism. Thisstudy, then, isin-
tended to track concept of humanism in Indonesiaby examining thediscussonsand
negotiationsthat were conducted in 1945 and thereafter in Indonesia, concerning
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theformation of the sate and nation. Investigating the main themes of thefounding
father’sdiscussionsin that time apparently will help ustoidentify how Indonesians
have pictured and refl ected themsel ves either asanation or ashuman beings. And
sinceinthat period the themes of the European ideol ogical discourseswere also
focused on humanism, it isnot impossible that the concepts of humanism of our
founding fathers, to acertain measure, were also influenced by the certain western
schools, such asexistentialism and Marxism. Another aim of thisstudy, then, isto
identify theinfluences of Western concept of humanism onthelndonesian’s. To pur-
suethisproject | will first present the discussion of the founding fathers about the
stateand nation in 1945 and after, and then reflect on itsimplications on the concept
of humanism. Inthisstep | will asoidentify theinfluences of western concept of
humanism, especidly Marxism, onthelndonesian’s. Second, | will investigatethe
implicationsof thisconcept on some political policiesinndonesiatoday.

An Exploration of A new Stateand Nation

Instead of giving achronologica story of what was happeningin the period,
inwhich our leadershad striven to find asuitableformat for the new stateand nation
after thelong and tiring war of 1945 and after, | would rather giving some notable
information and present the dominant issuesin relation to theideaof anew nation
and state. At first, while challenged to find the form of anew nation and state, our
|eaders should formulate the objectives, nature, and sources, of thelndonesian State
and nation. Our leaders, during thistime, wered sofacing somecrucid issues. Inthis
period peopleweredtill inthe strong traumaof imperialism and colonialism of the
Westernworld. In such an atmospheretheleadershad tofind asort of elan vital that
could energize and motivate peopleto build anew nation. The other fact should be
faced isthat awarenessthat |ndonesia contains so many different ethnic groups,
languages, economical resources, religions, and even variouslocal historiesasa
background. Moreover, geographically someinhabitantswere so scattered and iso-
lated inthedifferent idands so that peoplewere out of touch.

The second, therewerefour outstanding founding fathersthat wereinvolved
asthekey personsinthe process of preparations. They are: Sukarno, theintellec-
tual, politician, and later, President; Muhammad Yamin, the historian and lawyer;
Soepomo, professor inadat (traditional) law at theformer collegein Batavia, and
Mohammad Hatta, the economist graduated from Roterrdam, Netherlands
(Holtzappdl, Nationaism 68). Actudly thereweresomeother figures, inthe stage
of post-war Indonesian, that had been involved in the discussions, especially the
members of PPK| and BPKI *, which had had an European education. But it is

1 BPKI wasthe committeefor Examination of Independence or Badan Penyelidikan Kemerdekaan Indonesia.
It was formed with the permission of the Japanese occupational administration. This committee completed
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obviousthat theideas of thekey founding fathers colored and dominated strongly
thediscussions either intheforma meetingsor intheinforma discussions(Holtzappd,
Nationalism 70-71).

Thethird, therewerethree maintendenciesof aliancesthat should betaken
into account during that period, namely: 1) the progressive nationalism of Sukarno,
Which based itself on the co-operation between Marxists; 2) the conservativeone,
which based itself on co-operation between government bureaucracy, thenew middle
class, andthearmy; 3) and Theldamic nationalism, which seeldamasaninsrument
of Indonesian nationdism.?

L et me start mapping out themainraising ideasthat came up during that time.
First of al, itisobviousthat the founding fathers and most post-war Indonesian
Intellectualsbelieved that in theface of traumatic experiences, thefact of plurality,
and the challengeto moveforward asanew nation, nationalismisan effectiveand
valuableinstrument of national development (Holtzappel, Nationalism, 70). This
convictionisintunewith European concept from the el ghteenth century Enlighten-
ment that “ society can be made/constructed”. The element that in thefirst place
bringsthevariouscurrentsand “ school” of thought together, istheideathat national -
ismisnot just any ideology. Nationalism, to all post-war leadersof Indonesia, isa
strategy of central interest to country. On the onehand, it concernsthe strugglefor
political and economical independence, ontheother, the strugglefor internal devel-
opment.

Thecritica and authentic question concerning theideaof nationalisminIn-
donesia, then, iswhat isthe source of unity that should be accommodated to build
nationalism?Isit language, history, territory, tradition, or race?In the absenceof a
homogenousand uniform cultural heritagethat could serve asthe source of the new
state and nation, it wasimportant to find out the source, that iscommon objectives
and values, that can be accommodated asthe basis of nationalism. Thisbasis of
nationalism should be ableto unitethe heart and mind of theIndonesiansin striving
for independence and devel opment. Inthisstrugglea | would go through themill and
learn to shape themselves on the basis of national objectivesand values. Thus, one
wasto be abletoloosen one'stieswith local roots, and class or town background.
Only onthat basi s of such common objectivesand val uesthat independence can be
achieved and independent national development be successful. Such anationdism,
whichisshaped by common objectivesand values, wasready for battleand prima-
rily oriented to thefuture. 1t did not tieitself to what Indonesiawasor is, but rather
strivefor anew Indonesia. Only that Indonesiacould betherea Indonesia.

Itisobviousthat it should beinvented the common objectivesand va uesthat
could uniteand guidethe mindsof the Indonesiansand substitutefor thelossof local

itstask in July 1945. While PPKI (Panitia Persiapan Kemerdekaan Indonesia) was the Committee for the
Preparation of Independence of Indonesiathat laid down the definitive text on 18 August 1945. These two
committees had several meeting in preparing the concept of nation and state.

2 Among others alliances Coen Holtzappel mentioned these tree strong alliances.
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culture, religion, andlocal history assourcesof Indonesian nationaism. Inemphasiz-
ing the need of anew state and nation that istied by nationalism on the certain
occasion Sukarno said:?

“We seein thisworld that there are many nationswhich arefree, and that
many of those free nations exist on the basis of aWeltanschauung, i.e. the
Marxist Historica-Materidlistic Weltanscauung. Nippon established thena-
tion Dai Nippon onthebasisof Tenno Koodoo Seishin,...Saudi Arabia, Ibn
Saud established the state of Arabiaon aWeltanscahuung, evenon areli-
giousbasis, i.e. Idam. Idedlistsinthe entireworld worked to the utmost in
the creation of varioustypes of Weltanschauung. . .(as quoted, Holtsappel,
Nationalism, 73)

Obvioudly, Sukarno viewed Weltanschauung asadeliberatel y constructed
product of political idealistswho providethe country with anew spiritual or mora
foundation. Inthisway, finally man become master of hisown history and hisown
legd rulesand morals. Regarding the princi ple of thecommon objectivesand val ues
of the nationalism Sukarno cited theideas of Ernest Renan:*

“Nationalism! To benation! It wasno later than the year 1882 that Ernest
Renan published hisideaof concept of “nationhood” . “ Nationhood”, ac-
cordingtothisauthor isaspirit of life, anintellectual principlearising from
twothings: firstly, the peoplein former timeshad to betogether to facewhat
came, secondly, the people now must havethewill, thewishtoliveand be
one. Not race, nor language, nor religion, not similarity of needs, nor the
borders of theland makethat nation...(as quoted, Holtsappel, National -
ism, 74).

Being weaned by thetradition and culture, the Indonesians as human beingsare
placed intheir free stand. They aren’t burdened by acertain moral conception or
standard of humanbeings. They aredistanced from acertain conception of human
beingsthat might beinherited from thetraditiona perspectives. Humanbeingsinsucha
new perspective are the concrete and free beings. Moreover, by hisideaof new
nationalism Sukarno, influenced by Marxisnr, erased the socia stratification that
had beenliving inthe several feuddistic communitiesof the society in our country.
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As quoted by Coen Holtzappel from “ Naskah Persiapan Undang-Undang Dasar 1945” (edited by
Mohhamad Yamin) this statement was made by Radjiman as requested by Sukarno. This statement, then,
delivered by Sukarno in ameeting and then colored the spirit of BPK1 and PPK| meeting.

Asquoted by Coen Holtzappel Sukarno’sarticle, that was published in Soeloeh in 1926, becamethe spirit of
the BPKI and PPK | meetings.

It isobvious also that in the course of time Sukarno was influenced strongly by Marxism. And his concern
to thereal peopleindicatesthat he knew that Marxism should be close to the real -concrete people (M arxist-
existentialist), that isthe poor. That iswhy during histime hewas expected as“thejust king” that would save
the people from the poverty. The Film” The Year of Living Dangerously” demonstated that finally Sukarno
wasintrigued by the promises of Capitalism, represented by USA power (See Sartre, Search For A Method
17-21,31).
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Itisobviousthat theideaof nationalism asthought by Sukarno dominated
and colored strongly the discussionsinthisperiod, and it seemsthat most |eaders
agreed to this conception. The problem followed, then, wasin correlation to the
system of state. In thiscasethereweretwo strong different opinions. Thefirst was
Sukarno and hisalliance' sopinionthat theform of stateisasort of unitary state, in
whichtheindividua freedomand right should be subjected to thegoal of theunitary
state. Alsothe presidential system, inthiscase Sukarno adopted the American Sys-
tem asamodel of new democratic country, is believed as a suitable system for
Indonesia. Practically thisoption givesconcentration of executive power inthehands
of the President (Holtsappel, Nationalism 76-77). Furthermore, in theface of het-
erogeneous peoplesthe conflict or different opinion should be solved by “ azas
kekdluargaan” (family loydty) principle. Insuch aperspectivetheindividua freedom
and interests should be subjected to theided of theunitary state. Supomo affirmed
the idea of Sukarno by stating that “ nothing was allowed to divide state and
nation, not even procedure of Constitutional law.” (Holtsappel, Nationalism 76)
It meansthat right for freedom of the people and even procedure of Constitutional
law should be subjected to theideal of the unitary state.

Asawell western-educated figure Hatta disagreed to ideas of presidentia
system and* azaskekel uargaan” principle by showing the danger of political abuse
of power. Hementioned therisk that aPresident, asthe highest law-making power
inthe country, would manipul ate Parliament in order to disablethe control ling power
of theinstitution. Hattaalso disagreed to the” azaskekeluargaan” principle by
demongtrating therisk of abuseof right and freedom of theindividua . Unfortunately
intheatmosphere of thetraumaof imperialism and colonialism, thecritical need of
theunitary sate, and the absence of ahomogenousand uniform of cultural heritage,
Sukarno’sand Supomo’ sideas got more support from the majority (Holtsappel,
Nationalism 76-77).

Exploringtheconcept on Humanism

By weaning peoplefrom their habitat, which aretheir ethnic background,
traditiond vauesystem, culture, language, tradition, geographicd territory, thefounding
fatherswanted to set peoplefree from the bondage of the past and put theminthe
same stand beforethe law and constitution. Instead of being used asonly aliving
vehicleto perpetuating tradition or system of valuesand beliefs, people arefreed
andinvitedtoliveand foreseetheir future according to the common objective and
vaues, whichwereformulated in the concept of the nationadismand theunitary Sate.
Again, ingtead of being used asaliving vehicleto perpetuatetheinherited history, the
new Indonesianisinvited to create hisher own hitories. Who thelndonesians, hence,
arenot determined by their history in the past rather determined by the way they
concretize or expressthemselvesin the process of constructing anew nation and
state.
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Asastrategy, the concept of nationalism and the unitary state was under-
stood asthe mean to eliminate the potency of conflict, asaconsequence of thefact
of plurality, and intended a so to destroy asort of systematica and continuoscoloni-
zationintheform of the socia stratification, asaninheritance of feudalistic society,
that cal culated and divided people based on the certain social status. In short, in
such away actually Sukarno and the other founding fathers wanted to makethe
Indonesians asthe concrete beingsthat are free from any determinationsand not
subjected to thetraditional conceptionsand moral standards. And such aperspec-
tive, it seemsto me, isin tunewith the concept of the existential humanism and
indeed not impossibleinfluenced by theexistential humanism, asproposed by SartreP
or Heidegger. Thisinfluence wasmade possible by thefact that Sukarno’scirclein
Netherlandshad aregular contact with Hatta circlein France. Thisnew intellectual
generationwaswell educated in European schools.

Realizing the need of elan vital that can energize and unite the heartsand
minds of the peopl e, thefounding fathers promoted the spirit of nationalism and the
unitary state. Thisstrategy can also avoid therisk of theindividualistic concept of
human beings, sincea though human beingswereweaned from their historical back-
ground, they are united by the spirit of nationalism and the unitary statein pursuing
theidealsof aindependent and devel oped country. Moreover, thedecision to adopt
“azaskekeluargaan” (family loyalty) asamora code underlinesthe communal di-
mens on of human beings. Accordingly, even though peoplesare uprooted fromtheir
cultural background so that they become theindependent persons, they aretill tied
by the same spiritsthat unitethem asaone nation and member of the same state.

I nvestigating Some Political Policies

Creating anew society isnever asimple project. The decision to uproot
peoplesfromtheir culture and to create anew nation and stateisreally along pro-
cess, because culture, historical inheritances, and any other elements as aback-
ground of human beingsareintegratedinthereal persons. Thesystem of valuesand
system of beliefsasaform of culture usually areintegrated in such away that shape
the horizon of the peoplesininterpreting or comprehending their experiences, even
inunderstanding their salf-identity. Furthermore, social structureand stratificationis
not only an externa-objectivefact but it really isincorporated in the mentality and
frame of mind of the concrete persons. Such aphenomenonisasort of criticfor the
existentia humanism, in the sensethat human beingsare not the closed entitiesthat
can beisolated fromtheir culture or context, regarding thefact that their cultureand

6 Inhisexposition“existentialismisaHumanism” Sartre believesthat existence comesbefore essence. Thus,
thereisno human nature. Man isnothing else but that which he makes of himself, hewill no be anything until
later, and then hewill bewhat he makes of himself. (In Jean-Paul Sartre, ExistentialismisaHumanism, 1946)
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historical background, such assystem of valuesand beliefsand socid stratification,
areintegrated or unitedinthereal persons.

Reslizing thisphenomenon, asfar as| am concerned, thelndonesiagovern-
ment hasused thefiel d of education asthemain meanfor theprocessof interiorization
of the concept of nationalism and the unitary state. Consequently, the educationa
institutions and resources have been mobilized to support the process of socidiza-
tion of the concept of nationalism and the unitary state until thistime. Butinthe
courseof time, after thefounding fathersgeneration, many Indonesianleadersdo not
havethesamevisoninreationto such astrategy. That iswhy the processof socid-
ization of concept of nationalism andthe unitary state, isactualy not succeeding. The
raising separation movementsthat happen aong the Indonesian history, it seemsto
me, can be explained by thiscontext (East Timor, Aceh, Maluku, Irian Jaya).

Theother phenomenonthat hasintrigued meisthe product of law. Itisobvi-
ousthat the Indonesian product of law isconstructed by accommodating the some
traditiond vaues. And unfortunately thesevad uesaremainly adopted fromthe Javanese
cultureasthe culture of mgjority. Thisdecision showstheambiguity of thelndone-
sian leaders, sincein the one hand they tried to wean peoplefrom their cultural,
geographical, and historica background, inthe other hand they used thetraditional
valuesto construct the product of law that rulesthe peoples. Thisphenomenon, toa
certain degree, can explainthe source of ethnical conflictsin Indonesiatoday.
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