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Abstract

Elections and electoral processes constitute arenas of political contestation involving various
stakeholders, including political parties, election participants, election management bodies, and public
participation, as constitutionally guaranteed under the Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia of 1945
(UUD NRI 1945). However, this does not imply that the administration of elections and electoral
processes is free from problems, as evidenced by the prevalence of corruption practices, vote
manipulation, bribery, and the lack of transparency in campaign financing, which reflect the long-
standing and intertwined challenges in electoral implementation. This scientific paper aims to identify,
analyze, and understand the problems related to campaign finance transparency, as well as to seek
ideal solutions by integrating technology through the utilization of machine learning as a decision
support system. The research method employed is doctrinal legal research, with the research outcome
formulated in the form of an ideal legal construction through legal reconceptualization. The
recommendations proposed by the author include the necessity of conducting careful legal scrutiny
through a comprehensive, sharp, and in-depth analysis of the scope, regulatory direction, and
substantive content of the proposed regulations, as well as the need for synergistic and complementary
coordination to support the supervision of campaign financing in Indonesia.

Keywords: Transparency, General Elections and Regional Elections, Machine Learning, Decision
Support System (DSS)
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INTRODUCTION

The younger generation is often positioned as an agent of change because it possesses a
strategic combination of idealism, moral courage, and broad access to information and technology. In
the context of modern democracy, particularly in the period before and after the 2024 General Election,
the role of the younger generation, both Generation Z and millennials, can no longer be reduced to that
of passive voters. They constitute a group with critical capacity capable of interrogating political
processes, overseeing democratic institutions, and encouraging the accountability of political actors
through meaningful participation. The advantage of the younger generation lies in its ability to utilize
digital technology as a new medium of political participation, such as digital advocacy, open data
activism, and participatory oversight based on social media. Rapid and cross-source access to
information enables the younger generation to identify structural problems that are often concealed
behind the formal procedures of democracy.

In this context, information disclosure is not merely a prerequisite of democracy, but also a
primary instrument for the younger generation to effectively exercise social control. However, such
participatory efforts are confronted with serious issues in the form of the lack of transparency of political
parties. Findings by Indonesia Corruption Watch (ICW), which indicate limited public access including
access for Bawaslu and the public to political party data within the Political Party Information System
(Sipol), demonstrate the persistence of a closed political culture. In fact, Sipol should function as an
integrated data platform that guarantees the accountability of political parties as election participants.
This lack of openness has direct implications for the weakening of public participation, as the younger
generation does not possess an adequate data basis to assess the credibility, track record, and integrity
of political parties (Saubani,2023).

This issue becomes increasingly relevant when associated with Bawaslu data from the 2019
General Election, which recorded thousands of violations ranging from administrative violations, ethical
breaches, criminal offenses, to other forms of violations. The high number of such violations does not
merely reflect technical electoral problems, but rather indicates an integrity deficit within the electoral
system (Bawaslu,2019). Under these circumstances, the younger generation is placed in a dilemma:
on the one hand, they are encouraged to actively participate, while on the other hand, they are
confronted with a political system that is not yet fully transparent and accountable.

Normatively, Law Number 2 of 2011 on Political Parties explicitly stipulates that political parties
constitute national organizations that struggle for the interests of the people and receive funding,
including from the State Budget (APBN) and Regional Budgets (APBD). Consequently, political parties
cannot be positioned merely as private entities, but rather as public bodies that utilize public funds. The
principle of public accountability requires that every use of public funds be subject to public oversight.
This is in line with the classical democratic adage: “Where public money is spent, public scrutiny must
follow.” Without transparency, the legitimacy of the use of public funds by political parties becomes
morally and legally weak (Subanda,2009).

For the younger generation, particularly Generation Z, which is known for its critical stance on
issues of integrity and social justice, transparency in political party financing is not merely an
administrative issue, but an ethical one. This generation tends to assess political parties not only based
on their claimed ideologies, but also on the consistency between political narratives and practices in
the exercise of power. When access to information is restricted, public trust especially among the
younger generation will erode. This is consistent with the legal and democratic maxim, “Justice must
not only be done, but must also be seen to be done,” which emphasizes that justice and integrity must
be visibly demonstrated, not merely normatively asserted.

Furthermore, the participation of the younger generation in democracy cannot be separated
from the quality of information available. Participation without adequate information risks producing
merely procedural democracy rather than substantive democracy. Therefore, information disclosure by
political parties, including transparency in financing, constitutes an essential foundation for the growth
of intelligent and responsible political participation. In this context, the younger generation does not
merely act as information users, but also as watchdogs that encourage reforms in political party
governance to align with the principles of openness, accountability, and integrity.

Regulatory leniency in political party financing represents one of the structural factors
contributing to the persistence of money politics practices and the weakening of public trust in
democratic institutions (Kompas,2023). Normatively, the Political Party Law has not provided firm and
detailed limitations regarding funding sources, mechanisms, and patterns of fund utilization, particularly
in the context of campaign financing. This regulatory gap creates a grey area that is vulnerable to
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exploitation by political actors to accumulate funds in a non-transparent manner, whether through
disguised donations, clientelistic relationships, or illegal financial flows.

These issues become even more complex when linked to Law Number 14 of 2008 on Public
Information Disclosure, which does not explicitly regulate the types and details of political party financial
information that must be disclosed to the public. As a result, although political parties may be
categorized as public bodies due to their receipt of APBN and APBD funds, their financial transparency
obligations remain minimal and formalistic. This condition weakens the principle of public scrutiny, even
though modern democracy adheres to the adage “Power tends to corrupt, and absolute power corrupts
absolutely.” Without strong public control mechanisms, the financial power of political parties is prone
to abuse.

These concerns are reinforced by a statement from the Acting Deputy for Analysis and
Examination of PPATK, who revealed indications of financial flows amounting to up to IDR 45 trillion
derived from financial crimes suspected to be related to Money Laundering Offenses (TPPU) and
flowing to political actors to finance the 2019 and 2024 election campaigns. These findings demonstrate
that elections often become strategic moments for the entry of illegal funds into the political system.
The recurring pattern in every electoral period indicates that this issue is systemic rather than incidental.

In this context, the crisis of transparency in political party financing is not merely a domestic
problem in Indonesia, but a global phenomenon. Countries such as Thailand, the Philippines, Mexico,
and Japan also face similar challenges, albeit on different scales and within different contexts
(Sekar,2017). However, the key distinction lies in policy responses. Countries with strict political party
financing regulations and strong audit mechanisms tend to be more successful in reducing political
costs and minimizing party dependence on illegal funding sources. A comparison between Indonesia
and Germany provides an important illustration. In Indonesia, financial assistance to political parties
from the APBN is provided upfront to parties that pass the parliamentary threshold, intended for
operational activities and political education. However, this mechanism is relatively weak in encouraging
performance and accountability, as it is not directly linked to evaluations of fund utilization. In contrast,
in Germany, state assistance to political parties, including for political education, is provided on a
reimbursement basis, whereby partial expenditures are reimbursed in stages. This scheme encourages
parties to perform well, remain transparent, and operate efficiently. Strict financing regulations also
contribute to lower campaign costs, thereby preventing politics from becoming an exclusive arena for
those with substantial capital.

The weaknesses of Indonesia’s political party financing system are also relevant when
associated with contemporary political dynamics, such as discourse on indirect elections and the
management of strategic national programs. Discourse on indirect elections, for example, is often
criticized for potentially narrowing the space for public participation and amplifying the role of political
elites and backstage political transactions. Within a system characterized by weak financing
transparency, indirect elections risk further strengthening transactional politics, as decision-making
processes become increasingly centralized and difficult for the public to monitor. In addition, issues
concerning the flow of funds for public programs such as the Free Nutritious Meal Program (Makan
Bergizi Gratis/MBG) have also attracted serious attention. Programs with large budgets and broad
coverage are politically vulnerable to being perceived as electoral instruments if not managed
transparently and free from partisan affiliation (Bateson,2019). Public concern arises when budget
distribution and program implementation are linked to the proximity of implementing actors to certain
political parties or elites. In the context of non-transparent party financing, the boundary between public
policy and political interests becomes blurred.

This situation generates serious implications for the quality of democracy. When political parties
depend on large, non-transparent funds, public policies risk being formulated not based on the interests
of the people, but as a form of political capital repayment. Under such conditions, democracy shifts from
government by the people to government by the financiers. This contradicts the fundamental principles
of substantive democracy and social justice. For the younger generation, particularly Generation Z and
millennials, this issue constitutes a real test of their trust in the political system. This generation is
relatively sensitive to issues of integrity, conflicts of interest, and abuse of power. When confronted with
opaque party financing, rampant money politics, and the politicization of public programs, the younger
generation is vulnerable to political disillusionment. Yet, without the active involvement of the younger
generation, democracy loses its critical energy. Therefore, reform of political party financing becomes
an urgent necessity. Strengthening regulations, expanding obligations for financial information
disclosure, and reforming state assistance mechanisms must be positioned as priority agendas of
democracy. Financing transparency serves not only as a preventive tool against corruption and money
laundering offenses, but also as a foundation for rebuilding public trust and ensuring that politics
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remains a means to advance the interests of the people, rather than merely an arena of power
transactions.

RESEARCH METHOD

This research employs a normative juridical legal research method developed based on legal
doctrines and scientific legal procedures by relying on norms and principles derived from statutory
regulations, court decisions, and other legal literature (Bachtiar,2018). Based on the issues examined,
the research activities are conducted using a comparative approach, a statutory approach, a conceptual
approach, and an analytical approach, with data collection techniques in the form of literature study and
document study. The techniques used in processing and analyzing the research data include the
identification and inventory of various legal issues, the formulation of research problems, objectives,
and benefits, the compilation of various legal materials, the determination of appropriate research
methods and approaches, and the conduct of qualitative analysis by processing the obtained data and
interpreting the processed data using the predetermined research approaches. After the research data
have been collected, the final stage involves formulating conclusions and recommendations. The
conclusions are prepared as concise answers to the predetermined problem formulations, wherein the
conclusions are drawn based on the discussion and are not permitted to include additional explanations
that contradict or are not accommodated in the discussion (Peter,2005).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The Existing Conditions Related to the Regulation and Implementation of Political Party Fund
Management in Anticipation of the 2024 General Election in Indonesia

At present, political contestation is closely intertwined with the role of political parties as the
driving engines of elections. The presence of politics and financial elements constitutes two interrelated
components that are difficult to separate. However, research conducted by Indonesia Corruption Watch
(ICW) reveals that the primary obstacle lies in the low level of accountability and transparency in the
management of political party funds. This condition represents a fundamental issue that must be
addressed in safeguarding the integrity of the 2024 General Election in Indonesia. This cycle
demonstrates that when political parties fail to ensure financial transparency, they become bound to
business cronies in determining candidate nominations; subsequently, once such candidates assume
office, they intervene in bureaucratic matters within their authority to grant projects or concessions to
funders, and those officeholders are then required to make financial contributions to their parties.
Transparency in political party funding is therefore essential to ensure openness in financial
management processes, including income and expenditure, in order to create a clean democracy in
Indonesia. Moreover, transparency in political party funding will help prevent political corruption such
as vote-buying and campaign financing abuses, considering that political parties serve as the sole
vehicle for attaining political power and should not merely function as machines for generating political
influence that facilitates elite party interests (Rezki, et.al, 2022).

Transparency in the receipt and expenditure of political party funds in Indonesia has a significant
impact on the democratic climate in the context of elections. When party funds are presented openly
and accompanied by clear explanations, the effects extend across several fundamental aspects of
democracy. First, such transparency is positively correlated with increased public trust in political parties
and the electoral process, thereby forming a solid foundation of credibility. Second, through accessible
information regarding the origins of funds and the allocation of expenditures, transparency encourages
greater public engagement and participation, reinforcing the principle of democratic participation. Third,
by minimizing the potential influence of unethical or undisclosed financial interests, transparency in
party funding helps safeguard the integrity of the electoral process and prevents potential distortions of
election outcomes. Fourth, such openness provides opportunities for supervisory institutions, the
media, and civil society to conduct more effective oversight, preventing the misuse of funds and
contributing positively to the overall transparency and accountability of the political system
(Simarmata,2018).

When compared with other countries, particularly Germany as guided by the provisions of the
Federal Constitutional Court, political parties in Germany are entitled to receive state funding if they
obtain a certain number of votes in parliament, both at the level of the Bundestag (Lower House) and
the Lander (Upper House), with funds allocated based on the number of individual votes. In Germany,
political parties receive state financial assistance in proportion to the number of individual votes, which
is relatively similar to the Indonesian model (Yasin,2023). However, political parties in Germany utilize
such funds not for operational purposes, but for political education. The German Constitution also
regulates reporting procedures and absolute limits on political party financing. If a political party fails to
submit its financial report within the stipulated timeframe, it will lose its entitlement to receive state
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funding in the subsequent year (Mohammad,2023). Another example is France, where political party
financing is regulated by a specific institution responsible for overseeing the management of political
campaign funds. This institution holds the authority to regulate financial management for political parties
eligible to receive government financial assistance. France has prohibited funding originating from
business entities, while still regulating the maximum amount of funding that may be received from
private parties (Julie Ballington,2016).

When examining the realities in Indonesia, the management and utilization of political party funds
remain suboptimal. This is evidenced by ICW research indicating that political parties do not fully comply
with reporting state-sourced financial reports to the Audit Board of Indonesia (BPK). The lack of
transparency in political party information continuously creates opportunities for parties to be captured
by the interests of certain actors, thereby diverting them from representing public interests. Jimly
Asshiddiqie asserts that political party fund management must not only be transparent but must also be
accompanied by binding consequences, which may range from suspension to the dissolution of political
parties (Jimly,2006).

Article 15 letter d of Law Number 14 of 2008 on Public Information Disclosure explicitly mandates
political parties to provide information, particularly regarding the management and utilization of funds
sourced from the State Budget (APBN) or Regional Budgets (APBD). This provision should guarantee
open access to political party financial management; however, in practice, such information disclosure
remains insufficient, as reflected in the limited information available on official party websites. This
condition is exacerbated by the reluctance of political parties to disclose their budgets, especially when
members of the public seeking budget transparency are required to go through formal request
mechanisms.

The issue of transparency in political party funding cannot be separated from the laxity of
regulations governing political party financing in Indonesia. Several weaknesses within the Political
Party Law contribute to the lack of transparency in political party finances, including: (1) the absence of
external oversight by independent institutions; (2) the lack of guarantees for public and constituent
access to accountable political party financial transparency; (3) the non-disclosure of donor reports from
corporations and individuals, as reporting tends to be limited to funds sourced from the APBN/APBD;
(4) the absence of standardized political party financial bookkeeping; (5) the lack of an integrated
political party fund transparency platform; (6) audits being limited to administrative aspects, as they are
conducted solely by BPK and audits by public accountants have been eliminated; and (7) the absence
of clear periodicity in political party financial accountability reports.

In addition to regulatory weaknesses that undermine accountability, other factors create
opportunities for unlawful and even illegal funding practices, including money politics conducted by
political parties and candidates. As revealed in prior research, several instances of political corruption
can be linked to illicit practices in campaign financing. For example, allegations concerning the use of
corruption proceeds from the Riau-1 coal-fired power plant (PLTU Riau-1) project during the
Extraordinary National Congress of the Golkar Party in December 2017 (Hurriyah,2020). On the other
hand, PPATK has disclosed suspicions regarding funds derived from environmental crimes amounting
to IDR 1 trillion flowing to political parties to finance the 2024 General Election. PPATK findings indicate
the existence of 11 provinces with the highest risk related to the commingling of campaign funds and
illegal proceeds, including East Java, DKI Jakarta, West Java, West Sumatra, Central Java, North
Sumatra, Papua, South Sulawesi, Bali, South Sumatra, and Bengkulu (Kompas,2023).

In 2019, only five political parties among the numerous parties in Indonesia submitted their
financial information to the Corruption Eradication Commission (KPK) and the Indonesian Institute of
Sciences (LIPI) in a timely manner. Such transparency is crucial to preventing conflicts of interest or
hidden agendas that donors may possess. lronically, political parties—which should function as
platforms to accommodate the idealism and collective aspirations of the people—no longer demonstrate
concrete efforts to realize public demands (Wardiana,2022). As public bodies, political parties should
earn public trust; however, the 2023 Indonesian Political Indicator Survey shows that political parties
are the institutions with the lowest level of public trust, at 61.8 percent. These survey results warrant
serious attention, considering that political parties serve as public bodies functioning as mechanisms to
place their best cadres in public offices, both executive and legislative (Erlina,2023).

Low levels of public trust also result in diminished electoral integrity, a lack of accountability of
leaders and officials to the public, weak confidence in election results, and insufficient governmental
legitimacy. Such low public trust may also affect voter turnout, as reflected in a survey conducted by
the Indonesian Survey Circle (LSI) Denny JA, which reported an abstention rate (golput) of 30.05
percent in the 2019 legislative election, an increase compared to 2014 (Eva Safitri,2019).

Throughout its development, there has been a Central Information Commission (KIP) Decision
Number 207/VI/KIP-PS-M-A/2012 between the petitioner Indonesia Corruption Watch (ICW) and the
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respondent Central Executive Board of the Democratic Party concerning demands for information
disclosure regarding the Democratic Party’s programs and financial reports for 2010 and 2011. In this
decision, the Central Information Commission ordered the Democratic Party to disclose its financial
reports as information that political parties are obliged to provide as public bodies. This decision serves
as important evidence of the necessity for transparency by public bodies, including political parties.
Based on these facts and realities, the role of the younger generation as intellectuals should be directed
toward encouraging improvements to the existing system. The participation of the younger generation
is therefore essential in providing input and conceptual frameworks for political party fund transparency
in order to realize democratic elections by expanding public participation in the oversight of political
party finances.

The Role of the Younger Generation in Supporting Open Access to Information Related to
Political Party Fund Transparency in Indonesia

Second, academics contribute through data-based research aimed at enhancing the
effectiveness of campaign finance supervision policies utilizing machine learning technology. The
importance of education concerning democracy, elections, and participatory principles must be instilled
through moral and civic education, which is expected to prevent fraud by fostering strong moral values
and integrity among voters and election administrators. Third, companies and campaign donors,
including foreign partners, are required to comply with applicable laws and regulations to avoid potential
conflicts of interest or actions that may encourage corruption and other electoral violations. Such
compliance ensures the integrity of the electoral process. Fourth, society is expected to play a more
active role in monitoring processes, either through the Integrated Law Enforcement Center (Gakkumdu)
or independently. Public participation is essential to building trust in political parties and candidates,
thereby creating elections that are more meaningful and characterized by high integrity. This approach
aims to establish a collaborative, transparent, and accountable electoral ecosystem by involving active
participation from all stakeholders, including government, academics, business actors, and society.

The younger generation constitutes one of the essential components in the process of
safeguarding Indonesia’s constitutional system. This role is inseparable from its historical dimension as
an effort to realize justice. The functions of these roles are fundamentally aimed at contributing to and
realizing legal order. In principle, fraud occurring in both the process and the outcomes of elections
naturally becomes a shared concern. Dark motives and policy deviations often emerge as problems
that further complicate the political situation ahead of democratic celebrations. Article 34A of Law
Number 12 of 2011 concerning the Amendment to Law Number 2 of 2008 on Political Parties has not
explicitly regulated the mechanism for financial accountability of political parties beyond state funding
derived from the State Budget (APBN) or Regional Budgets (APBD).

The second issue lies with policymakers, as the absence of regulations governing financial
record reporting complicates the ability of auditors to assess and measure the extent to which political
parties fulfill their obligations in reporting financial funds. Another problem concerns the absence of
sanctions for violations of political party financial obligations. Both in the latest Political Party Law and
in its predecessor statutes, there is no clear explanation regarding the mechanisms and consequences
for political parties that fail to fulfill their obligations to report party finances and funding. As a result, this
condition allows political parties to refrain from fully publishing their financial information.

These conditions are further exacerbated by the tendency to utilize political office for the
purpose of securing funding for political parties. Practices involving the use of positions of power to
maintain relationships with prospective election participants or to benefit political networks represent a
concrete portrayal of contemporary democracy. Consequently, such circumstances severely threaten
public and electoral trust in political parties, resulting in representations of low compliance and
accountability. Given the substantial opportunities created by such regulatory leniency, the public
including the younger generation as agents of change plays a critical role in responding by continuously
safeguarding the transparency of political party funding, both in terms of internal financing and
campaign financing. Public information disclosure must be implemented by political parties as a form of
accountability and consistency in fulfilling the mandates of statutory law.

Tracing the provisions of Law Number 14 of 2008 on Public Information Disclosure, the
enactment of this law should have served as a breath of fresh air for democracy and freedom of
information in Indonesia. The law was expected to establish propriety and the right to public information,
particularly in the context of financial information and funding of public bodies such as political parties.
However, in reality, these expectations have not been fully realized. The Public Information Disclosure
Law instead provides more limited regulations concerning financial information, restricting the scope of
regulation solely to funding sources derived from the APBN and/or APBD.
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Upon closer examination, related regulations such as the Political Party Law and the Election
Law reveal gaps in regulatory synchronization. For example, the Political Party Law stipulates that party
administrators at every organizational level are required to prepare and submit accountability reports
on financial receipts and expenditures after the end of the annual period. This provision raises
questions, given that the Public Information Disclosure Law should adopt the principle that political party
financial information must be disclosed and known to the public, including accountability reports,
receipts and expenditures, and sources of funds obtained.

Throughout the history of elections in Indonesia, limitations on funding have not been provided
with clear regulatory direction. Based on the Election Law, several regulatory loopholes can be
identified, including the absence of firm regulations governing campaign expenditure limits. The second
issue relates to campaign finance reporting, which remains problematic due to indications that reporting
is conducted merely as a formality. Another issue concerns weaknesses in reporting mechanisms,
sanctions, and audits. Furthermore, the existing administrative and criminal sanctions clearly lack a
direct connection to political party financial transparency, thereby exacerbating the long-standing
problems surrounding political party funding.

Based on the current issues and efforts to support a democratic climate and elections with
integrity, the involvement of the younger generation is necessary to promote openness and
accountability. The younger generation possesses the capacity and contribution to encourage political
party fund transparency through available information channels such as websites and social media
platforms. In addition, the younger generation should play a role in advocating for the harmonization of
related statutory regulations, namely the Political Party Law, the Public Information Disclosure Law, and
the Election Law, which continue to exhibit significant regulatory gaps.

The government, in this regard, plays a crucial role in promoting the acceleration of system
management and the establishment of clear regulatory frameworks to prevent overlaps and gaps in
authority in responding to public information disclosure. Therefore, to encourage public participation
and build public trust, adjustments to problematic regulatory substance may be undertaken by
incorporating the following points:

First, it is necessary to explicitly regulate the obligation to submit initial campaign fund reports
to Bawaslu within the harmonized Election Law. This initial report should not merely serve an
administrative function, but must contain standardized minimum information, including the sources of
initial campaign funds, donor identities, contribution values, and the special campaign fund accounts
utilized. This obligation is essential to ensure the existence of an early detection mechanism for potential
campaign finance violations from the initial stages of elections, rather than solely at the final reporting
stage. In addition, such initial reports must be publicly disclosed through an integrated information
system accessible to the public.

Second, firm regulations must be established concerning the obligation of political parties and
election participants to submit lists of campaign fund donors, as well as to record campaign fund receipts
and expenditures separately from routine political party financial budgets. This separation is essential
to prevent unlawful cross-subsidization between party finances and campaign funds, while also
facilitating the audit process. Technically, such separation must be supported by the mandatory use of
special campaign fund accounts supervised by election oversight institutions and digitally traceable and
auditable.

Third, comprehensive regulation of the receipt and management of campaign funds for regional
head elections (pilkada) must be incorporated into the harmonized Election Law. To date, fragmented
regulation between national elections and regional elections has created oversight gaps. Accordingly,
the regulation of pilkada campaign funds must be standardized in terms of reporting, auditing, and
sanctions. In this context, the role of Bawaslu must be strengthened through the expansion of
investigative audit authority, enabling Bawaslu not only to function as a procedural supervisor, but also
to possess the capacity to substantively trace alleged campaign finance irregularities and issue binding
recommendations to the General Election Commission (KPU).

Fourth, the direction of circulation and coordination of political party budget receipt and
examination among institutions, including KPU, Bawaslu, and BPK, must be clearly defined. This
clarification aims to prevent overlapping authority and ensure a clear examination flow, beginning from
the submission of reports, administrative verification, financial audits, and enforcement of violations.
Such regulation must also encompass data exchange mechanisms among institutions through
integrated systems to enable effective and continuous oversight.

Fifth, with respect to financial examinations beyond state budget funds, Bawaslu and/or KPU
must be granted explicit authority to verify the legality of funding sources, including funds originating
from third parties, corporations, or individuals. The results of such verification must be officially
disclosed to the public as a form of public accountability. On the other hand, the role of the Audit Board
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of Indonesia (BPK) must also be strengthened and clarified as the institution authorized to examine
political party finances sourced from the APBN and APBD, with an obligation to disclose examination
results to the public.

Sixth, where indications of legal violations are discovered such as corruption, bribery, money
laundering offenses, or other crimes related to party and campaign financing authorized officials and
institutions must be provided with a clear legal basis to conduct further investigations. This regulation
must include coordination mechanisms among Bawaslu, PPATK, the Police, the Prosecutor’s Office,
and the Corruption Eradication Commission (KPK), so that case handling is not obstructed by issues of
authority or sectoral ego.

Seventh, in order to strengthen public participation in information access, it is necessary to
expand regulatory provisions within the Public Information Disclosure Law, particularly with regard to
public funds and political funds. It must be emphasized that information concerning political party
financing and campaign funds falls within the category of information that must be periodically disclosed.
Furthermore, mechanisms for public participation including students, academics, and civil society
organizations must be facilitated through legally protected public oversight and citizen reporting
schemes.

Eighth, regulatory strengthening must be balanced with political party education and political
literacy for the younger generation, particularly students. Such education should not focus solely on
ideological and electoral aspects, but also on an understanding of political ethics, financing
transparency, and party accountability. Through this approach, political regeneration will produce not
only electorally competent actors, but also individuals of integrity with strong legal awareness.

Through more directed regulatory mechanisms, integrated oversight systems, and the provision
of holistic authority to policymakers, the author expects an improvement in the substantive quality of
the democratic climate. Reform of political party financing and public information disclosure constitutes
an essential foundation for welcoming democratic processes that are characterized by integrity,
fairness, and public trust, both in the 2024 General Election and in the future consolidation of Indonesian
democracy.

CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing discussion, it can be concluded that political party financing constitutes
one of the determining factors of democratic quality in Indonesia. Regulatory leniency, minimal
transparency, and weak oversight mechanisms over party funds and campaign financing have created
space for money politics practices, misuse of public funds, and the potential inflow of illegal funds into
the political system. This condition not only undermines electoral integrity but also directly contributes
to the decline of public trust in political parties as democratic institutions. The lack of synchronization
among the Political Party Law, the Election Law, and the Public Information Disclosure Law indicates
the persistence of normative gaps and overlapping authorities among institutions. As a result, political
finance oversight tends to be administrative in nature and is conducted after the implementation of
elections, rendering it ineffective in preventing violations from the early stages. In fact, as public bodies
receiving funds from the State Budget (APBN) and Regional Budgets (APBD), political parties should
be subject to the principles of openness, accountability, and high public responsibility. In this context,
the government and policymakers must immediately encourage regulatory harmonization by
strengthening provisions concerning political party financing and campaign funds. Such strengthening
includes obligations for periodic and standardized campaign finance reporting, a clear separation
between party finances and campaign funds, and mandatory publication of financial data that is widely
accessible to the public. On the other hand, reinforcing the role and authority of supervisory institutions,
particularly Bawaslu, is an urgent necessity to ensure that oversight is not merely procedural, but also
capable of addressing substantive issues and tracing funding sources that potentially violate the law.
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