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    ABSTRACT

    The amendments to the 1945 Constitution were a crucial moment in the history of Indonesian governance after the reform era, aimed at strengthening democratic principles, reducing the concentration of power, and creating a more open and accountable system of government. This research employs a qualitative method with a desk study approach through an analysis of literature on constitutional amendments, changes in the system of government, and interactions between state institutions. The findings from this discussion indicate that the amendments brought significant changes, such as reducing the authority of the People's Consultative Assembly (MPR), strengthening the House of Representatives (DPR), establishing the Constitutional Court, and implementing direct elections as a form of democratization. 
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INTRODUCTION


Changes to the 1945
Constitution emerged as a response to historical demands to adopt a more
democratic political system after the end of the authoritarian New Order
regime. This constitutional reform process took place in four phases between
1999 and 2002, with the main objective of overcoming the problem of centralized
and very strong executive power in the previous governmental structure. These
constitutional changes not only restructured the composition of state
institutions, but also rearranged the mechanisms of supervision and balance
among state institutions in accordance with the principles of modern democracy
(Aspinall, 2015).


Significant changes
from the amendments can be seen in the abolition of the status of the MPR as
the highest state institution, as well as the strengthening of the position of
the DPR in carrying out legislative functions, budget supervision, and
supervising the implementation of governmental power. In addition, the
establishment of the Constitutional Court became one of the important steps to
ensure that state power is exercised in accordance with the principles of
constitutionalism and the supremacy of law (Butt, 2015). This shows a shift in
the paradigm of governance from a system inclined toward the executive to a
more balanced model of checks and balances.


In addition to
changes in institutional structure, the amendments to the 1945 Constitution
also had an impact on increasing political legitimacy through direct general
elections for the President, regional heads, and members of legislative
institutions. Direct elections function as a tool of political control by
society over executive power, as well as a way to form a more responsive and
accountable government (Kingsbury, 2016). This shows that modernization in
governance does not only have an institutional dimension, but also touches the
aspect of democratization in governmental practice.


However, a number
of studies show that constitutional reform has not been fully implemented
consistently in national political reality. Although the structure and power of
state institutions have undergone normative changes, a political culture that
is still patrimonial and the dominance of political elites continue to
influence interactions among state institutions (Crouch, 2018). Furthermore,
this causes the implementation of the principle of checks and balances not to
always run in accordance with the expectations set out in the constitutional
design.


In this context,
studies on governance after the amendment of the 1945 Constitution are relevant
to understand the extent to which constitutional reform has shaped Indonesian
governance practices that are democratic and based on the supremacy of law.
Therefore, this article will discuss fundamental changes in the constitution,
the development of state institutions, and political dynamics of governance
after the amendments with a focus on power relations, institutional
democratization, and challenges in implementing contemporary constitutional
politics in Indonesia.


 


LITERATURE REVIEW


The theory name here


Explanation of theory here


If your
work is quantitative, please provide previous research that agrees or rejects
your proposed hypothesis.


H1:
Hypothesis one and so on here


The theory name here


Explanation
of theory here


H2:
Hypothesis two and so on here


          After the hypothesis section, if
your study is quantitative, please provide a contextual framework here, or your
mind map, if qualitative.
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Figure
1. Conceptual Framework (images must be in good quality)


 


METHODOLOGY


The research method
used in the study of the Indonesian Constitutional System After the Amendment
of the 1945 Constitution is a qualitative method using a library research
approach, which contains theories relevant to research problems. Library
research is a data collection technique by conducting a review study of books,
literature, notes, and reports that are related to the problems to be solved.


In writing this
article, the authors use a library writing method conduted through collecting
data obtained from theories by reviewing books and journal articles related to
the amendment of the 1945 Constitution. In searching for theories, the authors
collect as much information as possible from literature that can be obtained
from books, journals, magazines, and research results (Dodi Irwan, 2022).


 


DISCUSSION AND RESULT


Construction of the Indonesian
Constitutional System After the Amendment of the 1945 Constitution (Long and
Complete Version)


The amendments to
the 1945 Constitution carried out in four stages between 1999 and 2002 marked
significant changes in the Indonesian constitutional system. Before the
amendments, power was more centralized in one party, namely the President and
the MPR which was considered the highest institution in the state. After the
amendments, the MPR no longer had a position as the highest institution, but
became equal to other state institutions, thus supporting the principle of a
more even distribution of power. The term of office of the President is now
limited to a maximum of two periods, and the election of the President and Vice
President is carried out directly by the people as a strengthening of
democracy. These changes made the presidential system in Indonesia more
effective with the increase of legislative and supervisory functions by the DPR
(Basuki, 2011). In addition, constitutional supremacy is increasingly
emphasized because the Constitution is recognized as the highest foundation of
the state that cannot be arbitrarily changed, unlike the previous era which was
dominated by power.


After the
amendments, there were also innovations in the institutional structure that
strengthened the checks and balances mechanism in governance. The establishment
of the Constitutional Court became one of the important changes, because this
institution has the authority to review laws based on the Constitution, handle
election disputes, and decide on the dissolution of political parties that are
contrary to the constitution and state ideology (Asti Cahya Dewi, 2025). In
addition to the Constitutional Court, the Regional Representative Council (DPD)
was also established as a regional representative. Although its authority is
not as strong as the DPR in legislation, its existence contributes to the
expansion of participatory democracy. This reform shows that the constitutional
design is no longer centralized, but moves toward a clearer division of power
functions to prevent authoritarianism and strengthen public oversight in the exercise
of power (Usman Hadji, 2024).


However, the
reality of the constitutional system after the amendments has not fully met
expectations. There are still problems such as overlapping authority among
state institutions, limitations on the legislative authority of the DPD, and
the dynamics of the position of the MPR which is no longer the holder of the
highest power. This makes some legal experts feel that further improvements to
the 1945 Constitution are still needed (Diki Yumansyah, 2025). In addition, the
rapid changes during the transition period are feared to have not been fully
well conceptualized, so their implementation still requires restructuring,
especially in terms of regulatory harmonization and supervisory effectiveness.
Nevertheless, the amendments to the 1945 Constitution have created an important
foundation for a more modern, democratic, transparent political system, and
focused on the protection of citizens’ rights. In other words, the construction
of the constitutional system after the amendments is a long-term evolutionary
process that still requires strengthening, but has brought important changes in
the direction of democracy.











Executive–Legislative–Judicial Power
Relations After the Amendment of the 1945 Constitution


After the amendment
of the 1945 Constitution, the relationship between executive, legislative, and
judicial powers experienced significant changes from an executive-oriented
system to a more balanced distribution of power. Previously, the President
played a dominant role in creating laws and exercising governmental power with
relatively limited institutional supervision. After the amendment, relations
among the three branches of government were designed based on the principle of
separation of powers, which gives different functions to each institution while
still supervising each other (Isra, 2012). This principle also became the
foundation for creating a more democratic political system in the
administration of the state in Indonesia.


In the executive
aspect, the President still functions as the head of government, although with
stricter constitutional limitations. For example, in making laws, cooperation
with the DPR is now required, which prevents unilateral power by the executive
as in the previous era. In addition, the President is no longer a
representative of the MPR and gains legitimacy directly from society through
elections, so that the relationship between the President and the DPR operates
within an equal framework of checks and balances (Susanto, 2016). In this way,
the relationship between the executive and legislative branches after the
amendment is more collaborative rather than hierarchical.


On the legislative
side, the DPR is recognized as an important institution responsible for
lawmaking and supervising the implementation of government. In addition to
legislative and budgetary duties, the DPR also carries out public
accountability functions through mechanisms of interpellation, inquiry, and the
right to express opinions. However, the effectiveness of this political
supervision is still influenced by political conditions in parliament and the
dominance of parties supporting the government, so legislative control over the
executive does not always run well (Fitriani, 2018). This shows that although
the constitutional structure has changed, democratic political practices have
not always been achieved.


In the judicial
aspect, the existence of the Constitutional Court as a new institution plays an
important role in upholding constitutional supremacy. The Constitutional Court
has the responsibility to review laws against the Constitution, resolve
disputes over authority among state institutions, and decide disputes over
election results. This role strengthens the position of the judiciary as a
balancing force in the governmental system, especially in preventing domination
by executive and legislative powers (Rohman, 2020). Therefore, the relationship
among the executive, legislative, and judicial branches after the amendment can
be seen as a structure of checks and balances that control each other.


 


 


 


 


Although the
amendment has normatively changed the structure of power, various studies show
that relations among state institutions still face challenges in their
implementation. The relationship patterns that should be balanced are often
influenced by elite political interests and government coalition
configurations, making the balance of power not always realized in stable and
democratic political practice (Suwandi, 2021). Therefore, strengthening
constitutional principles involving institutional consolidation and the renewal
of political culture that supports substantive democratic development is
necessary.


 Challenges of the Indonesian
Constitutional System After the Amendment of the 1945 Constitution


After the amendment
of the 1945 Constitution, the constitutional structure in Indonesia experienced
significant transformation by prioritizing democratic principles and separation
of powers. However, there are still obstacles in implementing checks and
balances, considering the overlapping authority among various state
institutions. Power relations among the Constitutional Court, DPR, DPD, and the
President are not yet fully harmonious, which often causes political tension
and debates over authority. Research shows that the implementation of control
among state institutions has not been optimal, especially in supervision and
the application of constitutional decisions (Wijayanti, 2024). This shows that
constitutional change does not necessarily result in stable constitutional
practices without support from a strong political system.


The next challenge
is related to constitutional legitimacy and public involvement. The amendment
process was carried out by the MPR but did not sufficiently involve broad
public participation, resulting in criticism that the changes were elitist.
Several academics argue that there is still a gap between the constitution and
society, as seen from the low public understanding of constitutional norms and
legal mechanisms (Indrayana, 2015). The lack of public involvement during the
amendment process resulted in several constitutional policies not reflecting
grassroots aspirations, so the social legitimacy of the constitution needs to
be strengthened through civic education and more inclusive legal reform.


In addition,
democratic development after reform has also brought new challenges such as
increasing money politics practices, oligarchic influence, and weak ethics in
governance. Political openness after the amendment provides wider opportunities
for competition, but on the other hand, it also gives rise to transactional
practices that hinder the progress of substantive democracy (Abdul Latif,
2023). Strengthening legal institutions, government transparency, and the
integrity of political actors is important so that the objectives of the
amendment to create a clean and democratic government can be realized.


 


CONCLUSION


The amendment of
the 1945 Constitution has brought significant changes to Indonesia’s
governmental system, especially through strengthening democratic principles,
power distribution, and inter-institutional supervision mechanisms. Changes in
institutional structure, such as the presence of the Constitutional Court and
direct presidential elections, have become important points in creating a more
transparent, accountable government based on constitutional supremacy.


 


However, the implementation of the
amendment results still faces various problems, ranging from overlapping
authority among state institutions, low effectiveness of legislative
supervision, to pragmatic political culture that still influences democratic
processes. Therefore, institutional strengthening, political commitment, and
increasing public understanding of the constitution are needed so that the main
objectives of reform, namely creating democratic, fair, and responsive
governance, can be achieved properly.


 


ADVANCED RESEARCH


Each study has
limitations; thus, you can describe it here and briefly provide suggestions for
further research.
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