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ABSTRACT 

Research examining community support in organizing electoral districts in Indonesia is still limited, especially 

in district areas. This article aims to explore public support regarding the determination of electoral districts and 

the allocation of chairman of the Regional People's Representative Council in Buton Regency, Southeast 

Sulawesi. The methods used include a survey with a 5 Likert scale questionnaire, group interviews, and 

documentation. The process of arranging electoral districts and allocating seats in Buton Regency is designed in 

7 plans. The electoral district design that received the highest public support determined by the General Election 

Commission of the Republic of Indonesia, resulted in 3 electoral districts, namely Buton 1, 2, and 3 electoral 

districts. Analysis shows that public support is in the very strong category, with an average of 83.34. % from in-

person surveys and 85.51% from online surveys. These findings reflect the community's strong support for the 

designation process. However, the public also emphasizes the importance of maintaining democratic values and 

fairness in elections. Consolidation and broader public participation are needed to create a more inclusive 

process. This research contributes to reform in literature and public policy related to the electoral system in 

Indonesia. 

Keywords: Buton Regency, electoral district determination, general election, public support, seat allocation.  

INTRODUCTION 

The 2024 general election in Indonesia is the main focus for the people who are always waiting for the 

implementation of a more dignified democracy. Voting and counting of votes was carried out on February 14 

2024. The design of electoral districts in Indonesia still maintains the use of 5 ballot boxes at each polling place. 

The electoral district concept was developed based on regional characteristics and local population. The 

population in an area will determine the allocation of seats available for that electoral district, where the number 

of elected legislative members from each electoral district will be in accordance with the number of seats 

available. 

Various experts, both in Indonesia and at the international level, have conducted studies on electoral districts. In 

Indonesia, researchers such as Azhar et al. (2023) [1] focus on policies for structuring electoral districts in 

Deliserdang Regency, temporarily Idrus et al. (2019)[2] reviewing the 2019 Election in the Selayar Islands. 

Hidayaturrahman (2020)[3] researching the role of people's representatives in the Sumenep electoral district, and 

Siagian et al. (2022) conducted a study in South Nias Regency. Berenschot et al. (2021)[4]  examines 

democratization and the role of elite reform at the village level in Yogyakarta. Amalia (2022)[5] has also carried 
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out descriptions, tests and evaluations of the electoral district arrangement in Pasuruan Regency. International 

experts such as, McKay (2020)[6] states that electoral districts in the United States function as the birthplace of 

legislative members who represent voters in a particular area. Ascencio (2023)[7] explained that representatives 

need to meet voters' expectations through primaries in Mexico. Johann et al. (2018)[8] argue that interactions 

between political party candidates and voters can encourage voters to change their voting preferences. Koskimaa 

et al. (2023)[9] emphasized that by choosing the right candidates, political parties can increase their 

competitiveness in elections. Birch & Martínez i Coma (2023)[10] in his study in Honduras shows that to 

compete effectively, there needs to be a mutually beneficial relationship between voters and political parties., 

Alexander et al. (2023)[11] in his research in South Africa found that voters tend to vote for political parties that 

offer incentives. 

Research on the relationship between political party and voter behavior, political economy, and welfare has an 

important contribution to understanding the causes and impacts of support for radical right parties. The study of 

the ideology of radical right parties provides a theoretical framework for explaining the welfare impacts 

generated by these parties (Rathgeb & Busemeyer, 2022)[12]. A study in Norway shows that voters tend to 

support political parties that integrate the concept of social investment with progressive cultural policies 

(Arnesen et al., 2023)[13]. To overcome the complexity in the economic cycle transition process, good public 

governance and effective networks are needed (Cramer, 2022)[14]. 

Various literature shows that research interest related to electoral districts has grown rapidly, both in Indonesia 

and at the global level. These studies explore various aspects, starting from voters who live in the electoral 

district, interactions between political parties and candidates and voters, legislative relations with their 

constituents, to candidates' chances of being elected. However, studies that specifically discuss raising public 

support in the process of determining electoral districts involving political parties, government, community 

organizations and NGOs are still relatively rare. 

In this article, we aim to examine and analyze public support and perceptions of the democratic process and 

political representation in determining electoral districts in Indonesia, especially in Buton Regency. This 

research seeks to fill the gap in the existing literature and provide a deeper understanding of the importance of 

public support in the process of determining electoral districts. We want to offer a new perspective on people's 

expectations of democratic values and fairness in elections. It is hoped that the results of this study can enrich 

academic discourse and public policy regarding electoral system reform in Indonesia. 

Thus, it is hoped that this research can provide a deeper understanding of the importance of effective and 

dignified electoral structuring in supporting the implementation of better democracy in Indonesia. Apart from 

that, this study also aims to provide insight and policy recommendations for the government and stakeholders in 

improving electoral district structuring policies for the 2024 general election that are transparent, inclusive and 

responsive to community needs. It is hoped that this research can encourage wider public participation in the 

electoral democratic process and increase awareness of the importance of deliberative values in democratic 

practice. 

Concept of Arranging Electoral Areas and Seat Allocation 

According to Ramlan Surbakti (2013)[15], electoral districts are formed based on aspects of regional 

administration and/or population size. Each seat in an electoral district can be interpreted as representing a 

number of community or population votes. However, these votes can only be represented by voters, because not 

all residents have votes that can be converted into seats.  

The arrangement of electoral districts is the essence of a balanced representation system, which regulates the 

allocation of parliamentary seats to a group or party based on the number of votes they receive from a wide area. 

In Indonesia, electoral districts are divided into several parts (Sukriono, 2009)[16]. Meanwhile, in the US, 

electoral districts at the state level also take into account the presence of minority groups (Allen & Stoll, 

2023)[17]. 

Nugroho (2022)[18] revealed that electoral districts are real political battlegrounds, where political parties and  
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legislative candidates compete for voters' votes. General elections for members of regional legislative councils 

still apply an open proportional system, the results of which show weaknesses felt by society at large. The 

phenomenon where voter representatives move away from the people they represent is an interesting topic to be 

studied and evaluated by the public.  

Public Perception in Electoral District Organization 

One of the factors that influences voters' preferences for certain political parties, such as in the United States and 

England, is the interpersonal relationship between candidates and constituents. Interpersonal here refers to voters' 

subjective views, attitudes and assessments of candidates based on their personal characteristics. For example, 

voters tend to prefer candidates who are considered honest, competent, caring, visionary, and in line with their 

values (De Magalhães dan Hirvonen, 2023)[19]. 

Röllicke (2023)[20] shows that the causes of affective distance between voters and politicians include dislike of 

opposition groups, the emergence of hostility between groups, and the level of understanding of the dynamics 

of affective polarization. Polarized voter opinions regarding the behavior of political leaders and their impact on 

election outcomes are the focus of research by Garzia dan Ferreira da Silva (2021)[21]. They develop 

individualized negative hypotheses that encourage voters to not only choose the best political alternative, but 

also avoid the worst option. Empirical data analysis was carried out by combining 109 national election surveys 

from 14 parliamentary democracies in Western Europe, covering voters' opinions and preferences for main party 

leaders from 1990 to 2015. The results of the analysis show a strong relationship between negative evaluations 

of party leaders and vote choice.. The worse voters view a party leader, the more likely they are to vote for 

another party. Voters' negative opinions of political leaders apparently influence their preferences and voting 

behavior more than other party factors. These findings indicate an increase in affective polarization in Western 

European democracies today. 

Voter volatility is influenced by media coverage of issues, parties and candidates during election campaigns 

(Geers & Bos, 2017)[22]. In Indonesia, agenda setting carried out by private television media is often unfair, 

showing partiality towards certain presidential candidates in the 2019 election (Sapitri & Nurafifah, 2020)[23]. 

Research by Berz dan Kroeber (2023)[24] suggests that the attitudes and behavior of MPs may change after an 

election. These changes can be influenced by spending during the campaign, emphasis on party policy issues 

after the election, and competition with other parties ahead of the next election. Apart from that, changes in 

voters' attitudes can also be caused by the deliberate distribution of negative leaflets by prospective election 

participants (Duggan & Milazzo, 2023)[25]. In the context of local democratization in Indonesia, the 

implementation of direct mayoral elections has encouraged practices that are more local in nature, rather than 

increasing policy accountability and responsiveness (Lurusati & Torenvlied, 2023)[26]. 

Much literature notes that in recent years, three models of subnational authoritarian regimes have emerged in 

democratic countries. First, in some countries, there are local authoritarian areas that persist despite the 

democratization process at the national level. Second, new subnational authoritarian regimes emerge in the 

context of national democratization. Third, researchers note significant differences in the resilience of 

subnational authoritarian regimes both between countries and within countries themselves. However, 

interestingly, research by Buehler et al. (2021)[27] shows that a subnational authoritarian regime has not yet 

emerged in Indonesia. This is due to the difficulty of subnational elites in controlling local economies, the high 

degree of economic autonomy of voters, and the rigid institutional structure of Indonesia's decentralized unitary 

state, which hinders the emergence of a sustainable subnational authoritarian regime. 

Forced elections involving coercive fraud, boycotts by non-state armed groups, and violence resulting in deaths 

at the assembly constituency level open new opportunities for research on electoral politics across Indian states 

(Richetta et al., 2023)[28]. Politicized distribution of funds in the short term has no impact on the long-term 

direction of development. These findings are relevant in India as well as in other countries around the world, 

where governments use the distribution of state resources for political gain. However, interesting data from 

Indian states over 30 years (1971-2001) shows that areas represented by members of the ruling coalition 

experienced more significant increases in literacy (Bhavnani & Jensenius, 2019)[29]. 

Public perception is expected to measure other useful outcomes, especially those related to the relationship  
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between people's representatives and the communities they represent. In theory, this relationship should be 

strong, because an open proportional system indirectly creates harmonious ties between the people and their 

representatives. Similar research was carried out after the 2019 election, as carried out by Setiawan et al. 

(2022)[30], which analyzes the patron-client relationship between the community and candidates in electoral 

district 1, Bangka Regency. These relationships include various forms of interaction, such as personal giving, 

service, community activities, and vote buying.  

RESEARCH METHODS 

Research Design 

This research was designed with a survey approach. A survey approach was chosen to collect data on public 

support in determining electoral districts for legislative members at the district/city level in Indonesia. This 

method has been widely used by experts around the world, especially before elections and when popular policies 

are made (Adiyanta, 2019; Ascencio, 2023; Birch & Martínez i Coma, 2023; Casero-Ripollés et al., 2023; Hale, 

2016; Johann et al., 2018; Snow, 2022; Sugiyono, 2017; Tiemann, 2022; Vergioglou, 2023; Zimmermann & 

Kohring, 2020) [34] [7] [10] [37] [36] [8] [35] [38] [32] [31] [33]. 

In determining electoral districts and seat allocation, the Regency/City General Election Commission in 

Indonesia, including Buton Regency, Southeast Sulawesi, Indonesia must fulfill a number of principles. This 

refers to the provisions of Article 185 of Law no. 7 of 2017 concerning Elections, which regulates seven 

principles in determining electoral districts. These principles are technically regulated in General Election 

Commission Regulation Number 6 of 2022 concerning the Arrangement of Electoral Districts, which is 

explained as follows: 

1. The principle of equal value of votes is an effort to ensure that every vote or seat in every electoral district 

has equal value, based on the principle of one person, one vote, one value. 

2. The principle of compliance with a proportional electoral system is compliance in the formation of 

electoral districts, with a focus on allocating a large number of seats, so that the percentage of seats 

obtained by each political party is in line with the percentage of valid votes they receive. 

3. The principle of proportionality relates to equality in the allocation of seats between electoral districts. 

4. The principle of regional integrality relates to the grouping of several sub-districts into one electoral 

district in border areas, while still maintaining regional integrity and integration. This principle also 

considers geographical conditions, transportation facilities and ease of access. 

5. The principle of equal territorial coverage refers to the formation of electoral districts for members of 

Regency/City regional people's representative councils, which consist of one or several sub-districts, or 

parts of sub-districts, all of which are within one electoral district for members of the provincial people's 

representative council. 

6. The principle of cohesiveness relates to the formation of electoral districts that take into account history, 

socio-cultural conditions, customs and the existence of minority groups. 

7. The principle of continuity is to consider the composition of electoral districts from previous elections. 

To measure public support in determining electoral districts and seat allocation, this research was designed by 

following the following steps 1-6.  

Step 1 Prepare a draft electoral district and seat allocation in accordance with the provisions of laws and 

regulations on 29-30 October 2022. The concept of structuring electoral districts and allocating seats uses 

seven principles of structuring electoral districts based on population in Buton Regency. The calculation 

results produce seven designs which are presented in Table 1.  
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Table 1. Electoral District Design and Seat Allocation 

Electoral District 

Design 

Electoral District Description Total 

population 

Seat 

allocation 

Design 1 Buton 1 (Pasarwajo, Wabula) 52.077 11 

Buton 2 (Kapontori, Lasalimu) 28.417 6 

Buton 3 (Lasalimu Selatan, Siotapina, Wolowa) 39.136 8 

Design 2 Buton 1 (Pasarwajo, Wabula, Wolowa) 58.701 12 

Buton 2 (Kapontori, Lasalimu) 28.417 6 

Buton 3 (Lasalimu Selatan, Siotapina) 32.532 7 

Design 3 Buton 1 (Pasarwajo, Wabula) 52.077 11 

Buton 2 (Kapontori, Lasalimu, Lasalimu Selatan) 44.415 9 

Buton 3 (Siotapina, Wolowa) 23.158 5 

Design 4 Buton 1 (Pasarwajo) 45.478 10 

Buton 2 (Kapontori, Lasalimu, Lasalimu Selatan) 44.415 9 

Buton 3 (Siotapina, Wolowa, Wabula) 29.757 6 

Design 5 Buton 1 (Pasarwajo) 45.478 10 

Buton 2 (Kapontori, Lasalimu) 28.417 6 

Buton 3 (Lasalimu Selatan, Siotapina, Wolowa, Wabula) 45.755 9 

Design 6 Buton 1 (Pasarwajo, Wabula) 52.077 11 

Buton 2 (Kapontori) 15.376 3 

Buton 3 (Lasalimu, Lasalimu Selatan) 29.039 6 

DP Buton 4 (Siotaponia, Wolowa) 23.158 5 

Design 7 Buton 1 (Pasarwajo, Wabula) 52.077 11 

Buton 2 (Kapontori) 15.376 3 

DP Buton 3 (Lasalimu) 13.041 3 

Buton 4 (Lasalimu Selatan) 15.998 3 

Buton 5 (Siotapina, Wolowa) 23.158 5 

Source: Documentation of the results of the electoral district design and seat allocation at the Buton Regency 

KPU Office in 2021 

Step 2 Internal testing of the draft results was carried out on October 31 2022 at the regular plenary meeting of 

the Buton Regency KPU which was attended by 31 people. Most participants agreed to designs 1, 2, and 

3. 

Step 3 Public testing for the electoral district design was carried out twice, namely on 10 December 2022 at 

SMKN 2 Pasarwajo and 15 December 2022 at Rumah Makan Kencana Pasarwajo. Public test results 

show that design 1 received the highest support, followed by design 3, and finally design 2. 
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Step 4 Conduct socialization regarding the determination of electoral districts to be held on March 11 2023. 

Step 5 Conduct direct surveys and FGD interviews on March 11 2023. 

Step 6 Conduct an online survey from March 12 to October 2023. 

Participants and Research Context 

This research was conducted in Buton Regency, Southeast Sulawesi, with a target of all 79,097 voters. Of this 

number, there were 39,146 male voters and 39,951 female voters. In 2023, the population in Buton Regency is 

estimated to reach 119,650 people. Based on these figures, if calculated for the allocation of legislative member 

seats in Buton Regency for the 2024 General Election, 25 member seats will result in the Buton Regency 

Regional People's Representative Council. 

Participants in this research consisted of 103 people, 34 people were obtained through direct surveys and 69 

people online surveys. Of the total respondents, there were 60 men (58%) and 43 women (42%) (Figure 1a). The 

professions of the respondents varied greatly, including 38 civil servants/state civil servants (37%), 26 

entrepreneurs (25%), 10 farmers (10%), 6 political party administrators (6%), 7 fishermen (7%), 11 students 

(11%), 4 village heads (4%), and 1 person who is a farmer and housewife (1%) (Figure 1b). 

 

Fig. 1a Respondents by gender 

 

Fig. 1b Variety of respondents' jobs 
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Fig. 1c Age range of respondents 

 

Fig. 1d Respondent's education level 

(Survey results data, processed in 2023) 

The largest age range of respondents was 37-46 years, with a total of 38 people (37%). Furthermore, the age 

range 27-36 years was followed by 35 people (34%), 47-56 years was 16 people (16%), 17-26 years was 12 

people (12%), and 57-66 years was 2 people (2%). The majority of respondents had an educational background 

from a Bachelor's program (S1), namely 68 people (66%), followed by high school graduates totaling 32 people 

(31%), and graduates of a Masters (S2) program totaling 3 people (3%).  

Data Collection Technique 

In this research, it is necessary to measure public support regarding General Election Commission Decree 

Number 19 of 2023 which amends General Election Commission Decree Number 457 of 2022 regarding the 

number of seats for members of the Regency/City Regional People's Representative Council in the 2024 General 

Election. This decision determines electoral districts and Allocation of seats for the DPRD member elections in 

Buton Regency, which consists of Buton 1 electoral district covering Pasarwajo and Wabula sub-districts with 

11 seats, Buton 2 electoral district covering Kapontori and Lasalimu sub-districts with 6 seats, and Buton 3 

electoral district covering South Lasalimu, Siotapina and Wolowa sub-districts. with 8 seats. 

To collect information regarding public support for the determination of electoral districts in Buton Regency, 

the steps taken are as follows: 

1. A direct survey was carried out by distributing a questionnaire containing several statements regarding public 

support for the determination of electoral districts, using a modified Likert Scale from Sugiono (2017)[38]. 

This survey was carried out directly on March 11, 2023; 
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2. Online survey carried out via Google Sheet from March 12 to October 10 2023; 

3. Group interviews were conducted on March 11, 2023; and 

4. Documentation is carried out to collect official documents, including reports, field notes and meeting minutes 

related to the preparation and drafting of electoral district planning and seat allocation. 

Data Analysis Techniques 

Analysis of survey data is carried out after all data from respondents and other relevant data have been collected. 

The analysis process uses descriptive statistics, which includes grouping data based on type of respondent, 

tabulating data for all respondents, and presenting data in table form or frequency distribution (Sugiyono, 

2017)[38]. The public support data shown in Figure 2 shows very strong results (the public support index, IDP, 

is in the range 81 - 100), with 70% of survey participants providing strong support. Meanwhile the remaining 

30% provide strong support (IDP 61 – 80), with an average public support index through direct surveys of 

83.34% and online surveys of 85.51%.  

 

Figure 2 Public Support in Determining Electoral Districts in Buton Regency (Survey data, processed in 2023) 

The results of the public support survey were then compared with data from FGD interviews and documentation. 

Data from FGD interviews were analyzed through organization and arrangement in Table 1, then interpreted 

using thematic, narrative, content and interpretative analysis.  

DISCUSSION 

Active community participation in the process of structuring electoral districts is very important in accordance 

with applicable legal norms. Even though public support for the establishment of electoral districts in Buton 

Regency is very strong, it is necessary to analyze various public perceptions which have been compiled in Table 

1. It can be seen that there are various views regarding the holding of the 2024 General Election in Indonesia.  

Several of these views emphasize the importance of elections as a means of upholding people's sovereignty in 

the administration of the Unitary State of the Republic of Indonesia which is based on Pancasila and the 1945 

Constitution (R1). In addition, there is recognition of the need for democratic principles and fairness in the 

electoral process (R2). This view is interesting to analyze through the theory of deliberative democracy 

Habermas (1998)[39], as an alternative to traditional representative democracy. This theory emphasizes the 

importance of rational dialogue and community participation in political decision making. Deliberative 

democracy involves a process in which citizens participate freely and equally in rational discussion and debate 

to reach mutual agreement. Elections are one of the important pillars of democracy that enable people to channel 

their political aspirations and participation. Through elections, government legitimacy is obtained from the votes 

of the people as the holder of supreme sovereignty. Public support is very necessary, especially to build 
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understanding of democracy, popular sovereignty and general election principles. Deliberative democracy can 

promote an inclusive society, where all views and interests are accommodated through open and fair dialogue. 

Habermas views public space as a place where citizens can gather, discuss and collectively form their opinions. 

The public sphere must be based on the principles of rational communication, where strong arguments based on 

truth and justice have greater persuasive power. The resulting political decisions are not only the result of 

negotiating interests and political compromises, but are also the product of an inclusive and rational dialogue 

process. The ultimate goal is to reach an agreement based on mutual understanding and the broader public 

interest. 

Table 2. Various Public Perceptions that can be summarized 

No Various public perceptions have been summarized 

1 Elections are a means of realizing people's sovereignty in the government of the Republic of Indonesia 

based on Pancasila and the 1945 Constitution (R1) 

2 very good for structuring, because it requires the principles of democracy and justice (R2) 

3 The distribution of electoral districts is quite good and we hope that the 2024 elections will be 

successful (R3) 

4 the work carried out by members of the General Election Commission and their staff is working very 

hard in facing the 2024 elections (R4) 

5 very good, with the note that for the success of the election there is a need for fair coordination of all 

election monitoring parties, especially supervision of each polling station (R6) 

6 hopefully in the future it will be better (R7) 

7 The distribution of electoral districts is very good so the election will be successful (R8) 

8 based on the 2019 election results, it is quite good (R9) 

9 In our opinion, the detailed indicators of public perception regarding the arrangement of electoral 

districts for the 2024 election have fulfilled the principles of electoral district arrangement in 

accordance with the provisions of Law no. 7 of 2017 so that the electoral districts drawn up are good 

and very good (R10) 

10 with the arrangement of electoral districts and the allocation of seats determined, each electoral district 

can determine its leader candidate who can truly be popular and the principles of territorial coverage 

and span of control when the election takes place (R11) 

11 hope that in the future there will be adjustments in electoral districts that are fair in distributing votes 

evenly, in this case the expansion of sub-districts is needed (R13) 

12 for friendship and also to dig up information on the development of electoral institutions (R14) 

13 quite proportional (R16) 

14 so that in the future there will be adjustments to electoral districts (R18) 

15 it is suitable for us for setting up electoral districts 1, 2 and 3 districts. Buton (R19) 

16 based on the arrangement of electoral districts and the allocation of seats determined, it is correct 

because there are different mandatory votes for each region, where in electoral district 1 the population 

is greater than electoral districts 2 and 3, so the number of seats is also greater (R20) 

17 all indicators have been studied based on careful consideration. In principle, we agree (R21) 

18 needs broader consolidation down to the lower levels of society (R25) 
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19 According to my reasons, it is really necessary to organize electoral districts, namely to determine the 

allocation of seats as a basis for nominating candidates for leadership of political parties (R28) 

20 Rules have been set for the 2024 elections, their implementation must be consistent so that the 

elections can be successful (R29) 

21 viewed from various points of view, this decision is very good and can be implemented as well as 

possible (R30) 

22 because it has been completely discussed/determined (R31) 

23 implementation will be very good (R34) 

(Source: Processed survey data, 2023) 

In this context, elections provide equal opportunities for the people to elect their representatives, both directly 

and indirectly, in state administration. Elections also function as an important tool to uphold popular sovereignty, 

where political power is in the hands of the people as the highest authority. 

Apart from that, the principles of democracy and justice are also very important in the election process. 

Democratic principles emphasize freedom of opinion, freedom of expression, and fair political participation for 

all citizens. The electoral process should reflect these democratic principles, where every citizen has an equal 

right to participate in elections and elect their representatives. All citizens must have equal and fair opportunities 

to influence political decisions. This includes the right to vote and be elected in elections, as well as equal access 

to political information, freedom of expression and participation in public discussions and debates (Dhal, 

1989)[40]. 

Fairness in elections covers various aspects, such as equal access to political information, equal opportunities 

for all qualified candidates, integrity in the implementation of elections, and protection of the voting rights of 

every citizen. This principle of justice is very important to ensure that the election process takes place fairly and 

transparently. These results, when compared with research conducted by (Jayawinangun, 2019[41]; Juditha & 

Darmawan, 2018[42]), is indispensable. Open access to information supports and enables first-time voters and 

millennials to play a role and participate well. 

In the context of the Unitary State of the Republic of Indonesia, elections must be based on Pancasila as the state 

ideology and the 1945 Constitution as the constitutional basis. Pancasila prioritizes values such as social justice, 

unity and democracy, which are the basis for administering the state. The 1945 Constitution functions as a 

guideline to ensure the implementation of elections in accordance with the principles of democracy and justice. 

Thus, views that emphasize the importance of elections as a means of upholding people's sovereignty in the 

administration of the Unitary State of the Republic of Indonesia based on Pancasila and the 1945 Constitution 

(R1), as well as recognition of the need for democratic principles and justice in the election process (R2), reflect 

the values modern democracy that involves active community participation, as well as the principles of 

democracy and fairness in general elections. 

Apart from that, the arrangement of electoral districts (dapil) and hopes for the success of the 2024 elections 

have received positive responses from various parties (R3, R8). This hope arises because public involvement 

has been carried out both directly and indirectly from the start (Aliano et al., 2024[43]; Chandranegara & Umara, 

2020[44]; Jurdi, 2014[45]; Perdana et al., 2022)[18]. This shows recognition of the efforts of the General 

Election Commission and its staff in carrying out their duties (R4) (Azhar et al., 2023)[1]. In addition, 

coordination and supervision of all parties involved in election supervision, especially at each polling station, is 

considered very important for the success of the election (R6). This condition is in line with the results of other 

research related to supervision at the election stage (Amalia, 2022[5]; Apriliansyah et al., 2020[46]; Setiawan et 

al., 2022)[30]. Public involvement in policy determination, including the arrangement of electoral districts, can 

provide new enthusiasm for administrators of power through appreciation from various parties (Friedman, 

2023[47]; Shulman et al., 2022)[48]. Although there are differences with other research, especially regarding 

public support which is expected to provide appropriate rewards (Lurusati & Torenvlied, 2023)[26]. 
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Although there are parties who are satisfied with the current division of electoral districts and seat allocation, 

they suggest that each electoral district can elect candidates who truly represent the people and adhere to the 

principles of coverage and control of territory during elections (R10, R11) (Ascencio, 2023 [26]; Birch & 

Martínez i Coma, 2023[10]; Hale, 2016 [36]; Johann et al., 2018 [8]; Koskimaa et al., 2023 [9]; Zimmermann 

& Kohring, 2020) [33]. This hope is important and should be conveyed to stakeholders, especially political 

parties. The electoral system in Indonesia stipulates that determining candidates in each electoral district is the 

authority of political parties (Aliano et al., 2024 [43]; Dedi, 2019 [49]; Hidayaturrahman, 2020 [3]; Rofelawaty 

& Kadir, 2019 [50]; Sugiarto et al., 2014 [51]; Sukriono, 2009 [16]; Surbakti et al., 2008, 2011; Surbakti & 

Supriyanto, 2013[15], [52], [53]; Zoelva, 2013 [54]). This research also found calls for ongoing adjustments to 

the determination of electoral districts in the future, to ensure fairness in vote distribution and the need for 

structuring electoral districts (R13, R18), which have even been voiced over the last 10 years (Surbakti & 

Supriyanto, 2013)[15]. Overall, there is agreement among respondents regarding the importance of good 

electoral district planning and consistent application of election rules for the success of the 2024 elections (R9, 

R20, R29). However, it is important to note that there is awareness of the need for broader consolidation and 

engagement with society, especially at the grassroots, to ensure a more inclusive electoral process (R25) (Aliano 

et al., 2024 [43]; Andini et al., 2018 [55]; Chandranegara & Umara, 2020 [44]; Kartikasari, 2017 [56]; Perdana 

et al., 2022 [18]). 

These various perspectives underscore the complexity of public perceptions regarding electoral district 

arrangements and the upcoming elections in 2024 (Azhar et al., 2023[1]; Pardede, 2014[57]; Surbakti et al., 2008 

[52]; Surbakti & Supriyanto, 2013) [15]. It is critical for policymakers and stakeholders to heed these viewpoints 

in order to address concerns and ensure a fair and successful electoral process. 

CONCLUSION 

In general, there is strong support from the public for efforts to organize and determine electoral districts as well 

as the allocation of seats for members of the Regional People's Representative Council by the General Election 

Commission in the 2024 Election. This solid support is valuable capital for election organizers to ensure quality 

elections. However, the public also emphasizes the importance of always prioritizing the principles of popular 

sovereignty, democracy and justice in every election process, in accordance with the values of Pancasila and the 

1945 Constitution. The public hopes that the 2024 elections can be successful and of high quality by emphasizing 

consistency, transparency and honesty. , and fairness in enforcing election rules. Therefore, it is necessary to 

consolidate and strengthen the participation of all levels of society, especially grassroots groups, so that the 

upcoming election process is more inclusive and can accommodate the aspirations of various elements of the 

Indonesian nation. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The government and election organizers need to consider input from the general public in improving the political 

system and holding general elections in the future. This is important to ensure the legitimacy and quality of 

democracy in Indonesia. Apart from that, there needs to be a strengthening of the role of election supervisory 

institutions, both the Election Supervisory Body and the Election Supervisory Committee at all levels. This 

supervisory institution must be truly independent and have full authority to ensure the integrity and quality of 

election implementation. On the other hand, broad and in-depth socialization regarding the importance of citizen 

participation in electoral democracy needs to be increased. This outreach can increase political awareness and 

voter participation in elections. Finally, the government and political parties must proactively encourage 

aspirations and ensure the full inclusion of marginalized groups, such as women, people with disabilities, 

indigenous peoples and religious minorities, so that they can be well represented in the political process in 

Indonesia. 
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