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ABSTRACT 

This article assesses whether restrictions on human rights under President 

Prabowo Subianto in Indonesia and Prime Minister Anwar Ibrahim in 

Malaysia represent new deterioration or the continuation of earlier practices. 

It compares two administrations whose leaders made public commitments to 

rights protection but govern under different political institutions and 

coalitions. Using a purposive, document-based comparison of published 

scholarship, human-rights organization reports, and contemporary news 

accounts available through August 2026, the analysis examines official 

responses to expression, peaceful assembly, and religious and sexual 

minorities. It distinguishes new measures and reported intensification from 

the continued application of pre-existing laws, and compares legal 

instruments, administrative enforcement, and accountability. In Indonesia, 

reports of forceful responses to the 2025 protests and the 2025 defense-policy 

designation concerning LGBTQ culture indicate new or intensified 

restrictions, while local resistance to a church is insufficient by itself to 

establish a national policy shift. In Malaysia, sedition investigations and 

protest-related policing largely demonstrate continuity of established 

instruments despite reform pledges; minority-rights controversies also 

involve earlier administrative decisions. The cases therefore show 

overlapping rights-protection concerns but not an identical or uniformly 

established degree of backsliding. The oligarchy thesis provides a plausible 

interpretation of political constraints, yet the available documents do not 

establish that elite or conservative pressure caused each enforcement 

decision. The contribution is a differentiated comparison of rights-related 

administrative action rather than a comprehensive measurement of national 

human-rights trends. 
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INTRODUCTION 

According to the United Nations (UN), respect for human rights and fundamental 

freedoms is an essential element of democracy. Human rights and fundamental freedoms 

include “freedom of opinion and expression, and freedom of association” (Office of the 

High Commissioner for Human Rights [OHCHR], n.d.).  However, the UN also reveals 

that “after a period of increased democratization around the world, many democracies 
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appear to be backsliding” (Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights 

[OHCHR], n.d.). To ensure their long-term rule, some governments appear to be 

deliberately weakening checks and balances on their powers and restricting freedom of 

speech (Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights [OHCHR], n.d.). Such 

human rights backsliding also happened in Indonesia and Malaysia some time after the 

end of authoritarian or one-party rule in both countries.  

In this article, “backsliding” is used as an assessable claim, not as a synonym for 

any rights violation. The immediate pre-incumbency baseline is the Joko Widodo a.k.a. 

Jokowi presidency (2014–2024) for Indonesia and the governments preceding Anwar 

Ibrahim (2018–2022) for Malaysia. A case is treated as evidence of a new restriction 

when a dated official measure expands constraints relative to that baseline; it is treated as 

intensification when available reporting documents a more restrictive pattern of 

enforcement. Where the same law or practice persists without an identifiable change, it is 

classified as continuity, even if it remains inconsistent with rights-protection 

commitments. The assessment concerns the three rights domains examined below and 

does not purport to measure a national trend in every human right. The period of 

incumbent-government observation is October 2024–August 2026 for Indonesia and 

November 2022–August 2026 for Malaysia. Human Rights Committee decisions on 

freedom of expression and assembly provide useful comparative legal precedent on issues 

of legality and proportionality․ Decisions of the Human Rights Committee are relevant 

comparative legal precedent but do not establish that the countries have the same treaty 

obligations (Human Rights Committee‚ 2011‚ 2020)․ In Indonesia‚ greater political 

freedom and multiparty democracy after the fall of the Suharto regime in 1998 provided 

more freedom of expression․ Laws enacted in 2008‚ including the Electronic Information 

and Transaction Law‚ were used to restrict expression․ Hamid (2019) argues that 

pressures intensified under Indonesian President Jokowi after 2014․ It is important to 

consider developments in Indonesia since 2014 because other leaders have restricted 

expression․ In Malaysia‚ the first change in federal government since independence came 

in 2018‚ when opposition leader and former prime minister Mahathir Mohamad and 

members of the Pakatan Harapan (PH) coalition came to power‚ ending 61 years of 

Barisan Nasional (BN) rule (Pakiam‚ 2019‚ pp․ 195-196)․ Other civil liberties restrictions 

remained after the change in government․ While the new PH government made public 

statements and other commitments in support of press freedom and other reforms to the 

Sedition Act 1948 and Communications and Multimedia Act 1998‚ critics faced 

continued enforcement of these laws (Amnesty International‚ n․d․)․ Anwar Ibrahim's 

actions and other policies should be understood in the context of existing policies. 

In addition‚ religious and other minority groups encounter legal and other 

obstacles in both countries․ This article examines recent legal and other obstacles faced 

by religious and other minority groups and advocates of free speech and assembly under 

President Prabowo Subianto in Indonesia‚ who assumed office in 2024‚ and Prime 
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Minister Anwar Ibrahim in Malaysia‚ who assumed office in 2022․ Both have publicly 

committed to protecting human rights‚ although there are important differences in their 

backgrounds․ Prabowo has been accused of human rights abuses during his military 

career‚ and Anwar has been convicted in politicized trials and was a key figure in 

Malaysia's Reformasi movement․ Comparisons between the two countries can help 

address structural differences between Indonesia's presidential system and Malaysia's 

coalition parliamentary system․ Questions asked about both countries include: Which 

institutions have taken what actions to restrict free speech and assembly? How are recent 

actions to restrict these rights different from past restrictions? What evidence is there of 

elite or conservative support for restrictions on these rights? Differences in the length of 

time in office of leaders in the two countries and other legal institutions present challenges 

to this comparison but should not be dismissed․  

Some scholarly works haves documented past restrictions on rights in both 

countries but not compared them․ Halimatusa’diyah and Saat (2026) examine restrictions 

on free speech in both countries․ Wiratraman (2025‚ p․ 302) documents media restrictions 

and use of government-sponsored online “buzzers” in Indonesia under Prabowo‚ and 

Mietzner (2020) documents other illiberal actions by government officials in Indonesia 

at other times․ Other works on Malaysia‚ including Lee (2025) on restrictions on online 

contents and critical voices by the government, Hunter (2023) on unfulfilled promises to 

review security and media laws‚ and Weiss (2025) on a 2024 proposal to strengthen 

licensing requirements for online media‚ documents recent restrictions on rights in 

Malaysia but does not compare restrictions on rights in the two countries․ 

Existing studies have examined some aspects of these questions‚ but there has 

been minimal systematic research on new restrictions and other forms of restriction in the 

three areas of rights under both incumbents․ The purpose of this study is to conduct a 

systematic comparison of new and existing restrictions on the three areas of rights under 

both incumbents and test the elite-capture hypothesis․ This study makes contributions to 

the public administration literature by demonstrating that protections of rights during an 

administration are influenced not only by campaign promises but also by the actions of 

public administrators interpreting and applying the law. Maheswara et al. (2022), for 

instance, assess rights-based public-service implementation and accountability in an 

Indonesian immigration office; the present article extends that administrative concern to 

rights-affecting policing, regulatory classification and treatment of minorities. 

This study uses the oligarchy thesis of Hadiz and Robison (2013) as a provisional 

explanation of elite persistence after regime change, rather than as a complete causal 

model of rights violations. The proposed route is from elite accommodation or 

conservative electoral incentives to government priorities, regulations and enforcement 

discretion. Evidence of such a mechanism would require a documented link between 

actors’ interests and an identifiable administrative decision, not merely their coexistence. 

https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876


 

 
 

 
 

Spirit Publik Volume 21 (2), 2026, 279-297 

P-ISSN. 1907-0489 E-ISSN 2580-3875 

URL : https://jurnal.uns.ac.id/spirit-publik/article/view/127876 

DOI : https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876 

 
 

 

| 282 |                 Spirit Publik Vol. 21, No. 2, 2026, p. 279-297 

 

Alternative explanations include institutional inertia and the inherited legal framework 

(Mietzner, 2020). 

In the interpretations of Hadiz (2021) and Weiss (2020), the destruction of 

organized leftist politics during the Cold War contributed to the weakness of liberal or 

social-democratic alternatives. Indonesia’s Communist Party was suppressed under 

Suharto after 1965–1966, and anti-communism subsequently stigmatized parts of the left 

(Fogg, 2021; Hadiz, 2021). This is one important historical explanation, not an exhaustive 

account of civil society development. 

In British Malaya, the Emergency of 1948–1960 weakened the Malayan 

Communist Party and reinforced the political marginalization of the left. Weiss (2020, p. 

511) connects this legacy to the consolidation of a communal and capitalist state. The link 

between the two countries is their limited left political party representation‚ not the 

suggestion that historical factors fully explain current policy․ Left political parties in both 

countries have had limited success since the Cold War․ Left parties in Indonesia‚ such as 

the People’s Democratic Union (PRD)‚ Just and Prosperous People’s Party (PRIMA)‚ 

and Labour Party‚ have been small․ The Socialist Party of Malaysia has had limited 

success nationally in Malaysia․ The Indonesian Solidarity Party (PSI)‚ a progressive party 

established in 2014‚ did not win seats in the national parliament in 2019 (Savirani et al․‚ 

2021‚ p․ 117)․ The PSI later selected Kaesang Pangarep‚ President Jokowi's Jokowi’s 

son‚ as its leader‚ indicating possible connections to patronage networks (“Indonesian 

Solidarity Party [PSI]”‚ n․d․)․ This information adds to but does not prove the oligarchy 

explanation of limits to rights․  

Other recent Malaysian parties‚ such as the Malaysian United Democratic 

Alliance (MUDA) and Malaysian United Party (BERSAMA)‚ have struggled to compete 

with established coalitions․ Historical information presented here helps test the oligarchy 

hypothesis but does not directly show that elite influence led to limits on rights․ The 

objectives of this study include comparing new and old limits to three types of rights in 

both countries and testing two hypotheses about elite and conservative influences․ 

Methods and results for both countries are presented in the following sections. 

 

METHOD  

This study is a qualitative‚ document-based comparative case study‚ not an event 

count or literature review․ Factors influencing the selection of case studies include actions 

taken by Prabowo and Anwar prior to their assumption of office to safeguard the rights 

of some groups and differences between their governments' coalition and other 

institutional features․ Units of analysis are documented state measures or official 

responses concerning three areas (freedom of expression and assembly‚ and minority 

protections related to religion and sexual orientation) during their terms of office․ This 

article includes findings from November 2022 under Anwar's government and October 

2024 under Prabowo's government‚ as well as additional updates through August 2026․ 

https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876
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Historical information about laws and other events and research is provided as 

background information about conditions in these countries prior to the assumption of 

office by current leaders but not counted as current leaders' actions․ 

The source corpus comprises the scholarly analyses, news accounts and human-

rights organization reports cited in the reference list. It was assembled purposively for 

relevance to a specified incident, law, official policy, or institutional context; the 

underlying original search log and a complete list of excluded items were not 

documented, and this study does not claim exhaustive coverage. For the revised 

comparison, a source is considered pertinent when it can identify at least the authority or 

public institution, the reported action, an approximate date and its relation to one of the 

three domains. Contextual works are retained to explain institutions and historical 

continuity. Reports that do not identify an identifiable government measure are used as 

contextual evidence, not proof of a new administrative restriction. 

Evidence is assessed in two passes. First, each reported action is identified by 

country, date, authority or instrument, type of right affected, source and immediate pre-

incumbency comparator, then categorized as a new measure, reported intensification, 

continuity, or insufficient evidence of change. Second, the same categories are compared 

across countries and summarized in Table 1. Peer-reviewed research is used chiefly for 

institutional context and prior trends; rights-organization reports for documented 

allegations and patterns; and news reports for the chronology, official responses and 

competing accounts. Where sources differ, reported events, attributed claims and proven 

official actions are kept separate. Independent corroboration is limited: source 

convergence is noted where it exists, while single-source examples cannot independently 

establish motive, state responsibility or a national trend. No systematic inter-coder 

reliability test was performed. Unequal observation periods and differing source coverage 

further preclude numerical country rankings or a definitive causal test of the oligarchy 

thesis. 

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

The section first describes historical and coalition contexts, then examines the 

evidence by shared rights domain, and finally compares the country-level administrative 

routes. Background material identifies possible political constraints; , assessment of new 

restrictions rests on dated official actions and the distinction between continuity and 

change. 

 

The Background of Prabowo Subianto 

Prabowo was a military officer who served under Suharto and headed the Army 

Strategic Reserve Command. He was also Suharto’s former son-in-law and belongs to a 

business family that includes his brother Hashim Djojohadikusumo (Tehusijarana, 2018; 

https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876
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Siregar, 2024). These links are relevant to elite continuity, but the later administrative 

evidence must be examined separately. 

Prabowo’s military record includes allegations concerning the abduction of pro-

democracy activists in 1997–1998, some of whom remain missing (Hamid, 2014). A 

contemporary report described findings by the Military Officers’ Honour Council that 

contributed to his dismissal after the fall of Suharto (“Fresh doubt”, 2014). These 

disciplinary findings and allegations must be distinguished from a criminal judgment: the 

report identifies no subsequent judicial conviction of Prabowo for those events. The 

historical episode establishes a contested rights-related background, not evidence of an 

action under his current administration. 

After leaving the army, Prabowo spent time in Jordan and subsequently entered 

business and party politics (Mao, 2024). He founded the Great Indonesia Movement 

(Gerindra) Party in 2008 and unsuccessfully contested national executive elections before 

joining Jokowi’s cabinet as defence minister following the 2019 election (Siregar, 2024; 

Connelly & Laksmana, 2019). This move is relevant to the argument because it illustrates 

elite accommodation across an earlier rivalry; it does not by itself establish the 

administrative causes of rights restrictions after October 2024. 

Prabowo won the 2024 presidency with Gibran Rakabuming Raka, the son of 

outgoing president Jokowi, as his running mate (Mietzner, 2024). Nuraniyah (2024, p. 

105) argues that state institutions and resources were mobilized to favor their candidacy. 

This interpretation concerns the coalition that brought Prabowo to power; it is not by itself 

proof of particular later rights restrictions. 

 

The Background of Anwar Ibrahim 

Anwar’s experience differs from Prabowo’s. He was a student and Islamist 

activist at Universiti Malaya before entering electoral politics. He was detained under the 

Internal Security Act after student protests against rural poverty in Baling in 1974 and 

released in 1976 (“50 years”, 2018; Khoo, 2023, p. 5; Rahim, 2022). The Internal Security 

Act, which provided for detention without trial, was repealed in 2012 (Ragu, 2026). This 

history helps explain the prominence of civil liberties in Anwar’s later reformist 

commitments. 

In 1982, Anwar joined the United Malays National Organization (UMNO), a 

principal party in the BN coalition, and entered Parliament. He subsequently held several 

ministerial posts and became deputy prime minister in 1993 (“50 years”, 2018). His 

participation in UMNO is relevant to the coalition constraints that later accompanied his 

return to government. 

Anwar’s relationship with Mahathir fractured amid disagreements over economic 

management during the 1997–1998 Asian financial crisis, leading to his dismissal in 

September 1998 (Wain, 2009, pp. 283–284, 288). Anwar subsequently launched the 

multiracial Reformasi movement and was imprisoned on corruption and sodomy charges. 

https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876
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He rejected the accusations as politically motivated (“50 years”, 2018; “Anwar Ibrahim: 

From political prisoner”, 2022). His reformist history makes the retention of restrictive 

laws under his later premiership a relevant question, without determining the answer in 

advance. 

Anwar was released in 2004 but imprisoned again in 2015 under Najib’s 

government; he received a royal pardon after the 2018 change of government (“Anwar 

Ibrahim”, 2022). That change followed Mahathir’s departure from BN and his alliance 

with the opposition PH coalition, of which Anwar was de facto leader (Abdullah, 2019). 

Following the 2022 election, Anwar became prime minister and the head of a 

unity government formed by PH and BN even though neither coalition had secured an 

absolute majority.  This coalition arrangement shapes the analysis of his executive 

discretion. 

 

Indonesian Politics after the End of Suharto’s Authoritarian Rule 

After the end of Suharto’s rule in 1998, Indonesia restored multiparty democracy, 

yet established political, business and military networks continued to exercise influence 

(Hadiz & Robison, 2013). Bacharuddin Jusuf Habibie, Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono and 

Prabowo had historical connections to Suharto, while Jokowi also cooperated with 

established elites during his presidency. This history motivates an expectation of political 

accommodation under Prabowo; whether accommodation produced particular rights 

restrictions must be judged from later administrative evidence. 

Conservative Islamist organizations also became politically influential in post-

Suharto Indonesia and have campaigned for restrictive treatment of religious and sexual 

minorities (Kurlantzick, 2018). These pressures predate Prabowo’s presidency and thus 

cannot alone distinguish a new downturn under his administration. 

Jokowi’s choice of conservative cleric Ma’ruf Amin as his running mate in 2019 

illustrates an electoral incentive to appeal to conservative Muslim constituencies (Saat, 

2019, pp. 1–4). It does not demonstrate who initiated a particular administrative decision 

under Prabowo. 

 

Malaysian Politics after the End of One-Party Rule 

Malaysia’s 2018 change of government brought Mahathir back to power at the 

head of PH, but the coalition collapsed in February 2020 after defections and realignment 

with BN (Abdullah, 2019; Ahmad & Koya, 2020). Chin (2020) associates part of this 

realignment with conservative Malay Muslim discontent over the composition of the PH 

cabinet. This is political background, not a direct explanation of all later policing choices. 

PH won the largest number of parliamentary seats in 2022 but needed BN support 

to form a unity government (Ng, 2022). Anwar consequently appointed UMNO president 

Ahmad Zahid Hamidi as deputy prime minister despite the corruption-related charges he 

faced (Soo, 2022). Zahid was granted a discharge not amounting to an acquittal in 2023 
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(Weiss, 2024, p. 290; “Zahid’s Yayasan Akalbudi case”, 2026). This coalition 

accommodation is observable, but no cited decision record links it directly to a specific 

arrest or minority-rights policy. 

The conservative Malay Muslim coalition Perikatan Nasional (PN) made major 

gains in the 2022 national and 2023 state elections and became the main parliamentary 

opposition. These electoral pressures are pertinent to Anwar’s coalition strategy, but they 

do not automatically establish the administrative cause of later restrictions. 

Tayeb (2023) interprets Anwar’s increased spending on Islamic functionaries and 

support for stronger sharia court powers as an effort to appeal to conservative Muslim 

voters. This is evidence of an electoral policy orientation, not of influence over each of 

the incidents examined below. 

 

Evidence of Change and Continuity in Rights Protection 

The following incidents show administrative restrictions and controversies during 

the two administrations, but they differ in what they establish about temporal change. A 

new official classification or a documented escalation in the use of force may indicate 

deterioration. Continued use of inherited criminal statutes, without evidence of increased 

application, instead demonstrates persistence of a restriction. The legal benchmark is not 

whether any person was investigated or any gathering dispersed, but whether the state 

action was lawful, necessary and proportionate to a legitimate aim (Human Rights 

Committee, 2011, 2020). 

 

Policing of Free Speech 

Under Prabowo, government critics were sometimes described as “foreign 

agents”, and Amnesty International (2026) reported online disinformation targeting them 

(“Indonesia”, 2026). The Alliance of Independent Journalists documented 60 reported 

incidents against journalists and outlets during January–August 2025, including 

intimidation and digital attacks, with police or military personnel named among alleged 

perpetrators (Aliansi Jurnalis Independen, 2025). These are serious reported restrictions, 

but allegations about particular actors are not equivalent to judicial findings. Since 

restrictions and online manipulation also predate Prabowo (Hamid, 2019; Mietzner, 

2020), the figures alone cannot establish the scale of change from the previous 

administration. 

In Malaysia, the administration continued to enforce the Sedition Act 1948 and 

Communications and Multimedia Act 1998 despite Anwar’s pledges of reform. Activist 

Badrul Hisham Shaharin, known as Chegubard, was charged in April 2024 over a 

Facebook post about a proposed Forest City casino and political figures (“Malaysian 

activist Chegubard”, 2024). He received a RM5,000 fine in July 2026, with consequences 

for his electoral eligibility (“Chegubard disqualified”, 2026). These events indicate use 

of inherited legal powers, not an independently established increase in their frequency.  

https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876
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Amnesty International (2025a) also reported the October 2025 arrest of seven 

social-media users under the Sedition Act, the Communications and Multimedia Act and 

the Penal Code. Together with the Chegubard case, the incident shows continued reliance 

on inherited speech restrictions. Neither example alone establishes whether enforcement 

has increased since 2022. The constitutional debate around the Sedition Act is analyzed 

by Singh (2020). 

 

Suppression of Peaceful Assemblies 

Indonesian security forces used tear gas and water cannons during the 2025 “Dark 

Indonesia” (#IndonesiaGelap) protests against budget cuts and the August–September 

protests against legislators’ benefits (Sood, 2025; “Protesters extend”, 2025). The former 

included student objections to cuts affecting education and health associated with 

Prabowo’s free-meals budget (“Questioning budget cuts”, 2025). Whether each use of 

force was lawful turns on necessity and proportionality, not simply on the existence of 

police dispersal. 

Indonesia’s August–September 2025 demonstrations escalated after reports that 

an armored police vehicle killed a motorcycle driver at a protest site. News and scholarly 

accounts describe tear gas, water cannons and physical force (Lane, 2026; Wijaya & 

Jayasuriya, 2026, pp. 149–150; Amnesty International, 2025b). Reports as of September 

2, 2025 mentioned at least six deaths and 20 people missing (“Twenty missing”, 2025).  

These incidents warrant scrutiny for necessity and proportionality, but the available 

sources do not attribute each casualty to an identifiable officer or provide a controlled 

comparison with earlier protest responses.   

In Malaysia, participants in otherwise peaceful protests have faced police 

investigation under existing statutes. For example, police summoned participants and 

organizers of a March 2024 women’s march for investigation under the Peaceful 

Assembly Act 2012 and Minor Offences Act 1955 (“4 summoned”, 2024). An 

investigation alone does not establish a human-rights violation without scrutiny of its 

lawful basis and proportionality. 

A July 2025 Kuala Lumpur rally calling for Anwar’s resignation was largely 

peaceful (Latiff & Leong, 2025); two participants were subsequently arrested over the 

alleged flogging of his effigy (“Cops arrest 2 men”, 2025). Such arrests may discourage 

participation, but a rights assessment requires a legal justification and proportionality 

analysis. The report of this incident alone does not determine the legality of the officers’ 

conduct. 

 

Marginalization of Religious and Sexual Minorities 

Official decisions and local disputes affecting religious and sexual minorities 

warrant scrutiny, but their existence alone does not establish that conservative Islamist 

organizations caused them. Indonesia formally recognizes six major religions alongside 
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traditional or indigenous beliefs, yet local resistance to minority worship facilities has 

continued under successive governments. In August 2026, residents opposed the 

construction of a church in the CitraLand area of Surabaya (Widiyana, 2026). The 

reported action was by local residents; in the absence of evidence of a new administrative 

refusal or state sanction, this example demonstrates a continuing protection problem, not 

a verified new national government restriction. 

In regard to the interests of sexual minorities, although there is no law at the 

national level of Indonesia that criminalizes consensual sex between same-sex adults, in 

October 2025, Prabowo signed the Presidential Regulation on General Policy for National 

Defense which classified the spread of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Queer 

(LGBTQ) culture as a non-military threat to the country (Trikarinaputri, 2026). This can 

be seen as the government’s compromise with conservative Islamist forces.    This dated 

executive classification is more direct evidence of an incumbent-era policy change than 

the reported Surabaya protest. Its language may be compatible with conservative political 

framing, but no documentary evidence cited here establishes that a specific conservative 

group caused the presidential decision. 

In Malaysia, the marginalization of religious and sexual minorities continued to 

happen after Anwar came to power. The most notorious violation of religious minorities’ 

rights is the relocation of the Dewi Sri Pathrakaliamman temple, a century-old Hindu 

temple in the city center of Kuala Lumpur in March 2025. The temple was instructed to 

relocate to make way for the construction of a mosque. This had sparked controversy 

within the Indian Hindu community (Alhadjri, 2025).  

The Dewi Sri Pathrakaliamman temple dispute concerns land allegedly occupied 

without a registered title. The temple committee sought designation of the property as a 

non-Muslim place of worship in 2012, but Kuala Lumpur’s local authority sold the land 

in 2014, before Anwar took office. After subsequent proposals to construct a mosque, the 

committee agreed in 2025 to move the temple to a nearby site (Alhadjri, 2025; “Malaysia 

PM Anwar”, 2025; “Dewi Sri Pathrakaliamman Temple”, 2025). This chronology reveals 

difficulties in land administration and minority consultation, but does not support 

attributing the initial land disposition to Anwar. 

Initially, Anwar used the term “kuil haram” (illegal temples) when commenting 

on the issue. This further angered the Indian Hindu community (Hariz Mohd, 2025). He 

only publicly apologized for using the term at the end of July 2026 before the state 

election of Negeri Sembilan (Hariz Mohd, 2026). Nevertheless, the PH still lost the state 

election (Ikram & Cheng, 2026).   

Under Anwar, the government announced in February 2026 that it would replace 

“LGBT” with “budaya songsang” (“deviant culture”) in official discourse (“Reckless 

labelling”, 2026). This is a new stigmatizing official framing. By contrast, Section 377 of 

the Penal Code criminalizing sex between men predates his premiership and therefore 
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represents continuing restriction rather than a new enactment. The cited record does not 

demonstrate how internal coalition bargaining affected either policy. 

Table 1 applies the same baseline, state-action and attribution questions to all 

three domains in both countries. The entries summarize the evidence discussed above 

rather than adding incidents or assigning comparative scores. 

 

Table 1. Cross-case assessment of administrative restrictions and temporal change 

Rights domain Indonesia: Prabowo Malaysia: Anwar 

Expression 
2025 reported media attacks (AJI, 2025): 

potential intensification of earlier restrictions; a 

comparable pre-2024 rate is unavailable. 

Sedition prosecutions and arrests under 

inherited law (Amnesty International, 2025a): 

continuity; acceleration unproven. 

Assembly 

2025 protests and reported use of force 

(Amnesty International, 2025b; Wijaya & 

Jayasuriya, 2026): serious episodes; pre-2024 

comparison is limited. 

2024 women’s march questioning and 2025 

rally arrests: potentially chilling enforcement 

of inherited powers (“4 summoned”, 2024; 

“Cops arrest 2 men”, 2025). 

Minority rights 

New 2025 executive designation of LGBTQ 

culture; 2026 Surabaya church objection was 

local, not a proven central state action 

(Trikarinaputri, 2026; Widiyana, 2026). 

New 2026 stigmatizing official terminology; 

temple land decisions and Section 377 predate 

Anwar (Alhadjri, 2025; Amnesty Malaysia, 

2026). 

Source: Author’s comparative assessment of evidence and sources discussed in the text. 

 

The cross-case pattern is not consistent rollback․ Evidence of rollback in 

Indonesia includes law enforcement activities in mass protests during the incumbent era 

and new categorical claims by new leaders in Indonesia․ Evidence of rollback in 

Indonesia is stronger than evidence of rollback in Malaysia‚ but we cannot compare the 

degree of rollback across cases․ Evidence of rollback in Malaysia includes enforcement 

of laws established by previous leaders and new administrative rhetoric and land disputes․ 

Evidence of rollback in both cases primarily includes law enforcement activities and 

moral and public order claims․ Differences between the two cases include different 

evidence of rollback in Indonesia‚  covering new categories and law enforcement 

activities during protests‚ and different evidence of rollback in Malaysia‚  covering old 

laws and land decisions․ These differences suggest that existing restrictions should not 

be coded as rollback․ 

Pressure from coalitions and the religious conservatism of elites are plausible 

explanations for certain events but not direct evidence of shared causes․ Evidence of elite 

accommodation includes Prabowo's political rehabilitation and coalition negotiations 

with Anwar; sections of this article on political context include evidence of election-

related motivations based on religious conservatism․ Neither form of evidence provides 

direct evidence related to specific arrests and police and other temple- and regulatory-

related activities discussed in this article involving these individuals․ As Hadiz and 

Robison (2013) argue‚ these factors may block reform‚ but others‚ such as problems 

related to legal and security institutions and local administrative disputes‚ may also 
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contribute․ The public-administration implication is that policy commitments should be 

judged through the legality, proportionality, transparency and accountability of particular 

state actions, not inferred solely from leaders’ political biographies. 

 

CONCLUSION 

This article describes general human rights problems affecting freedom of 

expression and assembly and the rights of minorities in Indonesia and Malaysia․ 

Information about trends over time is inconsistent․ Information about events in Indonesia 

in 2025 involving protests and statements by government officials about LGBTQ culture 

indicates steps taken by current government officials․ Information about events in 

Malaysia‚ including pending litigation and the application of past laws‚ indicates steps 

taken by current government officials․ Documents cited in this article indicate steps to 

limit human rights protections in both countries․ They do not indicate broad reversals of 

human rights protections across either country․ The oligarchy explanation helps explain 

obstacles to carrying out promised reforms․ None of the documents cited in this article 

provides information linking particular government actions to oligarchy or other 

conservative interests․ One benefit of the comparison is that it identifies different threats 

to human rights from different government agencies‚ including land agencies․ Additional 

research may shed light on the motives and processes driving government action and 

related law enforcement practices over time․ In policy terms, transparent justifications for 

restrictive measures, independent review of police conduct and rights-sensitive 

administrative procedures would strengthen accountability. Future research should 

combine systematic event records with official administrative files and interviews, where 

feasible, to test which coalition pressures and institutional practices actually shape these 

decisions. The existing documentary evidence does not justify a deterministic prediction 

about when human-rights protection will improve. 

 

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT 

The evidence used in this document-based study consists of the publicly reported 

scholarship, media accounts and human-rights reports cited in the References, with the 

comparative assessment summarized in Table 1. No separate original interview dataset 

or publicly deposited coding spreadsheet is claimed; access to underlying publications 

depends on the respective publishers and organizations. 

 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

The authors declare no conflict of interest in this article. 

 

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTION 

This article was solely written by the author with no additional support. 

 

https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876


 

 
 

 
 

Spirit Publik Volume 21 (2), 2026, 279-297 

P-ISSN. 1907-0489 E-ISSN 2580-3875 

URL : https://jurnal.uns.ac.id/spirit-publik/article/view/127876 

DOI : https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876 

 
 

 

| 291 |                 Spirit Publik Vol. 21, No. 2, 2026, p. 279-297 

 

ETHICAL STATEMENT 

Ethical approval is not applicable to this manuscript. 

 

FUNDING STATEMENT 

This study was supported by the Universiti Malaya under Grant Number 

UMGS028J-2025. 

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

The author is grateful to Pui Kien Hong, who assisted during the library and 

internet research, from May 2026 to August 2026. An earlier version of this article was 

presented at the 9th International Conference on Social and Political Sciences (ICOSAPS 

2026) on September 10, 2026. The author is grateful to all participants of the conference 

for their valuable feedback.. 

 

DECLARATION OF GENERATIVE AI 

During revision of this manuscript, OpenAI ChatGPT was used to assist with 

language editing, the organization of reviewer-requested revisions, and suggested 

comparative synthesis. Following the use of this tool, the author carefully reviewed and 

validated the final version of the manuscript, and assumes full responsibility for the 

content of the published article. 

 

REFERENCES 

4 summoned for questioning over women’s march. (2024, March 17). Free Malaysia 

Today. https://www.freemalaysiatoday.com/category/nation/2024/03/17/4-

summoned-for-questioning-over-womens-march 

50 years in the life of Anwar Ibrahim. (2018, May 16). Free Malaysia Today. 

https://www.freemalaysiatoday.com/category/nation/2018/05/16/50-years-in-the-

life-of-anwar-ibrahim 

Abdullah, W. J. (2019). The Mahathir effect in Malaysia’s 2018 election: The role of 

credible personalities in regime transitions. Democratization, 26(3), 521–536. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/13510347.2018.1552943 

Ahmad, R., & Koya, Z. (2020, February 24). Pakatan Harapan govt collapses. The Star. 

https://www.thestar.com.my/news/nation/2020/02/24/pakatan-harapan-govt-

collapses 

Aliansi Jurnalis Independen (Alliance of Independent Journalist). (2025, September 1). 

Jurnalis dibungkam: Kekerasan dan intervensi warnai aksi 25–30 Agustus 2025 

[Journalists silenced: Violence and interference mark protests of August 25–30, 

2025]. https://aji.or.id/informasi/jurnalis-dibungkam-kekerasan-dan-intervensi-

warnai-aksi-25-30-agustus-2025 

https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876


 

 
 

 
 

Spirit Publik Volume 21 (2), 2026, 279-297 

P-ISSN. 1907-0489 E-ISSN 2580-3875 

URL : https://jurnal.uns.ac.id/spirit-publik/article/view/127876 

DOI : https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876 

 
 

 

| 292 |                 Spirit Publik Vol. 21, No. 2, 2026, p. 279-297 

 

Alhadjri, A. (2025, March 21). Exploring temple crisis in the heart of KL. Malaysiakini. 

https://www.malaysiakini.com/news/737889 

Amnesty International. (n.d.). Freedom of expression. https://www.amnesty.my/freedom-

of-expression/ 

Amnesty International. (2025a, October 7). Malaysia’s assault on online expression must 

end now. https://www.amnesty.my/2025/10/08/assault-on-online-expression-must-

end-now/ 

Amnesty International. (2025b, December 9). Indonesia: Police beat protesters and 

unlawfully used tear gas to crush protests – new investigation. 

https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2025/12/indonesia-police-beat-protesters-

and-unlawfully-used-tear-gas-to-crush-protests-new-investigation/ 

Amnesty International. (2026, May 19). Indonesia: Military silences dissent with 

disinformation campaigns branding activists and journalists ‘foreign agents’. 

https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2026/05/indonesia-military-silences-

dissent-disinformation-campaigns-branding-activists-journalists-foreign-agents/  

Anwar Ibrahim: From student leader to prime minister. (2022, November 24). Free 

Malaysia Today. 

https://www.freemalaysiatoday.com/category/photos/2022/11/24/anwar-ibrahim-

from-student-leader-to-prime-minister 

Anwar Ibrahim: From political prisoner to Malaysian PM. (2022, November 24). France 

24. https://www.france24.com/en/asia-pacific/20221124-anwar-ibrahim-from-

political-prisoner-to-malaysian-pm  

Chegubard disqualified from Negeri Sembilan polls after RM5,000 fine in sedition case. 

(2026, July 10). Malay Mail. 

https://www.malaymail.com/news/malaysia/2026/07/10/chegubard-disqualified-

from-negeri-sembilan-polls-after-rm5000-fine-in-sedition-case/227095 

Chin, J. (2020). Malaysia: The 2020 putsch for Malay Islam supremacy. The Round 

Table, 109(3), 288–297. https://doi.org/10.1080/00358533.2020.1760495 

Connelly, A., & Laksmana, E. A. (2019, October 31). Jokowi offers Prabowo a piece of 

the pie. Foreign Policy. https://foreignpolicy.com/2019/10/31/indonesia-democracy-

general-jokowi-offers-prabowo-a-piece-of-the-pie/ 

Cops arrest 2 men over ‘flogging’ of PM effigy at rally. (2025, July 28). Free Malaysia 

Today. https://www.freemalaysiatoday.com/category/nation/2025/07/28/cops-

arrest-2-men-for-flogging-of-pm-effigy-at-mass-rally 

‘Corrupt elites’ accusation fuels mass protest against Indonesian parliamentarians’ pay. 

(2025, August 25). Malay Mail. 

https://www.malaymail.com/news/world/2025/08/25/corrupt-elites-accusation-

fuels-mass-protest-against-indonesian-parliamentarians-pay/188890 

https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876


 

 
 

 
 

Spirit Publik Volume 21 (2), 2026, 279-297 

P-ISSN. 1907-0489 E-ISSN 2580-3875 

URL : https://jurnal.uns.ac.id/spirit-publik/article/view/127876 

DOI : https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876 

 
 

 

| 293 |                 Spirit Publik Vol. 21, No. 2, 2026, p. 279-297 

 

Dewi Sri Pathrakaliamman Temple management agrees to relocate. (2025, March 25). 

New Straits Times. https://www.nst.com.my/news/nation/2025/03/1193046/dewi-

sri-pathrakaliamman-temple-management-agrees-relocate 

Fogg, K. W. (2021). Indonesian socialism of the 1950s: from ideology to rhetoric. Third 

World Quarterly, 42(3), 465–482. https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2020.1794805  

Fresh doubt cast on Prabowo’s suitability to rule. (2014, June 9). The Jakarta Post. 

https://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2014/06/09/fresh-doubt-cast-prabowo-s-

suitability-rule 

Hadiz, V. R. (2021). Indonesia’s missing Left and the Islamisation of dissent. Third 

World Quarterly, 42(3), 599–617. https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2020.1768064 

Hadiz, V. R., & Robison, R. (2013). The political economy of oligarchy and the 

reorganization of power in Indonesia. Indonesia, 96, 35-57. 

https://doi.org/10.5728/indonesia.96.0033 

Halimatusa’diyah, I., & Saat, N. (2026). The twilight of Reformasi: Freedom of 

expression and civic engagement in Indonesia and Malaysia (Trends in Southeast 

Asia, No. 26/2026). ISEAS – Yusof Ishak Institute. https://www.iseas.edu.sg/wp-

content/uploads/2026/09/TRS26_26.pdf 

Hamid, U. (2014, May 8). Wither human rights? New Mandala. 

https://www.newmandala.org/wither-human-rights/ 

Hamid, U. (2019, November 25). Indonesia’s Information Law has threatened free speech 

for more than a decade. This must stop. The Conversation. 

https://theconversation.com/indonesias-information-law-has-threatened-free-

speech-for-more-than-a-decade-this-must-stop-127446 

Hariz Mohd. (2025, March 25). PM: Kuil dibina tanpa kebenaran, negara mesti ikut 

hukum [PM: Temple built without permission, country must follow the law]. 

Malaysiakini. https://www.malaysiakini.com/news/738232 

Hariz Mohd. (2026, July 30). Anwar appeals to Indian voters, seeks forgiveness for 

‘illegal temple’ remark. Malaysiakini. 

https://www.malaysiakini.com/news/780948?utm_source=dlvr.it&utm_medium=fa

cebook 

Human Rights Committee. (2011, July 21). General comment No. 34: Article 19: 

Freedoms of opinion and expression. United Nations. 

https://www.refworld.org/legal/general/hrc/2011/en/79729 

Human Rights Committee. (2020). General comment No. 37 (2020, September 17) on the 

right of peaceful assembly (article 21). United Nations. 

https://docs.un.org/en/CCPR/C/GC/37 

Hunter, M. (2023). Malaysia: Looking at the Anwar Ibrahim administration through a 

situational audit framework. Conflict and Peace Studies Journal, 2(2), 1-19. 

https://so07.tci-thaijo.org/index.php/cpsj_psu/article/view/3659/a1 

https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876


 

 
 

 
 

Spirit Publik Volume 21 (2), 2026, 279-297 

P-ISSN. 1907-0489 E-ISSN 2580-3875 

URL : https://jurnal.uns.ac.id/spirit-publik/article/view/127876 

DOI : https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876 

 
 

 

| 294 |                 Spirit Publik Vol. 21, No. 2, 2026, p. 279-297 

 

Ikram, I., & Cheng, J. (2026, August 1). PH concedes defeat in Negeri Sembilan with 11 

seats, blames identity politics. The Edge Malaysia. 

https://theedgemalaysia.com/node/812974 

Indonesia: Events of 2025. (2026, February 4). Human Rights Watch. 

https://www.hrw.org/world-report/2026/country-chapters/indonesia 

Indonesian Solidarity Party (PSI). (n.d.). The Jakarta Post. 

https://www.thejakartapost.com/party-central/indonesian-solidarity-party-psi 

Khoo, B. T. (2023). Anwar Ibrahim: Tenacious in dissent, hopeful in power. Strategic 

Information and Research Development Centre. 

Kurlantzick, J. (2018, February 27). The rise of Islamist groups in Malaysia and 

Indonesia. Council on Foreign Relations. https://www.cfr.org/articles/rise-islamist-

groups-malaysia-and-indonesia 

Lane, M. (2026, March 27). Indonesia’s August-September 2025 mass arrests: What do 

they reflect? Fulcrum. https://fulcrum.sg/article/commentaries/indonesias-august-

september-2025-mass-arrests-what-do-they-reflect/ 

Latiff, R., & Leong, M. (2025, July 27). Thousands rally in Malaysia to call for PM 

Anwar’s resignation. Reuters. https://www.reuters.com/world/asia-

pacific/thousands-rally-malaysia-call-pm-anwars-resignation-2025-07-26/ 

Lee, K. T. W. (2025). Malaysia’s media freedom: A new dawn under Anwar Ibrahim or 

history repeating? In Phan V. K., Do, A. D., Nguyen, T. T. H, & Nguyen, K. N. 

(Eds.), Digital convergence in media: Vietnam and transnational perspectives. 

Nomos, Baden-Baden. 10.5771/9783748954286-445 

Maheswara, M. D., Nasution, R. D., Hilman, Y. A., & Harsono, J. (2022). Implementasi 

pelayanan publik berbasis HAM di Kantor Imigrasi Kelas II Non TPI Ponorogo 

[Implementation of human rights-based public services in Class Two Non TPI 

Immigration Officers Ponorogo]. Spirit Publik: Jurnal Administrasi Publik, 17(1), 

55–63. https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v17i1.64256 

Malaysia PM Anwar hails building of Madani Mosque as ‘victory’ amid spat over Hindu 

temple relocation. (2025, March 27). CNA. 

https://www.channelnewsasia.com/asia/malaysia-hindu-temple-madani-mosque-

anwar-ibrahim-race-religion-5027441 

Malaysian activist Chegubard faces sedition charges following Facebook post on 

purported Forest City casino. (2024, April 30). CNA. 

https://www.channelnewsasia.com/asia/malaysia-activist-sedition-charges-forest-

city-casino-4302851 

Mao, F. (2024, February 15). Prabowo Subianto: The tainted ex-military chief who will 

be Indonesia's new leader. BBC. https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-68237141 

Mietzner, M. (2020). Authoritarian innovations in Indonesia: Electoral narrowing, 

identity politics and executive illiberalism. Democratization, 27(6), 1021–1036. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/13510347.2019.1704266 

https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876


 

 
 

 
 

Spirit Publik Volume 21 (2), 2026, 279-297 

P-ISSN. 1907-0489 E-ISSN 2580-3875 

URL : https://jurnal.uns.ac.id/spirit-publik/article/view/127876 

DOI : https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876 

 
 

 

| 295 |                 Spirit Publik Vol. 21, No. 2, 2026, p. 279-297 

 

Mietzner, M. (2024). Jokowi’s pyrrhic victory: Indonesia’s 2024 elections and the 

political reinvention of Prabowo Subianto. Contemporary Southeast Asia, 46(2), 

187–215. https://www.jstor.org/stable/27422390 

Moten, A. R. (2023). The 15th general elections in Malaysia: Party polarization, shifting 

coalitions and the hung parliament. Contemporary Southeast Asia, 45(1), 111-127. 

https://muse.jhu.edu/article/895936. 

Ng, E. (2022, November 25). New Malaysian PM Anwar vows to heal divided nation, 

economy. The Associated Press. https://apnews.com/article/religion-malaysia-

anwar-ibrahim-government-and-politics-06cf3a31c84607ace33d95a8f96a2953 

Nuraniyah, N. (N.). (2024). Indonesia’s 2024 presidential election: Sectarianism out, 

dynasty in, democracy tethered. Asia Policy, 19(4), 96–107. 

https://www.jstor.org/stable/27345684 

Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR). (n.d.). About democracy 

and human rights: OHCHR and democracy. https://www.ohchr.org/en/about-

democracy-and-human-rights 

Pakiam, G. K. (2019). Malaysia in 2018: The year of voting dangerously. In D. Singh & 

M. Cook (Eds.), Southeast Asian Affairs 2019 (pp. 195-210). ISEAS - Yusof Ishak 

Institute. 

Protesters extend ‘Dark Indonesia’ rally against Prabowo’s policies. (2025, February 22). 

Reuters. https://www.reuters.com/world/asia-pacific/protesters-extend-dark-

indonesia-rally-against-prabowos-policies-2025-02-21/ 

Questioning budget cuts. (2025, February 17). The Jakarta Post. 

https://www.thejakartapost.com/opinion/2025/02/17/questioning-budget-cuts 

Ragu, D. (2026, July 21). The Internal Security Act explained. Free Malaysia Today. 

https://www.freemalaysiatoday.com/category/nation/2026/07/21/the-internal-

security-act-explained 

Rahim, F. (2022, November 24). Kenali PM ke-10, Datuk Seri Anwar Ibrahim! [Get to 

know the 10th prime minister, Datuk Seri Anwar Ibrahim!] Astro Awani. 

https://www.astroawani.com/berita-politik/kenali-pm-ke10-datuk-seri-anwar-

ibrahim-393469   

Reckless labelling of LGBTI people as ‘deviant’ fuels hate and discrimination. (2026, 

February 27). Amnesty Malaysia. https://www.amnesty.my/2026/02/27/reckless-

labeling-of-lgbti-people-as-deviant-fuels-hate-and-discrimination/ 

Saat, N. (2019, March 4). The implications of a Ma’ruf Amin vice-presidency in 

Indonesia (Perspective, No. 11/2019). ISEAS – Yusof Ishak Institute. 

https://www.iseas.edu.sg/wp-

content/uploads/pdfs/ISEAS_Perspective_2019_11.pdf 

Saieed, Z., & Teoh, S. (2024, April 25). Malaysia mulls over plans for casino in Forest 

City as part of Johor-S’pore Special Economic Zone: Sources. The Straits Times. 

https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876


 

 
 

 
 

Spirit Publik Volume 21 (2), 2026, 279-297 

P-ISSN. 1907-0489 E-ISSN 2580-3875 

URL : https://jurnal.uns.ac.id/spirit-publik/article/view/127876 

DOI : https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876 

 
 

 

| 296 |                 Spirit Publik Vol. 21, No. 2, 2026, p. 279-297 

 

https://www.straitstimes.com/asia/se-asia/malaysia-mulls-over-casino-as-part-of-

special-economic-zone-plans-to-boost-forest-city 

Savirani, A., Al Akbar, N., Jamson, U. N. E., & Asworo, L. (2021). Floating liberals: 

Female politicians, progressive politics, and PSI in the 2019 Indonesian election. 

Journal of Current Southeast Asian Affairs, 40(1), 116-135. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1868103421989084 

Singh, J. K. S. (2020). Free speech, constitutional interpretation and sedition in Malaysia: 

Taking a rights-expansive approach. Journal of Malaysian and Comparative Law, 

47(1), 1–24. https://doi.org/10.22452/jmcl.vol47no1.1 

Siregar, K. (2024, June 29). ‘Like Kennedys and Bushes’: Indonesia president-elect 

Prabowo’s family business empire draws parallels, concerns. CNA. 

https://www.channelnewsasia.com/asia/indonesia-prabowo-subianto-family-

business-hashim-djojohadikusumo-4437506 

Soo, W. J. (2022, December 3). Why did Anwar make Zahid DPM despite court case? 

Needs must, say analysts. Malay Mail. 

https://www.malaymail.com/news/malaysia/2022/12/03/why-did-anwar-make-

zahid-dpm-despite-court-case-needs-must-say-analysts/43209#goog_rewarded 

Sood, A. (2025, February 26). Will the ‘Dark Indonesia’ protests against Prabowo’s 

austerity cuts escalate further? South China Morning Post. 

https://www.scmp.com/week-asia/politics/article/3300172/will-dark-indonesia-

protests-against-prabowos-austerity-cuts-escalate-further 

Tayeb, A. (2023, August 29). Anwar’s tried and failed strategy to woo Malay voters. 

Fulcrum. https://fulcrum.sg/article/commentaries/anwars-tried-and-failed-strategy-

to-woo-malay-voters/ 

Tehusijarana, K. M. (2018, December 6). Prabowo answers all your burning questions in 

his little blue book. The Jakarta Post. 

https://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2018/12/04/prabowo-answers-all-your-

burning-questions-in-his-little-blue-book 

Tham, L. (2026, August 2). Biggest winners and losers in the Negeri Sembilan polls. Free 

Malaysia Today. 

https://www.freemalaysiatoday.com/category/nation/2026/08/02/biggest-winners-

and-losers-in-the-negeri-sembilan-polls 

Trikarinaputri, E. (2026, July 5). How Prabowo designates spread of LGBTQ culture as 

‘nonmilitary threat’. Tempo English. https://en.tempo.co/read/2112017/how-

prabowo-designates-spread-of-lgbtq-culture-as-nonmilitary-threat 

Twenty missing in Indonesia protests, rights group says. (2025, September 2). The 

Guardian. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2025/sep/02/indonesia-protests-

twenty-missing-rights-group-says 

Wain, B. (2009). Malaysian maverick: Mahathir Mohamad in turbulent times. Palgrave 

Macmillan. 

https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876


 

 
 

 
 

Spirit Publik Volume 21 (2), 2026, 279-297 

P-ISSN. 1907-0489 E-ISSN 2580-3875 

URL : https://jurnal.uns.ac.id/spirit-publik/article/view/127876 

DOI : https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876 

 
 

 

| 297 |                 Spirit Publik Vol. 21, No. 2, 2026, p. 279-297 

 

Weiss, M. L. (2020). Legacies of the Cold War in Malaysia: Anything but Communism. 

Journal of Contemporary Asia, 50(4), 511–529. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00472336.2019.1709128 

Weiss, M. L. (2024). Malaysia in 2023: Reconsolidation under pressure. Asian Survey, 

64(2), 288–298. https://doi.org/10.1525/as.2024.64.2.288 

Weiss, M. L. (2025). Malaysia: Economic progress and political stasis. In T. Chong & D. 

Singh (Eds.), Southeast Asian Affairs 2025 (pp. 195-206). ISEAS - Yusof Ishak 

Institute. 

Widiyana, E. (2026, August 14). Kata CitraLand soal penolakan pembangunan gereja di 

Surabaya [CitraLand’s statement on the rejection of church construction in 

Surabaya]. detikcom. https://www.detik.com/jatim/berita/d-8618999/kata-citraland-

soal-penolakan-pembangunan-gereja-di-surabaya 

Wijaya, T., & Jayasuriya, K. (2026). Contextualising the 2025 Indonesian protests: 

Authoritarian statism, militarisation, and the crisis of social reproduction. Journal of 

Contemporary Asia, 56(1), 149–160. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00472336.2025.2564143 

Wiratraman, H. P. (2025). Indonesia’s press freedom and law at twenty-five: 

Achievements, legal changes and continuing challenges. Jurnal IUS Kajian Hukum 

dan Keadilan, 13(2), 290-308. https://doi.org/10.29303/ius.v13i2.1761 

Zahid’s Yayasan Akalbudi case NFA-ed. (2026, January 8). Free Malaysia Today. 

https://www.freemalaysiatoday.com/category/nation/2026/01/08/zahids-yayasan-

akalbudi-case-nfa-ed 

Zainul, E. (2026, August 2). N Sembilan state polls: BN-PN sweeps PH in Negeri 

Sembilan with two-thirds majority. The Edge Malaysia. 

https://theedgemalaysia.com/node/812981 

 

https://doi.org/10.20961/sp.v21i2.127876

