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FOREWORD

Political parties are repeatedly placed at the bottom of the line as institutions with the lowest
level of public trust in Indonesia. In fact, the role of political parties is vital for democracy; It
is not even an exaggeration to say that the wheels of state government are determined by
political parties. If political party institutions are not trusted, it means that the running of
government is also not trusted, which in turn will have counterproductive impacts.

What causes political parties to lack trust? Although there are many factors, one that is
consistently highlighted by Transparency International Indonesia is the ability of political
parties to implement the principles of transparency and accountability, especially regarding
aspects of financial governance. This is because poor financial governance can "bury" the
independence of political parties, even dragging political parties into a vortex of corruption.

Guarantees that political party financial governance is carried out in a transparent and
accountable manner is therefore an urgent demand whose fulfillment can no longer be
postponed. Through this research, Transparency International Indonesia contributes to
mapping the capacity and practice of financial openness at the central management level of
the nine political parties which currently (2019-2024) control the seats of the People's
Representative Council of the Republic of Indonesia (DPR RI). With this sample, it is hoped
that encouragement for transparent and accountable political party financial governance in
the future can be more targeted, both within the framework of public policy initiated by the
state and in improvements initiated by the political parties themselves.

Last but not least, research into the capacity and practice of financial openness at the
central management level of nine political parties was able to be completed thanks to the
support of many parties who - without reducing respect - cannot be mentioned one by one.
For every support given, we say many thanks.

Transparency International Indonesia



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In Indonesia, financial transparency of political parties is a mandate outlined in law. Financial
openness is a consequence of political parties as public bodies that must be accountable
and free from corruption. However, to what extent has the capacity and practice of financial
transparency demonstrated by political parties?

By limiting the scope of measurement to the central management level of the 9 political
parties holding DPR Rl seats for the 2019-2024 period,’ this assessment provides the
answer.

Using a series of data collection methods, starting from document studies of internal
regulations, observations of official websites, access tests to financial documents, to
interviews with political party administrators, this assessment, which lasted for four months
(May-August 2023), succeeded in capturing three dimensions related to capacity. and
political party financial openness practices, including the dimensions of internal financial
regulations, the dimensions of structure and human resources, and the dimensions of
information disclosure. As a result, with a rating scale of 0-3 (0: conditions are not optimal, 1:
tends to be not optimal, 2: tends to be optimal, and 3: optimal), the average obtained by the
nine political parties in each dimension is unfortunately still around the number 1 or rated as
likely not optimal.

What makes political parties get low scores? It seems that the nine political parties do not
always comply with the standards determined by law, such as regarding the disclosure of
donation data or regarding services for requests for information. Apart from that, political
parties also do not follow up on the Political Party Integrity System (SIPP) launched by the
KPK and LIPI in 2018 (at least regarding the financial component). Finally, the nine political
parties also show that professionalism has not fully become a culture within political
parties.

The above conclusions are then followed by a number of recommendations addressed to
political parties, government (ministries/institutions), and civil society. To political parties,
first, political parties need to have complete internal regulations regarding all financial
aspects & be committed to implementing them; second, political parties must be managed
based on the principle of professionalism; and third, political parties need to maximize the
disclosure of financial information through the website channels they have.

! Indonesian Democratic Party of Struggle (PDIP), Golongan Karya Party (Golkar), Greater Indonesia Movement

Party (Gerindra), National Democratic Party (Nasdem), National Awakening Party (PKB), Democratic Party,
Prosperous Justice Party (PKS), National Mandate Party (PAN), and the United Development Party (PPP)).



The recommendations of this assessment for the government (ministries/institutions) are
also summarized in a number of points, namely: first, the push for more transparent and
accountable financial management of political parties (such as SIPP) needs to be followed
up into a legal product; second, the government needs to maximize its role in monitoring
political parties' financial disclosure as determined by law; third, in the long term, the
completeness of political party financial documents should also be taken into account as an
indication of the political party's readiness to participate in general elections.

Finally, this assessment also provides recommendations to civil society. The
recommendation is that the push for more transparent and accountable political party
financial governance continues to be a common agenda in order to improve the quality of
democracy and government that is free from corruption.



BAB I
INTRODUCTION

A. Background

Political parties are important institutions in the design of the Indonesian state
constitution. In the 1945 Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia (UUD NRI 1945), the
nomenclature of political parties is stated in at least two positions, including:
1) as the proposer of the Presidential and Vice Presidential candidate pairs
(Article 6A); And
2) as a participant in the general election to elect members of the People's
Representative Council (DPR) and Regional People's Representative Council
(DPRD) (Article 22E Paragraph (3)).

The important position of political parties automatically requires that political parties
be managed well, including regarding their financial aspects. This is because poor
financial management of political parties can not only cause political parties to lose
their independence, but can also drag political parties into a vortex of corruptioni.

On this basis, Law Number 2 of 2008 concerning Political Parties in conjunction with
Law Number 2 of 2011 concerning Amendments to Law Number 2 of 2008 concerning
Political Parties (UU Political Parties) regulates the financial aspects of political parties
in a separate chapter, namely Chapter XV with the title Finance. In it, it is regulated that
political party financial management must be carried out in a transparent and
accountable manner (Article 39 Paragraph (1)).

In effect for more than a decade, fully implementing the mandate of the Political Party
Law is not as easy as turning the palm of your hand. Many parties exist and manage
finances with varying degrees of transparency and accountability. In 2012, for example,
measurements carried out by Transparency International Indonesia on the central
management of 9 political parties in the DPR RI showed that only 3 of the 9 political
parties could be assessed as transparent with their finances.?

The poor level of transparency in the financial management of political parties, once
again, places political parties in a position that is vulnerable to being dragged into
corruption or infiltrated by illicit money resulting from crime. In the case of Indonesia,
these indications have emerged repeatedly, such as in the Electronic Identity Card

Transparency International Indonesia (2012), "Report on the Results of Measuring the Level of Transparency
of Polltlcal Party Fundlng at the Central Leadership Council Level", p. 25.

on 29 August 2023


https://riset.ti.or.id/wp-content/uploads/2018/11/full_report_Keterbukaan-Dana-Parpol-2012.pdf

(e-KTP) corruption case where 3 major political parties are said to have received tens
or even hundreds of billions of rupiah,® or in the findings of the Center for Financial
Transaction Reports and Analysis ( PPATK) where money amounting to IDR 1 trillion
from environmental crimes (green financial crime) is said to have also flowed to
political parties.*

Returning to the measurements carried out by Transparency International Indonesia,
now — based on the results of the last election (Election 2019) — the DPR Rl is again
controlled by the majority of the same 9 political parties (except the People's
Conscience Party (Hanura Party) which was eliminated, and the National Democratic
Party (Nasdem Party) which succeeded in obtaining seats in the DPR since the 2014
elections). The nine political parties have also been registered as participants in the
2024 General Election. The question is, to what extent has the capacity and practice of
financial openness been demonstrated by the nine political parties?

Success in obtaining a seat in the DPR RI should double efforts to manage party
finances in a transparent and accountable manner. Occupying a number of seats in
parliament means that political parties have access to state assets and have arole in
making official state policies. There is of course a risk of abuse, even though the
Political Parties Law has stipulated a number of guidelines for political parties, such as
prohibitions on accepting anonymous donations, accepting donations beyond the
maximum limit, requesting or receiving funds from state-owned enterprises,
regional-owned enterprises, business entities. belonging to a village or other
designation, as well as a prohibition on using factions as a source of funding (Article
40 Paragraph 3 of the Political Party Law).

The question about the level of capacity and financial openness practices of the nine
political parties in the DPR is currently a reference question that Transparency
International Indonesia is trying to answer again through this assessment. By
measuring the capacity and practices of financial openness of the nine political
parties, it is hoped that recommendations for improvement can be provided to
complement efforts to strengthen the integrity of political parties in the country.

3

Fachrur Rozie, “3 Parpol Disebut dalam Dakwaan Terima Aliran Dana Kasus E-KTP”, Liputan 6, 09 Mar 2017,
https://www.liputan6.com/news/read/2880662/3-parpol-disebut-dalam-dakwaan-terima-aliran-dana-kasus-e-

ktp . Accessed on 29 August 2023.
(tim/tsa), “PPATK: Ada Uang Kejahatan Lingkungan Rp1 Triliun Mengalir ke Partai”, CNN Indonesia, 10
Agustus 2023,
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B. Assessment Objectives

The general aim of this assessment is to map the strengths and weaknesses of the

political party winning the 2019 election in ensuring transparent and accountable

financial management. Meanwhile, the specific objectives of this assessment include:

1) Support the agenda of strengthening the integrity of political parties, both within
the framework of public policies initiated by the state and within the framework of
improvements initiated by the political parties themselves.

2) For wider readers, this assessment is intended to provide a better understanding of
the situation of political parties holding the people's mandate in the DPR RI for the
last 5 years (2019-2024), increase awareness regarding improvements that must
be sought from political parties, and generally contribute to political intelligence
efforts.

3) This assessment is also expected to contribute to the development of knowledge,
especially in groups that study politics and parties in Indonesia.

C. Scope and Limitations of the Assessment

The assessment of the capacity and practice of financial openness at the central
management level of the 9 political parties holding DPR RI seats refers to the 9
political parties that won the 2019 Election, namely: 1) Indonesian Democratic Party of
Struggle (PDIP); 2) Work Group (Golkar); 3) Greater Indonesia Movement Party
(Gerindra); 4) National Democratic Party (Nasdem); 5) National Awakening Party
(PKB); 6) Democrat; 7) Prosperous Justice Party (PKS); 8) National Mandate Party
(PAN); and 9) United Development Party (PPP).

The assessment is limited to the scope of the central management of political parties
with the consideration that apart from limited time and resources to carry out the
assessment, normatively political party organizations also have a hierarchical working
relationship as stated in Article 17 of the Political Party Law. Thus, guaranteeing the
capacity and practice of political party financial transparency as a whole (from the
center to the district/city) is basically a determination of the political party's central
management.

Finally, this assessment is also limited to the financial scope of political parties, not in
relation to campaign financing. This limitation is important to emphasize considering
that in political literature the two are often referred to in the same term, namely
political funding.®

°® lbrahim Z. Fahmy Badoh dan Abdullah Dahlan, Korupsi Pemilu Di Indonesia, (Jakarta: Indonesia Corruption

Watch, 2010), p. 16-17.



Methodology

An assessment of the capacity and financial transparency practices of political parties
holding DPR RI seats was carried out in May-August 2023. The assessment carried out
included 3 dimensions, namely: 1) internal financial regulations; 2) structure and
human resources; and 3) information disclosure. Each dimension is then described

into indicators and sub-indicators which can be described in the following table:

No. Dimention Indicator Sub-indicator Maximum
Score
1. Internal 1.1 The 1. Regulation of
financial existence of member fees
regulation regulations (ordinary members,
administrators and
public officials);
2. Donation
arrangements;
3. Fundraising
arrangements;
4. Financial SOP (use, 18
authorization,
verification,
recording,
comtable);
5. SOP for verification
of financial
irregularities;
6. Whistleblowing
system.
2. Structure and | 2.1 The presence
human of structure
resources
2.2 Structure
qualification
1. Treasurer;
2.3 | Structural 2. PPID;
effectiveness 3. IT Manager; 79
4. Internal monitoring
24 The unit for political
existence of party finances.
supporting
staff




2.5 Support staff
qualifications
2.6 The
existence of
an internal
capacity
strengthenin
g program
3. Information 3.1 Access Plan for the use of
disclosure channel political party
financial
392 Speed assistance funds;
Bookkeeping, list of
donors and the
o amount of
3.3 Archiving donations received;
BPK audit results
on accountability 36
reports for
revenues and
expenditures
sourced from
APBN/APBD
assistance funds;
Political party
financial audit
report by a public
accountant.
TOTAL 126

A score in numbers is given to each sub-indicator with a range of 0-3, where (in
general) 0 describes conditions that are not optimal, 1 describes conditions that tend
to be non-optimal, 2 describes conditions that tend to be optimal, and 3 describes
conditions that are optimal.

In the event that diversity of data is found in certain sub-indicators which can be
assessed with different scores, the score given is the highest score. Example: In the
treasurer support staff qualification sub-indicator, Party A has 3 support staff of which
two have no qualifications (score 0) and only one has professional qualifications
(score 3), then in the treasurer support staff qualification sub-indicator, Party A gets a

score of 3.

10




The data collection process was carried out in four ways, including document study (of
party internal regulations), observation (of the party's official website), access test (of
party financial documents); and interviews (of party officials). Overall, the flow of all
assessment stages is as follows:

Range May June July August

Stages

Study of
internal
regulatory
documents
of political
parties

Observation
of official
political

party
circulation

Test access
to political
party
financial
documents

Interview
with political

party
officials

Request for
political
party
feedback on
initial
assessment
results

Finalizing
and writing
reports

11



Political Party Response

As illustrated in the methodology above, to a certain extent the results of this
assessment are largely determined by the responses given by political parties.
Therefore, it needs to be emphasized that each political party provided various
responses to this assessment agenda, such as regarding their willingness to provide
financial-related documents or willingness to conduct interviews. In the table, the
responses of political parties can be described as follows:

Political Party Response

No.

Agenda

Political Party

PDIP

Golkar

Gerindra

Nasdem

PKB

Demokrat

PKS

PAN

PPP

Request
financial
documents

Interview

Request
feedback on
initial
assessment
results

12




BAB II
DISCUSSION

A. Dimensions of Political Party Financial Regulation

Article 39 Paragraph (1) of the Political Party Law states that political party financial
management is carried out in a transparent and accountable manner. In order to
ensure that these two principles are upheld, political parties must internally have
implementing regulations that are more comprehensive than those outlined generally
in the law.

Starting from this understanding, the assessment of the dimensions of political party

financial regulation targets one indicator, namely the presence or existence of

regulations. This indicator is then further explained into a number of sub-indicators
which are justified as follows:

1) Regulation of member fees (ordinary members, administrators and public
officials), is assessed because of the provisions of Article 34 Paragraph (1) letter
a of the Political Party Law which states that political party finances come from
member fees.

2) Regulation of donations, assessed due to the provisions of Article 35 Paragraph
(1) letter a of the Political Party Law which mandates donations from individual
members of Political Parties, the implementation of which is regulated in the AD
and ART.

3) Fundraising arrangements, considered to take into account developments in
political party funding practices throughout the world. Fundraising mechanisms
are important to reduce dependence on a small number of large donors and to
bring political parties closer to the mass of their supporters.®

4) Financial SOPs (use, authorization, verification, recording, compliance),
assessed considering that political parties are expected to become modern and
professional organizations, where political party households are managed based
on standards and differentiation of tasks, functions and responsibilities to prevent
errors and/or fraud.

5) SOP for verification of financial irregularities, is one of the indicators in the
transparent and accountable financial components of political parties according
to the Political Party Integrity System (SIPP).’

® International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance, Online Political Crowdfunding — Political Party

Innovation Primer 2, (Stockholm: International IDEA, 2018), p. 7.

Syamsuddin Haris, dkk., Naskah Kertas Posisi (Position Paper) Sistem Integritas Partai Politik, (Jakarta:
Direktorat Pendidikan dan Pelayanan Masyarakat, Kedeputian Pencegahan, Komisi Pemberantasan Korupsi,
bekerja sama dengan Pusat Penelitian Politik, Lembaga IImu Pengetahuan Indonesia, 2018), p. 14.
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6) Whistleblowing system, is an adaptation of one of the indicators in the code of
ethics components according to SIPP® In addition, citing Transparency
International, whistleblowing is believed to be one of the most effective ways to
detect and prevent corruption and other acts of malpractice.’

Indicators of the Existence of Regulations

Judging from all these sub-indicators, on the indicator of the existence of regulations,
a general picture is obtained that the majority of political parties apparently are still in
a condition that tends to be less than optimal or regulations are incomplete. With a
maximum score of 18 (the result of multiplying 6 sub-indicators with an upper scoring
range of (3)), 8 political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat, PKS, PAN, PPP)
were recorded as being in a condition that tends to be suboptimal or partially most of
the regulations are classified as incomplete. Only 1 political party (Gerindra) is in
conditions that tend to be optimal or regulations tend to be complete. More details can
be seen in the following chart:

Indikator Keberadaan Regulasi

Hl Skor

Skor

PDIP Gerindra PKB PKS PPP
Golkar MNasdem Demokrat PAN

Faritai Politik

In the first sub-indicator, setting member fees, 3 political parties (Gerindra, PKB, PPP)
tend to completely regulate member fees so that all three get a score of 2. Meanwhile,
6 political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem, Democrat, PKS, PAN) arrange member dues
incompletely so as to get a score of 1.

In the second sub-indicator, regulation of donations, 2 political parties (Gerindra,
Nasdem) tend to regulate donations completely so that both get a score of 2. 6
political parties (PDIP, Golkar, PKB, Democrat, PKS, PAN) regulate donations
incompletely so they get score 1, and 1 political party (PPP) does not regulate
donations or arrangements cannot be confirmed so it gets a score of 0.

8
9

Ibid., p. 13.
Transparency International, “Whistleblowing”, https://www.transparency.org/en/our-priorities/whistleblowing.
Diakses 29 Agustus 2023.
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In the third sub-indicator, fundraising arrangements, only 1 political party (PDIP)
regulates fundraising, where these arrangements are categorized as incomplete (score
1). Meanwhile, 8 other political parties (Golkar, Gerindra, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat, PKS,
PAN, PPP) did not regulate fundraising or the arrangements could not be confirmed so
they received a score of 0.

In the fourth sub-indicator, financial SOP, only 1 political party (Gerindra) was assessed
as having a complete financial SOP resulting in a score of 3. 7 political parties (PDIP,
Golkar, Nasdem, Democrat, PKS, PAN, PPP) had a complete financial SOP. tends to be
complete with a score of 2, and 1 political party (PKB) has a financial SOP that is
considered incomplete so it gets a score of 1.

In the fifth sub-indicator, SOP for verifying financial irregularities, 3 political parties
(Nasdem, Democrat, PAN) were assessed as having SOPs for verifying financial
irregularities which tended to be complete with a score of 2, while 6 other political
parties (PDIP, Golkar, Gerindra, PKB, PKS, PPP) has an incomplete SOP for verifying
financial irregularities with a score of 1.

Finally, in the sixth sub-indicator, regarding whistleblowing, 3 political parties (Gerindra,
PKB, Democrat) have whistleblowing regulations that are considered to be complete
(score 2), 3 political parties have whistleblowing regulations that are considered
incomplete (score 1), and 3 political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem) do not regulate
whistleblowing or the arrangements cannot be confirmed so they get a score of 0.

Referring to this assessment, it can be seen that the sub-indicators whose settings are
the least optimal in sequence are fundraising, whistleblowing, donations, SOPs for
verifying financial irregularities, contributions, and financial SOPs. More details can be
seen in the following tabulation:

Existence of Regulations

No.

Financial Political Parties

Governance in

AD/ART and/or

Derivati PDIP | Golkar | Gerindra [Nasdem| PKB |Demokrat| PKS | PAN | PPP
erivative

Regulations

Arrangement of
member fees
(ordinary
members,
administrators and
public officials)

15




Donation
arrangements

Fundraising
arrangements

Financial SOP

(use, authorization,
4. |verification, 2 2 3 2 1 2 2 2 2
recording,
comtable)

SOP for
verification of
financial
irregularities

whistleblowing
system

Total 6 5 10 7 7 8 6 7 6

Information:
Score 0: none/cannot be confirmed | Score 1: incomplete | Score 2: tends to be complete | Score 3: complete

B. Structure and Human Resources Dimensions

Political parties are organizations that have been structured since their inception. This
structure, apart from existing in a regional context (central-regional), also exists in the
context of authority, main tasks and functions. That is why the Political Party Law
states that the notarial deed of registration of a political party must contain the
political party's AD/ART which contains the management of the political party at the
central level (Article 2 Paragraph (3) and (4) of the Political Party Law).

Referring to General Election Commission Regulation Number 4 of 2022 concerning
Registration, Verification and Determination of Political Parties Contending in General
Elections for Members of the People's Representative Council and Regional People's
Representative Council, what is meant by political party administrators at the central
level are chairman, secretary, treasurer and other positions or titles other things listed
in the decision of the central level Political Party Leadership which is ratified by the
minister who handles government affairs in the field of law and human rights (Article 1
number 16 PKPU 4/2022).

The phrase "and positions or other designations" opens up the possibility of structures
or management that are not mentioned in this regulation, but which are actually
needed by political parties or required to exist according to other laws and regulations.
Some examples relevant to this assessment are:

16




1) Information and Documentation Management Officer (PPID) who must be
appointed by a political party as instructed by Law Number 14 of 2008 concerning
Openness of Public Information (Article 13 Paragraph (1) letter a in conjunction
with Article 15 of the KIP Law).

2) IT Manager, in order to fulfill information service obligations where political parties
can utilize electronic facilities and/or media (Article 7 Paragraph (6) of the KIP
Law).

3) Internal monitoring unit for political party finances, which is one of the indicators of
the party's transparent and accountable financial components according to SIPP."

Of course, the effectiveness of political party structures will in turn be determined by
the placement of human resources. Placements that do not consider qualifications
have the potential to result in unsatisfactory performance and vice versa.
Qualifications are the key to "professionalization”, which in recent studies is said to be
a recipe for strengthening political parties."”

Based on this understanding, the assessment of the dimensions of structure and
human resources targets six indicators, including: 1) existence of structure; 2)
structure qualification; 3) effectiveness of the structure; 4) existence of supporting
staff; 5) qualifications of supporting staff; and 6) The existence of an internal capacity
strengthening program. Each indicator is then further explained into four
sub-indicators, namely: 1) Treasurer; 2) PPID; 3) IT Manager; and 4) political party
internal financial monitoring unit.

Structure Existence Indicator

Starting from the existence of the structure, with a maximum score of 12 (the result of
multiplying 4 sub-indicators with an upper scoring range of (3)), the general picture is
that 6 political parties (Golkar, Gerindra, Nasdem, PKB, PKS, PAN) are in a trending
condition. optimal, 2 political parties (PDIP, Democrat) are in conditions that tend not
to be optimal, and 1 political party (PPP) is in conditions that are not optimal.

® Syamsuddin Haris, dkk., Naskah Kertas Posisi (Position Paper) Sistem Integritas Partai Politik, p. 14.
' Rune Karlsen & Jo Saglie (2017), “Party bureaucrats, independent professionals, or politicians? A study of
party employees”, West European Politics, 40:6, p

. 1348.
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Indikator Keberadaan Struktur

H Skor

Shar

25

0.0
PDIP Gerindra PKB PKS PPP
Golkar Nasdem Demokrat PAN

Partai Politik

It is interesting to underline that the difference in this assessment is two
sub-indicators, including the existence of PPID and IT management. In the other two
sub-indicators (Treasurer and political party internal financial monitoring unit), all
political parties actually provide the same results, where all political parties have an
independent treasurer structure, and none of the political parties assessed has a
monitoring unit internal political party finances.

Further explaining the existing variations, in the PPID existence sub-indicator, 7
political parties (PDIP, Gerindra, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat, PKS, PAN) received a score
of 3 where the PPID structure exists and stands alone, 1 political party (Golkar) gets a
score of 2 where the PPID structure is in a combined structure, and 1 political party
(PPP) gets a score of 0 where the PPID structure does not exist/its existence cannot
be confirmed.

Meanwhile, in the IT management sub-indicator, 3 political parties (Gerindra, Nasdem,
PAN) got a score of 3 where the IT manager exists and stands alone, 3 political parties
(Golkar, PKB, PKS) got a score of 2 where the IT manager exists in a combined
structure, and 3 political parties (PDIP, Democrat, PPP) received a score of 0 where the
IT manager did not exist/his existence could not be confirmed.

Existence of Structure

No. | Structure Political Parties
b PDIP | Golkar | Gerindra | Nasdem | PKB | Demokrat | PKS | PAN PPP
1. |Treasurer 3 3 3 3 3 . 2 Z ;
2.
3. [IT Manager 0 2 3 3 ) . , ; ]

18




4. |internal party
financial 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
monitoring unit
Total 6 7 9 9 8 6 8 9 3
Information:

Score 0: none/cannot be confirmed

Score 1: exists as a sub-structure, meaning that the structure of the Treasurer, PPID, IT Manager, or Internal
Financial Monitoring Unit of the Party is under a larger parent structure. Example: The Party's Internal Financial
Monitoring Unit is under the treasurer structure; The head of the Party's Internal Financial Monitoring Unit is a
subordinate of the Treasurer.

Score 2: is in a combined structure, meaning that the structure of the Treasurer, PPID, IT Manager, or Internal
Financial Monitoring Unit of the Party is merged into a combined structure. Example: PPID and IT Manager are
combined as one structure; PPID also doubles as head of IT Management.

Score 3: there stand alone

2. Structure Qualification Indicators

The qualifications of those placed throughout the structure are the second indicator
measured in this assessment. The general picture of the structural qualification
indicators is as follows: with a maximum score of 12 (the result of multiplying 4
sub-indicators with an upper scoring range of (3)), 3 political parties (Gerindra,
Nasdem, PKS) are in conditions that tend to be optimal, 1 political party (PKB) is in a
condition that tends to be not optimal, and 5 political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Democrat,
PAN, PPP) are in a condition that is not optimal.

Indikator Kualifikasi Struktur
H Skor

Sty

0.0
PDIP Gerindra PKB PKS PPP
Golkar Nasdem Demokrat PAN

Partai Folitik

In the sub-indicator of treasurer qualifications, most political parties place those who
have experience in the field of treasury. For this reason, 8 political parties (PDIP, Golkar,
Nasdem, PKB, Democrat, PKS, PAN, PPP) received a score of 2. Only 1 political party
(Gerindra) placed individuals with a professional history with a score of 3.

In the PPID qualification sub-indicator, 2 political parties (Nasdem, PKB) placed those
with a professional history in the PPID structure (score 3), 2 political parties (Gerindra,
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PKS) placed those with experience (score 2), 1 political party (score 2). Democrat)
places individuals with educated/trained qualifications, and 4 political parties (PDIP,
Golkar, PAN, PPP) get a score of 0, because PPID does not have
qualifications/qualifications cannot be confirmed.

In the IT management sub-indicator, 3 political parties (Gerindra, Nasdem, PKS) place
those who have a professional history as IT managers (score 3), 1 political party (PAN)
places those who are educated/trained (score 1), and 5 political parties (PDIP, Golkar,
PKB, Democrat, PPP) get a score of 0 where the IT manager has no
qualifications/qualifications cannot be confirmed.

In the last sub-indicator, namely the political party financial internal monitoring unit,
remember that none of the political parties assessed has an internal political party
financial monitoring unit, so in this sub-indicator all political parties get a score of 0.

Structure Qualification

Political Parties
No. | Structure -
PDIP | Golkar | Gerindra | Nasdem | PKB | Demokrat PKS PAN | PPP

1. | Treasurer 5 9 3 9 9 9 5 9 9
2. | PPID 0 0 2 3 3 1 2 0 0
3. IT Manager 0 0 3 3 0 0 3 ] 0
4. | Internal party

financial 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

monitoring unit

Total 2 2 8 8 5 3 7 3 2
Information:

Score 0: does not have qualifications/cannot be confirmed.

Score 1: educated/trained, meaning has a history of relevant education/training. Example: the position of
Treasurer is held by someone who holds a Bachelor's degree in Accounting or has certification as a Certified
Public Accountant (CPA), Certified Internal Auditor (CIA), and so on.

Score 2: experienced, means having a history of responsibility in the organization with relevant main tasks and
functions. Example: a party treasurer has a history as treasurer of a youth organization for a significant period
of time.

Score 3: professional, meaning has relevant work history. Example: the position of treasurer is held by someone
who outside of his political activities works as a public accountant.

Does the placement of human resources with qualifications as described above
correlate with the effectiveness of the work structure? This question is answered in the
next indicator or third indicator in this dimension, namely the structural effectiveness
indicator.
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3. Structure Effectiveness Indicators

In general, the picture that emerges from the structural effectiveness indicators is as
follows: with a maximum score of 12 (the result of multiplying 4 sub-indicators with an
upper scoring range of (3)), 2 political parties (Gerindra, PKS) are in conditions that
tend to be optimal, 1 political parties (PAN) are in conditions that tend not to be
optimal, and 6 political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat, PPP) are in
conditions that are not optimal.

Indikator Efektivitas Struktur

I Skor

Skar

0.0
PDIP Gerindra PKB PKS PPP
Golkar Masdem Demokrat PAN

Partai Politik

In the sub-indicator of treasurer effectiveness, the majority of political parties were still
recorded as getting scores that tended to be ineffective. Only 2 political parties
(Gerindra, PKS) received a score of 3, which means the treasurer's performance was
considered effective. 2 other political parties (PAN, PPP) received a score of 2, which
means that the treasurer's performance is considered to tend to be effective.
Meanwhile, the remaining 5 political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat)
received a score of 1 where the treasurer's performance was considered to be
ineffective.

The scores obtained on the sub-indicators of relative PPID effectiveness show similar
results. 1 political party (Gerindra) received a score of 3, which means PPID's
performance was considered effective. 2 political parties (PKS, PAN) received a score
of 2, which means that PPID's performance is considered to tend to be effective. The 5
political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat) which are the largest clusters
received a score of 1, which means that PPID's performance is considered to be
ineffective. Meanwhile, the last 1 political party (PPP) received a score of 0, which
means that the PPID's performance was considered ineffective (remember that in
terms of the structure existence indicator, the PPID PPP structure does not exist and
its existence cannot be confirmed).
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On the sub-indicator of IT management effectiveness, scores for many parties fell even
lower. 2 political parties (Gerindra, PKS) got a score of 3, which means that the
performance of IT managers is considered effective, 1 political party (PAN) got a score
of 2, which means that the performance of IT managers is considered to be effective, 3
political parties (Golkar, Nasdem, PKB) got a score 1, which means that the IT
manager's performance is considered to be ineffective, and 3 political parties (PDIP,
Democrat, PPP) get a score of 0, which means that the IT manager's performance is
considered to be ineffective (remember the structure existence indicator, the PPID
structure of the three parties does not exist/cannot be confirmed existence).

In the last sub-indicator, namely the effectiveness of the political party financial
internal monitoring unit, remember that none of the political parties assessed has an
internal political party financial monitoring unit, so in this sub-indicator all political
parties get a score of 0.

Structural Effectiveness

Political Parties
No. Structure -
PDIP | Golkar Gerindra | Nasdem | PKB | Demokrat PKS PAN | PPP
1. | Treasurer ] ] 3 1 1 1 3 ) )
2. | PPID 1 1 3 1 1 1 2 2 0
| IT™M
3 anager 0 1 3 1 1 0 3 2 | o
4. | Internal party
financial 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
monitoring unit

Total 2 3 9 3 3 2 8 6 2

Information: Score 0: ineffective/cannot be confirmed | Score 1: tends to be ineffective | Score 2: tends to be
effective | Score 3: effective

The structural effectiveness indicator is the final indicator in this assessment which
focuses on the main structure of the political party and the personnel within it.
However, like a large organization which usually has supporting forces behind the main
structure, this assessment also looks at political parties in the same way and intends
to take them into account. Therefore, the next indicator in this dimension speaks
specifically about the presence of supporting personnel. The sub-indicators still follow
the previous 4 sub-indicators, namely related to: 1) Treasurer; 2) PPID; 3) IT Manager;
and 4) political party internal financial monitoring unit.
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4.

Indicators of the Existence of Supporting Personnel

In the indicator of the existence of supporting personnel, with a maximum score of 12
(the result of multiplying 4 sub-indicators with an upper scoring range of (3)), a general
picture is produced that 5 political parties (Golkar, Gerindra, PKB, PKS, PAN) are in
conditions that tend to be optimal , while 4 political parties (PDIP, Nasdem, Democrat,
PPP) are in conditions that tend to be less than optimal.

Indikator Keberadaan Tenaga Pendukung
Il Skor

10.0

Shor

PDIP Gerindra PKB PKS PPP
Golkar Masdem Demokrat PAN

Partai Politik

Starting from the sub-indicator of treasurer support staff, the nine political parties have
support staff with special functions. For this reason, the nine political parties received
a score of 3.

Furthermore, in the sub-indicator of PPID supporting personnel, 8 political parties
(PDIP, Golkar, Gerindra, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat, PKS, PAN, PPP) have supporting
personnel with special functions and received a score of 3. Only 1 political party (PPP)
get a score of 0 where the supporting personnel does not exist/their existence cannot
be confirmed.

An even lower spread is seen in the IT management support personnel sub-indicator. 4
political parties (Golkar, Gerindra, PKS, PAN) have supporting personnel who function
specifically and get a score of 3, 2 political parties (PKB, PPP) have supporting
personnel who function limited and get a score of 2, and 3 political parties (PDIP,
Nasdem , Democrat) does not have supporting personnel /the existence of supporting
personnel cannot be confirmed and gets a score of 0.

In the last sub-indicator, namely supporting personnel in the political party financial
internal monitoring unit, because none of the political parties assessed has an internal
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political party financial monitoring unit, then in this sub-indicator all political parties
received a score of 0.

Existence of Supporting Personnel

Supporting Political Parties

No.
Personnel PDIP | Golkar | Gerindra | Nasdem | PKB | Demokrat | PKS | PAN PPP

1. | Treasurer

3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
support staff

2. | PPID supporting
personnel

3. | IT manager
supporting 0 3 3 0 2 0 3 3 2
personnel

4. | Support
personnel for
the party's 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
internal financial
monitoring unit

Total 6 9 9 6 8 6 9 9 5

Information:

Score 0: none/cannot be confirmed.

Score 1: exists and functions generally, meaning the range of support from supporting staff is dynamic in
accordance with the party's needs. Support personnel may — or may not — contribute to treasury functions, PPID,
IT management, or internal oversight of political party finances.

Score 2: exists and has limited function, meaning that the support range of support staff is limited to a number of
functions and one of them is the treasury function, PPID, IT management, or internal supervision of political party
finances. Example: treasurer support staff who also double as secretarial support staff.

Score 3: exists and has a special function, meaning that the reach of support staff is limited to one of the
functions of treasury, PPID, IT management, or internal supervision of political party finances.

5. Support Personnel Qualification Indicators

As in the main structure, the presence of supporting personnel can be effective if
accompanied by adequate qualifications. For this reason, this assessment also
weights the qualification indicators of supporting staff. In general, with a maximum
score of 12 (the result of multiplying 4 sub-indicators with an upper scoring range of
(3)), the description of the qualifications of supporting staff in 9 political parties is as
follows: 2 political parties (Gerindra, PKS) are in conditions that tend to be optimal, 4
political parties (Nasdem, PKB, PAN, PPP) are in conditions that tend not to be optimal,
and 3 political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Democrat) are in conditions that are not optimal.
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Indikator Kualifikasi Tenaga Pendukung
I Skor

10.0

75

Shor

25

0.0
PDIP Gerindra PKB PKS3 PPP
Golkar Nasdem Demokrat PAN

Partai Politik

In the sub-indicator of qualifications for treasurer support staff, 4 political parties
(Golkar, Gerindra, PKS, PPP) received a score of 3 because the treasurer support staff
had a relevant professional history. Meanwhile, 5 political parties (PDIP, Nasdem, PKB,
Democrat, PAN) received a score of 2 where the treasurer support staff are people with
experienced qualifications.

In the PPID support staff qualification sub-indicator, 4 political parties (Gerindra,
Nasdem, PKS, PAN) got a score of 3 where the PPID support staff had a relevant
professional history, 1 political party (Democrat) got a score of 1 where the PPID
support staff were qualified educated/trained, and 4 political parties (PDIP, Golkar,
PKB, PPP) received a score of 0 where the PPID support staff had no qualifications/the
qualifications of the PPID support staff could not be confirmed.

In the IT management support staff qualification sub-indicator, 1 political party (PKS)
got a score of 3 where the IT management support staff had professional
qualifications, 3 political parties (Gerindra, PKB, PPP) got a score of 2 where the IT
management support staff had experienced qualifications, 1 political party (PAN) got a
score of 1 where the IT management support staff had educated/trained
qualifications, and 4 political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem, Democrat) got a score of 0
where the IT management support staff did not have the qualifications/qualifications
of the management support staff IT cannot be confirmed.

In the last sub-indicator, namely the qualifications of supporting staff in the political
party financial internal monitoring unit, because none of the political parties assessed
has an internal political party financial monitoring unit, then in this sub-indicator all
political parties received a score of 0.
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Support Personnel Qualifications

N Supporting Political Parties
o.

Personnel PDIP | Golkar | Gerindra | Nasdem | PKB | Demokrat | PKS PAN | PPP

1. | Treasurer

2 3 3 2 2 2 3 2 3
support staff

2. | PPID supporting
personnel

3. | IT manager
supporting 0 0 2 0 2 0 3 1 2
personnel

4. | Support
personnel for
the party's
internal
financial
monitoring unit

Total 2 3 8 5 4 3 9 6 5

Information:

Score 0: does not have qualifications/cannot be confirmed.

Score 1: educated/trained, meaning has a history of relevant education/training. Example: the position of
Treasurer is held by someone who holds a Bachelor's degree in Accounting or has certification as a Certified
Public Accountant (CPA), Certified Internal Auditor (CIA), and so on.

Score 2: experienced, means having a history of responsibility in the organization with relevant main tasks and
functions. Example: a party treasurer has a history as treasurer of a youth organization for a significant period of
time.

Score 3: professional, meaning has relevant work history. Example: the position of treasurer is held by someone
who outside of his political activities works as a public accountant.

6. Indicators of the Existence of Internal Capacity Strengthening Programs

Finally, so that the effectiveness of personnel performance within the structure and
supporting staff can be maintained and even continue to increase, it is important for
every political party to carry out an internal capacity strengthening program. This is a
closing indicator that is assessed in the dimensions of structure and human
resources.

In this indicator, with a maximum score of 12 (the result of multiplying 4 sub-indicators
with an upper scoring range of (3)), the following general picture is produced: 1
political party (PKS) is in optimal condition, 2 political parties (Gerindra, PKB ) is in a
condition that tends to be not optimal, and 6 political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem,
Democrat, PAN, PPP) are in a condition that is not optimal.
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Indikator Keberadaan Program Penguatan

Kapasitas Internal
Hl Skor

Shor

PDIP Gerindra PKB PKS PPP
Golkar Nasdem Demokrat PAN

Partai Politik

Going deeper at the sub-indicator level, in the sub-indicator of strengthening treasury
capacity, 1 political party (PKS) got a score of 3, which means the party has an
effective & institutionalized treasury capacity strengthening program, 3 political parties
(Gerindra, PKB, PPP) got a score of 2 which means the party has a treasury capacity
strengthening program which tends to be effective, 1 political party (PAN) gets a score
of 1 which means the party has a treasury capacity strengthening program which
tends to be ineffective, and 4 political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem, Democrat) get a
score of 0 means the party does not have a treasury capacity strengthening
program/the existence of a treasury capacity strengthening program cannot be
confirmed.

In the second sub-indicator (strengthening information service capacity), it was
recorded that only 3 political parties had this kind of program, namely 2 political
parties (Gerindra, PKS) received a score of 2, which means that the program for
strengthening information service capacity is owned and tends to be effective, and 1
political party (PKB) received a score of 1, which means that it has a program to
strengthen information service capacity even though it tends to be ineffective. The
remaining 6 political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem, Democrat, PAN, PPP) do not have a
program to strengthen information service capacity/the existence of a program to
strengthen information service capacity cannot be confirmed.

A similar distribution is also seen in the third sub-indicator (strengthening IT system
management capacity). Only 4 political parties have programs to strengthen IT system
management capacity, where 3 political parties (Gerindra, PKB, PKS) get a score of 2,
which means that the program to strengthen IT system management capacity is
owned and tends to be effective, and 1 political party (PAN) gets a score of 1 which
means that there is a program to strengthen IT system management capacity even
though it tends to be ineffective. The remaining 5 political parties (PDIP, Golkar,
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Nasdem, Democrat, PPP) do not have an IT system management capacity
strengthening program/the existence of an IT system management capacity
strengthening program cannot be confirmed.

In the last sub-indicator (strengthening internal financial supervision capacity), none of
the political parties were assessed as having a program to strengthen internal financial
supervision capacity, so that in this sub-indicator all political parties received a score
of 0.

Existence of an Internal Capacity Strengthening Program

. Political Parties
No. Subject

PDIP Golkar | Gerindra | Nasdem | PKB | Demokrat | PKS PAN PPP

1. | Strengthening

. 0 0 2 0 2 0 3 1 2
treasury capacity

2. | Strengthening
information 0 0 2 0 1 0 2 0 0
service capacity

3. | Strengthening IT
system
management
capacity

4. | Strengthening
internal financial
supervision
capacity

Total 0 0 6 0 5 0 7 2 2

Information:

Score 0: none/cannot be confirmed.

Score 1: exists and tends to be ineffective, meaning program recipients are not empowered within the relevant
structure; the program is not routine.

Score 2: exists and tends to be effective, meaning program recipients have been empowered within the relevant
structure; the program is not routine.

Score 3: existing, effective & institutionalized, meaning program recipients have been empowered in relevant
structures; the program is routine, stated in the party planning.

Dimensions of Information Openness

Referring again to Article 39 Paragraph (1) of the Political Party Law, political party

financial management is carried out transparently and accountably. These two

principles are the core of a number of provisions in the Political Party Law which
burden political parties with a number of obligations, including:

1) Make bookkeeping, maintain a list of donors and the amount of donations
received, and make it open to the public (Article 13 letter h of the Political Party
Law). This obligation is a logical consequence of the idealization of political
parties as independent institutions, where the law limits the origins and maximum
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amount of donations that can be received by political parties. Based on the
Political Party Law, the maximum amount of donations from individuals who are
not members of political parties within 1 fiscal year is IDR 1,000,000,000.00 (one
billion rupiah). Meanwhile, for companies and/or business entities, the maximum
amount of donations per 1 fiscal year is IDR 7,500,000,000.00 (seven billion five
hundred million rupiah) (Article 35 of the Political Party Law). Without fulfilling this
obligation, of course there is no guarantee that the limits on the origin and
maximum amount of donations are complied with by political parties.

2) Submit accountability reports on financial receipts and expenditures sourced
from APBN and APBD assistance funds periodically once a year to the
Government after being audited by the BPK (Article 13 letter i of the Political
Party Law). Apart from its source coming from state finances, the rationality
behind this obligation is because financial assistance from the APBN and APBD is
used for specific purposes. Based on Article 34 Paragraph (3a) of the Political
Party Law, financial assistance from the APBN and APBD is prioritized to carry out
political education for members of Political Parties and the community.

3) Prepare financial reports for fund audit purposes (by a public accountant every 1
(one) year and announced periodically) which includes: a) political party budget
realization report; b) balance sheet report; and c) cash flow report (Article 39
Paragraph (2) and (3) of the Political Party Law).

Separate from the Political Party Law, the KIP Law also requires political parties to
provide a number of public information. Two of them are the management and use of
funds sourced from the APBN and/or APBD (Article 15 letter d of the KIP Law) and - in
an open formulation — other information stipulated by law relating to political parties
(Article 15 letter g of the KIP Law).

How do political parties realize the principles of transparency and accountability
derived from these obligations? The two laws referred to earlier also provide answers.
In the explanation of Article 39 Paragraph (2) of the Political Party Law, for example, it
is stated that what is meant by "periodically announced" is published once a year
through the mass media. Meanwhile, the KIP Law has regulated mechanisms for
obtaining information in great detail in Articles 21 and 22. In principle, the mechanism
for obtaining Public Information must be fast, timely and low cost (Article 21 of the KIP
Law).

The interpretation of the fast and timely principle contained in Article 21 of the KIP Law
is certainly not a free interpretation left to each public body (including political parties),
but is determined in the next article in this law. According to Article 22 Paragraph (7) of
the KIP Law, no later than 10 (ten) working days after receiving a request for
information, the public body concerned is obliged to submit a written notification
containing:
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1) whether the information requested is under his control or not;

2) the public body is obliged to notify the public body that controls the requested
information if the requested information is not under its control and the public
body that receives the request is aware of the existence of the requested
information;

3) acceptance or rejection of the request for the reasons stated as intended in Article
17;

4) if the request is accepted in whole or in part, the information material to be
provided is stated;

5) in the event that a document contains material that is excluded as intended in
Article 17, then the information that is excluded can be blacked out, accompanied
by the reasons and material,

6) means of delivery and format of information to be provided; and/or

7) costs and payment methods for obtaining the requested information.

The relaxation of the above provisions is then stated in Article 22 Paragraph (8) of the
KIP Law, that public bodies can extend the time for sending notifications as intended
above, no later than the next 7 working days by providing written reasons.

The entire ideal framework as stated above then becomes the basis for assessing this
dimension, the dimension of information openness. The indicators used in this
dimension assessment include 3 things, namely access channels, speed and
archiving. The sub-indicators for each indicator assessed include 4, including: 1) plans
for using political party financial assistance funds; 2) bookkeeping, list of donors and
the amount of donations received; 3) BPK audit results on accountability reports for
revenues and expenditures sourced from APBN/APBD assistance funds; and 4)
political party financial audit reports by public accountants.

Meanwhile, the content in each sub-indicator is also limited by year, where only content
in 2020, 2021 and 2022 is taken into account (relevant) in the assessment. If in one
sub-indicator the treatment of content differs between years (for example in the
access channel sub-indicator: party A's public accountant audit report for 2020 is
available on the party's website, while for 2021 and 2022 it is obtained via an
information request), then the score given represents best practice. This principle
applies to 2 indicators in this dimension, namely the access channel and speed
indicators.

Details regarding the assessment results in the information openness dimension will
be described in the following paragraphs.
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Access Channel Indicator

Starting from the access channel indicator, with a maximum score of 12 (the result of
multiplying 4 sub-indicators with an upper scoring range of (3)), the following general
picture is obtained: 1 political party (Gerindra) is in optimal condition, 1 political party
(PKS) are in conditions that tend to be optimal, 4 political parties (PDIP, Nasdem, PKB,
PAN) are in conditions that tend to be not optimal, and 3 political parties (Golkar,
Democrat, PPP) are in conditions that are not optimal.

Indikator Kanal Akses

Hl Skor

10.0

75

Shar
%]
(=]

25

PDIP Gerindra PKB PKS PPP
Gaolkar MNasdem Demokrat PAN

Partai Folitik

In the first sub-indicator, namely access channels to obtain plans for using political
party financial assistance funds, 4 political parties (PDIP, Gerindra, Nasdem, PAN)
received a score of 3 where plans for using political party financial assistance funds
are available and open through electronic publications. 2 political parties (PKB, PKS)
received a score of 2 where plans for using political party financial assistance funds
were obtained through requests for information. Meanwhile, 3 political parties (Golkar,
Democrat, PPP) received a score of 0, where the access channel to obtain plans for
using political party financial assistance funds is not available/its availability cannot be
confirmed.

In the second sub-indicator, namely the access channel for obtaining bookkeeping, list
of donors and the amount of donations received, it was recorded that only 1 political
party (Gerindra) opened access with a score of 2, which means bookkeeping, list of
donors and the amount of donations received were obtained through requests.
information. The remaining 8 political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat,
PKS, PAN, PPP) received a score of 0 where the access channel for obtaining
bookkeeping, list of contributors and the amount of donations received is not
available/its availability cannot be confirmed.
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The third sub-indicator, access channels to obtain BPK audit results for revenue and
expenditure accountability reports sourced from APBN/APBD assistance funds, 5
political parties (PDIP, Gerindra, Nasdem, Democrat, PAN) obtained a score of 3 where
the BPK audit results for accountability reports for revenues and expenditures sourced
from APBN/APBD assistance funds are available and open through electronic
publications. 2 political parties (PKB, PKS) received a score of 2 where the results of
the BPK audit of revenue and expenditure accountability reports sourced from
APBN/APBD assistance funds were obtained through requests for information. The
remaining 2 political parties (Golkar, PPP) received a score of 0, which means that the
access channel for obtaining BPK audit results for revenue and expenditure
accountability reports sourced from APBN/APBD assistance funds is not available/its
availability cannot be confirmed.

Finally, in the fourth sub-indicator, access channels for obtaining political party
financial audit reports by public accountants, only 2 political parties (Gerindra, PKS)
have open access. Both received a score of 3 where political party financial audit
reports by public accountants are available and open through electronic publications. 7
other political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat, PAN, PPP) received a
score of 0 where the access channel for obtaining political party financial audit reports
by public accountants is not available/its availability cannot be confirmed.

Access Channel

No.

Political Party
Document

The plan to use
political party
financial assistance
funds is prioritized
for political
education

Bookkeeping, list of
donors and amount
of donations
received

BPK audit results on
revenue and
expenditure
accountability 3 0 3 3 2 3 2 3 0
reports sourced
from APBN/APBD
assistance funds

Political party
financial audit
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report by a public
accountant

Total 6 0 11 6 4 3 7 6 0

Information:

Score 0: not available/cannot be confirmed.

Score 1: available with limited access, meaning the document is only shown without providing a copy.
Score 2: available and open through requests for information.

Score 3: Available and open via electronic publication.

2. Speed Indicator

In the second indicator, namely the speed indicator for obtaining all relevant content, a
general picture was produced that none of the political parties assessed had passed
the threshold and tended to be suboptimal. With a maximum score of 12 (the result of
multiplying 4 sub-indicators with an upper scoring range of (3)), 4 political parties
(PDIP, Gerindra, Nasdem, PAN) are in conditions that tend to be less than optimal, and
5 other political parties (Golkar, PKB, Democrat, PKS, PPP) are in suboptimal
conditions.

Indikator Kecepatan
Hl Skor

Stkor

PDIP Gerindra PKB PKS PPP
Golkar MNazsdem Demokrat PAN

Partai Politik

In the first sub-indicator, namely the speed of obtaining plans for the use of political
party financial assistance funds, 4 political parties (PDIP, Gerindra, Nasdem, PAN)
received a score of 3, which means documents can be obtained in less than 10
working days. 5 other political parties (Golkar, PKB, Democrat, PKS, PPP) received a
score of 0, which means it took more than 10 working days to obtain a
document/letter reply to a request or the document was not provided at all.

In the second sub-indicator, the speed of obtaining bookkeeping, list of contributors
and the number of donations received, all political parties received a score of 0, which
means it took more than 10 working days to obtain documents/letters responding to
requests or documents were not provided at all.
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In the third sub-indicator, the speed of obtaining BPK audit results for revenue and
expenditure accountability reports sourced from APBN/APBD assistance funds, 6
political parties (PDIP, Gerindra, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat, PAN) obtained a score of 3,
which means documents can be obtained in less than 10 working days. Meanwhile, 3
other political parties (Golkar, PKS, PPP) received a score of 0, which means it took
more than 10 working days to obtain documents/letter replies to requests or
documents were not provided at all.

Finally, in the sub-indicator of speed in obtaining political party financial audit reports
by public accountants, only 1 political party (PKS) received a score of 3, where
documents could be obtained in less than 10 working days. Meanwhile, 8 other
political parties (PDIP, Golkar, Gerindra, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat, PAN, PPP) received a
score of 0, which means it took more than 10 working days to obtain a
document/letter reply to a request or the document was not provided at all.

Speed

No.

Political Parties
Document

PDIP | Golkar | Gerindra | Nasdem | PKB | Demokrat | PKS | PAN | PPP

The plan to use
political party
financial assistance
funds is prioritized
for political
education

Bookkeeping, list of
donors and amount
of donations
received

BPK audit results on
revenue and
expenditure
accountability 3 0 3 3 3 3 0 3 0
reports sourced
from APBN/APBD
assistance funds

Political party
financial audit
report by a public
accountant

Total 6 0 6 6 3 3 3 6 0

Information:
Score 0: did not obtain access / > 10 days to obtain reply letter & documents.
Score 1: = 10 days to get a reply letter.
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Score 2: = 10 days to obtain documents.
Score 3: < 10 days to obtain documents.

3. Archiving Indicator

The third or final indicator in the information openness dimension is archiving. As
previously mentioned, this assessment takes into account content that is relevant in
2020, 2021 and 2022. With all the same sub-indicators, this indicator obtains the
following general picture: with a maximum score of 12 (the result of multiplying 4
sub-indicators with a range based on scoring (3)), 1 political party (Gerindra) is in
optimal condition, 1 political party (PKS) is in condition that tends to be optimal, 4
political parties (PDIP, Nasdem, PKB, PAN) are in condition that tends to be not
optimal, and 3 political parties (Golkar, Democrat, PPP) are in suboptimal conditions.

Indikator Pengarsipan

Il Skor

Shar

PDIP Gerindra PKB PKS PPP
Golkar Mazsdem Demokrat PAN

Partai Politik

In the first sub-indicator, namely filing plans for the use of political party financial
assistance funds, 5 political parties (PDIP, Gerindra, PKB, PKS, PAN) received a score
of 3 where complete documents were available for the 3 years assessed, 1 political
party (Nasdem) obtained a score of 1 where the document was available only for 1
year being assessed, and 3 political parties (Golkar, Democrat, PPP) received a score
of 0 where the document for the year being assessed was not available at all/its
availability could not be confirmed.

In the second sub-indicator, namely filing bookkeeping, list of contributors and the
amount of donations received, 1 political party (Gerindra) received a score of 1 where
the documents were available only for 1 year being assessed, and 8 other political
parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat, PKS, PAN, PPP) received a score of 0
where the documents for the year assessed were not available at all/their availability
could not be confirmed.
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In the third sub-indicator, archiving BPK audit results on revenue and expenditure
accountability reports sourced from APBN/APBD assistance funds, 4 political parties
(Gerindra, Nasdem, PKB, PKS) obtained a score of 3 where complete documents were
available for the 3 years assessed, 1 political party (PDIP) obtained a score of 2 where
documents were available only for the 2 years assessed, 2 political parties (Democrat,
PAN) obtained a score of 1 where documents were available only for 1 year assessed,
and 2 political parties (Golkar, PPP) gets a score of 0 where the documents for the year
being assessed are not available at all/their availability cannot be confirmed.

Finally, in the fourth sub-indicator, the filing of political party financial audit reports by
public accountants, 1 political party (Gerindra) obtained a score of 3 where documents
were available in full for the 3 years assessed, 1 political party (PKS) received a score
of 2 where documents available only for the 2 years assessed, and 7 other political
parties (PDIP, Golkar, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat, PAN, PPP) received a score of 0 where
the documents for the year assessed were not available at all/their availability could
not be confirmed.

Archiving

No.

Political Parties
Document

PDIP | Golkar | Gerindra | Nasdem | PKB | Demokrat | PKS PAN

PPP

The plan to use
political party
financial assistance
funds is prioritized
for political
education

Bookkeeping, list of
donors and amount
of donations
received

BPK audit results on
revenue and
expenditure
accountability 2 0 3 3 3 1 3 1
reports sourced
from APBN/APBD
assistance funds

Political party
financial audit
report by a public
accountant

Total 5 0 10 4 6 1 8 4

Information:
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Score 0: not available/cannot be confirmed.

Score 1: Available for 1 year financial period in the range 2020-2022.
Score 2: Available for 2 years of financial period in the range 2020-2022.
Score 3: Available for 3 years of financial period in the range 2020-2022.
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BAB III
CLOSING

A. Conclusion

Skor Agregat 3 Dimensi

100 Il Dimensi
Regulasi
Keuangan
80 Internal

Il Dimensi

Struktur &

60 SDM
Keterbukaan
Informasi

4

2 II II

0
PAN PKB
PKS

Skor (%)

=

=]

Gerindra Demokrat PFP
Nasdem PDIP Golkar

Partai Polifik

Aggregate Score Per Dimension
. . Political Parties
No. Dimension
PDIP Golkar Gerindra | Nasdem PKB Demokrat PKS PAN PPP
Internal
1 financial 6/18 5/18 10/18 7/18 7/18 8/18 6/18 7/18 6/18
: ) (33%) | (28%) (55%) (39%) (39%) (44%) | 33%) | (39%) | (33%)
regulation
2 Structure & 18/72 24/72 49/72 31/72 33/72 20/72 48/72 35/72 19/72
" | HR (25%) | (33%) (68%) (43%) (46%) (28%) 67%) | (49%) | (26%)
3 Information 17/36 0/36 27/36 16/36 13/36 7/36 18/36 | 16/36 0/36
" | Disclosure (47%) (0%) (75%) (44%) (36%) (19%) (50%) | (44%) (0%)

An assessment of the capacity and practice of financial openness at the central
management level of the 9 political parties holding seats in the DPR RI shows that in
three dimensions - financial regulations at the internal level, structure and human
resources, and information disclosure - various optimization efforts still need to be
carried out by the nine political parties . As can be seen in the chart, for each
dimension the average obtained by the nine political parties is still in the range that
tends to be less than optimal (26% -50% of the maximum score).
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e In the internal financial regulation dimension, 1 political party (Gerindra) is
categorized as tending to be optimal and 8 political parties (PDIP, Golkar,
Nasdem, PKB, Democrat, PKS, PAN, PPP) are categorized as tending to be
non-optimal.

e In the dimensions of structure and human resources, 2 political parties
(Gerindra, PKS) are categorized as tending to be optimal, 6 political parties
(Golkar, Nasdem, PKB, Democrat, PAN, PPP) are categorized as tending to be
not optimal, and 1 political party (PDIP) is categorized as not optimal.

e In the information openness dimension, 1 political party (Gerindra) is
categorized as tending to be optimal, 5 political parties (PDIP, Nasdem, PKB,
PKS, PAN) are categorized as tending to be not optimal, and 3 political parties
(Golkar, Democrat, PPP) are categorized as not being optimal.

As presented in the findings above, the nine political parties do not always comply with
the standards set by law, for example (most strikingly), 8 out of 9 political parties do
not open their books, list of donors and the amount of donations they receive at all. In
addition, to obtain information that is not available on the official political party
website, all political parties respond to requests for information beyond the time limit
and outside the method specified by law (no later than 10 working days after the
request is submitted, preceded by written notification), or even not responding at all.

The nine political parties also appear to have not followed up on the Political Party
Integrity System (SIPP) launched by the KPK and LIPI in 2018 (at least regarding the
financial component). This is proven based on the fact that, for example, none of the
political parties assessed has an internal monitoring unit for political party finances.
The reason given by some political parties in interviews was very simple, namely that
the function had been running with the existing structure and internal political parties
had not assessed that such follow-up was necessary. This argument clearly fails to
take into account the existence of precedents where money from crime has flowed to
political parties.

Viewed from the perspective of institutional professionalism, the nine political parties
also show that professionalism has not fully become a culture within political parties.
The response of political parties to requests for public information as mentioned
previously can certainly be an example. However, apart from that, this assessment
also shows how political parties' efforts to become more professional are actually still
relatively weak. This is evidenced, for example, by the rare number of internal capacity
strengthening programs carried out by political parties.
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Recommendation

An assessment of the capacity and practice of financial openness at the central

management level of the 9 political parties holding seats in the DPR RI resulted in

recommendations for a number of parties, including:

Political Parties

1) Political parties need to have complete internal regulations regarding dues and
donations, fundraising, financial SOPs and verification of financial irregularities,
and whistleblowing, and need to be committed to implementing them
effectively;

2) Political parties must be managed based on the principle of professionalism,
where the structure is filled with people with relevant qualifications and
strengthening internal capacity is the party's programmatic agenda;

3) Political parties need to maximize the transparency of financial information
through website channels owned by the nine political party central
administrators. Information openness needs to be believed to be the main
foundation in carrying out the party's function in political education, which in
turn can contribute to electoral incentives. Understanding also needs to be built
that it is not limited to financial assistance originating from the APBN, political
party financial information as a whole is public information as determined by
law.

Government (Ministry/Institution)

1)

2)

3)

The government (ministries/institutions) needs to follow up on the push for more
transparent and accountable financial management of political parties as stated in
the SIPP into a legal product. This encouragement must not appear to be voluntary
(complied with on a voluntary basis), but must be mandatory (complied with on the
basis of obligation).

The government needs to maximize its supervisory role in the financial
transparency of political parties as currently provided by law. The provisions of
Article 46 of the Political Party Law which states that supervision of the
implementation of this Law (Political Party Law) is carried out by state institutions
that are functionally authorized in accordance with the law is a guarantee of this
supervisory role.

After the 2024 elections, the completeness of political party financial documents
should also be taken into account as an indication of the political party's readiness
to participate in the general election (election). The General Election Commission
(KPU) as the organizer can start by optimizing the Political Party Information
System (SIPOL) that it currently has so that it can accommodate these documents
before officially requiring them in the 2029 Election and beyond. Considering that
transparency and accountability in the financial management of political parties
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are principles mandated by law, it is reasonable for the KPU to ensure that election
participants have complied with these obligations.

Civil Society

The push to make political party financial governance more transparent and
accountable must continue to be on the agenda with civil society in order to improve
the quality of democracy and government that is free from corruption. As on many
other issues, encouragement from civil society is not only important, it has repeatedly
been proven to be a determining factor for change.
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ANNEX 1.

Internal Financial Regulations of Political Parties (Published)

Partai Demokrasi Indonesia Perjuangan (PDIP)

Komponen

Substansi

luran anggota

o Afirmasi (V)

Besaran [§]

Kategorisasi anggota [l
Alokasi [B

o
o
o
e Keterbukaan [

Pasal 90 Ayat (2) huruf a AD PDIP
Harta kekayaan Partai diperoleh dari uang pangkal dan iuran anggota Partai.

Pasal 88 Ayat (3) ART PDIP
Ketentuan mengenai besarnya uang pangkal dan iuran serta cara pemungutan, pengaturan, dan
pengelolaan diatur dengan Peraturan Partai.

Sumbangan
o Afirmasi (/)
e Kategorisasi penyumbang —

perusahaan [

e Bentuk sumbangan [
o Alokasi [l

o Keterbukaan [

perseorangan anggota partai,
perseorangan bukan anggota,

Pasal 90 Ayat (2) huruf b dan c AD PDIP
Harta kekayaan Partai diperoleh dari sumbangan yang tidak mengikat dan hibah.

Penggalangan dana
o Afirmasi (V)

e Tata cara [

e Keterbukaan [l

Pasal 36 ART PDIP

Badan Penanggulangan Bencana (BAGUNA) bertugas untuk:

a. mensosialisasikan dan mengorganisir Anggota Partai dan masyarakat untuk mengumpulkan dan
menyalurkan bantuan serta memberikan bantuan kepada korban bencana; dan

b. melakukan evaluasi terhadap hasil pelaksanaan tugas serta membuat laporan kepada kepengurusan
Partai sesuai dengan tingkatannya dan di umumkan kepada masyarakat luas.

ISOP keuangan

Aktor (V)

Perencanaan ()
Pengelolaan (V)
Pembukuan (¥)

Tata cara penggunaan .

Keterbukaan

Pertanggungjawaban (V)

Pasal 36 AD PDIP
Bendahara Umum adalah DPP Partai yang diberikan tugas untuk merancang, menghimpun dan
mengelola, serta bertanggung jawab atas keuangan dan perbendaharaan Partai.

Tugas perbendaharaan sebagaimana dimaksud pada ayat (1) mencakup pembukuan dan pengelolaan
harta kekayaan Partai, dan memindahkan harta kekayaan Partai yang belum diatasnamakan Partai
menjadi milik Partai.

Bendahara Umum dalam melaksanakan tugasnya dibantu oleh Wakil-Wakil Bendahara Umum.

Pasal 87 Ayat (1) ART PDIP
Dewan Pimpinan Partai menyusun Anggaran Pendapatan dan Belanja Partai untuk setiap tahun berjalan
yang dimulai pada tanggal 1 Januari sampai dengan tanggal 31 Desember setiap tahunnya.

Pasal 88 Ayat (1) dan (2) ART PDIP
Pengelolaan harta kekayaan Partai di masing-masing tingkat, diutamakan guna dicapai efisien dan
efektivitas penggunaan harta kekayaan Partai.

Pengelolaan semua harta kekayaan Partai dilakukan oleh DPP pada tingkat Pusat dan dipertanggung
jawabkan dalam Kongres.

Pasal 89 ART PDIP

Bendahara Partai bertanggungjawab mengelola keuangan dan kekayaan Partai yang disampaikan setiap
tahun dalam Rapat Kerja Partai di tingkatannya atau apabila diminta oleh Ketua Dewan Pengurus Partai di
tingkatannya.

ISOP verifikasi
benyimpangan
keuangan

@® Tata cara

i Pengawasan.
® Penindakan (V)

Pasal 93 Ayat (2) huruf e AD PDIP
Mahkamah Partai menyelesaikan perselisihan yang berkaitan dengan pertanggungjawaban keuangan

Pasal 87 Ayat (2) ART PDIP
Kinerja pengelolaan keuangan dan harta kekayaan Partai menjadi bahan evaluasi kinerja pengurus Partai
pada tingkatannya.

Pasal 89 ART PDIP

Bendahara Partai bertanggungjawab mengelola keuangan dan kekayaan Partai yang disampaikan setiap
tahun dalam Rapat Kerja Partai di tingkatannya atau apabila diminta oleh Ketua Dewan Pengurus Partai di
tingkatannya.

Whistleblowing
@ Afirmasi
® Tata cara

[® Perlindungan pelapor.
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Partai Golongan Karya (Golkar)

Komponen Substansi
luran anggota Pasal 47 huruf a AD Partai Golkar
: gz;:;sn‘(i’) Keuangan diperoleh dari iuran anggota.
e Kategorisasi anggota
. Nokesill Pasal 71 Ayat (1) huruf a dan b ART Partai Golkar
o Keterbukaan [l Sumber-sumber keuangan Partai terdiri atas luran Wajib dan luran Sukarela.
Sumbangan Pasal 47 huruf ¢ AD Partai Golkar
: Q:{:;isrl.s(a/s.) Keuangan diperoleh dari sumbangan yang sah dan tidak mengikat.
penyumbang -

perseorangan anggota
partai, perseorangan
bukan anggota,
perusahaan (V)

o Bentuk sumbangan [

e Alokasi

o Keterbukaan [

Pasal 71 Ayat (1) huruf c dan d ART Partai Golkar
Sumber-sumber keuangan Partai terdiri atas Sumbangan Perorangan dan Sumbangan Badan atau
Lembaga.

Penggalangan

dana

o Afirmasi [l

o Tatacara [l

o Keterbukaan [l

SOP keuangan
® Aktor (V)
Perencanaan ()
Pengelolaan (V)
Pembukuan (V)

Tata cara penggunaan

Keterbukaan .

® Pertanggungjawaban

Pasal 71 Ayat (2) dan (3) ART Partai Golkar

Semua pemasukan dan pengeluaran keuangan organisasi dipertanggungjawabkan oleh Dewan
Pimpinan/Pimpinan Partai pada Musyawarah sesuai tingkatannya dan dilaporkan kepada instansi yang
berwenang menurut peraturan perundang-undangan.

Ketentuan lebih lanjut tentang pengelolaan dan mekanisme pertanggungjawaban keuangan Partai diatur
dalam Peraturan Organisasi.

Pasal 51 Ayat (1) s.d. (7) Juklak Tata Kerja DPP Partai Golkar

“ Tugas, tanggung jawab, dan wewenang Bendahara Umum adalah:
(1) Melaksanakan kebijakan Partai di Bidang Keuangan.
(2) Menggali, mengelola dan mengembangkan sumber-sumber dana dan sarana- sarana lainnya untuk
menunjang pelaksanaan Program Partai Golkar.
(3) Menggalang iuran anggota.
(4) Mengadakan usaha-usaha lainnya yang sah untuk mengumpulkan dana untuk kepentingan Partai
Golkar.
(5) Menyusun Rencana Anggaran Pendapatan dan Belanja Partai Golkar.
(6) Mengawasi pemasukan dan penggunaan dana sesuai dengan petunjuk Ketua Umum.
(7) Melaksanakan inventarisasi, penilaian dan penatausahaan aset Partai Golkar di seluruh wilayah
Indonesia.
Pasal 53 Ayat (1) s.d.(3) Juklak Tata Kerja DPP Partai Golkar
(1) Sumber pendanaan yang diperoleh dari iuran anggota, bantuan negara, sumbangan tidak mengikat
dan usaha lain yang sah, serta penyimpanannya di Bank dilaporkan oleh Bendahara Umum kepada
Ketua Umum.
(2) Usaha lain yang sah untuk memperoleh dana sebagaimana disebutkan dalam ayat (1) pasal ini
dilakukan Bendahara Umum dengan persetujuan Ketua Umum.
(3) Cheque dan bilyet giro untuk pengambilan dan pemindahan Uang dari Bank ditandatangani oleh
Bendahara Umum dan Ketua Umum atau Pejabat lain yang ditunjuk oleh Ketua umum.
SOP verifikasi Pasal 51 Ayat (6) Juklak Tata Kerja DPP Partai Golkar
penyimpangan Tugas, tanggung jawab, dan wewenang Bendahara Umum adalah mengawasi pemasukan dan
keuangan penggunaan dana sesuai dengan petunjuk Ketua Umum.
® Tata cara.

® Pengawasan (V)

® Penindakan

Whistleblowing
[ ] Aﬂrmasi.
® Tatacara

® Perlindungan pelapor
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Partai Gerakan Indonesia Raya (Gerindra)

Komponen

Substansi

luran anggota

o Afirmasi (V)

e Besaran (V)

e Kategorisasi anggota
(2]

o Alokasi [l

o Keterbukaan [

Pasal 71 Ayat (1) & (4) AD Partai Gerindra

Keuangan Partai bersumber dari:

(1) luran Anggota dan iuran Pengurus Partai.

(4) luran Bulanan Anggota DPR dan DPRD dari Partai Gerindra.

Pasal 62 Ayat (1) huruf a, b, ¢, dan g ART Partai Gerindra
(1) Sumber-sumber keuangan Partai terdiri atas:

a. luran wajib Anggota Partai.

b. luran sukarela Anggota Partai

c. luran Pengurus Partai.

g. luran Bulanan Anggota DPR dan DPRD dari Partai Gerindra sebesar 25% (dua puluh lima per
seratus) dari gaji dan tunjangan bulanan sesuai dengan bukti penerimaan dari Sekretariat
DPR/DPRD adalah merupakan kewajiban yang harus dipenuhi oleh setiap anggota DPR dan
DPRD.

Sumbangan

o Afirmasi (V)

e Kategorisasi
penyumbang -
perseorangan anggota
partai, perseorangan
bukan anggota,
perusahaan(¥/£)

o Bentuk sumbangan [§

e Alokasi

e Keterbukaan (/)

Pasal 71 Ayat (2) AD Partai Gerindra
Keuangan Partai bersumber dari sumbangan yang sah menurut hukum dan tidak
mengikat.

Pasal 62 Ayat (1) huruf d, e, f ART Partai Gerindra
(1) Sumber-sumber keuangan Partai terdiri atas:
d. Sumbangan perorangan Anggota Partai
e. Sumbangan perorangan bukan Anggota Partai paling banyak senilai Rp. 1.000.000.000 (satu
milyar rupiah) per orang dalam waktu 1 (satu) tahun anggaran.
f. Sumbangan perusahaan dan atau badan usaha, paling banyak senilai Rp. 7.500.000.000 (tujuh
milyar lima ratus juta rupiah) per perusahaan dan/ atau badan usaha dalam waktu 1 (satu) tahun
anggaran.

Pasal 62 Ayat (2) ART Partai Gerindra
Sumbangan sebagaimana dimaksud pada ayat (1) d, e dan f didasarkan pada prinsip kejujuran, sukarela,
keadilan, terbuka, tanggung jawab, serta kedaulatan dan kemandirian.

Penggalangan

dana

o Afirmasi [l

o Alokasi [l

o Tatacara [l

o Keterbukaan [l

SOP keuangan
® Aktor (V)
Perencanaan ()
Pengelolaan (/)
Pembukuan ()

Tata cara penggunaan
@
Keterbukaan ()

® Pertanggungjawaban

)

Pasal 23 Ayat (3) s.d. (5) AD Partai Gerindra

(3) Bendahara Umum bertugas membantu Ketua Umum dalam menjalankan fungsi-fungsi Administrasi
keuangan, dan mengelola keuangan Partai.

(4) Bendahara Umum bertanggung jawab kepada Ketua Umum.

(5) Bendahara Umum dalam melaksanakan tugasnya dibantu oleh Wakil-wakil Bendahara Umum.

Pasal 72 AD Partai Gerindra

(1) Bendahara Partai di setiap tingkatan wajib menyampaikan laporan pertanggung-jawaban
penerimaan dan pengeluaran yang bersumber dari dana bantuan Anggaran Pendapatan dan Belanja
Negara dan Belanja Daerah (APBN/APBD) kepada Badan Pemeriksa Keuangan secara berkala 1
(satu) tahun sekali untuk diaudit paling lambat 1 (satu) bulan setelah tahun anggaran berakhir.

(2) Bendahara Partai di setiap tingkatan wajib menyampaikan laporan pertanggung-jawaban seluruh
penerimaan dan pengeluaran dana yang berasal dari semua sumber kepada Ketua Partai di
masing-masing tingkatan.

Pasal 73 AD Partai Gerindra

(1) Pengelolaan keuangan Partai dilakukan secara transparan dan akuntabel serta diaudit oleh akuntan
publik setiap 1 (satu) tahun.

(2) Penggunaan Anggaran Partai atas persetujuan Ketua, Sekretaris dan Bendahara di masing-masing
tingkatan.

(3) Bendahara Partai di setiap tingkatan wajib membuat laporan keuangan untuk keperluan audit yang
meliputi:
a. Laporan realisasi penggunaan anggaran yang berasal dari APBN/APBD.
b. Laporan neraca.
c. Laporan arus kas.
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(4) Laporan Bendahara Partai tingkat Dewan Pimpinan Daerah dan Dewan Pimpinan Cabang wajib
dilaporkan ke Bendahara Umum Dewan Pimpinan Pusat untuk keperluan audit eksternal sesuai
Peraturan Perundang-undangan.

(5) Pengaturan lebih lanjut sebagaimana dimaksud pada ayat (1), ayat (2), ayat (3) dan ayat (4) diatas
diatur dalam Peraturan Partai.

Pasal 62 Ayat (3) dan (4) ART Partai Gerindra

(3) Semua pemasukan dan pengeluaran keuangan organisasi dipertanggungjawabkan oleh Dewan
Pimpinan/Pimpinan Partai pada Kongres/ Musyawarah sesuai tingkatannya dan dilaporkan kepada
instansi yang berwenang menurut peraturan perundang-undangan.

(4) Ketentuan mengenai pengelolaan dan mekanisme pertanggungjawaban keuangan Partai diatur
dalam Peraturan Partai.

SOP Keuangan Partai Gerindra
Terdiri dari 5 bab:
|. PENDAHULUAN
1. Pengantar
2. Tujuan SOP Keuangan
Il.  STRUKTUR ORGANISASI DPP PARTAI GERINDRA
. Struktur Organisasi DPP Partai Gerindra
. Peran, Tugas Pokok, Uraian Tugas dan Kualifikasi Manajer Keuangan
. Uraian Tugas Staf Keuangan
. Uraian Tugas Kasir Kas Kecil
. Uraian Tugas Staf Pembukuan
ISTEM DAN PEMETAAN PROSEDUR
. Gambaran Umum
2. Pemetaan Prosedur
IV.  URAIAN PROSEDUR STANDAR
1. Prosedur Perencanaan
2. Prosedur Penganggaran
3. Prosedur Penerimaan
4. Prosedur Pengeluaran
V. SISTEM PELAPORAN KEUANGAN
1. Kebijakan Akuntansi
2. Sistematika Kode Akun dan Jurnal Standar
3. Format Laporan Keuangan

]
2
3
4
5
. s
]

SOP verifikasi
penyimpangan
keuangan
[ ] Talacara.
® Pengawasan (V)

® Penindakan

SOP Keuangan Partai Gerindra — Uraian Tugas Bendahara:
Mensupervisi pekerjaan-pekerjaan yang dilakukan oleh Staf Keuangan, Kasir Kas Kecil dan Staf
Pembukuan.

Whistleblowing
o Afirmasi (/)

e Tata cara (/)

e Perlindungan pelapor

Kronologi Tata Cara Pengaduan Penyalahgunaan Wewenang atau Pelanggaran pada Mahkamah
Kehormatan Partai

1. Surat Masuk/Laporan pengaduan dari pihak penggugat.

Laporan disposisi kepada Majelis Kehormatan Partai Gerindra untuk dipelajari.

Majelis Kehormatan Partai Gerindra mempelajari laporan/kasus.

Mengundang penggugat untuk diklarifikasi atas laporan tersebut.

Majelis Kehormatan kembali mempelajari apakah masuk dalam kategori persidangan atau tidak.
Apabila hasil klarifikasi kasus menjadi kategori dalam persidangan, Majelis Kehormatan kembali
mengundang penggugat dan tergugat untuk melakukan sidang Majelis Kehormatan Partai Gerindra.
7. Sidang dilaksanakan.

oA wN

Partai Nasional Demokrat (Nasdem)

Komponen

Substansi

luran anggota

o Afirmasi (/)

o Besaran [l

e Kategorisasi anggota
(£2)

o Alokasi [l

o Keterbukaan [

Pasal 28 huruf a AD Partai Nasdem
Keuangan dan kekayaan Partai diperoleh dari iuran pengurus dan anggota.

Pasal 43 huruf a ART Partai Nasdem
Kekayaan Partai diperoleh dari iuran Pengurus dan anggota.

Sumbangan
o Afirmasi (V)

Pasal 43 huruf b dan ¢ ART Partai Nasdem
Kekayaan Partai diperoleh dari:
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e Kategorisasi
penyumbang -
perseorangan anggota
partai, perseorangan
bukan anggota,
perusahaan (V)

e Bentuk sumbangan
(2]

o Alokasi [l

o Keterbukaan [

b. sumbangan tetap atau tidak tetap dari masyarakat / lembaga / badan yang bersifat sukarela dan
tidak mengikat; dan

c. sumbangan, wakaf, wasiat, hibah lainnya dialihkan atas nama Partai sesuai dengan ketentuan
peraturan perundang-undangan.

Penggalangan
dana
o Afirmasi [l

o Alokasi [l
e Tatacara[lf]
o Keterbukaan [l

SOP keuangan
® Aktor (V)
Perencanaan.
Pengelolaan (V)
Pembukuan (v)

Tata cara penggunaan

Keterbukaan (V)

® Pertanggungjawaban

Pasal 44 ART Partai Nasdem

Bendahara Partai bertugas:

a. mengelola kekayaan Partai.

b. mencatat harta Partai, membukukan pengeluaran dan pemasukan.

c. mengawasi semua jenis kegiatan keuangan dan akutansinya serta melaporkan kepada Dewan
Pimpinan Pusat secara periodik.

Butir 4 Pedoman Pengelolaan Keuangan Partai Nasdem

“ a. Pengelolaan keuangan partai dilaksanakan oleh Bendahara Umum/Bendahara atau Wakilnya dengan
persetujuan Ketua Umum/Ketua sesuai tingkatan kepengurusan partai.
b. Pengelolaan keuangan partai dilaksanakan secara transparan dengan memenuhi prinsip-prinsip
akuntabilitas.
c. Setiap tingkat struktural partai diwajibkan menyusun administrasi pembukuan keuangan mencakup
penerimaan dan penggunaannya, serta melaporkan secara berkala kepada Partai.
d. Penggunaan keuangan partai dalam pelaksanaan kegiatan dan pelaksanaan program partai
dipertanggungjawabkan dalam rapat pengurus harian.
e. Pertanggungjawaban keuangan dan kekayaan partai dilaksanakan pada setiap Rapat Pleno.
SOP verifikasi Pasal 31 Ayat (1) huruf e AD Partai Nasdem
penyimpangan Penyelesaian perselisihan internal sebagaimana dimaksud dalam Pasal 30 ayat (2) (oleh Mahkamah
keuangan Partai) berkaitan dengan pertanggungjawaban keuangan.
® Tatacara

® Pengawasan (V)
® Penindakan (V)

Pasal 44 ART Partai Nasdem huruf ¢
Bendahara Partai bertugas mengawasi semua jenis kegiatan keuangan dan akutansinya serta
melaporkan kepada Dewan Pimpinan Pusat secara periodik.

Whistleblowing
o Afirmasi [l

o Tatacara [l

e Perlindungan pelapor

Partai Kebangkitan Bangsa (PKB)

Komponen

Substansi

luran anggota

o Afirmasi (V)

e Besaran (/)

o Kategorisasi anggota
(2}

e Alokasi (V)

o Keterbukaan [l

Pasal 30 huruf a AD PKB
Keuangan dan aset partai berasal dari iuran anggota.

Pasal 92 Ayat (1) ART PKB
Keuangan partai politik berasal dari uang pangkal anggota, iuran anggota, bantuan dan/atau sumbangan
yang sah menurut ketentuan perundang-undangan yang berlaku.

Pasal 92 Ayat (3) dan (4) ART PKB

(3) Besaran uang iuran anggota ditetapkan oleh DPC;

(4) Uang pangkal dan uang iuran anggota sebagaimana ayat (2) dan (3) dialokasikan sebagai berikut:
a. DPP memperoleh 10 (sepuluh) persen;
b. DPW memperoleh 20 (dua puluh) persen;
c. DPC memperoleh 70 (tujuh puluh) persen.

Pasal 5 Peraturan PKB Nomor 05 Tahun 2020 tentang Kontribusi Anggota Partai
Jenis kontribusi meliputi:
a) Uang pangkal
e Pasal 6: pengertian dan delegasi penetapan besaran.
e Pasal 13: penempatan dan wewenang pengelolaan.
e Pasal 20: alokasi.
b) Iuran anggota
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e Pasal 7: pengertian dan delegasi penetapan besaran.
e Pasal 14: penempatan dan wewenang pengelolaan.
e Pasal 21: alokasi.
¢) Uang bulanan
e Pasal 8: pengertian dan delegasi penetapan besaran.
e Pasal 15: penempatan, sistem pembayaran dan wewenang pengelolaan.
e Pasal 22: alokasi.
d) Dana khidmat
e Pasal 9: pengertian, delegasi penetapan besaran, dan kategorisasi anggota.
e Pasal 16: penempatan dan wewenang pengelolaan.
e Pasal 23: alokasi.
e) luran saksi
e Pasal 10: pengertian, delegasi penetapan besaran, dan kategorisasi anggota.
e Pasal 17: penempatan, delegasi pengaturan tata cara pembayaran, wewenang pengelolaan.
e Pasal 24: alokasi.
f)  Zakat Infaq Sedekah (ZIS)
e Pasal 11: pengertian, besaran, dan kategorisasi anggota.
e Pasal 18: pembayaran, penyerahan wewenang dan tanggung jawab pengelolaan kepada lembaga
ZIS).
e Pasal 25: alokasi.
g) Sumbangan insidental
e Pasal 12: pengertian dan delegasi penetapan besaran.
e Pasal 19: penempatan dan wewenang pengelolaan.
e Pasal 26: alokasi.

Sumbangan

o Afirmasi (V)

e Kategorisasi
penyumbang -
perseorangan anggota
partai, perseorangan
bukan anggota,
perusahaan [J

e Bentuk sumbangan [§

o Alokasi [l

o Keterbukaan [l

Pasal 30 huruf d AD PKB
Keuangan dan aset partai berasal dari sumbangan yang sah dan halal serta tidak mengikat.

Pasal 92 Ayat (1) ART PKB
Keuangan partai politik berasal dari uang pangkal anggota, iuran anggota, bantuan dan/atau sumbangan
yang sah menurut ketentuan perundang-undangan yang berlaku.

Penggalangan
dana
o Afirmasi [

o Alokasi [l
o Tatacara [l
o Keterbukaan [l

SOP keuangan
[ ] Aktor.
Perencanaan.
Pengelolaan .
Pembukuan ()

Tata cara penggunaan

Keterbukaan .

® Pertanggungjawaban

Pasal 92 Ayat (5) s.d. (7) ART PKB

(5) DPP,DPW dan DPC yang mendapatkan bantuan keuangan yang bersumber dari APBN/ APBD
sebagaimana ayat (1) harus membuat dan menyampaikan laporan pertanggungjawabannya di
tingkatan masing-masing.

(6) Tahun buku Partai dimulai setelah terpilihnya Dewan Pengurus Partai yang baru pada setiap
tingkatan dan berakhir pada tahun berikutnya.

(7) Hal-hal yang menyangkut dengan keuangan partai diatur dalam peraturan partai.

(&2}
SOP verifikasi Pasal 67 Ayat (2) huruf e ART PKB
penyimpangan Perselisihan dan atau konflik internal Partai Politik yang dapat diajukan permohonan penyelesaian
keuangan kepada Majelis Tahkim adalah pertanggung jawaban keuangan.
® Tata cara

[ ] Pengawasan.
® Penindakan (V)

Peraturan Partai Nomor 01 Tahun 2011 tentang Pedoman Penyelesaian Sengketa Internal Partai
Kebangkitan Bangsa

Whistleblowing
e Afirmasi (V)

e Tata cara (/)

e Perlindungan pelapor

Pasal 66 Ayat (3) ART PKB
Anggota Majelis Tahkim adalah Pengurus DPP yang diberikan wewenang untuk memeriksa dan
mengadili setiap perkara dan atau pengaduan yang diajukan oleh Anggota Partai.

Pasal 67 Ayat (1) ART PKB
Majelis Tahkim mempunyai kewenangan untuk menerima pengaduan, memeriksa serta mengadili setiap
perkara dan atau pengaduan yang diajukan oleh anggota partai.

Peraturan Partai Nomor 01 Tahun 2011 tentang Pedoman Penyelesaian Sengketa Internal Partai
Kebangkitan Bangsa
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Partai Demokrat

Komponen Substansi
luran anggota Pasal 96 Ayat (1) huruf a dan b AD Partai Demokrat
o Afirmasi (/) Keuangan Partai diperoleh dari:
o Besaran [l
e Kategorisasi anggota a. luran Anggota.
. ﬁ\ﬁ(asi. b. luran Anggota Fraksi pada semua tingkatan.

o Keterbukaan [

Pasal 97 Ayat (1) huruf a dan b ART Partai Demokrat

Keuangan Partai diperoleh dari:

a. luran Anggota.

b. luran Anggota Fraksi Partai Demokrat (F-PD) pada semua tingkatan, yang terdiri dari iuran wajib dan
iuran sukarela.

Sumbangan

o Afirmasi (V)

e Kategorisasi
penyumbang -
perseorangan anggota
partai, perseorangan
bukan anggota,
perusahaan [§

e Bentuk sumbangan
(2]

o Alokasi [l

o Keterbukaan [l

Pasal 96 Ayat (1) huruf ¢ AD Partai Demokrat
Keuangan Partai diperoleh dari sumbangan yang sah sesuai dengan Peraturan Perundang-undangan
yang berlaku.

Pasal 97 Ayat (1) huruf c ART Partai Demokrat
Keuangan Partai diperoleh dari sumbangan yang sah menurut peraturan perundang-undangan yang
berlaku.

Pasal 97 Ayat (2) ART Partai Demokrat
Sumbangan sebagaimana tertuang dalam ayat (1) butir (c) dapat berupa uang, barang dan/atau jasa.

Penggalangan
dana
o Afirmasi [l

o Alokasi [l
o Tatacara [l
o Keterbukaan [l

SOP keuangan
® Aktor (V)
Perencanaan ()
Pengelolaan (V)
Pembukuan (v)

Tata cara penggunaan

Keterbukaan (V)

® Pertanggungjawaban

(£2)

Pasal 26 Ayat (2) s.d. (6) AD Partai Demokrat

(2) Bendahara Umum adalah penanggung jawab administrasi keuangan.

(3) Bendahara Umum bertugas melakukan pengelolaan keuangan partai sesuai dengan rencana yang
telah ditetapkan.

(4) Bendahara Umum bertugas melakukan pencarian sumber keuangan untuk partai sesuai
Undang-Undang dan peraturan.

(5) Bendahara Umum dalam melaksanakan tugas bertanggung jawab kepada Ketua Umum.

(6) Bendahara Umum dibantu oleh Wakil-Wakil Bendahara Umum.

Pasal 96 Ayat (2) AD Partai Demokrat
Pengelolaan keuangan partai diatur dalam Anggaran Rumah Tangga dan peraturan
lainnya.

Pasal 19 ART Partai Demokrat (Tugas dan Kewajiban Bendahara Umum)

(1) Merencanakan, memimpin dan mengendalikan tata administrasi serta pengelolaan keuangan partai.

(2) Mengupayakan pencarian sumber-sumber keuangan partai yang sah, sesuai hukum dan
perundang-undangan yang berlaku.

(3) Menggunakan sumber daya dan infrastruktur partai dalam melaksanakan tugas dan tanggung
jawabnya.

(4) Memberikan saran dan masukan kepada Ketua Umum dalam ruang lingkup tugas dan tanggung
jawabnya.

(5) Meminta laporan pertanggungjawaban penggunaan dana bantuan Partai Politik dari pemerintah
daerah yang diterima oleh Dewan Pimpinan Daerah dan Dewan Pimpinan Cabang.

(6) Melaporkan pertanggungjawaban keuangan Partai pada Ketua Umum dan Dewan Pimpinan Pusat.

Pasal 20 ART Partai Demokrat (Tugas dan Kewajiban Wakil-Wakil Bendahara Umum)
(1) Membantu Bendahara Umum dalam:

a. Mengelola aset dan keuangan partai.

b. Merencanakan, melaksanakan, mengendalikan dan mengevaluasi kegiatan penganggaran dan
perbendaharaan serta tata administrasi keuangan partai.

c. Merencanakan, melaksanakan dan mengendalikan kegiatan akuntansi dan pembukuan
keuangan, yang meliputi realisasi penggunaan anggaran, neraca berjalan, dan arus kas
keuangan partai.

d. Merencanakan, melaksanakan dan mengendalikan kegiatan perbendaharaan keuangan.

Melakukan pencarian sumber keuangan untuk partai sesuai Undang-Undang dan peraturan.
f. Melaporkan keuangan partai secara keseluruhan sesuai peraturan yang berlaku.

o©
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(2) Melaporkan pelaksanaan kegiatan kepada Bendahara Umum.

Pasal 98 ART Partai Demokrat

(1) Pengelolaan keuangan partai dilaksanakan oleh Bendahara Umum/Bendahara atau Wakilnya dengan
persetujuan Ketua Umum/Ketua sesuai tingkatan kepengurusan partai.

(2) Pengelolaan keuangan partai dilaksanakan secara transparan dengan memenuhi prinsip-prinsip
akuntabilitas.

(3) Setiap tingkat struktural partai diwajibkan menyusun administrasi pembukuan keuangan mencakup
penerimaan dan penggunaannya, serta melaporkan secara berkala kepada Ketua Umum/Ketua.

(4) Penggunaan keuangan partai dalam pelaksanaan kegiatan dan pelaksanaan program partai
dipertanggungjawabkan dalam rapat pengurus harian selambat-lambatnya 30 (tiga puluh) hari
setelah pelaksanaan kegiatan atau program tersebut selesai.

(5) Pertanggungjawaban keuangan dan kekayaan partai dilaksanakan pada setiap
Kongres/Musyawarah bersamaan dengan laporan pertanggungjawaban pengurus partai.

(6) Ketentuan tentang pengelolaan keuangan diatur lebih lanjut dalam Peraturan Organisasi.

Pasal 6 Ayat (1) Kode Etik dan Pedoman Pelaksanaan Kode Etik Partai Demokrat

Partai Demokrat secara perorangan dan kelembagaan melaksanakan fungsi manajemen organisasi
berdasarkan perencanaan (planning), pengorganisasian (organizing), penetapan program-program
(programming), pelaksanaan program (actualizing), penetapan anggaran (budgeting), dan kontrol
(controlling) yang transparan dan akuntabel dan didukung dengan teknologi informasi dan teknologi
terkini lainnya.

Pasal 6 Ayat (3) huruf d dan e Kode Etik dan Pedoman Pelaksanaan Kode Etik Partai Demokrat

Standar minimal pelaksanaan prinsip manajemen organisasi antara lain sebagai berikut:

d. Partai Demokrat wajib membuka akses dan menyampaikan informasi yang berkaitan dengan
pengelolaan organisasi, program dan keuangan kepada konstituen/masyarakat mitra dan publik baik
diminta ataupun tidak.

e. Partai Demokrat di dalam menetapkan anggaran, tidak dibenarkan melakukan praktek-praktek yang
merugikan keuangan partai.

SOP verifikasi
penyimpangan
keuangan

® Tata cara.

® Pengawasan (V)
® Penindakan (V)

Pasal 20 Ayat (1) huruf e AD Partai Demokrat
Mahkamah Partai bertugas untuk menyelesaikan Perselisihan Internal Partai yang meliputi antara lain
pertanggungjawaban keuangan.

Pasal 97 Ayat (1) AD Partai Demokrat

Perselisihan internal partai adalah perselisihan yang berkenaan dengan kepengurusan; pelanggaran
terhadap hak anggota; pemecatan tanpa alasan yang jelas; penyalahgunaan kewenangan;
pertanggungjawaban keuangan; dan/atau keberatan terhadap keputusan partai.

Pasal 19 Ayat (1) ART Partai Demokrat (Tugas dan Kewajiban Bendahara Umum)
Merencanakan, memimpin dan mengendalikan tata administrasi serta pengelolaan keuangan partai.

Pasal 20 Ayat (1) huruf b s.d. d ART Partai Demokrat (Tugas dan Kewajiban Wakil-Wakil Bendahara
Umum)
(1) Membantu Bendahara Umum dalam:

b. Merencanakan, melaksanakan, mengendalikan dan mengevaluasi kegiatan penganggaran dan
perbendaharaan serta tata administrasi keuangan partai.

c. Merencanakan, melaksanakan dan mengendalikan kegiatan akuntansi dan pembukuan
keuangan, yang meliputi realisasi penggunaan anggaran, neraca berjalan, dan arus kas
keuangan partai.

d. Merencanakan, melaksanakan dan mengendalikan kegiatan perbendaharaan keuangan.

Kode Etik dan Pedoman Pelaksanaan Kode Etik Partai Demokrat (Bagian Kedua / BAB VIl s.d. BAB XV /
Pasal 15 s.d. Pasal 31)

VII. Pelaksanaan dan Penegakan Kode Etik

VIIl. Dewan Kehormatan

IX. Komisi Pengawas

X. Prinsip-prinsip Penegakan Kode Etik

XI. Laporan dan Pengaduan

XIl. Penjadwalan dan Panggilan Sidang

XllI. Pemeriksaan

XIV. Rapat Permusyawaratan Dewan Kehormatan
XV. Keputusan

Whistleblowing
o Afirmasi (V)
e Tata cara (V)

Pasal 97 Ayat (2) AD Partai Demokrat
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e Perlindungan pelapor

Penyelesaian perselisihan internal partai sebagaimana disebutkan dalam ayat (1) dilaksanakan oleh
Mahkamah Partai atas laporan dari anggota/kader dan/atau pengurus partai terkait.

Pasal 19 Kode Etik dan Pedoman Pelaksanaan Kode Etik Partai Demokrat

(1) Pelapor adalah masyarakat dan/atau Komisi Pengawas.

(2) Terlapor adalah anggota dan kader yang diduga telah melakukan tindakan-tindakan atau berperilaku
yang dilarang menurut Kode Etik ini.

(3) Pelapor dan Terlapor tidak dapat diwakili ataupun didampingi oleh kuasanya.

(4) Pihak yang bukan kader sebagaimana dimaksud dalam Kode Etik ini tidak dapat menjadi pihak
dalam laporan ini.

Pasal 20 Kode Etik dan Pedoman Pelaksanaan Kode Etik Partai Demokrat
(1) Laporan ditulis dalam bahasa Indonesia dan harus memuat:
a. Identitas lengkap yang menjadi Pelapor.
b. Nama dan alamat lengkap yang menjadi Terlapor.
c. Uraian yang jelas tentang waktu, tempat, dan bagaimana tindakan/perilaku kader yang
dilaporkan itu terjadi.
d. Hal-hal yang menjadi dampak dari perilaku/tindakan kader tersebut untuk partai dan negara
(2) Laporan harus disertai dengan alat-alat bukti pendukung seperti surat, barang bukti, dan lain-lain
sebagaimana diatur dalam Kode Etik ini.
(3) Apabila Pelapor bermaksud mengajukan saksi dan pejabat/ahli maka Pelapor harus menyertakan
nama-nama lengkap beserta jabatannya.
(4) Laporan dibuat dalam rangkap 6 (enam), ditandatangani dan diberikan materai secukupnya.

Partai Keadilan Sejahtera (PKS)

Komponen

Substansi

luran anggota

o Afirmasi (/)

o Besaran [l

e Kategorisasi anggota

o Alokasi [l
o Keterbukaan [l

Pasal 56 Ayat (1) huruf a AD PKS
Keuangan Partai berasal dari iuran dan sumbangan Anggota Partai.

Sumbangan

o Afirmasi (V)

e Kategorisasi
penyumbang -
perseorangan anggota
partai, perseorangan
bukan anggota,
perusahaan [§

e Bentuk sumbangan [l

o Alokasi [l

o Keterbukaan [l

Pasal 56 Ayat (1) huruf a AD PKS
Keuangan Partai berasal dari iuran dan sumbangan Anggota Partai.

Penggalangan
dana
o Afirmasi [l

o Alokasi [l
o Tatacara [l
o Keterbukaan [l

SOP keuangan
® Aktor (V)
Perencanaan ()
Pengelolaan ()
Pembukuan (V)

Tata cara penggunaan
(&2)
Keterbukaan .

® Pertanggungjawaban

(2]

Pasal 18 Ayat (2) huruf f dan g AD PKS

Dewan Pimpinan Tingkat Pusat sebagaimana dimaksud pada ayat (1) berwenang membuat rekomendasi
mengenai:

f. anggaran pendapatan dan belanja tahunan dan program kerja Dewan Pengurus Pusat.

g. anggaran belanja tahunan dan program kerja Majelis Pertimbangan Pusat dan Dewan Syariah Pusat.

Pasal 32 Ayat (2) huruf a s.d. c AD PKS

Dewan Pengurus Pusat sebagaimana dimaksud dalam Pasal 24 ayat (3) huruf b bertugas:

a. menyusun rencana kerja dan rancangan anggaran pendapatan dan belanja tahunan Dewan
Pengurus Pusat berikut Struktur Partai di bawahnya berdasarkan Rencana Strategis Partai.

b. mengompilasi rencana kerja dan rancangan anggaran belanja tahunan Majelis Pertimbangan Pusat,
Dewan Pengurus Pusat, dan Dewan Syariah Pusat.

c. mengajukan rencana kerja dan rancangan anggaran tahunan sebagaimana dimaksud pada huruf b
kepada Dewan Pimpinan Tingkat Pusat.

Pasal 56 Ayat (2) AD PKS
Penyelenggaraan serta pengelolaan keuangan dan perbendaharaan Partai diatur dengan Panduan Dewan
Pengurus Pusat sesuai dengan peraturan perundang-undangan.
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Pasal 41 huruf m dan n ART PKS

Tugas struktural Dewan Pengurus Pusat sebagai berikut:

m. menerima dan mengelola bantuan Anggaran Pendapatan dan Belanja Negara dan sumber lain yang
sesuai dengan peraturan perundang-undangan.

n. menyampaikan laporan perbendaharaan dan keuangan Partai serta evaluasi secara berkala kepada
Ketua Majelis Syura melalui Dewan Pimpinan Tingkat Pusat.

Pedoman Pengelolaan Keuangan/SOP Keuangan (flowcharts)

1. Karo/Kadep mengajukan proposal kegiatan kepada Kabid/Sekbid/Kabad/Sekbad

2. Kabad/Sekbid/Kabid/Sekbad melakukan otorisasi lalu menyerahkan proposal kepada Setjen.

3. Setjen melakukan verifikasi kesesuaian dengan RKAT.

4. Jikatidak disetujui, proposal dikembalikan ke Kabid/Sekbid/Kabad/Sekbad untuk diperbaiki atau
diganti kegiatannya.

5. Jika disetujui, Kabid/Sekbid/Kabad/Sekbad menyerahkan proposal paling lambat H-7 ke Bendahara
Cq: Karo Keuangan & Aset.

6. Bendahara melakukan verifikasi kesesuaian dengan standard dan kewajaran harga.

7. Salinan Proposal dan dana diserahkan ke Kabid/Sekbid/Kabad/Sekbad.

8. Karo/Kadep/Kabid/Kabad mengumpulkan bukti pengeluaran lalu Sekbid/Sekbad menyerahkan
bukti-bukti tersebut kepada Bendahara.

9. Bendahara menyimpan proposal kegiatan dan bukti pengeluaran.

SOP verifikasi
penyimpangan
keuangan

® Tata cara

L] Pengawasan.

® Penindakan (V)

Pasal 19 Ayat (1), (2), (4) dan (5) Panduan Partai Nomor 2 Tahun 2021 Tentang Kode Etik Partai

Keadilan Sejahtera

(1) Penegakan Kode Etik dilakukan oleh Komisi Disiplin dengan arif dan bijaksana.

(2) Penegakan Kode Etik dilakukan melalui upaya pencegahan dan penindakan.

(4) Upaya penindakan dilakukan oleh Komisi Disiplin berdasarkan Panduan Partai yang mengatur
tentang Tata Beracara Penegakan Disiplin Syaariah, Organisasi dan Kode Etik Partai dan Panduan
Partai tentang Pemberian Penghargaan dan Penjatuhan Sanksi.

(5) Anggota Komisi Disiplin wajib mengutamakan fungsi, tugas, dan wewenang Komisi Disiplin.

Catatan: termasuk larangan bagi anggota Partai berdasar Panduan Partai Nomor 2 Tahun 2021 Tentang
Kode Etik Partai Keadilan Sejahtera adalah menyalahgunakan dan/atau merampas aset Partai (Pasal 8
huruf m).

Whistleblowing
o Afirmasi (/)

o Tatacara [l

e Perlindungan pelapor

Pasal 1 angka 15 Panduan Partai Nomor 2 Tahun 2021 Tentang Kode Etik Partai Keadilan Sejahtera

Sidang MPDP (Majelis Penegak Disiplin Partai) adalah proses penyampaian Laporan Hasil Investigasi,
pemeriksaan alat bukti, dan penyampaian keterangan dari pengadu, teradu, saksi, ahli, atau pihak lain,
baik bersama-sama maupun sendiri-sendiri sesuai dengan pertimbangan MPDP dan dilaksanakan dalam
ruang sidang MPDP atau ruang yang ditentukan oleh MPDP.

Partai Amanat Nasional (PAN)

Komponen Substansi
luran anggota Pasal 32 huruf a s.d. c AD PAN
o Afirmasi (£) Sumber keuangan partai berasal dari:
o Besaran [l
o Kategorisasi anggota a. luran anggota.
. mkasi. b. luran wajib anggota legislatif.

o Keterbukaan [l

c. luran wajib anggota eksekutif.

Sumbangan

o Afirmasi (V)

e Kategorisasi
penyumbang -
perseorangan anggota
partai, perseorangan
bukan anggota,
perusahaan [l

o Bentuk sumbangan [l

o Alokasi [l

o Keterbukaan [l

Pasal 32 huruf d AD PAN
Sumber keuangan partai berasal dari sumbangan sah menurut hukum.

Penggalangan
dana
o Afirmasi [l

o Alokasi [l
o Tatacara [l
o Keterbukaan [l

SOP keuangan
® Aktor (/)

® Perencanaan ()
® Pengelolaan (/)

[ ] Pembukuan.

Pasal 33 AD PAN (Tata Kelola Keuangan Partai)

1. Keuangan partai dikelola secara tertib, transparan, dan bertanggungjawab sesuai peraturan
perundang-undangan.

2. Keuangan partai disusun dalam suatu Rancangan Anggaran Pendapatan dan Belanja Partai (RAPBP)
untuk jangka waktu satu tahun.

3. RAPBP wajib disusun oleh dewan pimpinan partai dan ditetapkan dalam Rapat Kerja.
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® Tata cara penggunaan

® Keterbukaan (/)

® Pertanggungjawaban

(&2)

4. APBP mengatur tentang pendapatan dan belanja kegiatan partai yang membutuhkan pembiayaan
dalam kapasitas tertentu.

5. Belanja partai terdiri dari pembiayaan penguatan infrastruktur partai, pengeluaran rutin Dewan
Pimpinan Partai dan pengeluaran implementasi program kerja partai.

6. Menunjuk auditor internal yang ditunjuk pada rapat kerja satu tahun sebelum pelaksanaan
Permusyawaratan.

SOP verifikasi
penyimpangan
keuangan

[ ) Talacaral

® Pengawasan (V)
® Penindakan (V)

Pasal 33 angka 6 AD PAN (Tata Kelola Keuangan Partai)
Menunjuk auditor internal yang ditunjuk pada rapat kerja satu tahun sebelum pelaksanaan
Permusyawaratan.

Pasal 65 angka 3 ART PAN

Mahkamah Partai (MP) berwenang untuk menyelesaikan perselisihan yang berkenaan dengan
kepengurusan, pelanggaran terhadap hak politik anggota, pemecatan tanpa alasan yang jelas,
penyalahgunaan kewenangan, pertanggungjawaban keuangan, dan atau keberatan terhadap keputusan
partai politik.

Whistleblowing
o Afirmasi (V)

o Tatacara [l

e Perlindungan pelapor

Pasal 65 angka 4 ART PAN
Penyelesaian perselisihan sebagaimana dimaksud ayat (1) harus diselesaikan paling lambat 60 (enam
puluh) hari sejak penerimaan berkas pengaduan atau gugatan.

Partai Persatuan Pembangunan (PPP)

Komponen Substansi
luran anggota Pasal 79 Ayat (1) huruf a dan b AD PPP
: gz;’;‘raaf]‘(.’) Keuangan PPP diperoleh dari:

e Kategorisasi anggota
)

o Alokasi (V)

o Keterbukaan [l

a. Uang pangkal dan iuran anggota.
b. luran wajib anggota yang duduk sebagai Anggota Legislatif, Pejabat Eksekutif, dan Pejabat Lembaga
Pemerintahan lainnya.

Pasal 68 Ayat (1) s.d. (3) ART PPP
(1) Jumlah uang pangkal dan uang iuran anggota ditetapkan oleh Pengurus Harian sesuai tingkatannya.
(2) Uang pangkal dan uang iuran anggota dipungut oleh Pengurus Harian DPC PPP, dibagi untuk:
a. DPC PPP 20 (dua puluh) persen.
b. PAC PPP 30 (tiga puluh) persen.
c. PRPPP 50 (lima puluh) persen.
(3) Jumlah iuran wajib bagi anggota yang menjadi pejabat publik serta penggunaannya ditetapkan oleh
Pengurus Harian sesuai tingkatannya.

Sumbangan

o Afirmasi [

e Kategorisasi
penyumbang -
perseorangan anggota
partai, perseorangan
bukan anggota,
perusahaan [

o Bentuk sumbangan [§

o Alokasi [l

o Keterbukaan [l

Penggalangan

dana
o Afirmasi Bl

o Alokasi [l
e Tatacara [l
o Keterbukaan [l

SOP keuangan
® Aktor (V)
Perencanaan ()
Pengelolaan (/)
Pembukuan ()

Tata cara penggunaan

Keterbukaan (V)

® Pertanggungjawaban

(2]

Pasal 79 Ayat (2) s.d. (4) AD PPP

(2) Penetapan keuangan sebagaimana ayat 1 huruf a dan huruf b serta pengelolaan keuangan dilakukan
oleh Pengurus Harian di masing-masing tingkatan secara transparan berdasarkan prinsip-prinsip
akuntansi.

(3) Pengurus Harian membuat laporan keuangan untuk keperluan audit yang meliputi: a. Laporan
realisasi anggaran PPP; b. Laporan neraca; dan c. Laporan arus kas.

(4) Pengelolaan keuangan Pengurus Harian sebagaimana dimaksud pada ayat (3) diupayakan diaudit
oleh akuntan publik setiap 1 (satu) tahun dan diumumkan secara periodik paling sedikit dalam Rapat
Pengurus Harian sesuai tingkatannya dan/atau website internal PPP.

Pasal 9 Ayat (6), (8), dan (9) ART PPP

(6) Bendahara Umum DPP dan Bendahara DPW/DPC/PAC/PR/DPLN bertugas merencanakan,
melaksanakan pengumpulan dana, dan mengelola administrasi keuangan PPP dengan transparan
dan sebaik-baiknya.
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(8) Keuangan PPP dipertanggungjawabkan oleh Bendahara Umum DPP dan Bendahara
DPW/DPC/PAC/PR/DPLN kepada Pengurus Harian sekurang-kurangnya 3 (tiga) bulan sekali dalam
rapat Pengurus Harian dan selanjutnya Pengurus Harian melaporkannya kepada Pengurus Harian
Dewan Pimpinan 1 (satu) tingkat di atasnya 1 (satu) tahun sekali selambat-lambatnya pada bulan
April pada tahun fiskal berikutnya.

(9) Bendahara Umum DPP PPP dapat mengumumkan hasil audit keuangan PPP yang diupayakan
dilakukan oleh Kantor Akuntan Publik kepada masyarakat, setidak-tidaknya melalui situs resmi PPP,
secara periodik.

Pasal 68 Ayat (4) s.d. (6) ART PPP

(4) Bendahara Umum/Bendahara menyelenggarakan administrasi keuangan partai secara transparan
berdasarkan prinsip-prinsip akuntansi.

(5) Bendahara Umum/Bendahara menyampaikan laporan keuangan dalam Rapat Pengurus Harian yang
diselenggarakan sesuai dengan tingkatannya.

(6) Tahun buku keuangan Partai mengikuti tahun fiskal, dimulai pada saat dipilih dan ditetapkannya
Pengurus Harian oleh Musyawarah sesuai tingkatannya.

SOP verifikasi
penyimpangan
keuangan

® Tata cara

® Pengawasan

® Penindakan (V)

Pasal 24 Ayat (5) huruf d AD PPP
Mahkamah Partai DPP bertugas dan berwenang memutus perkara dugaan penyalahgunaan keuangan.

Whistleblowing
o Afirmasi (V)

o Tatacara [

e Perlindungan pelapor

Pasal 19 Ayat (1) huruf e ART PPP
Mahkamah Partai DPP bertugas dan berwenang menerima dan memutus pengaduan perkara dugaan
penyalahgunaan keuangan.
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ANNEX 2.
List of Treasurers and Deputy Treasurers of Political Parties

Partai

No. Politik Nama Kualifikasi/Keterangan
1. PDIP 1. Olly Dondokambey, SE. (Bendahara) Wakil ketua Badan Anggaran (Banggar) DPR-RI (2009-2014).
https://tirto.id/m/ollv-dondokambey-o01
2. Rudianto Tjen (Wakil Bendahara) Wakil Bendahara DPP PDI Perjuangan (2010 — 2015).
httos://www.dpr.go.id/blog/profil/id/250
2. Golkar 1. H. Dito Ganinduto MBA (Bendahara) Wakil Bendahara PPK Kosgoro (2009 —2014).

bttps://www.dprgo.id/blog/profil/id/128

2. Ir. Junaidi Elvis, M.hum (Wakil Bendahara)

3. Dewi Asmara, SH, MH (Wakil Bendahara)

4. Karan Sukarno Walia (Wakil Bendahara)

5. Rina Dwi Andini, SH, MH (Wakil Bendahara)

6. Jacobus Dwihartanto (Wakil Bendahara)

7. Agoes Rianto Silaban (Wakil Bendahara) Direktur Keuangan Goodwill Carrier (Asia) Ltd. (Hong Kong)
(2002-).

https://www.mbss.co.id/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/AR-MBS
S-2014 pdf

8. Ir. Hanan A Rozak, M.S. (Wakil Bendahara)

9. Hj. Adde Rosi Khoerunnisa, S.50S (Wakil
Bendahara)

10. Badruttamam (Wakil Bendahara)

11. Raymond C Syauta (Wakil Bendahara)

12. Dyah Roro Esti Widya Putri (Wakil Bendahara)

13. Shinta Widjaja (Wakil Bendahara)

14. |Ir. Hj. Sari Yuliati, MT (Wakil Bendahara)

15. H. M. Salim Fakhry (Wakil Bendahara)

16. M Firaldi Akbar Zulkarnain, S.MN (Wakil
Bendahara)

17. Josef Adreanus Nae Soi (Wakil Bendahara)

18. Adanti Kurnia Pradita (Wakil Bendahara)

19. Medina Wiranatakusumah (Wakil Bendahara)

20. Herna Dwi Kusumawati (Wakil Bendahara)

21. Selina Gita (Wakil Bendahara)

22. Dadan Pahlawan Irawan (Wakil Bendahara)

23. Syafa'at Perdana (Wakil Bendahara)

24. Hariara Tambunan SE, SH (Wakil Bendahara)
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Gerindra 1. Thomas A. M. Djiwandono (Bendahara) Analisis keuangan di Whetlock NatWest Securities, Hong Kong.

2. Ir. Simon Aloysius Mantiri, S.T., M.B.A (Wakil

Bendahara

3. Satrio Dimas Adityo, M.B.A (Wakil Bendahara)

4. Iman Kusumo (Wakil Bendahara)

5. Titah Haryati, S.E., Ak. (Wakil Bendahara)

6. Sally Boen, S.E. (Wakil Bendahara) Finance Director / Corporate FC - PT Marmitria Graha Sukses
(MS Group).
https://www.linkedin.com/in/sally-boen-81878919/?originalSub
domain=id

7. Ir. Fifi Fathia (Wakil Bendahara)

8. Rila Gantino, Ph.D. (Wakil Bendahara)

9. Arnold Parulian (Wakil Bendahara) Associate Director Ernst & Young Indonesia (2001-, Tax Attorney,
dan Certified Tax Consultant.
https://www:.linkedin.com/in/arnold-parulian-9a2b5440/?origin
alSubdomain=id

10. Kennes Amanda Decemia (Wakil Bendahara)

11. Resiya Syafri (Wakil Bendahara)

12. Clifford Patrick Wuisan (Wakil Bendahara)

13. Vivid Indah Dini (Wakil Bendahara)

14. Denny Irawan (Wakil Bendahara)

15. Tri Noviyanti (Wakil Bendahara)

16. Ng. Li Lie (Wakil Bendahara)

17. Siti Rahma Dewi (Wakil Bendahara)

18. Ernawati Yuni Choerani (Wakil Bendahara)

19. Riefky Pranata Hutama R (Wakil Bendahara)

20. R Muhammad Khair Prawiro (Wakil

Bendahara)

21. Dessy Indrayani, SH. MH (Wakil Bendahara)

22. Andreas Medio Yulius (Wakil Bendahara)

23. Dara Febri Yani (Wakil Bendahara)

24. Vanessa Oetomo (Wakil Bendahara)

25. Amos Pantas H. Hutabarat (Wakil Bendahara)

26. Slamet Abdul Azis (Wakil Bendahara)

Nasdem 1.  Ahmad Sahroni (Bendahara) Bendahara Umum Fraksi Partai Nasdem DPR Rl (2014 -) dan
Bendahara Umum DPW DKI Jakarta Partai Nasdem (2013 -).
bttos://www.dpreo.id/blog/profil/id/1392

2. Joice Triatman (Wakil Bendahara) Wakil Bendahara Pengelolaan Aset DPP Nasdem (2013-2018).

3.  Fatmawati Rusdi (Wakil Bendahara)
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PKB 1.  Ir. Nuryasin (Bendahara) Bendahara Umum Yayasan Masjid Raya Bani Umar, Tangerang
(2009 — 2016).
httos://www.dpr.go.id/blog/profil/id/71

2. ElaSiti Nuryamah (Wakil Bendahara)

3.  Evi Fatimah (Wakil Bendahara)

4.  Usman Sidik (Wakil Bendahara)

5.  Bambang Susanto (Wakil Bendahara)

6.  Bertu Merlas, S.T (Wakil Bendahara) Bendahara Forum Keluarga Ogan Komering Ulu/FOKKU (2012 -).

J/ ) fil/id/1367

7.  Anna Mu'Awanah (Wakil Bendahara) Wakil Bendahara Umum Pimpinan Pusat Muslimat Nahdatul
Ulama (PP Muslimat NU) Jakarta (2011-2016).

//idwikipedi . Mu%27 ) n
CT-2

8.  Peggi Patrisia Pattipi (Wakil Bendahara)

9.  Erni Sugiyanti (Wakil Bendahara)

10. Ir. Moh. Nasim (Wakil Bendahara)

11. Febri Diana (Wakil Bendahara)

12. Mulyadi, S.E., M.B.A. (Wakil Bendahara)

Demokrat 1.  H.Renville Antonio, S.H., M.H., M.M. Komisi Keuangan (Komisi C) DPRD Provinsi Jawa Timur
(Bendahara) (2014-2019).
http://web.archive.org/web/20190313201752/http://dprd.jati
mprov.go.id/komisi
2. Indyastari Wikan Ratih, ST., MT.Ars. (Wakil
Bendahara)

3. Edwin Jannerli Tanjung (Wakil Bendahara)

4.  Chairul Yagin Hidayat (Wakil Bendahara) Wakil Bendahara Umum DPP Partai Demokrat (2017-).
https://www.pikiran-rakyat.com/bandung-raya/pr-01292196/ch
airul-yagin-hidayat-pengusaha-muda-cicit-hos-tjokroaminoto-41
7717?page=2

5.  Tatyana Sentani Sutara (Wakil Bendahara)

6.  LasmiIndaryani, SE (Wakil Bendahara) S1 Akuntansi, UNSOED Purwokerto (2001 — 2006).
https://www.dpr.go.id/blog/profil/id/1821

7.  Eka Putra, SE (Wakil Bendahara) Bendahara Umum Angkatan Muda Demokrat Indonesia/AMDI
(2010-2015) dan Wakil Bendahara Umum DPP Partai Demokrat
(2015-2020).
https://id.wikipedia.org/wiki/Eka Putra

8.  Bramantyo Suwondo, M.M.IR.

9.  Lokot Nasution

PKS 1.  Mahfudz Abdurrahman (Bendahara) Bendahara lkatan Penulis Dan Wartawan Muda Islam (1983 —
1985).
https://www.dpr.go.id/blog/profil/id/518

2. Hero E.A. Putra (Wakil Bendahara)

3. Unggul Wibawa W Ak (Wakil Bendahara) BPKP dan Auditor pajak.
bttos://www.maas.co.id/our-consultant/unegul-wibawa/

4.  Budiyanto (Wakil Bendahara)
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PAN Totok Daryanto (Bendahara) Anggota Komisi Keuangan DPR RI (2005-2006).
https://www.merdeka.com/totok-daryanto
Derry Purnamasari (Wakil Bendahara)
Farah Valensiyah Inggrid (Wakil Bendahara)
H. Tengku Rizki Aljupri, BBA, MBA (Wakil Analis Keuangan PT United Tractors Thk (2016-2019) Corporate
Bendahara) Management Trainee.
https://www.tribunnews.com/mata-lokal-memilih/2022/12/05
profil-tengku-rizki-aljupri-wakil-bendahara-umum-dpp-pan-2020
22022:anggota-dprd-kotategallpage=2.
Tri Haryanti (Wakil Bendahara)
H. Nazaruddin Dek Gam (Wakil Bendahara)
Setyawati Molyna (Wakil Bendahara)
Hj. Sri Uleng Z. Bakri (Wakil Bendahara)
PPP Arya Permana Graha (Bendahara) Wakil Bendahara DPD Komite Nasional Pemuda Indonesia

Provinsi (2003-2006).

Dttos://arvapermanagraha.id/

Nadia Hasna Humaira (Wakil Bendahara)

Profesional staf lainnya yang dipekerjakan

Keterangan wawancara.
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ANNEX 3.
List of Political Party PPIDs

Partai AT
No. Politik Nama Kualifikasi/Keterangan
1. PDIP 1. Aryo Adhi Dharmo (PPID Utama - Kepala
Sekretariat Kantor DPP PDI Perjuangan)
2. FA. Bambang Sri Rianto (PPID)
2. Golkar 1. Nurul Arifin (Koordinator Bidang-bidang
Komunikasi & Informasi)
2. Meutya Hafid (Ketua Bidang Media & Jurnalis Metro TV (2001 — 2008).
Penggalangan Opini)
https://www.dpr.go.id/blog/profil/id/195
3. Abd Kodir Djaelani (Departemen Media &
Penggalangan Opini)
4. Haris Kusworo (Departemen Media &
Penggalangan Opini)
5. Rina Fitri (Departemen Media & Penggalangan
Opini)

3. Gerindra 1. Danang Wicaksana Sulistya (Ketua) Ketua Bidang Informasi Strategis Dewan Pengurus Pusat Partai
(DPP) Gerindra (2014 -).
https://bimata.id/2020/09/17897/

2. Satrio Dimas Adityo (Sekretaris)

3. Siti Rahma Dewi (Bendahara)

4. Rohmat Marzuki (Anggota)

5.  Fikrah Auliyaurrahman (Anggota)

6. Fadlun (Anggota)

7. Martina (Anggota)

8. Ernawati (Anggota)

9. Staf Bisindo (Bahasa Isyarat Indonesia) yang Keterangan wawancara.
dipekerjakan

4, Nasdem 1. H. Charles Meikyansah (Ketua PPID - Ketua Manajer Peliputan Metro TV (2002 — 2019) dan Wartawan Jawa

Bidang Media & Komunikasi Publik) POS (1999 - 2002).
https://www.dpr.go.id/blog/profil/id/1858
2. Donny Imam Priambodo (Wakil Ketua PPID -
Ketua Bidang Digital dan Syber)
3. Siar Anggretta Siagian (Sekretaris)
4. Joice Triatman (Bendahara)
5. Hermawi Taslim (Desk Penyediaan Data dan
Informasi)
6. Dedy Ramanta (Desk Penyediaan Data dan
Informasi)
7. Jakfar Sidik (Desk Penyediaan Data dan
Informasi)
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8. Siar Anggretta Siagian (Desk Penyediaan Data
dan Informasi)
9. Dadi Sumaatmaja (Desk Pelayanan dan Jurnalis Metro TV (2000 — 2016).
Pengelolaan Informasi)
- - 2
ginalSubdomain=id
10. Faris Widiyatmoko (Desk Pelayanan dan
Pengelolaan Informasi)
11. Fahrimal Fahim (Desk Pelayanan dan
Pengelolaan Informasi)
12. Honey Annisa (Desk Pelayanan dan
Pengelolaan Informasi)
13. Tita Rusliati (Desk Pelayanan dan Pengelolaan
Informasi)
14. Regginaldo Sultan (Desk Pengaduan &
Penyelesaian Sengketa)
15. Michael Rudolf Dotulung (Desk Pengaduan &
Penyelesaian Sengketa)
16. Parulian Siregar (Desk Pengaduan &
Penyelesaian Sengketa)
PKB 1.  Ahmad Iman (Atasan PPID — Ketua Bidang Wartawan Jurnal Nasional (tahun tidak diketahui).
Komunikasi dan Informasi Teknologi DPP PKB)
https://www.alinea.id/pemilu/ahmad-iman-dapil-jakarta-b1WZy
9gA4
2. Mubhlisin Erce (Wakil Atasan PPID — Kepala
Sekretariat Jenderal DPP PKB)
3. Nurkholim Billy Ariez (PPID)
4. Moh. Yazid (Bidang Pengelolaan Informasi)
5. Adi Mawardi (Bidang Pelayanan Informasi)
6. Wahyu Lestari (Bidang Dokumentasi dan
Arsip)

Demokrat 1. Sigit Raditya, MIS, MA (PPID Utama) Bachelor of Computer Information System and Corps of Cadet di
Norwich University, Amerika Serikat (2000).
https://www.tribunnews.com/mata-lokal-memilih/2022/11/11/
de-2020-2025.

2. Ir. H. R. Muchlis YS, MM (PPID) Angkatan Perdana Diklat Komunikasi Partai Demokrat (16-21
April 2012).
https://kbr.id/kenalicaleg/index.php/caleg/kualitas detail/id/13
04.html

PKS 1.  Ahmad Fathul Bari (PPID Utama — Wasekjen Juru Bicara Bidang Pendidikan dan Budaya PKS Muda (2017).
Komunikasi Publik)

https://www.asumsi.co/post/55494/jubir-pks-muda-fathul-bari-i
ngin-bawa-mimpi-ntt-ke-senayan/

2. Ahmad Mabruri (PPID)

3. Kurnia P. Wijaya (Tim Pelaksana PPID)

4. Bima Pamungkas (Tim Pelaksana PPID)

5. Anggi Wibowo (Tim Pelaksana PPID)

6. Chandra Alif Irawan (Tim Pelaksana PPID)
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https://www.linkedin.com/in/dadi-sumaatmadja-77052b39/?originalSubdomain=id
https://www.linkedin.com/in/dadi-sumaatmadja-77052b39/?originalSubdomain=id
https://www.alinea.id/pemilu/ahmad-iman-dapil-jakarta-b1WZy9gA4
https://www.alinea.id/pemilu/ahmad-iman-dapil-jakarta-b1WZy9gA4
https://www.tribunnews.com/mata-lokal-memilih/2022/11/11/profil-sigit-raditya-direktur-eksekutif-dpp-partai-demokrat-periode-2020-2025
https://www.tribunnews.com/mata-lokal-memilih/2022/11/11/profil-sigit-raditya-direktur-eksekutif-dpp-partai-demokrat-periode-2020-2025
https://www.tribunnews.com/mata-lokal-memilih/2022/11/11/profil-sigit-raditya-direktur-eksekutif-dpp-partai-demokrat-periode-2020-2025
https://kbr.id/kenalicaleg/index.php/caleg/kualitas_detail/id/1304.html
https://kbr.id/kenalicaleg/index.php/caleg/kualitas_detail/id/1304.html
https://www.asumsi.co/post/55494/jubir-pks-muda-fathul-bari-ingin-bawa-mimpi-ntt-ke-senayan/
https://www.asumsi.co/post/55494/jubir-pks-muda-fathul-bari-ingin-bawa-mimpi-ntt-ke-senayan/

Ito Lindanayati Lubis (Tim Pelaksana PPID)

Erwyn Kurniawan, S.IP. (Tim Pelaksana PPID)

Wartawan dan redaktur majalah ESQ 165.

https://www.dakwatuna.com/author/erwyn-kurniawan-s-ip/am

YA

Fachrudin (Tim Pelaksana PPID)

PAN Ibnu Mahmud Bilalludin (PPID Utama —
Pelaksana PPID)
Fikri Yasin (Pelaksana PPID)
Romy Bareno (Pelaksana PPID) Wartawan Metro TV (2006-2007) dan jurnalis di Lativi/TVOne
(sejak 2007)
https://kbr.id/kenalicaleg/2019/caleg/romy-bareno--ba---m-a/5
440.htm|
Khairurrizqo (Sekretariat PPID)
Yanto Awaludin (Sekretariat PPID)
Priyono (Sekretariat PPID)
PPP
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ANNEX 4.

List of IT Managers
No e Nama Kualifikasi/Keterangan
. Politik 4
1. PDIP
2. Golkar 1. Meutya Hafid (Ketua Bidang Media & https://www.partaigolkar.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/Pr
Penggalangan Opini) ogram-Kerja-Bidang-MPO _ok.pdf.
2. Putri Zizi Puput Novel (Wasekjen Bidang
Media & Penggalangan Opini)
3. Gerindra Pengelola IT adalah Tim Media Online DPP Partai Keterangan wawancara.
Gerindra yang merupakan struktur di luar DPP
4, Nasdem Donny Imam Priambodo (Ketua Bidang Digital & Bagian dari PT Fax Internet Indonesia, yang bergerak di bidang
Cyber) Teknologi Informasi dan Pembuatan Software berbasis WEB.
https://finance.detik.com/berita-ekonomi-bisnis/d-3310593/pol
itisi-nasdem-donny-imam-priambodo-daftar-tax-amnesty.
5. PKB Ahmad Iman (Atasan PPID — Ketua Bidang
Komunikasi dan Informasi Teknologi DPP PKB)
Bambang Elfiantono (Sekretaris Bidang Komunikasi | Founder OborNews.com.
dan Informasi Teknologi DPP PKB)
bttos://www.linkedin.com/in/bambangelf/details/experience/ |
6. Demokrat
7. PKS Fachrudin (Kepala Biro IT — dalam struktur humas) Keterangan wawancara.
15 orang yang berfungsi membantu secara teknis,
seperti pengelolaan Kartu Tanda Anggota online
(e-KTA), call center, tim pendaftaran calon dan
server.
8. PAN Dibentuk di bawah Sekretaris Jenderal. Keterangan wawancara
9. PPP Website dan kanal aspirasi dikelola oleh Tenaga Keterangan wawancara
Ahli Fraksi PPP di DPR RI yang diberikan penugasan
bila dibutuhkan.
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