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Abstract: This study examines how Indonesian online media frame oligarchic 

practices during Joko Widodo’s presidency and how these representations shape 

understandings of democracy. This method uses qualitative data collected from 

40 national news articles published between 2020 and 2024 using NCapture, 

into pro-government, neutral, and critical media. The study used NVivo 12 Plus, 

including cluster analysis, text queries, and crosstabs. The findings show that 

media discourse primarily portrays oligarchy through themes of concentrated 

political power, restricted public participation, and the preservation of existing 

power structures. In contrast, issues of economic inequality and political 

corruption receive less attention. These framing patterns suggest that oligarchy 

is often presented as a matter of political governance and stability rather than a 

structural challenge to democratic accountability. This study contributes to the 

literature on media framing and democratic governance by demonstrating how 

online media normalize elite power relations through narratives of political 

stability and development. 

 

Abstrak: Studi ini meneliti bagaimana media daring di Indonesia membingkai 

praktik oligarki selama masa kepresidenan Joko Widodo, serta bagaimana 

representasi tersebut membentuk pemahaman tentang demokrasi. Metode ini 

menggunakan data kualitatif yang dikumpulkan dari 40 artikel berita nasional 

yang diterbitkan antara tahun 2020 dan 2024 menggunakan NCapture, kemudian 

dikelompokkan menjadi media pro-pemerintah, netral, dan kritis. Studi ini 

menggunakan NVivo 12 Plus, termasuk analisis klaster, kueri teks, dan tabel 

silang. Temuan menunjukkan bahwa wacana media terutama menggambarkan 

oligarki melalui tema-tema konsentrasi kekuasaan politik, pembatasan partisipasi 

publik, dan pelestarian struktur kekuasaan yang sudah ada. Sebaliknya, isu-isu 

ketidaksetaraan ekonomi dan korupsi politik kurang mendapat perhatian. Pola 

pembingkaian ini menunjukkan bahwa oligarki sering kali disajikan sebagai 
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masalah tata kelola dan stabilitas politik, bukan sebagai tantangan struktural 

terhadap akuntabilitas demokrasi. Studi ini berkontribusi pada literatur tentang 

pembingkaian media dan tata kelola demokrasi dengan menunjukkan bagaimana 

media daring menormalisasi hubungan kekuasaan elit melalui narasi stabilitas 

dan pembangunan politik. 

Article History:  Received 12-May-2026, Revised 15-June-2026, Accepted: 20-June-2026 

INTRODUCTION 

This study examines how Indonesian online media frame oligarchic practices during Joko 

Widodo’s presidency and how these representations shape understandings of democracy. In this 

case, a very powerful and influential group in politics is known as an oligarchy. In a country that 

adheres to a democratic system of government, the constitutional order depends on the ability to 

control, and sometimes limit, the tendency toward the consolidation of power by state leaders 

and their agents; more importantly, it must survive for many years (Nikulin, 2023). One of my 

main arguments is that very wealthy stakeholders have succeeded in promoting hegemonic 

interpretations and domination of constitutional provisions and related constitutional discourse, 

leading to oligarchic tendencies (Arlen & Rossi, 2021). This is especially true in the context of 

increasing material inequality. Hegemonic interpretations and discussions seek to legitimize 

illiberal public policies by weakening emancipatory narratives and counter-discussions in the 

public sphere. Therefore, the crisis of democratic representation and its relationship to 

constitutional design exhibits both ideational and materialist aspects (Lazega, 2020). 

Oligarchs support, reinforce, and defend their constitutional interpretations and 

discourse. Consequently, in electoral democracies, ruling oligarchs maintain the logic of 

unlimited wealth accumulation through state policy agendas (Nikulin, 2023). Oligarchs have the 

power to implement their policy preferences through mechanisms that are difficult for the 

general public to understand and unrelated to the electoral process (Araya-Valenzuela, 2023). 

Good survey data on the ultra-rich is difficult to obtain, making this subject seemingly 

inaccessible to social scientists focused specifically on studying the wealthy (Nikulin, 2023). 

However, although the preferences of the rich and ultra-rich may be somewhat correlated, the 

two groups should not be confused (Papanikos, 2022). In short, the damage to democracy's 

equality is real. However, it is difficult to accurately measure whether we view the wealthy as a 

group that enjoys superior organization and access or as a small group of leaders who use their 

power to influence the political process (Arlen & Rossi, 2021). 

In this study, the term "oligarchy" lacks a clear and deliberate normative motivation, so it 

refers to any extremely wealthy individual who regularly uses their power to influence the public 

sphere and state-society. market relations (SS Regilme, 2024). "Oligarchs" also refer to those who 

use their wealth to influence public policy, the media, and other socio-economic factors 

institutions (Arlen & Rossi, 2021). This research agenda illustrates the concept of "oligarchy" by 

emphasizing the behavior patterns of superpowers in public without explicit normative 

assessments. The focus of this research is explanation, not normative theory. It systematically 

analyzes how and under what conditions these individuals influence the structure and 

governance of society. This method enables a thorough analysis of the tactics leaders use to 

strengthen their power. Rather than assessing their actions ethically, they concentrate on 

explaining and understanding their significant influence on state-society-market relations (SSF 

Regulation, 2023). 
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Fig. 1. Research Trends on Oligarchy Issues in Indonesia Based on Scopus Data 2019-2025 
Source: Data processed by researchers 

Figure 1 shows that research on oligarchy and democracy is an interesting topic that 

warrants further attention in the Scopus database. Indonesia has become a country that has 

received extensive research on oligarchic practices. Jokowi's popularity and character, amid 

Indonesian political trends, mean he lacks an independent political vehicle and organization 

capable of dismantling the interests of the old oligarchs who have adapted to democracy (Putri, 

2024). This is evident in the challenges Jokowi faces in implementing his policies, which could 

significantly alter the allocation of state resources. Because they are perceived as disrupting old 

"interests" in various sectors, this poses a danger to the oligarchy. Oligarchic circles persist 

despite efforts to transform Indonesia's system of government from a dictatorship to a 

democracy (Tsereteli, 2023). Oligarchs in Indonesia recognize opportunities for change in the 

system of government, enabling them to engage with and adapt to democracy and its various 

aspects. This confirms that, as a political system and process, eradicating oligarchy requires 

objective structural analysis. At the beginning of the reform, the best opportunity to restore the 

nature of government without oligarchic intervention was missed (KPA, 2024). 

In this sector, Jokowi's oligarchic system has yielded various outcomes, including weak, 

deliberately simplified regulations that allow the oligarchy to operate smoothly (Suryakusuma, 

2024). Official laws are designed to protect the environment and community rights, but they are 

often weak or poorly implemented, enabling detrimental exploitation. There are many layers of 

relationships between economic and political power, and oligarchy in Indonesian politics is 

particularly complex, especially during the Joko Widodo administration (Nurdin & Aulia, 2024). 

In addition to controlling economic resources, Indonesian oligarchs play a significant role in 

shaping national policy. Initially, Jokowi was considered a man who emerged from the oligarchy 

(Putri, 2024). His background as a small businessman and former mayor of Solo enabled Jokowi 

to present a political narrative closer to the people. However, Jokowi faced difficulties in building 

political alliances during his term. Jokowi had to embrace major parties dominated by 

businesspeople and old political elites to gain support in elections and parliament. This is 

especially true for opposition supported by oligarchic networks (Nurdin & Aulia, 2024). 
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Thus, the issue of oligarchy has become an increasingly heated topic of public discussion 

during President Joko Widodo's administration (Arlen & Rossi, 2021). With an infrastructure 

development agenda and concern for the common people, Jokowi is known as a populist figure 

from outside the conventional elite (Tsereteli, 2023). However, over time, criticism has emerged 

that the interests of large capitalist groups are increasingly aligning with development policies 

and the government's political agenda, particularly in the areas of natural resources, 

infrastructure, and strategic investment (Papanikos, 2022). 

In this regard, public perception of the relationship between the state and oligarchy is 

heavily influenced by media perspectives. Media not only convey information; they also produce 

meaning through story selection, agenda-setting, and framing (Suryakusuma, 2024). Whether the 

issue of oligarchy is seen as a structural problem of democracy, as a normal political dynamic, or 

even normalized as part of development can all be influenced by differences in media ownership, 

ideological orientation, and economic interests (Papanikos, 2022). The media often present 

varying perspectives on President Jokowi's administration, with some focusing on progress and 

political stability. In contrast, others criticize the closer ties between the economic and ruling 

elites. This dissonance in narratives suggests that the media are not neutral; rather, they are 

engaged in the debate about oligarchy and democracy (Tsereteli, 2023). 

Although there is an increasing body of literature on oligarchy in Indonesia, most studies 

focus on political-economic frameworks, elite networks, patronage, and the impact of business 

entities on government (Suryakusuma, 2024). Although these studies have enhanced our 

understanding of oligarchic power, they have largely overlooked its social construction and 

representation in media narratives. The current study primarily focuses on oligarchy as an 

institutional or structural phenomenon, thereby neglecting its discursive aspects. As a result, 

insufficient attention has been paid to how online media influences public perceptions of elite 

power, democratic administration, and political legitimacy. 

According to this study, oligarchy is defined as the concentration of financial and political 

power in the hands of a small number of individuals who can influence public policy and state 

institutions (Putri, 2024). In addition to material control over political and financial resources, 

oligarchic power also refers to the capacity to influence public opinion and legitimacy (Arlen & 

Rossi, 2021). Media narratives are viewed as interpretive stories that provide audiences with a 

representation of political events and players. While democratic backsliding denotes the 

progressive erosion of democratic accountability, popular engagement, and institutional 

monitoring of power, political elites are individuals with substantial political, economic, or 

institutional influence (Nurdin & Aulia, 2024). 

Joko Widodo's presidency presents a compelling case for reconsidering oligarchic rule in 

modern-day Indonesia (Nikulin, 2023). Jokowi's administration has been linked to discussions 

concerning coalition growth, dynasty politics, elite consolidation, and democratic regression 

since it was first praised as a political outsider and reform-focused leader (Suryakusuma, 2024). 

The relationship between growth, political stability, and elite power has given rise to conflicting 

narratives in response to these changes. Therefore, this study addresses this important gap by 

examining how online media construct narratives about oligarchic power and how these 

narratives contribute to broader democratic discourse in Indonesia during Joko Widodo's 

presidency. 

Based on this, the author aims to examine the Indonesian media's perspective on 

Jokowi's oligarchic practices. Over time, oligarchs have become increasingly capable of acquiring 

public resources through intervention in the formation of laws and regulations. Consequently, 

efforts to prevent oligarchy from developing in Indonesian politics have become increasingly 
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complex. Public participation can also be used to pressure oligarchs in power within the 

government. Public pressure aims to provide a different perspective on the public interest in 

policymaking (Papanikos, 2022). This research can provide insights for future research on 

oligarchic practices in Indonesia, drawing on the mass media. Based on this background, the 

study addresses the following research question: “How do Indonesian online media construct 

and frame oligarchic practices during Joko Widodo's presidency and their implications for 

democratic governance in Indonesia?” 

 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

A. Elite Oligarchy Practices in Democratic Countries 

Elite is a term often overused to describe people who have the power to make changes 

that ordinary citizens or individuals cannot (Susca, 2023). Usually, when people talk about 

differences among certain elite groups, such as "oligarchs," they ignore the analytical aspects of 

those differences (SSF Regulation, 2023). When we talk about the ruling elite at the top of a 

society or state, we must be prepared to question the source of their power (Kosovo, 2022). Not 

all elites have identical sources of power. While this is a simple observation, it has significant 

value (Novak, 2024). 

Although a country officially adheres to a democratic system, oligarchy is an anomaly in 

which a small group of people, usually the wealthy or powerful, holds political power (Arlen & 

Rossi, 2021). Oligarchic groups in this system use their wealth and power to control the political 

process, create policies that benefit themselves, and maintain the current state of affairs 

(Wijayanto et al., 2024). These oligarchic practices can undermine fundamental democratic 

values such as equality, justice, and public participation. As a result, society can lose trust in 

government, weaken democratic institutions, and increase social and economic inequality 

(Lazega, 2020). 

From economic power held by a few conglomerates to political power held by family 

dynasties or certain elite groups, oligarchies can take many forms (Benz et al., 2024). They can 

maintain their power by funding political campaigns, lobbying behind the scenes, or even 

colluding and corrupting. Therefore, the public interest is neglected, and the voice of the people 

is often not heard (Kosovo, 2022). In Indonesia, "oligarchy" refers to political party oligarchies, 

dynasties, and socio-political oligarchies. Oligarchies are often seen as the cause of destruction, 

human rights violations, or corrupt policies. 

In democratic countries, oligarchic practices often operate covertly through a 

combination of business interests and political power. As Arlen & Rossi (2021) show Public 

policy in the United States is more likely to follow the preferences of economic elites than the 

voices of ordinary citizens. These findings suggest that, because influential groups still dominate 

decision-making, procedural democracy does not always guarantee substantive democracy. 

However, oligarchies exhibit adaptive patterns in developing and post-authoritarian countries. 

After democratic transitions, the old elites do not disappear. Instead, they reorganize themselves 

through political parties, patronage networks, and state institutions (Lazega, 2020). Democracy, 

in fact, has become a new platform for oligarchies to gain legitimacy and support for their 

interests. 



“Constructing Oligarchic Power: Online Media Narratives and Democratic Discourse in 
Indonesia During Joko Widodo's Presidency” 

19 Moch. Rifqi Mei Redha, Dian Suluh Kusuma Dewi, Paisal Akbar, Muhammad 

Younus, Ibrahim Miguel, IGJ Volume 09 No 01 2026 
 

 
Fig. 2. Theoretical Framework from Oligarchy 

Source: Adaptation by Winters (2011) 

 

According to Figure 2, the theoretical framework places oligarchy as the main variable, 

which is formed by six structural indicators: electoral dominance, economic inequality, limited 

participation, political corruption, power, and the status quo. This model shows that oligarchy in 

democratic countries results from the systemic consolidation of political and economic power 

(Winters, 2011). In this context, Indonesia's oligarchy remains strong after the reforms, albeit 

with a more fragmented pattern. Investment policies, development direction, and natural 

resource regulations are determined by business and political elites (Wijayanto et al., 2024). 

Although electoral democracy does not significantly reduce economic dominance, it provides 

legitimacy. 

 

B. Oligarchic Practices During the Joko Widodo Administration 

In the era of globalization, multinational corporations have become major players. This 

can place national governments under the transactional control of global capitalist corporations 

(Atmoko, 2024). As corporations determine legal products for their own interests, the distinction 

between the public and private sectors blurs. As Jokowi leaves his presidency, he inherits a 

fragmented state, political landscape, and civil rights landscape (Luwarso, 2024). During Jokowi's 

ten-year presidency, his policies focused primarily on economic development, though some 

critics argue they have eroded democratic institutions (Setiawa, 2022). Over the past decade, he 

has evolved from a foreign politician to a prominent figure in the political elite, who has seen 

Indonesia's democracy decline. The shift in Jokowi's "character" and his political dynasty are two 

of the most prominent features of his legacy and will likely continue to shape Indonesia's political 

landscape for years to come (Wirayudha, 2020). 

As a result of Jokowi's manipulative political tactics, supported by cronies from the ruling 

elite and the businesspeople around him, Indonesia's political oligarchy has increasingly become 

an unchecked political force (Winarko, 2023). All political agreements and policies are merely 

matters of self-interest. In this scenario, worst, one percent oligarchy controls 90% of the 

economy and wealth of a country, and most of its population lives in poverty (Mubarak, 2024). 

Why can an oligarchy grow from a corrupted democracy? Because their control over the budget 

allows the government to buy loyalty, manipulate information, abuse bureaucracy, and control 

the system's power (Setiawa, 2022). All of these controls can be used to make decisions that 
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appear legalistic, participatory, and democratic. In the past ten years, there have been the 

drafting and ratification of the National Capital City Law, the Omnibus Law on Job Creation, the 

revision of the Corruption Eradication Commission Law, the Mineral and Coal Mining Law, the 

revision of the Indonesian National Armed Forces (TNI) and Indonesian National Police (Polri) 

Law, and others (Nurdin & Aulia, 2024). 

In this regard, because his background does not come from the political or military elite, 

President Joko Widodo's (Jokowi) administration is often positioned as the antithesis of 

oligarchy (Setiawa, 2022). By emphasizing infrastructure development and social welfare, 

Jokowi emerged from electoral democracy as a populist leader close to the people (Atmoko, 

2024). However, several studies indicate that Jokowi's leadership is not entirely free from 

oligarchic influence, but instead demonstrates a new pattern of adaptation between political 

power and the economic elite (Luwarso, 2024). 

Furthermore, the dynamics of political coalitions demonstrate Jokowi's oligarchic 

practices. Jokowi formed a large coalition involving almost all parliamentary parties to ensure 

government stability. This strategy complicates the opposition and strengthens the power of 

party elites in shaping policy and positions. Media influence is an additional aspect of oligarchic 

practices (Luwarso, 2024). Powerful politicians or conglomerates own most mainstream media 

outlets. This influences news coverage, which focuses on government policies and criticism of the 

oligarchy. The media often portrays stories of progress and stability as recognition of economic 

dominance rather than as a dismantling of the structural relationship between the state and 

capital (Atmoko, 2024). In this situation, Jokowi cannot be considered the sole creator of the 

oligarchy; rather, he is part of a political structure that allows the economic oligarchy to maintain 

its influence through democratic mechanisms. Winters calls this pattern an electoral oligarchy, 

where elections and procedural democracy remain in place, but the distribution of material 

power remains unequal (Mubarak, 2024). 

This research uses normative theory, as described by Subiakto (2015), which provides 

the basis for the operation of mass media. In some countries, normative theory concerns an ideal 

democratic broadcasting system, embodied in applicable law. Normative media theory describes 

how a media system can, in theory, control the government, leaders, and the public. 

 

RESEARCH METHOD 

This study employed a qualitative descriptive method. Qualitative research examines the 

natural conditions of a location, with the researcher as the primary instrument. This study 

analyzes media perceptions of Jokowi's oligarchic practices during his tenure as Indonesian 

president. This study examines media perceptions of oligarchic practices during President Joko 

Widodo's administration. News narratives, the framing of the oligarchic issue, the actors 

featured, and the main themes of online news stories are the primary topics of analysis (Siregar, 

2024). 

This study employed Qualitative Data Software Analysis (QDSA), utilizing Nvivo 12 Plus 

as the analysis tool. Data were collected through the NCapture tool as a documentation technique 

(Xia et al., 2024). The information in this study came from journals and online news sources 

discussing Jokowi's oligarchy and other oligarchic practices in Indonesia (Rohmadi, 2024). Data 

were collected from 40 national online news articles from 2020 to 2024 that used the keywords 

"Jokowi", "oligarchy", and "economic elite". Media were selected purposively based on their 

editorial bias towards the government. This category consisted of media that tended to be pro-

government (such as Detik.com), media with a neutral position (such as Kompas.com and CNN 

Indonesia), and media that were more critical or anti-government (such as Tempo.co). This 
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method was used to obtain different reporting perspectives while reducing framing bias in 

discourse analysis. Thus, this approach allows for a more comprehensive exploration of oligarchy 

discourse by comparing narrative constructions across media orientations. 
In line with qualitative media research, the 40 news pieces were selected based on the 

information-richness principle rather than statistical representativeness. New articles were included 

throughout the coding process until no significantly novel themes, narratives, or discursive patterns about 

oligarchic power surfaced. Thematic saturation was reached around the fortieth article, as new content 

mostly replicated previously recognized categories and interpretations. 

In accordance with a qualitative methodology, the number of articles was chosen to 

achieve in-depth discourse analysis rather than for statistical generalization. The following 

criteria were used to select articles: (1) news that specifically discusses President Joko Widodo in 

relation to oligarchy, power dynamics, economic elites, or national strategic policies; (2) opinion 

pieces, political analyses, or investigative reports that include interpretive narratives; and (3) 

publications from widely read national online media. The selection process used a purposive 

sampling technique. As for the exclusion criteria, stories that were frequently instructive, 

duplicated news, or were unrelated to the oligarchy issue were not included (Hamid, 2024). 
This study utilizes the digital space of Indonesian online media. The research location is 

virtual, namely, national news platforms available online. This study aims to discover how the 

media frames oligarchic practices in Indonesian democracy and to understand the extent to 

which media discourse reflects the relationship between political power and economic elites. 

This study is important because the media plays a crucial strategic role in shaping public opinion 

and supporting government policies (Siregar, 2024). 

The 2020–2024 timeframe was selected because it coincided with the political consolidation 

period of Jokowi's second term, characterized by the fortification of political alliances, the 

implementation of national strategic plans, and a rise in public discussion about the connection 

between the political and economic elites (Siregar, 2024). Purposively chosen to reflect editorial 

inclinations, the examined media included neutral, critical, and comparatively pro-government 

outlets to limit bias from a single viewpoint and provide a range of news framings (Rohmadi, 

2024). 

In qualitative research based on media analysis, the quantity of articles is still sufficient 

to satisfy credibility requirements if the decision is based on representativeness by theme and 

theoretical saturation rather than solely on quantitative measurements (Hamid, 2024). 

Furthermore, the obtained data was processed using cluster analysis, cluster analysis, and text 

research features available in NVivo 12 Plus (Xia et al., 2024). Crosstab queries will see how the 

campaign content nodes (classifications) relate to the accounts or hashtags used as data sources, 

and word clouds to find out which words are most frequently used and used during the 

dissemination of information (Siregar, 2024). 

Fig. 3. Process Analysis 

Source: Image processed by researcher 

 

Based on Figure 3, to enhance the credibility of the research results, source triangulation 

techniques were used, involving comparison of narratives across media and thematic cross-

checking between NVivo nodes. In online media, the emerging themes were considered 
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representative of oligarchic discourse because the repeated coding process had reached 

saturation. To maintain transparency and replicability of the research, an audit trail was also 

conducted by documenting all stages of the analysis (Rohmadi, 2024). 

 

RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

A. Media Framing Patterns of Oligarchic Practices in the Jokowi Administration 

In the long term, Indonesia, as a state based on the rule of law, must become a reality 

rather than remain an ideal. The fundamental identity of a particular political order is shaped by 

its constitutional framework. It informs people about the country's history, helps them 

understand current challenges, and serves as a guide for addressing governance issues (Report, 

2024). Constitutional order depends on the ability to control and sometimes limit the tendency 

to consolidate the power of state leaders and their agents. More importantly, such an order may 

not last long. With a constitutional framework that never changes, rules and regulations must 

apply to everyone throughout the state (Pereira, 2023). 

During the political shift in Indonesia, there was a shift from a patrimonial administrative 

state to a patrimonial oligarchy, where businesses had an advantage over the political elite and 

the state-based bureaucracy to a patrimonial oligarchy, where businesses had an economic base 

independent of the state apparatus, but access to the state remained the primary means of 

generating wealth (Hamid, 2024). Compared to patrimonial administrative systems, patrimonial 

oligarchic states are more likely to result in corruption and poor governance (Report, 2024). In 

such a system of government, “a group of people with an economic base outside the state robs 

the state of certain resources.” (Regime, 2023). However, some academics have long considered 

that the business class can exert pressure for governance reform in Indonesia, suggesting that 

businesses, especially in sectors less dependent on the state, can be a source of pressure to 

support regularization (Hamid, 2024). 

At the height of the New Order, he predicted that it might eventually be “in the interest of 

the capitalist class, in Indonesia, as elsewhere, to sanctify ownership and, to a greater extent, to 

regulate the process of accumulation within a legal and predictable framework.” (Haryanto & 

Mahsun, 2024). Rent-seeking patterns in Indonesia have not only changed over time but also 

geographically at the subnational level (Muslimin & Putri, 2021). At this level, a variety of local 

regimes exist, characterized by very different combinations of the relative power of the state and 

business and the degree of particularism versus regularization in state administration (Novianto 

& Wulansari, 2023). 

Novianto & Wulansari (2023) demonstrates that oligarchy, as a system of power 

relations, can be challenged, challenging the belief that oligarchy in a democracy is unchallenged. 

This case study in Pati Regency demonstrates that grassroots resistance, albeit sporadic, can 

challenge oligarchy. In contrast to Pereira (2023) In the Philippines, the competitive-client 

dynamics among oligarchic families serve as a balancing force, especially during election cycles, 

as factions fear that reforms could limit their future access to state resources or exclude them 

from power. 

According to the word cloud visualization (Figure 4), the most frequently used words are 

"Jokowi," "oligarchy," "power," "government," "party," "people," "system," "interest," "cabinet," 

"coalition," "election," and "democracy." This distribution of terms suggests that the media 

primarily view oligarchy through the lens of political power relations rather than as a structural 

economic issue. 
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Fig. 4. Frequency of the Issue Word Jokowi Oligarchy in Online Media 

Source: Processed by the author via NVivo 12 Plus 

In this case, the emergence of the term "Jokowi" as the focal point of the story shows that 

the media humanizes the practice of oligarchy that surrounds the president, making the problem 

of oligarchy more often described as a component of the leadership of one person rather than as 

a result of a larger political-economic system. This pattern exemplifies actor-centered framing 

because Jokowi is positioned as the central axis of oligarchic dynamics. Furthermore, the high 

frequency of the phrases "power," "government," and "system" suggests that news coverage 

emphasizes oligarchy as a phenomenon of state authority. However, rather than portraying it as 

a fundamental critique of the unequal allocation of power, the media typically frames it in terms 

of political governance and government stability (Wijayanto et al., 2024). This implies a 

normative framing in which oligarchy is viewed not as a deviation from democracy but rather as 

a component of the "system mechanism." (Fedirko, 2021). 

Furthermore, the phrases "party," "coalition," "cabinet," and "election" indicate that 

oligarchic activity is defined through the dynamics of electoral politics and elite alliances. The 

media typically associate oligarchy with cabinet formation, inter-party compromise, and tactics 

to maintain power (Harto et al., 2026). This pattern confirms the notion of electoral oligarchy, a 

condition in which economic and political elites exploit democratic institutions to perpetuate 

their authority (Pereira, 2023). Meanwhile, the emergence of the word "people" indicates that 

although these figures remain in the narrative, their role is usually symbolic (Hamid, 2024). 

People appear more often as objects of policy legitimacy rather than as subjects with political 

bargaining power. This illustrates a populist-developmentalist framework in which public 

interests are used to justify oligarchic policies. Furthermore, although the phrases "interests," 

"wealth," and "control" are less common than "politics," their prevalence indicates that the media 

recognizes the interests of economic elites. However, its frequency is lower than that of the term 

“government,” suggesting that the financial component of oligarchy has been less thoroughly 

studied (Haryanto & Mahsun, 2024). 

Overall, the word cloud shows that the media focuses more on oligarchy as a practical 

political phenomenon, such as coalitions, cabinets, and elections, rather than on structural issues 

of democracy. Unlike systemic critiques of wealth concentration and capital influence, the media 
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tends to frame Jokowi's oligarchy's actions through narratives of government stability and elite 

power dynamics (Rezim, 2023). From this perspective, the media's role is more to convey the 

stories of the elites than to reveal the power relations between the government and the oligarchs. 

Consequently, their critical role as observers is limited. 

B. Interpreting Media Narratives of Oligarchic Power and Democratic Governance 

Based on NVivo 12 Plus data processing, six main dimensions of oligarchic practices in 

media narratives were identified: electoral dominance, economic inequality, limited 

participation, political corruption, power, and the status quo. Thematic quantification results 

show variations in intensity across each dimension. 
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Fig. 5. Crosstab Query of Jokowi's Oligarchy practices based on Indicators 

Source: Processed by the author via NVivo 12 Plus 

 

Table 1. Value of Jokowi's Oligarchy practices based on Indicators 

 

Dominance 

of the 

Election 

Process 

Economic 

Inequality 

Participation 

Limited 

Political 

Corruption 
Power Status Quo 

Joko 

Widodo 

(Jokowi) 

18.18% 12.99% 20.13% 5.19% 24.03% 19.48% 

Source: Processed by the author via NVivo 12 Plus 

Figure 5 illustrates that all these areas have different slope directions. The indicator area 

with the dominant slope is the power direction, with an average of 24.03%, followed by limited 

participation at 20.13%. This is because oligarchy is characterized by excessive power wielded 

by a small number of groups. In this case, economic and political power is held by a small group 

of individuals or families, who control most of the important decisions in society or the country, 

so that the elite group can only make important decisions and influence existing choices, which 

are not accessible or influenced by the majority of members or staff of the organization (Hamid, 

2024). Then, in Figure 5 and Table 1, the status quo (Muslimin & Putri, 2021) has the third 

widest slope direction at 19.48%; this indicates that Jokowi tends to maintain the situation and 

reject changes that could threaten their position or power, causing social and political stagnation 
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(Novianto & Wulansari, 2023). Followed by the dominance of the election process at 18.18%, 

economic inequality at 12.99%, and political corruption at 5.19%. 

With the highest percentage of 24.03%, the power dimension indicates that the media 

most frequently associates Jokowi's oligarchy with power structures. This suggests that oligarchy 

is primarily perceived as a political phenomenon in which elite groups play a significant role in 

national decision-making (Hamid, 2024). The elite's material power is used to influence official 

government institutions. Winters (2013) The theory of oligarchy, which holds that oligarchic 

actors seek to influence political institutions that uphold and perpetuate their interests, as well 

as preserve wealth, is consistent with this pattern. Media narratives under Joko Widodo's 

presidency often associated oligarchy with elite negotiating, cabinet nominations, political 

coalitions, and strategic policymaking. As a result, political control and access to decision-making 

processes are the main ways that oligarchic power is expressed (Pereira, 2023). This dimension's 

prominence indicates that media discourse acknowledges the essential feature of modern 

oligarchic governance, the concentration of power among political and economic elites. 

Furthermore, the 20.13% participation rate indicates that the public is not highly 

involved in the strategic policy process. The media portrays the people more as objects of 

development legitimacy than as active political subjects (Hermawan, 2024). Instead of showing 

citizens as active participants in policymaking, media narratives usually depict them as 

recipients of development projects. This result is consistent with broader claims in the literature 

on democratic decline, which contend that meaningful public engagement and accountability 

gradually deteriorate rather than elections being eliminated. Opportunities for citizen influence 

are becoming more limited as elite actors dominate political discourse (Muslimin & Putri, 2021). 

Furthermore, the status quo, at 19.48%, demonstrates the persistence of elite power. 

Although political stability favors certain groups, the media portrays it as something to be 

maintained (Wijayanto et al., 2024). This suggests that the primary goal of democracy is to 

maintain a balance of power rather than to implement structural change (Fedirko, 2021). As 

evidence of the existence of an electoral oligarchy, the dominance of the electoral process 

reached 18.18%. Although elections are considered a formal competition, certain groups hold 

control through political coalitions, campaign funding, and media access. This suggests that even 

though procedural democracy still exists, the distribution of power remains unfair (Haryanto & 

Mahsun, 2024). 

Meanwhile, economic inequality stood at 12.99%, suggesting that the media focused 

more on the financial aspects of oligarchy than its political ones. This lack of attention shows the 

media's tendency to portray oligarchy as a power issue rather than a social justice and wealth 

distribution issue (Hermawan, 2024).  

Furthermore, political corruption reached the lowest level at 5.19 percent. This indicates 

that oligarchic practices are rarely explicitly linked to corruption (Haryanto & Mahsun, 2024). 

This suggests that the issue of oligarchy has been depoliticized, with relations between elites 

portrayed as cooperation for progress rather than a potential abuse of power. This pattern is 

consistent with Herman and Chomsky's (1988) propaganda theory, as presented in Fachrudin 

(2023), which states that the media tends to soften criticism of the economic-political elite. 

Political corruption's comparatively low visibility (5.19%) is also significant. This pattern implies 

that media narratives prefer to frame oligarchy through the language of governance, 

development, and political stability rather than through overt accusations of corruption, 

suggesting the absence of wrongdoing. By portraying political-economic ties as essential to the 

success of policies and the advancement of the country, such framing may help to normalize elite 

power. This result is consistent with media framing theory, which highlights that the media 
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actively shape interpretations by emphasizing some aspects of political processes while 

downplaying others, rather than just reporting reality. 

Differences in media orientations are also shown through a comparative study. Oligarchy 

is frequently portrayed by critical media outlets as a systemic threat to democracy, highlighting 

elite dominance, democratic regression, and unequal access to political power. Pro-government 

media, on the other hand, more often depict coalition building and elite cooperation as essential 

tools for upholding political stability and advancing national development goals. While reporting 

on oligarchic concerns, neutral media typically take a moderate stance and refrain from making 

strong normative judgments. These variations show how editorial orientations and ideological 

stances shape myths of oligarchic power that are not politically neutral. 

Overall, the radar map shows that oligarchy under Jokowi is portrayed more as an 

accumulation of power and a reduction in public participation than as economic inequality or 

political corruption. The media obscures the structural dimensions of injustice by framing 

oligarchic practices within a narrative of government stability and national development. These 

results support Widoyoko's (2016) argument The Indonesian oligarchy did not disappear after 

the reforms; rather, it adapted to democracy. Although Jokowi is portrayed as a populist, he 

operates within a system that allows rulers to maintain their power through political coalitions 

and electoral legitimacy (Wijayanto et al., 2024). 

Pramono et al. (2026) shows that oligarchic dominance is reproduced through weak 

institutional constraints, fragmented accountability mechanisms, and limited public oversight, 

but can be systematically curtailed through strengthened regulatory frameworks, credible law 

enforcement, and expanded participatory governance. The case study of contemporary Thailand 

in Rhoden (2015) shows what oligarchy or oligarchy under a military regime really means and 

the potential impact on national politics of an oligarchy based on material wealth. Tambunan  

(2023a) asserts that the policymaking process in Indonesia is characterized by 'empty rituals' 

rather than a genuine political process, due to the oligarchic nature of Indonesian politics. This 

shows that the persistence of oligarchic cartels is clearly visible in the legislative process of 

Election Law 7/2017. It shows that Indonesian oligarchs have hijacked parliament's democratic 

policymaking process, finding ways to achieve consensus on passing bills and thus avoid complex 

disputes, thereby dictating policy for their economic and political gain. 

These results imply that internet media are crucial in creating the public legitimacy of 

oligarchic authority from the standpoint of democratic discourse. Oligarchic practices are easier 

to legitimize within democratic institutions when media narratives prioritize stability, progress, 

and good governance over accountability, inequality, and corruption (Pramono et al., 2026). 

Because of this, democracy risks becoming more procedural while substantive values such as 

accountability, representation, and participation are neglected (V. R. Hadiz & Robison, 2013). The 

results thus lend credence to claims that the collapse of democracy in modern Indonesia is 

associated not just with institutional dynamics but also with discursive processes that legitimize 

and perpetuate elite control in the public domain (Winters, 2013). 

C. Oligarchic Practices and Their Impact on the Quality of Democracy in Indonesia 

In this regard, the people and their role in government are crucial. A government will lack 

centralized power, oligarchy, and all the mechanisms of government if there is no role for the 

people within it (Tambunan, 2023b). As a result, the government is more likely to misuse power. 

Therefore, in the next stage, an understanding of the division of power is needed to balance and 

monitor the government's performance as an institution (Hermawan, 2024). The checks-and-
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balances mechanism was introduced into the Constitution to address this issue (Wijayanto et al., 

2024). 

The principle of checks and balances, which means state institutions monitor and balance 

each other, reflects the division of power mentioned above (Muslimin & Putri, 2021). However, 

checks and balances are only used when the state can reach an agreement and negotiate. The 

imperfect principle of checks and balances has caused some legal products that should be 

philosophically useful to become tools for creating legal conflicts (SSF Regulation, 2023). Local 

oligarchies emerge when decentralization occurs, releasing power relations suppressed by 

centralization. Ruthless local oligarchs seek to accumulate as much money as possible by aligning 

with political gangsters, businesspeople, and bureaucrats who seek their own interests 

(Widoyoko, 2016). They believe that economic power influences political decisions (Fedirko, 

2021). Some signs of oligarchy include the dominance of a few parties in the government, the 

limitations on the people's participation in decision-making, and the extraordinary power of elite 

groups to establish policies that benefit their interests. This system is officially democratic, but 

only a few families or individuals own vital resources. As a result, there is an imbalance of power 

and more restrictions on public participation (Haryanto & Mahsun, 2024). 

Although elections are still conducted formally in an oligarchic system, the public can 

control the electoral process in various ways, such as shaping the number of candidates, shaping 

media coverage of certain candidates, or influencing the institutions that regulate elections (SSF 

Regulation, 2023). Voters have no real choice, and the people's voice is diminished because only 

a small elite controls the electoral process. As a result, despite the electoral process, there is no 

freedom and diversity in political choices, which strengthens the country's oligarchic structure 

(Umam, 2019). 

Only a few individuals or elite groups can make important policy decisions. The majority 

of the population lacks access to direct participation in these processes because political, 

economic, or power factors are concentrated in certain groups (Fedirko, 2021). As a result, 

public participation is minimal and often disproportionate to the power held by oligarchic 

groups, ultimately leading to inequality in the distribution of opportunities and power 

(Fachrudin, 2023). 

Although Indonesia has undergone several stages of reform to make its democratic 

system more inclusive and implement political transitions such as decentralization of power and 

more open elections, oligarchic and dynastic politics remain dominant phenomena in politics 

(Fachrudin, 2023; Hermawan, 2024). Expected to end authoritarianism, powerful elite groups 

still dominate the Reformation era. This occurs because the New Order oligarchy, initially 

dependent on Suharto, adapted by leveraging the political power of parties to maintain its 

influence. They can influence political parties, the media, and the electoral process by using their 

wealth and networks to maintain their power (Fedirko, 2021). 

The oligarchy's need to control political parties stems from parties' ability to select 

legislative candidates in general elections, who will then occupy government positions and have 

the authority to create public policies that affect the oligarchs' lives (Widoyoko, 2016). Local and 

national oligarchs often work together to determine election outcomes. Oligarchs use political 

parties as a primary tool to select candidates who will benefit their interests. In many cases, 

dynastic politics emerges as one manifestation of this oligarchy, in which family and kinship ties 

significantly influence candidate nominations (Haryanto & Mahsun, 2024). 

According to this study, several indicators, including power and limited participation, 

significantly influence oligarchic practices in Indonesia because power controls various aspects 

of government. Through an analysis of available data and literature, this study provides in-depth 
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information on oligarchic practices circulating in online media and identifies key indicators of 

their presence. Future research on oligarchic practices in countries with democratic systems can 

be built on the findings of this study. The conclusions of this study are significant for 

policymakers, government organizations, practitioners, and the general public in Indonesia, who 

can monitor oligarchic practices. This report suggests several areas for improvement, including 

maintaining the country's political stability, monitoring government performance, and serving as 

a counterbalance to the country's politics. According to this paper, the public can continue to 

monitor the development of government policies and regulations to provide oversight and 

prevent violations and oligarchic practices. 

D. Implications of Oligarchic Practices on the Quality of Democracy and the Role of the 

Media 

NVivo's analysis shows that oligarchic practices during President Joko Widodo's 

administration have significantly impacted Indonesian democracy. This is particularly true of 

power distribution, public participation, and media control. The power dimension dominates at 

24.03 percent, followed by limited involvement (20.13%) and the status quo (19.48%), 

suggesting that democracy serves as a means of elite legitimacy rather than popular 

representation. 

The results show that narratives of power concentration, low public participation, and the 

maintenance of preexisting political arrangements are the main ways that oligarchic activities 

during Joko Widodo's presidency are portrayed. The predominance of the power dimension 

(24.03%) indicates that online media primarily portray oligarchy as a problem of elite influence 

over governance procedures and political authority. (Winters, 2011) The theory of oligarchy, 

which contends that oligarchic actors aim to maintain and increase their material and political 

dominance through control of institutions and decision-making processes, is supported by this 

study. Political and economic elites continue to hold key positions within Indonesia's democratic 

system, as seen by the prevalence of power-related narratives Crouch (2004) in Redha et al. 

(2024) . 

 The notable prevalence of status quo preservation (19.48%) and restricted involvement 

(20.13%) further implies that elite interests, rather than widespread public participation, are 

increasingly influencing democratic processes. These results are consistent with Robison (2013) 

contention that Indonesia's democratic transition allowed oligarchic structures to adapt inside 

democratic institutions rather than destroy them. Political parties, state institutions, corporate 

networks, and policy coalitions are just a few of how political and economic actors continue to 

shape governance, as evidenced by the survival of elite-centered narratives (Pramono et al., 

2026). Democratic reforms have frequently created new ways for elite interests to be upheld and 

legitimized rather than taking the place of oligarchic rule (Hilman et al., 2024). 

It's interesting to note that power concentration and participation difficulties are more 

common than political corruption (5.19%). This shows that media narratives tend to define 

oligarchic authority through discourses of governance, political stability, and development rather 

than through overt accusations of corruption, but it does not necessarily mean that corruption 

has become less (Fedirko, 2021). This pattern shows the logic of media framing, which 

emphasizes some aspects of political reality while ignoring others (Pereira, 2023). As a result, 

Hadiz & Robison (2013) The public's focus shifts to political administration and policy results, 

which may mask the structural injustices that support oligarchic power. 
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Additionally, the comparison study shows variations in narrative creation across media 

types. By emphasizing elite dominance, political dynasties, conflicts of interest, and diminishing 

accountability, critical media outlets, especially Tempo.co tend to present oligarchic power as a 

structural threat to democracy (Fachrudin, 2023). On the other hand, pro-government 

publications like Detik.com more often present coalition-building and elite cooperation as 

essential to political stability and national advancement. By presenting opposing perspectives 

from both governmental and non-governmental players, Kompas.com and CNN Indonesia 

typically occupy an intermediate position. These variations show that media outlets actively 

create conflicting views of the relationship between elite power and democratic government 

rather than just disseminating information (Haryanto & Mahsun, 2024). 

This practice in Indonesia demonstrates the continuation of oligarchy after the 

reformation. According to Haryanto & Mahsun (2024) The old rulers were not removed; instead, 

they adapted to democracy through networks consisting of the media, bureaucracy, and political 

parties. Despite posing as a populist leader, Jokowi operates within an oligarchic environment (V. 

Hadiz et al., 2004). This pattern combines development policies dependent on large capital with 

populist rhetoric (Rhoden, 2015). 

The results also show how important online media are in forming democratic discourse. 

Media outlets shape how people perceive the legitimacy of elite authority and assess the strength 

of democracy by highlighting specific narratives and interpretations. Elite influence may become 

commonplace in public discourse when oligarchic behaviors are portrayed primarily through 

narratives of stability and development (V. R. Hadiz & Robison, 2006). On the other hand, 

oligarchic activities are more likely to be seen as threats to democratic governance when the 

media highlights accountability, involvement, and power consolidation (Robison, 2013). As a 

result, the media play a crucial role in shaping the public's perception of democracy in modern 

Indonesia, in addition to serving as information producers(Fedirko, 2021) . 

Overall, the analysis indicates that oligarchic authority in Indonesia has adapted to 

modern political circumstances rather than declining under democratic rule. According to V. R. 

Hadiz & Robison (2014); Robison (2012) Oligarchic actors still exert significant influence 

through public discourse, economic resources, and political institutions. Therefore, enhancing 

democratic accountability requires not only institutional reforms but also greater media 

autonomy and greater public involvement in political decision-making. 

A further implication of this situation is the weakening of substantive democracy. 

Elections continue to take place, but they do not significantly alter the distribution of power. 

Citizen participation becomes symbolic, while public policy is increasingly influenced by the 

interests of the political-economic elite (Wijayanto et al., 2024). Democracy ultimately functions 

as a tool for oligarchic legitimacy, rather than a mechanism for popular control over the state 

(Fedirko, 2021). Therefore, to strengthen Indonesian democracy, structural changes are needed, 

including enforcing transparency in political funding, reducing conflicts of interest, and 

increasing media independence. Without these measures, oligarchic actions will continue to be 

internalized, and the media's role will remain focused on reproducing elite discourse rather than 

serving as an agent of social change. 

 

CONCLUSION 

This study shows that oligarchic practices under President Joko Widodo's 

administration are strongly reflected in online media narratives, particularly through indicators 

of power (24.03%), limited participation (20.13%), and dominance of the status quo (19.48%). 

These findings indicate that elite concentration of power remains a key characteristic of 
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Indonesian democracy, followed by limited public involvement and a tendency to maintain a 

political order that benefits certain groups. Furthermore, indicators of electoral process 

dominance (18.18%), economic inequality (12.99%), and political corruption (5.19%) further 

reinforce the notion that electoral democracy mechanisms have not fully limited oligarchic 

influence. The integration of personal interests and state power within the framework of 

oligarchic capitalism explains how political and business elites can consolidate their influence 

through formal democratic institutions. Therefore, strengthening the role of civil society and 

public collaboration is crucial in overseeing government performance and maintaining the 

quality of democracy. Without these structural reforms, Indonesian democracy risks remaining 

merely procedural, while oligarchic practices become increasingly institutionalized through 

formal political mechanisms. 

This study cannot fully describe the dynamics of oligarchy from the perspectives of 

policy actors and the public because it relies solely on online media data. Furthermore, the 

method, based on text analysis and the limited data, does not allow for a comprehensive 

analysis of power relations at the level of policy practice. To obtain a more comprehensive 

picture, future research should combine qualitative approaches with in-depth interviews, policy 

analysis, and quantitative data. Cross-national comparative studies are crucial for 

understanding how oligarchic practices differ across democratic systems and for developing 

more transparent, inclusive, and equitable governance methods. 
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