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Al Makin 

Homogenizing Indonesian Islam: 
Persecution of the Shia Group in Yogyakarta 

Abstract: is article studies “the homogenizing movement” in Indonesian 
Islam propagated by conservative Sunni groups in the form of persecuting 
minorities. However, this paper particularly focuses on the case of a Shia 
intellectual group in Yogyakarta called Rausyan Fikr which was persecuted 
by the radical Indonesian Jihad Front (FJI) group in November and 
December 2013. is paper índs that the scenario to terrorize the Rausyan 
was not an isolated incident, but the case is part of a grand homogenizing 
movement in the country. In addition, the anti-Shia propaganda was 
planned by local perpetrators and national actors: local radicals who 
persecuted the Shia and conservative activists who propagated anti-Shia 
ideology in national level. is paper offers fresh accounts of the two new 
forces which played vital roles in the Rausyan incident: the activists of 
the Council of Young Intellectual Ulama of Indonesia (MIUMI), who 
propagated anti-Shia sentiment, and the radical group FJI, which was 
directly responsible for terrorizing the Shia in Yogyakarta.

Keywords:  Shia in Indonesia, Islamic Radicalism and Conservatism, Attacks 
on Religious Minorities, Homogenizing Islam.
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Abstrak: Artikel ini mempelajari “gerakan homogenisasi” Islam Indonesia 
yang dimotori oleh kelompok-kelompok Sunni konservatif terlihat dalam 
kasus penyerangan kaum minoritas. Tulisan ini memilih kasus kelompok 
intelektual Syiah di Yogyakarta yang disebut Rausyan Fikir, yang diserang 
oleh kelompok radikal FJI (Front Jihad Islam) pada bulan November dan 
Desember 2013. Tulisan ini mengemukakan bahwa skenario terror terhadap 
Rausyan bukanlah kejadian yang berdiri sendiri, tetapi kasus ini merupakan 
bagian dari gerakan besar homogenisasi Islam Indonesia. Propaganda anti-
Syiah ini dirancang dan didukung oleh aktor level nasional dan lokal: 
kelompok radikal lokal berperan sebagai pelaksana penyerangan, sementara 
aktivis konservatif level nasional telah menyebarkan propaganda anti-Syiah. 
Tulisan ini mengungkap fakta segar dari lapangan tentang dua kekuatan 
utama yang berperan dalam kasus Rausyan: aktivis yang tergabung dalam 
MIUMI (Majelis Intelektual Ulama Muda Indonesia), yang menyebarkan 
propaganda anti-Syiah, dan kelompok radikal FJI, yang secara langsung 
bertanggungjawab dalam menteror kelompok Syiah ini di Yogyakarta. 

Kata kunci: Syiah, Radikalisme dan Konservatisme dalam Islam, Penyerangan 
Minoritas, Homogenisasi Islam.

ملخص: تناول هذا المقال «حركة التجانس» للإسلام الإندونيسي بقيادة الجماعات 
السنية المحافظة على شكل اضطهاد الأقليات، مركزا في ذلك على حالة مجموعة 
فكرية شيعية بيوغياكرتا تحمل اسم روشان فكر،  بحيث تعرضت للهجوم من قبل 
مجموعة راديكالية تسمى جبهة الجهاد الإسلامي (FJI) في نوفمبر وديسمبر ٢٠١٣. 
وتوصل المقال إلى أن سيناريو الإرهاب ضد روشان لم يكن حدثا منفصلا، ولكنه 
جزء من الحركات الكبرى لتجانس الإسلام الإندونيسي. وبالإضافة إلى ذلك، أن 
الدعايات ضد الشيعة تم تخطيطها من قبل الجهات الفاعلة الوطنية والمحلية:  فالجماعات 
الراديكالية المحلية قامت بتنفيذ الهجوم، في حين أن النشطاء المحافظين على الصعيد 
الوطني قاموا بنشر الدعايات ضد الشيعة. وكشف هذا المقال عن حقيقة جديدة حول 
القوتين الأساسيتين المشاركتين في حادثة روشان، الأولى: النشطاء المنضمون في مجلس 
الفكر الإندونيسي للعلماء الشباب (MIUMI)، وهم الذين قاموا بنشر الدعايات ضد 
الشيعة، والثانية: المجموعة الراديكلاية المنضمة في جبهة الجهاد الإسلامي، وهي التي 

نفذت العملية الإرهابية بشكل مباشر ضد الشيعة بيوغياكرتا. 
الكلمات المفتاحية: الشيعة في إندونيسيا، الراديكالية والمحافظة في الإسلام، هجوم 

ضد الأقليات، تجانس الإسلام.
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Given the pluralism and dynamism of Indonesian Islam, 
one can perhaps argue that there are at least two opposing 
movements which were often involved in public battles 

in the aftermath of Soeharto’s fall marking the reform era (Makin 
2016a; Makin 2015b; Makin 2009). e ërst movement seeks 
to understand the pluralistic character of Islam contextualized in 
Indonesian society. is understanding can be seen in the works 
of many Muslim intellectuals (Kersten 2009), such as Nurcholish 
Madjid (Kull 2005), Abdurrachman Wahid (Wahid 2006; Barton 
1999), and Harun Nasution (Nasution 1989; Ishak 2010). ey 
sought to formulate a unique Indonesian Islamic identity that 
incorporates the plural cultures and traditions of the Indonesian 
archipelago, which are different from the practices of Islam found in 
other Muslim countries. For Wahid, the practices and manifestations 
of Islam in Indonesian culture never showed only one form or 
school, but rather they revealed the many faces of Islam practiced 
differently according to local contexts. In Indonesia, the movement of 
pluralization, which also competed with the movement of orthodoxy 
and conservatism, coincided with the New Order’s political strategy 
to curb Islamist sentiment suspected to threaten the integrity of the 
state. e movement of pluralizing Islam was therefore supported by 
the New Order. What is more, many elite intellectuals, such as Mukti 
Ali (Munhanif 1996; Makin 2012) and Munawir Sjadzali, entered 
government and were entrusted with high bureaucratic positions 
(Makin 2012). Others, such as Harun Nasution (Nasution 1995; 
Nasution 1982; Nasution 1989), Amin Abdullah (Abdullah 1996), 
Azyumardi Azra (Azra 2006), Djohan Effendy, Dawam Rahardjo, 
and others developed pluralist intellectual thought on campuses and 
in NGOs (Makin 2016a, 137–141; Kersten 2009). 

e second movement is conservative and radical groups which try 
to ‘homogenize’ Islam and establish a Sunni orthodoxy (Bruinessen 
2013; Makin 2016a). e homogenizing movement, like its pluralist 
counterparts, is never monolithic, but it consists of many groups with 
different agendas, goals, and schools of thoughts. However, all of 
these share a common aim of establishing Islamic orthodox authority 
by which to condemn those who show a different interpretation of 
Islam from theirs.1 Conservatives and radicals are, in fact, a minority 
in number, but their voice is louder particularly during the reformasi 
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era. is movement, however, was suppressed by the New Order. To 
brieìy touch upon the history of Indonesia in the period, President 
Soeharto simpliëed Islamic political parties into a single Development 
Unity Party (PPP) (Ropi 2008, 80). Islamic authority was channeled 
officially through the Ministry of Religious Affairs and the MUI under 
government control (Bruinessen 2013; Woodward M et al. 2014; 
Schafer S 2015). Whereas the Ministry was dominated by pluralist 
Muslim intellectuals, the MUI often demonstrated conservative 
ideology with the goal of homogenizing Islam in order to establish the 
authority of Islamic orthodoxy under the council’s ìag. It can be said, 
however, that during the New Order period, the intellectual movement 
of pluralization prevailed due to, among other things, the political 
support of the regime (Nasir 2014, 12; Hefner 2000; Assyaukanie 
2009; Barton 1999). 

However, after Soeharto’s fall, in a freer public domain and amidst 
the euphoria of democratization, some conservative groups seized their 
opportunity. Conservatism and orthodoxy surged in both Indonesian 
politics and in the public sphere (Bruinessen 2013; Makin 2016a; 
Makin 2016b; Makin 2015b; Makin 2009). On the other hand, 
although pluralist thought ìourished, New Order government policy 
still officially guarded the official ëve religions of Islam, Catholicism, 
Protestantism, Hinduism, and Buddhism, whereas marginal and 
minority groups—be they outside or within Islam—did not gain 
the state’s recognition. e government also tended to homogenize 
the Indonesian Muslim community by recognizing only a single 
Sunni denomination, whereas minority Islamic groups such as Shia, 
Ahmadiyah (Burhani 2014), and other groups, had neither official 
recognition nor protection. e minority groups were easily persecuted 
by radicals and prosecuted in the courts. Indeed, some group leaders 
were arrested and jailed. For the government, the variety of groups and 
schools within Islam seemed too complicated, and this was understood 
as posing problems for the stability of the Islamic community. Rivalry 
between the pluralist and homogenization movements, however, had 
roots in the early history of the country. In the post-Suharto reform 
era (1998-), in the battle between the two factions and through the 
authority of the MUI, conservatives and radicals have branded their 
rivals as deviants, liberals, and apostates (Woodward M et al. 2014; 
Makin 2016a; Sodik 2015; Hasyim 2011).
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is article shows one of the cases in which the homogenizing 
movement showed force in public by persecuting a Shia group in 
Yogyakarta. is article argues that this case should not be treated as 
an isolated incident, but it should be viewed as a part of the broader 
trends of the homogenizing movement in the country. However, 
new actors, the FJI and MIUMI, took major roles in this anti-Shia 
campaign. is article seeks to contribute to the discussion of anti-Shia 
sentiment by relating the local case in Yogyakarta to the grand scheme 
of the homogenizing movement at the national level. To do this, the 
paper will discuss in turn: anti-Shia sentiment in Indonesia, narrating 
the incident from the victims’ point of view, the roles of the FJI and 
MIUMI in the persecution, and the position and attitude of the MUI 
and those of the local authorities.

Anti-Shia Sentiment

In the history of Islamic theology, the major division between 
Sunni and Shia emerged in the seventh-eighth centuries mainly due 
to political conìict following the death of the Prophet Muhammad 
over the succession of his leadership. But in Indonesia, the division 
between the two Islamic schools was blurred in the early period 
of the penetration of Islam into the archipelago. e practices of 
both schools intermingled with various local traditions, as Islam in 
the archipelago consisted of mixed teachings and practices of Shia 
and Sunni, particularly on Sumatra, Java, and Sulawesi. Although 
traditionally associated with Shi’ism, the celebration of ‘Āshūrā’ on the 
10th of Muharram to commemorate the martyrdom of Husain, a son 
of Ali and grandson of the Prophet Muhammad, can still be found 
in various places in Indonesia (Formichi 2014b; Zulkiìi 2013; Feener 
1999; Alatas 1999; Hasim 2012). Given this, the identity of Shia, 
particularly vis-à-vis that of the Sunni majority, in the history of the 
archipelago was rather ìuid (Formichi 2014a). It can also be said that 
the identity formation of both Shia and Sunni groups in Indonesia, 
and thus clear differentiation between the two in public, only began 
during the late New Order and reform periods. Prior to this period, 
the Shia mingled with the Sunni majority, and their appearance, which 
was not signiëcantly different from that of Sunni Muslims, was barely 
noticed (Jones 1980). What is more, the largest Muslim organization, 
NU, claimed to contain Shia elements in their religiosity and piety, 
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as the members of the organization highly venerated the Prophet 
Muhammad and his family, including his son in law, Ali b. Abi Talib. 
For many NU leaders, the differences between Sunni and Shia should 
not be exaggerated (Siradj 2013). Muhammadiyah also shows a rather 
lenient attitude toward Shi’ism. Of the leaders of the organization, 
Amien Rais was sympathetic toward the Iranian revolution and its 
intellectuals (Zulkiìi 2013). However, lately some younger generation 
Muhammadiyah ëgures have exhibited a stern attitude towards the 
minority. Nonetheless, by the end of the New Order and reform 
periods the role of Shia in public began to receive attention from the 
Sunni majority, particularly after the Iranian revolution, whose impact 
upon both the growth of Shia adherents, groups, and activities, and 
orthodox Sunni responses to them, began to emerge in the public 
arena (Marcinkowski 2008). e literature on Shi’ism, not limited to 
the works translated from Iranian writers but also the works penned 
by Indonesians, increased. is served as an impulse to the growth of 
Shia ‘sympathizers’ who read Shia works for the purpose of intellectual 
endeavors and for the development of Shia religious practices. What 
is more, some Indonesians started to embrace Shia theology and íqh 
(Islamic law). In fact, during the New Order period some pesantren 
and yayasan (foundations) with Shia affiliations were established across 
Java. Many young Indonesian Muslims also went to Qum, Iran, to 
further their knowledge of Shi’ism (Zulkiìi 2009a), and Shia centers 
were also built in Indonesia. In short, Shia intellectuals became more 
prominent. In this critical period, Shia adherents and sympathizers 
realized their minority status among the Indonesian Sunni majority 
and began to search for a clearer identity, whereas Sunni conservatives 
and radicals became increasingly alarmed at the Shia’s increasing role in 
the public domain. e warning about the danger posed by the Shia 
towards the Sunni delivered by the Indonesian Council for Islamic 
Preaching (Dewan Dakwah Islamiyah Indonesia/DDII) inìuenced the 
MUI to discredit the minority. As a result, the MUI issued a fatwa on 
the danger of the Shia for the Sunni majority (Latief 2008). 

Indeed, the DDI was incredibly inìuential and vocal in expressing 
anti-Shia sentiment in Indonesia. According to Zulkiìi, the DDI, 
founded by the former leader Masyumi M. Natsir (1908-1993) in 
1967, had genealogical links to Persis (founded in 1923) which spread 
anti-Shia sentiment towards the end of the Dutch colonial period. 
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Natsir was a student of A. Hassan (1887-1958), a Persis leader (Zulkiìi 
2013). Indeed, since its establishment Persis had the vital mission of 
puriëcation of Islam. It is not surprising that the DDI inherited the 
Persis ideology, due to which during the New Order and reform periods 
the DDI served as a pulpit for conservative Muslim activists to voice 
their ideology of homogenization (Makin 2009; Makin 2015b). In 
addition, the DDI had links to Wahhabism in Saudi Arabia through 
the Rabitah Alam Islami (Muslim World League), an international 
organization through which Arab Wahhabism marked with anti-Shia 
feeling has been promoted throughout the world. It is important to 
note that Natsir was an activist of the League. 

On the other hand, the two largest organizations NU and 
Muhammadiyah do not show a monolithic attitude toward Shia. 
Within each of these organizations there are differences in political 
attitude and ideology. NU, for example, exhibits at least two different 
faces: Abdurrachman Wahid’s liberal and pluralist attitude, and those 
of conservative leaders such as Ma’ruf Amin who also served as the 
MUI’s chairman. Likewise, Muhammadiyah is the home to both Amin 
Rais, who showed sympathy to Shia, and Yunahar Ilyas, who has not 
(discussed below). 

In the discourse of the anti-Shia movement, the differences between 
Sunni and Shia are stressed. e MUI’s tawṣiyah (religious advice) on 
Shia in 1984 highlights the differences between the two on the matters 
of leadership and succession in the aftermath of the death of the 
Prophet (Shi’ism rejects the classical caliphates of Abu Bakr, Umar, and 
Uthman); in the criteria of accepting the hadiths as a source of Islamic 
jurisprudence (the Shia reject prophetic traditions not from their own 
group); in ijmā‘ (Muslim scholars’ consensus); and the doctrine of 
the infallibility of imām (aiming at establishing its own leadership in 
Indonesia) (Majelis Ulama Indonesia (MUI) 2011, 46–47). In 1996, 
the issue of contract marriage (mut‘ah) was also raised in the council. 
During the New Order period anti-Shia propaganda was limited to 
meeting rooms and books (Formichi 2014b; Zulkiìi 2013; Zulkiìi 
2009b), while in the reform period this was transformed into action 
by radical Sunni groups which attacked or intimidated their Shia 
counterparts (Formichi 2014b; Hasim 2012).

It is true that the movement of homogenization of Islam can be 
traced back to the New Order or earlier in the spirit of puriëcation, 
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Sunni orthodoxy, and radicalization, which since the 1980s has 
contributed to diminishing the uniquely syncretic practices of Islam 
in Indonesia (Ricklefs 2012; Hefner 2000). Furthermore, after the fall 
of Soeharto’s New Order regime in 1998, a period marked by robust 
growth of radicalized groups  ensued in which the homogenization 
movement gained momentum (Bruinessen 2013; Hefner 2010; 
Makin 2009; Makin 2015b). Radical groups emerged and terrorized 
the public into propagating their ideology and standard of morality 
(Makin 2015b). During the reform era, the minorities, such as Shia, 
Ahmadiyah, Christian minorities (Makin 2016b), and local religions, 
were often attacked by radicals (Makin 2016a). Ironically, whenever 
radicals attacked certain weak minorities, the police arrested the victims 
and allowed the perpetrators to walk free. In short, the government 
tended to criminalize the victims (Hasani and Naipospos 2012).

is article attempts to contribute to the discussion of the anti-Shia 
sentiment in Indonesia in two respects. Firstly, this work reveals the 
role of the local radical group FJI in Yogyakarta which was directly 
responsible for terrorizing victims on the ground. Secondly, this article 
is the ërst study which sheds light on the conservative think-tank group 
MIUMI which propagated anti-Shia sentiment in their websites and 
sponsored meetings among many conservative and radical groups to 
consolidate the force. is study thus offers fresh accounts of new actors 
and factors in the anti-Shia propaganda during the reform period not 
taken into account in previous research (Feener and Formichi 2015; 
Formichi 2014b; Formichi 2014a; Zulkiìi 2013; Schafer S 2015; 
Zulkiìi 2009a). e next section will focus on the narratives of the 
attack.

Narrating the Persecution 

is study will further delve into the existing studies of Shia group 
Rausyan Fikr in Yogyakarta (Takwin et al. 2016, 66–72; Ajuba 2009). 
My writing focuses on the victims of 2013 anti-Shia campaign executed 
by the local radical group FJI and was based mostly on the interviews 
of the victims. To brieìy present the history of the group, the Rausyan 
Fikr was founded in 1995 (Ajuba 2009, 22) and is currently led by 
Safwan. e main activities of the group are holding regular discussions 
which attracted several students from Gadjah Mada University (UGM) 
and the State Institute of Islamic Studies (IAIN)—which later becomes 
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the State Islamic University (UIN Sunan Kalijaga). e themes of their 
discussion were the thoughts of select Iranian thinkers, such as Ali 
Shariati or Murtadho Muthohari. From the beginning, the Rausyan 
centered its activities in a rented house on Kaliurang Street in the 
northern part of Yogyakarta. Students from other towns lived in the 
house while studying in Yogyakarta, and the house is still used as the 
Rausyan headquarters. Now, the Rausyan has about 500 members and 
welcomes new students to join their regular discussions. e current 
head of the forum, Safwan, joined the Rausyan in 1995. Safwan told 
me that the group attracts two kinds of members: those who retain 
Sunni theology but are interested in the Shia intellectual ideas, and 
those who converted to Shia. However, the Rausyan still focuses on 
intellectual endeavors (Safwan 2014a). 

Clearly, the Rausyan was founded during the rise of intellectual 
role of Shia in the Indonesian public sphere and the growth of Shia 
adherents during the New Order (Latief 2008; Zulkiìi 2009b). 
However, the current leader Safwan has never been to Qum to study 
Shia but learnt about Shia from the many Iranian teachers available in 
Indonesia since 1992. Safwan went to the University of Hasanuddin 
(UNHAS) in Makassar, Sulawesi to study oceanography in the same 
year, though he did not graduate. He then studied communication 
studies at UGM from 1994 to 1997, and at Diponegoro University 
(UNDIP) in Semarang, though again he did not complete his studies. 
Safwan and his family are adherents of Shia. His wife Andayani 
ënished her BA at UGM and her Masters’ degree at the School 
of Social Work at McGill University in Canada. She is currently a 
lecturer at UIN Sunan Kalijaga. It is important to note that neither of 
them ever felt they were members of minority as they felt integrated 
into the majority Sunni neighborhood in which they live and in their 
workplaces.

As occurred every year, on November 14, 2013, the Shia intellectual 
group held the 10th of Muharram sermon, to be attended by 70 people. 
e sermon was planned from between 1.30 and 5pm. However, two 
policemen arrived at the Rausyan headquarters warning that a Muslim 
group called the FJI lanned to attack the Rausyan. e policemen 
suggested Safwan make the sermon shorter, advice which he followed 
for safety reasons. Indeed, the sermon went ahead but ended early at 
3pm (Safwan 2014a; Safwan 2014b; Andayani 2014).  
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On November 21, a local government intelligence (Kominda) officer 
visited the Rausyan, whose leaders were then asked to present themselves 
at the district office of police intelligence (Kabid Intel Polda) to clarify 
the Rausyan’s activities. Surprisingly, to avoid future threats from the 
FJI, the intelligence police suggested Safwan remove the Rausyan Fikr 
sign on public display in front of the office. 

Rather than arresting the perpetrators, the police and the local 
government initiated a meeting between the perpetrators and the 
victims. On November 25, 2013, a meeting was held in the office of 
the Ministry of Religious Affairs of Yogyakarta on Sukonanadi Street, 
attended by representatives from the Yogyakarta police (Polda), the 
local prosecutor’s office (Kejaksaan Tinggi), the Regional Intelligence 
Board (Badan Intelejen Daerah), the local MUI, the Department of 
Welfare Development and Social Protection (Kesbanglinmas), the 
local Ministry of Religious Affairs (Kemenag), NU, the FJI, the Jihadi 
Council of Indonesia (MMI), the Rausyan Fikr, and the Indonesian 
Shia Community (Ahlu Bait Indonesia/ABI) (Kementrian Agama, 
Kantor Wilayah Daerah Istimewa Yogyakarta 2013). However, the 
meeting, intended to promote dialogue between Shia and anti-Shia 
groups, became a means by which to further intimidate the victims. 
e MMI and the FJI forcefully demanded both that the government 
disband the Rausyan Fikr and that the MUI pronounce an edict 
on the deviant teachings of the Shia. During the meeting, the two 
radical organizations shouted obscenities and threatened to kill the 
representatives of the two Shia organizations: the ABI and Rausyan 
Fikr (Safwan 2014a).

In the aftermath of the meeting, the FJI continued to pose threats 
against the targeted group, spreading the following text message 
through cellphones: 

In the name of God, attend and show your real actions and attention 
to the deviant Shia group. Come to the MUI in Yogyakarta to demand 
the closure of the Rausyan Fikr. Come on ursday December 19, 2013, 
at 8.00 o’clock marching from the mosque of Dipowinatan. Show your 
courage. Ask your friends to join and spread this news. 

Upon receiving the threatening messages (see also Frontjihadislam.
or.id 2014c), the Rausyan Fikr reported the case to the police, who, 
however, asked the victims to minimize their response. On December 
19,  25 FJI went to the MUI office repeating the demand to pronounce 
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the fatwa on the deviance of the teachings of the Shia (Majelis Ulama 
Indonesia, Daerah Istimewa Yogyakarta 2013). 

Prior to the terrorizing, the police visited the Rausyan to warn them 
(Andayani 2014; see also Safwan 2014b). e news of the ërst terror 
in mid-November attracted the local media, as the Shia community 
in Yogyakarta, like other minority groups, had not previously been 
disturbed. e second terror event at the end of November was more 
dramatic, as a group of anti-Shia radicals gathered in Kridosono 
Square after congregational Friday prayers and prepared to march ten 
kilometers to the Rausyan headquarters on Kaliurang Street. e police 
once again suggested the Rausyan Fikr stop their activities. Safwan 
heeded their advice, evacuating his family to a safe place. 

Broader National Context: Homogenizing Indonesian Sunni Islam

is article argues that the anti-Shia movement in Yogyakarta 
should not be seen as a single incident, but should be put in the 
broader context of a national level movement, in which anti-Shia 
sentiment was exploited elsewhere in the country during the reform 
period, such as in Batang, Central Java, in 2000 and 2006, and in 
Bondowoso and Bangil in East Java in 2007, and through the spread 
of anti-Shia propaganda in Jember, East Java, in 2012 (Formichi 
2014b; Hasim 2012). e tragedy that occurred in Sampang, on 
Madura, in which a Shia group under the leadership of Tajul Muluk 
was attacked by Sunni neighbors is another salient illustration. eir 
houses were burned, they were expelled from their villages and 
moved to a shelter in Sidoarjo. In response to this tragedy, the MUI 
in East Java issued a fatwa branding the Shia as deviant. It is also not 
surprising that an anti-Shia organization ANNAS was also founded 
in Bandung in 2014 (Takwin et al. 2016, 63). Furthermore, this 
paper also argues that the anti-Shia sentiment in the country was part 
of a bigger scenario of homogenizing Sunni Islam in Indonesia, by 
which many Islamic minorities, such as Ahmadiyah groups in many 
provinces in Indonesia, were attacked by radicals and branded as 
deviant by the MUI (Formichi 2014b; Burhani 2014; Makin 2016a; 
Sodik 2015; Schafer S 2015). In short, the radical and conservative 
groups attempted to homogenize Sunni Indonesian Islam, by which 
they tried to ‘annihilate’ those who are considered ‘deviant’ (Makin 
2016a, 11). e Shia is one of the targeted groups.
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As mentioned earlier, anti-Shia sentiment was nurtured by the 
DDI and the MUI since the New Order period (Formichi 2014b) and 
gained momentum in the reform era in both the political and public 
domains, so much so that the sentiment often became a political tool 
for Islamist politicians to attract sympathy from conservative groups. 
For example, Suryadharma Ali, the Minister of Religious Affairs from 
the Islamist Unity and Development Party (PPP), publicly denounced 
Shia victims in Sampang by branding them as ‘deviant’ and thereby 
justifying the attack (Badudu 2013). us, during the reform era, 
the ‘homogenization’ movement has penetrated the political domain, 
whereas during the New Order the regime maintained distance between 
Islam and politics. 

One of the contributions of this paper in the discussion of 
discriminating minorities in Indonesia is in revealing the roles of new 
conservative activists—such as Hamid Fahmy Zarkasyi, Bachtiar Nasir, 
Syamsuddin Arif, Adian Husaini, and Adnin Armas2 who founded the 
MIUMI—in propagating the anti-Shia feeling. Most of these activists 
had links to Malaysian universities and the modern Islamic boarding 
school in Gontor, East Java. Some MIUMI activists are also activists of 
the INSISTS and Hidayatullah.com, a conservative website dedicated to 
ëght liberalism, pluralism, and westernization.3 Other Muhammadiyah 
activists such as Syamsul Hidayat, Fahmi Salim, and Adian Husaini 
also joined the MIUMI, which also recruited other Islamic conservative 
organizations such as DDI, Al-Irsyad, and Wahdah Islamiyah (Ilyas 
2014). At the national level, these Islamist activists played a vital role 
in nurturing public sentiment (Kadir 2013; Hasib 2013; Hasib 2014) 
and establishing relations with Islamist political parties and radical 
organizations (Miumipusat.org 2013b). In relation to the Islamist 
political parties, Bachtiar Nasir, for instance, had close relation to 
Hasyim Ning (from the PPP), who hosted a meeting of several Islamic 
political parties prior to the 2014 presidential election (Safwan 2014a). 
In its relationships to radical groups, MIUMI consolidated a meeting 
with the MMI on anti-Shia sentiment prior to the attack on the Rausyan 
(explained below). In addition, the MIUMI claimed to support the 
activities of the MUI in guarding the faith of the ‘ummah (Muslim 
community). However, the MIUMI seems dissatisëed with the MUI’s 
moderate attitude and demands a more conservative ideology in the 
council.4 On the other hand, current MIUMI activists have links to 
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the previous anti-Shia movement in Indonesia, such as with LDII/
DDI, Hidayatullah.com, and other conservative groups. From their 
online postings shared through social networks we can see that these 
Islamist activists are Muslim intellectuals who harbor an anti-moderate 
stance that opposes westernization, anti-secularization, pluralism, and 
feminism. On various occasions, these conservatives have attacked 
progressive Muslim intellectuals (Humas miumi 2014; Zarkasyi 2014; 
Miumipusat.org 2013a; Hadi 2014; Makin 2009; Makin 2015b).

Local Perpetrators: e FJI

is study further elaborates a previous NGO report of the local 
radical group FJI in Yogyakarta which was responsible for terrorizing the 
victims in Rausyan Fikr (Takwin et al. 2016). From the FJI’s websites 
and newspapers covering their activities we can learn about the group. 
e FJI was founded in 2011, and their base was located at 43 Bibis 
Street, Padokan Lor Tirtomolo, Kasihan, Bantul, Yogyakarta. Its website, 
www.frontjihadislam.or.id, explains that the FJI’s mission is to support 
the establishment of sharia (taṭbīq sharī‘ah) and to build an awareness 
of Islam kāffah (totality in embracing Islam) in Indonesian society 
(DPP, Front Jihad Islam 2013). e FJI’s agenda to implement sharia 
covers not only Front members but the whole Indonesian society. Like 
the FPI (Islamic Defenders Front) based in Jakarta under the leadership 
of Rizieq Shihab (Jahroni 2008; Jamhari 2003, 10; Woodward M et 
al. 2014), the FJI in Yogyakarta also promotes the principle of amar 
makruf nahi mungkar (promoting good and prohibiting evil) with 
‘stern’ (tegas) means. Many letters and public statements released by 
the FJI were signed by Wahyu Abdullah and Abu Muhammad who 
serve as its chairman and general secretary respectively. However, the 
two names seem to be pseudonyms, as in many public gatherings 
persons with these names were not in attendance. Instead, Abu Jibril 
(a prominent leader of the MMI/Majelis Mujahidin Indonesia, who 
was once arrested in Indonesia on a terrorism charge and who often 
appears on the VOI/Voice of Islam and Arrahmah.com websites) and 
Irfan Awwas (another leader of the MMI) came into the public realm. 
On other occasions, Abdurrahman and Harris Damawan were also 
mentioned as the FJI’s leaders. It seems that the FJI is part of the MMI, 
a fact veriëed by Muhsin (secretary of the Yogyakarta MUI who will be 
discussed below) (Kamaludiningrat 2014).

http://www.frontjihadislam.or.id,
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e FJI’s activities, like those of the FPI (Jahroni 2008), focused 
on ëghting ‘un-Islamic’ behaviors and promoting public piety. In the 
name of eradicating sinful deeds (ma‘ṣīyah) the FJI conducted raids on 
stores selling alcoholic beverages. For instance, in Kulonprogo, the FJI 
sent three members to investigate two karaoke premises, which were 
suspected of selling alcohol. e FJI then forced the them to shut down 
(Frontjihadislam.or.id 2014a; Frontjihadislam.or.id 2014b). Another 
attempt to promote public piety and prevent sinful deeds in public 
took place in September 2013, when the FJI protested against the 
Miss Universe contest in Bali, which it argued exhibits or displays the 
nakedness of women (Khalifah 2013a), and which in the eyes of the 
FJI promoted nothing but sinful deeds. On another occasion, the FJI 
called for war against the pecalangs (traditional Balinese village security) 
which were the main supporters of the Miss Universe contest (Khalifah 
2013b). 

e FJI also targeted a Christian group in Gunung Kidul, Yogyakarta 
(Takwin et al. 2016). A priest called Sujarno, leader of a church in 
Girisubo, was threatened and asked to stop the plan to celebrate Easter 
at the end of March 2014. A rumor was spread that the church had 
no legal permit (Frontjihadislam.or.id 2014d; Frontjihadislam.or.id 
2014e; Frontjihadislam.or.id 2014f). Additionally, another rumor 
spread that the Easter ceremony was intended to convert Muslims 
to Christianity. Not only did the FJI recruit supporters to protest 
the plan, the Front also asked people to sign a petition rejecting the 
Easter celebration. e police sided with the FJI and suggested the 
church cancel the planned celebration. Despite this, the Easter mass 
was celebrated modestly in another church. After the FJI’s success in 
cancelling the Easter celebration, it then pursued the issue that the 
church had no government permit, and demanded the church be 
closed. e church was closed down. Furthermore, the FJI also attacked 
Aminuddin Aziz, an activist of Lintas Iman, an NGO which promotes 
inter-religious dialogue and who helped the victims of Girisubo church 
(Frontjihadislam.or.id 2014d). 

Although the FJI and the FPI share the same mission of establishing 
Islamic morality in public, the two are in competition in Yogyakarta, 
so much so that conìicts between them were unavoidable (Vivanews 
2012b; Vivanews 2012a). In Yogyakarta the FJI prevailed and was 
dominant in propagating anti-Shia sentiment. e FJI distributed 
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brochures and posted billboards with anti-Shia content, for example 
stating that Shia is not part of Islam (Frontjihadislam.or.id 2014c). 
Another public anti-Shia campaign waged by the FJI involved the 
circulation of a video on nikah mut‘ah (contract marriage) which, for the 
FJI, is a form of prostitution. e FJI also sent letters to various Islamic 
organizations about the danger of spreading Shia with clandestine 
support from the Islamic Republic of Iran. e FJI also recalled the 
MUI’s 1984 edict about Shia raíḍah, a sect of Shia which truly deviates 
from Sunni Islam (Front Jihad Islam 2014b). e radical groups also 
spread rumors that Shia are agents of Israel and friends of the Jews. ey 
also said that Shia followers are not honest, as they practice the doctrine 
of taqīyah, hiding their faith and religious teachings among the Sunni 
majority (Front Jihad Islam 2014b; Frontjihadislam.or.id 2014c). e 
FJI also warned some Islamic organizations to beware of the Shia’s 
intention to turn some places into Shia centers. Finally, the FJI sent a 
letter to the Iranian embassy in Jakarta asking them to stop spreading 
Shia (Front Jihad Islam 2014a). Sending letters, publicly campaigning, 
distributing brochures, and posting billboards were not sufficient for 
the FJI, who then put their anti-Shia sentiment into action. In doing 
so, 30 members of the group halted an Islamic sermon held on May 18, 
2014, in Kasihan, Bantul, because the sermon was attended by Omar 
Shihab, a preacher and member of the MUI Jakarta, whom the FJI 
accused of being a Shia adherent. Again, the Bantul police sided with 
the perpetrators, forcing the sermon to halt and the committee to make 
a public apology for their indifference in choosing a preacher with Shia 
affiliation (Frontjihadislam.or.id 2014g). 

According to Kamaludiningrat (2014), the FJI is the youth wing of 
the MMI, whose leaders met with those of the MIUMI on June 11, 
2013, in order to consolidate their common anti-Shia feeling before 
launching the threat to attack the Rausyan. e meeting between the 
MMI leaders, Muhammad alib (the Amir/MMI President), Abu Jibril 
and Irfan S. Awwas (members of the Lajnah Tanídziyah, or executive 
board), Muhammad Syawal (the commander in the ëeld) and those of 
the MIUMI (Bachtiar Nasir, the Secretary-General) and Fahmi Salim 
(the Vice Secretary-General) took place at the MIUMI’s office in Tebet, 
Jakarta. Both organizations agreed that their most urgent agenda was 
to ëght the Shia. e MIUMI focused their ëght on “Shia, liberalism, 
and secularism, by rejecting the spread of Shia and the Miss World 
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contest in Bali.” In the forum Abu Jibril also branded Shia as inëdels. 
ey hoped that together MIUMI and the MMI could work hand-in-
hand to eradicate Shia in Indonesia, a jihad which should be performed 
by both intellectuals and warriors. ese Islamist leaders also realized 
that the two organizations are different in nature: the MIUMI has 
intellectual endeavors, whereas the FJI stresses a real ‘jihad’ in society. 
Despite this, there was consensus that the two should join forces to 
eradicate the ‘enemy’ (Desastian 2013). 

e next sections will further clarify the roles of the conservative 
think tank MIUMI in spreading the anti-Shia propaganda and those of 
the FJI which was responsible in carrying out the persecution.   

e New Conservative ink Tank Miumi

e new think tank conservative group MIUMI, which carries on 
the DDI’s anti-Shia work, has not attracted scholarly attention yet. 
However, its role in the attempt at homogenizing Indonesian Sunni 
Islam is clear, particularly in propagating about the supposedly deviant 
status of minorities (Takwin et al. 2016). We can also learn about 
this group from its website, in which the writings of its activists are 
published.  On the MIUMI’s website, www.miumipusat.org/wp, the 
group explains that the organization is mainly concerned with the weak 
Muslim leadership in Indonesia (Miumipusat.org 2013b). Like the FPI, 
FJI, and MMI, the MIUMI also publicizes amar makruf nahi mungkar 
as its slogan in the struggle for public order and piety. e MIUMI 
also focuses on the moral decadence of Indonesian Muslims. Unlike 
the abovementioned radical groups, which use force and intimidation 
in establishing public piety, the MIUMI urges Muslims to perform 
intellectual endeavors, such as engaging in research to improve the 
level of education of the ‘ummah. In this regard, the MIUMI harbors 
a better vision than the mere practical and pragmatic orientation of 
other radical groups, as the MIUMI tries to encourage leadership 
with Islamic values, by which the institution should be a place where 
activists and ulama build solidarity in the struggle to promote Islamic 
values (Miumipusat.org 2013a; Muttaqin 2014). 

One may say that the MIUMI is the elite wing of conservative 
and radical groups in Indonesia. Whereas the radicals act mainly at 
the street level, the MIUMI uses reasoned arguments to justify what 
the FPI, FJI, and MMI have done. Ideologically, the MIUMI offers 

http://www.miumipusat.org/wp,
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nothing different to the other radical groups, but the MIUMI’s 
methods and means are different theirs. On its official website, the 
MIUMI’s declaration is written in three languages: Arabic, (poor) 
English, and Bahasa Indonesia. One important point in the declaration 
states that the MIUMI is concerned with the “crisis in ‘aqīdah (faith) 
and akhlāq (morality), lack of knowledge, confusion in thinking, and 
weak leadership” in the Muslim community. Like the FPI, FJI, and 
MMI, the MIUMI is anxious about the “strong wind of liberalization 
and deviant religious teachings which have threatened the ‘aqīdah and 
unity of the ummah”. us, the MIUMI’s mission to “strengthen the 
‘aqīdah and knowledge to establish the unity among the ‘ummah” 
(Miumipusat.org 2013a). 

However, in response to several cases, the MIUMI’s stance is no 
different from that of the FJI. In Aceh, for instance, the MIUMI 
defends the implementation of sharia and has attacked those whom they 
consider to be the enemies of sharia (Hadi 2014). Further, the MIUMI 
has opposed feminism and the recent campaign for gender equity 
(Zarkasyi 2014b; Humas miumi 2014). Like the FPI, FJI, and MMI, 
the MIUMI also suspects that non-Muslims want to destroy Islam in 
Indonesia (Miumipusat.org 2013c). e MIUMI also protested the 
policy of gender equity in 2012 before the House of Representatives 
arguing that gender equity is part of liberalization, humanism, pluralism, 
materialism, and secularism which should all be rejected. In a meeting 
on September 29, 2014, led by Hamid Fahmy Zarkasyi (chairman), 
Bachtiar Nasir, Farid Okbah, Adian Husaini, Syamsuddin Arif, and 
Adnin Armas, the conservative position of women in the family was 
defended according to their interpretation of Islam (Humas MIUMI 
2014). On another occasion, MIUMI chairman, Zarkasyi demonized 
the concept of postmodernism which in his view means rejecting all 
values and deënitions, including sex and gender (Zarkasyi 2014b). 

All in all, the anti-Shia campaign became the main agenda of the 
MIUMI in 2013 and 2014. To begin with, the council supported 
the MUI’s East Java fatwa on Shia (MIUMI 2012). e council’s 
website also published many papers and several news items about 
the way in which the Shia has deviated from true (Sunni) Islam. For 
instance, the writing of Kholili Hasib (a board member of the MIUMI 
for East Java) drew attention to the misleading ritual of the Shia in 
excessively honoring Husain. Hasib described how the morning ritual 
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of ‘Āshūrā’, which is mixed with Persian beliefs, and consists of beating 
the body, has deviated from true Islam (Hasib 2014). Ilham Kadir, an 
activist from the Central Institute of Islamic Studies (Lembaga Pusat 
Pengkajian Islam/LPPI), also wrote an article on the MIUMI’s website. 
In the article, Kadir denied the role of Shia in bringing Islam to the 
Indonesian archipelago. But Kadir wrote apologetically that Islam came 
to Indonesia from Saudi Arabia in the seventh century directly under the 
knowledge and by order of the Prophet to his companion Muadh bin 
Jabal. In the article, Kadir’s aim is to show is that Islam in Indonesia is a 
genuine product of seventh century Islam and comes directly from the 
Prophet Muhammad (Kadir 2013). Kholili Hasib also wrote another 
article examining the way in which the Shia has become deviant. e 
teachings of Shia, for Hasib, are misleading in assuming that Ali b. Abi 
Talib is the sole inheritor of the Prophet’s political power in Medina; 
and that they condemn and insult other companions of the Prophet 
(Hasib 2014). Hasib wrote another article about the clandestine spread 
of Shia teachings in Indonesia through two primary means: ukhūwah 
(brotherhood and solidarity among Muslims) and taqīyah (hiding 
faith). He also reports on the Shia founding many organizations, chief 
among which are ABI (Ahlu Bait Indonesia) and IJABI (Ikatan Jamaah 
Ahlul Bait Indonesia/e Indonesian Association of the Family of the 
Prophet) (Hasib 2013). 

e Role of the MUI

Serving as a bridge connecting the government’s legitimacy to rule 
and Muslim community’s interest since the New Order, MUI has 
undergone various transformations and contestations inside the body. 
However, after the reform period the conservative tone has prevailed 
(Ichwan 2013). In the case of Rausyan Fikr, one cannot ignore the role 
of the MUI’s conservative wing in nurturing anti-Shia sentiment. To 
begin with, in 1984 the central MUI released the tawṣīyah warning 
about the danger of the Shia (Majelis Ulama Indonesia (MUI) 2011, 
46–47; Formichi 2014b). e deviant status of Shia is mentioned in 
the fatwa issued in 2012 by the East Java MUI. e East Java MUI 
also went further to say that the Shia doubt the authenticity of the 
Qur’an, allow contract marriage (mut‘ah) and bloodshed of the Sunni 
Muslims, insult the Prophet’s wife Aishah, and believe that the Shia 
people were created by God from white soil, whereas non-Shias 
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were created from black soil. For these reasons, Shi’ism is considered 
“sesat dan menyesatkan” (misguided and misguiding). (Majelis Ulama 
Indonesia (MUI) Propinsi Jawa Timur 2012). In a similar vein, the 
central MUI published a book which further elaborates on the dangers 
of Shi’ism to Sunnis in Indonesia (Tim Penulis MUI Pusat 2014). e 
book also provides information about the development of Shi’ism in 
Indonesia and its centers in Jakarta (ICC/Islamic Cultural Center), 
Pekalongan (Al Hadi Islamic boarding school), Yogyakarta (about 
fourteen institutions, one of which is Rausyan Fikr), Pasuruan (Yayasan 
Pendidikan Islam/Foundation of Islamic Education YAPI), Bandung 
(IJABI), Makassar, Lombok, Lampung, Aceh, Riau and Bali. e book 
presents a list of websites, institutions, foundations, schools, publishers 
(including the famous Mizan), radio and television stations, and other 
groups. For the radicals who want to attack the Shia, the book is a 
useful guide. For the Shia groups, however, the list contained in the 
book is frightening. 

In light of the MIUMI’s recent anti-Shia propaganda and the MUI’s 
1984 fatwa, the recent threat to attack the Rausyan in Yogyakarta is not 
surprising. Both the MUIMI publication and MUI fatwa are clearly 
useful as theological justiëcation for the terror. Whereas radical groups 
such as the FJI were responsible for the execution of the terror, both 
the MIUMI and the MUI are responsible for laying the foundational 
ideology for the homogenization of Indonesian Sunni Islam. 

For the writing of this paper, I also interviewed three leaders of the MUI 
Yogyakarta. eir views on the spread of anti-Shia feeling demonstrate 
conservatism and thus support the grand scenario of homogenizing 
Islam in the country. M. oha Abdurrahman5 chairman of the MUI 
Yogyakarta since 2001 (Abdurrahman 2014), believes that Shi’ism is 
indeed deviant, recalling the arguments in the MUI fatwa. However, he 
disagrees with the FJI’s plan to threaten the Shia with violence. oha’a 
attitude is thus ambiguous. All the same, he tried to serve as a mediator 
between the two factions. He also claimed to have communicated with 
the two, with both visiting his house for consultation. 

oha explained that the FJI is a new radical group, consisting of 
both MMI and FPI members. He also said that the MUI Yogyakarta 
has accommodated the MII and FPI but not the FJI on its board. 
oha proudly said that Habib Rizieq, the top leader in Jakarta, also 
often called oha. A communicative person, oha has held talks 
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with all factions within Islam; he used to communicate with Abu Bakr 
Baasyir, currently imprisoned on terrorism charges on the island of 
Nusa Kambangan. 

oha had also heard that the Indonesian Shia were waging an anti-
Qur’an campaign, claiming that the Muslim scripture is an inauthentic 
document. However, when oha met with the Shia group on the issue 
he concluded that this suspicion was unfounded. As he tries to maintain 
a position of neutrality between the two factions, oha’s position is 
often difficult. During the reconciliation meeting at the local office of 
the Ministry of Religious Affairs in Yogyakarta, the FJI threatened to 
burn the office. During the meeting, the FJI aggressively attacked the 
Shia with harsh and vulgar words. e FJI was indeed offensive, an 
attitude which, for oha, is wrong. 

oha tried to convince me that the MUI always tried to mediate 
between the two factions and to ease the tension. However, on December 
12, 2013, the council released a letter which clearly sided with the FJI, 
further cornering the Shia. e letter says that many Shia groups in 
Indonesia have created disorder in society, such as in Bangil, Jember, 
and Sampang. e letter also underscores that the Shia is truly a deviant 
group. Not only does the letter call upon the government and police to 
monitor the Shia, it also summons the authority to prosecute the Shia 
based on the 1965 blasphemy law (Majelis Ulama Indonesia, Daerah 
Istimewa Yogyakarta 2013; Front Jihad Islam 2013). Given this, it is 
reasonable to conclude that the letter posted on the FJI website serves 
as justiëcation for the radical group to further terrorize the minority. 

Upon hearing that several FJI members planned to attack the Shia 
group on Kaliurang Street, Muhsin Kamaludiningrat,6 currently the 
secretary of the MUI Yogyakarta, contacted the police and Syukri 
Fadholi,7 a politician who controlled many conservative groups with 
links to the PPP (Kamaludiningrat 2014). Muhsin also followed the 
development of the case, particularly when the FJI, the MUI, the police, 
the MMI, and the local Religious Affairs office, planned a meeting. On 
this occasion, Muhsin reminded the FJI not to harm the Shia group, 
but to call upon them to use their wisdom and return to the true Islam. 
Muhsin, like oha, highlighted the misleading teachings of the Shia to 
me by reiterating the MUI fatwa. Muhsin also underscored that if the 
Shia indeed injured Sunni Muslims and insulted the true teachings of 
Islam—these were blasphemous deeds which should be brought to trial. 
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However, Muhsin refused to follow the edict of the MUI of East 
Java which branded the Shia deviant as demanded by the FJI, of which 
his nephew was an active member. Like oha, Muhsin asked police 
and local intelligence to monitor the Shia. 

Once Yunahar Ilyas8 received a phone enquiry from the Sleman 
police about the FJI, which planned to attack the Rausyan Fikr on 
Kaliurang Street to expel the Shia from the city. Yunahar suggested 
the police contact Muhsin, the secretary of the MUI of Yogyakarta. 
Yunahar, as a board member of the national MUI in Jakarta, did not 
know much about affairs in Yogyakarta. In fact, the MUI has written 
a book explaining the danger of Shia in Indonesia (Tim Penulis MUI 
Pusat 2014). Yunahar, however, stressed that violence should be avoided 
and that Shia Zaidiyah, whose teachings are similar to those of Sunni, 
came to the archipelago centuries ago. Yunahar also mentioned that 
some of the Zaidiyah ulama’s books, such as the compilation of hadiths 
by al-Shawkānī (1759–1834M) (e.g. Shawkānī 2002), are accepted by 
Sunnis. However, Yunahar is concerned about the recent converts from 
Indonesian Sunni to Shia, some of whom travelled to Qum to deepen 
their knowledge of Shi’ism and upon their return spread Shia teachings. 

Reiterating the MUI’s fatwa, Yunahar warned of the danger of Shia 
Raëdah, which rejects the caliphates of Abu Bakr, Umar, and Uthman, 
whom the denomination also condemns for depriving Ali of his right 
to caliphate. is denomination also often holds rituals on the Karbala 
day and Id Ala Ghadir Khum, a ceremony to memorialize when Ali b. 
Abi Talib was appointed as the Prophet’s successor. In Jakarta, a Shia 
group once celebrated the Ghadir Khum by holding a seminar in which 
former president Susilo Bambang Yudoyono (SBY) was invited to open 
the ceremony. e Jakarta police issued the permit. However, when the 
police consulted the MUI, Yunahar responded that the MUI rejects 
the Shia celebration. e police then planned something else. During 
the seminar, the leader of IJABI, Jalaludin Rakhmat, announced that 
the ceremony would be made shorter. Outside the building a FPI 
crowd besieged the building. It seems that the police invited the FPI 
and allowed the radicals to besiege the place (Ilyas 2014). In this vein, 
Yunahar believes the police acted unwisely in playing a political game 
by using the FPI to stop the ceremony. 

For Yunahar, Shia only created problems in Indonesia. Its presence 
in the country resulted in many anti-Shia reactions often involving 
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violence. For Yunahar, the MIUMI also played a role in curtailing the 
Shia movement in Indonesia and preventing the denomination from 
spreading, and in defending Sunni theology. 

Yunahar was invited to speak at a MUI book launch at the end of 
2013 at UGM, attended by the district head (Bupati), Sri Purnomo. 
Yunahar admitted that during the seminar he warned against the use 
of violence. 

We cannot condemn them [Shia] either and brand them as inëdels, but 
we can just explain the true reality. We, including Sri Purnomo, prevented 
people from hunting out Shia followers in Yogyakarta. Our job is to 
explain; whether individuals heed our advice is not our issue anymore. 
What we have done is to guard the people’s faith. e forum discussing 
the Shia groups, like Ahmadiyah, was the way in which the MUI warned 
the public about their dangerous teachings. Many followers of Ahmadiyah 
then converted back to Islam. Many questions were posed about the 
differences between Muhammadiyah and Ahmadiyah, and we explained 
them (Ilyas 2014).

Local Authorities

Local authorities contributed to the worsening persecution of the 
Shia group in their inaction not to enforce law by siding with the 
victims.  Nor did the police make any effort to deter, much less to arrest, 
the FJI, but rather put pressure on the victims. It seems that the police 
communicated with both the perpetrators and the victims. However, 
they avoided direct confrontation with the perpetrators. Rather, the 
police acted as ‘mediator’ between perpetrators and victims. In short, 
the police did not protect or defend the weak minority group, neither 
did they punish the perpetrators.

Compared to the case of the Shia community of Sampang in 
Madura, who were attacked and expelled from their villages, the case of 
Yogyakarta was different. In Sampang it is likely that the district head 
was afraid of losing people’s votes in the next election if he opposed the 
Sunni majority. e local government in Sampang did not dare protect 
the minority, which was therefore branded deviant by the MUI of East 
Java (Majelis Ulama Indonesia (MUI) Propinsi Jawa Timur 2012). e 
FJI in Yogyakarta also pursued the same direction and failed. e stance 
of Sultan Hamengkubuwono X of Yogyakarta may be signiëcance in 
inìuencing how the police engage in religious conìict in Yogyakarta. 
He proposed an initiative to hold a dialogue between the two conìicting 
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parties. e Sultan was seen as a protector of the religious harmony and 
diversity in Yogyakarta, a town known for its tolerance and plurality. 
However, the case of Rausyan Fikr seems to give a different image of the 
Sultan. Despite his role in inviting all different factions to dialogue, he, 
like the local government of Yogyakarta, did not pursue enforcing the 
law by punishing the perpetrators and protecting the victims. Instead, 
rumors circulated in the town that the Sultan had built special relations 
with certain conservative groups, or at least he took advantage of the 
instable situation to suppress various issues of sultanate succession, 
economic imbalance, and the growth of his wealth. 

On the other hand, the local Ministry of Religious Affairs in Sleman 
also refused to publicly name the Shia as a deviant group. However, 
Andayani (Andayani 2014) heard that the threat to do so was supported 
by several local politicians. For instance, she heard a rumor that Syukri 
Fadoli, the former mayor of Yogyakarta and former politician of the 
National Mandate Party (PAN), who was running for a parliamentary 
seat under the banner of the PPP (Development Unity Party) at the 
time, controlled some conservative groups in Yogyakarta. She also 
heard that Durohman and Puji Hartono, the leaders of the FJI, had 
affiliations with Fadoli. 

Conclusion

ere are several things that the attack on Rausyan Fikr in Yogyakarta 
can reveal about violence, regulation of religion, and homogenization 
of Islam in Indonesia more widely. Firstly, this paper sees the incident 
of the attack on the Rausyan Fikr in Yogyakarta not as a mere isolated 
incident: rather it should be put into a broader context of the national 
trend of a homogenizing movement within Indonesian Sunni Islam to 
establish orthodoxy. Secondly, this paper ënds new local perpetrators 
(FJI) which were directly responsible in attacking the victims, and 
additionally actors at the national level (MIUMI) who spread anti-
Shia sentiments. e three groups—the victims (Rausyan), FJI, and 
MIUMI—have not received the attention of scholarly discussion yet. 
is study is the ërst attempt to document them. irdly, this paper 
relates the local incident in Yogyakarta to a national trend of persecuting 
minorities considered deviant by conservative and radical groups. In 
doing so, this paper explains the roles of the FJI, MIUMI, MUI, and 
local authorities in the incident and sees the coordination among them 
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in both attacking the victims and spreading the anti-Shia sentiments.
is study ënds that the MIUMI played a vital role in propagating 

anti-Shia sentiment through information posted on their websites 
and in their support for the ideologies of radical groups. eir ideas 
and propaganda served as legitimizing forces in support of radicals in 
spreading violence. In addition, the MIUMI pushed the direction of 
the MUI towards increasingly conservative—if not radical—ideology. 
us, the MIUMI has contributed to the homogenization of Sunni 
Islam in Indonesia through the strengthening the MUI’s agenda of 
establishing orthodox authority in the country (see also Makin 2016a). 

Rhetorically, the MUI leaders in Yogyakarta and Jakarta advocated 
a non-violent approach to dealing with minority Shia groups and 
prevention of attacks by radical groups, but in practice, the MUI 
leaders, as interviewed above, have failed to conceal their support for 
the persecution of Shia groups. ose I interviewed see the differences 
between Sunni and Shia in theology, political leadership, and ritual 
are problematic and should be ëxed through religious intervention. 
Clearly, the agenda of MUI is to homogenize Indonesian Islam and 
strengthen Sunni orthodoxy, as my previous studies have suggested 
(Makin 2016a; Makin 2015b; Makin 2009).

e police and local authorities, for their part, did not enforce the 
law. Rather the weaker minority was suppressed, while the perpetrators’ 
demands were fulëlled. Local and national Islamist politicians 
supported the agenda of homogenizing Sunni Islam and strengthening 
orthodoxy as they wanted to keep the votes of conservative and radical 
constituents particularly as the general election drew nearer. us, the 
terror on the Rausyan Fikr by the local actors FJI should be put in 
the broader context of homogenizing Indonesian Sunni Islam in which 
both national and local level players contributed to the persecution.  

e case of Rausyan is a test for religious tolerance not only in 
Yogyakarta but also in Indonesia, showing to what extent a vocal 
minority group, like the FJI or MIUMI with the goal of homogenizing 
Islam, can sway the moderate Muslim majority. It seems that the 
majority is not easily inìuenced by the radical minority. In fact, the 
Rausyan still survives carrying on their intellectual activities among 
Sunni majority Muslims in Yogyakarta. 
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Endnotes

1. During the reform period, many conservative and radical groups, such as the FPI 
(Islamic Defenders Front), HTI (Indonesian Hizbut Tahrir), MMI (Indonesian 
Council for Jihadists), FUI (Islamic Community Forum), and FAPB (Anti-Apostasy 
Front of Bekasi), appear to support the agenda of combating deviant sects, and liberal 
interpretation of Islam, which are seen as obstacles to the ‘homogenizing agenda’ and 
establishing Islamic orthodoxy (Makin 2016a, 16). I would like to argue that despite 
differences and fragmentation in various radical and conservative groups in Indonesia 
in the aftermath of Soeharto’s fall, they share the common belief that those who show 
differences from them should be condemned as ‘deviant’. In this vein, they often show 
solidarity among them and struggle to uphold the true version of Islam. 

2. ese conservative activists propagated their conservative ideas through popular writings: 
Adian Husaini, for instance, wrote many popular articles and books propagating anti-
liberalism ideology (Husaini 2010; Husaini 2003; Makin 2015a). Zarkasyi also shows 
his stance of anti-Shia feeling in many works (Zarkasyi 2014a). 

3. e INSISTS (Institute for the Study of Islamic ought and Civilizations) was founded 
in 2003 in Kuala Lumpur by conservative activists, such as Adian Husaini, Adnin Armas, 
Fahmi Zarkasyi, and others who also founded the MIUMI later (see below discussion). e 
goal of the INSISTS is to defend Islamist ideology and  íght liberalism and moderate Islamic 
ideology in Indonesia (Husaini 2015); see also n. 2 above.

4. In this vein, the MIUMI supported the East Java MUI fatwa on Shia (MIUMI 2012).
5. He was born in 1936 in Wonosobo and moved to Yogyakata in 1960 to study at the 

PTAIN (Higher School for Islamic Studies) which later became IAIN and UIN. He went 
to several pesantren in Wonosobo, Tegalrejo, and Krapyak, Yogyakarta. He was an NU 
activist and joined the IPNU (Young NU Association) in Magelang, during his time at 
PGAN (High School for Teachers of Islamic Education). After graduating from PTAIN 
in 1965 he became a lecturer. In 1967 he also became member of local parliament (DPRD 
DIY) from the NU faction. In 1969 he was appointed as the head of the provincial office 
of the Ministry of Religious Affairs (Kakanwil). Since its establishment in 1975, he joined 
the MUI in Yogyakarta, and served as a member of ukhuwah (solidarity). In 1996 he was 
appointed as vice-chairman, and in 2001 he became chairman.

6. Muhsin was born in Gunung Kidul in 1941, ënishing Sekolah Rakyat (People’s School) 
and going to PGA (Religious Teachers’ College) in Solo. In 1958 he went to PHIN 
(Pendidikan Hakim Islam Negeri/State Islamic Judicial Education) and later worked at 
the local office of Religious Affairs in Palu, Sulawesi. In 1964 he moved to Yogyakarta 
and studied at the Syariah (Islamic law) faculty of IAIN Sunan Kalijaga, graduating in 
1971. He then worked at the office of Religious Affairs in Gunung Kidul and Kulon 
Progo respectively. In 1998 he returned to Yogyakarta to work at IAIN Sunan Kalijaga. 
He joined the MUI in 1980 and currently serves as secretary. 

7. Fadholi, born in 1951, is a Muhammadiyah activist and a PPP (Unity Development 
Party). Politician.  He served as the deputy mayor of Yogyakarta (2001-2006).

8. Yunahar Ilyas was born in Bukittinggi, West Sumatera in 1956 and went to PGA 
there. He moved to Yogyakarta to study at the IAIN Sunan Kalijaga in 1975-1979. He 
then studied law at Ibn Saud University in Riyadh until 1983. In 1983 he returned to 
Yogyakarta to teach at the Mualimin, Muhammadiyah Senior High School. In 1984 
he ënished his BA in Padang. In 1987 he taught at the Muhamadiyah University in 
Yogyakarta (UMY). His MA and PhD were obtained from UIN-Sunan Kalijaga, 
Yogyakarta. He ënished his dissertation in 2004 on Qur’anic exegesis. Yunahar was active 
in the Muhammadiyah Student Association (IPM). At university he also joined IMM 
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(University-level Muhammadiyah Student Association). From 1980-1985 he became a 
central Muhammadiyah board member and in 2005 served as a chairman. Yunahar has 
joined the MUI central board since 2005, serving as a chairman (2005-2015) and vice-
chairman (2015-2020).

Bibliography

Abdullah, Amin. 1996. Studi Agama: Normativitas atau Historisitas. Yogyakarta: 
Pustaka Pelajar.

Ajuba, Tauëq. 2009. “Yayasan Rausyanëkr: Studi Gerakan Intelektual Keagamaan 
Di Yogyakarta”. BA esis, Yogyakarta: UIN Sunan Kalijaga.

Alatas, Syed Farid. 1999. “e Ṭarīqat Al-’Alawiyyah and the Emergence of the 
Shi’i School in Indonesia And Malaysia.” Oriente Moderno 18 (79) (2): 323–
39.

Andayani. 2014. Interview with Andayani.

Assyaukanie, Luthë. 2009. “Trajectories of Islamic Liberalism in Contemporary 
Indonesia.” Journal for the Academic Study of Religion 21 (2): 145–74.

Azra, Azyumardi. 2006. Indonesia, Islam, and Democracy: Dynamics in a Global 
Context. Jakarta, Indonesia: Solstice Pub.

Badudu, Ananda. 2013. “Wawancara Menteri Agama Soal Syiah Di Sampang”, July 27. 
http://nasional.tempo.co/read/news/2013/07/27/173500167/wawancara-menteri-
agama-soal-syiah-di-sampang.

Barton, Greg. 1999. Gagasan Islam Liberal di Indonesia: Pemikiran Neo-Modernisme 
Nucholish Madjid, Djohan Effendi, Ahmad Wahib dan Abdurrahman Wahid, 
1968-1980. Jakarta: Paramadina.

Bruinessen, Martin van. 2013. “Introduction Contemporary Developments 
in Indonesian Islam and the ‘Conservative Trun’ of the Early Twenty-First 
Century.” In Contemporary Developments in Indonesian Islam, Explaning the 
“Conservative Turn”, edited by Martin van Bruinessen, 1–20. Singapore: 
ISEAS.

Burhani, Ahmad Najib. 2014. “Treating Minorities with Fatwas: A Study of the 
Ahmadiyya Community in Indonesia.” Contemporary Islam: Dynamics of 
Muslim Life 8 (3): 285–301.

Desastian. 2013. “MMI Bersilaturahim Dengan MIUMI Bahas Soal 
Kebatilan Syiah.” November 6. http://www.voa-islam.com/read/
indonesiana/2013/06/11/25127/mmi-bersilaturahim-dengan-miumi-bahas-
soal-kebatilan-syiah/#sthash.iNIakDmn.dpbs.

DPP Front Jihad Islam. 2013. “Kami.” April 1. http://www.frontjihadislam.
or.id/p/tentang-kami.html accessed.

http://nasional.tempo.co/read/news/2013/07/27/173500167/wawancara-menteri-
http://www.voa-islam.com/read/
http://www.frontjihadislam.


Homogenizing Indonesian Islam   27

DOI: 10.15408/sdi.v24i1.3354Studia Islamika, Vol. 24, No. 1, 2017

Feener, R. Michael. 1999. “Tabut: Muharram Observances in the History of 
Bengkulu.” Studia Islamika 6 (2): 87–130. DOI: 10.15408/sdi.v6i2.732.

Feener, R. Michael, and Chiara Formichi, eds. 2015. Shi’ism in Southeast Asia: 
’Alid Piety and Sectarian Constructions. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Formichi, Chiara. 2014a. “From Fluid Identities to Sectarian Labels: A Historical 
Investigation of Indonesia’s Shi’i Communities.” Al-Jami’ah 52 (1): 101–26.

———. 2014b. “Violence, Sectarianism, and e Politics of Religion: 
Articulations of Anti-Shia Discourses in Indonesia.” Indonesia 98: 1–27.

Front Jihad Islam. 2013. “Desakan Penerbitan Fatwa Aliran Sesat Dan Penutupan 
Segala Kegiatannya”, November 26.

———. 2014a. “Seruan Untuk Tidak Menyebarkan Syiah Di Indonesia”, March 4.

———. 2014b. “Surat Terbuka Front Jihad Islam (FJI) Untuk Ormas-Ormas 
Islam Di Indonesia”, March 15.

Frontjihadislam.or.id. 2014a. “Anak-Anak Pun Bebas Membeli Minuman.” February. 
http://www.frontjihadislam.or.id/2014/02/anak-anak-pun-bebas-membeli-
minuman.html.

———. 2014b. “Dua Tempat Prostitui Dan Pesta Miras Berkedok Karoke 
Berhasil Ditutup.” February. http://www.frontjihadislam.or.id/2014/02/dua-
tempat-prostitui-dan-pesta-miras.html.

———. 2014c. “Baliho Syiah Sesat.” April. http://www.frontjihadislam.or.id/2014/04/
baliho-syiah-sesat.html.

———. 2014d. “FJI Dan Warga Muslim Segel Gereja Di Girisubo Gunung 
Kidul. April.” April. http://www.frontjihadislam.or.id/2014/04/i-bersama-
warga-muslim-segel-gereja.html.

———. 2014e. “Forum Lintas Iman (FLI) Diamankan Di Polres Gunung Kidul 
Karena Membuat Kericuhan.” May. http://www.frontjihadislam.or.id/2014/05/
aktiës-forum-lintas-iman-ìi-diamankan.html.

———. 2014f. “Kronologi Penolakan Paskah Adiyuswo.” May. http://www.
frontjihadislam.or.id/2014/05/kronologi-penolakan-paskah-adiyuswo-di.
html.

———. 2014g. “Syiah Othman Omar Shihab Diturunkan Dari Mimbar Kajian 
Di Yogyakarta.” May 18. http://www.frontjihadislam.or.id/2014/06/tokoh-
syiah-othman-omar-shihab.html accessed October 4.

Hadi, Muhammad Yusran. 2014. “Tanggapan MIUMI Aceh Mengenai 
Pemberitaan Media Anti Syariat.” May 10. http://miumipusat.org/wp/
tanggapan-miumi-aceh-mengenai-pemberitaan-media-anti-syariat/.

Hasani, Ismail, and Bonar Tigor Naipospos. 2012. Dari Radikalisme Menuju 
Terorisme, Studi Relasi dan Transformasi Organisasi Islam Radikal Di Jawa 

http://www.frontjihadislam.or.id/2014/02/anak-anak-pun-bebas-membeli-
http://www.frontjihadislam.or.id/2014/02/dua-
http://www.frontjihadislam.or.id/2014/04/
http://www.frontjihadislam.or.id/2014/05/
http://www.
http://www.frontjihadislam.or.id/2014/06/tokoh-
http://miumipusat.org/wp/


Studia Islamika, Vol. 24, No. 1, 2017DOI: 10.15408/sdi.v24i1.3354

28    Al Makin

Tengah dan D.I. Yogyakarta. Jakarta: Pustaka Media.

Hasib, Kholili. 2013. “Syiah: Antara Hakikat Akidah Dan Isu Ukhuwah.” 
September 20. http://miumipusat.org/wp/syiah-antara-hakikat-akidah-dan-
isu-ukhuwah-2.

———. 2014. “Kultus Husain Radhiyallahu ‘anhuma Dan Asal-Usul Ritual 
Karbala.” http://miumipusat.org/wp/kultus-husain-radhiyallahu-anhuma-dan-
asal-usul-ritual-karbala/.

Hasim, Moh. 2012. “Syiah: Sejarah Timbul Dan Perkembangannya Di Indonesia.” 
Analisa 19 (2): 147–58.

Hefner, Robert W. 2000. Civil Islam, Muslims and Democratization in Indonesia. 
Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press. 

———. 2010. “Religious Resurgence in Contemporary Asia: Southeast Asian 
Perspectives on Capitalism, the State, and the New Piety.” e Journal of Asian 
Studies 69 (4): 1031–47.

Humas MIUMI. 2014. “Silatnas MIUMI Mantapkan Fatwa Gender.” October 1. 
http://miumipusat.org/wp/silatnas-miumi-mantapkan-fatwa-gender.

Husaini, Adian. 2003. Membedah Islam Liberal: Memahami dan Menyikapi 
Manuver Islam Liberal di Indonesia. Bandung: Syaamil Cipta Media.

———. 2010. Muslimlah daripada liberal: catatan perjalanan di Inggris. Jakarta: 
Sinergi Pub.

———. 2015. “12 Tahun INSISTS [1].” Hidayatullah.com. January 23. http://www.
hidayatullah.com/kolom/catatan-akhir-pekan/read/2015/01/23/37205/12-
tahun-insists-1.html.

Ichwan, Moch. Nur. 2013. “Towards a Puritanical Moderate Islam: e Majelis 
Ulama Indonesia and e Politics of Religious Orthodoxy.” In Contemporary 
Developments in Indonesian Islam, Explaning the “Conservative Turn”, edited by 
Martin van Bruinessen, 60–104. Singapore: ISEAS.

IJABI. 2016. “Sejarah Singkat.” Majulah IJABI. Accessed April 18. http://www.
majulah-ijabi.org/sejarah-singkat.html.

Ilyas, Yunahar. 2014. Interview with Yunahar Ilyas.

Ishak, Mohd. Shuhaimi Haji. 2010. Islamic Rationalism: A Critical Evaluation of 
Harun Nasution’s ought. Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia: IIUM Press.

Jahroni, Jajang. 2008. Defending the Majesty of Islam: Indonesia’s Front Pembela 
Islam, 1998-2003. Bangkok, ailand]; Chiang Mai, ailand: Asian Muslim 
Action Network; Silkworm Books.

Jamhari. 2003. “Mapping Radical Islam in Indonesia.” Studia Islamika 10 (3): 
1–28. DOI: 10.15408/sdi.v10i3.622.

http://miumipusat.org/wp/syiah-antara-hakikat-akidah-dan-
http://miumipusat.org/wp/kultus-husain-radhiyallahu-anhuma-dan-
http://miumipusat.org/wp/silatnas-miumi-mantapkan-fatwa-gender.
http://www.
http://www.


Homogenizing Indonesian Islam   29

DOI: 10.15408/sdi.v24i1.3354Studia Islamika, Vol. 24, No. 1, 2017

Jones, Sidney R. 1980. “‘It Can’t Happen Here’: A Post-Khomeini Look at 
Indonesia Islam.” Asian Survey Asian Survey 20 (3): 311–23.

Kadir, Ilham. 2013. “Islamisasi Nusantara; Syiah Tidak Berperan.” September 23. 
http://miumipusat.org/wp/islamisasi-nusantara-syiah-tidak-berperan.

Kamaludiningrat, Muhsin. 2014. Interview with Muhsin Kamaludiningrat.

Kementrian Agama, Kantor Wilayah Daerah Istimewa Yogyakarta. 2013. 
“Undangan Dialog Tentang Eksistensi Syiah Di DIY”, November 22.

Kersten, Carool. 2009. “Indonesia’s New Muslim Intellectuals.” Religion Compass 
3 (6): 971–85.

Khalifah, Khalid. 2013a. “FJI Tolak Segala Bentuk Kemaksiatan Termasuk 
Ajang Maksiat Miss World.” September 8. http://www.voa-islam.com/
read/indonesiana/2013/09/08/26706/i-tolak-segala-bentuk-kemaksiatan-
termasuk-ajang-maksiat-miss-world/#sthash.x7TmrTsS.dpbs.

———. 2013b. “FJI Sambut Tantangan Perang Pecalang Hindu Bali Soal Miss World.” 
September 9. http://www.voa-islam.com/read/indonesiana/2013/09/09/26722/
i-sambut-tantangan-perang-pecalang-hindu-bali-soal-miss-world/#sthash.
d5yND9c4.dpbs.

Kull, Ann. 2005. “Piety and politics: Nurcholish Madjid and his interpretation 
of Islam in modern Indonesia”. Lund: Dept. of History and Anthropology of 
Religion, Lund University.

Latief, Hilman. 2008. “e Identity of Sh’a Sympathizers in Contemporary 
Indonesia.” Journal of Indonesian Islam 2 (2): 300–335. doi:10.15642/
JIIS.2008.2.2.300-335.

Majelis Ulama Indonesia (MUI). 2011. Himpunan Fatwa MUI Sejak 1975. 
Jakarta: Erlangga.

Majelis Ulama Indonesia (MUI) Propinsi Jawa Timur. 2012. “Tentang Kesesatan 
Ajaran Syiah”, January 21. No. Kep-01/SKF-MUI/JTM/I/2012.

Majelis Ulama Indonesia, Daerah Istimewa Yogyakarta. 2013. “Desakan Penerbitan 
Fatwa Aliran Sesat Dan Penutupan Segala Kegiatannya”, December 24.

Makin, Al. 2009. “Benedict XVI and Islam: Indonesian Public Reactions to the 
Regensburg Address.” Islam and Christian-Muslim Relations 20 (4): 409–21.

———. 2012. “Pluralism in Education, a Study of Mukti Ali’s ought.” In 
Education in Indonesia Perspectives, Politics and Practices, edited by Rommel A 
Curaming and Frank Dhont. Yogyakarta: Yale Indonesia Forum, International 
Conference Book Series 4, Faculty of Social Sciences, Yogyakarta State 
University.

———. 2015a. Antara Barat dan Timur: Batasan, Dominasi, Relasi, dan 
Globalisasi: Melampaui Jurang Masa Lalu untuk Meniti Jembatan Penghubung. 

http://miumipusat.org/wp/islamisasi-nusantara-syiah-tidak-berperan.
http://www.voa-islam.com/
http://www.voa-islam.com/read/indonesiana/2013/09/09/26722/


Studia Islamika, Vol. 24, No. 1, 2017DOI: 10.15408/sdi.v24i1.3354

30    Al Makin

Jakarta: Serambi.

———. 2015b. “Revisiting Indonesian Public Reactions against Danish Cartoons 
Depicting Prophet Muhammad.” Indonesian Journal of Islam and Muslim 
Societies 5 (2): 195–229.

———. 2016a. Challenging Islamic Orthodoxy: e Accounts of Lia Eden and 
Other Prophets in Indonesia. Dordrecht, Holland; Cinnaminson [N.J.], U.S.A.: 
Springer.

———. 2016b. “Islamic Acehnese Identity, Sharia, and Christianization Rumor: 
A Study of the Narratives of the Attack on the Bethel Church in Penauyong 
Banda Aceh.” Journal of Indonesian Islam 10 (1): 1–36.

Marcinkowski, Christoph. 2008. “Aspects of Shi‘ism in Contemporary Southeast 
Asia.” e Muslim World 98 (1): 36–71.

MIUMI. 2012. “Pernyataan Dukungan Majelis Intelektual Dan Ulama Muda 
Indonesia (MIUMI) Terhadap Fatwa MUI Jawa Timur Tentang Ajaran Syi’ah”, 
March 1. http://www.dakwatuna.com/2012/03/21/19510/dukungan-miumi-
terhadap-fatwa-mui-jatim-tentang-ajaran-syiah/#axzz4SlTnRyUa.

Miumipusat.org. 2013a. “Deklarasi.” http://miumipusat.org/wp/tentang-kami/
deklarasi.

———. 2013b. “Tentang Kami.” http://miumipusat.org/wp/tentang-kami.

———. 2013c. “12 Kelompok Anti Islam Kuasai DPR.” September 30. http://
miumipusat.org/wp/12-kelompok-anti-islam-kuasai-dpr.

Munhanif, Ali. 1996. “Islam and the Struggle for Religious Pluralism in Indonesia: 
A Political Reading of the Religious ought of Mukti Ali.” Studia Islamika 3 
(1): 79–126. DOI:10.15408/sdi.v3i1.814.

Nasir, Mohamad Abdun. 2014. “e Ulama, Fatwa and Challenges to Democracy 
in Contemporary Indonesia.” Islam and Christian Muslim Relations 25 (4): 
489–505.

Nasution, Harun. 1982. Akal dan Wahyu dalam Islam. Jakarta: Penerbit Universitas 
Indonesia.

———. 1989. Reîeksi Pembaharuan Pemikiran Islam: 70 Tahun Harun Nasution. 
Jakarta: Panitia Penerbitan Buku dan Seminar 70 Tahun Harun Nasution 
bekerjasama dengan Lembaga Studi Agama dan Filsafat.

———. 1995. Islam Rasional: Gagasan dan Pemikiran. Bandung: Mizan.

Ricklefs, M. C. (2012). Islamisation and its Opponents in Java: A Political, Social, 
Cultural and Religious History, c. 1930 to the Present. Honolulu: HAWAII/
University of Hawaii Press. 

Ropi, Ismatu. 2008. “Defending Freedom of Religion in Indonesia: Muslims, 
Non-Muslims and Legislation on Houses of Worship in Indonesia.” In Islam 

http://www.dakwatuna.com/2012/03/21/19510/dukungan-miumi-
http://miumipusat.org/wp/tentang-kami/
http://miumipusat.org/wp/tentang-kami.
http://


Homogenizing Indonesian Islam   31

DOI: 10.15408/sdi.v24i1.3354Studia Islamika, Vol. 24, No. 1, 2017

and the Question of Reform: Critical Voices from Muslim Communities, edited by 
Benjamin McQueen, Keylie Baxter, and Rebecca Barlow, 73–93. Melbourne: 
Melbourne University Press.

Safwan. 2014a. Interview with Safwan.

———. 2014b. “Press Release: Kronologi Ancaman Kepada Penganut Syiah 
Yogyakarta Dan Rausyan Fikr Institute”, May 15.

Schafer S. 2015. “Renegotiating Indonesian Secularism through Debates on 
Ahmadiyya and Shia.” Philosophy and Social Criticism 41 (4-5): 497–508.

Shawkānī, Muḥammad ibn ‘Alī. 2002. Nayl al-Awṭār min Muntaqa al-Akhbār. 
Beirut: Dār al-Madār al-Islāmī.

Siradj, Said Agil. 2013. “e Sunni-Shiah Conìict and the Search for Peace in 
Indonesia.” Journal of Indonesian Islam 7 (1): 145–64.

Sodik, Mochamad. 2015. “Melawan Stigma Sesat, Strategi JAI Menghadapi 
Takëri”. Fakultas Ilmu Sosial dan Ilmu Politik Universitas Gadjah Mada.

Takwin, Bagus, Amin Mudzakkir, Hairus Salim, Moh Iqbal Ahnaf, and Ahmad 
Zainul Hamdi. 2016. “Studi Tentang Toleransi Dan Radikalisme Di 
Indonesia: Pembelajaran Dari 4 Daerah, Tasikmalaya, Jogyakarta, Bojonegoro 
Dan Kupang”. Jakarta: Inëd.

oha, Abdurrahman. 2014. Interview with oha Abdurrahman.

Tim Penulis MUI Pusat. 2014. Mengenal Dan Mewaspadai Penyimpangan Syi’ah 
Di Indonesia. Buku Panduan Majelis Ulama Indonesia. Jakarta: Majelis Ulama 
Indonesia.

Vivanews. 2012a. “Bentrok FPI-FJI, Pelipis Wartawan Robek.” February 28. 
http://nasional.news.viva.co.id/news/read/292033-pelipis-wartawan-sobek-
dalam-bentrok-fpi-i.

———. 2012b. “Pasca Bentrok, FPI Akan Polisikan Front Jihad.” March 2. 
http://nasional.news.viva.co.id/news/read/292797-pasca-bentrok--fpi-akan-
polisikan-front-jihad.

Wahid, Abdurrahman. 2006. Islamku, Islam Anda, Islam Kita: Agama Masyarakat 
Negara Demokrasi. Jakarta, Indonesia: Wahid Institute.

Woodward M, Coleman D.M, Yahya M, Rohmaniyah I, Lundry C, and Amin A. 
2014. “e Islamic Defenders Front: Demonization, Violence and the State 
in Indonesia.” Contemporary Islam: Dynamics of Muslim Life 8 (2): 153–71.

Zarkasyi, Hamid Fahmy. 2014a. Teologi Dan Ajaran Shi’ah Menurut Referensi 
Induknya. Jakarta: Insist.

———. 2014b. “Hegemoni Makna ‘Gender.’” September 14. http://miumipusat.
org/wp/hegemoni-makna-gender.

http://nasional.news.viva.co.id/news/read/292033-pelipis-wartawan-sobek-
http://nasional.news.viva.co.id/news/read/292797-pasca-bentrok--fpi-akan-
http://miumipusat.


Studia Islamika, Vol. 24, No. 1, 2017DOI: 10.15408/sdi.v24i1.3354

32    Al Makin

Zulkiìi. 2009a. “e Education of Indonesian Shi’i Leaders.” Al-Jami’ah: Journal 
of Islamic Studies 47 (2): 232–67.

———. 2009b. “e Struggle of the Shi’is in Indonesia”. Leiden: Department of 
Is lamic Studies, Faculty of Humanities, Leiden University. http://hdl.handle.
net/1887/14017.

———. 2013. e Struggle of the Shi‘is in Indonesia. Canberra: ANU E Press.

_____________________

Al Makin, Indonesian Consortium for Religious Studies; Sunan Kalijaga 
State Islamic University (UIN) of Yogyakarta, Indonesia. Email: 
almakin3@gmail.com.

http://hdl.handle.
mailto:almakin3@gmail.com.


Guidelines

Submission of Articles 

Studia Islamika, published three times a year since 1994, is a 
bilingual (English and Arabic), peer-reviewed journal, and 
specializes in Indonesian Islamic studies in particular and 

Southeast Asian Islamic studies in general. e aim is to provide readers 
with a better understanding of Indonesia and Southeast Asia’s Muslim 
history and present developments through the publication of articles, 
research reports, and book reviews. 

e journal invites scholars and experts working in all disciplines 
in the humanities and social sciences pertaining to Islam or Muslim 
societies. Articles should be original, research-based, unpublished 
and not under review for possible publication in other journals. All 
submitted papers are subject to review of the editors, editorial board, 
and blind reviewers. Submissions that violate our guidelines on 
formatting or length will be rejected without review.

Articles should be written in American English between 
approximately 10.000-15.000 words including text, all tables and 
ëgures, notes, references, and appendices intended for publication. 
All submission must include 150 words abstract and 5 keywords. 
Quotations, passages, and words in local or foreign languages should 



be translated into English. Studia Islamika accepts only electronic 
submissions. All manuscripts should be sent in Ms. Word to: http://
journal.uinjkt.ac.id/index.php/studia-islamika.

All notes must appear in the text as citations. A citation usually 
requires only the last name of the author(s), year of publication, and 
(sometimes) page numbers. For example: (Hefner 2009a, 45; Geertz 
1966, 114). Explanatory footnotes may be included but should not be 
used for simple citations. All works cited must appear in the reference 
list at the end of the article. In matter of bibliographical style, Studia 
Islamika follows the American Political Science Association (APSA) 
manual style, such as below:

1. Hefner, Robert. 2009a. “Introduction: e Political Cultures 
of Islamic Education in Southeast Asia,” in Making Modern 
Muslims: e Politics of Islamic Education in Southeast Asia, ed. 
Robert Hefner, Honolulu: University of Hawai’i Press. 

2. Booth, Anne. 1988. “Living Standards and the Distribution 
of Income in Colonial Indonesia: A Review of the Evidence.” 
Journal of Southeast Asian Studies 19(2): 310–34.

3. Feener, Michael R., and Mark E. Cammack, eds. 2007. 
Islamic Law in Contemporary Indonesia: Ideas and Institutions. 
Cambridge: Islamic Legal Studies Program.

4. Wahid, Din. 2014. Nurturing Salaí Manhaj: A Study of Salaí 
Pesantrens in Contemporary Indonesia. PhD dissertation. Utrecht 
University.

5. Utriza, Ayang. 2008. “Mencari Model Kerukunan Antaragama.” 
Kompas. March 19: 59.

6. Ms. Undhang-Undhang Banten, L.Or.5598, Leiden University.
7. Interview with K.H. Sahal Mahfudz, Kajen, Pati, June 11th, 

2007.

Arabic romanization should be written as follows:
 Letters: ’, b, t, th, j, ḥ, kh, d, dh, r, z, s, sh, ṣ, ḍ, ṭ, ẓ, ‘, gh, f, q, l, 

m, n, h, w, y. Short vowels: a, i, u. long vowels: ā, ī, ū. Diphthongs: 
aw, ay. Tā marbūṭā: t. Article: al-. For detail information on Arabic 
Romanization, please refer the transliteration system of the Library of 
Congress (LC) Guidelines.

http://


حقوق الطبعة محفوظة
عنوان المراسلة: 

Editorial Office:  
STUDIA ISLAMIKA, Gedung Pusat Pengkajian 

Islam dan Masyarakat (PPIM) UIN Jakarta, 
Jl. Kertamukti No. 5, Pisangan Barat, Cirendeu, 

Ciputat 15419, Jakarta, Indonesia. 
Phone:  (62-21) 7423543, 7499272, Fax:  (62-21) 7408633;  

E-mail:  studia.islamika@uinjkt.ac.id
Website:  http://journal.uinjkt.ac.id/index.php/studia-islamika

قیمة الاشتراك السنوي خارج إندونیسیا: 
للمؤسسات: ٧٥ دولار أمریكي، ونسخة واحدة قیمتھا ٢٥ دولار أمریكي.

للأفراد: ٥٠ دولار أمریكي، ونسخة واحدة قیمتھا ٢٠ دولار أمریكي.
والقیمة لا تشمل نفقة الإرسال بالبرید الجوي.

رقم الحساب: 
خارج إندونیسیا (دولار أمریكي): 

PPIM, Bank Mandiri KCP Tangerang Graha Karnos, Indonesia
account No. 101-00-0514550-1 (USD).

داخل إندونیسیا (روبیة): 
PPIM, Bank Mandiri KCP Tangerang Graha Karnos, Indonesia

No Rek:  128-00-0105080-3 (Rp).

قیمة الاشتراك السنوي داخل إندونیسیا: 
لسنة واحدة  ١٥٠,٠٠٠ روبیة (للمؤسسة) ونسخة واحدة قیمتھا ٥٠,٠٠٠ 
روبیة، ١٠٠,٠٠٠ روبیة (للفرد) ونسخة واحدة قیمتھا ٤٠,٠٠٠ روبیة. 

والقیمة لا تشتمل على النفقة للإرسال بالبرید الجوى.

ستوديا إسلاميكا (ISSN 0215-0492; E-ISSN: 2355-6145) مجلة علمية  دولية محكمة تصدر 
عن مركز دراسات الإسلام والمجتمع (PPIM) بجامعة شريف هداية االله الإسلامية الحكومية بجاكرتا، 
نشر  المجلة  وتستهدف  عامة.  آسيا  شرقي  جنوب  وفي  خاصة  إندونيسيا  في  الإسلام  بدراسة  تعنى 
البحوث العلمية الأصيلة والقضايا المعاصرة حول الموضوع، كما ترحب بإسهامات الباحثين أصحاب 

التخصصات ذات الصلة. وتخضع جميع الأبحاث المقدمة للمجلة للتحكيم من قبل لجنة مختصة.

تم اعتماد ستوديا إسلاميكا من قبل وزارة التعليم والثقافة بجمهورية إندونيسيا باعتبارها دورية علمية 
.(56/DIKTI/Kep/2012 :قرار المدير العام للتعليم العالي رقم)

ستوديا إسلاميكا عضو في CrossRef (الإحالات الثابتة في الأدبيات الأكاديمية) منذ ٢٠١٤، وبالتالي 
 .(DOI) ا مرقمة حسب معرّف الوثيقة الرقميةفإن جميع المقالات التي نشر

ستوديا إسلاميكا مجلة مفهرسة في سكوبس (Scopus) منذ ٣٠ مايو ٢٠١٥. 

mailto:studia.islamika@uinjkt.ac.id
http://journal.uinjkt.ac.id/index.php/studia-islamika


ستودیا إسلامیكا
مجلة إندونیسیا للدراسات الإسلامیة

السنة الرابعة والعشرون، العدد ١، ٢٠١٧

رئيس التحرير:
أزيوماردي أزرا

مدير التحرير:
أومان فتح الرحمن

هيئة التحرير:
سيف المزاني

جمهاري
ديدين شفرالدين

جاجات برهان الدين
فؤاد جبلي

علي منحنف
سيف الأمم

عصمة الرفيع
دادي دارمادي

جاجانج جهراني
دين واحد

آيانج أوتريزا يقين

مجلس التحرير الدولي:
محمد قريش شهاب (جامعة شريف هداية االله الإسلامية الحكومية بجاكرتا)

توفيق عبد االله (المركز الإندونيسي للعلوم)
نور أ. فاضل لوبيس (الجامعة الإسلامية الحكومية سومطرة الشمالية)

م. ش. ريكليف (جامعة أستراليا الحكومية كانبيرا)
مارتين فان برونيسين (جامعة أتريخة)

جوهن ر. بووين  (جامعة واشنطن، سانتو لويس)
محمد كمال حسن (الجامعة الإسلامية العالمية – ماليزيا)

فركنيا م. هوكير (جامعة أستراليا الحكومية كانبيرا)
إيدوين ف. ويرنجا (جامعة كولونيا، ألمانيا)

روبيرت و. هيفنير (جامعة بوستون)
ريمي مادينير (المركز القومي للبحث العلمي بفرنسا)

ر. ميكائيل فينير (جامعة سينغافورا الحكومية)
ميكائيل ف. لفان (جامعة فرينشتون)

مساعد هيئة التحرير:
تيستريونو

محمد نداء فضلان
إندي أولياء غراديان

مراجعة اللغة الإنجليزية:
شيرلي باكير

كيفين و. فوغ

مراجعة اللغة العربية:
نورصمد

توباغوس أدي أسناوي

تصميم الغلاف:
س. برنكا







Volume 24, Number 1, 2017

E-ISSN: 2355-6145

B  I V:
A R T

  C  I  
Maizer Said Nahdi & Eka Sulistiyowati

R B: T L O C  B 
  F W W ǫǳǫǫ-ǫǳǬǮ  

Frial Ramadhan Supratman

H I I: 
P   S G  Y  

Al Makin

صور الحضانة بعد الطلاق في أتشيه الوسطى

شخصية سونان كالي جاغا
في تقـاليد ماتارام الإسلامية

فوزي

السنة الرابعة والعشرون، العدد ١، ٢٠١٧

حامد نصوحي




