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Introduction

• One of the many ways of categorizing hundreds and 
maybe thousands of research institutes around the 
nation is to draw a line between university-attached 
Research Institutes (UNARI) and non-university-
attached research institutes (non-UNARI).

• A parallel line could be drawn between government-
subsidized research institutes, and non-govermental
research institutes as well.

• These all too easy dividing lines do not say very much 
about research activities besides on who is responsible 
in what ways when things go to the extreme—in 
whatever sense.
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• Research reality, however, unfolds something more serious 
than what has been said above.

• If we put some more focus on the first line of division  the 
very basics of university research does not abide with the 
so called “institute”---something that might be understood 
as an added entity into the university.

• It has been much earlier institutionalized by the very act of 
the individual researches of  hundred of thousands in 
number of any doctorandus and doctoranda within a 
continental-dutch university system---where research is 
obligatory. Whereas in the present system it is optional for 
the sarjana level, field research is made compulsory in the 
higher levels.
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• Thinking along this line one can spot a tantalizing 
difference, and even a tormenting one, where 
students’ research has been responded by a professor’s 
diktat---a textbook like collection of lectures traded 
down years in years out up to a point where the make 
shift textbook is a “diktat” of a “diktator” or vice versa 
“diktator of a diktat”.

• It is a “diktator” in double senses where the “diktat” is 
an all time “holy book” and students’ research results 
have never been put into use for a professor’s further 
lecturing for the coming generations of students.



PUSKAPOL

• What difference Puskapol makes?

• 1. Polling institute

• 2. Political Activist: political conscientization
along liberal lines

• 3. Political Publishing House: Offering critical 
perspective of people’s Respresentation
system.
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• 1.POLLING Institute

• Doing polling nowadays is less a scientific act 
than a practice of “cook book” adaptation to the 
ever changing mood of the constituents turned 
voters.

• But on the other hand one has to bear in mind 
that it was different then, before 1999.

• Under the sway of a repressive regime such as 
the New Order polling is no less than a 
subversion political act.
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• It tapped the real feeling, mood, and 
inexpressible opinion on many sides of the public 
affairs. The fact that to initiate a poll was an act 
bravery is evidence enough to demonstrate how 
specific doing polling was then.

• When Puskapol joined “the national polling club” 
in 2006 the political-economy of doing polling 
was very much conducive to the activities, which 
during that time quite in fashion.
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• Saying that it was “in fashion” is a euphemism for 
something that has much developed into big business, 
which is unprecedented in the nation’s history, with 
three levels of “captive market”: district, provincial, 
and the national level.

• Over time polling is just the entry point to a much 
more complex and more lucrative political enterprise, 
politics for profit: political consultancy.

• Seen from this point of view, I guess, internal 
discussion was initiated to move the instistute’s
activities to some where else instead of a polling 
institute.
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• 2. Political Activist
• A few words should be said about what political activist is. It is all 

too often political activism is associated with and limited to those 
people who commit themselves and engaged in politics of (radical) 
change from a status quo to new political reality;

• It is less known and much less popular political activist that has to 
do with and to act as the rear-guard of a  mainstream politics.

• PUSKAPOL, in the sense discussed above, trails the blaze in 
combining those two dimensions of politics of change while at the 
same time advocating a position of being the rear-guard of 
democracy. The why and how of the change will be discussed in 
what follows.
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• The Why: democracy with the elections as the 
main features in less than no time demonstrates 
the dull side and the ineffective way of reaching 
the goal: prosperity just fades away; justice is a 
dream; corruption is the naked reality; vote 
rigging is common practice; voting, once it 
becomes regular, is itself the very symbol of 
conservatism. 

• And yet it is the only way democracy can bank on.
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• The How: By moving from a polling institute to being a 
research institute proper, while at the same time being 
political activist: political conscientization along liberal lines 
by critically taking up issues such representation of women, 
the gender issue in the national representation body;

• The proportionality of women in the many forms of 
electoral organizations such as Komisi Pemilihan Umum, 
the umbrella institute to oversee the execution of the 
general elections, and any other parallel institutes, etc.

• Teaching and training on a whole set of technical know how 
as how to do one’s best to pass the examination conducted 
for several positions in the electoral institutes.
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• The Objective

• 1.Focusing on the type of research that suits the 
needs and demands of the university; preferably 
basic studies of the many faces of democracy: 
technical and cultural; social bases of the 
democracy, the Indonesian version of it, etc.

• 2.Publishing materials that have deep pertinence 
to democracy; 

• 3.Publishing the research results of own research 
activities and others’ works.
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• Some Concluding Notes

• 1.Establishing research institute of integrity is basically 
a high call bearing in mind the increasingly costly a 
research becomes;

• 2.Alussion to immense research expenses can be 
clearly felt here; it doesn’t, however, mean that 
integrity is something pecuniary, limited to and defined 
by money alone; it has to deal with power as well.

• 3.Research ethics is something that has to be 
advocated by a university related research institute.
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• Some Concluding Notes
• 4. Then I go back to what I began with: is the 

dichotomy between UNARI and non-UNARI is 
something that might define our future research 
world? An outright answer to it should be a 
defining “no”. 

• 5.But the imminent concern of it lies in the very 
fact the proliferating private non-governmental 
and non-university related research institutes 
might push the first into the corner---less in the 
sense of quality than of public impact.
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• Some Concluding Notes
• 6. A knee-jerk reaction to it might say that one 

should strike a good balance between them. This, 
however, is the old cliché that says nothing than 
the lack of thought in it.

• 7.The real concern posed by non-UNARI, I have in 
mind public opinion polling institutes and the 
likes, is that they are developing something so 
technical, cook-book like, that in the end what 
they might produce is a “science without 
scientist” (Pierre Bourdieu).



Concluding Notes

• Some Concluding Notes

• It is precisely in this sense we have reasons 
enough to have strong and integrity-defined 
research institutes within the walls of the 
university. ***


