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Abstract

Since the peace agreement between the Government of Indonesia and the Free Aceh Movement (Gerakan Aceh Merdeka or GAM) was signed in Helsinki, on August 15, 2005, Aceh has remained stable. However, it does not mean conflict never happened. Some cases which were potential threats to peace in Aceh occurred many times, ranging from crime problems to social, political, and terrorism ones. These cases also happened in other places in Indonesia, yet for Aceh, they were very sensitive because they had always been associated with peace threat and rebellion issues. Some religion-based terrorism actions disrupted the peace process in Aceh, but it is certain that the terrorist networks had nothing to do with GAM and Acehnese. They only used Aceh as an escape area after they were hunted by security forces in Java. The values of Islam in Aceh are not easily penetrated by radicalism offered by the terrorist groups. Up to now, peace and stability in Aceh have been maintained. After gaining considerable advantage from power sharing with the Government of Indonesia, GAM has been comfortable with the situation and forgotten the idea of independence. Conflict and armed violence are still frequent in some places, but they have been transforming from vertical (between the Indonesian Military/TNI and GAM) into horizontal ones with various reasons. The most prominent one is the question of access to power which in turn has impact on economic access. This paper will discuss the anatomical changes in the pattern of conflict after the peace agreement. In Addition, this paper will also review Aceh’s current political situation focussing on the terrorism issues and post-conflict local elections, the process and development of conflict, the compromise, and the future forecast for the political and administrative system of local governance in Aceh.
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A. Introduction
The peace agreement between the Government of Indonesia and the Free Aceh Movement (Gerakan Aceh Merdeka or GAM), known as the Helsinki MoU, has taken effect for almost seven years. During this period of time, peace has been maintained, and security conditions have been relatively stable. Some issues that have emerged and been feared to be a disturbance to peace in Aceh include conflicts of local elections of 2006, 2009 and 2012, chaotic distribution of funds for the rehabilitation and reintegration process, increased crime, poverty and government mismanagement, and terrorism. However, apparently the people of Aceh have been tired of conflicts and do not want to re-experience them. Aceh has now entered a new environment that has never happened since mid-70s.
From a variety of conflicts and the dynamics of development of Aceh after the peace agreement, this paper seeks to focus on two issues, namely the issues of religion-based terrorism and local elections in 2006, 2009, and 2012. The issue of religion-based terrorism will not be discussed in depth here because it is actually not part of the dynamics of the Acehnese people. Religion-based terrorism in Aceh just exploits the moment and place where the perpetrators have absolutely no affinity with the people of Aceh.

B. Religion-Based Terrorism in Aceh
The Acehnese were surprised by the incident in which the police shot it out with a terrorist group in Aceh in March 2010. For nearly a month, security forces surrounded an armed radical group in the Aceh Besar Regency, about 60 km east of Banda Aceh. Nine people were shot, 21 people were arrested, and the rest fled to North Sumatra, Riau, and West Sumatra, and then got involved in acts of horrendous terrorism there. After the siege, the police continued to routinely conduct raids and arrested suspected terrorists. There was a fear that the incident and other violent incidents taking place in Aceh would undermine the peace process. This also raises the question of the link between the incidents and former members of GAM.
The existence of terrorist groups in Aceh is quite surprising because up until now, Aceh has seemed to be resistant to any terrorist movement. The terrorist groups were groups of outsiders that came to Aceh after the tsunami disaster in 2004, which originally intended to help the people of Aceh after the disaster. They became comfortable living in Aceh because they were far from the pursuit of the security forces which were hunting the terrorist groups in Java and because Aceh was so open and lack of control over the security forces, especially at the beginning of the disaster. They were also pleased with the nature of Aceh which was very beautiful and strategic as well as with the dynamics of the people of Aceh who were warmly welcoming the Islamic law (sharia). Aceh was used as a military training center of radical Islam and terrorism.
 They also considered Aceh as an escape area after they were hunted by security forces in Java. A question arising here is whether the conflict in Aceh has "transformed" from the separatist movement into the religion-based terrorist movement?
During conflict, GAM tried to avoid labeling Islam for its movement from the international community. Since the beginning of the rebellion, GAM has never put forward the ideological-religious aspects as the bases for its opposition activities. Image of GAM formed by its members in the international world was more as a secessionist movement based on etno-nationalism. During conflict, efforts of some parties in Jakarta to associate GAM with a terrorist movement, particularly after September 11, 2001, did not succeed in changing national and international public opinion. GAM was still seen as an armed separatist movement.

It is proved in subsequent development that terrorism in Aceh was not related to the Aceh previous conflicts , GAM, and separatism. Some figures that were thought to have links with terrorist groups in Aceh came from outside Aceh. They made Aceh a military training base because they assumed that the province would benefit their movement. This assumption was apparently wrong.
According to Rizal Sukma
 the terrorist groups made three mistakes in choosing Aceh. First, they predicted, as the sole province in Indonesia which implemented sharia and known as a strong religious region, Aceh would be more tolerant to a radical ideology that they were fighting for. Second, they thought, when they took action against the law, people would easily suspect GAM or the security forces as the culprit. Third, they also seemed to take advantage of the historical facts of Aceh as the base of the Darul Islam Movement/Islamic Army of Indonesia (Darul Islam/Tentara Islam Indonesia or DI/TII) which fought for an autonomous Aceh within a wider Islamic state of Indonesia (1953-1962). However, they did not understand that Aceh they encountered was no longer like Aceh in the past. Aceh had become an area in which conflict was fueled by the spirit of struggle against injustice rather than ideological sentiments.
Besides fighting for an autonomous Aceh within a wider Islamic state of Indonesia , DI/TII led by Daud Beureueh was a form of protest toward the government of Indonesia for making Aceh part of the North Sumatera Province judicial area which distinctly ignored Aceh’s huge contribution in supporting the existence of the still young Republic in 1945 Therefore, Aceh’s DI/TII was, by its nature, different from GAM which aimed for independence
.
Governor Irwandi Yusuf, a former GAM commander, stated unequivocally that the terrorist groups had nothing to do with Aceh or former GAM combatants.
 However, it was true that the terrorist groups had succeeded in recruiting the sons of Aceh. It means that there were conditions that allowed the penetration of radical ideologies and terrorism to the people of Aceh. This fact should gain serious attention from the government and the people of Aceh.

C. Post-Conflict Elections in Aceh
 Since the reform era (1998) begun after the collapse of Soeharto’s regime, the political system, especially the electoral system in Indonesia, has undergone a drastic change. If prior to the reform era, governors and regents/mayors were elected by the local parliaments, since the reform era they have directly been elected by citizens through local elections called the general elections of regional heads (Pemilihan Umum Kepala Daerah or Pemilukada). 
This new political system has been implemented in all regions in Indonesia, including Aceh. In the context of Aceh, the elections had peculiarities in which they were not only part of the Indonesian political system, but also part of a peace agreement as outlined in the Helsinki MoU. The peace agreement between the Government of Indonesia and GAM signed in Helsinki on August 15, 2005, required the implementation of local elections in Aceh as part of the stages for peace building.
 In this case, the elections are the transitional processes that must be gone through based on the Helsinki agreement. According to Teitel, in the context of transition, elections are the most objective political procedural mechanism in creating a new system. This means, the elections in Aceh were part of the peace process so they can be said to be part of conflict resolution.

Therefore, in contrast to other regions, the implementation of the elections in Aceh is quite different from other regions in Indonesia. There are several reasons. First, Aceh is still in a transitional period where small conflicts could easily provoke major conflicts.  Elections are also considered as an attempt to resolve conflict. But they can also provide an opportunity for the creation of conflict. In the case of Aceh, post-conflict elections are feared for the emergence of separatism because Aceh has just entered a peace environment after a long conflict. If post- election conflict in Aceh takes place, it will be not only a matter of anarchy or public dissatisfaction, but also a big political and ideological issue, that is, the reemergence of Aceh separatist movements.    
The second reason, which is also the most interesting one, is the existence of local parties that participate in the elections in Aceh. Currently, Aceh is the only province in Indonesia that recognizes the legal existence of the local party as outlined in the Helsinki MoU. The third reason is that Aceh is a region which pioneered the independent (non-party affiliated) candidates to participate in the elections. The existence of local political parties and independent candidates is interesting because in the context of democracy, Aceh has been a pioneer in the two cases. Therefore, it is no exaggeration to say that Aceh is a measure of failure or success of democracy in Indonesia.
As a country that is in transition to democracy, the potential for conflict in all regions of Indonesia is very large. A variety of politically motivated violence as the excess of the elections which are prevalent in Indonesia show that the elections could result in tensions and instability.
The transitional period often results in conflict because there will be at least two groups facing each other in getting the same thing. This period causes problems because of the occurance of power polarization or political factionalization as happened in Colombia in the 1990s between the left and right factions,
 or in Nepal that have been taking place until now between the government and the ruling Maoist faction that killed thousands of citizens and the king at once. In Afghanistan, the first post-Najibullah government, Abdul Rashid Dostum and Gulbuddin Hekmatiyar conflict against Burhanuddin Rabbani (President) and Ahmed Shah Massoud (Tajik military commander).

In the case of GAM in Aceh, GAM is split into two factions. Athough the majority of GAM members accept the Helsinki MoU,  but some refuse and are still in favor of independence. In the pro-MoU faction itself, there are a lot of intrigues leading to violent conflict, especially during the the nomination of candidates for governor/regents/mayors or parliament members.

Aceh has just carried out the 2012 elections (gubernatorial and regency/mayoral elections). Previously, Aceh also carried out elections in 2006/2007 (gubernatorial and regency/mayoral elections) and 2009 (presidential and national parliamentary elections as well as local parliamentary elections). These elections led to conflict undermining the stability and threatened the existing peace. Conflict that occurred in the 2012 elections, to some extent, resulted from the excess of the conflict in the 2006 and 2009 elections.

The 2006 Elections

The 2006 elections were mandated of the Helsinki Memorandum of Understanding (Helsinki MoU), as part of the stages of peace building processes.
 In these elections GAM was split into two factions: the older GAM generation based in Sweden and the young GAM ex-combatants based in Aceh. The first faction was in favor of building a coalition with one of national parties, the United Development Party (Partai Persatuan Pembangunan or PPP), which nominated Humam Hamid and Hasbi Abdullah as candidates for governor and deputy governor. While the latter faction wanted GAM to nominate its own candidate. This faction nominated Irwandi Yusuf (GAM figure and GAM representative in the Aceh Monitoring Mission/AMM) and Muhammad Nazar (pro- referendum activist) as candidates for governor and deputy governor. As a result, Yusuf was dismissed from AMM. This decision was issued by GAM Prime Minister Malik Mahmud in Sweden
 through a letter sent to Acting Governor of Aceh Mustafa Abubakar, and Chairman of AMM Pieter Feith.
 The conflict once again showed the initial symptom of split in GAM which not only took the form of propaganda among its elites, but also reached physical fights on the ground.
 This conflict continued until the 2012 elections.
Under a clause in the Helsinki MoU, GAM was required to demobilize its soldiers. GAM then formed the Aceh Transitional Committee (Komite Peralihan Aceh or KPA) as the transitional organization before the formation of GAM’s local party. Since its establishment, KPA had never been solid. Its policies had never been in line with practices in the field. In terms of the nomination of candidates for governor and deputy governor, GAM eventually decided to be neutral.
 This policy benefitted Yusuf because on the ground, GAM was more dominated by the young groups that tended to be pro-Yusuf. Nurdin Rahman, one of GAM representatives in the Helsinki negotiation, considered GAM was trapped in a divisive strategy made by Jakarta which eventually led to GAM defeat in the elections.
 Yusuf then won the 2006 elections and was elected as governor of Aceh.

For elections at the regency level, a lot of election-related conflicts also occurred such as in the Central Aceh, South East Aceh, Aceh Tamiang, Southwest Aceh and Simeulue. The most alarming incident was the burning of the Independent Electoral Commision (Komisi Independen Pemilu or KIP) of Central Aceh’s office on January 1, 2007. Entire data, including ballot papers, were destroyed.
 The incident raised a big concern in the Central Aceh, given the burning of the Joint Security Council’s office that exacerbated the conflict and threatened the peace process facilitated by the Henry Dunant Centre, occured beforehand.
Local Parties and the 2009 Elections
After GAM’s cadre won the provincial election and a number of regency elections in 2006, GAM planned to establish a stronger local political party that would channel the aspirations of former GAM combatants and its sympathizers. There were six local political parties in Aceh that passed the verification and were eligible to participate in the 2009 elections competing with 38 national political parties. They included the Aceh Party (Partai Aceh or PA), the Safe and Prosperous Aceh Party (Partai Aceh Aman Sejahtera or PAAS), the United Aceh Party (Partai Bersatu Aceh or PBA), the Sovereign Aceh Party (Partai Daulat Aceh or PDA), the Aceh People's Party (Partai Rakyat Aceh or PRA), and the Aceh People's Independent Voice Party (Partai Suara Independen Rakyat Aceh of PSIRA). Among those local parties, PA was the most interesting one and gained considerable attention. This is because PA was declared by GAM and the party was claimed to be the sole forum for the political aspirations of GAM. GAM leaders forbade former GAM members to choose other parties. According to GAM, based on the Helsinki MoU, only GAM had the right to form a local party. Therefore, GAM considered other local parties as traitors.
 The estimation that the local parties would dominate the elections led the selection of the election serial number to be so tight which in turn resulted in many conflicts.

As the 2009 elections approached, a lot of intimidation occurred in Aceh, both intra- and inter-party. PA was worried about the intervention of the central government in its party, while other smaller parties were concerned about the intimidation of PA’s sympathizers.
 In some places, the target of violence was PA’s members. But in other areas, most of the intimidation and even violence were committed by and involved PA’s members.
 Other parties, in some cases, failed to campaign because of the intimidation of PA. PA’s supporters used a variety of ways to prevent other parties from undertaking open campaigns through threats or pressures for those who would attend the campaigns and by blocking the roads.

September 2008 was recorded as a month full of violence and political tension which were associated with PA.
 Violence occured almost every day and it reached its peak when it extended along the GAM bases in the East coast, highlands, and Banda Aceh.
 Two months later, the tension did not ease. From the commencement of closed campaigns in July 2008 until February 2009, violence against political parties reached 22 cases.
 In this period, the World Bank classified the 2009 election-related incidents into four categories. The first category was internal conflict that reached 12 cases (41.5%). The second category was bullying incidents as many as nine cases (34.5%). The third category was a conflict of registration of candidates for parliament members as many as 6 cases (20.5%). The last category was related to the performance of KIP Aceh (1 case).
 Total incidents of violence from December 2008 until February 2009 were nearly a hundred cases where a third of which were related to pre-electoral political issues involving PA.
Violence did not only happen to the contesting parties, but also to foreign observers. Although guaranteed by the existing rules, foreign observers’ existence was opposed by some parties and brought about fierce polemics, even violent conflict. Anti-foreign sentiment was shown by terrorizing foreign institutions and killing foreign activists working in Aceh with the accusation of spying. The rejection of the observers was caused by certain parties’ dissapointment that considered that the observers were not working well and had also assessed the implementation of previous elections, the 2006 elections, in a subjective way.
 With regard to this issue, Martti Ahtisaari stressed that the presence of foreign observers was importance so that the Aceh elections would took place smoothly.

Interestingly, the situation on the polling day was relatively safe and post-election violence dropped dramatically. In general, the election results were accepted by community members. Despite the frequent internal conflict, PA won the 2009 elections across the region.
 For the provincial parliamentary elections, PA gained 46.91%, followed by the Democratic Party (10.84%), the Golkar Party (6.63%), PAN (3.87%) and PKS (3.80%). For the national parliamentary elections in Aceh, the Democratic Party (Partai Demokrat or PD) was ranked first (40.87%), followed by the Golkar Party (10.53%), PKS (7.08%), PPP (6.17%) and PAN (5 , 87%).
There was information spreading widely among the public that the victory of PA and PD
 was gained as a result of the conspiracy of PA, PD, and the Indonesian Military/the Indonesian Police (Tentara National Indonesia/Polri). There was an agreement among these parties that at the local level, the victory was given to PA, while at the national level to PD. It was indicated by the fact that there was no firm action against PA activists who openly intimidated other parties.


The 2012 Elections 

These elections were undertaken in a five-year period to elect governor/deputy governor, regents/deputy regents, and mayors/deputy mayors. Based on the election schedule, they should be held simultaneously at the provincial level and at the regency/municipality level in Aceh (17 regencies/municipalities) on November 10, 2011, or three months before the expiry of Governor Irwandi Yusuf’s term of office. Various conflicts caused the elections, which were supposed to be held in 2011, to be delayed until 2012. However, although delayed until February 2012, Yusuf was still in power until that time. PA rejected the elections because, according to this party, the follow up of the election results would break the law and the legality and legitimacy of whoever elected was questionable since the issue of regulation had not been clear.
On the surface, conflict in Aceh in the 2012 elections was a matter of regulatory conflict between those who supported the regulations that allow independent (non-party affiliated) candidates to be nominated in the elections and those who opposed the regulations. But behind the scenes, the real conflict was rooted in rivalries between Yusuf and PA. On the one hand, Yusuf insisted on carrying out the elections on schedule, at least when he was still a governor, while PA seeked to postpone until Yusuf’s term was over. This regulatory conflict then involved the central government (the Constitutional Court/MK, the Coordinating Ministry for Political, Law, Security Affairs/Menkopolhukkam and Ministry of Home Affairs/Kementerian Dalam Negeri).
Unlike the 2006 and 2009 election conflict, conflict in the 2012 elections was very different although the potential threat was the same. That is, the threat to the stability of peace in Aceh. In the two previous elections, conflict revolved around the suspicion of the intervention of the security forces, but conflict in the 2012 elections was more GAM internal dissension, especially between Yusuf and PA.This was even admitted by Yusuf in front of the Commission III of the House of Representatives (DPR). According to him, if he withdrew from the gubernatorial nomination, then the conflict would subside. 
Yusuf’s position as the incumbent governor allowed him to take advantage of all access and facilities for winning the election. Government policies and programs run by Yusuf were alleged by his political opponents to lead to a lot of image-building for the 2012 election purposes. As a governor, Yusuf had financial support, facilities and programs. This was exactly PA’s concern. Yusuf himself was a member of PA. But the conflict in GAM elite circles caused him to be marginalized and abandoned by PA. Yusuf was considered by ex-GAM leaders as a dissident who was not obedient to his superiors.
The provisions of the Aceh 2012 elections were embedded in Qanun (local law) on Elections approved by DPRA. DPRA, dominated by PA, enacted this Qanun stating independent candidates can not be nominated in the elections anymore. The reason behind this was that Law No 11 of 2006 on the Government of Aceh allows the nomination of independent candidates was only once, in 2006. However, Governor Yusuf then refused to sign the Qanun given that he would run for governor as an independent candidate. Automatically, the situation reached a dead-lock. Given this situation, the Qanun could not be approved by the Ministry of Home Affairs which in turn resulted in the absence of the legal basis for implementing Aceh elections. 
The 2012 election conflict was still an extension of the 2006 conflict, but with a firmer structure. That is, in 2006, the internal dissension within GAM was still liquid in which KPA did not officially support for any candidate, but in the 2012 elections PA has had a clear organizational structure, supporters, and masses and dominated the parliaments in Aceh. At this time, PA is an official entity which is the transformation of KPA and has a wide set of rules that more clearly regulate its members.
As the incumbent governor with a triumphant victory in 2006, Yusuf still run for governor as an independent candidate by considering Law No. 12 of 2008. This law provides the opportunity for individuals or non-party affiliated candidates to compete in the elections. Yusuf considered this law applied to all areas, including Aceh. Yusuf’s action was regarded by PA as a defection and was not commited to the decisions agreed in the Helsinki MoU and Law Number 11 Year 2006 on the Government of Aceh. Yusuf political efforts for running for governor in Aceh as an independent candidate get "approval" of the Constitutional Court (MK) after the Court granted the judicial review of article 256 of Law No.11/2006 which allowed independent candidates to participate in the elections.
After the judicial review, PA cancelled nominating their nominees and withdrew from the elections. Not only PA, at first, other parties also refused to participate in the elections. The absence of these parties, particularly PA, which dominated the provincial parliament (DPRA) in the elections would have an impact on the legitimacy of the election results. The absence of PA in the elections could result in conflict between PA and the next governor because as the dominant party, PA will certainly inhibit a variety of programs submitted to the provincial parliament by the governor. It will also lead to even more terror to the common people. PA claimed to participate in the elections if there had been discussions on the rules or Qanun (local law) concerning the elections.
The Constitutional Court's decision was considered by PA as a betrayal of the national government towards Aceh’s privilege. PA then expressly declared it would boycott the elections if the elections still follow the previous schedule before the completion of the regulatory issue. Government and KIP Aceh remained committed to carrying out the elections as scheduled. At this stage, four pairs of candidates run for governor and deputy governor. They were Haji Ahmad Tajuddin Tengku-Suriansyah, Irwandi Yusuf-Muhyan Yunan, Darni M Daud - Ahmad Fauzi, and Muhammad Nazar - Nova Iriansyah. Except for Muhammad Nazar - Nova Iriansyah who were supported by the Democratic Party and its coalition (PPP and SIRA Party), all candidates were independent candidates.
As a dominant party in the local parliament in Aceh, PA certainly did not want to lose the momentum to nominate their cadres in the 2012 elections. The optimism of PA to win the provincial election was reasonable considering that in many regions in Aceh (provinces and regencies/cities), PA was very dominant. In the previous elections, PA’s cadres also won elections in many regencies. But on the other hand, Yusuf’s optimism to run again as an independent candidate was very reasonable too. As an incumbent candidate, he had a very strong structural network to the village level. Some of his programs were quite popular and aimed at winning the sympathy of the people.
Various scenarios were designed to delay the elections until Yusuf’s term of office was over. PA’s efforts to de-legitimize the elections by boycotting the elections did not go as hoped. KIP Aceh and government still planned to carry out the elections as scheduled. The law states that elections can only be delayed/repeated in case of three conditions: natural disasters, no budget, or the occurance of a riot. As the majority party in parliament, the PA could reject the budget proposal to postpone elections until Yusuf stepped down. But there was a possibility that riots would happen. This possibility seemed to come true from time to time. The issue that PA leaders would soon leave Aceh to foreign countries began to spread among the supporters of PA if the elections were not delayed and the GAM leaders would not responsible for what would happen in Aceh after their departure.
Differences in the interpretation of the legality of laws on independent candidates and regulations on elections spread widely. Polemics that arouse could lead to horizontal conflicts. Various incidents of armed violence triggered by different opinions in understanding the independent candidate issue took place. Public was worried that peace was disturbed which in turn would resulted in civil wars. Peace was at stake. Various acts of politically motivated violence were taking place from just terror to murder.
Row of the shooting incidents in Aceh increased when the 2012 elections approaced. The Aceh Regional Police recorded at least 45 shooting cases had not been revealed by the authorities. Some people in Aceh and observers believed the motive behind the shooting was political competition in the upcoming local elections in Aceh, although this was denied by government officials, security forces, and local law enforcement. In two weeks before the New Year, there had been five times of shooting incidents happened in Aceh. Surprisingly, the targets of violence were those who had no connection or interest with the local elections, such as Javanese working as digging workers at the State-owned Enterprise of Telecommunication (PT. Telkom).
In response to those incidents, security forces seemed to be not ready in hunting down the criminals. Various accussations then appeared related to motives of violence. The police, the Coordinating Ministry for Political, Law, and Security Affairs (Menkopolhukam), and the Governor of Aceh had one voice. They stated that the incidents were not related to the issue of Aceh’s elections and were purely crime. While others, including President, declared that the incidents were related to the elections. There were several reasons why the incidents were suspected to have election-related motives. First, in terms of times of the incidents, they were very close to election time. Second, based on the testimony of the witnesses, perpetrators of violence were people trained in using weapons. In Aceh, those trained to use weapons were only the Indonesian National Military/the Indonesian National Police (TNI/Polri), ex-GAM combatants or GAM deserters. The possibility that the perpetrators were TNI/Polri was very small, thus ex-GAM combatants became suspects. This suspicion also arose because at the same time, PA is the ex-GAM’s party, which was waiting for the government's political decision on whether it  was allowed to participate in the elections.
The question then was why the targets were Javanese digging workers, who were not related to the elections? The authors have some analyses. First, making labors and local residents as victims, would be easier to provoke public attention and sympaty. Second, this aimed to emphasize that this shooting incident was linked to a political conflict in the past, where GAM showed resistance to the Javanese immigrants as a symbol of resistance against the Government of Indonesia based in Java. Third, by making non-local ordinary residents as the targets, it was expected to cause a big reaction from Javanese who would take revenge against Acehnese living outside Aceh. So the hope was there would be be a greater ethnic tension in Aceh. This would be used as a tool to delay the elections. Fortunately, the people outside Aceh were not provoked by this issue.
Along with the violence taking place, PA continued to make legal efforts. On January 3, 2012, the Aceh Party Leadership Board (Dewan Pimpinan Aceh, Partai Aceh or DPA-PA) asked the Election Supervisory Committee of Aceh (Panwaslu Aceh) to disqualify Irwandi Yusuf from his candidacy for governor of Aceh. Yusuf candidacy was considered to violate Article 33, paragraph 1c, Qanun (local law) No.7/2006 as the reference of  the Aceh elections in 2012. The paragraph states the members of national political parties and local political parties are not allowed to run as independent candidates, unless he or she has resigned from his or her party, no later than three months before the registration of candidates. In this regard, Yusuf, as a member of PA, has never resigned from the Aceh Party by neither written statements nor word of mouth.
In the meantime, the Government of Indonesia, represented by the Coordinating Ministry for Politics, Law and Human Rights (Menkopolhukkam), the Ministry of Home Affairs (Menteri Dalam Negeri or Mendagri), KPU and Bawaslu, together with the Aceh government, DPRA and KIP Aceh, kept discussing and reviewing PA’s claims to delay the Aceh elections. According to PA,  if the elections were still conducted on the prior schedules, it would  broke the law because Qanun on Elections as the reference for the elections had not yet been approved by DPRA. 
On January 4, 2011, in a meeting forum between the Ministry of Home Affairs (Kementerian Dalam Negeri or Kemendagri), Menkopolhukan, and DPRA, Chairman of DPRA, Hasbi Abdullah, from PA, proposed the registration of candidates for the Aceh elections was reopened. On the same day, Abdullah along with members of Commission A of DPRA in charge of governance and law, scheduled a special meeting with Minister of Home Affairs Gamawan Fauzi  whose one of the meeting agendas was the delay of the Aceh local elections for 3-4 months. Abdullah expressed the seriousness of the provincial parliament to discuss the revisions of Qanun on Elections which had not yet entered articles about the independent candidates. According to Abdullah, the meeting of the Consultative Body (Badan Musyawarah or Bamus) of DPRA held Tuesday (3/1) and attended by its 18 of the 34 members, declared the readiness to reschedule the discussion on the revisions of the Qanun on Elections and to enter the provision of the independent candidates in the Qanun. In subsequent development, DPRA entered this provision in the Qanun.  
Minister of Home Affairs subsequently filed a lawsuit at the Constitutional Court (MK) arguing that the enrollment for candidates in the Aceh elections needed to be reopened. The Court granted the claim and stated that KIP Aceh must open the registration for one week to give opportunities for other candidates to register but the election schedules remained unchanged, i.e. February 16, 2012. Following the extention of the registration, there were tens of pairs of candidates throughout the regencies/municipalities and two pairs of gubernatorial candidates participated in the elections joining candidates who registered earlier. The new candidates for governor were Zaini Abdullah - Muzakkir Manaf (PA) and Fakhrulsyah Mega - Zulkinar (independent candidates). But this short registration period made it difficult for KIP Aceh to verify the documents. KIP Aceh then requested for delay in the election schedules to the Constitutional Court and the request was granted. KIP Aceh was asked to conduct the elections no later than April 9, 2012. 
The Court's decision was responded in various ways. PA welcomed this decision as something that was judged to accommodate all interests. While Yusuf’s faction considered that this decision was the fear of the central government to the pressure the Aceh Party.This then led to demonstrations of and protests from supporters of Irwandi Yusuf – Muhyan Yunan and of other candidates for Head of Regencies/Deputy Head of Regencies and Mayors/Deputy Mayors in a number of regencies/cities. The involvement of several PA’s candidates in the contestation was feared could change the map of political support.
As the campaign approached, a pledge of peace was declared by all governor candidates. But the pledge was just an empty promise. Tens of violence and intimidation cases during the campaign went on involving PA’s sympathizers and Yusuf’s supporters. The forms of violence included the burning of campaign teams’ facilities, fights, bombing terror and shootings. Most cases of violence took place in conflict-prone areas like Pidie, Bireuen, North Aceh and East Aceh. Of these incidents, it can be concluded that there was a correlation between the level of violence taking place in certain areas during the elections and the level of insecurity of those areas in the conflict era. In other words, conflict-prone areas during the 2012 elections year were also insecured areas during the conflict era.
Given the above, it can be seen that PA as the former GAM combatants’ political representation, as well as the dominant political force in the era of peace in Aceh, seems not yet fully able to show the identity of real democracy in its actions. The party still maintains the chain of its militaristic command.
 Conflict paradigm is still prominent in its political decision making. Meanwhile, Zaini Abdullah and Irwandi Yusuf carried a number of former GAM members to join their groups. In the two groups, each of which has strong armed and political forces, the violence came from several times.
 
On April 17, 2012, KIP Aceh officially announced the results of the vote counting of the 2012 elections from 17 regencies and municipalities across Aceh. From these elections held on April 9, 2012, PA candidates, Zaini Abdullah and Muzakkir Manaf won 1,327,695 or 55.78% of 2,380,386 valid votes. Behind this pair was Irwandi Yusuf and Muhyan Yunan  with 694,515 votes (29.18%), followed by Muhammad Nazar and Nova Iriansyah (182,079 votes or 7.65%), Darni M. Daud and Ahmad Fauzi (96,767 votes or 4.07%), and Ahmad Tajuddin and T. Suriansyah (79,330 votes or 3.33%).

Based on the election regulations, candidates who won votes more than 30% will be approved as the winners. If no candidate reaches 30% of the vote, then second-round elections to be held between the first and second ranked candidates of the vote counting in the first-round elections. The second-round elections will be  held in the five regencies/cities, namely Sabang and Langsa Cities and West Aceh, Aceh Barat Daya (Abdya), and Nagan Raya Regencies. Meanwhile, in Central Aceh and Gayo Lues Regencies riots occured. In Gayo Lues, thousands of people were involved in anarchism by burning KIP offices and five sub-regency offices. They considered that the election of regent and deputy regent in this area unfair. Similarly, in Central Aceh, ballot boxes, ballot papers and election-related documents were secured at the police station to avoid the rage of the supporters of a number of losing candidates who indicated electoral fraud. These chaotic situations led the vote counting to stop.
In response to the election results, some losing candidates quickly stated they received the results, but others, including former Governor Irwandi Yusuf, filed an objection at the Constitutional Court (MK). Some losing candidates at the regency/city level filed an objection at the Court because according to them, the elections were full of fraud, intimidation and violence. They asked the Court to annul the elections and carry out re-elections and disqualify PA’s candidates.
D.  Conclusion
Peace in Aceh continues to have problems and challenges. Many of them have not been resolved and are still homework. Of the various conflicts, excluding religion-based terrorism, conflict in Aceh after the peace agreement has a different pattern from the previous ones. If the previous conflict between GAM and TNI, then the current conflict is more among former GAM members. The seizure of power and access to economic resources is the main root of GAM's internal conflict. On the one hand, it expresses optimism that the conflict with separatist background in Aceh relatively no longer exists. on the other hand, the new conflict splits the people of Aceh. The awareness of the political elites in Aceh, especially ex-GAM combatants to maintain the cohesiveness of Acehnese is really important. Hence, it is important to provide political education for them in order that they have the ethics standards and civilized political culture.
In terms of religion-based terrorism issues, Aceh is a community that has a strong belief in Islam. However, Islam in Aceh cannot easily be infiltrated by radical movements. In the past, Aceh was a region demanding the practice of Islamic laws but it was not done by force and violence. The issues of resistance and rebellion in Aceh, especially the ones associated with GAM, were not in the context of the struggle for an Islamic state, but for the sake of justice and humanity. Therefore, it is believed that terrorism and radical Islamic movements in Aceh will never attract a lot of Acehnese.
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