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This research discusses the journalistic product of the burning of the Tawhid flag 
produced by Media Ummat (MU) owned by former HTI. Interestingly, the flag burning 
case was associated with the Prophet's flag, causing various public responses. This 
research raises questions about how opinion formation and ideological framing are 
carried out by ex-HTI through journalistic production. Data is collected by tracing the 
news produced by the publisher Media Umat online which is used as a primary source, 
while secondary sources are news, journal articles, books and relevant research that 
discusses the research theme. The data is then analyzed descriptively-analyzed related 
to the production of news published by Media Umat Online. This study found that views 
were built using 4 (four) ways, namely religious arguments, through the hands of 
others, legal narratives, and accusations of an authoritarian government. The 
ideological framing in question is that the flag that was burned was not an ex-HTI flag 
but the Prophet's flag. Therefore, Muslims must defend the Islamic propagation. The 
ideological framing was done to legitimize ex-HTI as defenders of Islam. Other findings 
show that although ex-HTI has disbanded, the group still exists by fighting against the 
government. 

 Abstrak 

 Penelitian ini membahas tentang produk jurnalistik pembakaran bendera tauhid yang 

diproduksi Media Ummat (MU) milik eks HTI. Menariknya, kasus pembakaran bendera 

tersebut dikaitkan dengan bendera Nabi sehingga menimbulkan berbagai tanggapan 

masyarakat. Penelitian ini mengangkat pertanyaan tentang bagaimana pembentukan 

opini dan framing ideologis yang dilakukan oleh eks HTI melalui produksi jurnalistik. 

Data dikumpulkan dengan menelusuri pemberitaan yang di produksi oleh penerbit 

Media Umat secara online yang dipakai sebagai sumber primer, sedangkan sumber 

sekunder adalah pemberitaan, artikel jurnal, buku dan penelitian yang relevan yang 

membahas tentang tema penelitian. Data selanjutnya dianalisis secara deskriptif-

analisis terkait produksi berita yang diterbitkan Media Umat Online. Penelitian ini 

menemukan bahwa pandangan dibangun dengan menggunakan 4 (empat) cara, yaitu 

argumen keagamaan, melalui tangan orang lain, narasi hukum, dan tuduhan 

pemerintah yang otoriter. Framing ideologis yang dimaksud adalah bendera yang 

dibakar bukanlah bendera eks HTI melainkan bendera Nabi. Maka, umat Islam harus 

membela syiar Islam tersebut. Framing ideologis tersebut dilakukan untuk 

melegitimasi eks HTI sebagai pembela Islam. Temuan lain menunjukkan bahwa 

meskipun eks HTI telah bubar, kelompok tersebut tetap eksis dengan melakukan 

perlawanan terhadap pemerintah. 

 

Introduction  
The ideological discourse in print or online mass media is the most influential part 

of a journalistic product. The mass media as a medium cannot be separated from the 
elements that make up it, especially certain ideologies owned by the manager or team. 
The ideological discourse in the mass media is very clearly seen when it follows the 
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narratives of the various ideologies that are carried or the elements that make up the 
ideology in them. For the experience in Indonesia, one of the ideologies that are very 
clearly visible is the ideology in it, such as the caliphate ideology promoted by the Hizbut 
Tahrir Indonesia (HTI) group, which always appears directly or hidden in every 
journalistic product developed by the group (Hasan, 2011, 136, Turmudi, 2012, 25-42). 

The ideology of the caliphate is “spread out” through journalistic production or 
massive movements in society. The ideology of the caliphate is a form of ideology that 
idealizes the idea of an Islamic caliphate which is contrary to the religious ideology that 
develops in Indonesia. The religious ideology adopted by most religious organizations is 
following and relevant to Pancasila as the basis of the state. Discourse on religious 
ideology provides space for ideological contestations, either through movement or by 
utilizing mass media through journalistic production to disseminate ideas in terms of 
influencing society. Contrasting religious ideologies, for example, the ideology of the 
caliphate and the Islamic ideology following Pancasila. The two ideologies have different 
ideas one another (Arif, 2016, 20).  

In the context stated, the ideological contestation between groups that advocate the 
idea of a caliphate and a religious ideology that makes the unitary of Indonesia a 
something final is actualized through a contestation between HTI and Nahdhatul Ulama 
(NU), which in this context is represented by the Barisan Serba Guna (Banser). As a group 
that is directly involved in the ongoing ideological contestation. The two groups are a form 
of “guardianship” of religious organizations with different religious ideologies. The 
second contestation takes place not only in the aspect of ideas and movements but also in 
the journalistic productions or through other mass media, which also clearly shows that 
the ideological contestation takes place in the community (Hilmy, 2011, 1-13).   

The framing of religious ideologies produced by journalism is directly related to the 
contestation within each movement. In some cases, such as the closure of the recitation 
conducted by Banser, it is also part of a form of journalistic production that the issue is 
that Banser is an “anti-religious” (MU, 10/10/2021). The case was disseminated through 
mass media, both print and electronic, which were able to attract sympathy and at the 
same time create a “hate narrative” against Banser. On the other hand, Banser, as a group 
that opposes the religious ideology promoted by HTI, also produces journalism by stating 
that it is not the recitation in question but the ideology taught by the organization. 

The ideological framing of the HTI group is getting stronger that counter efforts are 
not only carried out by Banser groups whose groups are in line with Islamic ideology 
following Pancasila. On the other hand, the government also views that the HTI caliphate 
ideology can threaten the unitary State of Indonesia (Hasan, 2018). Ideological framing 
continues between groups that oppose and agree with the caliph’s discourse. HTI is a 
religious organization that developed massively and experienced infiltration from 
conventional religious organizations to government agencies. The journalistic products 
produced, especially through online media, received various responses from the public 
because it was found that there were not a few groups who sympathized with the HTI 
idea. 

HTI in the development of its movement has penetrated into the realm of mass 
organizations so that journalistic production that is against the idea of the caliphate has 
received various responses from the public. Realizing that the HTI movement can not only 
"threaten" the Pancasila ideology and the integrity of the unitary state of Indonesia, the 
government disbanded the mass organization through law by revoking its license as a 
religious mass organization. However, after the revocation of HTI's license, this group 
actually developed journalistic products that were aggressive against all forms of 
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restrictions on its movement. In the same context, Banser as a mass organization group 
under Nahdlatul Ulama (NU), was actively involved in fighting for the ideology of the 
caliphate. The case that became the focus of the researcher's attention was very clearly 
seen in the efforts of ideological contestation. For example, the burning of the HTI flag by 
Banser received responses from various groups. In this case, the steps to produce 
journalism that is in accordance with ideology are very clear. Previous research by Zainal 
Alim (2019) and Muhammad Gani Ray (2020) explained that media framing through 
journalistic production built by the ex-HTI group that was burned by the Banser group 
was not the HTI flag but the "tawhid flag". The same reaction was made by Banser, and 
groups that were against the caliphate ideology also carried out journalistic production 
through the mass media to explain that what was burned was the HTI flag, not the "tawhid 
flag" in Egi's research. Similar research by Rizaludinsyah (2020) that the case of the 
burning of the HTI flag by Banser not only showed ideological framing and involved other 
religious organizations, especially those that supported or sympathized with HTI or 
Banser. 

This brief description shows that the framing that occurs by utilizing mass media in 
the form of journalistic production in which ideology is very clearly visible. In-depth 
research efforts on ideological framing through journalistic production are interesting 
study issues because mass media is the channel that most influences society. This 
research will examine in depth the ideological framing of the ex-HTI group through 
journalistic production in the case of the burning of the tauhid flag with a focus on Media 
Umat (MU) as a media that has been managed and developed by ex-HTI. 

 
Method 

This research is a qualitative research that is descriptive-analytical, focusing on the 
object being studied to understand the problem in depth and objectively. This study uses 
an ethnographic approach to describe and explain the process and form of journalistic 
production. The types of data used are divided into two, namely primary data sourced 
from online media; Media Umat (MU) and secondary data from supporting sources such 
as books, journals, newspapers, and other relevant sources to complement and compare 
primary data. Data collection techniques by tracing news in MU to ensure the availability 
of the required data. Documentation is needed to collect non-verbal and written data, 
including images, brochures, and clippings, which can complement the existing 
information. 

Data analysis is carried out through several stages, namely data reduction, data 
presentation, and drawing conclusions. Data reduction aims to simplify and classify data 
to filter relevant information. Data presentation is done by compiling and presenting data 
that has been reduced in narrative form so that it is easy to understand. Verification and 
drawing conclusions are carried out by testing existing theories and drawing conclusions 
based on research findings to answer research questions. This process ensures that the 
data obtained is relevant, complete, and in accordance with the research questions raised. 
 
Result and Discussion 
Opinion Forming 

Based on the inventory carried out on journalistic products by MU, there are 4 (four) 
categories. HTI developed the issue to influence the public that the flag that Banser 
burned was not an HTI flag, but a “tawhid flag” using religious arguments, with “other 
people’s hands”, through legal narratives and accusations of a tyrannical government. 
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Chart 1 
Forming of Opinion 

Source: Processed from MU 
 

The four issues were built as an effort to influence the community through forming 
opinions. The developed issue emphasized that the burning of the flag by Banser was of 
action that was contrary to the religious narrative. To build an opinion using religious 
arguments, MU stated that burning the tawhid flag was a mistake. The tawhid flag is the 
flag of the Prophet that must be respected. In another opinion, MU also said that the flag 
that was burned was the flag of the Prophet by referring to the words “La Ilaha Illah” in it 
and the black color of the flag referring to liwa’ and rayah (Junaedi, 2012, 265). 

 The development of opinion with religious arguments that burning the flag of the 
Prophet is an act that must be resisted because it has insulted the Prophet (MU, 
10/10/2021). The practical step in the defense effort was carried out by carrying out an 
“action to defend monotheism” with a demonstration to show the aspirations of 
objections and disappointment to the behavior of burning the “tawhid flag” carried out by 
the Ansor in Garut. Religious arguments are strengthened by the formation of opinions 
through an attitude of not caring about the writing of monotheism on the flag but focusing 
on the burning of the flag that has monotheism written on it. Efforts to divert the issue by 
not questioning the existence of the sentence of monotheism in the flag, but rather the 
aspect of burning that was carried out is considered to have insulted the sentence of 
monotheism in the flag. 

The issue was that the burning of “sentences of monotheism” was of harassment 
against the name glorified in the flag. The great name is intended to refer to the 
monotheistic sentence contained in the flag. The arson attempt is considered to have 
insulted the great sentence (MU, 10/10/2021). Through a religious argument that 
burning a flag that has the word monotheism in it is a form of kufr behavior that has 
insulted the pronunciation that all Muslims glorify. Another argument that is built is that 
it is impossible to qiyas the torn al-Qur’an to save it by burning the same as a flag with the 
words monotheism written on it, because it is considered that the case is not the same 
(MU, 10/10/2021). Various religious arguments were built to convince the public that the 
flag that was burned was not an HTI flag, but was instead a “flag of the Muslims” because 
it referred to the flag used by Rasulullah. 

Another issue that MU developed to an opinion that the burning carried out by 
Banser was that the “tawhid flag” was also used through “other people’s hands”. “Other 
people’s hands” are meant to be strengthened through other groups that are considered 
to strengthen the allegations of ex-HTI that Banser burned the “tawhid flag” which should 
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be respected by Muslims. In strengthening opinions through “other people’s hands”, the 
Indonesian Ulema Council (Majelis Ulama Indonesia; MUI) under Law Commission will 
report the Ansor Chairperson to the police. MUI’s efforts to report to the police to 
strengthen opinion formation were carried out by ex-HTI through MU because MUI as a 
representation of the association of ulama and intellectuals in Indonesia also supported 
the opinion built by the ex-HTI (MU, 10/10/2021). Efforts to “use” MUI was understood 
as an effort to strengthen the formation of the issue that Banser had taken actions that 
were contrary to Islamic teachings by demeaning the sentence of monotheism. 

The strengthening of other opinions using “other people’s hands” was also 
strengthened through the Crescent Star Party (Partai Bulan Bintang), which also strongly 
condemned the burning of the “tawhid flag”. The use of “other people’s hands” because 
they are considered to have supported the opinion developed by the ex-HTI group 
regarding the flag-burning case that occurred (MU, 10/10/2021). The strengthening of 
opinion is meant that it is not only the ex-HTI group who view that the burning by Banser 
members is a dishonorable act. However, other groups are also supported, especially from 
parties who share the same view that the burning was carried out on purpose as an 
attempt to demean the glorified sentence. Efforts to strengthen opinions with “other 
people’s hands” as a step to strengthen allegations that are believed to be an attempt to 
position Banser members have carried out behavior contrary to Muslims’ attitude. 

The use of “other people’s hands” is also reinforced by the existence of the Forum 
Komunikasi Ulama Ahlu Sunnah wa al-Jamaah (FKAWJ), which also shares the same view 
as ex-HTI. The FKAWJ consists of several cities in Indonesia, such as Kediri, Solo, Malang, 
Purwakarta, and Banjarmasin (MU, 10/10/2021). The FKAWJ shared the view that the 
flag burned by Banser members was the flag of Muslims. The strengthening of opinion 
carried out by ex-HTI through MU by presenting opinions from “other people’s hands”, 
especially FKAWJ, in addition to efforts to strengthen the opinion that the flag that was 
burned was not an ex-HTI flag but instead the flag of Muslims to become a separate part 
to convince the public that Banser has deviated by burning the flag that all Muslims should 
respect. 

Formation of opinion was also carried out by utilizing the statements of specific 
figures, such as Arifin Ilham, who asked the perpetrators of the monotheism flag burner 
to repent (MU, 10/10/2021). The formation of opinions through “other people’s hands” 
affirm that the behavior of “burning the sentence of monotheism” is a behavior that is 
contrary to Islamic teachings. The strategy of developing opinion through “other people’s 
hands” was carried out to strengthen the alleged arson action carried out by Banser so 
that the group would receive “judgment” from the community. The use of “other people’s 
hands” as formation of opinion carried out by ex-HTI through MU as an aggressive step to 
continuously build opinions with the aim of “forcing” that Banser’s flag-burning behavior 
was an effort to humiliate the flag that should be glorified. 

Another opinion developed by ex-HTI through MU uses a legal narrative by linking 
the burning of the “tawhid flag” as a form of action contrary to applicable law in Indonesia. 
On the other hand, the perpetrators must be punished following applicable regulations. 
The legal narrative is built through the opinion that the Rasullah flag is the HTI flag is a 
hoax information (MU, 10/10/2021). Efforts to create and spread hoaxes that are carried 
out intentionally will be subject to legal sanctions. Opinions are built by trying to eliminate 
the relationship between the HTI flag, and general information that the flag owned by HTI 
is a flag with the same inscription. Steps are taken through legal narratives to eliminate 
“flag traces” associated with ex-HTI by showing flag narratives with writings glorified as 
a form of the hoax that is contrary to applicable regulations. 
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Other legal narratives are also found with MU’s journalistic product, which states 
that burning the “tawhid flag” is a stupid act. On the other hand, opinions were developed 
that the burning was a form of Blasphemy against religion (MU, 10/10/2021). Blasphemy 
is intended to mean that burning a flag with the word monotheism in it is an act of 
Blasphemy. All forms of symbols related to religion as something that should not be 
demeaned. In the legal narrative, with the attempt to link the burning of the flag as a 
blasphemy against a religious symbol, the perpetrator of this action can be punished for 
deliberately blaspheming a certain religion. Blasphemy meant that Banser’s action by 
burning the flag allegedly belonging to HTI was a form of diverting the issue of the HTI 
flag. 

Another issue that is developed to strengthen the opinion of Blasphemy is that the 
burning of the “tawhid flag” has fulfilled the element of a blasphemy offense, because the 
burning of acts is a blasphemy. However, another more vital element is the fulfillment of 
the violation of Blasphemy in it. The act of arson should be processed through the law 
because it is proven and convincing that an act that harms religious people must be 
protected. Opinions built through legal narratives are separate for ex-HTI to influence the 
public that there is a need to condemn the act of burning the flag legally. Opinion 
development through legal issues is a form of diversion regarding the relationship 
between the ex-HTI flag and the flag burned by the Banser member. 

The formation of other opinions that were developed through journalistic products 
carried out by ex-HTI through MU also built a narrative about the unjust government (MU, 
10/10/2021). Opinions about the unjust government are linked to the burning of the 
“tawhid flag” which was targeted not only at Banser as the group that carried out the 
burning of the flag. However, it is also connected with the government by developing a 
narrative of the government being unjust. It allows for the burning of flags that are 
“forced” as the flag of monotheism. The journalistic products that emerged from ex-HTI, 
for example, formed the opinion that the Minister of Religion—at that time Lukman 
Saifuddin—represented the government as an allergic group with the flag of monotheism 
(MU, 10/10/2021) because there is an impression that it does not approve the formation 
of an opinion by MU regarding the “tawhid flag”. 

Opinions about the unjust government as the “main target” became the target of ex-
HTI journalistic products to influence the public that there was an impression that the 
government supported the act of burning the “tawhid flag”. Opinions about the tyrannical 
government as a form of resistance to the government by making the issue of arson as an 
“entrance” to confirm the existence of HTI still exists (Zulfadli, 2018, 169-189). Narrative 
about an unjust government as an attempt to legitimize objections to all forms of 
government regulations regarding organizations that are considered to be contrary to the 
ideology of the state. The prohibition of “defensive monotheism also strengthens efforts 
to build opinions about the unjust government” actions carried out in various regions 
(Toha and Harish, 2020, 346-370). The prohibition was carried out by not providing 
support for the activities carried out because the government considered the case of the 
burning of the monotheism flag “still in the process of being investigated. 

The attitude of the government that did not support the various actions carried out 
in relation to forming an opinion that the burning was carried out as an act of burning the 
“tawhid flag” instead of the ex-HTI flag was strengthened by efforts to form a statement 
that the government had defended the wrong group. The opinion of the unjust 
government was “deliberately” developed as a suppression to influence the public that 
the ex-HTI group was the victim of unfair actions. On the other hand, as a form of 
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resistance to actions that humiliate Muslims, the government as a powerful institution 
also seems to ignore the efforts to offend Muslims. 

Opinions about the unjust government of accumulation of the ex-HTI group’s 
resistance to the government due to disbanding the organization. All forms of action that 
can be used to influence the community will be carried out as a form of resistance to the 
government, which does not provide space for the development of groups that are 
contrary to the ideology of the state (Anwar, et.al., 2020, 182-199). Various efforts to form 
opinions by ex-HTI through MU can be understood as an effort to confirm the existence of 
those who still exist, even though the government has dissolved the organization. Efforts 
to affirm self-identity are important for ex-HTI as an organization with an ideology that 
even though the organization has been banned, the ideology is believed to continue to 
grow and develop. 

 

Ideological Framing 
The online journalistic product developed by ex-HTI through MU, apart from being 

a formation of opinion was also strengthened by the ideological framing of ex-HTI 
towards the flag burning incident by trying to “force” that the flag that was burned was 
not an HTI flag, but instead a flag that Muslims respect (MU, 10/10/2021). Efforts to frame 
online journalistic products are evident in the reports developed by the media of the ex-
HTI group. Communicating in online journalistic products is an effort to require that what 
the Banser group is doing is part of the “intentional” element to humiliate Muslims 
through burning flags that have the word monotheism in them. 

 
Chart 2 

Framing “Tawhid Flaf” 
Source: Processed from MU 

 

      Several online journalistic products show the framing of the burning news, 
namely the tawhid flag, the Prophet’s flag. It was connecting the HTI flag as a “tawhid flag” 
in an effort to protect against all forms of symbols related to ex-HTI as things directly 
related to Islamic symbols. The ideological framing that took place by emphasizing that 
HTI itself was part of Islam, including symbols associated with Islam as symbols of HTI 
(Zaim, 2019, 13-19). Ideological framing is part of the effort to link HTI as an inseparable 
part of Islam itself. The strengthening of ideological framing in the case of flag burning 
was also seen through the emergence of the banner of the Rasul of Allah, which was part 
of the struggle for the ex-HTI (Fauziyah and Fadlilah, 2109).  

The ideological framing through the burning of the “tawhid flag” became a moment 
for the ex-HTI group to explain that HTI is a group that has a deep concern for Islamic 
teachings. Framing in online journalistic products shows that the ex-HTI group is trying 
to clarify that the burned flag is not an HTI flag because HTI insists that the group does 
not have a flag. The burning of the flag with the word monotheism in it has nothing to do 
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with the ex-HTI group (Rubaidi, 2020, 278). In an effort to support the ideological framing 
built by the ex-HTI, the group also used the government’s argument to assert that the flag 
that was burned did not belong to the ex-HTI by citing the explanation of the Ministry of 
Internal Affairs of The Republic of Indonesia (Kementerian Dalam Negeri Republik 
Indonesia; Kemendagri) that the HTI flag was a flag with the inscription HTI on it (MU, 
10/10/2021). 

The ideological framing carried out by ex-HTI seeks to “obfuscate” the relationship 
between HTI and the flag with the monotheism concept by attempting to eliminate the 
direct link between ex-HTI and the flag. The ideological framing carried out by ex-HTI is 
a form of framing effort that HTI is an Islamic movement that has a high spirit in defending 
the interests of Muslims, and on the other hand, also “cleans itself” of all forms of efforts 
to justify the burning of the “tawhid flag” which is considered part of the ex-HTI symbol 
(Susilowati, et.el., 2019, 60-62). Ideological framing through online journalistic products 
by MU by publishing various news stories that try to convince the public that what Banser 
members burned was not an ex-HTI flag, but instead the Rasullah flag that was burned, 
thus protecting the “tawhid flag” as part of the effort to fight for the interests of Muslims. 

Efforts to strengthen ideological framing were also carried out by making calls for 
“defensive monotheism demonstrations” (MU, 10/10/2021.) The ideological framing in 
the “demonstration to defend monotheism” is an effort to show attitudes towards 
protecting the interests of Muslims who uphold monotheism. However, the 
demonstration is also carried out as a form of ideological framing by attracting sympathy 
and support from the community to jointly reject the burning of “the tawhid flag” 
(Mustafa, 2019, 60-74). On the other hand, the demonstration to defend monotheism was 
also carried out as an effort to attract public sympathy to jointly struggle with the ex-HTI 
group in fighting for the ideology adopted by the group, especially the ideological framing 
efforts that took place in it to fight for the interests of HTI because the symbol burned is 
considered a symbol of the ex-HTI. 

The demonstration to defend monotheism was also carried out to clarify the identity 
of ex-HTI that still existed. Through ideological framing, it was able to attract the 
community’s attention to be involved in the act of defending monotheism. Ideological 
structure by trying to protect ideology through efforts to eliminate the boundaries of 
symbolic identity with elements that Muslims respect as a successful framing step. The 
ideological frame through online journalistic production can be said to have been able to 
influence some people to believe that what Banser members did by burning the ex-HTI 
flag was an anti-Muslim action (Zulfadli, 169-189).   

The ideological framing of the monotheism flag associated with HTI is also used as 
a framing tool that HTI upholds the value of monotheism. The value of monotheism is 
integrated within HTI, so HTI is fighting for his part of Islamic teachings. Framing the 
ideology of HTI as part of Islam as an effort to justify that the ideology that HTI is fighting 
for is an effort to enforce Islamic teachings, then the effort to link HTI ideology as Islamic 
teachings is a form of framing effort that utilizes Islamic issues as an identity that is 
integrated with HTI, so that if there are groups who reject or contrary to HTI as a form of 
rejection of the teachings of Islam. The ideological framing played by ex-HTI through the 
case of burning the “tawhid flag” as a strategic step to explain to Muslims that HTI is a 
movement that makes Islam the basis of its struggle (Anwar, et.al., 2020, 182-199).  

The resistance effort carried out by ex-HTI by rejecting what Banser burned was the 
ex-HTI flag as a form of ideological framing to protect self-existence, although the framing 
was carried out as an effort to force HTI ideology as an Islamic ideology that Muslims must 
fight for. The ideological framing in the case of burning the “tawhid flag” was also formed 
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as an effort to lead that the burning act was considered an act that tarnished or insulted 
the teachings of Islam. Ideological framing by diverting the issue that the ex-HTI flag as an 
existing flag contains the inscription of monotheism in it by trying to eliminate the identity 
of HTI in it by continuing to carry out ideological framing by strengthening the issue that 
the act of burning the sentence of monotheism is an act that avoids Islamic teachings and 
considers the perpetrators to be apostates. 

Ideological framing is also carried out with efforts to obscure the case of burning the 
monotheism flag, which directly connects with HTI. The frame was carried out by bringing 
up the issue of burning as an act of blasphemy and spreading hoax news by saying that 
the monotheism flag had nothing to do with ex-HTI (MU, 10/10/2021). Obscuring the 
problem as a form of ideological framing that seeks to guide discourse by connecting it to 
acts of blasphemy which also have legal consequences. Ideological frame by trying to 
“force” the act of burning the monotheism flag as a treatment for blasphemy because it is 
associated with actions of humiliating and humiliating religious symbols. Ideological 
framing carried out with the issue of blasphemy is a step to eliminate the ideological 
identity of HTI in it, so that through framing, people no longer see that flag burning is 
carried out as an act of resistance to ex-HTI but instead as a desecration of Islamic symbols 
(Dharmawan, 2019, 51-55).  

The ideological framing also removes traces of HTI’s ideology by denying that what 
was burned was an ex-HTI flag by questioning the existence of hoax information to say 
that the burned flag was not a monotheistic flag but instead a flag containing HTI’s 
ideology. The development of the issue saying that the hoax that was burned was the HTI 
flag but instead the “tawhid flag” was burned as a form of ideological framing used to 
cleanse themselves, and at the same time also tried to attract public sympathy that what 
was disputed and rejected by certain groups was not a form of resistance to ex-HTI, but 
instead as an effort to support the interests of Muslims by glorifying the sentence of 
monotheism which is the grip of every Muslim (Rizaludinsyah, 2020, 53-66). Ideological 
framing removes traces of HTI’s ideology in the arson case by trying to divert various 
issues as a measure used by ex-HTI to show their existence still exists in the community. 

Another framing that was built was an impression that the government was 
involved in the effort to allow the perpetrators of burning the monotheism flag to burn. 
The framing was formed by insisting that the case of burning the monotheism flag as a 
desecration of the flag of the Prophet, then the action as an act that has fulfilled the offense 
of blasphemy. So, efforts to punish the perpetrators are as severe as a step to protect the 
symbol of Islam from all forms of behavior that demean it. However, on the one hand, the 
government is not affected by the ideological framing efforts carried out by ex-HTI. The 
government is part of the target group as a group that is involved in protecting acts of 
blasphemy against Islam, so that ideological framing is used against the government 
through framing that was developed with the issue of the unjust government protecting 
the group who desecrated the tawhid flag (Anwar, et.al., 2020, 182-199).  

The ideological framing carried out by ex-HTI through MU, on the other hand, was 
challenged by other groups, especially from the Banser, who also built the frame that the 
flag that was burned was an ex-HTI flag. The ideological frame through journalistic 
production shows an ongoing ideological contestation between the ex-HTI group and 
Banser. Efforts to influence each other and compete for opinions also take place through 
their respective journalistic products. The ideological contestation that took place 
showed that the two groups involved in the conflict, especially in the case of burning the 
flag with the word monotheism, had caught the attention of each group, although in fact, 
the case of burning the flag was only a trigger for the ongoing “tension”, because long 
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before the burning case occurred both these organizations do have ideological differences 
(Osman, 2018, 55).  

The ideological contestation was used to seek mutual influence in the community 
through the production of journalism that was built. In the end, the community was also 
divided in making choices about the cases that occurred because both of them had 
sympathizers in the community. The ex-HTI group was able to build ideological framing 
through Islamic issues related to the arson case because the framing was carried out as 
stated that what was burned was not the flag of the ex-HTI, but instead the flag of the 
Muslims. The ideological framing that was carried out was able to attract sympathy and 
emotions from community groups that did have ideological closeness to the ex-HTI group 
and took advantage of support as a form of resistance to the Banser. 

The Banser itself in responding to the flag burning case, built a good relationship 
with the government by ensuring that the flag that was burned was not Muslim, but 
instead an ex-HTI flag, so that the communication carried out was able to “stop” 
ideological framing carried out by ex-HTI groups who were trying to to lead opinions and 
framing that the act of burning was carried out as a form of insulting Islamic symbols. 
Various actions were carried out by ex-HTI groups, such as statements of attitude and 
demonstrations to defend monotheism as an ideological contestation that was not only at 
the level of journalistic production but had also entered the realm of the empirical world. 
However, the ideological framing carried out by ex-HTI could not influence the elite group 
of society because grassroots groups and sympathizers only supported the actions taken. 

 
Conclusion  

The case of burning the “tawhid flag” has become a momentum for ex-HTI to show 
their existence that after being disbanded through the Ormas Law, it does not mean that 
the group’s movement has stopped. The case of burning the “tawhid flag” shows that ex-
HTI fought against the Banser group, even though the real purpose was to confirm to the 
government that ex-HTI still existed. Research findings show that ex-HTI has used 
journalistic products to channel ideas by trying to influence the community through the 
formation of opinions that what Banser did by burning the “tawhid flag” was an act that 
had tarnished Islam. The ex-HTI strategy is also strengthened by ideological framing that 
places ex-HTI as defenders of Islam by trying to “force” that the flag burned by the Banser 
group is the flag of monotheism, not the ex-HTI flag. However, on the other hand, the 
Banser group convinced the government that the ideological framing carried out by ex-
HTI in the flag-burning case was only a propaganda effort against the government. 
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