constitutional system. On the other hand, the constitutional amendment recognizes and
preserves customary or adat law at the loca or regional structure. However, the recognition
of adat law at the local structure demonstrates more on preservation than a reconstruction of
tradition. Preservation has purpose mainly to maintain the existence of tradition, while the
reconstruction has purpose to apply tradition in amodern state structure.

Generdly, it can be concluded that the amendment of the 1945 Constitution does not
have an obvious pattern of reconstruction of tradition. It contradicts with the original meaning
of the founders that obviously believed tradition as a basic to create a national constitutional

system.
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