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ABSTRACT

Local history occupies a strategic position in depéhg moral values; this is possible because Iddatory has
the peculiarity of national history. Local histoligs in the locus of a particular region or regidhat also belongs to a
community. The peculiarity of local history hascdme the identity of the community and become eeghaarrative in
the collective memory of a particular locality. @me shared memory, local history taught much alibatwisdom and
lessons that are valuable to a society. As a ldistiory, the Kerinci War (1901-1903) is still inleat in the collective
recollections of the Kerinci community; in JambiRince (Indonesia).The three-year war has provigethy lessons for
today's generations, especially with regard to nhovalues such as nationalism, social solidarity spensibility,

and discipline.
KEYWORDS:Kerinci War, Local History, Moral Education, Histpr
INTRODUCTION

Local history includes history at the village levebme villages, as well as regions that are lonlielow the
provincial level. Finberg &Skipp (1973, p. 39) Bluate local history as a history that lies in acamtric circle surrounded
by a national and supranational environment. Tl@eof local history is the whole surrounding eoriment that can be a
territorial unity such as villages, sub-distriadsstricts, small towns and other unity-sized terigs along with elements of
social and cultural institutions residing in an ieonment, such as: family, settlement patterns,upajmn mobility,
mutual cooperation, markets, agricultural technpldgcal government institutions, arts associatiomenuments and
others (Widja 1991, pp. 14-15).

If the historical principle as a unique one is &mbl then it can be said that all history is adyuldcal history
(Purwanto, 2007, p. 35). Alfian (1983, p.29) diddeo categories of local history, ie: (1) spetoahl history, in the form
of internal dynamics occurring in each region; édlocal level history, ie how a national aspeetnifests in the region
or interaction between the center and the regicgamwhile, Finberg &Skipp (1973, pp. 25-44) expldiat local historical
targets are the origin, growth, development, atidofathe local community so that the main probleimghe preparation

should be based on local realities.

Observing the local history of each region shohst focal history has a special meaning for a conitpu
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The local history belongs to the local communityinich it tells the story of the local struggle ahe life of the ancestor
of a certain locality (Lionar, 2017a, p 297). THere, local history is full of moral values anddess on how a locality
survives, preserves existence, and answers théegbas of the times of the past. Through localonjstthe present
generation can understand the story of the pastandake valuable lessons to serve as a livingegin moral education,

a collective-oriented education that teaches ttheegeof social life (Durkheim, 1990, p.5).

The Kerinci War (1901-1903) is one of local histomhich is loaded with moral education. The threasywar in
the highlands of Sumatra Island against the Dutmbps that want to colonize the Kerinci area. & hacome an important
note for the people of Kerinci until today. Many tife moral values contained in the story, such a@somalism,
social solidarity, responsibility, and disciplinend then all of those are the noble values tha¢desto be passed on to the

generation of the nation.
METHODS

This research uses literature study method andridat method. The data obtained through literatergew in
the form of a series of activities related to liyralata collection methods, reading and recording also processing
research materials (Zed, 2017, p.3). The reseaath id obtained from book and journal sources. Udinoliterature
review, researchers examine critically the soutoethen be constructed into a comprehensive uratedistg about the

focus of research.

The historical method is used in building the his@l narrative of the Kerinci War (1901-1903). Tim®cess of
historical method consists of (1) hauristics, ieaflecting historical sources from archives, doeatation, and interviews;
after the data collected and then done(2) souiitieiem, namely the process of testing the origtgaand authenticity of
data obtained; (3) interpretation, integrating the#a obtained into a complete understanding; ajcdhi@oriography,

writing history.

DISCUSSIONS

Dutch Knowledge about Kerinci

After the Minangkabau plateau (PadangscheBoventgndas conquered by the Dutch in 1837 through twiriP
War led by Tuanku Imam Bonjol, followed by the Dutconquest of the king of Jambi, Sultan ThahaSdifutbetween
1898 until 1904, in 1901 to 1903 the Dutch troopstlee west coast of Sumatra include Muko-muko (Behg and
Indrapura (West Sumatra) also attempted to contingeKerinci area that located deep in the hinteklahBukit Barisan
Sumatra.The existence of the Dutch on the westt @féBumatra has been since 1663, with the estabést of a loji by
VOC (Vereenigde Oost IndischeCompagnie) in Cingkisédnd in 1663, then followed by Padang loji ir6&6and loji at
Air Bangis 1669 (Asnan, 2007, pp. 4-5).

Until the early 20th century, in fact, the Dutchdhaot yet controlled the whole region of Sumatra.
Aceh had just been conquered in 1907 through a fierge war between uleebalang led by TeungkuCiRidd with
Dutch troops led by Van Heutsz(Ricklefs, 2016, 12 Those facts show strong evidence as state€él By Resink (2012)

that Indonesia has never been colonized by theiXotc350 years.
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According to Klers (1985), Dutch knowledge of Kaminwas minimal, until the late nineteenth century,
the Dutch only knew that in the hinterlands of Strnahere were still many areas which had not tmésect to the
Dutch. One of them is Kerinci, this area is stilvereign under a traditional federation called Di&papatAlamKerinci,
this federation is a set of all customary chief&arinci. Under the federation Kerinci people Ipeacefully, the abundant
produce such as rice, cinnamon, coffee, and fregletables, Lake Kerinci which extends far enougiméet the needs of
the local people's (Andaya, 2016, p. 281; Lion&@17, p. 5; Ramli&Ayu, 2005, p. 6). Marsden (2013,234) an
adventurer working for a British trading companyBiangkulu in 1771-1779 reported that Kerinci's gapgical location
deep in the interior of Sumatra, to get there rousss the forest of the row. Europeans rarely ktiosvarea, because of its
isolated location in the interior of Sumatra (Cri&kahin, 2012, p 238).

The Dutch desire to dominate Kerinci actually begaa877, with an expedition to Kerinci led by veasselt,
but the expedition failed to depart after finding that the inhabitants of Kerinci had survived anepared the resistance
to prevent the Dutch entry into their area (Has&eliohn in Wahyudi, 2017, p. 5).Entering the begignof the 20th
century, the Dutch intention to colonize Kerinaiostger. Through the Resident of Bengkulu, the Diitati contacts with
many Depati in Kerinci. The Dutch intend to forgepartnership under the pretext of "equally benaficithen sent
messengers from Bengkulu namely Imam Mersah andghduniSomah, they were sent by KontrolirMuko-mukaléiver
a letter addressed to PemangkuDepatiTelago whoshBlEmangku DepatiRantau in TigaHelaiKain (Pulaukamng
The contents of the letter in essence the Dutclkdaglermission to build a road through Kerinci bgrpising Kerinci
leadersAn egg will not break, a piece of the grass wilk wither,one drop water will not murkyhich analogy that the
Dutch will not interfere with the sovereignty ofetibepatiKerinci (Madjid, 2012, p5.). On the way leothe two envoys
received resistance from the inhabitants of Kerinhb knew they were Dutch envoys, the dispute betwine Dutch
envoy and the villagers of LempurKerinci ultimatédd to one of the messengers ie Imam Mersah kdledAugust 5,
1902 (Wahyudi, 2017, p. 7). In another source @ the Dutch envoys were killed because theyrhade a fake letter
that readThe Kerinci nation was subdued to the Dutch aridDalpati have claimed to be devastated to Muko-rhubo
the false letters the people became furious amehdt®d to kill them (Madjid, 2012, p.20).

In October 1902, the Dutch envoys were represeyebhderapura, they headed for the HamparanBesaahTa
Rawang where the DepatiEmpatAlamKerinci was deditieg there. According to Watson's (1978, p. 1&port that the
Sultan of Inderapura initially rejected the Duteyuest because he still holds firmly oath of allege "SitinjauLaut" an
agreement between Inderapura, Kerirmnd Jambi to take care of each dthiglakbolehmengguntingdalamlipatan,
tidakbolehmenohokkawanseiringhich means it should not betray the agreementhhatbeen made. However, with the
threat of disposal to Ternate granted by the Gamre@eneral to the Regent Inderapura and familyh @wiheavy heart, the
Regent must meet the Dutch order to meet all ofri€ésDepati. The unanimous decision was made yDQbpati to the

Inderapura envoys that they rejected the entrp@iutch into Kerinci (Zakaria, 2012, p.6).

In a meeting with the all of Kerinci'sDepati, Indpura delegates led by Sultan Iradat presentedRéyent's
invitation to the all of Depati to visit Inderapurdesponding to the invitation then some Depatiadteyl ie, SirahMato
from Seleman, DepatiTerawangLidah from Rawang, Bepangai Penuhfrom Sungai Penuh, and some huludpdia
bringing some gifts to the Bupati of Inderapurai@e way back it turns the Depati and hulubalangpfedd by Dutch

troops who are ready to fight, then there was waBukit Koto Limo Sering which in the end makes Bg&pand
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hulubalang must surrender due to limitations in pegay. Since then the Dutch slowly entered androtietl northern
Kerinci. Then, they try to conquer Siulak and Seumpuarea through the fierce resistance of the hidmigaof Kerinci.
Zakaria (2012, p. 8) notes that at that time theeee some famous war heroes, including: Haji AhiRan and Haji
Makmud from Kemantan; Haji SutanTaha Rio Bidi anthin Berkat from Belui; Mat Syarif as Depati fromk8egkung;
Haji M. Yunus; Haji BagindoSutan asDepati fromKei##¢mbah; Haji Maninas DepatiNegeri; ljungPajinan daji

Muhammad Kari fromSemurup.
Facing the Dutch from Three Directions

The serious Dutch effort to conquer Kerinci is mgftstronger, the results of an investigation by Muko-muko
Controller E. F Janesen against witnesses of thrdensi Then it is known one of the figures involyeodneered the action
of the murder is DepatiParbo from Lolo village. Mednile, in Batavia on reports of the death of goveent envoys, so
the murder case was lifted and discussed in thetimgeef the Council of Indies with the Governor-Geal on 12
September 1902. After the Council was informedheftase, the Council ordered the Commander ofrthg in Resident
of Bengkulu to act and drain military force to ak&erinci. The council also demanded that the rateds surrender, the
people should pay a fine for the murder, and iséhewo things are not met, then the Dutch forcdsrule the whole of
Kerinci (Madjid, 2012, p.12). In his secret lettated October 3, 1902, Afdeeling VII, number 1248 well as the first
government secretary's letter dated October 122 180mber 318, Resident of Bengkulu declared MajoC.H
Kronour from the General Staff that lead the expewdj preparing for Kerinci's mastery by military eams.
As a further step, it is also ordered by the Goeeiof the West Coast of Sumatra to help the RasideBengkulu to
supply aid (Wahyudi, 2017, pp. 12).

On June 1903, the Dutch decided to launch an iatedrattack on Kerinci from three different direnos: from
the south through the RanahMandjuto, where hadapeelptroops from Resident of Bengkulu and Muko-mudkam the
northwest through Koto LimauSering and Sikungkumigere troops from West Sumatra have been prepaneddfrom the
east of Jambi through Bangko and Tamiai, which gnbwar troops from Jambi. Meanwhile, the PalembRegident
participated in the request by the Commander ofAttmey and Chief of Staff of the Dutch East IndieaMDepartment in
Batavia to send additional troops.The request wastgd by the arrival of the troops of the Battal®arrisun under the
command of the West Sumatra government troopsinfiageri Battalion to IX, the 2nd and 3rd Compagfiiem Cimabhi
West Java, which became the responsibility of tehl colonel.The troops who came later specificdgicated to
besieging KerinciHilir, namely the TigaHelaiKaingien such as Lolo, Lempur and Pulau Tengah, thewtia to this

area was led by the Regional Military Commanden, Maeften (Wahyudi, 2017, p. 13).

From the side of Kerinci, all of Depati formed aciting war council that each region would be resiae for
mobilizing the hulubalang to defend their territdrgm the Dutch attack (Watson, 1978, pp. 132-13%He war council
agreed“If the enemy comes from the upstream, the upstrgaople that confront them, if the enemy comes from
downstream, the downstream people who parry thefenemy is in the middle, equally under siegeid this is known
the terniKincaisehalunsuhakselatuhbdeihich means Kerinci fired the weapons simultangoushe hulubalang in each
region are ready to wait for the arrival of Dutctodps with all the physical powers they have. Soafe

Kerinci'shulubalang are rumored to have immunersegighat can withstand sharp objects.
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The open war between hulubalang and the peopleesin& with Dutch troops occurred between June and
August 1903, this great war can be said to occuhatsame time almost in all hamlets in Kerincigtsias in Hiang
occurred on June 12, 1903; BatuHampar from 14 Jan&0 July 1903; North Kerinci from 15 to 16 Jun@03;
SandaranAgung on June 17, 1903; Jujun and Pidong 7 to 21 June 1903; TanjungBatu on 18 June 1RO®; Lanang
on 19 June 1903; Sungai Penuh on 21 June 1903uAgguh on 1 July 1903; Bukit Kemanten on 1 Jul9319
Pengasi on 3 July 3 1903; Benteng Koto Tuwa onlyt 3803; PulauSangkar from 7 to 17 July 1903; Raywan 8 July
1903; Sungai Pusaka (Pulau Tengah) from 12 to 31.903; Lempur from 17 to 22 July 1903; Lolo frofndntil 19 July
1903; LempurSumerapon 21 July 1903; BentengBatb®wti27 July 1903; andBenteng Bukit on 19 July 1903
(Wahyudi, 2017, pp. 13-14).

The War in Kerinci’'s Downstream

After the upstream part of Kerinci can be mastdikel Semurup, Belui, and Sekungkung, the Dutch $ocu
attention to conquer Kerinci's downstream area@alhe TigaHelaiKain, such as Lolo, PulauSangkagpur, and Pulau
Tengah. The purpose of the conquest was to allevObpatiParbo, and other fighters to be capturemediately,

thus the war would soon fade and end.

Bukit Kemeru is the base for the Dutch troops tdqren the consolidation of troops who came latenfrthe
direction of Jambi. In daily AH report. Fren Comrdan BivakKemeru noted that on 25 July 1903 camesthé&hern
military commander, van Hoften, health officer, GMaltaffel and three officers, Zeni. Their arrivhs escorted by
troops with a weapon of 51 bayonets. On July 3 1@@8e bivouac, from Resident Palembang, Assiftasident of
Jambi, Captain B. Filet. Their arrival is protectgith army troops armed with 25 bayonets(Madjid120p. 24). On the
side of the inhabitants of Kerinci have prepared Halubalang ofTigaHelaiKain led by DepatiParbogytrcontrol the
battlefield because of the habit of forest entrjje TDutch hate attitude is getting stronger in toeybof hulubalang
because the spirit of war they are doing is thatsyfijihad, ie jihad against the unbelievers whant to control their area,
although later died on the battlefield, they bediewill die shaheed. The magnitude of the spirikefincihulubalang in
blocking the Dutch troops is proof of their love the land of their birtiNot evens an inch of Kerinci land was given to
the Dutch”

The ensuing battle took place at Lolo on July 1421903, Dutch troops under Command, Captain of Gt
got the task of subjugating Lolo which at that timas very difficult to conquer. Dutch troops arnweith 21 pieces of the
bayonet, which were then greeted by Kerinci'shuatg In this battle, the Dutch were also assigtgdroops coming
from PulauSangkar through the Dusun Pondok roabh isoa hulubalang power base area, where thisiaréee home of
the warlord of Kerinci, DepatiParbo. Dutch troopmitinued to survive the resistance of the hululglanly armed a
perfunctory level, until in the end the battle dam won by the Dutch troops and then they burnedhtieses of the
population. One village woman named Fatimah whabexknown as DepatiParbo's cousin made a coumigkatainst
the Dutch, this attack was recorded to have kilederal Dutch troops. Although in the end, she toadie from Dutch
shelling, Fatimah's fight in the battle at Lolo Bew an important record of Kerinci women's parétign in the War of
Kerinci period (Watson, 1978, p. 139).

The conquest of the Lempur took place on 17 to @@ 1903. Through a fierce battle, the Dutch trooyse
overwhelmed because the strategy of the war of iRRgréo that made suddenly by building a two-kiltendong trench
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defense. Through the trench, hulubalang can hidiingafor the arrival of Dutch troops, after theyriged, then
hulubalang besieged Dutch troops from various tiwas. However, because of the war equipment wisickery limited,
Kerinci'shulubalang get a counterattack that makem have to give up and run into the forest. Iisteréng the Lempur,
Dutch troops are seconded by troops coming fromdvukiko and West Sumatra. DepatiParbo until thecdrile war in

Lempur, he cannot be conquered by the Dutch.
The Burning Pulau Tengah

The acquisition of PulauSangkar, Lempur, and Lojotlee Dutch did not make Kerinci'shulubalang giye u
Hulubalang in central Kerinci was still doing re¢aisce, because they still had enough weaponrycwtfee Dutch troops.
In addition to traditional spears and swords, msuout there are a number of hulubalang that kéepsancient rifles
(muskets) obtained from Jambi and Palembang. Hgdhie existence of such weapons, the Dutch immaglisent an

order to collect all the weapons possessed by Kigsiulubalang.

The area that the Dutch have not conquered is theuPTengah located on the western edge of Lakénéier
According to Watson's report (1978, p. 140), thisaasends direct messengers to Dutch troops in ipa¥eachallenge
them to war. The strategy of war began to be regdldy hulubalang and religious leaders such as ®&eh,
Haji Husin, Depati of Gayur, Mat Pekat, FatimahaJuBilal Sengak, and the most important is Hajidgrknown as the
war leader, Pulau Tengah.The battle of the Pulang&@h was the most fierce of the whole war anddasbout six
months, from May to November 1903. The attack vas¢hed by the Dutch from the north and south, uscdhe
strongholds were so strong so the Dutch can neingthing. The base of the Pulau Tengah's hulubalefense is located
inside the Keramat Mosque, Pulau Tengah, this m®sgtnesses how the power of war is driven bygpieit of jihad
(Mirdad, 2013, pp. 57). The Dutch then used canrtonattack PulauTengah; the cannons were impormeuah fWest
Sumatra. Several times the cannon were confrootétetarea of Pulau Tengah and finally Pulau Temlgdlnse fortress
located on the banks of the river was destroyedneSof the leaders of the struggle died in thischitancluding Bilal
Sengak, Mat Saleh, and Fatimah. The episode ofowdPulau Tengah was the most "crazy" episode duhagerinci
War, because the whole of the Pulau Tengah comyndmitght against the Dutch troops, they enduredhto death.
At the end of the war, Dutch troops burned the arehcaused a lot of casualties, it cannot be agtimhow many of the

victims, and most of them are women and children.

KASIB iel-!r DEPATI PARBO

Figure 1

The conquest of Pulau Tengah has not made the Datblest Kerinci. Because there are still many Kais
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hulubalang that survive in the war. They are re@dseturn to fight against the Dutch troops. Depatibo, until the time
of the conquest of Central Island, cannot be coregliby the Dutch. Meanwhile, the area of Kerincstagpam of Siulak is
still a battle under the leadership of Haji UmamnBe who came from Jambi and continues the strugfiultan Thaha.
The battle is expected to end in 1905

Picture: photo KasibgelarDepatiParbo (source: wwawamhaluan.com)

DepatiParbo was finally caught around 1904 throubk various threats and tricks of Dutch troops.
According to Watson (1978, p. 141) there are margions of the arrest of DepatiParbo by Dutch tspapcluding: some
say he was caught while performing the prayerdha@tniosque; others say that he was persuaded &ndarrwith the
threat of Dutch troops was going to kill his famity Lolo; while others said he was tricked intoeatling a ceasefire
meeting with Dutch troops and then arrested.

After the arrest of DepatiParbo, a number of hifofeers left Kerinci and fled to Kelang (Malaysia),
and DepatiParbo himself was sentenced to exile gtaee far from his hometown. Likewise with Tuarkoam Bonjol
who was exiled by the Dutch to Menado after therPathr, DepatiParbo was thus, he was exiled bylibteh to Ternate,
but unlike Tuanku Imam Bonjol who died in exile, @2¢iParbo was liable to a sentence of 25 yearsxile DepatiParbo
was granted a pardon from the Queen of the Dutwhyas allowed to return to Kerinci. Various sosrsaid DepatiParbo
was granted a pardon for his knowledge of kebafiharwas able to heal the son of a Dutch Residesistant, and on the
receipt of the Assistant Resident's reply to Défmtho, he was released and returned to Kerinci 9261
(Lionar, 2017b, p. 5). As a form of respect todtisiggle against the Dutch colonists, DepatiPaslrined as the name of
the airport, DepatiParbo Airport in Kerinci by Keci's people. In addition, a private university rdynAcademic
Computer Science Management (AMIK) also pinnedrilme DepatiParbo as the name of the institutionei@étimes a
seminar on DepatiParbo was held in order to camyds a national hero, but until now he has noblrexa national hero.
DepatiParbo remains a hero to the people of Kertmisibrave footsteps in the face of Dutch troapad a proof of the
heroism of DepatiParbo.

After the Dutch came to power in Kerinci since 190 Kerinci area was incorporated into the Jamsidency
by the royal decree of the Dutch on February 1,712Q that time Kerinci, Jambi, Bangko, Sarolangangd MuaroBungo
were under the reign of the Resident Assistant d@seBangko. In 1935 the Dutch East Indies govemime West
Sumatra expanded its territory to the south, san€emwas incorporated into the Residency of Wesm8&ua through
besluitof Governor-General of the Dutch East Indies. B®.September 10, 1935. Kerinci region was givenstatus of
the district administration area, which was furtdarided into three onderdistrict, namely Kerin@nigah, Kerinci Ulu,
and KerinciHilir. Kerinci district itself is part fo Onderafdeeling Kerinci-InderapuraunderAfdeeling Zuid
BenedenlanddiAsnan, 2007, p. 237).

Kerinci War as Moral Education

The Kerinci War (1901-1903) was the embodiment taf effort to preserve sovereignty and independence.
Many moral values can be taken as an inspiratiomforal education for next generation such as natism, social
solidarity, responsibility, discipline, and so toiThe moral values of nationalism can be found ftmresistance of the

people of Kerinci who fought in every part of tkegritory to defend their territory, the nationalisim essence, is the spirit

| Impact Factor(JCC): 3.6586 - This article can be dowabtied fromwww.impactjournals.us |




[ 362 Uun Lionakgus Mulyana & Isrok’atun |

of loving the homeland which is realized througk thillingness to sacrifice for the homeland, thés de found from
warrior of war such as DepatiParbo who did not giye easily against the Dutch troops. The moral evadfi social
solidarity is a manifestation of a strong sensattgfchment among the people, this value can bealfrom the unity of the

people who shoulder to shoulder against the Dutakarious regions of Kerinci.

Individual moral responsibility can also be foundfie history of the Kerinci War (1901-1903), indae found in
the consciousness of the people with all their mitgh participate in the war. That awareness is ianfaf their

responsibility as a child of the country that mpigitect all the people against dangerous threats.

Moral value is no less important is the discipliftem the history of War Kerinci can be found adétdiscipline
value, DepatiParbo and other figures have shownthigadiscipline is the main force in stemming #remy resistance.
The spirit of discipline can be found from how t@pare a strategy of war, a guerrilla war that c€@u three years is a

form of strong discipline to keep the people's seignty.
CONCLUSIONS
After analyzing the history of the Kerinci War (1132903), some conclusions were found:

* The history of the Kerinci War (1901-1903) is loddeith highly relevant moral education to fostee pirit of
nationalism, social solidarity, responsibility, atidcipline. The value can be found from the evamd attitudes

of the perpetrators of history, especially the nadtors who determine the current history of theirkoe War.

e There is also the possibility of other moral valtlest have not been revealed from the history afiiée War
(1901-1903). Given the limited time in this study that the authors maximize the ability to find rfauaoral

values. For further research can do a more in-deptiy with various methods to find other moraluess.
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