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Perception of Local Community on Forest Partnership in
Indonesia: Expectation and Challenges
— A Case of Forest Partnership between Forest Management Unit
and local community in Lombok —
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Abstract: The “Forest Partnership” mechanism in Indonesia allows those with authority to manage forests,
including Forest Management Units (KPH) and concession holders, to partner with local communities for forest
management and profit sharing. The objective of this study is to identify the challenges that this new mechanism
is facing and develop practical policy recommendations for its successful implementation. "Lombok Forest
Partnershipy is the first of its kind in Indonesia between Forest Management Unit (KPH) and a local
community. The local community members participating in this partnership were surveyed for their expected
outcomes, degree of their satisfaction about the process and profits sharing, as well as other factors affecting
their participation. Respondents reported that they have obtained the information on Forest Partnership
completely from KPH and NGO. Local peoples participated in Lombok Forest Partnership to improve their
incomes, and recognized timber production as the most important income source with high possibility of
success. However, timber production will require sizable initial capital investment for establishing nursery and
other supporting activities, which cannot come from local communities lacking economic means. Thus, Forest
Partnership would be difficult to succeed if KPH does not take the initiative to permit and promote local
community to use special area and generate profits in their jurisdiction. KPH, in turn, can share the profits with
local peoples. In this regard, KPH’s leadership is the key factor in the success of Forest Partnership. However,
KPH will need to cultivate their capacity to develop and implement income-generating business with local
community. Although profit sharing ratio of timber and non-timber forest products among local community who
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participated in Lombok Forest Partnership was very high at 75%, and 90%, the level of satisfaction on profit
sharing ratio was only average. The cooperative organized by the local community is also dealing with sensitive
nature of allocating forest area internally among their members. Thus, keeping the principle of fairness, equity
and transparency is the key for successful implementation of Forest Partnership mechanism. This first case of
Forest Partnership can serve as a model for the future cases and provide the early lessons.

Key words: Indonesia, Forest Partnership (Kemitraan Kehutanan), Lombok, KPH (Forest Management Unit), profit

sharing
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Figure 1. Location maps of the KPHL RB in NTB province, Indonesia (Bae et al., 2014).
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Table 1. Socioeconomic characteristics of respondents.
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No. of respondents

Category Sub-category (person) % of respondents
Male 99 78.0
Gender Female 28 22.0
Total 127 100.0
10-19 years 4 3.3%
20-29 years 19 15.8%
30-39 years 39 32.3%
40-49 years 38 31.5%
Age
50-59 years 17 14.0%
60-69 years 3 2.4%
over 70 years 1 0.8%
Total 354 100.0%
Agriculture (rice, other grain) 7 6.7%
Estate (tea, tobacco, rubber etc) 11 10.6%
Forestry 77 74.0%
. Construction 1 1.0%
Occupation Wholesale and retail 2 1.9%
Educational service 2 1.9%
Other service 4 3.8%
Total 104 100.0%
Never 54 42.9%
Primary school 30 23.8%
Junior high school 13 10.3%
Scholarship Senior high school 21 16.7%
Vocational high school 1 0.8%
College and University 7 5.6%
Total 126 100.0%
Less than 100,000 Rupiah 4 32%
100,000~500,000 Rupiah 81 64.8%
500,000~1,000,000 Rupiah 28 22.4%
Monthly Income 1,000,000~2,000,000 Rupiah 4 3.2%
2,000,000~3,000,000 Rupiah 4 3.2%
More than 3,000,000 Rupiah 4 3.2%
Total 125 100.0%
Electricity 1 0.9%
) Gas 19 17.3%
Prlm?uy Energy for house Fuelwood 89 80.9%
cooking
Others 1 0.9%
Total 110 100.0%

Note. 1 US dollar is equal to 13,557.69 Rupiah

Table 3. Degree of understanding on forest partnership

Table 2. Information source on forest partnership system. system (Ministry of Forestry Regulation No. 39).

0,
Information source No. of respondents % of ' No. of % of
(person) respondents Degree of understanding respondents
respondents

Central government staff 2 1.7 (person)

KPH Staff 92 76.7 Never know 54 458
NGO activist 22 18.3 know only the name of the regulation 55 46.6
Mass media 1 0.8 know only basic contents 7 59
Others 3 25 know full contents 2 1.7

Total 120 100.0 Total 118 100.0
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[ AF 7 B 7P E=A e dA] F
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Forest , , Increase in forest Increase mutual .
.. Local people’s KPH’s revenue . Resolution of
conservationin . “ L e increase use convenience of  trust between Jand use conflict
KPH area local people KPH and KS
Mean 4.195 4.102 4.070 3.720 4.051 3.983
KS SD 0.588 0.590 0.603 0.846 0.568 0.689
%. of below 2 point 0.8% 0.8% 0.9% 11.0% 1.7% 1.7%
KPHL RB 5 4 5 2 5 5
Note. 1 point (very disagree), 2 point (disagree), 3 point (neutral), 4 point (agree), 5 point (very agree)
Possibility to success
* Timber 4
[ g
B NTFP
. . Importance

Estate

ES

- -

Figure 2. Importance and possibility to success of forest partnership activity.
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2502 QAstal oM 4 HEUY AR 5 5 2ol A &dE AL 0.5 ha H|REO] 2.4%,
A 25 7Idskal AATHHR Wk F91 A, 2015 0.5ha ©]’d 1 ha PRFo] 20.2%, 1 ha ©]“d 1.5 ha #]¥ke]
9 10¥ 129). o]" A YFrle] 235 vk sle] KPHL 33.9%, 1.5ha ©]4 2 ha 7]%+o] 8.1%, 2 ha 35.5%th
= KS 2§l vigt= -8 52 dRsk =9 (Table 5). =, 1 ha V]¥F HTH= 1 ha o)/dS &3 W2 =
ANAl AlF-she AGEAE /I 22383 Rl 9L gelo] A om g
THKPHL RB, 2012). zg o] A o] w3l 2912 A (gender) 7
AT by e el 7]tiel At vEY ArzelAtt. &, GALTFE, da50] =255 BY
A gEel tigh A4S e R S5 A FEU 4] B2 4S8 It (Table 6). 5, AFHZA S Ss)
dF3at7] Aaixe AGFHolAl AHHQl A5e] A = 710l E-EEe B 950 AR AIA 54 vE
g e Zrago] fEE ok fitke A E BE FHEAGAL & F vk AAlgE 891 dHEe 294
S AT B2 AGFHe Ax 270 AHAQ] A5 ANA FFshe A MA 7o) & vk S 2 A
o] =715 et vk wnks FR1 QB H, 2015 & 5 Sl Ao ke A9FRIZe] JIEH(Rempek
W 10¢ 12¢). KPHL RB7} o]& gk 875 wkgate] A TR B, 2015. 10. 12) Aok A& A5
AR A58 =Y T Ae ZEIWS fdstar o] qo] o]2fgk Q12 wiA ol v Wl2gk 29e] A%
sl Zlo] Alw Al 2719 4 A & 5 Utk o MRS A& Ths sl BElel] ke e o] o R
o] A9Fe] A52Ql 2y ol-8-dy} KPHL RB2| 4t AR AEAE e 7 ARE JL Aok
HrAolgk= 71X & KPHSF A9 51 7+ 43 595t g Utk v 1S U B 29 e VS Fst
of A Z skt Ahe stEUA ] AW = 2t 7] S8l Bup B2 Abgw A o] dasitta B ¢ 9lovt
A7FE Zeltt 71 ot g Rk MW AL Fasii) o] SH
oA 5 T AEHZ O FRE FEF R 25HA
5. &gt MM 3 QR0 ChEt 2HEE 5 79 A Aol 2 s e 7+ AEo] A
KS 2992 2 hag A4 e= stof KPHL RB9 & A
E820 9 Wl A Aol Pshs A B 23l A Y YRR WEme} B A 9 vEE
I o Ak A 23S deke =32 Al 9 = Haroll 717h2- 3.08%, 3.067 ©1 A tH(Table 7). &3
e Agol ThE 23 EE 23 o909 AGFH  Age] grye o ARE xFde] ol§ded Ay
of &t EE AHESole) Pelg MYHA BYTHE A & TEHOR APWe At BoER we NELS
2 srsjof Atk =, 2Pl MY FFS NHY 4
_ Table 7. Degree of satisfaction on allocated forest area and
< KS 2§ @Al KPHL RB J9& 37 Agge] o8 - 068
NN GAAE YINA EAolg DFo] Yo Bels) —
= 512 = = 5 Degree of : % of
7 o A= ARSI St AR 7F -4 | g
I Y EAE gAY &9 o f: 17} g =9 satisfaction respondents respondents
KPHL RB H9lo] tjge] 37 Z4so Axs (person)
: = Very dissatisfied 1 0.8%
mapping) $+c}. Y
(mapping) Dissatisfied 9 7.3%
Allocated Neutral 100 80.6%
Table 5. Allocated forest area by the scale. forest area Satisfied 7 5.6%
0, 3 0,
Allocated forest area No. of respondents % of Very satisfied 7 5.6%
(person) respondents Total 124 100.0%
below 0.5 ha 3 25 Very dissatisfied 0 0.0%
0.5~1 ha 25 205 Dissatisfied 7 5.6%
1~1.5 ha 42 344 Allocated Neutral 104 83.9%
1.5~2 ha 10 8.2 forest location ~ Satisfied 11 8.9%
2 ha 42 344 Very satisfied 2 1.6%
Total 122 100.0 Total 124 100.0%
Table 6. Socioeconomic factors affecting the allocation of forest area to local people.
Gender Income Age Occupation Scholarship No. of family
Pr>F 0.0062 0.0108 0.4657 0.2554 0.3687 0.6144

R-square 0.0802 0.1566 0.3670 0.0143 0.0475 0.0603




374 IEBlEEEE 41054 A|3E (2016)

>
ol

1 e ow welth e 2390l F7ha%
g wEwalol Aoke 9% P 4 91
A A2e] G} mRel A He) Wold £ glomE v

9]
L& o gl 7hsAe] st

AN 12t pe
i)
oft
i
w
>,

)

6. MZ mELA BSY ol et BiEE

Aok A 74 A7 ShEUA ] A5 ARske 914
2918 509 Hjitolt), BHET Sl e Lo 2
tha QSR Ak FAY ol ol BT ARA e
2 Aok AAE 9ga Bt FlulRe] tig u)
Eyspl B4 4 Qe T2ade AgFne) Ay
o= Aol Felshs d Ao ol ThLestari ct al,
2014)

KPHL RB®} KSZ9 7F A4, vl EA] A 4ke, g4 5}
of thst ol v &2 th3} o]l A2 FH AL HA)
o] Sojujji H]&-& KPHL RB 25%, KSZ§F 75%, H] &
A ArHE] Folufi v &S KPHL RB 10%, KSZ3§
90%, St A1ske] ol H]-&2 KPHL RB 15%, KS&=
3 85%= A3lHtt. KS 2892 KPHL RB} KS&2%
7 el vl ol tis)] Ha Axe] vELEE ngow
Ao} v EA LA tigh Fojuliel ik RE=Tt
A st Bls) oha =kt

KS Z3gle] ol v ol v YEEst nES of

fre o At SHEUAY S5 o2 RE A5e] WA
2 A Fe wrgste] A=A HrkE frEe Ae
2 2 4 9tk KPHL RBE Ful v &l dis) AY
FRIe A S S8 ALelste] B GRS Stk ¢
2](KPHL RB 2% 91E1H, 20154 109 13¥)3la &=
ghd Ao F512 KPHL RBRHE £ =S 2H 3l
A ke ERE 5 A5o] wAste] SEojufio] A
o]Foid 7§ FAulE vl & gt vEEE Held vt
s7d0] St

253 23de] FulE v &S B, EAl e} BlEA)]
YAHES] Foluli v]E B KSZF 15%, 239 85%
2 Aok 23] Ao R 957 Haire 23
Adke]l Hgstuna A StEVY o mE 59 F
15%E ZFAAC R ALEs #8350 23l
SEe 7 HlEo] i Bobe dalx o HHA o

Table 8. Degree of satisfaction on the ratio of profit sharing.

2 HE 5o UEEE BT o] FE oA AA| &5
o] S A9 2§ 23 7F Sl vl ol gt
=7t WskE vhsAdol Tk

KPHL RB-KSZ& 7}, 2328 7F & v&2
T 5ol MAT A4 A StEV4 ] 4F-E 7HEs)
= FEs A7 2 Aok &, A%k A 1 234 =
el 7 FHEIAL A4S FoE MRS R g R H]
o] AAHA &S A E3lE Erha AAEE AYk
FA o] BENSEE Fobd Zlo]al o] 2 Qla| AH BEY
AL AEE = A

ZEY IF

F5 4HY ShEURle) ol @ A Fue Aoey
B KPHSH (o771 71 2 ShEUd] Al=7t 435

gl

o
AT =4 AAE =Esin

A AAE, KPH7F EX|0]8 2o A7 X954 4t
d EUHE F @54 AAE Bska AR
AqFR ] &5 30 St KPHE| F=4<] 9
o] Fgsirt. AT Ao e] SEAHS A FFHe] o &
& AR 87 3L, A TR A5 ARE N
sted 271 Wl8-& FHeP o|2FE WAsks s X
AFRI raLz}k sk KPHE =3 o] glok E

57] offe}. 53] A qFR0] AH

>
E>
-‘r
23
12 5 oe

% A
o sk F8 HAS A5S ol d Ak AdF
we] o33l ZE A HEUA A=7F FEske A Y
FHle] HH ARl 479 FE(MOF, 2013)0]2h= 5234 =
AA3IT} A GFRL T3 2PS sl 7o) ZAE ¢
s EEol 7P Faskal A 7hsAol =2 A
HEUAY SFOF Q14 stal Slvh. KPHSF A1 7F

&
10
o
=
-
X
X
i
2
XN
fr

Between KPHL RB and KS Cooperative

Between KS Cooperative and KS member

Timber NTFP* Environmental service Timber NTFP*
Mean 3.246 3.242 2.956 3.192 3.192
SD 0.672 0.710 0.814 0.523 0.598

Note 1: 1 point (very dissatisfied), 2 point (dissatisfied), 3 point (neutral), 4 point (satisfied), 5 point (very satisfied)

Note 2. Non-Timber Forest Products
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