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Abstract

Thisresearch aimsisto describe the stakeholder invol vement and el abor ate the commu-
nication modelsthat have been used in this project. The main issue are the institutional partici-
pation and communication models towards the community project. There are several issuesto
deal with the sustainablelocal institution. First of all, alegal mechanismthat can establish rule
and law enforcement. Secondly, capacity building that makes the local community can build an
equal relationship with other stakeholders such as the local government and buyers. Thirdly is
theingtitutional transparency that supportsthe information-equality system amongst stakeholders
in the community. It can be showed by the stakeholders' communication model. The last oneis
flexibility and adaptive on cooperative partnership. Using the Qualitative method as the main
umbrella of this research, and the research use several methods to gather the data such as eth-
nography and a participatory approaches, the data was analyzed using qualitative methods.
The observation and in-depth interviews were conducted at a selected group in Leeds, United
Kingdom whose the case study of the Bardon Grange Allotment Project (BGAP) was initiated
by Leeds Sudent Union (LSUJ). Thisorganisation was sel ected because they already implemented
the local project and established some local initiative.

Abstrak

Penelitianini bertujuan untuk mendeskripsikan keterlibatan parapemangku kepentingan dan
mengelaboras mode komunikas yang telah digunakannya. Partisipas adalahitilah yang sangat populer
dannilai yang berhubungan dengan pengembangan sertaimplementas kebijakan padaleve loka, nesiond
dan internasional. Ada beberapa isu untuk melihat pengembangan komunitas secara lestari dan
berkedanjutan. Pertama, sebuah mekanisme kelembagaan yang dapat membuat aturan dan penegakan
aturantersebut. Kedua, peningkatan kapasitas yang membuat masyarakat setempat dapat membangun
hubungan yang setara dengan para pemangku kepentingan lain seperti pemerintah daerah dan pembeli.
Ketigaadalah transparans kelembagagan yang mendukung sisseminformas dan kesetaraan antara
pemangku kepentingan di masyarakat. Hal ini dapat ditunjukkan dengan melihat model komunikas
parapemangku kepentingan yang digunakan. | su yang terakhir adalah tingkat fleksibilitas dan adaptif
dari komunitastersebut. Metodekuditatif sebaga metode dalam penelitianini. Pendlitian ini menggunakan
metode untuk mengumpulkan data, seperti etnografi dan pendekatan partisipatif. Data dianalisis
menggunakan metode kuditatif. Observas dan wawancaramendalamdilakukan di kelompok masyarakat
yang dipilih danterletak di Leeds, Inggris. Sebagai sebuah studi kasusadalah Proyek Bardon Grange
(Bardon GrangeAllotment Project), sebuah lembagayang diprakarsal oleh LeedsStudent Union (LSU).
Organisad ini dipilih karena merekatelah mengimplementasikan kerjaberbasislokal dan merekatelah
membentuk beberapainigatif lokal.
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Introduction

Ostrom(1999) claimsthat indtitutions have
widely definition and various concept are based
on behavioural rules, norms and strategies
(Ostromet al. 1999); T hiscan be through formal
ingtitutions such asgovernment laws congtitution
and gatutes, and informdl inditutionssuch ascode
of conducts, normsrelationships and social ex-
pectation (Quinnet al. 2007; Smajgl and Larson
2007). Thetermsof indtitutionalism on resources
management, scientistsarguethat locd ingtitutions
can effectively control, maintain and managethe
resources sustain (Agrawal 2001; Behera and
Engel 2006; Bischoff 2007; Futemmaet a. 2002).
It meansthat stakeholders can be successful for
using and managing their resourcesif they can meet
thar ingtitutionswith its contexts (Ostrom 2008).
Different contextsand cultures can create differ-
ent institutions because the same rule cannot be
implemented indifferent socia context (Agrawa
2001). Therefore, developing of effectivelocal in-
gtitutionsshould rely onthelocal contextsand cul-
tures. A specificingtitution with precise context is
thebest way to deal with resourcesenvironmental
isues.

There are several reasons why the local
ingtitutionsare required to use resourcessustain-
ably. Firstly, government policiesarefailing be-
causethey lack resources such asmoney and hu-
mean resourcesfor supporting of their goasmoney
(FAO 2007). Secondly, alocal self organisation
ismore precise and conductive to solvethe com+
mon resources dilemma and create sustainable
natural resources (Agrawal 2001; Ostromet al.
1999). Thirdly, most of the policiesare based on
textbook and they do not down to earth so the
best oneto solveisto understand of thelocal con-
texts (Fairhead and Leach 1996). Fourthly, Par-
ticipation is the paramount issue that has been
spread intheworld asasolutionto re-distribute
and re-allocate the resources (McAllister et al.
2007; Nygren 2005). For instance, theformal gov-
ernments need some loans for supporting their
program evenfailed and thenthey aretrappedin
debt (McAllister et a. 2007). Ontheother hand,
many communitieswho redlizetheir loca wisdom
and knowledge canmaintaintheforest resources
sugtainability (Fairhead and Leach 1996).

Ontheother contexts, During the 1970s
and 1980s, there was an expanding number of
NGOsacrossthe globeand therapidly increasing
number reveals an exploson of environmenta ac-
tivistsand issues (J. Doyle et al. 2008). For ex-
ample, the number of Greenpeace memberswas
adramaticincreasefrom 1.4 millionto 6.65 mil-
lion between 1985 and 1990 (D. Doyle 1991)
whilst the Green NGOs are part of new socid
movements and also the idea of a participation
community. They propose and exemplify how the
environment can be managed in asustainable and
participatory way.

Participationisavery popular termand a
valuethat reliesonthe development and imple-
mentation of local, national and international poli-
cies. It seemsthat participation of the community
or institutions is very important to create
sustainability of the environment. It reflectsthat
participationisoneimportant contributor for sup-
porting sustainability, efficiency, and effectiveness
of development of rural community. In other
words, sustainable agriculture requires partici-
pation that can be demanding of actor aware-
ness and capacity building (Lele 1991). And then
participation in this essay will be analysed by
stakeholder analysis. Besides, improving the
local institutionsthat supportsfor decentrdiza-
tion and participation of natural resource man-
agement is an appropriate way to re-allocate
the resources

Besdes improving thelocd inditutionsthat
supportsfor decentralization and participation of
natural resource management isan appropriate
way tore-alocatetheresourcesbut it cannot guar-
anteetheresourcessustainable. It cannot arrange
the community behaviour aone and it needs sev-
eral requirements (Barrett et al. 2005; Nygren
2005). First of all, alegal mechanismthat canes-
tablish rule and law enforcement. Secondly, ca-
pacity building that makesthelocal community can
build an equal relationship with other stakeholders
such astheloca government and buyers. Thirdly,
istheingtitutional transparency that supportsthe
information-equaity sysemamongst Sakeholders
in the community and it can be showed by the
gakeholders communication modd. Thelast one
isflexibility and adaptive on cooperative partner-
ship.
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The goal of thisessay, based on the case
study of the Bardon Grange Allotment Project
(BGAP) that wasinitiated by L eeds Student Un-
ion (LSU) in January 2009, isto understand the
stakeholder involvement and elaborate the com-
munication models that have been used in this
project. It could beimportant to understand the
stakeholdersif wewant to explainthe community
participation that aroseonthisproject. And aso it
isnecessary to measurethe model of communica
tionthat chosen by stakeholdersontheir relation-
ship amongst themif wewant to know thevalues
and knowledge of these stakeholdersaswell.

Therefore, thisessay will bedivided into
four partsthat attempt to answer the question of
who the main actorsthat lead thisproject are, and
then to what extent the stakeholder can contribute
environmental sugtainahility. Also the question‘ how
do the stakeholderscommunicate which can sup-
port to sustainability? . First of dl, it will offer in-
troduction to the background of thisessay. Sec-
ondly, it will explain the method that hasbeen cho-
sento gather, reduce and analyzethedata. Thirdly,
it will elaborateand describethe dataandysis, and
the last part will conclude and suggest what the
stakeholder pattern reveasabout thisproject and
indicatorsthat can be useful for further research.

Theoretical Framework

According to the community property re-
gime, the perspective hasbeen emerged asan d-
ternative approach on management of the com-
mons. There are some criticisms on the private
property regime’sview. Intermsof individudistic
and economic actors, Angussuggeststhat Hardin's
argument sarted withthe unproven argument which
isthat every herdsman aways wantsto enlarge
their herds, but even if the herdsman wanted to
behavelikeHardin's assumption, he could not do
it unlesscertain conditionsexisted (Angus 2008).
Also, Angussaid that Hardin mistrested the term
of self-regulation by the communities involved
(Angus 2008). Inaddition, self-regulation proc-
esses such asthose that occur in the community
can reduce the over use of land (Angus 2008).
Besides, all stake holders can create an internal
rule which makes clear what, when and how to
producethebest crops. By cooperating with each

other, they can manageto provide for the com-
mons (Libecap 2009). It seemsthat evenif peo-
ple are rational and have an economic perspec-
tive, they haveto consider their belief and those of
others.

Intermsof cooperation, Barclay, who con-
ducted an experiment where people played some
games and models using resources, argues that
cooperation and codlitioninreciprocd dtruisnare
integrated in human relations and it can lead to
immense benefit and reduce costs (Barclay 2004).
In the other words, human behaviour responds
appropriatdy to prevailing conditionsinthe social
and environment. So, herdsmanwill usecommons
property in ways that lead either to overuse or
sustainability depending on the circumstances.
Neither Hardin's conclusionsnor management is
inevitable (Berkes and International Union for
Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources.
1989).

Interms of communication, acommunity
who uses communication effectively can create
several conditions such asreaching higher ben-
efitsand developing their goals faster than com-
munitieswhich arelessgood at communication
(Bischoff, 2007). It isclear that every peoplein
the community who wantsto use the commons
property should ask and communicate with each
other. For example, inIndonesan society, it iswdll-
known a Hak Ulayat. The Hak Ulayat, called
the customary right, isastatute or local normsthat
every community member should follow therule
when they want to plant, seed or cultivate any-
thing in some community area. According to this
terms (Hak ulayat), theland belongsto thelocal
community but every member can utilisssasmuch
asfollowing to the community rule (IDLO 2010).
Asareault, the resources can bemanaged in sus-
tainable waysand the community can utilisethe
fidd aswell.

In concluson, communitiesand individual
asaresourcesuser have characterigtic faithswhich
creste peopleand community moreawareto main
tain resources with sustainable ways. Besides,
collective action can lead to successful managing
resources and allocate of resources (Mukhija
2005). Onthe other hand, we should consider that
community rightswill be managed properly and it
could minimiseanarchismon commons. It isclear
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that thecommunity caninvolveintheresourcesas
much asthey can managetheir ingtitution and this
isthebase of the community property regime per-
Spective.

Stakeholders mean many actorswho are
involved in the event or activity and those who
have aninterest or requirementsfromit for them-
selves. The term of stakeholder comes from
Habermas, who thought that it could be used to
elaborate on the path between communicativera-
tionality, whichis people seeking to reach under-
standing and cooperationto solvetheir problem,
and instrumenta rationality on communicative ac-
tion, whichis peoplereaching thegoal by control
and changing theredlity (Lawsonet d. 2007). And
then, thisterm has been expanded by some scien-
tigssuchasMitchell (1997) and Hetcher (2003)
wherethey develop, identify and also definewho
and how to do the SHA (FHetcher 2003; Mitchell
1994).

Moreover, the SHA has been expanding
acrosstheworld, implemented by businessorgani-
stions, locd, nationd and international inditutions
The SHA hasbeen understood asaprocesswhich
identifiesindividuas, group, and organisationswho
are affected by it or can affect part of events, in-
cluding nonhuman, non-living entitiesand future
generations (Reed et al. 2009). Reed also sug-
geststhat development of natural resourcesre-
quiresunderstanding the different perspective of
theactorsinvolved (Reed et al. 2009).

Therefore, the SHA in this essay can be
divided into severd indicators (Figure 1) that is
adopted from some scientists (Lele 1991;
Lillemets2003). Firstly, inclusivity isbelieved to
be atool to andyse many groupsand actorswho
areinvolved inthe phenomenon. Secondly, em-
powerment isavaluethat canencourage and em-

» Inclusivity

p»| Empowering

power marginal actorssuch aswomen, children
and low-gtructured society. Thirdly, development
of networking has been created to link between
internal and externd stakeholdersof the organisa-
tion. Thelast oneisamodel of communication
whichishow the stakeholders communicate with
each other and how the flow of information has
been used.

Research Method

Quditative method isthemain umbrellaof
this research which has been used to carry out
and dso andysethedata(Diagram1). Qudlitative
research involvesthe studied use and collection of
aselection of empirical materials such asacase
study, persond experiences, observation (Denzin
2000). Moreover, this research will use a case
study analysis. The case study analysisis useful
for studying human affairsbecauseit isdown-to-
earthand learnsfromtheempirical (Stake 2006).
Becauseit isacase study, the main concern may
bewith understanding the caseitsdlf, withno in-
terest inthetheoretical and generdisation (Gomm
et al. 2000). However, thismethod isable to ex-
plain and it can try to do one or both of these
(Gommet a. 2000).

The study areathat has been selected is
theBGAR It belongsto theUniversity of Leeds's
plant nurseriesand is placed next the Oxley Halls
of resdencein Headingly. The affsat the project
have encouraged their participantsto useapatch
of ground for growing fruit and veg. Thereisa
reasonably large poly tunnel and use of some of
the heated greenhousesfor germinating seeds, urtil
it iswarmenoughto plant themoutside (Group's
Facebook, 2010 and interview, 2010). 1n addi-
tion, the BGAP aims to exhibit to students and

Stakeholder
analysis

Sustainable
resources

P Networking

Pl Communicatio

Figure 1: Theoretical framework on Local Community
Activities
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Figure 2: Research Procedures
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local peoplehow to cultivate organicfruit and veg
aswell. The project was established in January
2009 andiscoordinated by theL SU volunteering
and community office. Currently the project only
has afew membersand the L SU would redlly like
to find more volunteers so they attempt to cam-
paign and recruit more participants. Therefore, it
will bean interesting project that has collabora-
tion between participation of local peopleand en-
vironmental issues.

Two typesof datawere collected. First of
all, secondary dataisdatathat comesfrom other
researchersor other inditutions(Denzin 2000). The
researcher collected documents, photos and lit-
erature whichrelateto land management, SHA,
and higtoricd patternsof landscape changenot only
intheory but so practice. It isuseful to examine
thereationship between the changing loca socia
and politicd rdationsthat lead to how people con-
trol land and vegetation and thento elaborate on
how the stakeholderscommunicatewith each other
(Fairhead and Leach 1996).

The second data that was collected was
primary data. It isoriginal data collected by the
researchersthemsealves, thisresearch used semi-
structured interview, or interviewswith across-
section of gakeholdersto check focusgroup data.
And then it isapplied by snow-ball sampling to
find the interviewees, whereby individualsfrom
initia stakeholder categorieswereinterviewed, and
then they recommended the next respondents. In
addition, therespondents of theresearchwerethe
project manager, the officer, the member of this
project and thelocal people. The chosen respond-
entsattempt to represent the sakeholdersinvolved
intheBGAP. Thisresearcher aso conducted ob-
servation at the sametimewhichisuseful to un-
derstand the cultureand theway of life of the com-
munity because Winchester said that people have
their ownwordsthat can be used to tell ustheir
experiencesand attitudes but they may be dert to
thelr socia structureand position (Hay 2005).

Therefore, thisresearch has some limita-
tionssuchasthelimited dataand respondents, time
allocation and representation. Relating to the
method, this is not appropriate if the research
wantsto develop generdisationsand also it islim-
ited dueto dataand respondents. Secondly, time

allocation, as the research has been conducted
during the holiday and severewesther affected the
data so it was not anideal timeto carry out the
research. Thirdly, snow-ball sampling showed
some weaknesses such asthe respondentshave a
relation to each other so thiscould create abias
valueand perceptioninthisdata(Hay 2005; Reed
et al. 2009).

Result and Analysis

There are severa issues relating this
project that werefound during theresearch. These
meattersattempt to answer theresearch questions,
find theresearch objectivesand also to understand
themain context of these projectsrelayed through
SHA.

Inclusivity will beexplained by some ap-
proachesthat are used to describethedata. First
of al, it can be asked, isthisorganization open or
closed? (Express.anu 2010). An open organiza-
tion relatesto the organization that makesit easy
to become amember and aclosed-organisationis
onethat isnot easy to interact with or becomea
new member(Express.anu 2010). Secondly, isit
abureaucratic procedurd or flexible organization?
The bureaucratic organizationrefersto one that
involvesalot of complicated officia rulesand proc-
esses. And thenflexible refersto an organization
which can adapt its environment and changeits
ruleto synchronisewithitsenvironment (Anderson
1999; James 2003).

The project clearly wantsto educate peo-
pleto be aware of organic fruitsand vegetables.
The officer and member argue that producing
knowledge and spreading their valueto society
meansleading by example. Many ideashave been
published about planting and consuming organic
fruitsbut thisisless effective so thebest ideaiisto
exhibit directly and invite peopletojoinin. Relat-
ing to thisbelief, the project isan open organisa-
tionand it iseasy to participate. It doesnot care
about gender, race, and socid politica background
of the stakeholder.

The participants who engage with the
project have different backgroundsand identities.
As amember commented “Women are as wel-
cometo get involved asmen” (Member Interview,
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2010). Besdes, thereare no fees, no requirements
and no proceduresif anyonewantsto becomea
member of the program. I n other words, the par-
ticipantsjust pay with their commitment to join
(Officer Interview, 2010). Asaresult, members
are so diverse and heterogeneous. It seemsthat
this project’sphilosophy isto be open-minded and
concerned about participation issues.

Currently, theBGAParelooking for anew
leader or acoordinator who can lead, createthe
program, find thefunding and discover moreideas.
They advertise on the portal and L SU website.
Also, therequirementsare quite general and the
LUU just posted what therespongbilitiesand du-
tiesare. It isevidencethat the BGAPisusedto an
open organization becausethey can receive eve-
ryonewithout looking at their background, not only
for membersbut also inrecruiting acoordinator.

TheBGAPIisaflexibleand adaptable or-
ganisation aswell. Thisisnot only becauseitisa
new organization but also dueto the commitment
of their akeholders. The stakeholdersunderstand
the consequence of being avoluntary organiza-
tion. Thevolunteers should adapt to their environ-
ment becausethe main value of voluntary service
isto be awilling participant and without being
forced.

Intermsof empowering issues, thereare
some datathat can be sought. The officer says
that therearelotsof programsontelevison about
hedlthy lifestyle, and they demonstrate to people
how to plant organic vegetables, how they grow
lots of fruit as an example (Officer, Interview,
2010). Nevertheless, it isquitedifficult to educate
people from television so the best way is show
themdirectly (Picture 1). Therefore, theBGAPis
useful asit encourages people to grow vegeta-
bles, which they may not have had achanceto do
before. It providesthe chanceto learn new sKills,
make new friends, and learn about the importance
of organic and locally produced food. It also uses
land in aproductiveway, and will hopefully in fu-
ture provide asource of loca food for the univer-
sity. In addition, this program offers support to
marginal society, such as women and children.
While opportunitiesfor childrento get involved
have yet to beimplemented, discussionson hav-
ing some eventsfor the local school childrento

attend the siteto get involved in the project are
ongoing. Itisclear that through stakeholder con-
sent margind society canget involvedintheproject.

Moreover, thisproject contributesto the
university community, through providing anew
socid activity, and achanceto get involved infood
growing and also thelocal community getsaddi-
tiona support for underrepresented groupssuch
as women and children. The project also gives
peopletheopportunity to get involved if they work
at theunion, and their friends and family too. Al-
though someof the programsarenot implemented
yet, most of the stakeholders agreeto re-design
it. They want to create aprograminwhich chil-
drencanvist thisplace,

Thisproject hasaregular meeting every
Wednesday and thenthey also haveanother mesting
once amonth on Saturday. | nthe meeting, they
discussed and evaluated everything that wasdone
last month. And then they will make plansfor what
thestakeholderswant to do and plant next month.
Theregular meeting isimportant becauseit shows
that theproject hasamechanismwhere every ac-
tor can contribute and sharetheir beliefsand idess.
Inaddition, every student, staff member and peo-
ple who are interested in this program can join
and be present at the meeting. It scemsthat the
project recognizes stakeholder legitimacy ismost
vauablefor sustainability inthisprogram.

Networking with other organizationscan
be useful for building contactsand aso it can help
to spread the project’sideas. Regarding thisis-
sue, thereare severa organizationsthat are con-
nected, such as LSU, Niels Corfield (organic
grower), GreenAction Coop, andtheNUS (Na
tiona Union of Students) avoluntary membership
organization for students. Asaresult, thereare
some activitiesthat have been created and some
support that has been received. For example,
some of thelettucesthey grew last year were put
in some burgers at abarbeque at the Terrace at
the LUU, and dso at theArch (thebar at LUU).
They have aso been involved in Unity Day, an
event inHyde Park. For theseeventsthey received
money and equipment fromthe NUS, LeedsL.ife
and LUU. Networkingisacrucial issueif the or-
ganization wantsto survive and also expand their
idea.
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Communication modd

Thestyleof communicationisdividedinto
two parts, informal and formal communication
(Griffin 2009; Miller 2005). Theinforma com-
munication arisesfromnon-formal channels, such
asimpersond relationships. There are some char-
acterigicsof informal communication. It doesnot
comefromauthority; it iscreated during persona
relationshipsamongst membersof the organisa-
tion; it happens at times of persona need. Under-
standing of informal communicationisuseful to
analyse who the keeper and follower in the or-
ganisation areand thenit can be used to describe
how deep the relationships are between stake-
holders. Moreover, the opposte of informal com-
municationisformal communication, whichiscom-
munication using achannel, suchasameeting. It
can belegal or procedurd. Understanding of these
termsis agood way to analyse how well-man-
aged a project is and then to know who there-
sponsible personintheindtitution.

During theinterview and observation, most
of the gakeholdersused informal communication.
They shared their opinion and also they found the
project using informa communication. Theinfor-
meation about the project and meeting agendaare
spread through informal channels such as
Facebook and mobiletext message. The member
saysthat hejoined because he saw onthegroup’s
Facebook pageand also on theuniversity Portal
(member interview, 2010). Besides, the formal
communicationislessuseful to digtributethein-
formationamong members Theofficer usualy uses
the weekly (onWednesday) and monthly meeting
(on Saturday) to shareany information. Onthis
point, thisproject has aregular meeting that can
be a place where al stakeholders share and get
information. The information that has been dis-
cussed come from not only from inside stake-
holdersbut aso outsde stakeholders.

Another analytica perspective on commu-
nicationissuesis about the flow of information.
Thismeansastudy about wherethe information
comesfromand whether it issegregated by top
down or bottom up models (Griffin 2006;
Littlggohn and Foss 2008). There are two kinds
of approach. Firstly isthe downward communi-

cation which is the way where the information
comesfromtheorganisation leader. Secondly is
the upward communication whichistheway where
theinformation comesfromthe organisation mem:
bers and this model is arelatively participatory
modéd. Inthiscase, theinformation usualy comes
fromtheofficer and theunion. Thisassumptionis
supported by amember who said “1 think one of
thethingsisthat informationiscominginonthis
issue originally fromtheofficer” (member inter-
view, 2010).Therefore, it isclear that downward
flow informationisdominant inthisorganizatior/
project. Inaddition, thisproject can belooked at
completely onthetable 3.

Conclusion

Participationisapopular termnot only with
politics but also for environmental issuesand this
perspective can beimportant to develop sustain-
ableresources. Theresearchthat hasbeendone
isto analysethat perspective using SHA where
theresearch hasbeen conducted onthelocal com-
munity project. During theresearchon BGAP, the
case has shown that participation amongst
stakeholders happened smoothly. Using SHA, it
isclear that there are severa stakeholdersinvolved
inthis project, such asthe LUU, The officer, the
members, and thelocal community. Moreover, the
two main stakeholderswho affected thisproject
arethe LUU and the officer.

In term of the communication mode,
stakeholdersusualy useinformal communication
such asinformal meeting. It can be realized be-
causetheorganisationisavoluntary activity. The
information flow isdown ward model wherethe
committees share theinformation to the member
actively. The case study has some weaknessesin
terms of method and representative issue such as
the SHA hasbeen used lessto carry out categori-
sation of stakeholders so the stakeholders cannot
be analysed properly. And then the respondents
or participantswho attended intheinterview are
too few so it isdifficult to create generalisations
and analyse deeply. However, thisresearch at-
tempts to develop some indicators that can be
useful for future research on sustainability on a
community project using SHA.

PDF created with pdfFactory Pro trial version www.pdffactory.com



http://www.pdffactory.com

Purnomo, Development of Local Institutions towards on Participation and ...

287

References

Agrawal, Arun, 2001, ‘ Common property ingtitu-
tions and sustainable governance of re-
sources’, World Development, 29 (10).

Anderson, P, 1999, * Complexity Theory and Or-
ganization Science’, Journal Organiza-
tion Science, 10 (3).

Angus, lan, 2008, ‘the Myth of the Tragedy of the
Commons, the monthly review.
anonim* http://basiccollegeaccounting.convtest-
guestions-on-management-organization-
behavioral business-management/’,

accessed 20 May 2010.

Barclay, P, 2004, ‘ Trustworthinessand competi-
tivealtruismcan aso solvethe“tragedy of
the commons™’, Evolution and Human
Behavior, 25 (4).

Barrett, C. B., Leg, D. R, and McPe&k, J. G,
2005, ‘ Ingtitutiond arrangementsfor rura
poverty reduction and resource conserva-
tion’, World Development, 33 (2).

Behera, B. and Engel, S., 2006, ‘Institutional
analysis of evolution of joint forest man-
agement inIndia: A new ingtitutional eco-
nomics approach’, Forest Policy and
Economics, 8 (4), 350-62.

Berkes, Fikret and I nternational Union for Con-
servation of Nature and Natural Re-
sources, 1989, Common property re-
sources: ecology and community-based
sustainable development, Belhaven
Press, London, New York.

Bischoff, 1., 2007, ‘ Indtitutional choiceversuscom-
municationin socid dilemmeas - An experi-
menta approach’, Journal of Economic
Behavior & Organization, 62 (1).

Denzin, NormanK and Lincoln, Yvonnas., 2000,
Handbook of Qualitative Research 2,
Thousand Ogks, Cdlifornia.

Doyle, D., 1991, ‘Sustainable Development -
Growthwithout Losing Ground', Journal
of Soil and Water Conservation, 46 (1).

Doyle, J., Armstrong, R., and Waters, E., 2008,
‘Issues raised in systematic reviews of
complex multisectoral and community
based interventions', Journal of Public
Health, 30 (2).

Fairhead, James and Leach, Melissa, 1996,
Misreading the African landscape : so-
ciety and ecology in a forest-savanna
mosaic, African studies series 90, Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge, New
York.

FAO, 2007, * Sate of theWbrld'sForests , Food
and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations, Rome, Italy.

Fletcher, A., et al, 2003, ‘Mapping stakeholder
perceptionsfor athird sector organization’,
Journal of Intellectual Capital 4(4).

Futemma, C., et al., 2002, ‘ The emergence and
outcomes of collective action: Aninstitu-
tional and ecosystem approach’, Society
and Natural Resources, 15 (6).

Gomm, Roger, Hammerdey, Martyn, and Foster,
Peter, 2000, Case study method : key
issues, key texts, Thousand Oaks, Calif.:
SAGE, London.

Griffin, EmoryA., 2006, Afirst ook at commu-
nication theory (6thedn.), McGraw-Hill,
Bogon.

, 2009, A first look at communication
theory (7th edn.), McGraw-Hill Higher
Education, Boston.

Hay, lan, 2005, Qualitative Research Methods
in Human Geography (2 edn.; Qualita-
tive Research Methodsin Human Geog-
raphy: Oxford University Press).

Idlo, 2010, ‘Customary Right to Land’,
<http://www.idlo.int/docNews/
Customary?%620right%20to%20land.pdf>,
accessed 23 March 2010.

James, R., 2003, * Community-based participatory
research for hedth’, Ausgtralian and New
Zealand Journal of Public Health, 27 (6).

Lawson, Clive, Latsis, John, and Martins, Nuno,
2007, Contributionsto social ontology,
Routledge studies in critical realism;
Abingdon, Oxon, Routledge, New York.

Lele, S. M., 1991, ‘ Sustainable Development - a
Critical-Review’, World Development,
19 (6).

Libecap, G. D., 2009, ‘ The tragedy of the com-
mons: property rightsand markets as so-
lutions to resource and environmental
problems’, Australian Journal of Agri-

PDF created with pdfFactory Pro trial version www.pdffactory.com



http://basiccollegeaccounting.com/test
http://www.idlo.int/docNews/
http://www.pdffactory.com

288

Jurnal 1lmu Komunikasi, Volume 8, Nomor 3, September - Desember 2010, halaman 280 - 288

cultural and Resource Economics,
53(1).

Lillemets, Krista, 2003, Exploring participation:
Waste management casesin two favelas
of RiodeJanero, Instituto Brasileiro de
Inovagdes em Sallde Socid (IBISS), Rio
deaneiro, Brazil.

Littlgohn, StephenW. and Foss, KarenA., 2008,
Theories of human communication (9th
edn.), Thomson/Wadsworth, Belmont,
CA.

McAllister, R. R. J.,, Smagl, A., and Asafu-
Adjaye, J., 2007, ‘ Forest logging and in-
gtitutiona thresholdsin developing south-
east Asian economies. A conceptual
model’, Forest Policy and Economics,
9(8).

Miller, Katherine, 2005, Communication theo-
ries: perspectives, processes, and con-
texts (2nd edn.), McGraw-Hill, Boston.

Mitchell, B., 1994, * Sustainable Development at
theVillage Level in Bali, Indonesia, Hu-
man Ecology, 22 (2).

Mukhija, V., 2005, ‘ Collective action and prop-
erty rights: A planner’scritical look at the
dogmaof private property’, International
Journal of Urban and Regional Re-
search, 29 (4),.

Nygren, A., 2005, ‘ Community-based forest man-
agement withinthecontext of ingtitutional
decentralizationin Honduras', World De-
velopment, 33 (4).

Ostrom, 2008, ‘ Tragedy of the Ecological Com-
mons , Encyclopedia of Ecology.
Ostrom, et al., 1999, ‘ Sustainability - Revisiting
thecommons. Loca lessons, global chal-

lenges, Science, 284 (5412).

Quinn, C. H., et d., 2007, ‘ Design principlesand
common pool resource management: An
ingtitutiona approachto evaluating com-
munity management insemi-arid Tanzanid,
Journal of Environmental Manage-
ment, 84 (1).

Reed, M. S,, et al., 2009, ‘Who’s in and why?
A typology of stakeholder analysismeth-
ods for natural resource management’,
Journal of Environmental Manage-
ment, 90 (5).

Smajgl, Alex and Larson, Silva, 2007, Sustain-
ableresource use: institutional dynam-
ics and economics, Sterling, VA:
Earthscan, London.

Stake, Robert E., 2006, Multiple case study
analysis, The Guilford Press, New York,
London.

PDF created with pdfFactory Pro trial version www.pdffactory.com



http://www.pdffactory.com

