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Abstract 

The development planning system based on participatory governance is a development planning system that 

involves the active participation of the Barru Regency community in Tanete Rilau Subdistrict, Pao-Pao 

Village in the process of planning, implementing, and monitoring development results. This research aims to 

participatory governance in the regional development planning of Barru Regency in Tanete Rilau Subdistrict, 

Pao-Pao Village. This study used qualitative research methods with descriptive research. Data collection 

techniques were carried out through observation, in-depth interviews, and documentation. The data were 

analyzed using the analysis model of Creswell with data collection techniques, analysis, and preparation of 

the report. The results showed that participatory governance in the regional development planning system of 

Barru  Regency in  Tanete Rilau District, Pao-Pao Village, using the participatory governance approach  

(Fung  & Wright, 2001) which consists of Deliberation, Action, Monitoring, Centralised Coordination and 

Power, School of Democracy and Outcomes, namely the lack of socialization between central government 

stakeholders to the regions, thus causing GAP or misleading and more massive workshops are needed so that 

the system in the development planning process can reach an effective point. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Participatory governance is a perspective that 

connects social concepts and responsibilities to 

individuals, communities, and governments, 

facilitating the decision-making process. In 

development, participatory governance aims to 

empower people and communities by involving 

them in policy-making through broad participatory 

interventions. Moser and Sollis (1991) suggest 

that such interventions can improve empowerment 

overall. The planning model for building 

participatory governance democratically requires 

preferential participation of the community in 

policy determination. 

 

This development planning system explains that 

national development planning is needed to run 

effectively and efficiently to ensure development 

activities. The development plan involves 

compiling an annual development plan that 

includes indicative programs designed to achieve 

the vision and mission of the regional government. 

This plan is carried out at the grassroots level, 

known as Bottom-Up Planning, which requires 

local governments to involve the community. By 

using this system, external sector resources are 

utilized as much as possible to minimize public 

problems. 

 

Empirical research on policy analysis of 

development planning has considered rational 

social capital as the relationship and 

interrelationship between group members, which 

can be utilized to solve public problems by 

utilising various groups and related public 

organizations (Moser 1996; Narayan 1995). The 

study also addresses social problems identified by 

Schafft (1998) and Varshney (2000) by utilising 

probability to provide a description. 

 

Based on the results of the research by Aenun 

Rijal Alwiah (2019) on Participatory Governance 

in regional development planning deliberations, 

the administrative dimensions of the Musrenbang 

process, both internal and external, have not been 

effective engaging stakeholders in the regional 

development planning process. This lack of 

effectiveness is attributed to the underdeveloped 
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involvement of external stakeholders in the 

Musrenbang process.  

 

This study focuses on examining the role of social 

capital in strengthening participatory governance 

during regional development planning meetings 

(Musrembang) in Barru District, Tanete Rilau 

Sub-district, Pao-Pao Village. Musrembang is a 

national agenda conducted annually by the Barru 

District Government at the lowest level of 

government, from the village to the district level, 

similar to other regions. Through research on 

participatory governance (Fung & Wright, 2001), 

we aim to describe and explain the effectiveness 

of social capital in enhancing participatory 

governance during the development planning 

process in this area.  

 

II. RESEARCH METHOD 

The type of research used is qualitative research, 

specifically a study that describes participatory 

governance in regional development planning 

deliberations in Barru District. The data source 

obtained in this writing is primary data which is 

data obtained directly from the source, namely 

from the informants concerned by conducting 

direct interviews and observations. The informants 

were the head of Bappeda and their staff, the sub-

district head and their staff, the village head, as 

well as community and business actors in Barru 

district, Barru sub-district, and Tante Rilau sub-

district. 

 

III. RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

Strategy based on participant input: When 

deliberative decisions call for complex processes, 

participatory government planning with principles 

to design governance as a deliberative democratic 

practice and a source of concrete goals is required. 

Governance in development planning results from 

social inclusion, which encourages democracy as a 

local development planning process. In the 

Empowered Deliberative Democracy quotation 

(Fung and Wright, 2001), the matrix is explained 

in an ambiguous and imprecise way by defining 

three basic rules that are vital to the overall 

objective. To examine the participatory 

governance process, the researcher used the 

following approach (Fung & Wright, 2001): 

 

1. Deliberation 

The stages of this aspect are expressed by 

decision-making stages and the ideas of 

stakeholders as the main ideas in the decision-

making process. The process must be properly 

tested as a fair assessment-based on public 

problems that need to be resolved. The decisions 

that are important to the community should not 

only benefit a few parties and should be 

formulated from ideas at the individual and group 

levels. 

 

2. Action 

Collective decisions that have been carried out 

deliberatively do not necessarily mean that the 

proposals and decisions have been said to be 

democratic. It is important to understand the 

extent to which the results of the deliberative 

process have been successfully transformed into 

actual social activities and to establish 

accountability mechanisms that are transparent 

and communicated to the relevant stakeholders. 

 

3. Monitoring 

It is crucial to monitor how the program ensures 

that public involvement focuses on resolving 

public policy issues (as in a referendum) or 

electing a candidate (as in an election). It is 

important to determine the capacity of deliberative 

bodies to oversee the implementation of the results 

of deliberative decisions, refers to public 

participation to achieve accountability and 

evaluate the ability of stakeholders to achieve 

objectives. 

 

4. Alleged Benefits of Centralized 

Coordination and Power 

The coordination mechanisms between other 

organizational units need to be evaluated in an 

empirical manner to determine how effectively 

these processes function in practice. This will 

form a system of approaches that will facilitate 

institutions in forming effectively. 

 

5. Schools of Democracy 

Deliberative democracy must include 

marginalized people who are unconnected or have 

limited participation capabilities. The program 

aims to improve individuals’ deliberative skills 

through exercises by practicing argumentation, 

planning, and evaluative capacities. 

 

6. Outcomes 

The empirical objective is to assess deliberative 

institutions and stakeholders based on previous 

performance results and the outcomes of decisions 

in the Musrenbang. Develop strategies and public 

action solutions that are superior to the previous 

ones, and evaluate whether this results in a more 

innovative generation of ideas. 

 

Based on the results of interviews conducted using 



Participatory Governance In Regional Development Planning: A Case Study Of The Regional  

Development Plan Deliberation Of Barru Regency  Section A-Research Paper 

 

Eur. Chem. Bull. 2023, 12(Regular Issue 1), 3529 - 3532                         3531 

the participatory governance approach (Fung & 

Wright, 2001), it has been found that stakeholders 

have been carrying out development planning 

activities as per requirements. However, 

considering the needs of the community, there are 

certain layers of society that have not been able to 

participate in the Musrenbang process due to 

inadequate socialization efforts by the 

stakeholders. Furthermore, the lack of training and 

socialization topics related to development 

planning has been particularly detrimental to 

marginalized communities. This underscores the 

importance of effective planning governance, 

which can serve as a reference point for resolving 

public issues. 

 

IV. CONCLUSION 

Based on the results of interviews and 

observations in research conducted using the 

participatory governance approach (Fung & 

Wright, 2001), it can be concluded that there is a 

lack of coordination between district government 

agencies and village governments regarding 

human resource training and information feedback 

systems related to decision-making in Tanete 

Rilau Sub-district, Pao-Pao Village, and Barru 

Regency. This lack of coordination has led to the 

inequitable realization of government programs, 

as some community groups in several RT/RW 

areas have been given higher priorities than 

others. Moreover, the absence of evaluation report 

facilities for the community has resulted in an 

overlap in the development planning process 

between several RT/RW areas. This issue needs to 

be addressed to ensure that government programs 

are run optimally and benefit the community as a 

whole. 
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