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	 Background:	 Regional	 development	 requires	 not	 only	 government	
leadership	but	also	active	community	involvement,	both	as	subjects	and	
beneficiaries.	Lakkang	Village,	Makassar	City	 	 	a	geographically	 isolated	
island	community	accessible	only	by	waterway			has	1,260	residents,	with	
55	 underprivileged	 households	 and	 an	 average	 income	 of	 IDR	
1,500,000/month,	 making	 the	 study	 of	 participation	 dynamics	
particularly	urgent.		
Objective:	This	study	aims	to	analyze	the	forms	and	levels	of	community	
participation	 in	 development	 in	 Lakkang	 Village,	 Makassar	 City	 using	
Chapin’s	 participatory	 framework,	 and	 to	 identify	 the	 internal	 and	
external	factors	affecting	this	participation.	
Methods:	 A	 descriptive	 quantitative	 approach	 was	 employed	 with	 a	
single-variable	design.	A	sample	of	94	respondents	was	determined	using	
Slovin’s	 formula	 (e	 =	 10%),	 representing	 7.5%	 of	 the	 population,	 and	
selected	via	simple	random	sampling.	Data	were	analyzed	using	weighted	
frequency	 tables	 and	 mean	 score	 calculations	 with	 interval-based	
classification.	
Results:	 Using	 a	 4-point	 scale	 (Low:	 1.00–1.75;	 Moderate-Low:	 1.76–
2.50;	Moderate-High:	 2.51–3.25;	High:	 3.26–4.00),	 overall	 participation	
fell	 within	 the	moderate	 category	 (mean	 score:	 2.25).	 Physical/energy	
participation	 scored	 highest	 (2.50),	 followed	 by	material	 contributions	
(2.22)	 and	 ideas/thoughts	 (2.17),	 while	 monetary	 contributions	 were	
lowest	 (1.95,	 low	 category).	 Labor-dominant	 participation	 reflects	
structural	economic	constraints	(90.42%	of	respondents	earn	below	the	
provincial	minimum	wage)	rather	than	low	civic	awareness.	Key	factors	
include	 internal	 personal	 awareness	 (79.79%	 of	 respondents)	 and	
external	government	leadership	(score:	2.56).	
Conclusion:	 Strengthening	 participation	 requires	 context-sensitive	
strategies:	 diversifying	 participation	 mechanisms	 for	 low-income	
residents	(e.g.,	labor-for-service	programs).	

	 	
Keywords:	
Community	Participation;	Village	
Development;	Community	
Awareness;	Government	
Leadership;	Lakkang	Village.	

	

	

To	cite	this	article:	Firdaus,	Hakim,	D.	H.,	&	Syarifuddin,	S.	(2026).	Community	Participation	in	Local	Development:	
Insights	 from	 Lakkang	 Village,	 Makassar.	 Equivalent:	 Jurnal	 Ilmiah	 Sosial	 Teknik,	 8(2),	 696-712.	
https://doi.org/10.59261/jequi.v8i2.309		

	
INTRODUCTION	

The	Indonesian	Constitution’s	preamble	emphasizes	development	as	the	primary	means	
for	a	nation	to	improve	its	quality	of	life.	According	to	the	country’s	founding	principles,	achieving	
these	developmental	goals	necessitates	the	active	cooperation	and	involvement	of	every	citizen	
(Brata	et	al.,	2022;	Hermansyah,	2021).	Thus,	community	participation	plays	an	important	role	in	
encouraging	the	development	process	(Akbar	et	al.,	2018;	Rajak	et	al.,	2024).	

https://doi.org/10.59261/jequi.v8i2.309
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Empirical	 studies	 consistently	 affirm	 this	 importance,	 Handoko	 et	 al.	 (2023)	
demonstrated	that	community	participation	significantly	improves	development	sustainability	in	
isolated	coastal	villages	in	Eastern	Indonesia,	while	Rohman	Kusmayad	et	al.	(2024)	found	that	
participatory	 governance	 yields	 higher	 satisfaction	 and	 project	 continuity	 in	 rural	 Bali.	 These	
findings	underscore	the	need	for	systematic	analysis	of	participation	dynamics	in	geographically	
constrained	communities.	

Participation	 refers	 to	 the	 involvement	 of	 individuals	 or	 community	 groups	 in	 the	
development	process,	both	through	expressions	of	opinion	and	through	activities	that	contribute	
input	such	as	ideas,	energy,	time,	expertise,	and	capital	(Ariska	et	al.,	2025;	sumaryadiyadi,	2005;	
Tindaon	&	Sembiring,	2026).	This	 conceptual	 framework	must	be	adopted	by	all	 stakeholders	
involved	 in	planning	village	development.	There	 is	an	observable	disparity	between	 top-down	
government	 development	 approaches	 and	 the	 community’s	 actual	 needs.	 Addressing	 this	
requires	 recognizing	 that	 the	 village	 planning	 process	 is	 inseparable	 from	 community	
participation.	

Increasing	community	engagement	in	regional	development	requires	the	government	to	
demonstrate	 tangible	progress.	Since	communities	assess	 the	value	of	any	 initiative	by	 its	real	
impact,	government	actions	must	produce	visible	benefits	that	the	public	can	recognize.	On	this	
basis,	it	is	important	to	involve	the	community	and	stakeholders	in	all	thematic	village	program	
activities	to	ensure	that	development	objectives	are	achieved	in	practice	rather	than	remaining	
abstract	concepts	or	ideas	(khikmawanto,	2022).	

Empirical	 evidence	 supports	 this	 claim,	 Srirejeki	 and	 Khairurrizqo	 (2025)	 found	 that	
communicative	and	culturally	aligned	government	leadership	significantly	mediates	community	
participation	levels	in	Indonesian	villages,	with	responsive	leaders	achieving	participation	scores	
30–40%	higher	than	non-responsive	counterparts.	State	that	the	development	model	currently	
being	 implemented	 is	an	empowerment	model	 that	emphasizes	community	participation.	This	
paradigm	shifts	the	role	of	the	government	from	a	service	provider	to	a	facilitator,	positioning	the	
community	as	the	fundamental	agent	of	development.	By	granting	the	public	greater	autonomy	
and	 trust,	 the	 government	 enables	 individuals	 to	 maximize	 their	 potential	 within	 their	
environment.	Consequently,	development	is	reclaimed	by	society,	ensuring	that	the	community	
functions	as	the	primary	driver	of	development	and	a	key	determinant	of	successful	outcomes.	

Community	participation	in	development	serves	as	a	clear	expression	of	public	awareness,	
concern,	and	accountability	regarding	the	local	environment.	Through	this	engagement,	citizens	
recognize	 that	 progress	 is	 not	 solely	 the	 responsibility	 of	 government	 officials	 or	 planners.	
Instead,	it	requires	the	active	contribution	of	all	community	members	to	improve	their	standard	
of	 living.	 Participation	 can	 take	 many	 forms,	 such	 as	 financial	 contributions,	 food	 donations,	
manual	 labor,	 or	 creative	 input,	 depending	 on	 individuals’	 capacity.	 Because	 of	 this,	 active	
involvement	is	considered	a	crucial	factor	in	a	project’s	success.	This	perspective	is	well	grounded,	
as	 development	 is	 intended	 to	 benefit	 the	 people;	 therefore,	 their	 direct	 inclusion	 is	 both	
necessary	and	appropriate		(Easterly,	2007;	Sondarjee	&	Andrews,	2022).	

To	achieve	development	success,	all	planning,	implementation,	and	evaluation	programs	
must	involve	the	community,	as	they	are	the	ones	who	understand	local	problems	and	needs	in	
order	 to	 develop	 their	 area	 and	who	will	 later	 utilize	 and	 assess	 the	 success	 of	 development	
initiatives.	(Tjokroamidjojo,	1977;	Yulianti	et	al.,	2025)	concludes	that	national	development	is:	
(1)	a	process	of	development	 in	various	 fields	of	 life,	 including	 social,	 economic,	political,	 and	
others;	(2)	a	process	of	social	change	toward	a	better,	more	advanced,	and	more	just	society;	and	
(3)	 a	 development	 process	 from,	 by,	 and	 for	 the	 community,	 emphasizing	 active	 community	
participation.	Adisasmita	(2006)	states	that	community	participation	is	also	a	form	of	community	
empowerment,	 involving	 participation	 in	 the	 planning	 and	 implementation	 of	 development	
programs	 or	 projects,	 and	 represents	 the	 actualization	 of	 the	 community’s	 willingness	 to	
contribute	and	sacrifice	for	development	implementation	(Bahri	&	Kurniati,	2025).	

In	view	of	 these	principles,	 the	development	of	Lakkang	Village	 in	Makassar	City	relies	
heavily	on	community	engagement	to	ensure	the	success	of	various	programs.	This	involvement	
fosters	 local	 initiatives,	 self-reliance,	 and	 the	 traditional	 spirit	 of	 mutual	 cooperation.	
Consequently,	it	is	vital	to	nurture	and	enhance	public	awareness	so	that	participation	becomes	a	
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natural	 and	 spontaneous	 responsibility	 for	 every	 resident.	 In	 Lakkang	 Village,	 several	 factors	
hinder	 full	 community	 participation.	 The	 government	 must	 prioritize	 clear,	 two-way	
communication	to	encourage	residents	to	get	involved.	By	fostering	this	connection,	the	state	can	
influence	 public	 behavior	 and	 secure	 the	 support	 needed	 for	 progress.	 This	 highlights	 the	
government’s	 essential	 role	 in	 strengthening	 community	 engagement	 to	 achieve	 optimal	
development	outcomes.	

To	boost	community	participation,	development	must	prioritize	justice	and	the	equitable	
distribution	of	resources.	It	is	essential	that	projects	align	with	the	actual	needs	and	interests	of	
the	communities	they	serve.	In	Lakkang	Village,	Makassar	City,	this	approach	is	reflected	in	the	
steady	 annual	 improvement	 of	 public	 infrastructure,	 including	 roads,	 clean	water	 access,	 and	
educational	 facilities.	 The	 development	 of	 ecotourism	 in	 Lakkang	 Village	 illustrates	 how	
community	involvement	unfolds	throughout	the	entire	process,	from	planning	to	implementation	
and	 evaluation.	 However,	 no	 prior	 empirical	 study	 has	 systematically	 examined	 participation	
dynamics	in	Lakkang	Village	an	isolated	island	community	where	geographic	barriers,	low	income	
levels,	 and	 limited	 transportation	 access	 create	 unique	 structural	 constraints	 on	 participation	
forms	and	levels.	

In	 the	context	of	development,	according	to	Adisasmita	(2006)	and	Bahri	and	Kurniati,	
(2025)	 community	 participation	 is	 the	 involvement	 of	 community	 members	 in	 development	
activities,	including	planning	and	implementation	of	development	programs	or	projects	carried	
out	in	local	communities.	Meanwhile,	public	participation,	according	to	Adi	(2007)	refers	to	the	
involvement	of	the	community	in	the	process	of	identifying	problems	and	potentials	within	the	
community,	 selecting	 and	 deciding	 on	 alternative	 solutions	 to	 address	 those	 problems,	
implementing	efforts	to	overcome	existing	issues	and	develop	local	potentials,	and	evaluating	the	
changes	that	occur	(Lestari	&	Santoso,	2025).	

These	definitions	converge	on	a	common	premise:	participation	is	not	merely	attendance	
but	 active,	 purposeful	 engagement	 across	 planning,	 implementation,	 and	 evaluation.	 The	
distinction	 between	 Adisasmita	 (2006)	 program-level	 focus	 and	 Adi	 (2007)	 problem-
identification	approach	reflects	different	scopes	of	participation,	both	of	which	are	relevant	to	the	
Lakkang	Village	context	(Bahri	&	Kurniati,	2025).	Critically,	participation	in	isolated	communities	
with	 low	 socioeconomic	 capacity	 tends	 to	 manifest	 more	 strongly	 through	 physical	 and	
deliberative	forms	than	through	financial	contributions	(Hambali,	2026).	

Community	 participation,	 or	 citizen	 participation,	 is	 a	 process	 in	 which	 citizens,	 as	
individuals	 as	well	 as	 social	 groups	 and	organizations,	 participate	 in	 influencing	 the	planning,	
implementation,	 and	 monitoring	 of	 policies	 that	 directly	 affect	 their	 lives	 (Sumarto,	 2025).	
Conyers	(1982)	and	Sondarjee	and	Andrews	(2022)		stated	that	there	are	three	main	reasons	why	
community	participation	is	highly	important,	including:	(1)	active	participation	is	a	key	tool	for	
uncovering	 the	unique	 conditions	and	perspectives	of	 a	 local	 area.	Using	 this	 information	 is	 a	
prerequisite	for	success;	otherwise,	development	programs	may	lack	the	necessary	context	and	
risk	failure,	(2)	public	confidence	in	a	development	initiative	increases	significantly	when	citizens	
are	integrated	into	the	initial	design	and	planning	phases.	This	involvement	provides	them	with	a	
comprehensive	understanding	of	the	project,	fostering	a	strong	sense	of	ownership	and	long-term	
commitment,	 (3)	 participation	 in	 the	 progress	 of	 one’s	 own	 society	 is	 often	 viewed	 as	 a	 core	
element	 of	 democracy.	 From	 this	 perspective,	 it	 is	 essential	 for	 community	 members	 to	 be	
included	 in	 development	 processes	 that	 directly	 affect	 their	 local	 environment.	 (4)	 Recent	
scholarship	reinforces	 these	classical	 frameworks.	Rohman	Kusmayad	et	al.	 (2024)	 found	 that	
community	participation	 is	positively	correlated	with	development	sustainability	 in	 rural	Bali.	
Syifana	 et	 al.	 (2026)	 confirmed	 that	 internal	 civic	 motivation	 is	 a	 stronger	 predictor	 of	
participation	 than	 external	 government	 incentives	 in	 Indonesian	 villages.	 Hambali	 (2026)	
established	 that	 participatory	 governance	 significantly	 reduces	 implementation	 failures	 in	
village-level	programs.	

Building	 on	 these	 theoretical	 foundations,	 the	 operational	 principles	 governing	
participatory	 processes	 as	 articulated	 in	 DFID’s	 Guidelines	 for	 the	 Implementation	 of	 the	
Participatory	Approach	move	beyond	procedural	rules	to	reflect	deeper	normative	commitments	
regarding	power,	knowledge,	 and	collective	agency	 in	development	practice	 (Retraubun	et	 al.,	
2025;	Sumampouw,	2004).	
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There	are	two	main	forms	of	community	participation	in	development	projects:	visible	or	
material	contributions,	and	non-material	contributions	that	are	intangible	in	nature.	Gordon	W.	
Allport	in	Maghfirah	(2025)	and	Sastropoetro	(1986)	states:	“A	person	who	participates	actually	
experiences	 ego	 involvement	 which	 is	 more	 than	 involvement	 in	 work	 or	 task	 alone;	 by	 his	
involvement,	he	means	 the	 involvement	of	his	 thoughts	and	 feelings.”	Based	on	 this	principle,	
participation	 consists	 of	 three	 key	 components.	 First,	 it	 requires	 deep	 psychological	 and	
emotional	 commitment	 beyond	 physical	 presence.	 Second,	 it	 involves	 voluntary	 contribution	
toward	collective	goals	driven	by	genuine	willingness.	Third,	it	includes	a	sense	of	accountability	
as	a	reflection	of	community	membership.	

Tangible	 participation	 includes	 financial	 or	material	 contributions	 such	 as	money	 and	
property.	 In	 contrast,	 intangible	 participation	 includes	 intellectual	 input,	 decision-making	
involvement,	and	representative	action.	Furthermore,	as	noted	by	Chapin	Abe	(2002)	and	Lestari	
and	Santoso	(2025)	forms	of	community	participation	include:	(1)	financial	participation,	which	
serves	 as	 a	 mechanism	 to	 fund	 initiatives	 intended	 for	 community	 benefit,	 (2)	 intellectual	
participation,	which	involves	providing	ideas,	expertise,	and	specialized	knowledge	that	support	
both	planning	and	implementation,	and	(3)	participation	in	decision-making,	where	individuals	
engage	 in	 group	 discussions	 to	 determine	 collective	 priorities.	 Representative	 participation	
involves	 delegating	 authority	 to	 selected	 individuals	 who	 represent	 community	 interests	 in	
formal	structures.	

According	 to	 Dorodjati	 in	 Slamet	 (2003)	 and	 Susanto	 et	 al.	 (2025)	 participation	 is	
influenced	by	three	main	supporting	factors:	(1)	willingness;	(2)	ability;	and	(3)	opportunity	to	
participate.	Watson	 in	 Hafiz	 et	 al.	 (2026)	 and	 Soetomo	 (2006)	 also	 notes	 several	 barriers	 to	
participation,	 including	 those	 rooted	 in	 individual	 dependency.	 Community	 reliance	 on	
government	 authorities	 for	 development	 implementation	 can	 hinder	 active	 engagement	 and	
suppress	 local	 initiative.	These	 inhibiting	elements	are	generally	 categorized	 into	 internal	and	
external	factors.	

Analytically,	participation	forms	can	be	ranked	by	socioeconomic	accessibility:	physical	
labor	requires	time	and	energy,	making	 it	widely	accessible;	 intellectual	participation	requires	
educational	 confidence;	 and	 financial	 contributions	 require	 economic	 capacity.	 In	 low-income	
communities	 such	 as	 Lakkang	 Village,	 this	 hierarchy	 explains	 the	 predominance	 of	 physical	
participation	over	financial	forms	(Handoko	et	al.,	2023).	

Slamet	(2003)	and	Susanto	et	al.	(2025)	states	that	internal	factors	originate	from	within	
the	community,	including	individuals	and	group	dynamics.	Individual	behavior	is	influenced	by	
demographic	 characteristics	 such	 as	 age,	 occupation,	 and	 income	 level.	 Research	 shows	 that	
education	 level,	employment	 type,	and	duration	of	community	membership	significantly	affect	
participation	in	local	development	activities.	

According	to	Ariska	et	al.	(2025)	and	Sunarti	(2003)	external	factors	include	stakeholders	
such	 as	 local	 government	 officials,	 community	 or	 customary	 leaders,	 and	 consultants	 or	
facilitators.	 Key	 actors	 in	 development	 projects	 often	 hold	 significant	 authority,	 and	 project	
success	frequently	depends	on	their	leadership	and	support.	Participation	in	decision-making	is	
essential	 because	 successful	 development	 requires	 collective	 support,	 fostering	 community	
ownership	and	responsibility	(Harun	&	Ardianto,	2011;	Hasan	et	al.,	2023).	

Srirejeki	and	Khairurrizqo	(2025)	further	demonstrate	that	local	government	leadership	
style	 mediates	 the	 relationship	 between	 participation	 potential	 and	 actual	 engagement,	 with	
communicative	 and	 transparent	 leadership	 associated	 with	 higher	 participation	 levels	 in	
Indonesian	rural	development	contexts.	

Based	on	participation	systems	and	mechanisms,	Cohen	and	Uphoff	in	Riva’i	and	Ahwa,	
(2016)	 and	 Sari	 et	 al.	 (2025)	 	 identify	 four	 stages	 of	 participation:	 (1)	 Decision-making	
participation	involves	giving	communities	a	voice	in	policy	and	planning.	Residents	are	invited	to	
evaluate	programs	 to	ensure	alignment	with	 local	needs,	enabling	democratic	prioritization	of	
development	goals.	(2)	Implementation	participation	refers	to	community	involvement	in	project	
execution.	 This	 may	 include	 contributions	 of	 time,	 labor,	 funds,	 or	 materials,	 and	 may	 be	
continuous	or	occasional,	direct	or	indirect.	(3)	Benefit	participation	focuses	on	the	utilization	and	
maintenance	 of	 development	 outcomes.	 Success	 is	 reflected	 in	 improved	 living	 standards	 and	
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community	commitment	to	sustaining	results.	(4)	Evaluation	participation	involves	community	
engagement	 in	 monitoring	 and	 assessing	 program	 outcomes,	 including	 providing	 feedback,	
identifying	weaknesses,	and	expressing	concerns	when	results	are	unsatisfactory.	

This	 study	 addresses	 that	 gap	 by	 analyzing:	 (1)	 the	 forms	 and	 levels	 of	 community	
participation	 across	 four	 dimensions	 ideas/	 thoughts,	 monetary	 contributions,	 material	
donations,	 and	 physical	 labor;	 and	 (2)	 internal	 and	 external	 factors	 shaping	 participation,	
applying	Chapin’s	participatory	 framework	as	 the	analytical	 lens.	These	 findings	 contribute	 to	
understanding	 participation	 patterns	 in	 geographically	 isolated,	 low-income	 communities	 a	
context	that	remains	underrepresented	in	existing	literature.	

	
METHOD	

This	study	employed	a	descriptive	quantitative	research	design	to	systematically	describe	
and	measure	 community	 participation	 levels	 in	 Lakkang	Village.	 The	 research	was	 conducted	
from	January	to	March	2025	in	Lakkang	Village,	Tallo	District,	Makassar	City.	The	unit	of	analysis	
was	 individual	community	members	serving	as	household	representatives.	The	single-variable	
scope	enabled	a	focused	description	of	participation	characteristics	across	four	operationalized	
dimensions	(ideas/	thoughts,	monetary	contributions,	material	donations,	and	physical	energy),	
each	measured	on	a	4-point	weighted	Likert	scale	(1	=	Never/Inactive;	2	=	Rarely/Less	Active;	3	
=	Often/Active;	4	=	Very	Often/Very	Active).	Participation	levels	were	classified	using	the	interval	
formula	 [(4–1)/4	 =	 0.75]:	 Low	 (1.00–1.75),	Moderate-Low	 (1.76–2.50),	Moderate-High	 (2.51–
3.25),	and	High	(3.26–4.00).	

Data	 were	 collected	 through:	 (1)	 structured	 questionnaires	 selected	 because	 they	
efficiently	 captured	 self-reported	 behavior	 across	 a	 large	 sample	while	 enabling	 standardized	
scoring;	 and	 (2)	 direct	 field	 observations	 to	 triangulate	 and	 validate	 questionnaire	 responses	
against	observed	community	activities.	The	instrument	was	validated	by	two	academic	experts	
for	 content	 validity,	 ensuring	 that	 each	 item	 accurately	 reflected	 the	 theoretical	 construct	 of	
participation.	 Internal	 consistency	 was	 tested	 using	 Cronbach’s	 Alpha	 (α	 =	 0.78),	 confirming	
adequate	 reliability.	 Ethical	 considerations	 were	 addressed	 through	 voluntary	 participation,	
confidentiality	 assurance,	 and	 informed	 consent	 obtained	 from	 all	 respondents	 prior	 to	 data	
collection.	 For	 the	 analysis,	 weighted	 frequency	 distribution	 tables	were	 employed	 a	method	
chosen	for	its	alignment	with	the	single-variable	descriptive	design,	enabling	clear	visualization	
of	 participation	 distributions	 and	 direct	 calculation	 of	 weighted	 average	 scores	 for	 category	
classification.	

	
RESULTS	AND	DISCUSSION	

Location	Characteristics	
Geographically,	Lakkang	Village	is	one	of	15	villages	in	Tallo	District,	Makassar	City.	This	

village	is	located	in	a	delta	formed	from	the	Tallo	River	deposits.	The	area	of	Lakkang	Village	is	
1.15	km²,	with	an	altitude	of	less	than	500	meters	above	sea	level.	Lakkang	Island	is	flanked	by	
three	 rivers,	 namely	 the	Tallo	River,	 the	Pampang	River,	 and	 the	 river	 that	 flows	 through	 the	
Hasanuddin	University	area.	These	 three	 rivers	 render	Lakkang	 Island	geographically	 isolated	
from	 the	Makassar	 urban	 center.	 This	 isolation	 is	 directly	 relevant	 to	 participation	 dynamics:	
residents	 face	 significant	 logistical	 constraints	 in	 procuring	 materials	 for	 development	
contributions,	and	limited	connectivity	reduces	residents’	exposure	to	urban	civic	norms.	Access	
is	via	three	piers:	the	Hasanuddin	University	campus	pier,	the	Ir.	Sutami	Toll	Road	pier,	and	the	
Pampang	Village	pier.	

Based	 on	 data	 from	 the	 Indonesia	 Statitics	 (BPS)	Makassar	 City	 2024,	 the	 number	 of	
residents	 in	 Lakkang	 Village,	 based	 on	 the	 latest	 data,	 is	 1,260	 people	 with	 a	 total	 of	 329	
households.	The	population	density	 is	1,096	per	km².	The	number	of	people	by	gender	 is	634	
males	and	626	 females,	with	a	 sex	 ratio	of	101.28.	 In-	 and	out-migration	 in	Lakkang	 Island	 is	
relatively	low	compared	to	the	other	14	villages	in	Tallo	District,	at	around	two	people	per	year	
in	2024.	There	are	still	55	heads	of	households	who	are	classified	in	the	underprivileged	category.	
Generally,	people	who	live	in	this	area	work	as	fishermen.	Some	others	work	as	entrepreneurs,	
farmers,	and	employees	in	Makassar	City.	
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Figure	1.	Orientation	Map	of	Lakkang	Village	in	Makassar	City	Area	

Source:	Reseach	Data	
	

	
Figure	2.	Map	of	Lakkang	Village	Administration	

Source:	Reseach	Data	
	
In	 terms	of	accessibility,	 the	only	 transportation	 that	connects	Lakkang	with	Makassar	

City	is	via	waterways.	There	are	three	piers	that	are	commonly	used	by	the	local	community	and	
visitors,	namely	the	Monkey	Pier	at	Hasanuddin	University,	the	pier	near	the	Reformasi	Toll	Road,	
and	the	pier	in	Pampang	Village.	It	costs	about	10,000	to	15,000	rupiah	to	use	the	crossing	boat.	
The	boat	can	also	carry	vehicles	such	as	motorbikes	and	bicycles	across,	at	a	cost	of	5,000	rupiah	
per	 vehicle.	 The	 facilities	 used	 for	 the	 crossing	 are	 quite	 unique.	 The	 boat	 used	 is	 known	 as	
pincara,	a	traditional	raft	made	by	combining	two	boats	into	a	single	larger	vessel.	
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Figure	3.	Land	Use	Map	of	Lakkang	Village	

Source:	Reseach	Data	
	

Respondent	Characteristics	
The	study	applied	a	random	sampling	technique	to	identify	94	respondents,	representing	

a	 7.5%	 sample	 of	 the	 Lakkang	 Village	 population.	 The	 selected	 group	 reflects	 a	 variety	 of	
demographic	characteristics,	including	differences	in	age,	education,	income,	and	marital	status.	
The	specific	age	distribution	of	these	participants	is	illustrated	in	Table	1.	

	
Table	1.	Characteristics	of	Respondents	by	Age	in	Lakkang	Village	
Age	 Frequency	 Percentage	
<29	 13	 13.83	
30-39	 25	 26.60	
40-49	 28	 29.79	
50-59	 22	 23.40	
>60	 6	 6.38	
Quantity	 94	 100	

Source:	Primary	Data	(2025)	
	
Respondent	characteristics	based	on	age	show	an	average	of	40	years,	with	the	lowest	age	

recorded	at	25	years	and	the	highest	at	65	years.	The	data	indicate	that,	out	of	the	94	respondents	
sampled	in	this	study,	all	fall	within	the	productive	age	group.	At	this	stage	of	life,	it	is	expected	
that	 respondents’	 answers	 or	 assessments	 in	 the	 questionnaires	 are	 consistent	 with	 actual	
conditions	 experienced	 or	 currently	 ongoing	 regarding	 community	 participation	 in	 improving	
development	in	Lakkang	Village,	Makassar.	

Data	from	Table	1	show	that	81	participants	are	aged	between	30	and	59	years	or	older,	
meaning	that	86.17%	of	the	total	sample	represents	the	productive	age	group.	This	demographic	
concentration	is	a	significant	aspect	of	the	study	population.	The	next	set	of	data,	presented	in	
Table	2,	categorizes	respondents	according	to	their	marital	status.		

	
Table	2.	Characteristics	of	Respondents	Based	on	Marital	Status	in	Lakkang	Village	

Marital	Status	 Frequency	 Percentage	
Single	 11	 11.70	
Married	 83	 88.30	
Widowed/Widowed	 0	 0.00	
Number	 94	 100	

Source:	Primary	Data	(2025)	
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Based	on	Table	2,	marital	 status	data	 show	 that	out	of	94	 respondents,	83	 individuals	
(88.30%)	are	married,	while	11	individuals	(11.70%)	are	unmarried.	This	reflects	a	productive-
age	 community	 profile	 with	 family	 responsibilities	 a	 demographic	 associated	 with	 higher	
motivation	 for	 participation,	 as	 married	 individuals	 tend	 to	 have	 stronger	 stakes	 in	 local	
development	outcomes	affecting	household	welfare	(Syifana	et	al.,	2026).	Furthermore,	married	
respondents	are	more	likely	to	be	established	community	members	with	 longer	residency	and	
stronger	 social	 networks	 that	 facilitate	 participation.	 Additionally,	 the	 characteristics	 of	
respondents	based	on	education	level	can	be	seen	in	Table	3.	

	
Table	3.	Characteristics	of	Respondents	Based	on	Education	Level	in	Lakkang	Village	
Education	Level	 Frequency	 Percentage	
Not	Completed	Elementary	School	 6	 6.38	
Elementary	School	Completed	 26	 27.66	
Junior	High	School	Completed	 16	 17.02	
High	School	Completed	 41	 43.62	
Bachelor's	Degree	 4	 4.26	
Master's	Degree/Other	 1	 1.06	
Total	 94	 100	

Source:	Primary	Data	(2025)	
	
Respondents’	education	level,	based	on	Table	3,	varies	greatly,	ranging	from	those	who	

did	not	complete	elementary	school	to	those	holding	bachelor’s	degrees.	The	highest	frequency	of	
respondents	 is	 found	 among	 high	 school	 graduates,	 with	 41	 individuals,	 while	 the	 lowest	
frequencies	are	observed	among	respondents	with	master’s	and	bachelor’s	degree	qualifications,	
each	accounting	 for	5	 individuals.	The	 level	of	education	significantly	 influences	 the	quality	of	
development	participation:	higher	educational	attainment	is	associated	with	a	greater	capacity	
for	 intellectual	 participation	 (e.g.,	 ideas	 and	 opinions)	 and	 more	 informed	 decision-making	
engagement.	 Slamet	 (2003)	 identifies	 educational	 level	 as	 a	 key	 internal	 factor	 shaping	
participation	capacity	(Susanto	et	al.,	2025),	while	Rohman	Kusmayad	et	al.	(2024)	empirically	
confirm	that	communities	with	higher	average	education	levels	tend	to	generate	more	structured	
and	actionable	development	proposals.	The	predominance	of	high	school	graduates	in	this	sample	
(43.62%)	suggests	a	moderate	but	somewhat	constrained	capacity	for	intellectual	participation.	
Subsequently,	the	respondents’	conditions	are	reviewed	in	terms	of	income,	in	Table	4.	

	
Table	4.	Characteristics	of	Respondents	Based	on	Income	Level	in	Lakkang	Village	
Income	 Frequency	 Percentage	
<1000.000	 43	 45.74	
1,000,000–3,000,000	 42	 44.68	
3,000,000–8,000,000	 9	 9.57	
>8000.000	 0	 0.00	
Quantity	 94	 100	

Source:	Primary	Data	(2025)	
	
The	 characteristics	 of	 respondents	 based	 on	 income,	 as	 shown	 in	 Table	 4,	 indicate	 an	

average	monthly	income	of	IDR	1,500,000.	Respondents	with	incomes	of	less	than	IDR	1,000,000	
numbered	43	people,	which	has	not	reached	the	minimum	wage.	Meanwhile,	respondents	with	
incomes	in	the	range	of	IDR	1,000,000	to	IDR	3,000,000	numbered	42	people;	however,	they	are	
still	below	the	Provincial	Minimum	Wage	(UMP)	standard	for	South	Sulawesi	Province	in	2025,	
which	is	IDR	3,657,527	per	month.	In	addition,	9	respondents	earn	incomes	in	the	range	of	IDR	
3,000,000	to	IDR	8,000,000	and	have	reached	or	exceeded	the	Provincial	Minimum	Wage	(UMP).	
Income	level	also	greatly	affects	the	level	of	participation	in	monetary	donations.	
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Discussion		
Level	of	Community	Participation	in	the	Development	of	Lakkang	Village,	Makassar	City	

Successful	 development	 requires	 community	 participation	 because	 residents	 are	 an	
essential	part	of	progress	toward	social	prosperity.	Responsibility	for	these	outcomes	is	shared	
between	the	government	and	the	people	rather	than	belonging	to	one	side	alone.	For	development	
targets	 to	 be	 met,	 the	 community	 must	 be	 consciously	 involved,	 and	 the	 government	 must	
demonstrate	the	wisdom	to	guide	this	process	effectively.	

The	 success	 of	 any	 ongoing	 project	 depends	 on	 how	 much	 the	 community	 becomes	
involved	at	different	stages,	such	as:	a.	being	the	catalyst	that	initiates	change;	b.	listening	to	and	
reflecting	on	new	information;	c.	helping	to	plan	what	needs	to	be	done;	d.	carrying	out	the	actual	
work	 to	 implement	 it;	e.	using	and	expanding	 the	benefits	of	 the	project;	and	 f.	evaluating	 the	
outcomes	to	determine	whether	the	development	has	been	successful.	
	

	
Figure	3.	Visualization	of	Questionnaire	Data	Collection	

Source:	Reseach	Data	
	
To	achieve	the	best	results	in	development,	the	people	of	Lakkang	Village	need	to	be	aware	

of	their	own	resources	and	real-life	situations.	According	to	the	author’s	classification,	there	are	
four	 ideal	 ways	 for	 this	 community	 to	 get	 involved:	 by	 sharing	 thoughts	 and	 suggestions,	
providing	funds,	donating	materials,	or	contributing	their	physical	labor	to	the	work.	

	
Non-Physical	Participation		

Achieving	development	targets	depends	entirely	on	active	public	participation.	The	ideal	
outcome	 of	 this	 engagement	 is	 a	 community	 that	 is	 better	 prepared	 to	 help	 itself,	 creating	 a	
balanced	 process	 in	which	 prosperity	 is	 distributed	 fairly.	 Experience	 shows	 that	 community	
members	will	remain	involved	in	long-term	efforts	only	if	they	feel	they	have	a	genuine	voice	in	
defining	the	goals	and	activities	being	implemented.	

An	 essential	 aspect	 of	 participation	 is	 the	 collective	 willingness	 to	 support	 program	
success	based	on	individual	capabilities,	without	requiring	the	sacrifice	of	personal	interests.	In	
this	 context,	 nonphysical	 participation	 is	 foundational,	 particularly	 during	 the	 planning	 and	
decision-making	 phases.	 This	 type	 of	 engagement	 serves	 as	 a	 primary	 indicator	 of	 overall	
participation	 levels,	 as	 a	 greater	 capacity	 for	 self-determination	directly	 correlates	with	more	
robust	involvement	in	development.	

The	ultimate	form	and	success	of	any	development	initiative	are	inextricably	linked	to	the	
decision-making	process.	At	various	stages,	the	inclusion	of	community	perspectives	is	vital,	as	
local	ideas	and	insights	provide	valuable	input	for	consideration.	This	nonphysical	participation	
occurs	 when	 residents	 contribute	 their	 intellectual	 input	 through	 formal	 meetings,	 written	
suggestions,	or	structured	responses	to	ongoing	projects.	
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Intellectual	contributions	and	the	exchange	of	ideas	can	be	effectively	facilitated	through	
established	 formal	 institutions.	 To	 evaluate	 the	 level	 of	 nonphysical	 participation	 in	 Lakkang	
Village,	this	study	examines	how	frequently	residents	attend	meetings	and	how	actively	they	offer	
opinions	or	suggestions	during	these	sessions.	The	following	data	illustrates	the	responsiveness	
of	participants	in	expressing	their	thoughts	throughout	the	development	process.	

	
Table	5.	Participation	in	the	Form	of	Ideas	in	Lakkang	Village	

Respondents	 Weight	Value	 Frequency	 Total	Score	 %	
Active	 4	 25	 100	 49.02	
Very	Active	 3	 9	 27	 13.24	
Less	Active	 2	 17	 34	 16.67	
Inactive	 1	 43	 43	 21.08	
Total	 		 94	 204	 100.00	

Source:	Primary	Data	(2025)	
	
Table	 5	 shows	 the	 participation	 of	 respondents	 in	 providing	 their	 ideas/thoughts	 for	

development	in	Lakkang	Village.	Table	5	orders	the	categories	from	highest	to	lowest	engagement	
(Very	Active	→	Active	→	Less	Active	→	Inactive)	for	analytical	clarity.	Respondents	categorized	as	
Very	 Active	 numbered	 25	 (49.02%	 of	 weighted	 score	 proportion).	 This	 is	 supported	 by	 the	
number	of	scores	achieved,	which	is	2.17,	indicating	the	medium	category,	based	on	the	following	
average	scores:	

	
F	 x	 Weight	Value	 	 =	Total	Score	
25	 x	 4	 	 	 =	100,	and	Beyond		
Total	Village	Scores	 	 	 =	Average	Score	
Number	of	Respondents	
204	 	 	 	 	 =	2,17	

	
The	classification	categories	are	based	on	the	interval	scale	formula:	Interval	=	(Maximum	

–	Minimum)	/	Number	of	Categories	=	(4	–	1)	/	4	=	0.75.	This	yields	the	following	categories:	Low	
(1.00–1.75),	Moderate-Low	(1.76–2.50),	Moderate-High	(2.51–3.25),	and	High	(3.26–4.00).	The	
ideas/thoughts	score	of	2.17	therefore	falls	within	the	Moderate-Low	category,	 indicating	that,	
while	residents	engage	intellectually	in	development,	their	involvement	remains	infrequent	and	
capacity-constrained.	

Based	on	direct	interviews	with	several	respondents,	it	is	known	that	some	respondents	
stated	that	they	were	very	active	in	participating	in	meetings	and	giving	opinions	and	suggestions	
because	 they	 were	 always	 invited	 by	 the	 Village	 Government	 to	 meetings.	 In	 addition,	 they	
reported	 personal	 awareness	 of	 the	 need	 to	 help	 implement	 development	 activities.	 Another	
finding	 is	 that	 some	 respondents	 are	 less	 active	 or	 inactive	 in	 giving	 suggestions	 or	 opinions	
because	 they	 have	 never	 been	 invited;	 additionally,	 there	 are	 also	 individuals	 who	 passively	
participate	in	meetings	because	they	do	not	have	the	ability	to	speak	in	public.	

Although	 the	 level	 of	 non-physical	 participation	 of	 the	 community	 is	 in	 the	moderate	
category,	 it	 does	 not	 mean	 that	 the	 ideas	 from	 the	 community	 are	 not	 proportionately	
accommodated.	Therefore,	in	Table	6,	it	can	be	seen	that	the	quality	of	people's	ideas/thoughts	in	
the	decision-making	process	is	reflected	in	the	prospective	decision-making	accommodation.	

	
Table	6.	The	Quality	Level	of	People's	Thinking	in	Process	Decision	Making	
Element	Quality	 Frequency	 Percentage	%	
Highly	Acceptable	 9	 9.57	
Accepted	 29	 30.85	
Considered	 49	 52.13	
Rejected	 7	 7.45	
Number	 94	 100.00	

Source:	Primary	Data	(2025)	
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Table	6	shows	the	level	of	quality	of	community	thinking	in	decision-making.	Of	the	94	
respondents	who	contributed	their	opinions,	29	stated	that	their	 ideas	were	accepted,	and	the	
total	 score	 achieved	 was	 2.43,	 which	 indicates	 that	 it	 falls	 within	 the	 medium	 category.	
Respondents	were	more	likely	to	report	that	their	ideas	were	accepted	because	the	suggestions	
or	proposals	presented	in	meetings	were	related	to	development	issues	in	the	public	interest	and	
were	subsequently	discussed	collectively	during	the	meetings.	

Regarding	 opinions	 considered	 in	 meetings,	 some	 respondents	 stated	 that	 certain	
suggestions	 or	 opinions	were	 not	 very	 useful	 for	 the	 public	 interest	 or	 did	 not	 represent	 the	
majority	vote	in	the	meeting.	Looking	at	the	data	in	Table	5	and	Table	6,	non-physical	community	
participation	in	the	form	of	providing	ideas	and	thoughts	in	the	development	process	in	Lakkang	
Village,	 Makassar	 City,	 is	 relatively	 significant.	 This	 encourages	 the	 growth	 of	 creative	 and	
innovative	capacity	within	the	community	in	the	context	of	a	shift	toward	a	development-oriented	
mindset,	which	is	highly	beneficial	for	future	development	programs.		

	
Participation	in	the	form	of	monetary	donations	

Financial	resources	are	a	primary	determinant	in	the	organization	and	implementation	of	
development	 programs.	Without	 sufficient	 funding,	 the	 progress	 of	 any	 project	 is	 likely	 to	 be	
hindered,	 a	 challenge	 faced	by	many	 regions,	 including	Lakkang	Village.	To	address	 this,	 local	
authorities	 work	 to	 mobilize	 community	 participation	 to	 secure	 the	 necessary	 funds	 for	
sustainable	growth.	In	Lakkang	Village,	this	often	takes	the	form	of	residents	providing	voluntary	
monetary	donations	to	support	development	efforts.	

Information	from	the	local	Village	Office	reveals	that	improving	Lakkang	Village	is	costly.	
Most	 of	 the	 funding	 for	 these	projects	 comes	 from	external	 organizations	 and	 the	 community	
itself,	 rather	 than	 from	 village	 government	 funds.	 To	 better	 understand	 the	 level	 of	 financial	
contributions	 from	 local	 residents	 toward	 these	 efforts,	 the	 figures	 listed	 in	 Table	 7	 can	 be	
consulted.	

	
Table	7.	Community	Participation	in	the	Form	of	Money	in	Lakkang	Village	
Respondent	Participation	 Frequency	 Percentage	%	
Very	Often	 5	 5.32	
Often	 25	 26.60	
Rarely	 24	 25.53	
Never	 40	 42.55	
Total	 94	 100.00	

Source:	Primary	Data	(2025)	
	
Table	 7	 provides	 an	 overview	 of	 the	 level	 of	 community	 participation	 in	 the	 form	 of	

monetary	donations.	Respondents	most	frequently	selected	“never”	responses,	with	as	many	as	
40	respondents	indicating	this	option,	and	the	score	achieved	was	1.95,	which	places	it	in	the	low	
category.	 Therefore,	 low	 monetary	 participation	 (score	 1.95)	 reflects	 structural	 economic	
constraints	 rather	 than	 a	 lack	 of	 community	 awareness.	With	90.42%	of	 respondents	 earning	
below	 the	 South	 Sulawesi	Provincial	Minimum	Wage	 (IDR	3,657,527/month	 in	2025),	 limited	
disposable	 income	 is	 the	 primary	 barrier	 to	 financial	 contributions.	 This	 interpretation	 is	
supported	by	Hambali	(2026),	who	found	that	in	low-income	Indonesian	communities,	financial	
participation	inversely	correlates	with	income	constraints	independent	of	civic	motivation.	

These	 findings	 confirm	 that	 monetary	 participation	 (score	 1.95,	 low	 category)	 is	
structurally	constrained	by	income	levels,	not	procedural	barriers.	Development	programs	must	
therefore	 incorporate	non-monetary	participation	pathways	 to	maintain	 inclusive	engagement	
across	all	income	levels.	Each	month,	the	community	typically	makes	donations	for	development	
activities,	 especially	 for	 physical	 development	 projects.	 Community	 contributions	 are	 made	
voluntarily	and	are	not	the	result	of	coercion	from	the	government	or	any	other	party,	but	rather	
stem	from	awareness	and	willingness	to	develop	their	region.	The	community's	contributions	are	
relatively	 large	 compared	 to	 previous	 years	 because	 household	 incomes	 have	 also	 increased	
during	that	period.	Thus,	the	level	of	monetary	contribution	depends	on	the	income	level	of	the	
community	itself.		
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Participation	in	the	Form	of	Material		
Development	implementation	depends	on	both	financial	capital	and	material	resources.	

To	 ensure	 project	 success,	 the	 community	 participates	 through	 various	 means,	 including	 the	
donation	of	goods	or	a	combination	of	money	and	supplies.	This	high	level	of	engagement	reflects	
residents’	commitment	to	taking	responsibility	for	the	growth	and	improvement	of	their	region.	

Material	contributions	are	typically	provided	through	direct	donations	and	are	generally	
designated	for	physical	 infrastructure	projects.	These	include	the	construction	of	mosques,	the	
maintenance	of	roads,	and	the	development	of	various	public	facilities.	For	a	detailed	breakdown	
of	how	the	community	participates	 through	 the	provision	of	goods,	please	refer	 to	 the	data	 in	
Table	8.	

	
Table	8.	Community	Participation	in	the	Form	of	Materials	in	Lakkang	Village	
Respondent	Participation	 Frequency	 Percentage	%	
Very	Often	 10	 10.64	
Often	 30	 31.91	
Rarely	 25	 26.60	
Never	 29	 30.85	
Total	 94	 100.00	

Source:	Primary	Data	(2025)	
	
Table	8	shows	that,	for	the	94	people	surveyed,	the	frequency	of	donating	goods	falls	into	

the	medium	range,	with	a	score	of	2.22.	Approximately	31.91%	of	respondents	participate	often,	
but	no	one	does	so	very	often.	According	to	direct	feedback,	many	villagers	choose	to	give	their	
energy	and	 labor	 instead	of	physical	 items.	They	also	mentioned	 that	 the	process	of	donating	
materials	involves	complicated	steps	that	take	too	much	time.	

Material	contributions	typically	include	sand,	stone,	wooden	planks,	and	wooden	blocks.	
Sociologically,	 this	 form	of	participation	reflects	Lakkang	Village’s	 reliance	on	 locally	available	
natural	resources,	compensating	for	monetary	limitations.	The	moderate	score	(2.22)	suggests	
that	residents	channel	their	participation	through	available	assets	rather	than	financial	means,	
consistent	with	asset-based	community	development	principles	(Adi,	2007;	Afrinda	et	al.,	2025;	
Riyadi	&	Supriady,	2004).	

	
Participation	in	the	form	of	energy	

Active	physical	participation	serves	as	a	clear	indicator	of	a	community's	commitment	to	
the	 development	 process.	 However,	 the	 data	 show	 that	 participation	 levels	 vary	 across	 the	
population.	These	differences	occur	because	society	is	composed	of	individuals	with	unique	skill	
sets	and	physical	capacities,	meaning	that	each	person’s	contribution	of	energy	is	shaped	by	their	
specific	abilities.	

The	 term	personal	participation	describes	how	 local	people	provide	physical	 labor	 for	
development	projects.	According	to	the	research	findings,	this	community	service	occurs	at	least	
twice	a	month	and	sometimes	every	week.	Tasks	include	clearing	waterways,	repairing	roads,	and	
maintaining	the	village	office	grounds.	These	cooperative	efforts	usually	take	about	two	to	three	
hours	in	the	morning	before	residents	return	to	their	regular	work	in	the	fields	or	gardens.	

To	understand	the	participation	of	the	people	of	Lakkang	Village	in	the	form	of	physical	
labor,	 it	 can	 be	 observed	 through	 community	 service	 activities.	 Based	 on	 data	 obtained	 from	
respondents,	activities	involving	physical	labor	such	as	mutual	cooperation	in	cleaning	waterways	
and	 direct	 infrastructure	 improvement	 are	 common	 forms	 of	 participation.	 Development	
participation	 is	 not	 only	 evident	 during	 the	 implementation	 phase	 but	 also	 in	 maintenance	
activities,	which	remain	an	important	aspect	of	community	involvement.	A	clear	picture	of	direct	
or	 physical	 community	 participation	 can	 be	 seen	 in	 Table	 9,	 which	 describes	 the	 level	 of	
participation	in	physical	development	activities.	
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Table	9.	Participation	in	the	form	of	physical	(energy)	in	Lakkang	Village	
Respondent	Participation	 Frequency	 Percentage	%	
Very	Often	 17	 18.09	
Often	 36	 38.30	
Rarely	 18	 19.15	
Never	 23	 24.47	
Total	 94	 100.00	

Source:	Data	Source	(2025)	
	
Table	9	shows	community	participation	in	physical	form	(energy).	Of	the	94	respondents,	

36	 reported	 participating	 frequently.	 This	 is	 supported	 by	 the	 score	 achieved,	 which	 is	 2.50,	
indicating	that	it	falls	within	the	medium	category.	This	is	because	there	is	sufficient	awareness	
within	the	community	to	actively	participate	in	physical	forms	(energy)	for	village	development.	

Based	on	 the	researcher’s	direct	observation,	 it	 is	known	 from	the	data	obtained	 from	
respondents	 in	 this	 study	 that	participation	 in	physical	 forms	such	as	mutual	cooperation	 is	a	
tradition	that	has	been	passed	down	from	generation	to	generation	for	the	people	of	Kelurahan.	
Another	reason	is	the	sense	of	togetherness	among	the	community	in	developing	their	territory.	

In	comparison	with	Handoko	et	al.	(2023),	who	reported	physical	participation	scores	of	
2.30–2.65	in	isolated	coastal	Indonesian	villages,	Lakkang	Village’s	score	of	2.50	is	consistent	with	
this	pattern	confirming	that	gotong	royong	(mutual	cooperation)	culture	serves	as	durable	social	
capital	that	sustains	physical	participation	even	where	monetary	participation	is	low.	This	finding	
also	aligns	with	Bourdieu’s	concept	of	social	capital,	in	which	embedded	community	norms	and	
trust	networks	facilitate	collective	physical	action	independently	of	economic	resources.	

An	analysis	of	community	involvement	in	Lakkang	Village	can	be	conducted	by	reviewing	
the	 four	 pillars	 of	 participation:	 non-physical	 ideas,	 funds,	 materials,	 and	 direct	 labor.	 To	
understand	the	specific	intensity	of	these	contributions	and	how	they	impact	development,	please	
refer	to	the	data	in	table	10.	

	
Table	10.	Score	of	Community	Participation	Level	in	Lakkang	Village	

Form	of	Participation	 score	
Ideas/Thoughts	 2,17	
Quality	of	Thought	 2,43	
Money	(Funds)	 1,95	
Materials	(Goods)	 2,22	
Energy	 2,50	
Quantity	 11,27	
Average	Score	 2,25	

Source:	Primary	Data	(2025)	
	
Data	 from	Table	10	 indicates	 that	physical	 labor	 is	 the	most	prominent	way	 residents	

participate,	reaching	the	highest	score	of	2.50.	This	highlights	a	trend	in	which	those	with	limited	
income	prioritize	labor	over	financial	contributions.	Monetary	participation	remained	low	at	1.95,	
while	non-physical	contributions	(ideas)	and	material	goods	scored	2.17	and	2.22,	respectively,	
placing	them	in	the	moderate	range.	Some	participants	noted	that	providing	materials	felt	like	a	
lengthy	and	challenging	process.	With	a	final	average	participation	score	of	2.25,	the	community’s	
involvement	 is	 considered	moderate,	 suggesting	 that	 local	 authorities	 should	 provide	 greater	
support	to	enhance	these	levels	in	the	coming	years.	

Comparing	 these	 overall	 findings	 with	 Hambali	 (2026),	 who	 studied	 12	 peri-urban	
Indonesian	villages	(average	participation	score	2.15–2.45),	and	Rohman	Kusmayad	et	al.	(2024),	
who	found	scores	of	2.20–2.55	in	Bali’s	rural	villages,	Lakkang	Village’s	score	of	2.25	is	consistent	
with	 the	 moderate	 participation	 range	 typical	 of	 low-income	 communities	 in	 Indonesia.	 The	
notably	low	monetary	score	(1.95)	distinguishes	Lakkang	Village	from	mainland	rural	contexts,	
directly	attributable	to	its	geographic	isolation	and	income	constraints.	
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Factors	Affecting	Community	Participation	in	Development	in	Lakkang	Village	
Development	is	recognized	not	as	a	solitary	effort	by	the	government	or	the	community,	

but	as	a	collaborative	endeavor	intended	to	ensure	prosperity	for	every	segment	of	society.	The	
progress	of	Lakkang	Village	serves	as	a	reflection	of	national	development	success;	consequently,	
national	strategies	place	significant	emphasis	on	the	advancement	of	rural	villages.	

Community	participation	is	an	essential	key	to	successful	development	within	any	village	
area.	The	author	identifies	that	in	Lakkang	Village,	this	participation	is	influenced	primarily	by	
internal	 awareness	 among	 citizens	 and	 external	 guidance	 from	 government	 leaders.	
Understanding	these	two	factors	is	vital	for	improving	future	development	outcomes.	

	
Awareness	Factor	

Participation	 in	 development	 is	 driven	 by	 several	 motivating	 factors,	 with	 personal	
awareness	being	one	of	the	most	significant.	If	people	understand	the	importance	of	development	
in	their	lives,	they	are	more	likely	to	become	actively	involved	to	ensure	that	local	prosperity	goals	
are	achieved.	This	is	particularly	true	for	the	residents	of	Lakkang	Village	in	this	study.	Table	11,	
illustrates	the	current	state	of	awareness	among	these	community	members.	

	
Table	11.	Factors	That	Motivate	Communities	to	Participate	in	Development	in	Lakkang	Village	

Driving	Factors	 Frequency	 Percentage	%	
Personal	Awareness	 75	 79.79	
Following	the	Trend	 8	 8.51	
Influence	of	Others	 6	 6.38	
Government	 5	 5.32	
Number	 94	 100.00	

Source:	Primary	Data	(2025)	
	
Table	 11	 establish	 that	 internal	 awareness	 is	 the	 primary	 catalyst	 for	 community	

participation	in	Lakkang	Village.	With	75	respondents	citing	personal	awareness	as	their	main	
driver,	 it	 is	 evident	 that	 individual	 commitment	 is	much	 stronger	 than	 external	 pressures	 or	
government	 incentives.	 This	 confirms	 that	 the	population	 is	well	 informed	 about	 the	 value	 of	
development.	The	respondents	noted	that	this	internal	drive	is	fueled	by	a	proactive	concern	for	
the	village’s	future,	leading	them	to	engage	in	both	direct	physical	tasks	and	indirect	support	roles.	

This	finding	aligns	with	Syifana	et	al.	(2026),	who	empirically	confirm	that	in	Indonesian	
village	 development	 contexts,	 internal	 civic	 motivation	 accounts	 for	 approximately	 68%	 of	
participation	 variance,	 compared	 to	 22%	 for	 external	 government	 incentives.	 Srirejeki	 and	
Khairurrizqo	(2025)	further	demonstrate	that	civic	education	and	awareness-building	programs	
in	 villages	with	 high	 internal	motivation	 baselines	 produce	 the	most	 significant	 participation	
gains.	

	
Government	Leadership	

It	has	been	stated	in	the	previous	section	that	community	participation	and	development	
in	Lakkang	Village	does	not	arise	spontaneously;	rather,	it	is	influenced	by	several	factors,	one	of	
which	is	the	leadership	of	the	local	government.	

Since	society	 is	composed	of	diverse	 individuals	with	unique	characteristics,	a	unifying	
force	is	required	to	coordinate	them.	This	role	falls	to	the	village	government,	whose	leadership	
must	dynamically	engage	with	and	integrate	the	community’s	character	to	foster	participation	in	
development.	Conversely,	if	a	leadership	style	conflicts	with	the	local	culture	and	personality	of	
the	residents,	it	may	hinder	engagement.	The	influence	of	government	leadership	on	community	
involvement	in	Lakkang	Village	is	detailed	in	Table	12.	
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Table	12.	The	Influence	of	Government	Leadership	with	Community	Participation	in	Lakkang	
Village	

Driver	Response	 Frequency	 Percentage	%	
Highly	Influential	 18	 19.15	
Influential	 38	 40.43	
Less	Influential	 17	 18.09	
No	Influential	 21	 22.34	
Total	 94	 100.00	

Source:	Primary	Data	(2025)	
	
According	to	Table	12,	the	highest	frequency	of	responses	came	from	38	individuals	who	

stated	that	the	quality	of	government	leadership	affects	the	extent	of	community	participation.	A	
score	of	2.56	places	this	influence	in	the	moderate	range.	This	finding	indicates	that	the	success	
of	any	project	is	tied	to	both	the	community’s	efforts	and	the	leadership	provided	by	the	village	
head	and	other	local	officials.	

Successful	community	engagement	in	development	initiatives	depends	on	leadership	that	
effectively	 aligns	with	 the	 attitudes	 and	 cultural	 identity	of	 local	 residents.	When	government	
leadership	 is	 both	 competent	 and	well-directed,	 it	 fosters	 a	 natural	 sense	 of	 cooperation	 and	
compliance.	Consequently,	development	policies	can	be	implemented	smoothly,	as	citizens	follow	
government	guidance	through	genuine	commitment	rather	than	external	pressure	or	force.	

	
CONCLUSION	

This	 study	 analyzed	 community	 participation	 in	 development	 in	 Lakkang	 Village,	
Makassar	City,	 across	 four	dimensions	using	Chapin’s	 participatory	 framework.	Results	 show:	
ideas	and	thoughts	(2.17,	moderate-low),	monetary	contributions	(1.95,	low),	material	donations	
(2.22,	moderate-low),	and	physical	effort	(2.50,	moderate-low).	The	average	participation	score	
of	2.25	indicates	a	moderate	level	of	community	engagement	in	Lakkang	Village,	 influenced	by	
both	 individual	 awareness	 and	 the	 quality	 of	 local	 government	 leadership.	 To	 improve	 these	
results,	government	intervention	is	necessary	to	stimulate	more	active	involvement.	Specifically,	
the	 government	 should	 offer	 residents	 diverse	 options	 for	 participation	 and	 refine	 leadership	
practices	 to	 better	 suit	 local	 community	 conditions.	 Such	 improvements	 would	 strengthen	
collaboration	 between	 authorities	 and	 the	 public,	 leading	 to	 more	 successful	 development	
outcomes.	

Theoretically,	 this	 study	 shows	 that	 in	 low-income,	 remote	 communities,	 forms	 of	
community	participation	are	hierarchically	shaped	by	socioeconomic	capacity	rather	than	civic	
will	 alone.	 The	 dominance	 of	 physical	 participation	 over	 financial	 participation	 confirms	 that	
income	 constraints	 function	 as	 a	 structural	 barrier	 independent	 of	 awareness	 levels,	 thereby	
refining	 our	 understanding	 of	 the	 relationship	 between	 will,	 ability,	 and	 opportunity	 in	 the	
context	of	development	participation.	Based	on	these	findings,	local	governments	are	advised	to	
diversify	 participation	 mechanisms	 beyond	monetary	 contributions	 through	 labor-for-service	
programs,	 strengthen	 training	 in	 participatory	 leadership	 for	 village	 officials,	 establish	
transparent	two-way	communication	channels,	and	leverage	high	internal	motivation	as	capital	
to	convert	civic	willingness	into	sustainable	and	structured	participation.	Nevertheless,	this	study	
has	several	limitations,	namely	a	cross-sectional	design	with	a	single	variable	in	a	single	village,	
which	 limits	 causal	 inferences	 and	generalizability	of	 the	 findings,	 as	well	 as	 the	potential	 for	
social	 desirability	 bias	 due	 to	 the	use	 of	 self-reported	data.	 Therefore,	 future	 research	 should	
adopt	 a	multivariable	 comparative	design	across	geographic	 typologies,	 examine	participation	
trends	longitudinally,	and	integrate	qualitative	participatory	action	research	methods	to	yield	a	
more	comprehensive	understanding.		
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