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Abstract. Independent Peat Care Village is one of the community empowerment
programs to help restore peatlands by improving socio-economic life. Programs that
involve community groups in peat areas tend to change the social and economic activities
of communities that are usually carried out daily. This research aims to analyze the impact
of Independent Peat Care Village Program on the socio-economic lives of community
groups in the peat area of South Sumatera. The survey method was used in this research.
The data collected from 100 respondents. Data processing uses a scoring method, the Miles
and Huberman Model, with stages of data reduction, presentation and conclusion. The
research results showed that most people state that this program is in the category of very
direct benefits (social and economic life) but is still less useful when viewed from indirect
benefits (peat restoration). The community feels the social impact more than the economic
impact because the implementation of this program is preceded by problem identification
activities, followed by the preparation of group plans, all of which involve the participation
of community group members. Economically, the impact has not been felt because
financial assistance is provided to groups, not individuals, and the provision of aid to
improve the community's economic life is not continuous.
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1 Introduction

Independent Peat Care Village Program is one of the community empowerment programs to
help restore peatlands through improving socio-economic life, so that people who work on
peatlands no longer damage peatlands and even help maintain their sustainability [1][2]. The
programs involving community groups in peatland areas tend to change the social and economic
activities of the community that are usually carried out on a daily basis [3][4]. In South Sumatra
Province, this program is carried out in Banyuasin Regency, which was chosen because the land
in this district has a lot of peatland cultivated by the community. The purpose of this study is to
analyze the impact of Independent Peat Care Village Program on the socio-economic life of
community groups in the peatland area of South Sumatra Province. This research needs to be
carried out considering that the success and sustainability of programs that empower the
community can generally be achieved if there is a balance of benefits obtained from social and
economic aspects, as well as the Peat Care Independent Village Program

2 Background Theory

Independent Peat Care Village (DMPGQG) is a community-based peat ecosystem restoration
program that is carried out outside forest arecas and outside concessions. The program
encourages the empowerment of both men and women, including their economic potential in a
sustainable manner [5][6][7].

The DMPG program is expected to be carried out by the village community with priority in 3
(three) programs, namely Rewetting, Revegetation and Revitalization. The three programs are
expected to be able to help restore damaged peat ecosystems, optimize sub-optimal land and
also revitalize community income from the proposed activities [8]. In addition, these activities
are expected to be carried out in a sustainable manner in order to become an independent
community and an economically prosperous society through the empowerment of peatlands as
part of sub-optimal land [9].

Rice farming on sub-optimal land, one of which is peatland, does require special treatment
ranging from land cultivation, the use of seeds and other production facilities with high
production costs but still feasible to cultivate, for which a government program is needed for
its empowerment [10].

The DMPG program is one of the programs that the government strives not only to restore
peatlands, but also to help local communities to improve their economy through wise sub-
optimal land management [11]. This means that the community makes other efforts without
disturbing the existence of their peatlands, so that they are included in the revitalization group
in peat restoration efforts. Livelihood revitalization aims to improve the welfare of people
living around or on peatlands, one of which is by using peatland commodities in a sustainable
manner, without drying and burning peatlands [12]. One example of such activities is the
Independent Peat Care Village Program, and several other programs implemented in various
peatland areas, including in South Sumatra.



3 Research Method

The survey method was used in this research. The data collected was primary data from 100
respondents involved in the program in Banyuasin Regency South Sumatera Province through
interviews and focus group discussion methods and supported by relevant secondary data. The
analysis technique used in this study is qualitative, namely counting the respondents' answers
by analyzing the frequency of answers from the respondents using the help of SPSS shoftware.
Data discussion uses the Miles and Huberman Model, with stages of data reduction, data
presentation and conclusion drawing [13] [14].

4 Research Result

Independent Peat Care Village (DMPG) Program in South Sumatra Province which is carried
out in Banyuasin Regency in the form of a Community Empowerment Program through
activities 1) Community Small Grant (Grants for the community), 2) Training 3) Mentoring.
1. Community Small Grant
This activity is carried out in the form of providing business funds of Rp. 200,000,000,-
each group with a total of 3 groups in Banyuasin Regency, so that the total given for
the implementation of this program is Rp. 600,000,000,-. The funds are used for cattle
farming businesses operated by a community group called TKPPEG (Peat Ecosystem
Protection and Management Work Team), to increase income as well as an effort to
prevent the community from carrying out economic activities that have an impact on
peat damage.
2. Training
This activity was carried out by providing technical training on business and business
management, as well as technical efforts to protect and manage peat ecosystems
properly, which was carried out by a team from universities as a partner of the Ministry
of Environment and Forestry of the Republic of Indonesia in South Sumatra.
3. Assistance
This activity was carried out by the Community Facilitator Team, namely fresh
garduate scholars from various fields of science who were recruited to assist TKPPEG
in carrying out assisted economic efforts and efforts in protecting and managing peat
ecosystems in their areas

From these three activities, in measuring the benefits, the frequency of respondents' answers
was varied, with the results of the percentage of answers presented in the following table.

Table 1. Results of Measuring the Benefits of the DMPG Program

Level of Benefits Frequency Percent (%)
Not Helpful 0 0
Less Useful 0 0
Quite Helpful 5 5
Useful 35 35
Very helpful 60 60




From the data above, it shows that the level of benefits felt by the community through the
perception of the majority of respondents is in the very useful criterion (60%), the rest are in
the useful criterion of 35%, and those who have a fairly useful perception are as much as 5%.
This perception applies to the three empowerment programs that have been implemented
through the Peat Care Independent Village Program. This is because these three programs are
interrelated and complementary to each other, so that the categories of usefulness are all in a
positive response [15] [16].

Social and Economic Impact

1. Social Impact
The measurement of the social impact on the community from the implementation of the
Peat Care Independent Village Program in Banyuasin Regency is measured from the three
activities carried out, which are described as follows:

)

2)

3)

Community Grant

In this activity, 84% of respondents stated that they agreed with the social impact felt on
the grounds that it could increase group cooperation, and strengthen the relationship
between members. The remaining 26% stated that they did not agree, on the grounds
that not all members are given the same opportunity to play an active role in this activity
so that there is no cooperation and friendship in the community. The results of the cross
check showed that 26% who had a perception of disagreement were not satisfied with
the level of activity in each stage of group activities.

Training

In this activity, 90% of respondents agreed with the social impact felt on the grounds that
through this training there was an increase in knowledge and skills on livestock business
techniques, financial and group management skills as well as business marketing
management. The remaining 6% stated that they did not agree, and 4% stated that they
disagreed, on the grounds that the training was carried out in too short time with too
much material, so it was difficult to understand in a short time. From the results of the
identification of respondent characteristics, it shows that these 10% are elderly members
of the group, so they tend to be slow in the process of diffusion of innovation.
Assistance

In the mentoring activities, 90% of respondents agreed with the reason that mentoring
activities make them able to understand and be able to practice, because they are guided
and accompanied by professionals. However, there were 10% of group members who
disagreed, on the grounds that the facilitators were not focused, because they were also
doing other work during the mentoring.

2. Economic Impact

As with social impact measurement, economic impact is also measured from the
implementation of the three activities in the Peat Care Independent Village Program.

1))

Community Grant

In this activity, 90% of respondents stated that they were concerned about the economic
impact felt on the grounds that they could increase the income of group members from
the profit sharing of group activities. The remaining 10% stated that they did not agree
because they had not felt the additional income from the activity because they were
inactive so that they received punishment and did not get additional income.

2) Training



In this activity, 60% of respondents agreed with the economic impact of this activity,
arguing that through training activities, group members can do their business better so
that their income will increase. However, as many as 20% stated that they did not agree,
and another 20% stated that they did not agree, on the grounds that the training carried
out could not be practiced so that it had not had an impact on economic improvement.
3) Mentoring

In the mentoring activity, 60% of respondents agreed with the economic impact of this
mentoring activity, arguing that through mentoring activities, group members can do
business better so that income will increase. However, as many as 20% stated that they
did not agree, and another 20% stated that they did not agree, on the grounds that the
assistance provided could not be practiced so that it had not had an impact on economic
improvement.

From the results of the cumulative research using the qualitative methods [17]. The impact of
the Peat Care Independent Village Program carried out by the Ministry of Environment and
Forestry of the Republic of Indonesia on the economic life of the community has not been felt
so significantly by the community. This happens considering that the program is still not running
optimally, because it has only It can be seen that the influence has been running for two years
so it is not significant to increase income, in addition, although the assistance provided is going
well, but the time period is relatively short (3 months), making group members not feel optimal.
A comparison of social and economic impacts shows that social impacts are felt more by the
community than economic impacts. This is because the value of assistance for economic
improvement is considered relatively small for the number of people in need in one village.
Both in terms of budget and routine and sustainability of the program. Another aspect shows
that the economic program has not been implemented evenly in three villages in Banyuasin
Regency. In the social aspect, the DMPG Program for the social sector is not only a momentary
interest for individuals but is an investment of better resources for the general public in the
future. This is quite reasonable because with the investment of resources, social life will be
better in the future [18] [19]. In contrast to investment in the economic sector, which can indeed
be seen directly by the current and future people, so that the results can be immediately
addressed and criticized [20].

Furthermore, the Peat Care Independent Village Program with the category of Livelihood
Revitalization Program, in addition to its main goal to improve the community's economy
through livelihoods, is also aimed at helping the implementation of peat restoration. However,
judging from the impacts caused, it can be seen that all the impacts of the majority only lead to
direct impacts, namely the improvement of the social and economic life of the community. The
indirect impact (peat restoration) has not been seen significantly, because there has been no
change in peatland conditions. This is also because the majority of community livelihood
activities are not carried out on peatlands. The majority of land with the peatland category in
this area is still marginal land that is not cultivated.

5 Conclusions

The research results show that most people state that this program is in the category of very
direct benefits (social and economic life of the community) but is still less useful when viewed
from indirect benefits (peat restoration). The community feels the social impact more than the
economic impact because the implementation of this program is preceded by problem



identification activities, followed by the preparation of group plans, all of which involve the
participation of community group members. Economically, the impact has not been felt because
financial assistance is provided to groups, not individuals, and the provision of aid to improve
the community's economic life is not continuous or is multi-year.
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