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ABSTRACT 
 
Remote Indigenous Community (RIC) is an entity that must be managed wisely and RIC regional sustainability should be maintained. 

This study objective are: (a) analyzing the social and economic activities of RIC, (b) analyzing the Income level of RIC, (c) analyzing 
the welfare level of RIC, and (d) analyzing the community empowerment model of RIC. This research use primary and secondary data. 

Social and economic activities analysis is carried out by RIC descriptive to known income level analysis the difference between total 

revenue and total expenditure in agricultural business. Well-being level is analyzed by periodical welfare growth index value (Todaro, 
2000). Model formulation of community empowerment is prepared by RIC potential. Research results show that RIC people's lives in 

Bombana heavily depend on farming (rice, corn, and a small portion of cashew). RIC welfare growth is 0.49 percent in 2004, and a 

decrease (-1.09 percent) in 2010, and increased again by 1.72 percent in 2013. Empowerment and economic capacity development of 
RIC in Bombana can be done through: a) utilization of land resources, b) ecological and cultural approaches, and c) institutional 

development. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 

 Populations of Remote Indigenous Community (RIC) in Indonesia are 213,080 households. The empowered 

populations are 88,512 households (41.54%), in process to empower are 5,871 households (2.76%), and not 

empowered are 118,697 households (55.70%). RIC scatter in 24 provinces, 263 districts, 1,044 sub-districts, 

2,304 villages and 2,971 settlements (Ministry of Social Affairs, 2012). 

 RIC live in specific local wisdom with structured social/customs and culture to make them easily can be 

distinguished from the relatively more advanced society [15,9]. Their common characteristics are small 

community, closed and homogeneous; social institutions is based on kinship, geographically remote and 

relatively inaccessible, live with customs economy system, using simple equipment and technology, dependence 

on natural environment is relatively high, and limited access to social, economic and political services [14]. 

 RIC problems not only become national problem, but have become a global issue [18,3]. United Nations in 

1995 has issued a Declaration on Indigenous Peoples Rights as moral basis for each country to provide services 

and protection for RIC. In addition to UN, Convention on International Labour Organization (ILO) No. 169 year 

1989 related to Indigenous and Tribal Peoples in article 2, paragraph 1, states that government should 

responsible for development, with participation of peoples concerned, coordinated and systematic action to 

protect the rights of these communities and to guarantee their integrity [8]. 

 Rukminto, [17] stated that approach of development distribution in RIC Empowerment program is focused 
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to society substance, namely "Social Welfare Development of Remote Indigenous Community in Bombana to 

empower people all aspects of life and livelihood to make them play active role in Regional integration 

development using a participatory approach and attention to social, cultural and environmental potential without 

leaving the customs". 

 

Research Purposes: 

 This research objective are: (a) analyzing the social and economic activities of RIC, (b) analyzing the 

Income level of RIC, (c) analyzing the welfare level of RIC, and (d) analyzing the community empowerment 

model of RIC. 

 

Research Methods: 

 This research was conducted in Watu-Watu village, Lantari Jaya Subdistrict, Bombana District, Southeast 

Sulawesi Province, Indonesia. Research began in May to August 2014. This research uses primary and secondary 

data. Primary data was obtained through interviews with indigenous peoples, traditional leaders and Bombana 

government. Secondary data are collected from several agencies of Central Statistics Bureau of Southeast 

Sulawesi province, Regional Development Planning Agency, Forest Service, and Social Service at Bombana. 

 Activity and socio-economic conditions of RIC is used for descriptive analysis. RIC income levels were 

derived from difference between total expenditure and total revenue. To determine the welfare level of rural 

communities, agricultural activity was tested by following formula [22]: 

G = w1 g1+ w2 g2 + ...... + wi gi 

Description: 

G: index of social welfare growth; 

gi: social growth level at i quartile; and 

wi: weight group welfare at i quartile. 

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
Socio-economic conditions of RIC: 

 RIC residential areas in Bombana are located in Watu-Watu village, Lantari Jaya subdistrict. RIC settlement 

is within area with status of national park area that known as National Park of RawaAopaWatumohai. Residents 

who live in these regions are 110 household heads or 475 peoples who inhabit an area of 44.8 km
2
. Population 

density in RIC region is 11 inhabitants / km
2
. 

 RIC is Moronene ethnic groups who have lived long before the RawaAopaWatumohai designated as a 

national park. RIC settlement distance is about 9 km from public roads and can only be reached by on foot or 

motorcycle. Road condition is not paved (dirt road) with status of severely damaged. 

 Social infrastructure at RIC consists of one mosque, one primary school, one secondary school, and one 

custom home of Moronene ethnic. All buildings in RIC residential areas, both homes and other social buildings, 

are categorized as non-permanent buildings or made of wood. 

 The main livelihood of all RIC are farmers. Managed fields areas are 105 hectares. Wetland management or 

other plantation crops, location and its range are determined by traditional authorities and should not be owned 

privately. 

 

Community Income levels of RIC: 

 All residents of RIC are farmers. They generally cultivate corn and rice and plantation crops, especially 

cashew. Food crops (maize and rice) is managed merely to meet the family needs. Rice production from farming 

at each season on average only 300 kg/hectare, while corn reached 200 kg/season/hectare. Numbers of average 

family dependents are 4 people / households. Farm result is not sufficient to meet the RIC needs every year. 

Similarly, average land ownership is 0.4 hectare / household head. 

 RIC household income as a farmer generally still low. This is evidenced by high percentage (59 percent) of 

household income ranges between Rp 500,000 to Rp. 1.000.000 per month, 16 percent have an income below 

Rp. 500.000 per month. Highest income level is above Rp. 1.000.000 per month. It is only reached by 25 

percent, or about 27 families of 110 families there. 

 

RIC Welfare level in Bombana: 

 Public welfare index growth of RIC in 2004 is only 0.49 percent, in 2010 dropped to -1.09% due to crop 

failure of drought and prolonged closing of irrigation channels by mining company. In 2013 the welfare of RIC 

increased again to 1.72. 

 

Community Empowerment Model of RIC: 

 Natural resources potential of RIC region in Bombana is field for rice, corn, and a small portion of 

plantation crops. For empowerment effort, government role is needed because the government determines the 
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policy. Other stakeholders may also have a role in empowerment perspective.  

 
Revenue group 2004 2010 2013 

W G W G w g 

20% lowest 0,081 -0,008 0,151 0,071 0,117 -0,034 

20% second lowest 0,127 0,009 0,195 0,068 0,158 0,036 

20% third lowest 0,144 -0,006 0,215 0,071 0,183 0,032 

20% forth lowest 0,196 -0,012 0,201 0,006 0,211 0,010 

20% highest revenue 0,454 0,017 0,238 -0,216 0,331 0,093 

Welfare growth ndex 0,49 -1,09 1,72 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 1: Economic Capacity Model of RIC in Bombana (Adopted from Turua, [23]). 

 

 These conditions consistent with ILO [8]; Slamet; Buttet [3] and LAM Jambi that policy right in 

development process is people involvement process of planning, monitoring and development control to make 

efficient and effective development. Collaborative planning process can achieves various results or the right idea 

and consistent with community needs. RIC empowerment model to increase the economy capacity can be seen in 

diagram below. 

 

1. Economic OF RIC Through Potential Capacity Utilization of Land Resources: 

a. Capacity RIC To Understand Land Potential: 

 RIC capacity to use environment resources are still very limited, because they generally still orient to 

subsistence needs, or not market oriented. It is seen from the average utilization of agricultural land to cultivate 
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crops of 0.42 hectares per household (family head), and plantations of 1.48 hectares per household, while the 

land availability are wider. This condition causes a lot of uncultivated land. Plantation crops are dominated by 

cashew with unmanaged condition. 

 

b. Institutional and Stakeholders Role: 

 Rice production per season average only reaches 300 kg / hectare, while corn 200 kg / hectare. Number of 

average family dependents is 4 person / household. Farming results are insufficient to meet the life needs. RIC as 

identity of region with its local values will require attention both from the government, non-government 

organization (NGO), and private. Government role is incentive as RIC empowerment, venture capital assistance 

and subsidies to make sustainable economic and environmental conservation [5,11,18,19]. In addition, 

facilitation is needed to strengthen tribal agency in RIC. Slamet and Buttet states that one of fundamental forces 

in empowerment process of local communities is local values of community. These values, a social asset in 

maintaining the environment become a source of sustainable community life. 

 

2. Economy development based on ecology and RIC culture: 

 Ecological aspect as forest natural resources potential is a factor to support family economy of RIC. But in 

long-term, dependence on nature should be reduced by introducing aquaculture farming as a sustainable 

economic resource. 

 

a. Local Wisdom and Environmental Sustainability: 

 Intensive agriculture development must consider local wisdom to preserve environment. Forest zoning 

should be done for hunting, gardening, sago forest, and wood forest for domestic needs. RIC who settled in  

National Park of Rawa Aopa Watumohai realize that their residential area is a protected area. They only use the 

land for subsistence and will not have it personally. RIC use land in area of 150 hectares of wetland to plant rice 

only and not for other plants. 

 

b. Communications Development and Empowerment of RIC: 

 Development communication between stakeholders and RIC have objective to sensitize RIC about 

sustenance activity that have been proven do not able to increase revenue, even though economically they feel 

less food. Therefore, based on analysis judgment, some activities in RIC empowerment are follows. First, 

empowerment to increase public revenue through business diversification in agriculture. Second, accelerate the 

infrastructure development in relation with physical nature such as roads and communication devices. Third,  

empowerment in health and education. 

 

c. Initiative to support RIC and Local Potential Through  Stakeholders and Market: 

 RIC is farmers who live in relatively fertile land. These conditions create mindset and activity of RIC 

farmers that do not to think hard about life needs. This condition requires special attention from the government 

and other stakeholders, especially grant that are not only limited to allocate funds, but how to monitor fund to be 

used in appropriate economic activities. Turua [23] said that RIC characteristic is low purchase power due to 

financial limitation. Therefore, as stated Hubeis [7], local resources usage needs support through the policy of 

local government. 

 RIC empowerment aims are: (1) having vision with focus to meet needs from natural resources potential in 

order to make intensive agriculture as the main source income of RIC household; (2) RIC as members of 

indigenous people need to select assistance in order socially useful; and (3) foster the positive dynamics in 

production environment that can stimulate the agricultural economy of RIC community innovation to create 

sustainable economic. 

Processes and linkages between empowerment RIC and sustainable economic development capacity 

objective are depicted in Figure 2. 

 Basic strategy to develop underdeveloped area is directed to empower remote people’s community (RIC), 

both of unique customs that need to be protected as well as other indigenous communities with 

underdevelopment problems and remoteness of residence location. RIC empowerment strategies to support of 

sustainable development are: a) to enhance and develop community capacity, b) to develop a local economy 

based on natural resources, culture and local wisdom, c) to accelerate the development of growth centers and 

functional linkages with underdeveloped region, d) to improve community accessibility to service facilities and 

infrastructure, e) to develop transport infrastructure, f) to increase settlements in Underdeveloped Regions. Turua 

[23] stated that efforts to improve the life quality of underdeveloped society can be done through infrastructure 

development and economic development based on local resources. 

 

3. Economic Capacity Development of RIC Through Institutional Development: 

 Institutional aspects and economic capacity building of RIC is aimed to bridge the limitations of skill and 
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low income compared with other communities. Factors affecting the economic capacity of RIC are : (a) RIC 

Empowerment, (b) Economic Development Cluster, (c) RIC capacity increase, (d) Application of Incentive 

Model, and (e) Business Subsidies Policy For RIC. This is consistent with idea of Anonymous (2012): Frank et 

al (2008) and Ministry of Social RI (2003) which states that people can fall behind due to financial resources 

limitation and skills or skills to innovate. This condition causes local resources cannot be used optimally. 

Therefore, as an honorable country based justice and equality in development process, government role is needed 

in order to achieve welfare and equal distribution of benefits of development results. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 2: Linkage between RIC empowerment in sustainable development (Adopted from Turua, [23] and Hubeis 

et al, [7]). 

 

Conclusion: 

 RIC life in Bombana highly depend on their main businesses namely rice farming, corn, and a small portion 

to cultivate cashew crop. Farming is done on a piece of land by indigenous communities and not to be owned 

individually. This rule is applied in order to avoid disputes over land management because their domicile area 

has been designated as a national park. 

 RIC welfare growth increased by 0.49 percent in 2004, and a decrease (-1.09 percent) in 2010, increased by 

1.72 percent in 2013. RIC welfare growth was decline in 2010 due to crop failure of drought and prolonged 

closing of irrigation channels by mining companies. 

 Empowerment and economic capacity building of RIC in Bombana can be done through: a) utilization of 

land resources, b) the ecological and cultural approaches, and c) institutional development. 
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