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Abstract:	Social policies include increased social protection, approaches to improving 
living standards, and access to decent work. The description discusses two concepts, 
namely collaborative governance and the concept of social policy. Methodologically 
and technically, the two concepts are side by side in the context of implementing 
decentralization policies. Collaborative governance as collaboration is a relationship 
designed to solve a problem through the creation of solutions in conditions that are full 
of limitations (Ansell & Gash, 2007). At the same time, the social policy responds to 
social problems, which tends to ignore the assessment of some people that they are not 
in a socially problematic condition (Spicker, 2014). social policy has many forms, such 
as health, education, housing, and other social services. The method uses a descriptive 
qualitative and qualitative verification analysis strategy model. Post-disaster handling, 
collaborative governance is applied through the government’s efforts to carry out 
recovery that focuses on the residential, economic, infrastructure, social and cross-
sectoral sectors. The results also show obstacles in collaborative governance, such as 
delays in building houses for the community, mismatch of specifications between what 
was promised and what was received by the community, and low public understanding. 
This study also shows that post-disaster management collaborative governance can 
be implemented using several strategies divided by sector and sub-sector; the right 
communication pattern increases community involvement in the entire post-disaster 
management process in Banten province. All strategies would be better if packaged 
in the form of government innovation. This means that post-disaster management, 
especially in repair and development efforts, is an important agenda for government 
collaboration.
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1.	Introduction
Disaster is defined as a state of loss of human life, property, and the environment due 
to natural events and human behavior. This event can occur suddenly or gradually. Law 
Number 24 of 2007 explicitly states that disasters are a series of events that result 
in loss of property, environmental damage, and loss of life. All of that can be due to 
natural factors or non-natural; it can even be due to human factors.

Several natural disasters have occurred in Banten Province, including earthquakes, 
tsunamis, floods, landslides, droughts, and hurricanes. However, a large-scale disaster 
is the tsunami disaster, which occurred in 2018. This disaster struck two districts, 
Serang Regency and Pandeglang Regency.

Disaster management requires holistic institutions, which means managing disaster 
threats comprehensively (Shaw et al., 2020). At the same time, a synergy between 
institutions is needed; community empowerment, organizational institutionalization, 
and various activities are needed as a form of nature and environmental conservation.

Real actions put forward by the government as the foundation of crisis management, 
from disaster anticipation to post-disaster recovery, are not always considered by 
the community as a solution (Bryson et al., 2013; Song et al., 2019). Even the public 
often views the government’s actions as too late, ineffective, and negatively judged 
(Bryson et al., 2013). This assessment could be due to the limited understanding of 
the community, and it could also be due to cultural factors.

When a disaster occurs, the government’s crisis management often performs far 
from optimal. So, it is quite reasonable for the population to use their way of dealing with 
abnormal situations, even though those ways are considered illogical. Unfortunately, 
the government’s actions, starting from planning, policymaking, and coordination, did 
not go well.

The successful form of collaborative governance in disaster management shows 
that the participation or contribution of the private sector is very contributive to reducing 
flood risk (Alma’arif & Wargadinata, 2022; Neise et al., 2021). Sunarharum stated the 
same thing collaborative governance could overcome various obstacles and obstacles 
in society (Sunarharum, 2016). For example, differences in understanding regarding 
disaster management, limited public understanding, and limited government capacity 
in formulating appropriate mitigation policies.

The government’s actions indicate that the bureaucracy is anxious and afraid of 
the impact of the disaster; this attitude is transmitted to the community through poor 
communication (Arif & Kawuryan, 2021). This phenomenon is shown in several ways, 
including a sectoral way of thinking, budget considerations (Agustina et al., 2022), 
the availability of legal umbrellas, and others which resulted in a slow response. 
One of the public’s complaints is the government’s lack of preparedness to handle 
disasters’ impacts. The government’s response is more partial and limited in handling 
emergency responses. At the same time, the lack of coordination between work units, 
integral government policies, and complicated bureaucratic processes.

When the disaster passed, the government was faced with post-disaster 
management efforts. The task of the government will be dealing with life and social 
services. This means that the handling of basic needs is a priority and prioritized by the 
government. The handling of aspects of basic needs is related to social policy. Related 
to this, the context of public policy is narrowed if public policies are made to improve 
the welfare of its citizens (Poluakan et al., 2020). That understanding leads to social 
policy.

On the other hand, social policy is a government action to improve the social welfare 
of its people (Poluakan et al., 2020). When viewed from a public service approach, 
government collaboration is important, especially in assessing and identifying the 
challenges of a policy (Alma’arif & Wargadinata, 2022). Based on studies conducted 
in several European countries such as Canada, the Netherlands, Israel, the UK, and 
several OECD member countries, shows that government collaboration will result in 
trust, empowerment, and flexibility (Herlina et al., 2021).
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Social policy is a response to social problems. This gives rise to the assumption 
that social policy answers social problems. That assumption ignores the assessment 
of some people that they are not in a socially problematic condition. The boundaries of 
social policy are relatively broad, and social services are part of them. There are many 
forms of social services, such as health, education, housing, and other forms of social 
services (Spicker, 2014).

The problem is that social policy often attracts attention because the social policy 
has two main functions: a productive function and a protective function for the people. 
The social policy includes various ways to improve people’s lives, increase social 
protection, and open access to work. This affirmation shows that social policy is an 
effort to fulfill the community’s right to development as well as the socio-economic 
rights of citizens.

Because social policy involves many aspects and has broad dimensions, its handling 
requires the synergy of many parties. Especially if social policies are implemented in 
areas where disasters have hit, in that context, government collaboration becomes 
necessary.

Ansell and Gash define collaboration as a relationship designed to solve problems 
by creating solutions in limited conditions (Ansell & Gash, 2007). The limitations in 
question include limited information, time, and space. Wee Hock Quik et al. (2015) 
explained that collaborative governance is a concept in the study of government 
management that views collaboration as a process of facilitation, programs, and 
activities by a multi-agency outside government that aims to solve common problems.

According to Douglas et al. (2020), government collaboration is a topic that attracts 
the attention of scientists. However, they still have difficulty making generalizations, 
so they struggle to connect theory and practice. Even Berardo et al. (2020) show 
that research on government collaboration is increasing rapidly. Most studies on 
government collaboration rely on survey data (though not all) community involvement 
is often overlooked. Related to this, researchers need to simplify some aspects of their 
research design, especially regarding data collection and social interaction. At the 
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same time, researchers must be careful in choosing methods and implications. The 
existence of prudence plus the ability to understand data collection and interaction 
will spur more innovative ideas in conducting collaborative government research.

Based on the description above, it can be seen that several groups have conducted 
research related to government collaboration, including in disaster management. 
However, this research focuses more on government collaboration on social policy. 
Post-disaster. Thus, this paper can enrich the discussion and discussion of government 
collaboration. Related to this, the main question is, is there collaborative governance 
in post-disaster social policy in Banten province? This question is elaborated on three 
things, collaboration in implementation, collaboration in dealing with obstacles, and 
collaboration in post-earthquake management strategies.

2.	Methods
The main concept discussed is the concept of collaborative governance after the 
disaster in Banten Province. The author uses a qualitative approach, which examines 
collaborative governance in social policies, especially public services, after the 
disaster in Banten Province. Furthermore, the authors process and discuss data and 
phenomena in the field. Data analysis used two strategies: the descriptive qualitative 
strategy model and the qualitative verification analysis strategy model.

The data analysis techniques include the following: Content Analysis Techniques, 
Focused Observation, Selected Observation, Theme Analysis, Interactive Analysis, 
and Critical Discourse Analysis.

3.	Results and Discussion
3.1.	 Collaborative Governance on Post-disaster Social Policy 

Implementation
There are six main criteria for collaborative governance, namely: a) forums initiated 
by public institutions; b) involvement of elites outside the government; c) community 
involvement in decision making; d) formal organization of the forum; e) decision making 
prioritizes consensus, and f) policies focused on cooperation (Ansell & Gash, 2007).

Referring to the opinion above, institutionally, facility repair and rebuilding activities 
are the government’s responsibility. Furthermore, reconstruction and rehabilitation 
activities are coordinated by every government agency that handles disasters at the 
central and regional levels.

Central and regional government officials carry out substantial technical 
implementation. The entire implementation of repairs and rebuilds is based on 
the standards that have been set. Furthermore, every institution involved in post-
disaster management must coordinate with the disaster-handling institution. This 
process shows that, in principle, post-disaster activities that include rehabilitation 
and reconstruction are efforts to return the living conditions of the community and 
their environment to a better situation than before. Post-disaster recovery activities 
in Banten province consist of several residential, economic, social, infrastructure, and 
inter-sectoral sectors. The determination of the sector follows the technical regulations 
of the central government.

Based on the findings in the field, every post-disaster repair and development 
activity in all fields, such as economic and social settlements, should involve 
collaborative instruments as far as possible. As the opinion of Ansell and Gash above. 
This can be seen in the sporadic actions of community organizations, universities 
(public and private), and entrepreneurs. The community intensely held meetings to 
produce decisions which were then passed on to the government.

In the settlement aspect, it is found that the local government pays great attention 
to this sector. This is done with the consideration that the housing sector is the sector 
with the greatest impact on society. Therefore, repairs to thousands of damaged houses 
and rehabilitation of the residential sector involved not only local governments but 
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also other elements, both the social sector and economic actors. In fact, in particular, 
the repair and rehabilitation of houses are supported by elements of the army, in this 
case, Kodim 0623 Cilegon.

If viewed from a government perspective, settlement development is managed 
with a self-management pattern designed using community organizing strategies and 
relying on community initiatives based on local cultural wisdom. This mechanism can 
be seen in several alternatives from the local government to the community, such as 
the establishment of instant housing.

Although the handling is done collaboratively, the main problem in improving the 
settlements lies in the complicated bureaucratic mechanism. Complications were 
encountered regarding data on individual and group beneficiaries, the number of 
facilitators, and the availability of building materials and labor. This situation has led 
to complaints from several people regarding the quality of housing below the standard 
for earthquake-resistant housing specifications. Likewise, people who do not receive 
housing construction assistance.

Community-based post-disaster management is an approach that provides 
community capacity to manage disaster risk. This effort requires a series of processes, 
including self-understanding of disaster threats and risks, disaster mitigation 
priorities, and monitoring and evaluating disaster impact management performance. 
Community-based Disaster Management is also a manifestation of the belief that the 
community has complete rights in determining the technical and strategy for dealing 
with disasters based on the situation they are experiencing.

In the context of this collaboration, community participation in every post-disaster 
management process is still lacking. This attitude is found because the community 
generally trusts third parties more than their abilities and works together to build 
settlements.

Recovery of the social sector in several areas of health and education. Related to 
these two fields, the government has made many emergency tents that can be used for 
the benefit of health services and education services. In this process, the government 
provides educational assistance in restoring the facilities for teaching and learning 
activities. In reconstructing health and education facilities, the government also 
involves organizations and institutions, such as private institutions, Non-Governmental 
Organizations (NGOs).

Lastly, post-disaster management in the religious aspect. This sector is realized 
through the rebuilding of worship facilities. This process also involves the community 
and government collaborating with various institutions. So, the author views that 
post-earthquake recovery requires resilience that relies on the community. This need 
is based on the fact that some areas of Banten Province have an earthquake risk, 
especially the Serang and Pandeglang regency. Thus, it is necessary to build public 
awareness through education and socialization.

In this regard, the beginning of collaboration begins with the existence of a gap 
in power, resources, and knowledge. Besides, there are factors of past conflicts and 
cooperation experiences (Sihaloho, 2022). These two factors are the stimulus for 
other actors to collaborate. Supported by facilitative leadership, they collaborate in 
designing institutions and various solution programs.

3.2.	 Obstacles in the Implementation of Collaborative Governance
Post-disaster management has several obstacles, such as complex policy changes, 
critical situations in disaster areas, and difficulties in responding to regional dynamics. 
In this regard, commitment and consistency are the main measures of the success 
of the collaborative governance process (Amin et al., 2021). The government’s 
collaborative efforts for post-disaster management in Banten are felt to have several 
obstacles. These constraints are more aimed at policy consistency and determining 
priorities, recovery strategies, and financing. In essence, collaboration can be realized 
in government coordination and communication with the community, which results in 
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the synchronization of planning and budgeting. Collaboration is also realized through 
community participation. This is applied through the mechanism of the process 
of capturing the aspirations of the community. In this process, the capacity of the 
implementers of improvement and development needs to be improved.

Increasing government capacity is important because until now, coordination 
between agencies in dealing with the possibility of natural disasters is very weak. 
Especially in terms of integrating data related to disaster risk, for example, basic data 
on mapping disaster-prone areas. Even though the process is important to do to avoid 
the risk of victims or material losses due to a bigger disaster.

Specifically stated by Ansell and Gash that governance in the context of collaborative 
governance appears deliberately created and adapted through a series of processes, 
including first, interdependence and institutional complexity, second, group interests 
and conflicts, and third, innovations to gain support politically. Fourth is the failure of 
policy implementation, the fifth limitation of space from the government to groups, 
and the sixth is the Mobilization of interest groups: seventh is the high cost and 
politicization of policies (Ansell & Gash, 2007). Herlina et al. (2021) explained that 
in disaster management, there are several obstacles, including (1) a small budget; 
(2) low quality of technology; (3) lack of disaster preparedness education; (4) 
weak government coordination; (5) neglecting the aspect of prevention; (6) Priority 
determination issues; and (8) weak disaster mitigation processes.

In simple terms, the obstacles that are often faced by the government bureaucracy 
are the existence of sectoral ways of thinking, budget considerations, the availability 
of legal umbrellas, and others which ultimately result in a slow response. If you 
look at the abovementioned obstacles, it is known that implementing collaborative 
governance in post-disaster management is not easy. This requires adaptation to both 
environmental conditions and local communities. This is in line with the findings of 
Herlina et al. (2021) that post-disaster management neglects the prevention aspect 
but emphasizes the improvement and development aspects. So even greater losses 
are difficult to avoid. Moreover, the budget related to disaster mitigation in planning 
documents is relatively small, around 0.02%–0.07% of the regional budget.

The situation in Banten shows that these obstacles are relatively similar to those 
in other disaster areas, such as the limited legal basis, both general and specific. 
Including the absence of regulations made by local governments. Another obstacle 
is insufficient budget support from the government, provincial governments, and 
local governments: slow repair and development mechanisms and weak government 
synergy.

When overcoming these obstacles, government collaboration was carried out. 
For example, universities provide input in drafting policy items that can be used as 
part of the Regional Legislative Council’s main idea and collaboration in budgeting. 
Related to this, elements outside the government understand that the government 
budget process takes a long time, so donations from the private sector, community 
organizations, and individuals can relatively reduce the burden on the community in 
post-disaster days.

3.3.	 Collaborative Governance Strategy on Post-disaster Social Policy 
Implementation

It is our understanding that natural disaster management is complex and multi-
stakeholder. This situation requires that the handling be carried out in collaboration 
between the government, the private sector, the community, and academia. At the 
same time, disaster management also requires breakthroughs and innovations. 
Through close cooperation between government and community institutions, efficient 
and effective procedures will be realized. If you look at the strategies implemented 
in post-disaster management, it can be seen that government collaboration based 
on the opinion of Ansell, Chris & Gash is very visible through institutional activities, 
forming forums, sharing information with the public, and making decisions.
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The supporting instrument for collaboration, innovation, and creativity is the 
division of tasks so that it is clearly understood regarding the duties, responsibilities, 
and authorities. Clarity of responsibility will make each element contribute optimally. 
This process is seen as part of a strategy to involve stakeholders.

There are several strategies to involve stakeholders in post-disaster management, 
including, first, increasing public knowledge and understanding of disasters; second, 
socializing related to disaster management through mass media and social media; 
third, cooperation with NGOs, universities, and the private sector; fourth, the 
acceleration of regional improvement and development; and fifth, prioritizing the 
local wisdom approach in disaster mitigation. Furqoni et al. (2019) view this form of 
communication routine in government circles. Furthermore, communication results 
in work program agreements, program catalogs, and proposals that can be offered to 
private parties and non-government institutions.

These five things are in line with Dudwick et al.’s view that collaboration and social 
capital are needed in disaster management (Dudwick et al., 2006). Based on this, 
there are 6 (six) things that support collaboration, namely the first work team and 
network; both solidarity and trust; third cooperation; fourth communication; the fifth is 
social relations, and the sixth is empowerment.

Douglas, Berthod, et al. (2020) question whether the government collaboration 
process is carried out to improve the government’s performance or is a demand for 
certain circumstances. This raises the question of the conditions necessary to achieve 
collaborative performance. Based on these two perspectives, two propositions 
are raised firstly, all collaboration conditions are required to achieve collaborative 
performance, and secondly, different configurations of collaborative conditions can 
achieve collaborative performance. The surge in research on government collaboration 
shows a trend of changing government bureaucratic practices in policy making and 
implementation (Douglas, Berthod, et al., 2020). In addition, the government seems to 
feel a change in the mechanism that exceeds their capacity, which was previously more 
classic top-down to a horizontal mechanism in policy making and implementation.

Based on the description above, it can be seen that the local government’s efforts to 
involve the community in post-disaster response efforts. This follows the collaborative 
approach stated by Agranoff and McGuire (2003), who view collaborative governance 
as emphasizing the importance of voluntary collaboration between each participant. 
This is important because of the great demands from the community, which often 
exceed the limits of organizational capabilities and require cooperation between 
various organizations. Collaboration is needed to ensure that collaborative governance 
is carried out in an organized and neat manner to meet the community’s demands 
more effectively.

However, the authors found that these efforts have not yet been written in the 
form of Regional Regulations governing community empowerment in the social and 
creative economy fields; even though the government has made policies that have 
set institutional relations in disaster management, it is seen that the understanding 
of local government elements in the social and economic field’s creativity seems 
to be still very low. This government policy is important to manifest their role as a 
facilitator. This is in line with Lamo’s opinion that the role of the facilitator is that the 
government can provide sanctions and appreciation for each party implementing 
the laws and regulations consistently (Lamo, 2017). The mechanism is carried out 
in dealing with each multi-sectoral element. In post-disaster economic recovery, the 
government can provide capital assistance to the community. Furthermore, Lamo 
said that the government must be involved and take a role in every private program 
and community (civil) organization, including collaborating with donor organizations 
and countries to build capacity for government management, law enforcement, and 
various improvement and development programs (Lamo, 2017).

Related to this, we can also see that in the regional government system in 
Indonesia, each region has a device that carries out tasks related to disasters. The 
device is a branch of the central device. This means that disaster-related organizations 
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implement a deconcentration system. The institution establishes relationships with 
institutions, both ministries, and non-ministerial institutions. This has an impact on 
disaster management and post-disaster processes. This fact shows another reality 
that the government does not always open up space for public participation, both civil 
and private. This has prompted some community elites to demand that synergistic 
joint efforts continue to be carried out so that post-disaster management is more 
effective. The relationship between these institutions is the main thing, and he is 
responsible for making corrections to superiors. Especially if there are violations of 
rules and ethics through social media that have an impact on the image of government 
organizations (Ravi Kumar & Hadjinicola, 1996), it also means that every level of 
government can coordinate with the parties above in the context of implementing 
government collaboration.

The second strategy is always to maintain community participation. The 
government needs to do this because experience shows that the space provided by 
the government makes the community show high enthusiasm for the Regional Disaster 
Management Agency program in post-disaster management because the community 
is involved in the post-disaster management process. Such participation. Community 
participation arises because local values require them to participate in post-disaster 
management. Emerson and Nabatchi (2015) conveyed an interesting thing that 
government collaboration is an effort to integrate individual potentials into various 
social processes, which ultimately gives birth to conflict resolution and integrative 
actions from various institutions. The above opinion is relevant to Wilkin et al. (2019) 
that social networks are important to help individuals and communities recover 
from and rebuild after disasters. Although local people’s habits are accommodated, 
getting used to understanding post-disaster conditions and the process of repair 
and development is important. This follows Shaw et al.’s opinion (2020) who said 
habituation was important. That habit then becomes a culture and can even be an 
instrument for the birth of a good system.

In an effort to succeed in collaborative governance, it is necessary to pay attention 
to important elements, namely governance and distributive responsibility (Sihaloho, 
2022). Aspects of governance include the boundaries of the parties involved, 
regulations or policies, limits or freedom of actors, and network management. 
Meanwhile, the aspect of distributive responsibility includes the implementation of 
the distribution principle of management, decision making, and responsibility. This 
opinion is in line with DuPraw et al.’s assessment that there are 3 (three) principles 
of government collaboration, including firstly involving every level of government and 
scientists in every process of activities and programs; secondly, providing sufficient 
space for the use of local resources and ecology, and thirdly to provide space for all 
stakeholders to provide feedback (DuPraw et al., 2013).

Collaborative governance must be developed in an integrated scheme between 
government and non-government institutions (Ishiwatari, 2019). This scheme involves 

Communication and sharing of missions Government, private, and non-profit 
institutions

Forino et al. (2015)

Communication and division of labor Organizations, associations, non-
governmental organizations (NGO)

Yumasdaleni and Jakimow (2017) Jiang et 
al. (2018), 

Issues and Network Institutions that respond quickly to 
disasters (e.g., National Search and Rescue 
Agency & Regional Disaster Management 
Agency)

Dangerfield (2010), Hapsari and Zenurianto 
(2016)

Strategic Alliance Various research institutes and information 
technology developers

Albano et al. (2015), Hong and Chung 
(2016), Hartama et al. (2017)

Government Relations Private institutions and organizations that 
accommodate government

Serra-Llobet et al. (2016)

Service Integration Health and welfare insurance agency Mayr et al. (2020)

Intra-Organizational Institutions to facilitate linkages between 
actors

Barbedo et al. (2015)

Source:	 Sihaloho (2022)

Table 1.	Forms of Cooperation in 
Post-disaster Management
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stakeholders from all levels of government, the private sector, universities, and the 
community. All parties involved are required to have responsibility. This responsibility 
often gives birth to conflicts, both institutional conflicts and role conflicts between one 
party and another.

This collaborative effort requires the government to make various breakthroughs 
through government innovation. Based on this thinking, Government innovation is an 
important agenda for every government official, politician, company manager, and 
society (Agustina et al., 2022). Innovation is needed to respond to social challenges 
and the birth of new technologies. The government innovation process is then 
synergized with all parties through government collaboration.

4.	Conclusion
This research focuses on government collaboration, including government, local 
government, community organizations, and universities in post-disaster management 
in Banten province. In general, there is government collaboration in post-disaster 
management in Banten. The collaboration is seen in three ways, namely the 
implementation of improvement and development, collaboration in solving problems 
and overcoming obstacles, and collaboration in carrying out various post-disaster 
management strategies. Based on this focus, it is known that the Banten Provincial 
Government focuses on five sectors, including the residential, economic, social, 
infrastructure, and inter-sectoral sectors. In the initial phase of post-disaster 
management, the government prioritizes the improvement of community settlements, 
health and education facilities, and the recovery of the economic sector. Although 
post-disaster management has been going well until now, there are several problems 
in post-disaster management, such as the rehabilitation of community houses. 
In post-disaster management, local governments carry out several strategies, 
including involving the community in post-disaster management by increasing public 
understanding directly (socialization) and through mass media. In addition, the 
government cooperates with all stakeholders, including the government, the private 
sector, and the public, including foreign institutions. The next strategy is post-disaster 
management by paying attention to local wisdom, especially cultural and social values.

As a recommendation, every government action related to post-disaster 
management is stated in a regional regulation. In addition, it is necessary to increase 
the intensity of communication and coordination between the government and 
stakeholders. Regarding problem-solving and more innovative strategies in post-
disaster management, the Regional Disaster Management Agency and the Regional 
Government are required to be more active in collaborating with universities.

Acknowledgment
The author would like to express his gratitude to the Institute for Domestic Administration’s Chancellor, 
who has supported the study. The author would also like to thank the informants for being willing to be 
interviewed and providing data and information, as well as to all those who helped publish this study.

References
Agranoff, R., & McGuire, M. (2003). Collaborative Public Management: New Strategies for Local Governments. 

Georgetown University Press.
Agustina, F., Pramono, A. J., Akbar, B., & Alma’arif, A. (2022). Factors Determining Low Regional Financial 

Independence: Financial Autonomy and Degree of Decentralization. Jurnal Tata Kelola dan Akuntabilitas 
Keuangan Negara, 8(1), 117–130. https://doi.org/10.28986/jtaken.v8i1.701

Alma’arif, & Wargadinata, E. L. (2022). Adopting Open Government in Local Development Planning: A 
Study on Bekasi Regency. JKAP (Jurnal Kebijakan dan Administrasi Publik), 26(1), 18–32. https://doi.
org/10.22146/jkap.64692

Amin, R. M., Febrina, R., & Wicaksono, B. (2021). Handling COVID-19 from a Collaborative Governance 
Perspective in Pekanbaru City. Jurnal Bina Praja, 13(1), 1–13. https://doi.org/10.21787/jbp.13.2021.1-
13

Ansell, C., & Gash, A. (2007). Collaborative Governance in Theory and Practice. Journal of Public 
Administration Research and Theory, 18(4), 543–571. https://doi.org/10.1093/jopart/mum032

Arif, A., & Kawuryan, M. W. (2021). Memikirkan Kembali Pemilihan Kepala Daerah DKI Jakarta Tahun 2022: 
Antara Gubernur dan Pejabat Pelaksana. JIIP: Jurnal Ilmiah Ilmu Pemerintahan, 6(1), 73–85. https://
doi.org/10.14710/jiip.v6i1.10071

https://doi.org/10.21787/jpb.14.2022.329-338
https://doi.org/10.28986/jtaken.v8i1.701
https://doi.org/10.22146/jkap.64692
https://doi.org/10.22146/jkap.64692
https://doi.org/10.21787/jbp.13.2021.1-13
https://doi.org/10.21787/jbp.13.2021.1-13
https://doi.org/10.1093/jopart/mum032
https://doi.org/10.14710/jiip.v6i1.10071
https://doi.org/10.14710/jiip.v6i1.10071


JURNAL BINA PRAJA

338

Berardo, R., Fischer, M., & Hamilton, M. (2020). Collaborative Governance and the Challenges of Network-
Based Research. The American Review of Public Administration, 50(8), 898–913. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0275074020927792

Bryson, J. M., Quick, K. S., Slotterback, C. S., & Crosby, B. C. (2013). Designing Public Participation Processes. 
Public Administration Review, 73(1), 23–34. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6210.2012.02678.x

Douglas, S., Ansell, C., Parker, C. F., Sørensen, E., ‘T Hart, P., & Torfing, J. (2020). Understanding Collaboration: 
Introducing the Collaborative Governance Case Databank. Policy and Society, 39(4), 495–509. https://
doi.org/10.1080/14494035.2020.1794425

Douglas, S., Berthod, O., Groenleer, M., & Nederhand, J. (2020). Pathways to Collaborative Performance: 
Examining the Different Combinations of Conditions Under Which Collaborations Are Successful. Policy 
and Society, 39(4), 638–658. https://doi.org/10.1080/14494035.2020.1769275

Dudwick, N., Nyhan Jones, V. R. E., Kuehnast, K. R., & Woolcock, M. (2006). Analyzing Social Capital in 
Context: A Guide to Using Qualitative Methods and Data (English) (38917). https://documents.worldbank.
org/en/publication/documents-reports/documentdetail/601831468338476652/analyzing-social-
capital-in-context-a-guide-to-using-qualitative-methods-and-data

DuPraw, M. E., Brennan, B. V., & Placht, M. T. (2013). Research Articles: Case Study: Collaborative Governance 
as a Tool for Natural Resource Management in China and the United States. Environmental Practice, 
15(3), 228–239. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1466046613000240

Emerson, K., & Nabatchi, T. (2015). Collaborative Governance and Collaborative Governance Regimes. In 
Collaborative Governance Regimes (pp. 14–36). Georgetown University Press.

Furqoni, I., Rosyadi, S., & Isna, A. (2019). Collaborative Governance in Corporate Social Responsibility Forum 
in Banyumas Regency. Jurnal Bina Praja, 11(2), 209–217. https://doi.org/10.21787/jbp.11.2019.209-
217

Herlina, M., Sipahutar, H., Wardani, D., Sulistyono, D., & Pribadi, M. (2021). Regional Government Service 
Innovation Model in Disaster Mitigation. Jurnal Bina Praja, 13(3), 383–394. https://doi.org/10.21787/
jbp.13.2021.383-394

Ishiwatari, M. (2019). Flood Risk Governance: Establishing Collaborative Mechanism for Integrated 
Approach. Progress in Disaster Science, 2, 100014. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pdisas.2019.100014

Lamo, S. A. (2017). Corporate Social Responsibility in Perspective of Public Administration (A Governance 
Study). ILIRIA International Review, 7(1), 21–35. https://doi.org/10.21113/iir.v7i1.300

Neise, T., Sambodo, M. T., & Revilla Diez, J. (2021). Are Micro-, Small- and Medium-Sized Enterprises 
Willing to Contribute to Collective Flood Risk Reduction? Scenario-Based Field Experiments from 
Jakarta and Semarang, Indonesia. Organization & Environment, 34(2), 219–242. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1086026619875435

Poluakan, M. V., Mulyana, N., & Rachim, H. A. (2020). Strengths-Perspective dalam Pengembangan Kebijakan 
Sosial. Share: Social Work Journal, 10(1), 40–50. https://doi.org/10.24198/share.v10i1.26529

Ravi Kumar, K., & Hadjinicola, G. C. (1996). Resource Allocation to Defensive Marketing and Manufacturing 
Strategies. European Journal of Operational Research, 94(3), 453–466. https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-
2217(95)00101-8

Shaw, R., Kim, Y., & Hua, J. (2020). Governance, Technology and Citizen Behavior in Pandemic: Lessons 
From COVID-19 in East Asia. Progress in Disaster Science, 6, 100090. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
pdisas.2020.100090

Sihaloho, N. T. P. (2022). Collaborative Governance dalam Penanggulangan Banjir di Kota Medan. 
Jurnal Ilmiah Muqoddimah: Jurnal Ilmu Sosial, Politik, dan Humaniora, 6(1), 161–174. https://doi.
org/10.31604/jim.v6i1.2022.161-174

Song, W., Lee, D., Choi, C.-I., & Choi, J. (2019). Development of a Customer Friendly GIS-based Disaster 
Management System in South Korea. Journal of Distribution Science, 17(11), 27–34. https://doi.
org/10.15722/jds.17.11.201911.27

Spicker, P. (2014). Social Policy: Theory and Practice. Policy Press.
Sunarharum, T. M. (2016). Collaborative Planning for Disaster Resilience: The Role of Community Engagement 

for Flood Risk Management [Queensland University of Technology]. https://eprints.qut.edu.au/101560/
Wee Hock Quik, D., Wright, N., Rashid, A., & Thiruchelvam, S. (2015). Influential Factors of Collaborative 

Networks in Manufacturing: Validation of a Conceptual Model. Interdisciplinary Journal of Information, 
Knowledge, and Management, 10(10), 001–019. https://doi.org/10.28945/2120

Wilkin, J., Biggs, E., & Tatem, A. (2019). Measurement of Social Networks for Innovation within Community 
Disaster Resilience. Sustainability, 11(7), 1943. https://doi.org/10.3390/su11071943

https://doi.org/10.1177/0275074020927792
https://doi.org/10.1177/0275074020927792
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6210.2012.02678.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/14494035.2020.1794425
https://doi.org/10.1080/14494035.2020.1794425
https://doi.org/10.1080/14494035.2020.1769275
https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-reports/documentdetail/601831468338476652/analyzing-social-capital-in-context-a-guide-to-using-qualitative-methods-and-data
https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-reports/documentdetail/601831468338476652/analyzing-social-capital-in-context-a-guide-to-using-qualitative-methods-and-data
https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-reports/documentdetail/601831468338476652/analyzing-social-capital-in-context-a-guide-to-using-qualitative-methods-and-data
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1466046613000240
https://doi.org/10.21787/jbp.11.2019.209-217
https://doi.org/10.21787/jbp.11.2019.209-217
https://doi.org/10.21787/jbp.13.2021.383-394
https://doi.org/10.21787/jbp.13.2021.383-394
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pdisas.2019.100014
https://doi.org/10.21113/iir.v7i1.300
https://doi.org/10.1177/1086026619875435
https://doi.org/10.1177/1086026619875435
https://doi.org/10.24198/share.v10i1.26529
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-2217(95)00101-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-2217(95)00101-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pdisas.2020.100090
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pdisas.2020.100090
https://doi.org/10.31604/jim.v6i1.2022.161-174
https://doi.org/10.31604/jim.v6i1.2022.161-174
https://doi.org/10.15722/jds.17.11.201911.27
https://doi.org/10.15722/jds.17.11.201911.27
https://eprints.qut.edu.au/101560/
https://doi.org/10.28945/2120
https://doi.org/10.3390/su11071943

	Is There Any Collaborative Governance on Post-disaster Social Policy in Banten Province?
	1. Introduction
	2. Methods
	3. Results and Discussion
	3.1. Collaborative Governance on Post-disaster Social Policy Implementation
	3.2. Obstacles in the Implementation of Collaborative Governance
	3.3. Collaborative Governance Strategy on Post-disaster Social Policy Implementation

	4. Conclusion
	Acknowledgment
	References


