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ABSTRACT 

Community participation is one of the keys to 

success in the process of developing 

agrotourism in an area. This study aims to 

analyze the level of community participation in 

the development of Agro-tourism in 

Karangsari, Blitar, East Java. Community 

involvement in the planning, implementation, 

evaluation, and USE of the results or output is a 

major factor in developing Karangsari Starfruit 

Agro-tourism. Data collection research was 

carried out by distributing questionnaires to 

respondents consisting of stakeholders and 

communities around the agrotourism site. The 

data is processed using Microsoft Excel 2013 

and Rank-Spearman Correlation Analysis using 

IBM SPSS 20. The results of the study show 

that the lack of community participation in the 

agrotourism development process occurs 

because it is influenced by internal factors such 

as age, education, employment, income level 

and length of stay. In addition to the influence 

of these internal factors, community members 

are also still not involved in any agrotourism 

development activities. The participation of the 

community can be improved by conducting 

activities that require the surrounding 

community to participate. 

Keywords: Community Participation, Agro 

Tourism Development, Internal Factors. 

1. INTRODUCTION 

The tourism sector has an important role 

in improving the economic sector in Indonesia. 

Agrotourism is one of the development 

activities in the field of tourism that utilizes 

agricultural land from the beginning of 

production to agricultural products in various 

systems with the aim of expanding knowledge, 

understanding, and experience in agriculture. 

The development of agricultural areas to 

become the area of agro-tourism in a sustainable 

manner can increase tourist visits which 

contribute to improving the quality of life and 

welfare of farmers and communities around the 

agrotourism location. 

One of the principles of sustainable 

agrotourism is the participation of local people. 

Community involvement is considered to be 

one of the keys to success in agrotourism 

development. The participation of the local 

community can be involved in the stages of 

planning, implementing activities, managing, 

evaluating and utilizing the results or outputs 

which is very important so that it must be 

explained in the agrotourism planning 

document. Participation by empowering the 

community to be one of the determinants in the 

stages of agrotourism development activities. 

This is also done to provide knowledge and 

understanding to the public about their 

responsibilities and commitment to output and 

risk in agro-tourism development. The process 

of participation is also to raise the independence 

of the community so that they can improve their 

standard of living, use and access local 

resources as well as possible, including natural 

resources and human resources. 
The development of agrotourism by 

empowering the community is currently widely 

applied in various regions in Indonesia, 

considering that Indonesia is an agricultural 

country where the majority of the population 

uses the agricultural sector as a livelihood. One 

area that develops its agricultural sector into an 

agrotourism area is Blitar City, namely 

Karangsari Starfruit Agro Tourism. The main 

commodities of Karangsari Village are star fruit 

and secondary crops. Star fruit as one of the 

main commodities developed is a leading 

tourist attraction, namely Starfruit Fruit 

Agrowisata. This agrotourism utilizes vacant-

land owned by the government to plant starfruit 

trees. The advantage of Karangsari Starfruit 

Agro-tourism, namely the Karangsari starfruit 
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tree has been certified with superior varieties by 

the Indonesian Ministry of Agriculture No. 483 

/ KPTS / LB 240/2004 and Karangsari starfruit 

have a certificate of Premium Products No. 3. 

P2T / 2 / 11.03 / 02 / IV / 2013 which means 

safe from pesticides. 

Success in developing tourism areas 

depends on cooperation and active participation 

from various parties and active participation of 

all members of the community, as well as 

support from the local government. The 

implementation of agro-tourism activities 

cannot be separated from the interference of the 

local community in Karangsari Village. The 

aim of developing this Agro-tourism area is to 

improve the quality of life of the Karangsari 

community by empowering the community to 

be actively involved in various agro-tourism 

development activities, from planning to 

utilizing its output. Therefore, this study aims to 

analyze the level of participation of the 

Karangsari community in the development of 

Karangsari Starfruit Agro Tourism. 

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS 

This study uses qualitative and 

quantitative methods. Qualitative data is 

collected by means of observation and in-depth 

interviews with resource-persons (key 

informants) using interview guidelines. While 

quantitative data is obtained by questionnaire 

survey. The main research variable is the level 

of community participation in agrotourism 

development. The study was conducted in 

Karangsari Village, at the location of the 

Starfruit Fruit Agro Tourism. The location of 

this study was determined purposively 

according to the research objectives. With the 

consideration that Blitar City has many tourist 

destinations, one of them is in the agricultural 

sector which needs to be developed into a better 

agro-tourism area. 

Data Collection 

Data is collected by means of 

questionnaires. The population in this study is a 

community around the agro-tourism location 

whose residence is close to the Agro-tourism 

location. Determination of the number of 

respondents using Purposive Sampling 

techniques as many as 24 respondents. 

Questionnaire data were processed using the 

Likert Scale calculation method and Microsoft 

Excel 2013 and the Rank-Spearman Correlation 

Analysis method using IBM SPSS 20. 

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

3.1. Internal and External Factors Affecting 

Community Participation 

Agro-tourism planning and development 

must involve the community optimally through 

discussion and local agreement. However, in its 

implementation, there are internal and external 

factors affecting community participation [26]. 

Internal factors from within a community 

group. These internal factors are that motivate 

someone to participate from within the 

individual. Individual characteristics including 

age, family member, level of education, income 

level, and length of stay at the location are 

internal factors that affecting the community in 

agro-tourism development. 
 

Table 1. Internal Factors affecting community 

participation in the Karangsari 

Agrotourism 

Individual 

characteristics 
Identification Frequencies 

Percentage 

(%) 

Age Young (18-30 

years) 

0 0 

Adult (31-50 

years) 

12 50 

Old (>50 

years) 

12 50 

Family member Few (<2 

persons) 

2 8.3 

Moderate (3-4 

persons) 

16 66.7 

Many (>4 

persons) 

6 25 

Level of 

education 

Low 

(Elementary 

school) 

12 

50 

Medium 

(Primary high 

school) 

4 

16.7 

High 

(Secondary 

high school) 

8 

33.3 

Income level Low 

(<500.000) 

0 

0 

Medium 

(500.000- 

1.000.000) 

1 

4.2 

High  

>1.000.000 

23 

95.8 

Length of stay  New (<23 

years) 

6 

25 

Moderate (23-
44 years) 

7 
29.2 

Old (>44 

years) 

10 

41.7 

Source: Research data in 2019. 
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External factors are factors that originate 

from outside the individual or the environment 

that affect someone to participate in an activity. 

External factors in the development of 

Karangsari agro-tourism include socialization 

by the village leaders, briefing about related 

constraints, the attendance of the mentoring 

team/facilitator, and the presenting learning 

materials. 
 

Table 2. External factor affecting the community 

participation in the Karangsari 

Agrotourism 

Intensity of Socialization 

Indicator Categories Frequencies 
Percentage 

(%) 

a. Socialization by 

the village leaders 

 

High 6 25.0 

Moderate 18 75.0 

Low 0 0.0 

b. Briefing 

about related 

constraints 

High 1 4.2 

Moderate 18 75.0 

Low 5 20.8 

c. The attendance 

of the mentoring 

team
 

/ facilitator  

High 2 8.3 

Moderate 21 87.5 

Low 1 4.2 

d. Presenting 

learning materials 

 

High 2 8.3 

Moderate 19 79.2 

Low 3 12.5 

Source: Research data in 2019. 

 

The data indicate that the majority of people 

around the Agro-tourism location are 31-50 

years old (Table 1). All respondents in this 

study were married. The number of family 

members in this study is divided into three 

categories, less than 2 people, 3 - 4 people and, 

more than 4 people. The highest percentage is 

66.7% in category 3 - 4 families because many 

people who are aged 31 years and over mean 

that those who live there are indeed long-lived 

people and at that time the family planning 

program has not been implemented. 

The majority of the education of the 

communities around the Agro-tourism location 

is elementary school education. This is due to 

the economic limitations of the community in 

the Karangsari region. People prefer to work 

and help the family economy. While the highest 

percentage of the length of stay is 41.7% in the 

category that has lived for more than 44 years 

in Karangsari. This is because the people who 

are respondents to the study are native in 

Karangsari who have lived since birth until 

now. Respondents were well aware of the 

situation in the area, from the beginning 

Karangsari had not become a tourist place until 

now it was officially made a Karangsari Agro-

tourism.  

The data in Table 2 indicate that all 

external factor indicators have a moderate 

value. This means that the village leaders and 

the facilitator team are active enough to provide 

socialization to related constraints and 

development of Karangsari Agro-tourism. 

3.2. Community Participation in 

Development of the Karangsari 

Agrotourism 

Participation is an initiative taken by the 

community, guided by their own way of 

thinking, to take an active role in an activity. 

The level of participation is divided into four 

stages, the stage of planning, the stage of 

implementation, the stage of evaluation, and the 

stage of output utilization. 
 

Table 3. Community Participation in the Stage of 

Planning  

Stage of Planning 

Indicator Categories Frequencies 
Percentage 

(%) 

Meeting 

attendance High 4 16.7 

 Moderate 3 12.5 

 Low 17 70.8 

Purposing 

opinions High 0 0.0 

 Moderate 0 0.0 

 Low 24 100.0 

Discussing 

opinions
 High 0 0.0 

 Moderate 0 0.0 

 Low 24 100.0 

Making 

decisions High 0 0.0 

 Moderate 0 0.0 

 Low 24 100.0 

Source: Research data in 2019. 

 

Based on the data in Table 3, the 

participation of the Karangsari community at 

the stage of planning starts from the meeting 

attendance, the purposing and discussing 

opinions and making decisions are included in 
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the low category. This is because not all people 

are involved in Agro-tourism activities 

planning meetings. The people who participated 

in the planning meeting only work as Agro-

tourism managers, farmers and traders, with 

very limited involvement of the surrounding 

community in their final decision. In fact, most 

people who do not work in Agro Tourism do not 

know about any planning activities in Agro 

Tourism. 

The participation of the Karangsari 

community at the stage of implementation with 

indicators of its attendance at meetings was 

included in the high category (Table 4). While 

the other three indicators into the low category. 

This is because the people who mostly work as 

crops planted farmers only attend Gapoktan 

meetings held once a month, which are also 

attended by Agro-tourism farmers. While at the 

stage of making a decision by the manager of 

Agro-tourism only. 
 

Table 4. Community Participation in the Stage of 

Organizing (Implementation) 

The stage of Implementation 

Indicator Categories Frequencies 
Percentage 

(%) 

Meeting 

attendance High 11 45.8 

 Moderate 3 12.5 

 Low 10 41.7 

Purposing 

opinions High 1 4.2 

 Moderate 1 4.2 

 Low 22 91.7 

Discussing 

opinions
 High 1 4.2 

 Moderate 0 0.0 

 Low 23 95.8 

Making 

decisions High 0 0.0 

 Moderate 0 0.0 

 Low 24 100.0 

Source: Research data in 2019. 

 

Table 5. Community Participation in the stage of 

Evaluation 

The Stage of Evaluation 

Indicator Categories Frequencies 
Percentage 

(%) 

Meeting 

attendance  

 

High 3 12.5 

Moderate 2 8.3 

Low 19 79.2 

The Stage of Evaluation 

Indicator Categories Frequencies 
Percentage 

(%) 

Purposing 

opinions 
 

High 1 4.2 

Moderate 0 0.0 

Low 23 95.8 

Discussing 

opinions 

 

High  1 4.2 

Moderate 1 4.2 

Low 22 91.7 

Making 

Decisions  

 

High 0 0.0 

Moderate 0 0.0 

Low 24 100.0 

Source: Research data in 2019. 

 

The participation of the Karangsari 

community at the stage of evaluation, with all 

indicators including the low category (Table 5). 

Evaluation meetings for agro-tourism activities 

were only attended by managers, village leaders 

and facilitating team, without involving 

community members, farmers, and agrotourism 

traders. But the community around Agro 

Tourism sometimes still gives criticism and 

suggestions to managers for Agrotourism 

development.  
 

Table 6. Community participation in the stage of 

output utilization 

Stage of output utilization: 

Indicator Categories Frequencies Percentage 

 

Utilizing  

Output 

 

High 22 91.7 

Moderate 1 4.2 

Low 1 4.2 

Utilizing 

Facilities and 

Infrastructure  

 

High 18 75.0 

Moderate 6 25.0 

Low 0 0.0 

Discussing 

opinions
 

 

High 6 25.0 

Moderate 8 33.3 

Low 10 41.7 

Making 

Decisions  

 

High 3 12.5 

Moderate 1 4.2 

Low 20 83.3 

Source: Research data in 2019. 

 

Based on the data in Table 6, the participation 

of the Karangsari community with indicators of 

the utilization of facilities and infrastructure is 

classified as a high category. Although the 
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involvement of the community is still lacking, 

the community is still given the opportunity to 

utilize the facilities and infrastructure in Agro-

tourism. For people around Agrowisata who 

have a grocery store, they can sell Karangsari 

star fruit. In addition, infrastructure facilities in 

the form of PDAM water built in Agrotourism 

are also flowed to local residents to get clean 

water. At first, the water was only to flowing the 

land of starfruit farmers in Agro Tourism. The 

indicators for making decisions include the low 

category, because at the stage of making a 

decision by the manager of Agro-tourism only. 

3.3. Correlation Internal and External 

Factors Affecting the Community 

Participation 

The low level of community participation 

in development activities, especially in 

planning activities, implementing activities and 

evaluating monitoring is due to the lack of 

compatibility between planning and 

implementation. In addition, the management 

also did not involve the community in the 

implementation of all activities, this was due to 

the harmonious relationship between the 

manager and the surrounding community. The 

lack of community involvement in the 

development of Karangsari Agro-tourism is 

influenced by internal factors and external 

factors. 
 

Table 7. The correlation between characteristics of 

respondents with the community 

participation 

 Variable Partici
pation 

Variable Age Family 
Member 

Income 
Level 

Level 
of 

Educat
ion 

Lengt
h of 
Stay 

 

Age 1.00      
Family 

Member 
0.160 

 
1.00     

Income Level 0.209  1.00    

Level of 
Education 

0.738** 0.475*  1.00   

Length of Stay 0.411*    1.00  

Participation 0.085 0.423* 0.064 0.143 0.183 1.00 

Note: (**) signifikan p<0.01 ; (*) signifikan p<0.05 

 

Based on the results of the correlation 

analysis in Table 7, there was no correlation 

between the characteristics of the respondents 

with their level of participation in the 

development of Karangsari agro-tourism. This 

means that community participation in the 

development of Karangsari Agrotourism does 

not suspend on individual characteristics such 

as age, family member, level of education, 

income level and length of stay in the location. 

Both young, adult, old members; and members 

with low, medium, and high education are not 

very involved in all stages of Agro-tourism 

development. 
 

Table 8. The correlation between the intensity of 

socialization and community participation 

 Intensity of 

Socialization 

Community 

Participation 

Intensity of 

Socialization 

1.00  

Community 

Participation 

0.064 1.00 

Note: (**) signifikan  p<0.01 ; (*) signifikan  p<0.05 

 

Based on the results of the correlation analysis 

in Table 8, the intensity of the socialization on 

the development of agrotourism did not 

correlate with the level of community 

participation in the development of Karangsari 

Agro Tourism. This is because socialization 

does not work effectively, and external factors 

that support the development of Karangsari 

agro-tourism have no effect on the level of 

community participation in agrotourism 

development. The low level of community 

involvement in the socialization process carried 

out by village leader and the facilitating team 

was unable to guarantee community 

involvement in the development of 

agrotourism. However, village community 

leaders tried to get the community to take part 

in the socialization of agrotourism development 

activities, through the activeness of leaders and 

the frequency of their arrival in socialization 

activities [45]. A community leader or tourism 

village leader can influence and invite the 

community to take part in activities related to 

agrotourism. Democratic leadership style is 

characterized by members of the local 

community who have the right to speak out and 

can be a part of a role in decision making. 

4. CONCLUSION 

Most people around the Karangsari Agro-

tourism site are 31-> 50 years old. All 

respondents in this study were married. Most of 

these households (66.7%) have family members 

of 3-4 people. Around 50% of the community 

around the location of Agro-tourism have 

elementary education (elementary school), and 
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about 41.7% of the community has lived in this 

location for more than 44 years. 

Dissemination related to agrotourism 

development is routinely carried out by village 

officials and facilitator teams. The level of 

participation of the Karangsari community in 

the development of Starfruit Agro-tourism is 

classified as low. This is due to the influence of 

internal factors and the lack of community 

involvement in various agrotourism 

development activities, and there are still some 

problems in terms of the relationship between 

agro-tourism managers and surrounding 

communities. 

Community participation in developing 

agrotourism can be improved by creating 

activities that can involve the community. In 

addition, training and empowerment activities 

must be reproduced, so that the community gets 

direction and guidance in managing Agro 

tourism well. 
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