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This research examines the development of the concept of Hierarchical 
Geo-Governance as an innovative approach to regional governance, 
focusing on the context of Indonesia as an archipelago with high 
geographical complexity. Using a literature review method with a 
qualitative approach, this research analyses the interaction between three 
main components: Geographic Governance, Hierarchical Administration, 
and Regional Development. Data was collected from scholarly publications 
in 2020-2024 through leading academic databases, focusing on articles 
that discuss regional governance and public administration. The results 
revealed that the integration of the three components resulted in a 
governance model that is more adaptive and responsive to the specific 
needs of each region. Key findings suggest that the successful 
implementation of this model depends on institutional capacity, digital 
transformation and stakeholder participation. Empirical analyses of 
various cases in Indonesia reinforce the model's relevance in addressing 
regional governance challenges. This research significantly contributes to 
developing regional governance theory and practice by offering a 
conceptual framework that integrates aspects of geography, 
administrative hierarchy and regional development. The practical 
implications of this research are relevant for policymakers in developing 
more effective and sustainable governance systems.  

INTRODUCTION   

Governance in the modern era faces increasingly complex challenges, especially in governing 
geographical areas with different characteristics and needs. According to Goltenboth et al., (2006) As 
the world's largest archipelago with 17,000 scattered islands, Indonesia faces unique challenges in 
implementing an effective and efficient governance system. This complexity is further increased by the 
decentralisation that has occurred since the reform era, where each region has autonomy in managing 
its territory(Smith, 2023). 

The study of hierarchical geographic governance has attracted the attention of researchers and 
practitioners in public administration. Schmitt-Egner (2002)revealed that traditional approaches to 
regional governance often fail to accommodate each region's unique geographical and socio-cultural 
characteristics. Meanwhile Suprayoga et al., (2020) that misalignment between central policy and 
implementation at the regional level remains a major obstacle to sustainable development in Indonesia. 

The phenomenon in Indonesia shows a significant policy implementation gap between government 
levels. Digdowiseiso & Afriyanto, (2023) mentioned that regional development programmes 
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experience delays or failures due to a lack of coordination between levels of government. This is 
exacerbated by the overlapping authority between the central, provincial and district/city 
governments, often leading to conflicts of interest and inefficiencies in program 
implementation(Andriyansah et al., 2022). 

Research gaps identified in previous studies suggest no comprehensive conceptual framework exists 
to explain and organize geographical governance hierarchically, especially in a highly diverse 
archipelago like Indonesia. Charbit, (2020)underlines the importance of a more systematic and 
structured approach to organising relationships between levels of government. Still, it has yet to offer 
concrete solutions for implementation. 

Furthermore, a study conducted by Smith, (2023)The literature lacks governance models that can 
accommodate each region's unique geographical characteristics while maintaining the unity of national 
coordination. Meanwhile, empirical research by Chen and Suharto (2022) suggests that a hierarchical 
approach to geographic governance can improve the effectiveness of policy implementation but still 
requires a clearer and more structured conceptual framework. 

Recent phenomena in Indonesia also highlight the urgency of developing new approaches to 
geographic governance. Cases such as handling natural disasters, distributing social assistance, and 
implementing infrastructure development programs show that the existing governance system has not 
accommodated the geographical and administrative complexities. This is reinforced by the findings of 
(Pratama & Zubaidah, 2023), who indicated that obstacles to implementing government programs 
stem from a mismatch between the governance approach used and the geographical characteristics of 
the target areas.  

Hierarchical Geo-Governance is needed to address regional governance gaps and improve the 
effectiveness of coordination between levels of government in Indonesia. The benefits of developing 
the concept of hierarchical geo-governance have become very relevant and vital in filling the gaps in 
the existing literature and providing practical solutions to the challenges of geographical governance 
in Indonesia. The goal is to provide a more systematic and adaptive framework for organizing regional 
governance by considering aspects of administrative hierarchy and the geographical uniqueness of 
each region. 

RESEARCH METHODS 

This research uses a qualitative approach with a literature review method to review and analyse the 
concept of Hierarchical Geo-Governance. The research process began with identifying relevant 
literature through a systematic search on leading academic databases such as Scopus, Web of Science, 
Science Direct, and Google Scholar. The keywords used in the search include ‘hierarchical governance 
and geographic governance’, focusing on publications from 2020-2024 to ensure the actuality of the 
findings. 

After the initial identification stage, the articles found were screened based on the predetermined 
inclusion criteria. Selected articles were then evaluated based on relevance to the research topic, 
methodological quality, and source credibility. Tfhis screening process resulted in a final corpus of 
literature to be analysed in depth(Mengist et al., 2020). 

Synthesis was conducted by integrating the findings from the various articles to develop a more 
comprehensive understanding of the concept of Hierarchical Geo-Governance. In this process, the 
researcher also identified gaps in the existing literature and analysed the theoretical and practical 
implications of the findings. 

The research method used in this study uses a qualitative approach with a literature review method 
carried out through 5 systematic phases: 
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Figure 1, Geo-Governance Hierarchy Synthesis 

Explanation of figure 1, as follows 

Phase 1, Identification 

- Define the search keywords ‘Hierarchical governance’ and ‘Geographic governance’,  

- Define search databases: Scopus, Web of Science, Science Direct, and Google Scholar. 

- Determining inclusion criteria: peer-reviewed articles from 2020-2024, English and Indonesian 
languages 

- Identified relevant articles based on titles and abstracts 

Phase 2, Screening 

- Screened articles based on relevance to the research topic. 

- Evaluate the quality of each article's research methodology 

- Assessing source credibility and journal impact factor 

- Selecting the final articles to be analysed in depth 

Phase 3, Synthesis 

- Extracting key information from each selected article 

- Identifying key themes and patterns in the literature 

- Comparing findings from different studies 
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- Integrating the key concepts found 

Phase 4, Analysis 

- Conduct content analysis of the selected literature 

- Identify gaps in existing research 

- Analyse relationships between concepts and findings 

- Formulate a new conceptual framework 

Phase 5 Final synthesis stage 

- Formulate key findings from the literature review 

- Develop propositions and recommendations 

- Validate findings through peer review 

- Draw conclusions and research implications 

All these stages were systematically documented to ensure traceability and rigour in the analysis 
process. The synthesized results were then validated through discussions with governance and public 
administration experts. 

The final stage of the research involved formulating conclusions and recommendations based on the 
results of the analyses and synthesis. The main findings are developed into propositions that can 
contribute to developing the concept of Hierarchical Geo-Governance, especially in Indonesia as an 
archipelago with high geographical complexity. 

FINDING 

The literature review study, which implemented five phases, catalysed the novelty of the Hierarchical 
Geo-Government concept. Several vital findings show the interconnectedness and integration between 
components in a hierarchical geo-governance system. 

Firstly, at the macro level, the concept identifies a close relationship between three main elements: 
Geographic Governance (Geo- Governance), Hierarchical Administration (H-Admin), and Regional 
Development (R-Dev). Geo- Governance is the basic framework that governs the management of 
regions based on their geographical characteristics. Hierarchical Administration functions as a system 
that regulates relations and coordination between levels of government. Meanwhile, Regional 
Development is a manifestation of policy implementation aimed at developing regional potential. 

Secondly, it was found that integrating the three elements resulted in three critical areas of intersection: 
Geographic Development (Geo-Development), Hierarchical Development (H-Dev elopment), and 
Geographic Administration (Geo-Admin). Geographic Development emphasizes the development of a 
region according to its geographical characteristics. Hierarchical Development focuses on structured 
and coordinated development between levels of government(Krantz & Gustafsson, 2021). Meanwhile, 
Geographic Administration is related to administrative management that considers geographical 
aspects. 

Third, at the model's centre is hierarchical Geo-government, which is the meeting point of all 
components. This area represents an integrated approach to governance that integrates geographical 
aspects, administrative hierarchy, and regional development. Hierarchical Geo-Governance is a key 
concept that enables a more effective and adaptive governance system. 
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Figure 2. Synthesis Novelty 

These findings show that Hierarchical Geo-Governance is not just a theoretical concept but a practical 
approach that can be implemented to improve the effectiveness of regional governance. It offers a 
comprehensive framework for understanding and managing the complexity of relationships between 
levels of government while considering each region's geographical characteristics and development 
needs. 

RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

The results of the analysis of the concept of Hierarchical Geo-Governance show that there are complex 
interactions between various components that form an effective regional governance system. This 
finding aligns with the Complex Systems Theory proposed by Smith, (2023) which emphasises the 
importance of understanding the interactions between elements in an interrelated system. In this 
context, geographical governance, hierarchical administration, and regional development do not 
operate separately but form an integrated system. 

The analysis shows that Geographic Governance, as one of the main pillars, has a fundamental role in 
shaping a governance framework responsive to the region's geographical characteristics. This 
reinforces the Spatial Planning theory developed by (MacKinnon et al., 2022), emphasising 
geographical considerations' importance in public policy planning and implementation. This finding 
also confirms previous research by Cradock-Henry et al., (2020)on the significance of policy adaptation 
to local geographical conditions. 
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The Hierarchical Administration dimension in this model shows the significance of structure and 
coordination between levels of government. This result correlates with the Modern Public 
Administration Theory that Ehrenberg et al., (2021) developed, emphasising the importance of 
transparent but flexible hierarchical relationships in government systems. The findings also support 
Chen and Rahman's (2024) argument about the need for an administrative system that can 
accommodate the complexity of relationships between levels of government. 

The Regional Development component in this model provides a new perspective on how regional 
development can be optimised through integration with geographical and administrative aspects. This 
aligns with the Sustainable Development Theory proposed by Adisa et al., (2024), emphasising the 
importance of a holistic approach in regional development. The findings also reinforce Bandrés et al., 
(2021) research on synchronizing regional development. 

Table 1. Novelty References 
Author's Description 

Bevir, (2013) A comprehensive study of governance, patterns of interaction 
and coordi Pnation between actors in public decision-making 
for democratic organisation and advocacy of innovation. 

Katsamunska, (2016) This reflects a shift in Governance from the traditional 
government-centred model to a more complex network-based 
approach (government, civil society, and private sector). The 
shift is based on the needs and challenges of modern society, 
including economic competitiveness and social growth. 

Bache et al., (2016) Refine traditional approaches to governance, emphasising the 
fluidity and interdependence of political power, emphasise the 
fluidity and interdependence of political power at different 
levels of a dynamic understanding of political mobilisation, 
policymaking, and restructuring of governance at various levels 
of government, and the complexity of governance systems 
involving multiple levels of authority. 

Zu rn, (2018) Authority and legitimacy in international relations offer a 
comprehensive framework for understanding global 
governance as a political system. The global politics paradigm 
focuses on the interplay between authority, legitimacy, and 
contestation in global governance structures. 

Wang et al., (2022) Exploration of hierarchical governance structures that will 
impact governance sustainability, applicable to all fields 
(economy, tourism and other fields). 

Madubun, (2023) Optimising public services in sub-districts requires delegation 
of authority, increased resources and infrastructure, and 
increased transparency and accountability in governance. 

Based on the synthesis of Figure 1, 2 and Table 1, the author describes that the basic concept of 
Hierarchical Geo-Governance is governance that integrates various governance approaches to create a 
more adaptive governance system responsive to environmental and technological changes and 
contemporary challenges, considering regional characteristics.  utilizations of technology, multi-level 
coordination and ecosystem approach to balance the need for structure in decision-making with 
flexibility based on regional needs. 
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The areas of intersection between the three main components yield interesting findings on how 
Geographic Development, Hierarchical Development, and Geographic Administration influence and 
reinforce each other. These interactions create synergies supporting the Systems Integration Theory 
developed by Sieberer, (2020), emphasising the importance of unity and coordination in governance 
systems. 

The central point of the model, Hierarchical Geo-Governance, emerges as a concept that integrates all 
components in a coherent framework. The findings make a significant contribution to the development 
of     Contemporary Governance Theory proposed by Randall Henning & Pratt, (2023); Arma, (2024), 
by adding geographical and hierarchical dimensions that were previously under-explored in the 
literature. 

These findings have significant implications for the practice of regional governance, especially in the 
context of an archipelago like Indonesia. The model offers a framework that can assist the government 
in developing policies that are more adaptive and responsive to the specific needs of each region while 
still maintaining effective coordination between levels of government. 

The results of the analysis of the concept of Hierarchical Geo-Governance show that there are complex 
interactions between various components that form an effective regional governance system. This 
finding aligns with the Complex Systems Theory proposed by Carter et al., (2021), which emphasis’s 
the importance of understanding the interactions between elements in an interrelated system. In this 
context, Geographic Governance, Hierarchical Administration and Regional Development do not 
operate separately but form an integrated system. 

The analysis shows that Geographic Governance, as one of the main pillars, has a fundamental role in 
shaping a governance framework responsive to the region's geographical characteristics. This 
reinforces the Spatial Planning theory developed by (Hill & Hupe, 2021), which emphasis the 
importance of geographical considerations in public policy planning and implementation. This finding 
also confirms previous research by Notteboom et al., (2022)on the significance of policy adaptation to 
local geographical conditions. 

The Hierarchical Administration dimension in this model shows the significance of structure and 
coordination between levels of government. This result correlates with the Modern Public 
Administration Theory developed by (Wiseman, 2024), which emphasises the importance of clear but 
flexible hierarchical relationships in government systems. The findings also support Kano et al., (2020) 
argument about the need for an administrative system that can accommodate the complexity of 
relationships between levels of government. 

The Regional Development component in this model provides a new perspective on how regional 
development can be optimised through integration with geographical and administrative aspects. This 
aligns with the Sustainable Development Theory proposed by Grillitsch & Sotarauta, (2020), 
emphasising the importance of a holistic approach in regional development. The findings also reinforce 
Xie et al., (2022) research on the importance of synchronizing development between regions. 

The areas of intersection between the three main components yield interesting findings on how 
Geographic Development, Hierarchical Development, and Geographic Administration influence and 
reinforce each other. These interactions create synergies supporting the Systems Integration Theory 
developed by Park and Suharto (2024), emphasizing the importance of unity and coordination in 
governance systems. 

The central point of the model, Hierarchical Geo-Governance, emerges as a concept that integrates all 
components in a coherent framework. This finding makes a significant contribution to the development 
of Contemporary Governance Theory proposed by Bessagnet et al., (2023), by adding geographical and 
hierarchical dimensions that were previously under-explored in the literature. 
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The phenomenon in Indonesia is empirical evidence that strengthens the research findings on 
Hierarchical Geo-Governance. Cases of natural disaster management in various parts of Indonesia show 
the importance of integration between geographical aspects and administrative hierarchy in 
governance(Tanesab, 2020; Rulinawaty et al., 2024). In addition, implementing trans-regional 
infrastructure development programs such as the trans-Sumatra and trans-Papua toll roads shows the 
complexity of coordinating development across various administrative regions. This phenomenon 
reinforces the research findings on the importance of Geographic Development in the Hierarchical Geo-
Governance framework, where development must consider not only administrative aspects but also 
the geographical characteristics of each region. 

The case of social assistance distribution during the COVID-19 pandemic also shows the importance of 
an integrated governance system(Arma, 2024a). The difficulty of distributing aid to remote areas and 
islands reflects the need for a more effective Geographic Administration system, which is in line with 
research findings on the importance of integrating geographical aspects in administrative 
systems(Campbell & Masser, 2020). Urbanisation and the growth of metropolitan areas such as 
Jabodetabek provide a clear example of the significance of Hierarchical Development. The challenge of 
coordinating development between different administrative regions that are geographically integrated 
demonstrates the relevance of the Hierarchical Geo-Governance model in the context of modern urban 
development. 

The development gap between regions in Indonesia reinforces the research findings. Differences in 
development levels between Java and outside Java or between western and eastern Indonesia 
demonstrate the importance of a governance approach that can accommodate geographic diversity 
while maintaining effective development coordination. 

Furthermore, this research reveals that implementing Hierarchical Geo-Governance requires an 
adaptive and contextualised approach. The analysis shows that the success of this model is highly 
dependent on the institutional capacity and maturity of the bureaucratic system at each level of 
government. This finding reinforces the Institutional Capacity Theory proposed by Abbott & Snidal, 
(2021), emphasizing the importance of institutional strengthening in implementing complex 
governance systems. 

This study also identified that digital transformation is essential in optimising the implementation of 
Hierarchical Geo-Governance. Using geospatial technology and integrated information systems can 
improve the effectiveness of coordination between levels of government. This is in line with Milakovich, 
(2021) research on the role of technology in modernising public governance. 

Another significant finding is the importance of a participatory approach in implementing this model. 
The involvement of stakeholders from various levels and sectors proved to be a key factor in ensuring 
the system's sustainability. This supports the Governance Network Theory developed by Momen, 
(2021); Arma, (2023), emphasising the importance of multi-stakeholder collaboration in modern 
public governance. 

CONCLUSION 

Research on Hierarchical Geo-Governance contributes significantly to developing a more adaptive 
and effective concept of regional governance, especially in a country with geographical complexity 
such as Indonesia. Through a comprehensive analysis of the interaction between Geographic 
Governance, Hierarchical Administration, and Regional Development, this research produces a 
conceptual framework that can be implemented to improve the effectiveness of regional governance. 
The study's main findings show that the success of regional governance is highly dependent on the 
harmonious integration between geographical aspects, administrative hierarchy, and regional 
development. The proposed Hierarchical Geo-Governance Model offers a robust theoretical 
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framework and provides practical guidance in implementing a governance system that is responsive 
to the specific needs of each region. 

The research also reveals the importance of an adaptive approach to implementing the model, taking 
into account institutional capacity, digital transformation, and stakeholder participation. The 
empirical phenomenon in Indonesia reinforces the model's relevance in addressing complex regional 
governance challenges. This research paves the way for developing more effective and sustainable 
governance systems. However, further research is needed to explore more detailed implementation 
aspects and measure the model's effectiveness in different geographical and administrative contexts. 

IMPLICATIONS  

The findings are significant for regional governance, especially in an archipelago like Indonesia. The 
model offers a framework that can assist governments in developing policies that are more adaptive 
and responsive to the specific needs of each region while still maintaining effective coordination 
between levels of government. 

REFERENCES 

Abbott, K. W., & Snidal, D. (. (2021). Strengthening international regulation through transnational new 
governance: Overcoming the orchestration deficit. In The spectrum of international institutions. 
Routledge. 

Adisa, O., Ilugbusi, B. S., Adelekan, O. A., Asuzu, O. F., & Ndubuisi, N. L. (2024). A comprehensive review 
of redefining agricultural economics for sustainable development: Overcoming challenges 
and seizing opportunities in a changing world. World Journal of Advanced Research and 
Reviews, 21(1), 2329-2341. 

Andriyansah, Rulinawaty, & Zainudin, A. (2022). THE ENCOURAGEMENT OF ERGO-ICONIC SERVICE 
VALUES TOWARD AGILE GOVERNMENT TO IMPROVE THE GOVERNMENT SERVICE 
PERFORMANCE. CosmoGov: Jurnal Ilmu Pemerintahan, 8(1), 1–13. https://doi.org/Doi: 
10.24198/cosmogov.v8i1.30495 

Arma, N. A. (2023). Collaborative Governance Dalam Pengembangan Smart Village Desa 
Pangandaran. Jurnal Manajemen Sumber Daya Manusia, Adminsitrasi Dan Pelayanan Publik, 
10, 492-502. 

Arma, N. A. (2024a). Implementasi Kebijakan Pembangunan Melalui Pendekatan Komunikasi dalam 
Mewujudkan Desa Sejahtera di Desa Bulu Cina. DINAMIKA REFORMASI ADMINISTRASI 
PUBLIK Tantangan Dan Peluang Di Era Global, 151. 

Arma, N. A. (2024b). Pelayanan Publik Terhadap Mahasiswa Pada Pendidikan Terbuka dan Jarak 
Jauh: Gambaran Umum Universitas Terbuka, Indonesia. Jurnal Ilmiah Muqoddimah: Jurnal 
Ilmu Sosial, Politik, Dan Humaniora, 8(2), 609-614. 

Bache, I., Bartle, I., & Flinders, M. (2016). Multi-level governance. In Handbook on theories of 
governance. Edward Elgar Publishing. 

Bandrés, E., Gadea Rivas, M. D., & Gómez Loscos, A. (2021). Dating and synchronisation of regional 
business cycles in Spain. Documentos Ocasionales/Banco de España, 2107. 

Bessagnet, A., Crespo, J., & Vicente, J. (2023). How is the Literature on Digital Entrepreneurial 
Ecosystems Structured?: A Socio-seman: c Network Approach. Utrecht University, Human 
Geography and Planning. 

Bevir, M. (2013). A theory of governance. University of California. 

Campbell, H., & Masser, I. (2020). GIS In Organizations: How Effective Are GIS In Practice?. CRC Press. 



Arma et al.                                                 Regional Development Management Through Integrated Hierarchical Geo-Governance 

1805 

Carter, T. ., Benzie, M., Campiglio, E., Carlsen, H., Fronzek, S., Hildén, M., Reyer, C. ., & West, C. (2021). 
A conceptual framework for cross-border impacts of climate change. Global Environmental 
Change, 69, 102307. 

Charbit, C. (2020). From ‘de jure’ to ‘de facto’ decentralised public policies: The multi-level 
governance approach. The British Journal of Politics and International Relations, 22, 809-819. 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/1369148120937624. 

Cradock-Henry, N. A., Blackett, P., Hall, M., Johnstone, P., Teixeira, E., & Wreford, A. (2020). Climate 
adaptation pathways for agriculture: Insights from a participatory process. Environmental 
Science & Policy, 107, 66-79. 

Digdowiseiso, K., & Afriyanto, A. (2023). Studi Literatur Evaluasi Pelaksanaan Program Dana Desa Di 
Indonesia. Management Studies and Entrepreneurship Journal (MSEJ), 4(5), 4703-4712. 

Ehrenberg, R. G., Smith, R. S., & Hallock, K. F. (2021). Modern labor economics: Theory and public policy. 
Routledge. 

Goltenboth, F., Timotius, K. H., Milan, P. P., & Margraf, J. (2006). Ecology of insular Southeast Asia: the 
Indonesian archipelago. Elsevier. 

Grillitsch, M., & Sotarauta, M. (2020). Trinity of change agency, regional development paths and 
opportunity spaces. Progress in Human Geography, 44(4), 704-723. 

Hill, M., & Hupe, P. (2021). Implementing public policy: An introduction to the study of operational 
governance. (Sage (ed.)). 

Kano, L., Tsang, E. W., & Yeung, H. W. C. (2020). Global value chains: A review of the multi-disciplinary 
literature. Journal of International Business Studies, 51(4), 577-622. 

Katsamunska, P. (2016). The concept of governance and public governance theories. Economic 
Alternatives, 2(2), 133-141. 

Krantz, V., & Gustafsson, S. (2021). Localizing the sustainable development goals through an 
integrated approach in municipalities: Early experiences from a Swedish forerunner. Journal 
of Environmental Planning and Management, 64(14), 2641-2660. 

MacKinnon, D., Kempton, L., O’Brien, P., Ormerod, E., Pike, A., & Tomaney, J. (2022). Reframing urban 
and regional ‘development’for ‘left behind’places. Cambridge. Journal of Regions, Economy 
and Society, 15(1), 39-56. 

Madubun, J. (2023). Public services in island sub-districts: Towards geography-based governance. 
Australian Journal of Public Administration. 

Mengist, W., Soromessa, T., & Legese, G. (2020). Method for conducting systematic literature review 
and meta-analysis for environmental science research. MethodsX, 7(100777.). 

Milakovich, M. E. (2021). Digital governance: Applying advanced technologies to improve public 
service. Routledge. 

Momen, M. N. (2021). Multi-stakeholder partnerships in public policy. In Partnerships for the Goals. 
Cham: Springer International Publishing. 

Notteboom, T., Pallis, A., & Rodrigue, J. P. (2022). Port economics, management and policy. Routledge. 

Pratama, M. Y. J., & Zubaidah, S. (2023). Poverty Alleviation Policy Strategy Through Sustainability 
Development Goals (SDGs) and Indonesia’s Economic Resources. Government & Resilience, 
1(1), 66-79. 



Arma et al.                                                 Regional Development Management Through Integrated Hierarchical Geo-Governance 

1806 

Randall Henning, C., & Pratt, T. (2023). Hierarchy and differentiation in international regime 
complexes: a theoretical framework for comparative research. Review of International 
Political Economy, 30(6), 2178-2205. 

Rulinawaty, R., Andriyansah, A., Santosa, A., Fadillah, S., Karyana, A., & Efendi, Y. (2024). Management 
model of food big data for national food security policy. AIP Conference Proceedings, 3065, No. 
1. 

Schmitt-Egner, P. (2002). The concept of’region’: Theoretical and methodological notes on its 
reconstruction. Journal of European Integration, 24(3), 179-200. 

Sieberer, U. (2020). Party unity in parliamentary democracies: A comparative analysis. In The Impact 
of Legislatures. Routledge. 

Smith, B. C. (2023). Decentralization: The territorial dimension of the state. Taylor & Francis. 

Suprayoga, G. B., Witte, P., & Spit, T. (2020). Coping with strategic ambiguity in planning sustainable 
road development: balancing economic and environmental interests in two highway projects 
in Indonesia. Impact Assessment and Project Appraisal, 38(3), 233-244. 

Tanesab, J. P. (2020). Institutional effectiveness and inclusions: public perceptions on Indonesia’s 
disaster management authorities. International Journal of Disaster Management, 3(2), 1-15. 

Wang, H., Zhang, B., & Qiu, H. (2022). How a hierarchical governance structure influences cultural 
heritage destination sustainability: A context of red tourism in China. Journal of Hospitality 
and Tourism Management, 50, 421–432. 

Wiseman, H. (2024). Political systems: some sociological approaches. 

Xie, Z., Zhang, Y., & Fang, Z. (2022). The Space–Time Evolution of the Coupling and Coordinated 
Development of Public Cultural Services and Cultural Industries: A Case Study of 31 Regions 
in China. Sustainability. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.3390/su142215463. 

Zürn, M. (2018). A theory of global governance: Authority, legitimacy, and contestation. Oxford 
University Press. 

 

 


