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(C): Comment
(R): Response

1.

(C) References have to be added/increased at least, say 200

(R) References have been added to about 200. The reference includes “indirect”
sources which are not quoted in the main text but serve as reading materials.

(C) Quite a number of corresponding references quoted in the main text are missing
(are not listed)

(R) The missing references have been listed.

(C) Do not use different terms for same word such as figure, graph etc.

(R) Use only the term “figure” consistently especially in chapter 7 discussing result of
questionnaire.

(C) The word “writer” should be changed into “author” throughout the dissertation
(R) Change to “author” throughout document.

(C) Uniform translation of Indonesia language/terms into English throughout the
dissertation

(R) Fixed some inconsistent translations. For example, LPMD referred only as Village
Development Committee. The other translation of LPMD as Community Empowerment
has been changed.

(C) English grammar: Use the passive voice more often and “past participle” more wisely,
use the simple rather than complex sentence.

(R) Anumber of “overload” (confusing) complex sentences have been revised into either
simple sentence or easily understood complex sentences.

Passive voice and past participle sentence have been properly added as revision to
document.

(C) Never “copy and paste” various figures such as Figure 1.1, Figure 3.1, Figure 8.1,
Figure, Figure 8.2, Figure 8.3, Figure 8.4, so on should be re-written by excel.

Figure 8.3, in particular, should be divided into two, a figure covering from 1 to 7 and a
figure covering 8 to 10.

(R) The “copy and paste” figures in figure 3.1, figure 3.2, figure 9.2 have been re-written.
The other figures such as figure 1.1, figure 8.1, figure 8.2, figure 8.4 are not “copy and
paste” figures but a cropped image of excel file.

Figure 8.3 has been changed and divided into 2 figures, figure 8.3 covers planning stage
and figure 8.4 covers implementation stage

(C) Use the term “institution” or “organization” uniformly. Do not mix them up.

(R) Use only term “organization” as suggested. For example, Organizational Structure
of PNPM Rural, Organizational Chart of NMC, Organizational Chart of RMC

(C) At the end of each chapter, state clearly the authors’ position/own view (which would
collectively form “conclusion of the dissertation: final chapter” in the end). The
dissertation’s final objective is to design an improved/reformed PNPM Rural program.
This point has to kept in mind all the time.

(R) A major revision on conclusion of each chapter and general conclusion in Chapter 11
to make more consistent and clearer on the author’s position.
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A proposed design of planning stage is presented in chapter 11. For, implementation
stage, the author argues that improvements should be made by strengthen the role of
project actors such as village facilitator, monitoring team, and maintenance team without
changes on implementation design.

(C) The new/reformed/improved design of PNPM could be described from at least four
angles: regulation, infrastructure and micro-finance, poverty treatment and facilitator
training/upbringing.

(R) The proposed design is presented on chapter 11, but explanation on poverty
treatment, facilitator upbringing, infrastructure and micro-finance, and regulation can be
found not only in chapter 11.

(C) Check Saemaul Movement of Korea which was excersiced during early 1990s with
the help of Korean advisor for Indonesia village (community) development. This
experience may teach some lesson in dissertation writing. For example, an approach
which makes the most use of existing Indonesia system.

(R) I have never encountered any document either from Gol or the World Bank that
relates Saemaul Movement with CDD program in Indonesia. However, as | read two
articles on Saemaul Movement in Korea (Mike Douglas (2013) and ADB (2012)), | found
important similarities between Saemaul and KDP/PNPM Rural such as the separation of
program mechanism from the existing development process and newly formed
community-based organizations as project actors.

| believe comparison between KDP/PNPM Rural and CDD programs in other countries
is useful and should be agenda for future research.

(C)Throughout the dissertation, no statements are available concerning
impact/result/performance of various projects and programs quoted in the dissertation.
The author should look into this aspect in terms of “cost performance” and/or “value for
money (fund)”. After all, success or failure of the program/project is usually judged on
the basis of the “cost vs performance” criterion.

(R) Impact evaluation of KDP/PNPM Rural is provided in section 4.5 based on previous
studies. It covers evaluation on economic impact (including poverty) and good
governance. In general, the program has positive impact on economic parameter but
has a weak contribution on good governance in the village.

(C) As for the questionnaire survey, Table 1.2 should be re-arranged in such a way as
“each intermediate question consists of a few/several specific questions”. Besides, add
another column in which actors concerned (e.g who are asked?) should be indicated
(R) Table 1.2 has been modified to make clear distinction of main, intermediate and
specific questions. Column of “source of information” is added to the table.

(C) Sen’s argument (2.2.1 on page 20) should be followed by a discussion on how it
developed towards the community -based development program design. The sub-
section 2.2.1 cannot be completed by the Sen’s discussion alone. In this connection,
please refer to the attached to pieces of paper and study Uphoff's and Chamber’s
design/model. It is recommended that the author reads D. Hulme (source) paper listed
at the footnote of the attached papers.

(R) Hulme’s arguments have been added to chapter 2 under discussion of CDD. The
hybrid models of Uphoff and Chamber are also presented in this chapter. In general,
Hulme's identification of alternative of planning is meaningful for the dissertation. The
author has then argued that CDD program can be classified into hybrid model with the
roots of economic and political analysis.

(C) A contradiction in relation to “existing/regular approach vs by-pass approach”: in the
discussion of CDD the World Bank, the author advocates the existing/regular approach,
while he advocates the by-pass approach in the discussion of PNPM Rural. This
contradiction should be clarified and it may be suggested that the author tries to find a
more practical and realistic approach, e.g. an improved/reformed approach of the
existing one with introduction of factors of the by-pass approach. A kind of the author’s
own approach?

(R) Clarification has been made and presented in only Chapter 11. The author advocates
existing/regular approach on hamlet and neighborhood level because no finding on elite
domination in these levels. However, segregation on village level is still necessary due
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to strong domination of village head on this level.

Above argument is articulated in new proposed design.

(C) Prdfiles of Three Villagers: Describe the profile of three villages; Brayo, Sidayu and
Juragan in terms of location, population, economy, social condition, development history
with respect to, for instance, past community development program/project, and so forth.
(R) Map of Batang district indicates of the three villages has been added. General
information about population, economy, social condition has been provided.

Regarding development history, as this study focuses on KDP/PNPM, | did not collect
historical data during field research.

However, | agree that development history of individual villages may shed useful light to
the understanding of the evolution of CDD programs on the grass-roots level.

(C) All the comparative discussion and analysis should be supported by Table of
Comparison matrix. In other words, throughout dissertation, prepare a comparison table
and explain/discuss/analyze in accordance with content of the comparison table.

(R) New matrixes of comparison have been added on Table 4.3, Table 4.4, Table 4.5,
Table 6.1, Table 6.3, Table 6.4, Table 6.5, Table 6.6, Table 6.9, Table 6.10, Table 6.11,
Table 8.1, Table 8.2, Table 10

(C) “Contents” and “Title of Each Chapter” should be consistent throughout the
dissertation.

(R) Done.
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