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Abstract
Tourism has been a popular strategy for regional development. Particularly in Bromo-TenggerSemeru National Park, tourism development is part and parcel of upcoming transitions from it being
a national park towards becoming a geopark. This transition was initiated by the central government
and offers a tense context because it provides an opportunity both resident and non-resident to
commodify natural and cultural resources for economic benefits in this potential location in
Indonesia.
The intervention of tourism development results in shifting the traditional meanings adopted by
indigenous people living in the area, in this study case is in Ranupani Village. The Tenggerese as
indigenous people still preserved traditional ceremonies, cloths, their way of life at home and
agriculture. Changes occur not only in residents’ (living) environment but also possibly in the
meaning ascribed to their environment. This study aims to understand residents’ participation in
tourism development through the concept of sense of place and sense of ownership and uses photoelicitation as a core method.
Multiple meanings of a place emerged in this study, including home, way-of-life, a place for crops
production, a place for recreation, a place to protect, and a potential place for tourism development.
Both residents and non-residents have the same values of the national park as the beautiful natural
landscape and rich culture. In contrast, non-residents have meanings to the place as a potential
place for tourism development. With the outside intervention for development, these meanings for
the residents change over time because of the two main factors. First, infrastructure revitalisation
significantly changes the facade of the village, thus, eliminating the original facade and traditional
house that has a special meaning for residents. Second, changes also occur socially, which are
indicated by the emergence of new jobs in the tourism sector and the introduction of development
programs from the government.
Participation in tourism is perceived as one of the ways to involve the resident both socially and
culturally, while simultaneously encouraging economic development. Resident’s participation in the
tourism development process is not only shown formally by participating actively in the planning
phase, but also informally through rejection, disagreement, and disapproval of the government’s
program. Participation, in this case, is not always as ideal as government standardized but appears in
many forms.
Through deep rooted sense of place and ownership that has been build generations, the resident
have strong ownership of their living space to make sure the development is as residents desired:
protecting nature, preserving culture, and involving the community. This shows sense of place and
ownership influence each other in certain ways. Furthermore, multiple layers of development
planned by the government, especially emerging geopark development, potentially shifting
residents’ sense of place and ownership and may lead to placelessness. The placelessness can be
explained by how significant changes become emplaced in the village and its surroundings yet
without resident involvement. This touches upon people’s sense of ownership and can detach them
from what is or may become a less intimate.
Keywords: sense of place, sense of ownership, geopark, tourism development, resident participation
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Abbreviations

Bappenas

Badan Perencanaan dan Pembangunan Nasional1 or National Development and
Planning Agency
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Badan Perencanaan dan Pembangunan Provinsi or Provincial Development and
Planning Agency
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Taman Nasional Bromo-Tengger-Semeru or Official Management of BromoTengger-Semeru National Park

DLH

Dinas Lingkungan Hidup or Minicipal Service for Environment and Living Habitat
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Kawasan Strategis Pariwisata Nasional or National Tourism Priority Area

PKK

Pemberdayaan Kesejahteraan Keluarga or Family Welfare Organization

RT

Rukun Tetangga or Neighbourhood Unit

RW

Rukun Warga or Community Unit

UMKM

Usaha Mikro Kecil Menengah or Small-Medium Enterprise

UNWTO

United Nation World Tourism Organisation

1

the terms in Bahasa Indonesia is indicated in the italic words
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[The] land is a living place….not a thing, but a living entity.
It belongs to me, belong to the land/rest in it/ come from there.
[The] land provides for my physical needs and provides for my spiritual needs.
It is a regeneration of stories.
New stories are sung from contemplation of the land, stories are handed down
from spirit men of the past who have deposited the riches of variant places –
the sacred places.

(Dodson in Stockton, 1995)
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1. Introduction
1.1

Background study
The tourism sector has grown rapidly in Indonesia in the past years. Home to over 17,000

islands, Indonesia’s natural resources is complemented by a rich cultural heritage and ethnic
diversity which attract visitors. The number of international visitors increased by 154.9% from 6.32
million to 16.11 million in 2009 to 2019 (UNWTO, 2022). In macro economy indicators, the tourism
sector in Indonesia has shown significant growth. It contributes 4.8% of the national GDP around IDR
461 billion, bringing in foreign currency of approximately US$ 16.9 million in 2019 (Rosadi, 2021).
Moreover, the tourism industry can provide employment for 4,086 million people in 2019 according
to data from UNWTO (2022). The employed number of people working in the tourism industry had
been increasing over the years (UNWTO, 2022). To accelerate the development, the Ministry of
Tourism in Indonesia actively develops the top ten priority tourism destinations. One of the priority
tourism destinations is in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park.
Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park is highly valuable area with large amount of biodiversity
and its identity as the largest volcanic region located in the center of East Java with the total 50,276
ha. It is a natural conservation area in which more large and ancient trees but also around a hundred
species of birds, mammals, and reptiles are located (Sunardi et al., 2019). In addition, the
geographical characteristic is a most outstanding feature. There are five active volcanic mountains
along with the Sand Sea and unique caldera stretching from east to west. Semeru Mountain, the
second-highest volcanic mountain in Indonesia, stands tall in the southern part.
With its natural features, several parts of the current territory in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru were
declared as nature reserves by the government (Kusumasumantri, 2016). The nature reserves area is
one of the first Indonesian national parks to be officially gazette in 1982. Then the national park
status was ratified in 1997 (Cochrane, 2003). Since the official status as a national park, there has
been strong interest and concern regarding protection, biodiversity conservation, tourism
development, and community participation (Hakim & Soemarno, 2017; Lee & Jayakumar, 2021;
Rosyidi, 2018; Susanti et al., 2014). The most prominent development is in the recreation and
tourism activity, such as riding a horse to the Bromo Crater, visiting viewpoint of sunset or sun, and
hiking in Semeru. In Semeru, tourism has increased rapidly in the past 10 years. Since the film about
hikers in Semeru performed well in 2012, this village got a lot of tourists. The highest peak reached
6000 visitors per day in 2013.
However, tourism activities in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru have significant influence on the
society and environment since it have the highest number of visitors among other national parks. A
1|Thesis

study from Cochrane, (2003) explained that “ […] tourism activity taking place at Bromo, expected to
have impacts and changes on the ecology of the park, on the local society and culture” (p.134).
Environmentally, it is clear that tourism impacts the vegetation and generates litter everywhere in
the national park. In addition, Susanti et al., (2014) argues that the Bromo region is under
environmental pressure because of high garbage level and land use change which changing the
surrounding landscape of the villages.
Socially, tourism development and activities change the way residents see their (lived)
environment, yet at the same time helps to generate income. Cochrane (2003) believes that the
tourism development in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru provides additional sources of income for many
households. Anggraini (2018), in the study on the social change due to the tourism development in
Bromo, shows that residents who were originally into farming started to look into other
opportunities in the tourism sector as traders, own jeep car rental services, homestay, and horses to
rent for tourists. The community obviously embraces this opportunity to increase their income.
Furthermore, there are emerging signs of cultural change because of the tourism demand and
the interaction between tourists and residents. The name ‘Tengger’ itself refers the name of the
tribe or indigenous people who are living in the national park. Tengger Tribe people or Tenggerese
still practice their cultural heritage; perform traditional ceremonies, and are famous for its simple
way of life. However, Rosyidi (2018) observes that Kasada as the religious event of Tenggerese
changed its meaning from just an offering ceremony for God commoditized to attract and generate
income from tourists. In addition, there are events that did not exist before but appeared later due
to demand from tourists, such as Jazz Gunung (jazz music festival in the mountain) and BTS Ultra
(sports event) (Rosyidi, 2018).
As such, the transition from protected areas into emerging tourism destinations as stimulated
by the government is interesting to explore further. This study argues the tourism process impacts
residents’ meanings of their environment, their social life, and culture in their living spaces.
Furthermore, this thesis will investigate residents' meaning, participation, and power relation with
different stakeholders in context of emerging tourism development in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru
National Park.
1.2

Problem Statement
Tourism has been a popular strategy for regional development. However, in the emerging

tourism activity in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru, the tourism activity under the national park
management has not significantly benefited community livelihoods and there is inadequate
participation by communities in the process of natural resources preservation (Hakim & Soemarno,
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2017). Lack of opportunities for involvement and planning could severely reduce community respect
and participation in this regard (Hakim & Soemarno, 2017).
To sustainably develop the associated tourism sector in these parks, many development and
tourism studies have incorporated the importance of resident participation (Prabhakaran et al.,
2014; Rasoolimanesh et al., 2017; Simmons, 1994). Residents’ participation is fundamental given
that it may aid in attaining worthy decision-making processes and manage resources effectively and
on basis of longstanding local wisdom (WHO, 2002). Simmons (1994) argues that there are two
reasons why community participation is important in the area of tourism development planning.
First, the tourism activities may have an intense impact on the livability of the destination. Second,
community can be seen as an essential element in the ‘hospitality atmosphere’ of the destination
(Simmons, 1994).
A study conducted by Miranda et al., (2007) explained that without participation, there will be
no partnership between stakeholders, nor a program that will need to bring in development. WHO
(2002) proposed that public participation in planning and decision making is a human right since the
decision processes are made based on public interest. The residents participation is part of
democratic system which permits residents (and other involved stakeholders) to express their views
and opinions on the development which will affect their lives and environment in the future
(Prabhakaran et al., 2014). Accordingly, this study is trying to understand how residents participate
in the emerging tourism development that transforms their surroundings from their perspective.
Recently, East Java Province initiated Bromo-Tengger-Semeru as the future UNESCO Global
Geopark in 2019. The government has determined to elevate the Bromo-Tengger-Semeru regional
economy through geopark tourism and community empowerment (Indonesian Geopark Action Plan
2021-2025). This transition development strategy poses a dilemma, where the purposes of national
park conflicts with the goals of tourism. The national park status has the main purpose of protection,
while the geopark status focuses on increasing tourism activities.
Furthermore, tourism development in this case is part and parcel of upcoming transitions from
being a national park towards becoming a geopark. This transition offers a tense context for resident
participation in tourism development where their (living) environment evolves, but possibly also the
embodied meaning ascribed to this environment. The interest of becoming geopark would play a
role in the changing of social, culture, environment and local economic systems that already know a
long history before tourism activities started to enter these places. The transition process from
national park to geopark will allow residents or non-residents, and in particular the Indonesian
government to subtract resources more easily. The non-resident can, for example, transforming a
natural landscape into a tourist attraction or a private resort rather than into a protected area or
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productive agricultural land for residents. The subtraction will have consequences for community
participation in this development since resident or non-resident relate differently to such changes to
their environment. It indicates that subtractions are considered in this area may offer a threat to
people’s sense of place and ownership. The research problem this study aims to address also
concerns power relations emerging from the tourism development processes. In addition,
consequences thereof for residents as these have not been given any serious attention or given
space by the government to participate to decide the future of their residential area.
1.3

Research Objectives and Questions
This study will give an insight into the forthcoming development under the geopark program

by exploring resident participation. I am specifically interested in unraveling how decisions are
made, by whom and what voices are included (and which one not). In addition, this study will
contribute to the emerging geopark discussion and debate where residents in the vicinity area have
not yet been given any attention. Geopark is a relatively new concept with limited amounts of study
in geotourism compared to other types of tourism. In academic circles the geopark discussion mostly
includes ‘sustainable development’ (Cai et al., 2019; Yuliawati et al., 2016), ‘geotourism’ (Newsome
& Dowling, 2010), and most evidently ‘economic value’ (Ríos et al., 2020).
By using the sense of place and ownership, this study will explore residents’ perspectives on
how they attribute meaning to their environment; how residents within Bromo-Tengger-Semeru are
given space to participate in decision-making processes; and how this affects residents’ sense of
ownership and place. Understanding this would contribute to unraveling the decision-making
process and tensions at stake. Therefore, this thesis’ main research question is:
How do residents’ participation in tourism development processes in Bromo-Tengger- Semeru
National Park influence their sense of place and ownership?
Based on this research question, the following section will discuss further the conceptual notions of
sense of place and ownership.
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2 On making sense of places we participate in
This conceptual framework chapter offers a theoretical foundation of this study, and eventually
allows me to formulate more specific research questions. This study uses sense of place as a notion
to understand resident meanings of their living environment around them. Following this notion, I
elaborate on the sense of ownership discussion to understand how people interact and engage with
decision making processes through which their (living) environment evolves, but also to understand
how this relates to their sense of place. Lastly, both concepts will be combined in a conceptual
framework to explore the dynamic of place because of tourism development from resident
perspectives. This conceptual framework is the basis of the methodology and, later, the result and
discussion after fieldwork.
2.1

Sense of Place
Definition of places
‘Place’ is perceived differently from one person to another depending on our background,

knowledge, or experience. For example, we could grasp a place called a mountain differently. One
sees the mountain as natural conservation shaped by the landscape; the other might see it as a
tourist destination, or a business opportunity. In academia – particularly within cultural geography 'place' is a fundamental and important concept discussed alongside many definitions (Cresswell,
2015). Relph (1976), one of the first who starts thinking of what constitutes ‘place’, defines places as
“significant centers of experience and are a relationship between human and natural order” (p.141).
Tuan (1977) also believed each geographical place has unique characteristics related to the natural
properties and attributed with the existence of humans.
Another geographer, Massey (2004), argues place as a form of a progressive concept where
represents the dynamic development that happens, a product of interconnecting flows of routes or
networks, and the world is imagined as a set of social relations between people. Place as not only a
mere position within a map constituted with space-and-time but also a result of social process
(Cresswell, 2015). In other words, the place is more than just a geographic location but also uniquely
construction of social, culture, and nature. Massey, therefore, sees places as networks of stretching
social relations, constituted through their relations with other places (connectivity, as nodes in
global networks), as products of practices and interrelations, continuously developing and evolving,
and have as such no clear or set boundaries.
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Sense of place
Despite the discussion towards the definition of ‘place’, Tuan (1977) brings the idea about
relationship between places and human at smaller levels. At an individual level, overall place or
environment have meaning by referencing to specific human emotions, thoughts, experiences, and
social relationship (Tuan, 1977). The special meanings the human have to a place evoke the ‘sense of
place’. Relph (1976) describes sense of place is as the person ability to recognize the different place
based on the special meaning and identity of the places. Relph argues the identity of place is
persistence in terms of three components: the place physical setting, the activities and interaction,
and the meanings created based on people’s experiences.
The process when a place become essential and give meaning for people individually leads to
some sort of attachment to place (Seamon, 2013). Attachment to place is beyond experience and its
relationship with their environment, but emotional, cultural and historical owned by individual
(Hashemnezhad et al., 2013). For example, Low (2000) captured his personal journey about the
attachment of elders and citizen had to a public place in Costa Rica and how the plaza provides
meaning to their daily life. However, they lost such public space that associate closely with their
daily life because of private interest taken over their place in countless ways. Altman (1992) believes
that human relationship with place that occurs in the life time and have long time experience of
place can indeed lead to an emotional bond (Hashemnezhad et al., 2013).
Studies from environmental psychology identify sense of place as a more subjective
perception (Canter, 1977). It is where people perceived their environment through conscious feeling
towards their surrounding place differently. The Canter argument is in line with what Relph describe
that sense of place is the ability to differentiate the identity of a place. This differences of sense are
influenced by individual and collective values affected by social and attitudes (Hashemnezhad et al.,
2013). Therefore, sense of place is where people have different perceptions, identities, and social
attachment (positive or negative) from the places and then embody meaning to it. The given
meaning to the geographical space as an identity ascribes bring the notion of sense of place.
The interaction between humans and places that form sense of place are arguably based on
three factors: cognitive, behavioral, and emotional (Figure 2.1) (Hashemnezhad et al., 2013;
Jorgensen & Stedman, 2001; Relph, 1976). Cognitive factors involve people’s feelings about identity
of a place and how they give meanings to it (Jorgensen & Stedman, 2001). The feeling and meaning
interaction are led to spatial perception and connected on how people know the environmental
elements formed them and use knowledge to navigate their everyday life (Hashemnezhad et al.,
2013). Relph argues that this cognitive factors related in how human able to think about space and
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how as a tool to describe the place. The meaning of a place may be rooted in the physical setting,
objects, activities, and experiences (Relph, 1976).
Behavioral factors are about the human interaction with activities and functional relationship
between people and environment. The place meaning can understood as the focus of intention and
makes function that can be experienced as something differing from an outside (Relph, 1976).Lastly,
emotional interaction with place indicates to belonging and attachment to place (Low, 2000).
Attachment to place is the impact when people are attracted to a place emotionally and culturally,
thus, they create special meaning to it.
The relevance between place and attachment can be so strong that create a bond between
human and spatial setting (Hashemnezhad et al., 2013). Places are full of individual and communal
meanings towards spatial setting with real elements and ongoing activities which people develop
deep emotional and psychological ties with. As Relph (1976) argues meaning of place plays integral
part in human beings lives. Jorgensen (2001) believed ‘people’s feelings about place are sign of
emotional dimension, their beliefs about place shape the cognitive dimension, and their function in a
place is a symbol of behavioral dimension of place’ (p. 245). In this regard, the main formation
people build experiences and meanings towards place are through cognitive, behavioral and
emotional.
By using the sense of place theory, this study will allow us to explore how people are
connected to their environment in everyday life specifically through the identity, function, and
meaning dimensions, As Toomey et al., (2020) argues in his recent study, the sense of place as a
theoretical lens is for understanding diverse meanings of place attached to individuals.

Sense of Place

Cognitive

Form/identity

Meaning, attachment, and
interaction between human
and place

Behavioral

Function

Emotional

Meaning/attachment

Figure 2.1 Factors of creating sense of place
Source: (Hashemnezhad et al., 2013; Jorgensen & Stedman, 2001; Relph, 1976)

Insider and Outsider
The core aspect of the identity of place does not only apply to place but also found in the
experience of being ‘inside’ that is different from being ‘outside’. Here Relph also explains to
understand the different perspective of place by Insideness and outsideness. Their different
perspectives are interesting to know since its crucial point that outsideness and insideness
7|Thesis

constitute a fundamental debate in creating the identity of places (both individual and communal)
based on their experiences takes on varying qualities of feeling, meaning, attachment, and action
(Relph, 1976).
Relph demonstrates the insideness concept is central of place since it has meaning in human
life. The person would feel safe rather than threatened because they feel familiar and attach
meaning to the place (Seamon, 2013). Relph explains that the more people inside, the feeling and
identity become stronger with that place. On the other hand, the people who separate or live far
away from the place are what Relph called outsideness. Seamon (2013) argues the fundamental
point of insideness and outsideness is the varying qualities of meaning, attachment, feeling, and
action.
According to Relph, there are seven modes of insideness and outsideness in various levels of
experience and meaning. The strongest sense of place calls existential insideness where a person's
situation is in deep roots of a place, familiar in the place, and the feeling at home in their community
or land. On the contrary, there is existential outsideness where a person feeling not belonging to a
place, not a member of the place, inability to participate, becomes distant and sees a place from far
away. These concepts of insideness and outsideness are important to see the relationship between
humans and places, thus understanding how their experience and attitude might differ toward the
development.

Placelessness
Relph (1976) also brings the notion of placelessness where place loses its uniqueness and
becomes more common to others. In the modern era, the sense of place is gradually influenced and
overshadowed by the original attitude that is Relph called placelessness. It is “the eradication of
distinctive places and making the standardized landscape which results from an insensitivity to the
significance of place” (Relph, 1976, preface). For instance, massive tourism construction that
neglected local meaning and tradition could impact the originality or uniqueness of the place.
The condition is occurring when people who live there lose the meaning embodied in the
place. Relph (1976) argues place may be experienced authentically and in-authentically. An
authentic sense of place is where direct and genuine identity is experienced without an
intermediary. While an inauthentic sense of place is experienced through a social trend or
government practice on how the experience should be, or mass demand from tourists. The
authentic sense of place involves a deep awareness of traditional identities and local significances of
places. Otherwise, the inauthentic attitude toward places directly or indirectly encourages a
weakening of the identity and function of places. For example, the meaning of ‘home’ has been
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weakened, not only through the increased demand of tourism and splitting the space for the tourist
but also by natural and cultural commercialization.
2.2

Sense of Ownership
Next to understanding how people relate to places, we may explore here how this may relate

to how decisions are made over such places and what effects this can have for those involved. This
relates to the notion of ‘sense of ownership’. Ownership has been discussed at length in various
contexts, from economic and individual property ownership (Clark, 1982) to psychological
ownership that is defined as “a state in which each individual feel as the same as the target of
ownership (tangible or intangible) or a part of it is ‘theirs’” (Pierce et al., 2001; p. 299). More
recently, the ‘sense of ownership’ concept discussion is more extensive in the context of
development and as a significant characteristic in community development. For example, in planning
practices about the public and private ownership of assets, owning land or property gives control
and bargain power in development situations (Norris, 2011). In addition, ownership could be central
to community-led innovation and intervention in the urban environment (Thorpe, 2018).
Lachapelle (2008) tried to incorporate sense of ownership and the relationship with
community development. He describes that sense of ownership in community development is a
concept to access whose voice is heard, who has influence over decisions, and who is affected by the
process and outcome. The present of ‘sense of ownership’ concept by residents in participatory
planning can significantly enrich the development process as noted by Lachapelle (2008):
A sense of ownership explicates the various opportunities that might be available or
concealed for individuals to listen to and negotiate the definitions of problems and the
methods used to address problems. (p. 54)
From the quote above Lachapelle sees ownership could explain how individuals define and engage in
a problem. This sense of ownership is concealed for each individual based on their respective
perceptions, backgrounds, or intentions. For example, the sense of ownership of a resident is
different from a non-resident when addressing a problem in tourism development because a
resident as a part of the traditional indigenous peoples has intangible value that built years in the
area where they have lived.
Moreover, Lachapelle argues that applying this concept of ownership can determine how
interest and action of individuals or organizations contribute to community development efforts. A
similar statement by Tosun (2006) in his study stated that the community contribution in the
decision-making process increases their desires to give voice and take part in the planning efforts
based on their expertise. For example, when individuals are feeling ownership means caring and
9|Thesis

responsible with the development since the beginning, it leads to the actions for the whole process
and possibly leads to greater support and implementation (McCool, 2009) of tourism projects.
There are three concrete characteristics in ‘sense of ownership’ identified by Lachapelle
(2008): process, outcome and distribution. A first characteristic on process can be elucidated
through the question: who has a voice and whose voice is heard? These questions will explicitly
reveal who has a voice in the development process and whose voice is considered as ‘legitimate and
valid among all stakeholders involved’ (2008: 53). In the study about tourism planning for protected
area, McCool (2009) explains that ownership not just show the power relations but also implicate
the partnership process between the stakeholders from different levels. In addition, McCool
believes that successful tourism planning partnership essentially needs representativeness,
ownership, and relationship among stakeholder to collectively define and address issues of power.
The second characteristic related to who has influence over the decision-making outcome.
Ownership does not only involve the definition of the planning, development, and its issues but also
the implementation and outcome after decisions are made (Lachapelle & McCool, 2005). The
process of understanding the outcome in the sense of ownership will show the influence over
decision making and related actions (Lachapelle, 2008). Therefore, this second characteristic can
predict the outcome from power and empowerment during the development process. For example,
Pilving zswswset al., (2019) comparing the result of community-initiated and government-led
partnerships in rural tourism within Estonia which each having different outcomes. When
partnership in rural tourism became initiated by communities, the development is more sustainable
collaboration between community and government in developing small enterprises. On the contrary,
when the government majority led the process, the community is lowering their trust in officialdom
and make rural life more unstable where there is an impact on rural tourism and partnership in
Estonia tourism development case (Pilving et al., 2019). Therefore, by understanding power and
empowerment, legal structures guiding community development in which involves stakeholders will
unravel. Also, it will show how local community desire or feel a sense of responsibility to influence
the decision, where, most of the time they may not have the chance (Lachapelle & McCool, 2005).
The last sense of ownership characteristic concerns those who are affected by the decision
outcome across various social, political and ecological scales. The characteristic involves analysis
about how decisions are distributed, accepted, and owned by stakeholders, especially the
community (Lachapelle, 2008) or wider non-human receivers of outcomes over decisions. For
example, study by Aref (2011) in Iran, the effect of community involvement increases people sense
of control over problem that affect their lives and also improve self-confidence and self-awareness.
In a way, a sense of ownership could connect how people relate with their living environment.
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Where places are not just about physical locations, it is also about how people attach identity with
these places. These places also make people who live in it. It defines who we are and how we matter
to the places that we give meaning to. Otherwise, if people are not given meaning over the places
that they live in, then it also affects where this means that they can lose important aspects of their
living environment as such become possibly more detached.
Sense of ownership also have a catalytic effect on the tourism development (Aref, 2011). It is
because a sense of ownership makes an explicit interaction and connection in community
development, practice and outcome (Lachapelle, 2008). Applying this concept of ownership involve
not only individuals in the physical place where the development originates but also in wider scales,
from local, regional, and national. Accordingly, understanding the sense of ownership of community
in the development process can help to unravel the potential of participation in the development
process both in research and practice. See Figure 2.2 below:

Sense of
Ownership

Process

whose voice is heard

Outcome

who has influence over decisions and results

Distribution

who is affected by the process and outcome

Figure 2.2 Sense of Ownership Characteristic
Source: (Lachapelle, 2008)

2.3

Conceptual Framework
This study explores how residents attach meaning, identity, and makes function with their

environment and how non-residents have their own sense of place towards a place. This study
incorporates the sense of place concept and centrally employs Lachapelle’s notion on sense of
ownership. Lachapelle’s works will be helpful in associating processes in which the residents are
given space to participate on decisions and unravel outcomes that are affecting their environment.
The concepts of a sense of place and ownership would reflect in residents’ participation in
tourism development processes. In addition, shows how residents and non-residents interact in the
tourism development process in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park. However, there are also
potential consequences of losing a sense of place and ownership because of the massive transition
as a place to accommodate tourists rather than their homes. This study argues that such a significant
change has consequences to the placelessness as discussed by Relph (1976).
The conceptual framework in this study is showed in Figure 2.3.
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Outsider: Non-resident
Insider: resident

Meaning

Identity
Sense of
Place

Residents’
participation

Process
Sense of
Ownership

Outcome
Distribution

Function

Figure 2.3 Conceptual Framework

This conceptual framework diagram illustrates the outline of the theory in this study. Identity,
meaning, and how residents use the function of their living environment are three main dimensions
of sense of place. Understanding the sense of place can enlighten how people experience the place
and their relation to the place. As the other aspect, sense of ownership has three essential
characteristics in conducting research related to community development. These three
characteristics are the decision-making process, the outcome of the process, and the distribution
effect. Residents’ participation is an interrelationship between the two aspects, which are sense of
place and sense of ownership. These two aspects influence each other in terms of engaging resident
and resident’s participation in development process. Resident’s participation is dynamic process,
where resident’s level of sense of place and sense of ownership changes over time. However
pursuant to Relph’s theory, there are two main groups that have their own senses towards the
place, namely the insider and outsider.

Non-resident as an outsider can intervene tourism

development, consciously or unconsciously, and thus affect resident’s senses and their involvement
in community. Consequently, both insider and outsider would have power interwoven in their sense
of place and ownership and would be able to take position in decision-making process regarding the
future of place.
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2.4

Sub Research Questions
This study aims to explore how residents attach meaning to their environment, understand

how residents perceived meaning in changing of their environment because of tourism
development, and how they associate in the development process of Bromo-Tengger-Semeru
National Park. To answer the main research question, three sub-research questions will be
addressed.
Sub-research questions:
1. How a sense of place is articulated by residents and non-residents in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru
National Park and associated tourism development processes?
2. How does this sense of place and ownership change over time in the context of recent
Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park tourism development processes?
3. How a sense of place and ownership is reflected in residents’ participation in tourism
development processes?
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3 Methodology
3.1

Study Design
This chapter gives an overview of how the study conducted in which empirical data collected

to answer the research question from a qualitative perspective. This study uses an interpretative
approach to understand residents’ sense of place related to perception, thoughts, feeling, meaning,
and behavior, also how residents is taking part in the tourism development process as part of the
community in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park. The interpretivist studies are concerned with
meaning which emphasizes experience and observation (Henning et al., 2004). People as the study
respondents in the location are considered important as their intentions, beliefs, and values are not
fixed or stable but revised based on experience and knowledge (Henning et al., 2004). This includes
to what extent people are incorporated in the national park decision making. This approach further
relates to the aim of this study on exploring how residents attach meaning to their environment and
understand how they partake in the tourism development process.
3.2

Study Case Location
This study takes place in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park in East Java. At first, I tried to

cover all villages which actually turned out as impossible as to reach all of them in a set fieldwork
period would make my visits rather short and superficial. Therefore, I tried to choose one village and
at the same time have enough time to gain people’s trust while understanding their meaning of the
place and tourism development transition in their neighborhood. When I interviewed provincial
government and academics as the Geopark Masterplan consultant, I asked “which community is the
most important consideration in the masterplan development”, she says ‘Tengger community. If you
want to study about indigenous community and their participation in tourism, try Ranupani. It is one
of village that mostly influence by the tourism development.’ Also when I asked one of the
community based-tourism members in the national park before I went to Ranupani, he says
“Ranupani is the most disadvantage village when it comes to tourism development. Most of the
residents are farmer and unaware with the tourism development around them”. Hence, most of the
time in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru, I stayed in Ranupani (Figure 3.1) as the fieldwork location among all
villages to understand their sense of place and what makes it difficult to participate in the tourism
development.
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Bromo-Tengger-Semeru
National Park

Mount Bromo
Ranupani

East Java

Mount Semeru

Indonesia

Figure 3.1 Map of fieldwork area in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park

Ranupani is a village located between Mount Bromo and Semeru, the core area of the
national park, and providing tourism access for hikers to the Mount Semeru. Besides their underlying
geographic characteristic within the national park, Ranupani is selected as fieldwork location
because of the ‘Tengger’ community as indigenous people who still preserved their traditional wayof-life and ceremony. Tengger people or Tenggerese reflect the image of traditional and isolated
peasant community (Ismanto, et al, 2020). Speaking from tourism opportunity, Tenggerese are now
become more open to the outside world because they directly affected to the tourism activity and
has been witnessing tourism development in their area for a long time (Cochrane, 2003). For
example, the community attract tourist all over Indonesia during their annual major ceremony
named Kasada. Therefore, their living environment and culture offered an opportunity for the
community to access and takes direct/indirect participation in tourism activity or understands that
there is development related to tourism in their surrounding area.
3.3

Data generation: Collecting the meaning of place
The fieldwork took approximately three weeks in Ranupani village from October to November

2021. Before the fieldwork, the researcher contacted the gatekeeper beforehand and met her in
Ranupani Village. The gatekeeper is a resident also a Tenggerese in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National
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Park. The gatekeeper helps the researcher to reach and interview the significant individuals who are
indigenous people, interested in tourism, or others in the village who were willing to be participants
in the research. The participants also asked their willingness to take pictures of their community or
environment.
This study used a three-step approach for data collection to answer the main and sub-research
questions: photo-elicitation, in-depth interview, and observation. First, a fieldwork method called
photo-elicitation is used to address the place meaning perceived by residents (Kerstetter & Bricker,
2009). According to Rose, (2001: 138), photographs offer “. . . truthful pictures which evidence of
what really there historically, culturally, and socially in specific ways of seeing the world”.
Photographs act as an impetus for the generation of specific or general information, memories,
feelings, and reflections (Harper, 2002). Beforehand, the researcher informed the participant the
purpose of the research, given the participants an instant camera, and allowed to make their own
decisions about what they find relevant to photograph (Harper, 2002). Participants were as such
asked to take pictures of things in their village or neighborhood area that are or were important to
them and represent what is or was special about their village, as well as things or people that mean
the most to them. Photographs in this study were taken by residents or by researcher as
directed/framed by the residents (especially the elderly participants who refuse to use the camera
as they were afraid to break them). However, without follow-up discussion, photographs may be
misinterpreted. Thus, the second step in data collection process is needed.
Second, Quinn & Vrieze (2019) suggests conducting in-depth interviews in an effort to provide
participants with a “photo voice”. The intent of ‘photo voice’ is to give study participants an
opportunity to capture thinking on complex issues, articulate the meaning of their place, depict the
relations with ideas and physical places, also in answering the second and third research question
about the changes because of the tourism development. After the photos printed instantly from the
camera (which the camera also making duplicate copies digitally of the photographs for backups),
the researcher used the photos in the follow-up interviews. The interview of 32 participants lasted
between 30 to 120 minutes. During the interview, the study participants asked to “interpret” their
pictures and later their interpretation will be transcript and documented verbatim.
Following the photos interpretation, the interview continued to deeper topic related to the
tourism development in their resident area through in-depth semi-structured interview. This step
portray how resident associate with the development processes where they are given to participate
(or not) on the decisions and outcome that affecting their environment. Based on the research
questions as guidance, the researcher translated them into interview questions and tried the
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interview questions with two people at the end of October. Then, some adjustments were made to
fit more with the objective of the research.
During the fieldwork, the researcher first approach was used the everyday conversation to
gain trust with the possible participant. This process was necessary because as an outsider the
researcher tried to blend and understanding the interest of the resident. So then they can
comfortably have a conversation and willing to be participant then played with photo-elicitation and
interview.
The interviews mostly were about the photograph, their background, current and former
tourism situation of their village, and their hope or expectation about their living environment. Some
of the interview questions are ‘who is taking part in the development process?’, ‘whose voice are
the most taken into account in the decision process?’, ‘what transition do you see with the emerging
tourism activity?’, ‘what do you think about geopark or tourism plan in this village and how do you
belief it will affect to a stronger/weaker connection to the places you photographed before?’ and
‘what do you see in the future for this place and yourself’? The entire interview was conducted in
Bahasa Indonesia and/or Tengger Javanese which were understood by researcher and participants.
The interview part was also allowed the researcher to confirm the facts and check findings between
participants.
Third, the last approach was observation. This approach allows the researcher to walk and
observe freely in the village to reach other potential participant outside what the gatekeeper
suggest. This approach riches the discussion for the third research questions. The observation
approach allows the researchers to understand the dynamic process of the residents’ participation
as individuals and as a community. Becker (2014) explains that though examining the dynamic
process and situation from a variety of cases, it would add variations to understanding of underlying
processes and dimensions.
The researcher grasps the dynamics through narrative during the meeting then validated by
the residents narratives during the in-depth interview. For example, the researcher accidently join
the meeting held by DLH (Provincial Environmental Agency) during the fieldwork. In this meeting,
the researcher observed how the residents interact with the government, what are they concerned,
and tell to the government. The researcher found interesting finding and other potential participant
during the interview.
With the help of the gatekeeper where the researcher also stay in her house for two weeks,
the researcher was able to reach significant participants. Besides that, the researcher also walks on
her own to covers more perspective from other participant outside the gatekeeper
recommendation. In total, 32 participants were reached: 22 residents, four non-residents, and six
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other stakeholders (see appendix). All the residents are Tenggerese (indigenous peoples who live
and settle in Ranupani), non-resident are from nearby villages (not Tenggerese) mostly tour agents,
a member also an academic of Geopark Masterplan consultant, and government officials
(Bappenas—National Development and Planning Agency, Provincial Tourism Agency, Bappeprov—
Provincial Development and Planning Agency, and TNBTS—National Park Management). Interview
with the residents were performed in the mix of Javanese and Indonesian language and recorded all
interviews with a phone recorder. Then the recording transcribed into text in Bahasa Indonesia and
coded it manually.
3.4

Data Analysis: Making sense of the meanings of a place
After coming back from fieldwork, the researcher realized that a lot of data was gathered,

including photographs, interview recordings from the participants, and field notes from observation.
Then the researcher began with rereading field notes, organized the list of participants based on the
date of interview, numbering, and captioning the photos one by one. The reason why this the first
thing to do because the researcher tried to make sense of the whole story of what she encountered
in the village and all the relevance of people she met and talked to. Then, the researcher transcribes
all 32 interview records upon arrival in Wageningen by herself. In the qualitative research, it is the
most exhausting and time-consuming process in the thesis phase.
The interview data were analyzed based on a qualitative approach with descriptive analysis.
Boeije (2002) explained that qualitative analysis is the process of conceptualize the variety of the
existing phenomena under the study. Conceptual framework from the previous chapter addressed in
answering the main research question. In general, the researcher did what Boeije suggested in the
qualitative analysis process where it can be carried out through three strategies: categorizing,
coding, and connecting (Boeije, 2002).
During the transcription process, the researcher also re-read and categorized the everyday
conversation and interview recordings based on the relevancy in the thesis main argument. The
interview transcription coded into relevant categories to identify the photographs interpretation,
meanings, histories, and experiences. The code establish each place meaning in a way that captures
its essence and how it relates to the process, decision making, and distribution effect from the
development. The researcher also created the photo maps based on the photo location to enrich the
description of the analysis in the finding section.
Afterwards, the researcher began to make an outline for the empirical findings and analysis
when the data is quite organized and all place meanings are linked to the thesis argument. In the
next chapter – ‘Meanings of a place’ is generated from categories and codes of information,
including places (from photo location) and interviews as the answer to the research questions. Then
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in the same chapter, place meanings are connected into more comprehensive categories based on
the diversity of the stakeholder. Each category is defined and the definitions guide the remainder of
the aim of the study analysis to unravel the resident’s participation during the tourism transition
processes. In the subsequent chapter, the researcher developed a storyline for the discussion which
looking at the linkage between the possible relationship between place meanings and ownership in
the tourism development process in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park.

3.5

Positionality and limitation
In this research, several limitations were found concerning the researcher's positionality in the

study. The limitation related to methodology and researcher position during the fieldwork discussed
here helps to interpret the study findings.
The selection of only one village in the national park was taken because due to the time
constraints in this study. The village covers 385 ha of land with around 1,200 inhabitants compared
to the whole area of the national park (50,276 ha with total around 1.4 million inhabitants). Hence, it
makes it difficult to generalize the result of residents' sense of place and ownership related to the
development in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park.
The participants were found using snowball sampling with the help of the gatekeeper. The
gatekeeper role unconsciously influences how the participants were chosen. However, the
researcher also made some effort to get out of the bubble to get other perspectives. This effort was
made to listen to other voices outside the gatekeeper's recommendation to avoid bias from the
group of residents. In addition, the interview with the government officials was conducted with the
help of one of the geopark masterplan team members that are less reliable in representing the
government's perspective in upcoming tourism development.
Conceptually speaking, although conveying a sense of place and ownership through photoelicitation is useful for unraveling residents’ meanings and ownerships, a different method was used
with government officials. This study only uses semi-structured interviews to gain insight from the
government. Some government officials’ interviewed outside the village location even online
meetings. A different approach in evaluating the perspectives of the government might lead to
different finding.
Eventually, the researcher's positionality as an outsider is noteworthy because it could
influence this interpretive study. The researcher is considered as an outsider of the village, but not
completely since the researcher was born and grew up in the same province. The researcher
understands the local language and has an ethnic background that is not much different from the
Tengger. Nevertheless, the subjective interpretation of the researcher still exists because the semi19 | T h e s i s

structured interview leaves space for follow-up questions. An open space for follow-up question
might lead to different pattern of interview. The researcher’s educational background as an urban
and regional planner also plays role in how the conversation flows and how the answers are
interpreted. The researcher's existence in the village during the fieldwork and interview also possibly
influenced the participant’s answers even though the researcher attempted to be neutral. However,
all of the data collection, analysis, and interpretation process in this study were done by one person
to limit the bias problem.
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4 Meanings and Participation in Ranupani
This chapter is about tourism in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru, its residents, the meanings of the village
they live in, and how they participate in the forthcoming geopark development in their
neighborhood area. There are three parts in this chapter. First, I start with the contextual
background to get an overview of the Bromo-Tengger Semeru as part of bigger plan in Indonesia’s
tourism strategy and why Ranupani Village has been chosen as a critical area to discuss. Second,
explore the first research question by explaining the different meanings of a place in the diversity of
the stakeholders in the tourism development transition in this area. This part will unravel the
different lens uses between outsiders and insiders in seeing tourism potential of the village and the
upcoming geopark development initiatives. Their different perspectives are interesting to know
since its crucial point that outsideness and insideness constitute a fundamental debate in human life
creating the identity of places (both individual and communal) based on their experiences takes on
varying qualities of feeling, meaning, attachment, and action (Relph, 1976). The last part of this
chapter attempts to connect sense of place with residents’ willingness to participate in the tourism
development process. This offers a rich basis for further discussion in chapter five to discuss how
changing living environment, perceptions thereof and power relations in the tourism development
processes relate.
4.1

Context

4.1.1 Bromo-Tengger-Semeru as Tourism Destination
Most of the participants interviewed, from resident, tourism operator and government,
referred to Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park as a popular tourism destination because of its
unique natural landscape. As the largest volcanic region in Java Island, the physical feature
environment is considered attractive with the combination of mountains, hills, deserts, and forests.
Beside the nature as the main attraction of Bromo-Tengger-Semeru, the national park also has a
cultural attractiveness. Ranupani village within and surround the national park is inhabited by
indigenous people called ‘Tengger’ tribe. While Bromo and Semeru represent the mountain names,
‘Tengger’ represents the people who are living in the area since before the 15th century. Provincial
government in Bappeprov (planning and development agency) who support the tourism
development clearly describes is as follows:
‘This area has tens of dozens of tourist attractions in one area of Mount Bromo which was
designated as a National Park. There are expanses of desert, seagrass beds (Teletubby’s hills),
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craters and high mountains that are very exotic. The place also connected with the people in
holding strong culture with religious rituals/beliefs that are continuously held. […].’ (G1)
Besides hiking, the national park offers many outdoor and adventure tourism activity such as
jeep and horse riding, biking, with many stops for sightseeing which provide various roles and job
opportunity. The tourism activities are mostly arranged by small and medium enterprises. They offer
transportation service (jeep rental), homestays and caterings, porters for hiker, tour guides, and
souvenir vendors. They could also arrange a tour package to further engage with local residents
within the national park such as apple picking in local farms and cultural performances.
However, not all the tourism activities are arranged by residents in the national park, most
activities are arranged by people from other cities. As one of the TNBTS (Official Organization of
Bromo Tengger Semeru National Park) staff explained, “There are 100 porters here, but other
(player), such as guides and jeep rentals are from outside of the village. So it doesn't have much of an
economic impact on the people here”. In addition to that, a government staff says, “most of the time
Malang Region have the benefited from the tourism industry in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru.” It means
that there is an unequal economic benefit amongst the different region, especially the one who
living inside of the national park.
Eventually, the entire national park becomes transformed by the tourism industry. The unique
natural landscapes are coming together with interesting cultural factors which people believed made
Bromo-Tengger-Semeru a valuable place as tourism destination. At the same time, tourism
generates income. Many actors, especially the government recognized the economic benefit of
‘selling’ tourism activities to domestic and international tourist thus trying to continue to develop
tourism potential in various aspects.
4.1.2 National Park and Geopark Development
This section provides context regarding the Bromo-Tengger-Semeru national park
development as a conservation area along with tourism industry. Given this national park is a large
part of Indonesia's tourism strategy, it is important to be aware of the impact of development on the
small villages within it. The development in this sense is related to geopark initiatives by the
ministerial agency at the central government level which influences the resident and the
environment within national park. In terms of national park management, Bromo-Tengger-Semeru
national park is legally managed by TNBTS (Official Management of Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National
Park) that is formed based on the Regulation of the Ministry of Environment and Forestry No. 7 of
2016.
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The interest of tourism development conversation mostly comes from government and nonresident participants. The development of Bromo-Tengger-Semeru is limited because of the status as
conservation area. However, there are several zones in the national parks that can be developed
further which are specified in the national park zoning document. As a staff of TNBTS explains,
“within the national park area there are development zones including, core zones, utilization zones,
and jungle zones. Within the utilization zone there is a public space that could be built for the tourist
facilities purpose.” Currently the national park area has been identified in three development
programs, namely the East Java Province Tourism Plan since 2007; National Government Regulation
of 2011 about KSPN (Kawasan Strategis Pariwisata Nasional or National Tourism Strategic Area); and
Presidential Regulation no. 80 of 2019 that mentions Bromo-Tengger-Semeru as a priority tourism
destination for economic development. Lastly, there is the initiation of geopark in areas that have
emerged since 2020.
The geopark initiative comes from the central government, with the main program coming
from the Ministry of Energy and Mineral Resources on the management and utilization of natural
resources. In collaboration with the National Planning Agency, the Ministry of Environment, and the
Ministry of Tourism, they prepare action plans, long-term program matrices, and regional zoning.
Then, the East Java provincial planning/development agency and Tourism Office together with
academic as consultant facilitated the preparation of a master plan starting in 2020. As a Provincial
Tourism Agency explains, “The main objectives of geoparks are conservation, education, and the
community's economy. Here conservation and development work side by side, especially for
community development.” This also confirmed by the head of the economic and natural resources in
Provincial Development and Planning Agency about the background of the geopark initiatives in the
national park, he argues:
“In our view, the BTS area has met the requirements. There are many geosites in the area, the
ecological existence of protected forest areas, and the distinctive Tengger culture
accompanied by agropolitan cultivation as the livelihood of the people.” He then continues,
“the potential is then integrated into the concept of inter-sectoral synergy between regions,
which the central government then intensively develops the concept of a national geopark.”
In addition, from the interviews with civil servants of the central and local government, they would
like to develop Bromo-Tengger-Semeru with the three pillars of geopark development (conservation,
education, and improving the community's economy) to maximize the potential of the area. She said
that currently Bromo Tengger Semeru is still in the process of preparing for registration and
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assessment for a national scale geopark. Currently, the provincial government is preparing a BromoTengger-Semeru geopark management body.
One planning initiative becomes layered with another by the central government towards the
province with the aim of developing economics and tourism in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru. This
discussion is boisterous on the surface, but silent when it comes to the discussion of grassroots
communities.
4.1.3 The effect of national plan in the smaller part in Bromo Tengger Semeru
Previous section focused on comprehending the bigger plan of the development that is made
by national and provincial government and how it affects the environment and resident in BromoTengger-Semeru. This section is trying to focus on specific village inside the national park resides by
Tenggerese as smaller part of Bromo-Tengger-Semeru. Focusing on a small part of the national park
will make it easier to identify how the community is included or not included in the large planning
agenda on a national scale that affect their living environment. There are five villages inhabited by
by Tenggerese in Bromo Tengger Semeru: Wonokitri, Ngadisari, Argosari, Ngadas, and Ranupani.
Among those villages, there are two villages inside the national park delineation: Ngadas and
Ranupani. Referring to the methodology why this study chooses Ranupani – this village being a top
tourism village in Indonesia—is seen as a most disadvantaged village and as such offers potential
insights into critical participation and sense of ownership when it comes to their village amidst
tourism/national park/geopark developments.
Geographically, Ranupani is the highest village in East Java (2,300 m) with around 1,500
inhabitans, and exactly located between Mount Bromo and Mount Semeru. The special geography
location makes Ranupani has beautiful landscape that many tourists came for. Besides, Ranupani is
also rich in culture where the residents that are called Tenggerese still practice and preserve their
traditional beliefs and ceremonies compared to other villages. Compared to other villages, 95% of
the population is original Tenggerese descent and the migration rate is very low which makes its
inhabitants have deep root to their community and living environment. This indigenous people living
in the middle of the national are significant since this community always and inevitable to be
exposed to the tourism activities and development. It is commonly known that community in the
national park still practice Tengger tradition and belief in great degree with annual ceremony which
also attract tourism.
In tourism, this village is categorized as the best 50 tourism village in Indonesia in 2021 by
Ministry of Tourism and is getting a lot of attention from the national and local governments. A
resident and a staff of TNBTS confirmed that, “Ranupani is the top 50 tourist villages in Indonesia,
many government agencies to the ministry assist in physical development and community
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development.” This also proved by two weeks before the fieldwork, the Tourism Minister of
Indonesia visited Ranupani village to promote this village as their priority tourism destination, and
for the development. Ranupani is also famous as the last village to stay before climbing Mount
Semeru. Since the film about hikers in Semeru boomed in 2012, this village got a lot of tourists. One
of the farmers mentioned, “the highest peak reached 6000 visitors per day in 2013 because of the
film; it was also before the online registration”. Therefore, Ranupani resident’s sense of place is
important and their knowledge about tourism is key important access to what’s going on in the
tourism transitions in the Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park.
4.2

Ranupani’s Sense of Place
This chapter means to understand resident sense of place and their attachment to their

surrounding based on what is their identity, how do they make function and meaning of their place.
This part is an attempt to explore the first Sub-research question: How a sense of place is articulated
by residents and non-residents in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park and associated tourism
development processes?
Based on the photograph followed with in-depth interview, the different meanings of people
were captured. The meanings correspond with different sense of place descriptions were observed
amongst groups of residents or non-residents and gradually explore how important development
changes have influenced their senses of place descriptions. The different kind of meanings captured
are: a place called home, way-of-life, place for crops production in tegalan (field where they grow
potatoes and other vegetables), a place for recreation, a place to protect, and potential place for
tourism development. Each of these meanings is described in more detail below.
4.2.1 A place called home: embedded in nature and historical traditions
Most of the participants interviewed, resident or non-resident, referred Ranupani has
beautiful landscape with two lakes and Mount Semeru as the background. Tour agents, tourist, even
the resident itself loves to go to the lake as a place for recreation. The head of Ranupani Village says,
“we as residents of Ranupani are grateful to God the Almighty, who has given us a beautiful nature
that other villages don't have: lakes, hills, and being at the foot of Mount Semeru”. The combination
between lakes, forests, agriculture lands, and the mountain attract more tourists from nearby area.
The head of the village and Tenggerese feel proud of their mother nature which has beautiful
landscape. The lakes of Ranu Pani and Ranu Regulo are often mentioned as the point of interest in
the village. Moreover, the resident also mentioned the atmosphere in surrounding lake area is peace
and quiet. A resident who captured the 4.1(a) picture described, “I have peace of mind when I sit and
look at the lake. Since I was little, I never get bored of coming here. Even though I've lived here since I
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was little, I've never considered it usual scenery of lake, and it’s always special for me. It's like there's
a connection. Look at the view, its calm.”
The cultural uniqueness related to Tenggerese as the ancestors of the Majapahit Kingdom
from 15th century and they believed that they are the descendants of the empire. The story is
repeated in most of the interviews with the village elderly. One of the elderlies who hiked Semeru
since 1977 indicates,
“We, the Tenggerese, have lived in Java since the Majapahit era, in the mountains. […] we are
still holding the Kasada ceremony to celebrate the blessings of life every year. Tengger customs
haven't changed from the past”.
Tenggerese still practice tradition and belief in great degree with annual festival called Kasada held
every 14th day in their traditional lunar calendar. In this ceremony, Tenggerese from many villages
gather in in Mount Bromo then hiking together up the mountain, and then throw offerings into the
volcano crater. They sacrifice their agriculture production as gratitude and also ask for blessing from
the God. In their daily lives, Tenggerese always use special clothes called sarong (Figure 4.1(b)). The
Shaman of Tengger who I spoke to mentioned that “both men and women always wear it instead of
a jacket. Something is missing when you leave the house without wearing a sarong.”
Residents seem to have a similar sense of place about Ranupani as embedded in nature,
historical legacy, and ritual traditions. This is especially supported by the unique culture of the
Tenggerese people who still adhere to their culture and beliefs, which are shown in distinctive
clothes and annual ceremonies. Furthermore, the Tenggerese community is led by a Shaman as their
traditional culture leader who conducts the important annual ceremony. Most people respected him
as the keeper of the culture of Tengger because he understands the human, non-human, also
mystical or intangible existence in the village and Mount Semeru. Hence, the shaman also plays an
important role in the village decision-making. For example, one of the residents told a story about
how important the shaman's role in Ranupani was. The shaman needs to pray first to the Mount
Semeru to bless the workers and the hikers, otherwise, there will be something bad happen to
whoever is hiking without the Shaman's permission. "We have to ask Shaman permission at the
opening of hiking season, he knows all the best condition for hiking. Also, he asks spirits to not
disturb us," disclosed by one of the residents that is also a former head of porters. In addition, the
annual ceremony conduct led by this shaman is attractive to the tourist because of the philosophy
and culture of the Tenggerese is unique which are not shared by other tribes in Java. This culture is
preserved well so if there are huge developments in this national park that happen without the

27 | T h e s i s

shaman's permission, it will be also unacceptable by the majority of the residents who respect the
shaman.

(a)
(b)
Figure 4.1. (a) Ranu Pani Lake, resident homes, and the village landscape
(b) typical daily clothes of Tenggerese, the sarong
(Photo taken by residents as participant with instant camera).

4.2.2 Way of life: home and crops field
Tenggerese as the participants mostly have strong roots with the living environment in the
Bromo-Tengger-Semeru, especially in their village. They have accumulated personal and collective
meaning with the community in the long term. “In this village everyone knows each other’s name,
even many are relatives. For example, if you ask my name at the gate, they will know me and show
you the way,” one resident explained closeness between residents and the family ties in the village
that form connections with one another. Their narratives show that their meaning has associate with
sense of ownership of living place and there is high level of ownership between resident to another
by caring and intimately engaging in the society where they belong. The human relationship in this
village is particularly special since not only the area is relatively small but also culturally and
religiously attached to their traditional beliefs so that they feel sense of belonging to one another.
There is also pattern that was identified in the residents’ responses when asked about what
the most important place in the village is or place that you miss the most when you are away. The
answers are always these two: home and tegalan (crops field). They linked those places as functional
space to rest and to make income. It is their way of life, hence felt most attached to. My gatekeeper
states that Tenggerese way of life is simple, “you can always find Tenggerese at home or at tegalan.”
Their activities are the same every day, every day at 5 AM there is the sound of resident's
motorbikes going to the fields. They will work until 9 o'clock in the morning, and then eat lunch in
the fields, by 2 o'clock they back at home.
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Tenggerese in Ranupani spend most of their time at home when returning from the fields.
The cold weather conditions make them prefer to be at home with their family. In the Tenggerese
traditional house culture, every house must have a room called "Pawon" (Figure 4.2(b)); the direct
translation is the kitchen. This room is where family members gather and warm themselves by the
fireplace. It is rare for them to have a living room for guests. If they have guests, they will bring them
immediately to the Pawon. The same thing was also happened to me during interviews as everyday
conversations take place in the Pawon.
Most of Tenggerese emphasize agriculture as dominant activity in Ranupani. The most
dominant agriculture products are potatoes and vegetables. They felt that their income was certain
and sufficient from agriculture. Contrary, they feel that income from tourism is uncertain and
seasonal. One of the young farmers and also as porter who took Figure 4.2 (a) figure says, “if the
tourism is in high season, I also work as porter. But I focus on farming, income from potato crops are
enough for my family. A quarter of a hectare of my potato land can produce 30-40 million rupiahs.”

(a)
(b)
Figure 4.2 (a). Typical home in Ranupani surround with potato crop field.
(b). Pawon or kitchen as traditional fireplace
(Photo taken by residents)

4.2.3 A place to protect
The third meaning emerges from the resident and the TNBTS (the national park
management) who share a concern about the sustainability of the conservation area. Many
residents love the area where they live and feel that the environment around the village, the forest,
must be protected. One resident told how he used to go to the forest to look for dry wood, or just
look for edible plants. She took the Figure 4.3 and fluently narrated the various edible and nonedible plants and mushrooms she could find in the forest. In addition, a statement of protection
came from a national park officer. As one of the TNBTS staff explains how hazardous land change is
in upstream areas, “sometimes I go on patrol. [...] yes, in downstream areas like this village, it is very
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dangerous if it is deforested. Rivers downstream can be flooded because the water catchment area is
reduced.”
Nevertheless, not every resident sense the urgency to protect their environment,
particularly the young generation who have different intention and perspective with elders and park
official. Some of the young participant pointed out, that it is already hard to find new field for crops,
so they prefer to ask the national park official to open the forest to increase agricultural production.
For instance, when the interview with one of the elders in the village, one of his teenager children
joined the conversation and stated that he would like to open the forest for crops field because it is
more economically profitable.
Therefore, sense of protection in this area can be experienced differently by different people
according to their intention. These findings imply how they perceived meaning differently based on
functionality of a valuable place and it could produce different future thoughts for future endeavors,
to protect or to deforest.

(a)

(b)
Figure 4.3 (a) Forest near the lake
(b) signage stating that this area is the management area of the Ministry of environment and forestry
(Photo taken by author)

4.2.4 A potential place for tourism development
Photo-elicitation as a tool facilitates people to describe in detail about the potential place for
tourism development. For example, the conversation with one of the tour guides from nearby
village. It was rainy day in Ranupani, I took shelter in the cafe in front of the national park office
which was on a higher location. From the cafe, you can see the entire Ranu Pani Lake from above. I
accidentally met one of the tour operators and engaged in a conversation with him. He mentioned
about the lake as potential resource after taking Figure 4.4 (a). He then describes what idea of
tourism development he has in mind:
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“There are numerous potentials in this village, […] this lake is breathtaking, and this view is the
main selling point for the tourist. It's just a matter of good advertising for tourists. In addition,
resident could put a canoe in the middle of the lake or rent horses to go around the village for
tourism activities. That would be appealing for tourist. Also, it could be an expensive tourist
spot. Just work on the branding and advertising. This can be an alternative tour besides
Bromo.”
Beside tour guide, the sense of place as the potential place for tourism development comes
from the government. “Nature tourism in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru has great potential for economic
development and environmental protection. The central government made development programs
there several times. Currently, we are working on geopark preparation,” stated by Provincial Tourism
Agency. From the statement above, it seems that the idea of development gained from the
observing nature and linked to external factors, such as tourist demand. Contrary, the capability to
become tourism destination is doubted by residents and village head. “[…] I think the resident is not
ready, for example, to become a tourism destination. The lack of human resources and management
is the reason. Most residents are mainly focus on farming rather than tourism [...]”
However, some of the residents who do not involve in the tourism activities say contradictory
about their village as the tourism destination. A farmer says,
"yes, if it is crowded, Ranupani can only get the noise and dust. Noisy because the jeeps pass
by at 3 am bring guests looking for the sunset. Besides that, if you are not a porter, you won't
get anything (from tourism)”. “Most of the tourism businesses are from outside Ranupani,
those who have jeeps and tour agencies. Usually, the guests come from them. Even then, they
usually bring groceries from mini-market or buy food before going to Ranupani. So, they
usually don't spend money here”, says a teenager who helps his father to farm and also works
as a porter during hiking season.
Besides, most of the resident working as farmer could rely economically from the potato or
vegetable cultivation and its more than enough. An old resident works as a farmer give an answer
why she does not want to involve in the tourism business, “I don't want to, farming is enough for
me. (From potato farm) I can already support my children and grandchildren. Let someone else take
care of the tourism. [...] We have the capital; maybe just don’t know how to use it for tourism.” From
this statement, it shows the certainty of fulfilling life only from agriculture. Residents have a strong
sense of place towards the environment in which they live as a home and a place to earn a living.
While for tourism activities, residents do not feel economically secure if they depend on the tourism
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sector. They feel they do not have the ability to contribute to tourism even though they have the
capital.

(a)

(b)
Figure 4.4 (a) Ranu Pani Lake from above.
(Source: photo taken by a tour guide and a resident)

In addition, the potential development is also seen by the regional government. The village
beside inside the area of national park also administratively falls under Lumajang Regency. Lumajang
Regency is also support the village become tourism destination by building homestays. One of the
farmers who took break from farming in front of the house showed her house that under
construction Figure 4.4 (b). She said he got housing assistance to build his house into a homestay. On
the left is the new house, while the right is her original house. After her house is finished, she is
expected by the government to be able to host tourist guests by making his place of residence as a
homestay. This shows the government's intention to involve the community in tourism by providing
assistance in house repairs. This can be categorized as government intervention to make their
private house commercialized as a place to stay for tourist guests.
In general, it can be seen in this case that both insiders (residents) and outsiders (tourist
agents and government) are aware of the tourism potential in their area. However, by explaining
their experiences and ideas, participants reveal different perspectives on how to take advantage of
the potential for tourism. While outsiders overlook the nature as the tourism resources, residents
see it as a disturbance but have no control over it. Residents who already feel secure with
agriculture rejected to participate in tourism because there is no certainty.
Understanding on what people perceived meaning in certain places opens up deeper
conversation about the changing environment together with the potential conflicts. After discussing
about the photo and what they have in mind, then the conversation with the participant continue to
what do you see differently since you were younger and how do you feel about the change?
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4.3

Shifting meaning of place
This part describes the shifts or changes in the meaning of place in Ranupani over time

because of continuous tourism development processes in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru. This chapter aims
to explore the second research questions: How does sense of place and ownership change over time
in the context of recent Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park tourism development processes?
Based on observations, there is a shift in the meaning of place for residents in Ranupani. The
changes happen because of two things observed; first, environmental changes through
infrastructure revitalization where there are significant changes in the facade of the village, both in
terms of the house and the environment due to massive development. Second, there is a shift
socially in people's livelihoods due to tourism. Beyond farmers, they now have side jobs in the
tourism sector which change their perspective on generating income. In addition, some of the social
changes are also because of the village leaders and incentive program from the government. These
two identified factors which shift resident’s meaning of place will be explained in detail in following
section.

4.3.1 Environmental changes though infrastructure development
Over the past 50 years, there have been significant changes in the whole area of Ranupani.
With the increase in hiking tourism, many constructions began in the 1990s. The situation has
significantly developed since there is an access to electricity in 2002 and to the internet in 2012.
Currently, there are many development projects going on the village. The road repair projects,
construction of drainages, parks, tourist parking lots, and amphitheater. One of the residents, also a
farmer, feels there are significant changes in the landscape, the houses, and the access to Ranupani.
A man, porter and volunteer in waste management explained,
“Now all the buildings are modern, minimalist. Tengger’s original or traditional houses are lost,
extinct, shifting to the minimalist homestay standard made by the government. In the past, the
house here used to use all woods and reeds. Not too tall, short to keep us warm.”
He then also showed me on the internet how Ranupani approximately looked like as also their
parents described when he was a child (Figure 4.5). Another resident also says, “I also wonder how
Ranupani, who used to be isolated, ugly, without road facilities, can become the current Ranupani.
The accesses in and out to the villages are easy nowadays.” How the face of the village of Ranupani
changes along with the changing meaning of the place. From previously, it was an isolated village, a
house made of wood, and shifts to a modern house with easy accesses for them to get in and out.
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The meanings are continually reproduced over period of time through the interaction with
developments.
The change of living environment easily is noticed since the KSPN program (national strategic
tourism area) by the national government has been implemented. There are incentives given by the
central government for residents who want to open homestay for tourist. The grant is 10 million
rupiahs (606 euros), 35 million rupiahs (2180 euros), or up to 100 million rupiahs (6060 euros). With
the incentives, the resident has to develop a 'proper' house for the tourist with the government
standard. For example, it needs to have a modern housing façade and facilities. Houses with
traditional forms are no longer there, replaced with minimalist designs intended for tourists. This
beneficiary makes residents feel that their homes are no longer what they used to be, their homes
are now intended for tourists by adjusting hotel standards. Because according to one resident, what
fits in their village is ‘hikers hut’ instead of 'homestay', the government who gives incentives literally
use the term in English which the resident feels it is not local anymore and far from what they
expected their village to host the visitors. Even though they still feel the ownership of their village by
participating as homestay owner, some of the development intervention and changes make they
sense it is not their home anymore.
When I first came to this village, I
stayed with a single mother living with her
teenager who was working a small hut behind
her house with the help of two handymen.
“It's a shame that the traditional house no
longer exists. I am trying to make this to
remind me how it used to be when I was little.
I'll put the old stuff around this fireplace too.”
After 3 weeks, the house is finished. “I'm glad
it's finally finished, this is what my old house
looked like.” She told how the physical

Figure 4.5 A small traditional hut.
(Photo taken by the author)

changes also changed sense of place of her. She felt that there was something missing that need to
remember. Hence, she made the hut for herself in order to preserve her sense of place in the past.
She argues if she did not do this, her child and grandchildren would not know the history of this
village. Without history, it hardly described the uniqueness culture and tradition of Ranupani.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 4.6 (a) resident’s houses with modern façade (Source: photo taken by resident)
(b) old residential houses (Source: lithography based on Abraham Salm Painting
(Source: https://edunitas.com/ind/Gunung-Semeru showed by resident)

Besides the house’s facade, most of the participants relate to the remarkable change in the
lakes. Residents relate with Ranu Pani and Ranu Regulo Lakes as part of their living environment
over period of time. Since they were a child, the lake was a significant part of their life and childhood
memories. Some respondents mentioned 30 years ago, the lake was still clear and blue, and even
they can see the fish swimming around their feet. The residents treat the lake as their home
backyard, for swimming, fishing, even drinking. Two of the residents mentioned how big the lake
was. They were playing or swimming after school during their childhood.
“When I was in elementary school, I went straight to swimming here. I used to be good at
swimming with my sister. Many of the fish also used to be seen [...] the shallow lakeside area
we could see our feet with the fish.”
Nowadays with the massive farming and land-use change around, the lake gradually became
shallow, narrow, and murky due to sedimentation from the surrounding agriculture. In 1998 the
Lake Ranu Pani reached 12 meters depth, recently the lake became in progressively shallow only 7
meters deep. The situation got worse when one of the staffs of the national park was trying to
intervene and forbid the community to fish with subterfuge that the lake are protected as part of
the national park. Because the resident still fish on the lake and ignore national park rules, the staff
put water hyacinth seeds in the lake around 2015. Ever since, the lake is covered by hyacinth plants.
It spreads quickly and is very difficult to clean. One of the old women - also as street vendor portrayed this lake when she was a child:
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“It wasn't like this before, it was crystal clear water. Now many water hyacinths are growing
to cover the lake. [...] When I was little, in 4th grade, it was still clean and natural. I used to
swim and drink water here. Even the water is drinkable.”
The way of former TNBTS staff intentionally poisoned the lake to prohibit the resident to fishing—
which the indigenous people proud of their land legacy—is problematic. The effects of the
mistreatment on Lake are long term. Residents, tourism officers, and volunteers for the past five
years have always tried to clean up this wild plant.

(a)

(b)

Figure 4.7 (a) Ranu Pani Lake covered with wild plant.
(b) Newly built amphitheater
(Source: photo taken by residents)

The changes in the living environment in Ranupani Village as part of Bromo-Tengger-Semeru
interplay between national/regional planning and everyday practices by resident or non-resident.
The changes of the place are greatly observable in shift the meaning, function, and identity of the
resident and it is inevitable process for years. The sense of a place is subject to change depending on
certain practices, particularly in the tourism development processes.
4.3.2 Social changes
Since 1970 there has been a hike to Semeru, and Ranupani is always a temporary stay or
shelters for hikers. Hereafter, Tenggerese became more open to and understand tourism and the
potential. Tourism reached its peak in 2012 when there is a film titled '5 cm' tells the story of five
best friends adventure who go on hiking trip to Mount Semeru with great struggle to find out the
true friendship. Since then, tourists have increased drastically and pushed resident to interact with
the tourist from big cities. With various exposure to media, tourists, and to the government,
Ranupani changes socially through its livelihood in tourism. Besides farming, now the residents have
side jobs to support tourism activities and as a host to meet tourist’s need, namely as a porters, tour
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guides, and street vendors. When the participant asked about their feeling towards tourism, they
feel happy that they can host tourist from different cities in Indonesia even from internationals. “I'm
glad we have tourism in Ranupani, there is income other than from agriculture. In addition, there are
also gotong royong (communal work), so the residents are more aware of environmental
cleanliness,” says head of RT (neighborhood unit), that works as a farmer and also as a porter during
hiking season.
However, the presence of tourist gradually changes the meaning of the Tengger traditional
culture. The Kasada yearly ceremony becomes tourist attraction and shifts to staged authenticity.
There are tendency to the commodification of local tradition by tour agents and governments. One
of the master plan consultant members who also did the fieldwork reveals,
“Before the 2020 pandemic, the Bromo festival or Kasada Ceremony, which is a ritual of the
Tengger tribe (Hindu-Buddhist Nusantara) was opened to the public. However, during the
2020-2021 pandemic, the Kasoda Ceremony is only for Tenggerese. Tengger people felt that
the ceremony was previously focused on tourist attractions and generating profit. But when
the ceremony was exclusively for them, they felt more intimate and solemn when worshiping.”
Her observation about the commodification of culture is true validates by the resident in Ranupani.
They are aware that the ceremony was commoditized and staged. The atmosphere is different when
the ceremony is specifically held just for Tenggerese. Tourists during the ceremony tend to be
annoying because they do not understand the essence of the Kasada ritual where there are a
thanksgiving ceremony and the designation of a shaman ritual.
Besides, the leader changes in every five years also shift resident’s sense of ownership,
especially when the change was not accompanied by a continuous work program. Hence, every new
leader has different goals, intentions, and meanings which lead to the inconsistent village
development. Currently, some of the participants feel the village head is not supporting the
resident’s involvement in tourism development process. The residents also complain the village
head’s traits that do not socialize well with the community. Besides his ignorance traits, his decision
towards residents’ proposal take to times, even he tends to delay the process. “If the village head
continues like this, Ranupani will not move forward. Often we are invited to a meeting, but there is
no follow-up,” disclosed by one of the residents who was often invited to share his opinion on the
tourism development but his suggestion was never implemented. Other resident who a former
member of youth association says almost the same,
“When the community conveys, it should be discussed. But sometimes the government doesn't
want to listen to people who in fact are just farmers, uneducated. Yet we have lived here for
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many years and know how the environment should be improved or built. Not necessarily based
on government standards.”
From the two participant narratives, there was a feeling of frailty and the desperation of not being
heard by their representatives. Residents who feel neglected and powerless stated, “over time,
people are lazy to take initiatives in tourism activities.” The government who did not hear the
residents leads to the lack of trust in the long run. This happens since the new village head was
chosen in 2019. The village head was chosen through voting because resident felt that he is capable
enough as he graduated from university compared to other candidate. However, with the traditional
beliefs of Tengger, the new leader supposed to be prayed by the shaman through ceremony, but the
new village head did not want to because it opposite to what his religion beliefs. The village head
traits neglected the traditional ceremony made the residents mad and protest. Residents felt that he
tarnishes the Tengger culture and begins to disrespect the village head. Over years, the shaman as
traditional culture leader and village head as administrative leader have different authority of the
village but it always well manages village together. Nevertheless, this conflict creates social tension
between the local government and the community which makes discussions in development,
especially tourism, increasingly tough.
In addition, still with the debate on incentives for homestays above, the cases explicitly shows
the different contribution of residents in the tourist development. Most of those who get incentives
are rich people with large agricultural lands. Ranupani village is divided into 2 areas, namely the
upper kampong (smaller area than a village or hamlet) and the lower kampong. People in the upper
kampong mostly receives the incentives and they are well-known, have large farmland, and
economically able to build their own houses. Those who receive incentives are also people who have
a voice in the village, who are often invited when there are meetings with important government.
But the people lower-middle income in the lower kampong who often received guest because they
closer to the point of interest, did not get the incentives. Some people have protested that the
incentive is not right on target. One of the elderlies says,
"I don't get the beneficiaries even I have an ugly house like this. One day at the meeting, we
made some suggestions to update the resident list who are worthy to receive the incentive. But
we were not heard, our intention were rejected, especially by people who received the
beneficiaries. [...] The rich got richer, the poor got worse off. Instead of debating, I just kept
quiet."
From the quote above, it can be seen that there is an imbalance in the provision of financial
assistance between residences. In addition, there is intention for the residents who get benefit
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participate in tourism just for their personal interest. The inequality in the provision of incentives
makes some of the residents not interested in to participate in tourism. The residents who do not
get benefit feel that there is no use to contribute to tourism. This case shows that there is conflict
between the resident because of the financial assistance from the government. The shifting of sense
of ownership in gotong royong (communal work) moves to becomes more commercial and tends to
benefit the richer people in the village instead for communal benefit.
4.4

Exploring residents’ participation
The last part of findings is to explore the third sub research question: How a sense of place and

ownership is reflected in residents’ participation in tourism development processes?
In order to answer third research question, there are three cases that shown how residents in
Ranupani related to tourism development, participate, and emphasize sense of ownership aspect in
this study. This participation cases were emerged from the interview, confirmed and validated based
on the participants’ narratives, also with the researcher observation during fieldwork. First case is
the existence of youth tourism association which provides facilities for tourist especially Mount
Semeru hikers. The association independently ran for 2 years without any help from the government
but fell when the leader who was able to mobilize its members died. Second, the controversy
happened between the national programs in constructing the amphitheater and the residents. This
controversy raised some resistance from the resident in order for their voice to be heard. Last case is
about the upcoming development of resort plan by the private sectors in collaboration with national
park management that is rejected by the resident because it built in the protected area.
Each case explicitly shows the conceptual framing of Lachapelle’s notion in Sense of
Ownership. Where a sense of ownership is related in development based on three essentials
characteristics: process, outcome, and distribution within the tourism development transition, roles
of every individual also how development projects are contested. The developments in the second
and third case are being contested between actors by debate and intervene during the process
based on each other's perspectives of what the best for the village.
4.4.1 Rise and fall of a tourism association
Beyond farming, several Tenggerese youths have an association called 'Karang Taruna' (youth
organisation) who voluntarily manage tourists, parking, stalls, and contribute to waste management.
A total of 21 people were doing volunteer work without the help of the village government. Their
work was a big success according to the former members of the association. The members says that
they had more than one hundred million rupiah saving, owned a car for garbage collection, even
managed to get grants from several government institution to support tourism development. The
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grant from the provincial government is in the form of garbage trucks, while from the Ministry of
Agriculture is charcoal maker, and from Ministry of Village is potato chip maker.
“We get a lot of help from the ministries because we were trusted to handle the tools and
money. In the past, I submitted handwritten letter to get grants because I didn't even graduate
from elementary school. Other members helped me to apply for grants by letter. Then at the
sub-district office, type it in, and then we get the grants we need. It was amazing because it
was not through village administration. We also collect garbage ourselves, take turns taking
the initiative to go up to the mountains to collect garbage, we once got a total of 20 ton a day
[…]” an ex-member of the association recalls the memories when they were working together.
Everyone in the association takes turns to take a role in tourism activities as well as keeping
the village clean. Other residents outside of the association also support them. However, when there
was conflict with TNBTS, they choose hard revolt over discussion by spreading the garbage from the
TNBTS office to all over the village to show their power. “Otherwise, we will not be seen, we will not
be heard, our efforts will not be seen,” says one of the ex-members of Karang Taruna. They feel that
they have power in togetherness in order fighting the discrepancy authority. The residents’ sense of
ownership of their living environment is influencing their willingness to contribute in tourism
activities as a community. The correlation between sense of ownership/belonging of their village and
community relates in their history as the same Tengger tribe and pride to protect their land. Their
sense of belonging in the community also arises because they feel that the national park authorities
are undermining their shared commitment to preserving natural resources in national parks.
The highest peak of Karang Taruna and community contribution to tourism was when in 2016,
2017 and 2019 the Ranupani festival was held with the aim of introducing Tengger culture and
Ranupani village to the outside world (Figure 4.8 (a)). All activities were designed and carried out by
the youth of Ranupani. The event was attended by ministers, regents and covered by national TV
stations. This success was told by one of the members of Karang Taruna, “it was our biggest event,
and everything was from the youth of Ranupani who want to introduce our Tengger culture. It
became viral nationally after we upload the event on Youtube.” How they do voluntary working in
tourism beyond farming shows their sense of ownership with dedication to the process.
The Karang Taruna association lasted from 2012 to 2019. In 2019, the leader of this tourismvoluntary association—respected by many in Ranupani youths—passed away. The situation of the
association thereafter became chaotic with many conflicts of interest within the member.
Nowadays, the association is dormant as no leader was as firm and honest as he was in managing
the community for tourism.
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"When he was here, everyone was getting along very well. Everyone respects and believes him.
He manages everything, from coordinating the activities to financial matters. He is the one
who attend if there is an invitation from the provincial government. Even though he was the
only one who invited, when he came back, he would invite us to gather to inform and discuss
what he got from the meeting. So, everyone knows the outcome of the meeting,” one of the
association recalls memories of their leader who was makes him enthusiastic to contribute
tourism.
The fact that the leader is not Tenggerese who married to the Tenggerese woman shows that if the
person willing to sacrifices for the development of Ranupani, whoever he/she is, he/she will be
respected by Tenggerese. A good leader seems very prominent roles in coordinating the resident’s
participation, especially for the youths. The resident’s demand is the importance of collaborating
supported by qualified and trustworthy leaders. Without this, the organization disintegrates and
does not share the same vision for tourism development.

(a)

(b)

Figure 4.8 (a) Ranupani Festival, a national eye-catcher event
(b) Collecting garbage, one of the association activities
(Source: Photos collection by courtesy of one of the residents)

Based on the observation to the participants who are former member of associations, it shows
the existence of local heroes as leader in the tourism youth associations is important. The leader
who could lead the Tenggerese youth is fundamental in mobilizing tourism participation in the
village, even though the leader is not from Tenggerese. The residents who felt enthusiastic show
high sense of ownership to contribute to the tourism process because they feel involved in every
discussion and decision. Even sometimes there was a conflict, they could discuss together without
fight. Since their leader died in 2019, no one has been able to mobilize youth collectively integrated.
They work separately to one another resulting a suspicions and sense of distrust begin to arise
between residents. Until the pandemic in 2020, the state of tourism in Ranupani became even more
41 | T h e s i s

chaotic. There is no one to manage the garbage, the parking lot for the jeeps for climbing is messy,
and residents started to lose interest to work in tourism.
4.4.2 Controversy in constructing the amphitheater
The participants also tell stories about the controversy in construction of the amphitheater in
the end of 2019. The whole process manifest resident participation is through denying and
resistance. This building is a government initiative to provide space for traditional show or when
there is traditional ceremony. The government argues that the development is to support the village
as the top 50 tourist villages in Indonesia and later as top 10 tourism village. Unlike the resident,
they argue that the amphitheater is not needed because the ceremony or traditional culture event
conducted near and inside their house. One of the residents who joined the protest mimic the
government argument: “how can you disagree? We are fighting for the community so that this
village is in the top 10 nationally”. The resident think the building is unnecessary as it shows
inauthenticity of Ranupani and something that made up for tourist.
Regardless, the amphitheater needs to be built since it was the program from the central
government and resident must agree. The building which was originally planned on Ranu Regulo
Lake and again the location plan was opposed by the community. The residents want to move the
plan to Ranu Pani Lake instead. One resident talked about how he and several other youths tried to
prohibit the construction of the amphitheater to maintain the authenticity and beauty of the Ranu
Regulo Lake. He told that he says, “leave it as it is, let nature be nature” during the protest during
the discussion of the new plan. The resident argued at the meeting protest that amphitheater was
something made up and not in accordance with the desires of the community. One of the residents
who is critical about the development says, “who wants to use an amphitheater in an open space,
it’s not real character and landscape of Ranupani. The truly local wisdom of the community is having
discussion in the kitchen like this. Not outdoor.” The resident argues that the amphitheater is not
necessary and it all something made up. Other says that the amphitheater makes resident loss the
feeling of event that held in Ranupani. They felt not involved when there is an event held in
amphitheater.
“Last month when the minister came and it held in amphitheater, we saw from afar, only
outsiders came. Not many resident aware of the event, they even saw it on TV instead of
seeing the event with their own eyes. […] We can only give advice, but yes, no response. The
amphitheater built as planned,” complains the participant who was not invited during the
event and could not do anything about the amphitheater.
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At the end, the construction cannot be avoided because the amphitheater project is given and
finance by the central government. However, the protest by the youths was successful to move the
amphitheater construction from Ranu Regulo to Ranu Pani Lake. It shows that the resident care for
the development and have strong ownership to the land so they knows what the best for the future
of their living environment, Ranu Regulo's environment is still natural, and it is inappropriate to build
a concrete construction there. These protesters are powerful in this case because they have a strong
argument to preserve nature. According to one of the residents, some of the protester use quite
harsh words and tend to provoke the government. For validation of the resident behavior towards
government, during fieldwork I accidentally participated in a socialization held by the Provincial
Environmental Service for the Tenggerese people in Ranupani. As in other government events, the
event organization or the government provides lunch boxes using plastic. When it quipped about
waste by the speaker of the socialization, one of the invited residents says:
“Who brought garbage to this village from the city? It is the government itself. The government
does not give good example for the villagers. We from the village have used natural packaging
so that there is no plastic waste. Now, the government comes bring plastic with you and
produce waste,” says one of the residents during the meeting.
As I observed in the meeting, some of the residents are quiet but one or two of them are vocal and
critical about what the government said. It was also pretty similar situation with the amphitheater
plan that can be moved to other lake. The community feels as the village owner also as indigenous
resident, so when there is a top-down plan from the government, the residents feel that the
development endangers environment and community wellbeing. This shows there is connection
between sense of place and ownership with the willingness community to participate in
development in the environment where they live.
4.4.3 The location of a new resort
Several participants tell story about the construction of a resort on one of the hills. The resort
is planned for 55 years contract with the private sector and TNBTS. The development was not
approved by the community because the area is a conservation area that cannot be developed. The
resident argued that the area is supposed to be a conservation area which protected by TNBTS.
However, TNBTS is the one who facilitated the development of the resort. So, some residents are
resistant and rejected the plan. “The resort development is not in accordance with the original goal
of environmental sustainability. Even though it's a protected area that can't be built with concrete,
how come TNBTS even allows it,” tells one of the residents who rejected the plan.
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Resident’s facilitator for community empowerment in Ranupani who I met outside the village
tells me about how decision is made in scope community participation in the village context.
“Development decisions in Ranupani are always taken technically, but there is no room for a
voice for the community. Local government considers that the citizens are unable to
communicate, destroying the environment, being stubborn, and so on. Then TNBTS judges that
resident destroys the environment, even though the community is actually only taking
advantage of the potential of nature. However, the form of utilization is different between
TNBTS and the community. So, it impact on the land use change unilaterally”.
Since the residents' opinion was neglected and the plan still going on, some of the residents rebelled
and opened new agricultural lands in the forest without permission. They wanted to get
compensation from the development that benefited the residents. In the sense of ownership
concept, this is part of the 'distribution' where the decision of the national park has an effect across
various scales where the resident does not accept the plan because of the ecological impacts and
does not benefit the community.
Following that, the desperate residents were asking help from the village head. It is not
expected that the village head that described in subsection 4.3.2 as a person who is ignorant would
support the rejection of resorts permitted by the national park offical. Together with the community,
the village head put an effort to slowing down the process. They found one point where the resort
could not be built, namely closing the water source. The unexpected collaboration and joined power
between village head and community open up new participation situation. Where there is a room
for negotiation process, they can achieve goal in tourism development as the community desired.
This case relates with the second characteristic of ownership where the resident do have
influence over the outcome of the decision making. The resident together with the village head
negotiating the decision made by the national park official. The resort is a product of the desire of
national park management and private sector that have ambition to commodification the potential
location in the village. Without the resident’s knowledge and opinion about this plan, it leads to
resident loss of interest and in the future diminishes the connection to the places that they once can
visit freely without the existence of private sector.

4.4.4 To the geopark tourism initiatives
Geopark plan becomes concrete in the coming years. Based on a follow-up interview with the
provincial government of East Java, the geopark process is currently in the stage to establish a
geopark management agency with the support from Energy and Mineral Resources Ministry. “The
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management will be directly determined by the Ministry of Energy and Mineral Resources based on
the potential […] and the district's ability to manage it. We as provincial government help to
analyze,” she explains about the geopark organization. She continues that the master plan team and
the provincial agency also will help to propose and decide the geopark local team. In addition, when
the government was asked about the participation of the resident, she says,
“Yes, there will be community empowerment at the destination through tourism awareness
groups. There is a plan to socialize and educate the public about geoparks. Then they were also
included in the FGD (focus group discussion).”

Instead of collaborating with the resident by offering to join the geopark team or organization, the
government treats the resident role as the object of development. The government does not view
residents as essential stakeholders for geopark development despite residents’ knowledge and
awareness about their living environment.
Afterward, the follow-up interview was also held with the resident about how far the
government was trying to include residents in the tourism development. He says,
“Starting in 2016 tourism began to be crowded; slowly governments have attention to improve
tourism by involving community. In addition to infrastructure, training is provided from the
tourism office to increase income. Most of the material is how to entertain when there are
guests, stories about village characteristics, making potato chips. [...] There is also training on
making souvenirs and UMKM (SMEs – small and medium enterprises).”

However, when asked further about the geopark development, he is not aware of the concept. The
quote shows that the plan has not reached the resident yet. Even there is no socialization about the
planning from the Provincial Tourism Agency and Provincial Development and Planning Agency.
In addition, there are different perspectives between outsiders and insiders. When they are
asked what their hopes are for the future development of tourism in Ranupani and Bromo-TenggerSemeru, outsiders hope that this village can be developed attractively as a national and international
tourist destination. “Tourism could be more organized and well managed so that many tourists do
not just pass by and hike to Semeru, but also contribute to the economy of Ranupani residents,” says
a tour agent from a nearby village who has been visiting Ranupani with his dad since he was a child.
The idea is almost the same with the tourism provincial government that states,
“Before geopark, Presidential Decree No. 8 already existed regarding the acceleration of
economic development, for example, the amphitheater project. All of that supports the
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development of geopark. [...] yes, I hope that the Tenggerese people could play a bigger role,
by strengthening children's education, including tourism and disaster mitigation.”

Contrary, resident of Ranupani do not want massive development in their village. “I think we
don’t need more building. Enough is enough. I think visitors want to see nature. Let the nature of our
village be nature,” hopes one of the residents who are active in the meeting that I attend. It's not
that people don't want to be participating in the tourism development process, but they hope that
their presence is seen, their voices heard, and their ideas are implemented.
Throughout all the different narrative stories, it shows some residents have been active in
participating in the tourism development process in Ranupani. Beyond farming, they are trying to be
able to contribute to the development of their living environment through different forms, for
instance, through attending the meeting, even with rejection, disagreement, and disapproval of the
plan. This finding follows Lachapelle (2008) that residents' attachment to a place leads to their
feeling of ownership to involve in the physical places. The attachment also makes an explicit
interaction and connection in community development, practice, and outcome.
Furthermore, the place-making process of Ranupani through tourism development remains a
dynamic process where residents, tourists, tour agents, and the government together shaped the
place. The strong sense of connection to the village and its surrounding as part of Bromo-TenggerSemeru is stronger compared to other villages since the prominent location and the
central/provincial attention to this village development. Concerning the geopark initiation, residents
are mostly not aware of government ambition. Most of the comments about geopark ambition are
coming from the government authority.
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5 Discussion
Based on the findings, a range of issues has emerged that I further like to discuss here. I will
start by discussing how diverse senses of a place are owned by different actors predicated on power
relations and empowerment in tourism development processes. The power relation is related to the
development contestation and geopark intention in order to develop the national park. At the same
time, intervene of outsiders also would empower the insider to protect what they have in their living
place. I will then, using my conceptual framework in ownership, discuss how diminished sense of
place integrated with losing a sense of ownership in the case of Ranupani in light of emerging
conflict amidst the government, TNBTS as national park manager, and the residents. This chapter
also critically discusses the consequences of losing a sense of place and ownership because of the
massive transition to accommodate tourists rather than residents' homes. I argue that such a
significant change has consequences to the placelessness as discussed by Relph (1976). Lastly, I
explore the sense of place and ownership as the foundation of resident participation in the tourism
transition process and what this study allows us to learn concerning future geopark developments. I
would also emphasize the importance of residents' participation in the tourism development
process.
5.1

Diverse lenses see different things
Different stakeholders have been involved in the tourism development transition in Bromo-

Tengger-Semeru National parks over a period of time, namely residents who I indicated as insiders,
but also local government, national-level government, national park management, and tour
operators as what I framed as outsiders to Ranupani. Most of the participants that were interviewed
agree on Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park as a popular tourist destination because of its
unique natural landscape and culturally attractive. However, when exploring each actor's sense of
Ranupani, this study finds different meanings, identities, and functions across insiders and outsiders.
The residents have a strong sense of place are as products of years of connection with the
environment where they live and interrelation between the individual in the community. The
connection with their history as the descendants of Majapahit Empire as the oldest tribe in Java
Island and their long practice tradition together as one community are also reasons why they have
such a strong identity with their direct surroundings. As mentioned by Massey (2004), there is
important connections between place and history, as products of practices, and continuously under
developing process. She also argues places are spaces where story, history, and community are
gathered to make it specific and unique.
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In correlation with rooted people to a place, Relph (1976) sees connection with home as a
strong sense of place where each resident is aware of various spatial elements in the village as their
living space and makes use of every function. Beside their long history Tengger tribe as their identity,
the rooted meaning that makes them feel inside of their land is related on how they make function
of their living environment as a place to generate income in agriculture. For example, the resident’s
main occupation is farmer who cultivates vegetables and potatoes behind their house. Moreover,
the Tengger tribe community is exclusive and in a small population which also makes them have a
sense of belonging to each other.
The findings show each place and person in Ranupani become essential and give meaning
individually through emotions and experiences which leads to a rooted and attached place as home
as confirmed by Relph (1976) and Seamon (2013). This confirms what Seamon (2013) argues about
place attachment where it seems interdependent with other elements of place, such as emotional
bond between individual, geographical and cultural quality, environment aesthetics, and social
involvement. The insideness of a place could be threatened or overpowered by outside intentions,
such as making the place a commercial venue that is represented as pride of a wider region or
country.
Looking at the sense of place by outsiders, particularly tour agent and government agency, we
could see a clear contrast as they tend to connect the village and surroundings with the tourism
opportunity that is commoditized with the presence of tourists. Outsiders try to commoditize in a
way to what they think as free resources (natural landscape and cultural identity) from Tengger
tribe. For example, the Kasada ceremony is historically isolated from outside influences and is a
sacred event for Tenggerese. Nowadays, this event hosts a huge stream of domestic and foreign
tourists and generates income from tourism activity which shifts the original meaning of this
ceremony. Many parties other than the Tenggerese people take advantage of this event for the
benefit of tourist groups or individuals. Unlike the Tenggerese as insiders who so far have only
commodified the land for agricultural activities to fulfill their primary life.
Different meaning and function explored when discussing tourism development in BromoTengger-Semeru, especially in the case of Ranupani. Tour agents and government as outsiders make
a function Ranupani as a potential commodity to generate income from the tourist. While the
government intends to develop/professionalize the village by infrastructure construction and push
residents to better hosts the tourist in the future. This findings in in line with previous research by
Saufi et al. (2014). They found that tour agencies are preoccupied with economic revenues without
paying attention to social and environmental aspects. The role of tourism agencies were seen
ineffective in supporting the tourism development. Moreover, the government is focused on
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developing mass-scale tourism and attracting significant international tourism investment instead
giving adequate space for the host communities to participate and take advantage of their
resources.
5.2

Exercising power in decision making processes
The residents have deep rooted meaning in their land could threaten by outsiders who try to

exercise their power. This research found there is outsiders’ power on how the national park has
been predominantly managed and decided by government entities. From the TNBTS as the
conservation management, local administrative and central government are ‘planning’ the whole
Bromo-Tengger-Semeru, especially for geopark initiatives. Formal authorities are trying to interfere
with the place through development, while the residents aim to protect their known living
environment. The exercising of power emerges in these study findings because of there are
different sense of place and ownership between stakeholders in the national park.
Throughout all three cases found, it shows some residents do participate in different ways or
not at all in the tourism decision-making process in Ranupani. Beyond farming, they want to
contribute in the development through different forms. This finding follows Lachapelle (2008) that
residents' strong ownership influences their participation in the process. The attachment also makes
an explicit interaction and connection in community development, practice, and outcome.
The residents are aware of their living environment as a tourism destination, but they seem
to reject some of the national or provincial tourism infrastructure development programs. The
amphitheater-construction conflict shows the resident's deep feeling of ownership of their living
environment – as in rejection of new resort that resident might lose their freedom to access the
area— made them against the plan. Vorkinn and Riese, (2001) have stressed the importance of place
attachment and ownership as a fundamental aspect in environmental concerns by the community.
They state that those who are feel owned and attached to a place may be more sensitive to negative
or positive impacts. The attachment may lead to less willingness to replace their living environment
with a recreational destination due to potential environmental degradation.
Nevertheless, how particular actors exercise the power through top-down ‘plan’ gives the
impression that they want to implement the plan for the public or resident welfare. However, it was
not always the case, especially concerns at the geopark transition for the national park. The
government uses ‘local participation’ as a popular term to ‘include’ residents for the development.
The government decision-making process in geopark development ambition is a reflection of
injecting the power from outside. Hasselskog (2019) claims this particular decision practice is
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participatory tools and practices to manipulate resident needs in order to legitimize intervention
from the government assumption.
The decision-making process in Ranupani is indeed quite complicated with all actors involved.
From observing conflicts in Ranupani, the decision-making process, outcome, and distribution are
influenced by residents as insider and government/tourist agents’ different sense of ownership and
intention. The different meanings identified in resident and non-resident influence their future
vision of the living environment that exercises though tourism development decision making.
Residents want to protect the environment as their home, while government/tour agents intend to
promote the village as a top 10 tourism destination in Indonesia. The consequence of this imbalance
practice of power practiced by outsider is the occurrence of conflicts in any development plan
proposed. This power practice here means that the influence of the government and the tour
operator as an outsider is greater than that of resident as a local which resulting losing control over
the place that they care for.
The residents are well aware of the tourism potential and happy to host tourists since these
whole activity seem to connect with their sense of place towards what their natural landscape offer.
There is also willingness to participate in tourism development. Nevertheless, when they have to
deal with government or authority, their sense of ownership is experienced as relatively weak and
powerless. It is because the authorities tend to take control of the plan while local residents would
like to exercise their power to protect their land from rapid and massive development. What
emerged throughout residents' narratives was a feeling of rejection and not being heard by their
village representatives. This emerges when some of the resident is no invited during the meeting to
discuss the development for their village. The lack of trust in their village head which resident
describe also leads to the rejection and not being heard feeling. The local government mostly
working on their own and not heard what the residents suggest. Thus, the government in this case
has given a stronger ability to decide over or transform the place as they see fit.
Besides, the residents seem to have a strong dependency on key local figures to help them in
decision making process. The prominent role of local leader from one of the residents in the
collective action of residents in Ranupani is needed as mediator to the government authority. It is
since most of the residents are unconfident with their status of uneducated farmers. The role of
local leader is also important in coordination of the youth community to manage the tourism
activity. Otherwise, in this case after the local heroes or leaders pass away, the residents active
participation in the tourism development process become particularly dormant.
Furthermore, the head of the village also lacks leading and directing the community to
participate in tourism development. Therefore, the key in designing participation and stimulate
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resident ownership is to take local leader into account. Inclusion of such structures may act as a
meaningful intermediary between community members and the government. This results in line
with previous study (Li et al., 2016) which also about the different interest of stakeholder in rural
tourism development transition. They found that communities in most developing countries have
limited opportunity to participate in decision making process. Furthermore, the village leader have
an important role as an intermediary to the government since most of the resident claimed by
government that they have no prior knowledge to tourism or development in general.
5.3

Importance of participation
Involving residents in tourism development is fundamental. Not only as a formality of

participation but also that they should actively engage with the process. Residents’ should actively
participate in the process because they aid attain worthy decision-making processes and managing
both natural and cultural resources effectively and on basis of longstanding local knowledge (WHO,
2002). A number of studies in tourism development have focused on residents' participation
(Prabhakaran et al., 2014; Rasoolimanesh et al., 2017; Simmons, 1994). Simmons (1994) argues that
there are two reasons why community participation is important in the area of tourism planning.
First, tourism activities may have an intense impact on the livability of the destination. Second,
Simmons (1994) argues that community in social construction is an essential element in the
hospitality atmosphere of the destination.
As I argue in the beginning of this study also in supported by Miranda et al. (2007) argument
that there will be no effective and constructive development between the stakeholders without
participation of residents. Moreover, there is indeed potential for conflict to emerge as this study
case illustrated. This relates to the findings where Ranupani have informal form of participation
when they choose resistance way in order their voice to be heard by the government or national
park authority. This resident's participation can have a catalytic effect on the tourism industry
because it will permits the people to express their opinions, increases people’s sense of ownership,
belonging and responsibility on the development which affect their lives in the future (Aref, 2011;
Prabhakaran et al., 2014).
After all, tourism development ideally benefits the community where the development takes
place (Simmons, 1994). Specifically, the participation should not just given by the government, but
an initiation of active participation by the residents would generate benefit economically and
socially. For example, bottom-up communal participation would enhance social attachment by
taking place localities rather than top-down direction that would disconnect residents’ meaning
towards the place. Rasoolimanesh et al., (2017) argue that employment is given by the government
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not directly will involve and make the community actively participate in the development.
Involvement should actively ask/invite the community in tourism planning and decision-making.
This different perspective on how participation should be implemented brings to the
discussion the typology of the different types of participation. Tosun (1999) argues that community
participation, especially in the tourism development context, should not be considered a rigid
framework but rather as flexible in the local context. The ideal type of participation according to
Tosun (2006) is the community allowed to hear and be heard, have the power to control that their
opinion is taken into account by the government who makes the development plan. With this type
of participation, government could produce space for accommodating residents’ interest and to
ensure actively participate in the development implementation. Moreover, the involvement is able
to generate economic benefit for the residents in tourism activity in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru. In the
future, community participation is important in the geopark development and management process
since it –in theory— may improve the livelihood of people and strengthen their appreciation of their
geological and cultural heritage values (Azman et al., 2010). Particularly the participation is where
the process could generate trust and ownership of the resident in the development area.
A study conducted by Rasoolimanesh et al. (2017) defined internal motivation, opportunity,
and residents’ ability to contribute will significantly affect community participation in tourism
development. Simmons (1994) has similar results in his study that to determine the residents’
participation; a number of factors were examined, such as key beliefs, attitudes toward tourism
development, and the feeling of responsibility to contribute in the tourism industry. He also argued
that a sense of ownership could generally shape the future of tourism development because
residents would prefer to see the development in their own and responsibility.
However, resident could participate in different ways. This study shows that participation
could be in the form of resistance and rejection. This condition is also as a result of high sense of
ownership of their history and land as their living space. As Kerstetter & Bricker (2009) claim the
resident meaning is as a reflection of the past and as a concern for the future. The following section
explains in details.
5.3.1 Participation through resistance
From all the different narrative stories, the resident has been active in participating in the
tourism development process in Ranupani. However, in this study, residents’ participation may
interestingly also occur through rejection, disagreement, and disapproval of national government
programs. This finding contradicts recent research in Wonocolo Village as another potential geopark
destination under development in Indonesia (Idajati et al., 2021). Their study states community

52 | T h e s i s

participation is through supporting government programs, facilitating program implementation,
actively joining seminars or events from the government, and generating income from tourism
activities. Other literature in Indonesia (Kaharuddin et al., 2020; Prabowo et al., 2016) also states
that there is a standard on how the community should participate. For instance, participation in
planning meetings, decision making, seeking development funding, involvement in infrastructure
development, as well as in the tourism industry itself (in the forms of destination management and
guides, food or souvenir vendors, porters, and provide homestays).
On the other hand, Ranupani residents do not seem to participate in such idealized
procedures. Rather than forcing an ‘ideal’ type of participation, they instead participate through
rejection, deny the top-down plan from the government, and even try to interfere with the
construction plan. This study found that, in reality, participation could be in different forms. The
diverse type of participation is in line with what Tosun (2006) study about the nature of community
participation in tourism development that communities might be interested in being involved in
various forms. For instance, when the local people do not want the formal authority and tourism
market demands decide, direct and manage the tourism development, when they themselves wish
to be involved.
The divers’ alternative forms of participation related to the various sense of ownership in
different groups. The sense of ownership framework is beneficial to unravel the decision-making
process and tensions at stake. Canter (1977) argues people usually participate in social activities
according to their sense of place and ownership. When they have high attachment in their living
space, they will voluntarily participate in the development process for their living environment.
Furthermore, the observed conflict between residents and authority in this study shows that various
opportunities are available for an individual to involve and negotiate the definition of issues and
methods to address them (Lachapelle, 2008). These villagers in Ranupani are proud descendants of
an empire that would like to keep power over their land and remain immersed in it through their
intimate relations with the village, its heritage, but also the natural conservation of their
surroundings/place to live from (e.g. fishing and farming). Moreover, they are concerned as the
development outcome might affect the future of the village and grandchildren: socially,
environmentally, and politically. Hence, residents engage and associate with the emerging tourism
development process in the living environment in their own way and cannot be standardized from a
government perspective.
Furthermore, without resident participation intervention in the emerging tourism activity in
Bromo-Tengger-Semeru, the tourism activity under the national park management would never
significantly benefit the community. There is inadequate participation by communities in the natural
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resources planning and management (Hakim & Soemarno, 2017) and it may lead to ignorance from
the resident. This confirming what Hakim & Soemarno (2017) research, they argue that lack of
opportunities for involvement and planning could severely reduce community respect and
participation in tourism activity. The lack of resident access in the decision-making process would
put them under pressure because they would lose control over natural/cultural resources.
Furthermore, the place-making process of Ranupani through tourism development remains
always under process where different actors shaped the place. Especially, with the future geopark
establishment, the development might impact the resident sense of place since it would transform
their surroundings. The transformation through built environment may be the case when their
surrounding becomes overcrowding tourism destination and disrupting their traditional community
life. The rapid pace of development could exert a negative effect of tourism as the residents
mentioned about level of noise and dust.

5.3.2 Losing one’s sense of ownership
With the emerging tourism activities, the Tenggerese as indigenous residents started to open
up with tourists and interplay with the development agenda they could not avoid. Massey (2004)
argues that places are continually constructed by social and other powerful institution forces in
society. The continuation of the construction project made natural landscape and culture as
resources contested between insider and outsider. This contested development shows in the
multilayered plan within the village in the national park.
The ‘development plans’ are layering in the Bromo-Tengger-Semeru national park, including
the infrastructure improvement through provincial and regency program, the KSPN (national tourism
strategy area) and geopark from central government. The plans potentially transform sense of place
and ownership for residents. For instance, this study found that some residents gradually lose
interest to participate in tourism development since they were not invited for the meeting held by
the government anymore. The resident who invited is someone who has money or position in the
village. I argue that through overlapping plans, outsider interest, and government interventions in
emerging development transitions in the national park would reduce resident’s sense of place.
Moreover, residents start to lose control over the resources and connection of the place.
Consequently, the place meaning transforms to become tourist destination place rather than their
home or crops production.
The chance of losing sense of ownership of the land could be potentially increase to the one
who do not directly associate with the tourism activity at all, in this case the farmers and/or elderly.
They tend to become an outsider towards their own lived spaces and see the development from a
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far distance. Their position is vulnerable as they have less to no voice in tourism development,
become excluded as such and may not be given a change to continue their connection to the land.
In the case of the emerging geopark development process, from national to the local seems to
neglect the position of resident as indigenous people who living in the area. Instead of collaborating
and give space to the resident by offering to join the geopark initiators, the government treats the
resident role as the object of development. From the finding it shows that the government does not
incorporate residents as essential actor for geopark development despite residents’ locality
knowledge about their living environment.
In the long run, the place could be experience placelessness where the resident exodus from
the village and the place losing its uniqueness in terms of naturally and culturally. The argument of
placelessness by Relph (1976) relates to this study where place could losing its identity and meaning.
Place may be experienced authentically and in-authentically. The residents as an insider have an
authentic sense of place where they rooted and experienced genuinely with the place identity
without intermediary. Also it is where the residents involve deep awareness of traditional identities
and local significances of places. While the outsider have more an inauthentic sense of place where
the place experienced through a mass tourist demand/hiking trend or government practice on how
the tourism experience should be. Otherwise, the inauthentic attitude of government and tourist
commercialized the places consciously or unconsciously encourage a weakening the identity of
places.
Thus, the rapid and massive environmental change could gradually mean a loss of ownership
over the tourism process. This relates to what Relph (1976) argues, the changing character of places
trhoguh modifications of buildings and landscape at the same time also change the resident’s
attitude. In this study found the existence of amphitheater because of the centralized development
changing the attitude of the residents. They feels have more responsibility to manage the building
that they actually not even asked for. This development has led to natural resistance to the
upcoming development. They are afraid that the upcoming development would not benefited them
and adding more responsibility to take care of.
The informal residents' participation reflects the high sense of eagerness to contribute to
tourism development. However, the residents feel not involved or heard by the authorities could
stimulate community resistance towards upcoming development. This finding also agrees with
Kerstetter & Bricker (2009) studied Fijis' sense of place. They argue that tourism development has
gradually reshaped the village into a tourism destination. The study found out that ignoring the
residents' place meaning and value in the tourism development process may result in the loss of
natural and cultural resources that attract tourists. For instance, the daily life of the Tengger people
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are constantly dependent on the place where they stay, have traditional ceremonies, and makeliving on agricultural land. If the government ignores value and meaning, it is not only endangering
residents' well-being but also will potentially lose the tourism opportunity. Besides, there are
environmental pressures also experienced by residents because of new infrastructure developed for
tourists.
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6 Conclusion
In this final section, I return to the research questions posed at the beginning of the present study.
First, how a sense of place is articulated by residents and non-residents in Bromo-Tengger-Semeru
National Park and associated tourism development processes? This study has shown that the
Tenggerese as indigenous people have deep roots in land within Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National
Park. The village of Ranupani is their home and where they earn a living, recreate, and are socially
interrelated as a family. By contrast, non-resident tour operators and government officials are
seeking to turn Ranupani into a commodity to generate income from tourists, and the government is
seeking to modernize the village by building infrastructure and urging residents to be better hosts of
tourists in the future. Despite these disparate views, residents and non-residents alike agree that
Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park is a popular tourist destination because of its unique natural
landscape and cultural appeal, both of which need to be protected.
Second, how does this sense of place and ownership change over time in the context of recent
Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park tourism development processes? The tourism development
transition is becoming more evident in changes to the living environment. From an isolated place the
Tengger have long called home to a modern place with easier access, existence forms of
accommodation like homestays, and changing function of and environmental damage to the lakes.
Changes are also occurring socially, as indicated by the emergence of new jobs in the tourism sector
and the creation government-led development programmes. Moreover, there has been a shifting
and transformation in residents’ sense of place and ownership. It is where people living together
with tourists through the commodification of their living environment and involvement in tourism
activities. Since tourists began travelling to Bromo and Mount Semeru in the 1990s, residents have
begun to take on dual roles as porters, street vendors, and tour guides, beyond their traditional
practice of agriculture.
Lastly, how a sense of place and ownership is reflected in residents’ participation in tourism
development processes? Ongoing development efforts are aimed at equipping tourism facilities such
as homestays and an amphitheater to bring the area to international geopark standards. With this
village receiving more attention from the central government through a massive development
programme, conflict is inevitable, since there are many actors other than residents who are
exercising their power to turn Bromo-Tengger Semeru into a strategic location for Indonesia’s
national tourism priorities. The diverse senses of place and ownership have led to the different
intentions and visions to either develop or protect the national park’s environment. Conflicts
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between the community and park management have caused residents to become less willing to
participate in tourism development that runs counter to their deep sense of ownership of their living
environment. In addition, residents do not trust the village heads to provide competent leadership,
and development often occurs without community knowledge or approval. This results in
community activities being either dormant or at best unconnected to decision-making processes. An
effective local leader could play a prominent role in coordinating resident participation and
mediating with the government in the tourism development process.
The present study has explored resident participation by obtaining a deep understanding of the
sense of place and ownership that relates to the potential collaborations with different stakeholders
in the development of Bromo-Tengger-Semeru National Park. The study’s findings provide insights
for the participation literature by showing that a contribution need not be positive: resistance and
opposing development plans are also forms of participation. This study also contributes to the
emerging discussion about geoparks, as many countries are in the process of registering their
geological potential with UNESCO. The key lesson learned here is that residents who have lived in an
area for generations need to be actively involved in development processes. Acknowledging the
meaning, identity, function, and local tradition/wisdom of each living environment is essential.
Finally, suggestions for further research are offered. Geoparks represent a new form of development
in tourism and require community participation to be taken seriously. The present study contributes
to the literature on the tourism development from the national park notion to the geopark concept
by incorporating the acknowledgement of inhabitants’ sense of place and ownership. Several
questions remain exist that could be explored and discussed for the further research, including: how
is the power relation between insider and outsider could enhance residents’ participation in tourism
development process? How are decisions by government to move ahead with geopark development
integrated with previous plans? It is a relevant research considering many places or countries are
now using geopark as part of tourism development. Furthermore, further research regarding how
residents can be involved in the decision-making process without weakening their sense of place and
ownership can be explored. The question suggests a holistic approach that will offer an in-depth
understanding of how residents can participate in development processes by incorporating their
sense of meaning about a place. At present, they are often excluded and tend to lose their special
sense of place and ownership.
In addition for the contribution to the sense of ownership theory, this study results would propose
to update theory sense of ownership. Lachapelle understand sense of ownership by gauging the
quality of trust in the development effort. He argues that a high degree of trust to the higher
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authority in development process can help to determine the ownership potential. However, in this
study, the sense of ownership is not limited solely with the trust, but also through the characteristics
of sense of place which closely interrelated. The characteristic are identity (history), meaning, and
function. For example, the history changes over time (understand the population and conflict
history), social and cultural background (since ethnicity, tradition, and local wisdom rooted in the
meaning of place), and economic driven (resources and how people make function of their living
environment to generate income).
For practical suggestions in the tourism development process, the government or decision-maker at
every level should listen to and incorporate the Tengger's desire as indigenous people. The
utilization of natural and cultural resources should also make sure to acknowledge the local tradition
and wisdom since the resident have deep meaning, identity, and make function of their surrounding
for generations. This also enhances resident's sense of ownership by taking their opinion and need
seriously. Lachapelle's (2008) sense of ownership leads to how participation should be done at the
grassroots level as they are more aware of their surroundings and every voice that comes from them
must be considerate. Otherwise, the residents could take on alternative strategies to participate
informally instead as they like to keep ownership and remain insiders to their place. Moreover,
residents will experience the inauthenticity of the place and lose the potential of natural and cultural
resources that attract tourism, which Relph refers to as placelessness.
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Appendix
Interview List
No. of
Participant
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28
29
30.
31.
32.
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Occupation
Farmer
Farmers and tour agents
Farmer – Village elderly
Teacher
TNBTS staff
Housewife
Housewife
Farmer and neighborhood leader
Farmer and creative workers
Organisation head, former Karang Taruna Volunteer
Farmer and porter
Farmer
TNBTS Staff
Village Head
Farmer and tour operator
Farmer and street vendor
Farmer and tourism volunteer
Village Elderly
Shaman of Tengger
Waste association head
Farmer and hiker
Geopark masterplan team
Provincial Government Agency
Provincial Tourism Government Agency
TNBTS staff
National Planning and Development Government Agency
Provincial Government Agency
Street Vendor
Farmer and housewife
Tour Agent
Tour Agent
Former tourism volunteer

Resident/ NonResident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident
Non-Resident
Non-Resident
Non-Resident
Resident
Non-Resident
Non-Resident
Non-Resident
Non-Resident
Non-Resident
Non-Resident
Non-Resident

