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The volume of waste generation in Indonesia is 65.8 million tons/year in 2018 and will continue to
increase to around 70 million tons/year in 2022. To overcome this problem, the government has
established several policy products, but the implementation of these policies has not been able to
making Indonesia free from waste problems. This study aims to determine and detect the
effectiveness of the implementation of waste management policies in Indonesia for the 2019-2022
and 2023-2025 periods. This study uses qualitative methods through a literature review approach
with secondary data collection techniques. The results of the study show that (1) the
implementation of waste management policies in Indonesia for the 2019-2022 period has not been
effective because the targets and objectives of waste management have not been achieved, and the
waste management system has not been optimal from the aspects of resources, institutions and law
enforcement; and (2) the implementation of waste management policies in Indonesia in 2023-2025
is predicted and has the potential to not be effective. This is because the targets set in the regional
government's RPJMD for the 2021-2026 period are much smaller than the targets set in the
Jakstranas/Jakstrada. Recommendations that can be given so that the implementation of waste
management policies can be more effective is to improve the regulatory system for waste

management in Indonesia through harmonization between policies.

INTRODUCTION

Attachment I to Presidential Regulation Number 18 of 2020
concerning the National Medium-Term Development Plan
(RPJMN) states that in 2018 the success rate of waste
management in Indonesia has only reached 68.8% (45.3 million
tons/year) of the total waste generated by 65.8 million tons/year,
while the waste reduction rate only reached 2.8% (1.8 million
tons/year). As a result, there is an untreated waste generation of
28.4% (18.7 million tons/year) which is discharged directly into
the environment and causes pollution. The volume of waste
generated from year to year continues to increase. According to
data from the Ministry of Environment and Forestry (KLHK), in
2021 waste generation in Indonesia is around 68.5 million tons
and the volume of this waste will continue to increase in line with
population growth (Puspa, 2023). The same thing was explained
by Commission IV of the House of Representatives (DPR) which
explained that the volume of waste generated by 68.5 million
tons/year would increase by around 70 million tons/year in 2022.
From the volume of waste generation of around 70 million
tons/year in of which there is 24% (16 million tons/year) of waste
that cannot be managed properly. The DPR urges the Ministry of
Environment and Forestry to take measurable steps to reduce this
untreated waste (DPR, 2022).

Waste can be viewed as a resource that strategically provides
economic value (Chen et al., 2018; Zacho et al., 2018; Islam et al.,
2019), but simultaneously raises concerns because it is considered
to be a threat to social, environmental, economic , damaging the
environment, disrupting health (Patricio Silva et al., 2020) and
human activities (Muliawaty et al., 2022), and has the potential
to cause natural disasters (Fatmawati et al., 2022) if not managed
properly. The impacts and threats posed by this waste make the
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waste problem serious enough for the government to address
immediately (Harmana et al., 2021).

To overcome this waste problem, the central government and
regional governments have long established several policy
products including: Law Number 18 of 2008 concerning Waste
Management (Law 18/2008), Presidential Regulation Number 97
of 2017 concerning National Policy and Strategy for Waste
Management Household Waste and Houschold-like Waste
(Presidential Regulation 97/2017 concerning Jakstranas),
Presidential Regulation Number 18 of 2020 concerning the
National Medium-Term Development Plan (Presidential
Regulation 18/2020 concerning RPJMN). Some of the above
policies have provided attribution authority to each Regional
Government (Regency/City) to formulate and stipulate waste
management policies in the form of Regional Medium Term
Development Plan (RPJMD) policies and regional waste
management policies and strategies (Jakstrada).

It turns out that the stipulation of several policies at the
central government and regional government levels above has not
been able to make Indonesia free from waste problems in 2019-
2022. Even the conditions for the implementation of the waste
management policy in 2023-2025 are predicted and have the
potential to not be effective because they have not been able to
achieve the targets and objectives of the waste management
policy. Several previous studies state that these problems can
occur because the waste management system is not optimal, both
in terms of resources such as: infrastructure, budget, human
resource capacity (Soares et al., 2022; Hastuti et al., 2021; Hansyar
& Halimah, 2022; Ndoa & Kurniati, 2022; Yacadewa & Musa'ad,
2021; Wijaya et al.,, 2022; Manalu et al.,, 2022; Rachman et al.,
2020; Amjah et al., 2022; Sudrajat et al. , 2017; Krisnawansyah,
2021; Rahman, 2019), fees for waste management, institutions,
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and law enforcement (RPJMN, 2020). The novelty in this study
is that the factors causing the ineffective implementation of waste
management policies in Indonesia in the future are predicted and
have the potential to not be effective due to planning policies in
local governments that are not in accordance with central
government policies. Based on the conditions above, the
researcher is interested in conducting this research with the aim
off (1) knowing the (success/failure)  of
implementing waste management policies in Indonesia for the
2019-2022 period and (2) detecting the effectiveness of
implementing waste management policies in Indonesia for the
2023-2025 period.

effectiveness

METHOD

This study uses qualitative methods through a literature
review approach with secondary data collection techniques.
Secondary data includes: regional regulations on local
government RPJMD, presidential regulation on Jakstranas,
regent regulations on Jakstrada, and data on the achievements of
waste management in Indonesia. Secondary data collection
through https://peraturan.bpk.go.id/ and
https://sipsn.menlhk.go.id/sipsn/public/data/achievement.

Literature review is one of searching and researching the
literature by reading various books, journals, and other
publications related to research topics, to produce an article
regarding a particular topic or issue (Marzali, 2016), notes, and
various reports. related to the problem to be solved (Siswantoro,
2022). Literature review can function to better understand
previous studies that have been carried out by other people and
are relevant to the research topic to be studied. The hope is that

Table 1. Waste Reduction and Handling Targets (2017-2025)

Indicators
2017 2018
Waste Generation Projection (Million Tonnes) 65.8 66.5
Waste Reduction Target (Million Tons) 9.89 12
(15%)  (18%)
Waste Handling Target (Million Tons) 473 485
(72%) (73%)
Managed Amount 57.19 60.5
(87%)  (91%)

Source: Presidential Regulation 97/2017

This target from year to year always increases in line with the
increasing amount of waste generation. The target for waste
management in 2017 is 879% of the estimated 1009% managed waste
generation that will appear until 2025. The national waste
management target is a projection of the target from all
regencies/cities spread throughout Indonesia, which in turn, the
attribution of authority is regulated in the policies of each local
government, namely in the form of Regent/Mayor Regulations
concerning Jakstrada. Setting targets for waste management in
each district/city is necessary so that there are uniform and
measurable standards and guidelines to realize these targets.

Indonesia in 2022 already has 38 Provinces (previously 34
provinces) and 514 Regencies/Cities (previously 488). The four
new provinces are Central Papua, Highlands Papua, South Papua,
and Southwest Papua with a total of 26 regencies/cities. This
research uses data for 34 provinces and 488 regencies/cities.
Based on the National Waste Management Information System

202 Alfian Deby Artha et al

it can fill the gap between previous research and the study that
will be conducted (Marzali, 2016) and can produce a novelty in a
study or provide new insights and hypotheses for future research.
Literature study can be carried out through several stages,
namely:  collecting (regulations,  books,
journals/articles, other related publications), reducing materials,
displaying materials, organizing and discussing, and drawing
conclusions (Marzali, 2016).

materials

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Effectiveness of Implementation of Waste Management
Policy in Indonesia (2019-2022)

The government established Jakstranas regarding the waste
management system in 2017. Its existence is intended as a
guideline in formulating policies, planning,
programming, and other activities related to waste management
both within ministries/agencies, and local governments, as well

technical

as for the community and the business world. Jakstranas
regulates national waste management targets and strategies and
is an accumulation of the achievements of waste management
carried out by each local government. Until 2018, the
effectiveness of Jakstranas had only reached the target of 68.8%
of the target of 91%. To realize the Jakstranas target, local
governments are required to contribute and need to establish
Jakstrada.

Nationally, the government has a waste management target
consisting of reduction targets and waste handling targets for the
2017-2025 period in accordance with the mandate of Presidential
Regulation 97/2017 as explained in Table 1.

Years

2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

67.1 67.8 68.5 69.2 69.9 70.6 70.8

13.4 14 16.4 17.99 18.9 19.7 20.9
(20%)  (22%) (24%) (26%) (27%) (28%) (30%)

53.7 50.8 50.7 50.52 503 50.1 49.9
(80%)  (75%) (74%) (73%) (72%)  (71%) (70%)

67.1 64.8 67.1 68.51 69.2 69.8 70.8
(100%)  (97%) (98%) (99%) (99%) (99%)  (100%)

(SIPSN) data from KLHK in 2019-2022 it is known that the
number of Provinces that have submitted and reported their
waste management performance achievements respectively 33,
34, 34, and 29 out of 34 Provinces or 244, 281, 252, 150 of 488
Regencies/Cities throughout Indonesia (SIPSN KLHK, 2022).
Researchers reduced the number of regencies/cities in 2019-2022
to 17 regencies/cities because they had an unreasonable
percentage of waste management of 128.899%-910,037.24%
compared to the target set in Presidential Decree 97/2017 above.

The SIPSN data from KLHK in 2019-2022, it is known that
the realization of waste management achievements nationally
comes from the accumulated realization of the performance
achievements of regency/city regional governments as described
in Table 2.

Based on SIPSN data from the Ministry of Environment and
Forestry for 2019-2022, it is known that the realization of waste
management achievements nationally

comes from the
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accumulated realization of the performance achievements of
district/city regional governments as explained in Table 2.

Table 2. Realization of Waste Reduction and Handling (2019-2022)

. Tahun
Indicator
2019 2020 2021 2022

Waste Generation Projection (Million 671 678 68.5 602
Tonnes)
W R ion Realizati illi

aste Reduction: Realization (Million 7 76 ) 600y 503 (13.0%) 9,93 (14.5%) 6.6 (9.6%)
Tonnes)
Realization of Waste Handling (Million 27.99 3178 32.65 19.13
Tons) (41.7%) (46.9%) (47.7%) (27.6%)
Manaoed Amount 3577 40.71 42.48 25.79

anage b (53.3%) (60.6%) (62.2%) (53.3%)

Source: processed by researchers from SIPSN KLHK

Table 2 above presents the percentage of realized waste
management from 2019-2022 which tends not to reach the target
as shown in Table 1. In 2019-2021, the percentage of waste
management achievements increased, but in 2022 it decreased
due to the number of local governments that submitted and

reported new performance achievements of 150 out of 488
Regencies/Cities. A comparison between the targets and actual
achievements in waste management for 2019-2022 is presented in
Table 3.

Table 3. Comparison between Targets and Realization of Waste Management (2019-2022)

. 2019 2020 2021 2022
Indicators — — — —
Target  Realization = Target  Realization  Target  Realization = Target  Realization
Waste Reduction 13.4 7.78 14 8,93 16.4 9.93 17.99 6.66
(Million Tonnes) (20%) (11.6%) (22%) (13.2%) (24%) (14.5%) (26%) (9.6%)
Waste Handling 537 27.99 50.8 3178 50.7 32.65 50.52 19.13
(Million Tons) (80%) (41.7%) (75%) (46.9%) (74%) (47.7%) (73%) (27.6%)
Managed Waste 67.1 35.77 64.8 40.71 67.1 42.48 68.51 25.79
(Million Tons) 100%)  (53.3%) (97%) (60.6%) (98%) (62.2%) (99%) (53.3%)
Source: processed by resedarchers from Presidential Regulation 97/2017 and SIPSN KLHK
The difference between the target percentage and the Jakstranas/Jakstrada, so that the targets in the

achievements in Table 3 above is because there are still several
Regencies/Cities that have not submitted and reported their
waste management performance achievements as previously
described. Another cause is setting targets that are much smaller

in the RPJMD compared to the targets in the

Jakstanas/Jakstrada have the potential to not be achieved. Based
on a sampling examination of the RPJMD in several
Regencies/Cities, it is known that there are 18 Regencies' RPJMD
in 2019-2021 which have a percentage of the waste management
target far below the Jaktranas target as described in Table 4.

Table 4. Percentage of District Waste Management Targets for 2019-2021

RPJMD Targets (%)
Regencies
2019 2020 2021
Bantul Regency 20,7 242 277
E li
ast Belitung 49 531 566
Regency
Berau Regency 46 48 50
Bungo Regency 428 499 60,1
Karanganyar 53 59 7
Regency
Karawang Regency 456 479 503
Klaten Regency 16,6 172 179
hak: 1
Mahakam —Ula =505 535 346
Regency

https://doi.org/10.35308/jpp.v9i3.7656

Regencies RPJMD Targets (%)
2019 2020 2021
Ngawi Regency 684 737 79
P
angandaran 55 57 30
Regency
Paser Regency 52 66 80
Purbalingga 59 60 51
Regency
Rembang Regency 40,4 20 25
Semarang Regency 21 212 215
Sumenep Regency 69 70 70
Tanah
ana Datar 30 35 40
Regency

Alfian Deby Arthaetal 203
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Malang Regency 687 755 755

West
Jabung Regency

Tanjung 26 28 30

Source: RPJMD 2016-2021

Data visualization using the Tableau application version
2022.1 shows that the average percentage of waste management
performance from 2019-2022 spread over various islands in
Indonesia is not much different as described in Figure 1.

62,81

5.408.347 59,45 59,08
. 40.902.402 2.609.406 55,535
14.032.451 51,34 s1.06
796.233 4.022.739
SO
a0
2o
10
Kalimantan Jawa Nusa Sumatera Maluku dan Sulawesi
Tenggara Papua
dan Bali

Figure 1. Percentage of Waste Management Performance per
Region (2019-2022)
Source: Data visualization processed by researchers using Tableau (2023)

Malaysia

© 2023 Mapbox © OpenStreetMap

Figure 2. Distribution and Percentage of Waste Management by
Province (2019-2022)

Based on the data visualization in Figure 2 above, it shows
that North Kalimantan and South Kalimantan are the two
provinces with the highest percentage of waste management
performance, followed by Maluku and East Kalimantan. If
average, the island of Kalimantan has the highest percentage of
performance achievements compared to other islands spread
throughout Indonesia.

Detecting the Effectiveness of Implementation of Waste
Management Policy in Indonesia (2023-2025)

Appendix [ of Presidential Regulation 97/2017 concerning
Jakstranas has set national waste management (reduction and
handling) targets for the 2017-2025 period. The target for
managing household waste and household-like waste has always
increased from year to year as described in Table 1 above. The
waste management target has given attribution authority to all
provinces and regencies/cities in Indonesia to compile and set
these targets in Jakstrada through governor regulations, regent
regulations, or mayor regulations.
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The highest percentage of waste management performance was
on the island of Kalimantan with 62.81% (5,408,347 tons) of the
total waste generation, the island of Java 59.45% (40,902,402
tons), the islands of Nusa Tenggara and Bali 59.08% (2,609,406
tons), the island of Sumatra 55.53% (14,032,451 tons), the islands
of Maluku and Papua 51.34% (796,233 tons), and the smallest
percentage of waste management performance is on the island of
Sulawesi 51.06% (4,022,739 tons). However, in terms of quantity
of waste management, Java has the greatest performance,
followed by the islands of Sumatra, Kalimantan, Sulawesi, Nusa
Tenggara and Bali, and the islands of Maluku and Papua.

Policy implementation depends on program implementation
assuming that programs are actually properly directed to achieve
policy goals, an assumption that is not always proven in practice
(Grindle, 1980). This can be seen from the performance of the
percentage of waste management spread across various islands
throughout Indonesia which have not been able to meet the
targets and realize the goals of the waste management policies
that have been set. The percentage of performance achievements
and the distribution of waste management per province for the
2019-2022 period based on data visualization processed using
Tableau version 2022.1is presented in Figure 2.

Source: Data visualization processed by researchers using Tableau (2023)

The same mandate based on Presidential Regulation 18/2020
concerning RPJMN states that through Jakstranas and Jakstrada
regarding waste management, waste management activities
consisting of reducing waste by 309% and waste handling by 709%
in 2025. This effort is expected to become a solid waste
management program. integrated from the source to the final
processing site.

Apart from Jakstrada, the local government also has a
planning policy that is contained in the RPJMD at the regional
regulation level which also regulates waste management targets.
The RPJMD is an elaboration of the regional head's vision,
mission and programs whose preparation is guided by the
Regional Long Term Development Plan (RPJPD) and RPJMN.
The RPJMD will be used as a guideline for each Regional
Apparatus Organization (OPD) in preparing and establishing a
Strategic Plan (Renstra). The preparation and determination of
the RPJMD has an important and crucial meaning because it
determines the direction of local government policies for the next
five years and is a benchmark for the success of regional
development implementation of a regional government.

https://doi.org/10.35308/jpp.v9i3.7656
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Jaktranas/Jakstrada in 2023-2025 has set waste management
targets of 99%, 99% and 100%. Based on data analysis by
comparing data on the percentage of waste management targets
in Jakstranas/Jakstrada with the regional government's RPJMD
for the 2021-2026 period
https://peraturan.bpk.go.id/ it is known that there are 50 local

obtained from

government RPJMDs that have a management target percentage
waste that is different from the percentage of waste management
targets in Jakstranas/Jakstrada in 2023-2025. Details of the
percentage of the 2023-2025 RPJMD waste management target
are explained in Table 4.

Table 4. Percentage of Waste Management Targets in RPJMD (2023-2025)

Waste Management Target

Waste Management Target

Regencies Percentage

2023 2024 2025
50 Kota Regency 77% 88% 1009%
Bandung Regency 81% 87% 93%
Banjar Regency 24% 24% 24%
Bengkalis Regency 76% 80% 83%
Bintan Regency 80% 81% 82%
Jember Regency 90% 90% 90%
Kebumen Regency 27% 28% 30%
Klaten Regency 62% 64% 66%
West Pasaman Regency 29% 29% 29%
Ogan Ilir Regency 20% 21% 22%
Ea:;iii];ne and  Islands 239% 24% 24%
Purbalingga Regency 51% 51% 51%
Serang Regency 20% 22% 25%
Sragen Regency 71% 72% 73%
Tuban Regency 67% 78% 89%
Bantul Regency 68% 69% 73%
Gresik Regency 65% 66% 69%
Grobogan Regency 71% 73% 75%
Gunung Kidul Regency 26% 28% 29%
Kapuas Hulu Regency 20% 21% 22%
Kolaka Regency 88% 90% n/a
West Lombok Regency 61% 61% n/a
Pekalongan Regency 28% 28% 29%
Sidoarjo Regency 79% 82% 86%
West  Tanjung  Jabung 85% 87% 89%

Regency
Source: RPJMD 2021-2026

Regencies Percentage

2023 2024 2025
Rembang Regency 38% 45% 51%
Rejang Lebong Regency 50% 52% 55%
Ngada Regency 20% 21% 22%
West Sumbawa Regency 45% 50% 60%
Ngawi Regency 45% 50% 55%
Blitar Regency 81% 82% 83%
Nunukan Regency 77% 79% 81%
Banyuwangi Regency 61% 61% 61%
Berau Regency 90% 90% 90%
Central Lombok Regency 50% 54% 58%
Blitar Regency 81% 82% 83%
Boyolali Regency 84% 88% 92%
Ketapang Regency 49% 50% 53%
Karo Regency 76% 77% 78%
Kaimana Regency 61% 62% 63%
West Barat Regency 70% 80% 90%
Sleman Regency 57% 57% 57%
Tanah Datar Regency 74% 76% 78%
Kotim Regency 80% 90% 100%
Poso Regency 88% 89% 90%
Central Mamuju Regency 74% 75% 76%
Padang Pariaman Regency 64% 63% 63%
Central Lampung Regency 33% 34% 35%
Dairi Regency 72% 71% n/a
Garut Regency 45% 55% n/a

The targets set in the regional government's RPJMD are far
smaller than the targets in Jakstranas/Jakstrada. Let's just say
that the local government is able to meet the waste management
target in accordance with the RPJMD, but this target has the
potential not to exceed the waste management target in
Jakstranas/Jakstrada. This is predicted and has the potential to
result in the implementation of waste management policies in the
future not being effective because they have not been able to

https://doi.org/10.35308/jpp.v9i3.7656

realize the targets and objectives of the policies in
Jakstranas/Jakstrada.

Policy implementation failed due to several factors, namely:
bad execution, bad policy, and bad luck Hoogwood and Gun in
(Cairney, 2020) in solving public problems. In the 1970s, Presman
and Wildavsky conducted a study to understand why the
implementation of policies designed by the central government
tended to fail when implemented by local governments. One of
the causes of the failure of the implementation of waste
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management policies in Indonesia is the bad policy aspect, where
there is disharmony in the setting of waste management targets
between the local government's RPJMD policies and the targets
in  Jaktranas/Jakstrada. In  addition, the successful
implementation of waste management policies in Indonesia is
determined by the realization of targets or policy objectives.
Policy implementation must display the effectiveness of the
policy, namely the effectiveness of policy implementation. Policy
effectiveness means the policy's ability to achieve targets or goals
(Nugroho, 2017).

CONCLUSION

SIPSN data from KLHK and previous studies explain that the
implementation of waste management policies in Indonesia for
the 2019-2022 period has not been effective because the targets
and objectives of waste management have not been achieved, and
the waste management system has not been optimal in terms of
resources, institutions and law enforcement. Based on a
comparative analysis between the percentage of the target for
waste management in the RPJMD and the percentage of the
target in Jakstranas/Jakstrada it is known that the
implementation of waste management policies in Indonesia in
2023-2025 is also predicted to not be effective. This occurs
because the targets set in the regional government's RPJMD are
far greater than the targets set in Jakstranas/Jakstrada.

Recommendations that can be given so that the
implementation of waste management policies can be more
effective is to improve the regulatory system for waste
management in Indonesia. This is done by harmonization
between the waste management targets in the regional
government's RPJMD for the 2021-2026 period and technical
implementation policies such as: OPD Strategic Plan with waste
management targets in Jakstranas/Jakstrada. Because the
Jakstranas target is a policy product from the central government,
harmonization through revisions can be made to the existing
waste management targets in the regional government's RPJMD
for the 2021-2026 period.

This study has limitations that can be used as input for
further research. The data analyzed in this study is website-based
secondary data from various sources. Future research can add
qualitative data through interviews, observations, and/or focus
group discussions with each party in the local government that
will be studied. This step was taken to further clarify and provide
confidence for future researchers whether the implementation of
the policy has been fully effective in realizing the targets or
objectives of the waste management policy.

REFERENCES

Amjah, Agustino, L., & Arenawati. (2022). Implementasi
Kebijakan Pengelolaan Sampah Berdasarkan Peraturan
Daerah Kabupaten Lebak Nomor 4 Tahun 2018 tentang
Pengelolaan Sampah. JIPAGS (Journal of Indonesian Public
Administration  and ~ Governance ~ Studies),  6(1),  55-60.
https://doi.org/10.31506/jipags.v6il.12458.

Cairney, P. (2020). Understanding Public Policy: Theories and Issues (P.
Cairney (ed.); Second). Red Globe Press.

Chen, F., Luo, Z., Yang, Y., Liu, G. J., & Ma, J. (2018). Enhancing
municipal solid waste recycling through reorganizing waste
pickers: A case study in Nanjing, China. Waste Management and
Research, 36(9), 767-778.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0734242X18766216.

206 Alfian Deby Artha et al

VoL.9 No. 2 (2023) APRIL

Fatmawati, F., Mustari, N., Haerana, H., Niswaty, R., & Abdillah,
A. (2022). Waste Bank Policy Implementation through
Collaborative Approach: Comparative Study—Makassar and
Bantaeng, Indonesia. Sustainability —(Switzerland), 14(13).
https://doi.org/10.3390/sul4137974.

Grindle, M. S. (1980). Politics and Policy Implementation in the
Third World. In M. S. Grindle (Ed.), Princeton University Press
(2017th ed.). Princeton Legacy Library.

Hansyar, R. M., & Halimah, H. (2022). Implementasi Kebijakan
Program Pengelolaan Sampah di Sigli Kabupaten Pidie. Jurnal
Sains Riset (JSR), 12(1), 59-64.
https://doi.org/10.47647/jsr.v12i1.562.

Harmana, D., Wargadinata, E. L, & Nurdin, I (2021).
Pengelolaan Sampah Berbasis Collaborative Governance Di
Kota Tarakan Provinsi Kalimantan Utara. VISIONER : Jurnal
Pemerintahan ~ Daerah  Di  Indonesia,  13(2),  247-260.
hetps://doi.org/10.54783/jv.v13i2.430.

Hastuti, B. D., Anwar, F., & Darmi, T. (2021). Implementasi
Kebijakan Pengelolaan Sampah di Kabupaten Bengkulu
Selatan. Jurnal [lmu Administrasi dan Pemerintahan Indonesia, 2(2),
92-10L. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.33830/jiapi.v2i2.70.

Islam, R., Nazifa, T. H., Yuniarto, A., Shanawaz Uddin, A. S. M.,
Salmiati, S., & Shahid, S. (2019). An empirical study of
construction and demolition waste generation and
implication of recycling. Waste Management, 95, 10-21.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2019.05.049.

Krisnawansyah, Y. (2021). Implementasi Kebijakan Pengelolaan
Sampah Melalui Pengolahan Dengan Sistem Reduce Reuse
Recycle Berbasis Masyarakat Di  Kabupaten —Solok.
Ensiklopedia of Journal, 4(1).
https://doi.org/10.33559/e0j.v3i5.100L

Manalu, P., Tarigan, F. S., Girsang, E., & Ginting, C. N. (2022).
Hambatan Implementasi Kebijakan Pengelolaan Sampah
Rumah Tangga di Kota Binjai. Jurnal Kesehatan Lingkungan
Indonesia, 21(3), 285-292.
https://doi.org/10.14710/jkli.21.3.285-292.

Marzali, A. (2016). Menulis Kajian Literatur. Jurnal Etnosia, 1(2),
27-36.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.31947/etnosia.v1i2.1613.

Muliawaty, L., Firdausijah, R. T., & Achmad, W. (2022).
Implementation of Waste Management Policies by the Main
Waste Bank in Realizing the Effectiveness of the Waste
Program in the City of Bandung By. Res Militaris, 12,1906-1913.

Ndoa, L. A., & Kurniati, P. S. (2022). Implementasi Kebijakan E-
Government dalam Pengelolaan Sampah Melalui Aplikasi
Kurangi, Pisahkan, Manfaatkan Sampah (Kang Pisman)
Mobile Di Kecamatan Mandalajati Kota Bandung. Journal of
Governance and  Local ~ Politics  (JGLP), 4(2), 176-187.
https://doi.org/10.47650/jglp.v4i2.601

Nugroho, R. (2017). Public Policy (Edisi Keenam). Elex Media
Komputindo.

Patricio Silva, A. L., Prata, J. C., Walker, T. R., Campos, D., Duarte,
A. C., Soares, A. M. V. M., Barcelo, D., & Rocha-Santos, T.
(2020). Rethinking and optimising plastic waste
management under COVID-19 pandemic: Policy solutions
based on redesign and reduction of single-use plastics and
personal protective equipment. Science of the Total Environment,
742,140565. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.140565.

Puspa. (2023). KLHK Dorong Pertumbuhan Industri Penanganan
Sampah di 2023. Retrieved pada tanggal 16 Maret 2023. Dari

https://doi.org/10.35308/jpp.v9i3.7656



JURNAL PuBLIC PoLicy - VoL. 9 No. 3 (2023) JuLy

https://mediaindonesia.com/humaniora/549597/klhk-
dorong-pertumbuhan-industri-penanganan-sampah-di-
2023.

Rachman, S. A., Hamdi, M., Djaenuri, A., & Sartika, L. (2020).
Analisis Implementasi Kebijakan Publik Pengelolaan Sampah
Refused Derived Fuel (RDF) di Kabupaten Cilacap. Jurnal
PAPATUNG, 3(3). https://doi.org/10.54783/japp.v3i3.317.

Rahman, F. (2019). Implementasi Kebijakan Pengelolaan Sampah
Di Kota Palangka Raya (Studi Implementasi Peraturan
Daerah Kota Palangka Raya Nomor 3 Tahun 2006 Tentang
Pengelolaan Kebersihan Lingkungan Dan Pertamanan). Jurnal
IMmu  Administrasi ~ Dan ~ Manajemen, — 3(1),  1-26.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.56662/administraus.v3il.69.

RI, DPR. (2022). Ditjen PSLB3 KLHK Didesak Miliki Langkah
Terukur Tangani Volume Sampah. Retrieved on March 10,
2023. From
https://www.dpr.go.id/berita/detail/id/40924/t/Ditjen+PSLB
3+KLHK+Didesak+Miliki+Langkah+Terukur+Tangani+Volu
me+Sampah.

SIPSN KLHK. (2022). Capaian Kinerja Pengelolaan Sampah.
Retrieved on March 10, 2023. From
https://sipsn.menlhk.go.id/sipsn/public/data/capaian.

Siswantoro. (2022). Analisis Tingkat Kesiapan Anggaran dan
Pembiayaan Indonesia dalam Memindahkan Ibu Kota
Negara : Studi Kepustakaan. Jurnal Studi Kebijakan Publik, 1(1),
27-41. hteps://doi.org/hteps://
doi.org/10.21787/jskp.1.2022.27-41.

Soares, A., Hidayati, F., & Lastiti, N. (2022). Implementasi
Kebijakan Pengelolaan Sampah Di Kabupaten Dili Timor-
Leste.  Jurnal — Administrasi ~ Publik,  5(6), 420-425.
http://administrasipublik.studentjournal.ub.ac.id/index.php
/jap/article/view/1565.

Sudrajat, M. A., Liando, D., & Sampe, S. (2017). Implementasi
Kebijakan Pengelolaan Sampah dan Retribusi Pelayanan
Kebershan  di  Kota  Manado.  Jurnal  Eksckutif.
https://ejournal.unsrat.ac.id/index.php/jurnaleksekutif/articl
e/view/16660.

Wijaya, H., Nurasa, H., & Susanti, E. (2022). Implementasi
Kebijakan Pengelolaan Sampah Di Kota Cimahi (Studi Kasus
Di Wilayah Pelayanan Sampah Leuwigajah). JANE (Jurnal
Administrasi Negara), 13(2).
hteps://doi.org/10.24198/jane.v13i2.38130.

Yacadewa, A., & Musa’ad, M. (2021). Implementasi Kebijakan
Pengelolaan Sampah Di Distrik Sentani Kabupaten Jayapura.
Jurnal Kebijakan Publik, 4(3), 124-142.
hteps://doi.org/http://dx.doi.org/10.31957/jkp.v4i3.2417.

Zacho, K. O., Mosgaard, M., & Riisgaard, H. (2018). Capturing
uncaptured values & #x2014; A Danish case study on
municipal preparation for reuse and recycling of waste.
Resources, Conservation and Recycling, 136(October 2017), 297~
305. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2018.04.031.

https://doi.org/10.35308/jpp.v9i3.7656 Alfian Deby Arthaetal 207


https://doi.org/http:/dx.doi.org/10.31957/jkp.v4i3.2417
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2018.04.031

