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Abstract 
 
Poverty is a multidimensional problem. Poverty should be understood not only in terms of economic 
disability, but also the failure to fulfill the basic rights and differentiation of treatment for a person or 
group of people in living a life of dignity. The Government of Yogyakarta Special Region has adopted a 
right-based approach which means that the state is obliged to respect, protect, and fulfill the basic rights 
of the poor gradually. However, these efforts are not yet optimal. This study is to evaluate poverty 
alleviation policies in Indonesia through a One Faculty One Village Model (OFOV), a model to 
overcome poverty by involving the role of universities in rural and urban life. The sampling method is 
convenience method in Yogyakarta Special Region based on primary and secondary data in 2018. The 
sample in this study were community, village government, university students, field supervisor, field 
assistant program of Student Study Service and Community Service. To test the research hypothesis used 
two different tests on average with alpha 5%. This study concluded that OFOV has not been optimal due 
to to reduce poverty in Yogyakarta Special Region. 
 
Keywords: poverty, one faculty one village, student study service, community service 

 

Introduction 

Poverty is a problem faced by all countries in the world. Developed and developing countries all 
face the problem of poverty. Indonesia also faces the problem of poverty. The occurrence of 
poverty is caused by the condition of helplessness or incapacity of the community in terms of 
meeting basic needs. According to Arsyad (2017) the disability is helplessness in 1) engaging in 
productive activities; 2) reaching access to socio-economic resources; 3) determine their own 
destiny and receive discriminatory treatment; and 4) free oneself from mental and poor cultures 
and always have low dignity and dignity. That powerlessness and incapacity cultivate the 
behavior and mentality of msikin leading to the loss of independence and seek and enjoy 
prosperity in dignity. 

Poverty that occurs in Indonesia is almost evenly distributed in every region. This 
condition becomes a challenge that every local government (local government) must face, both 
provincial and district and city governments. Similarly, Yogyakarta Special Government (DIY) 
together with the Government of Gunungkidul Regency, Kulonprogo, Bantul, Sleman, and 
Yogyakarta City Government also face poverty problem. Based on Central Bureau of Statistics 
(BPS) data, during the period of 2011-2018, the percentage of poor people in DIY region is 
higher than the percentage of poor people in Indonesia. During this period the percentage of 
poor people in DIY averaged 14.10%, while the percentage of poor people in Indonesia reached 
an average of 11.20%. The highest poverty data in DIY occurred in September 2012 at 15.88%. 
During the period of 2011-2018, the level of poverty in Yogyakarta (11.10%) and Sleman 
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(9.20%) was below the national average, while the poverty in Kulonprogo Regency (28.50%), 
Gunungkidul Regency (21.80%), and Bantul Regency (17.6%) above the national average of 
11.20%. 

The high average ratio of the poor in DIY affects the inequality of income distribution as 
measured by the Gini Index. During the period of 2011-2018, the highest Gini index in DIY was 
recorded in September 2012 at 0.491 (urban), 0.392 (rural), and 0.449 (urban and rural). In March 
2018, the GYI Index of DIY was 0.425. This figure increased by 0.002 points when compared 
with the Gini Index in September 2016 which was 0.423. The Gini Rural Index of DIY is 0.340. 
This figure increased by 0.006 points when compared with the Gini Index in September 2016 
which was 0.334. The urban Gini index and the rural DIY are 0.432. This figure increased by 
0.007 points when compared with the Gini Index in September 2016 which was 0.425. 

The government of DIY together with regency/city governments has tried to reduce 
poverty. Various government programs have been implemented and synergized to develop areas 
that include pockets of poverty. Areas that include poor areas, will be allocated various programs 
that are empowering. In broad outline Susilo (2013) explained that the poverty reduction 
strategies that have been implemented by the Government of DIY are 1) increasing the 
productivity of the poor through various empowerment programs; 2) increasing the purchasing 
power of the poor through controlling inflation, stabilizing the price of basic commodities, 
subsidy policies, and social assistance; 3) increasing access to basic services such as education, 
health, water, and other infrastructure; 4) increasing market access that includes market 
availability, access to capital resources, and empowerment of MSMEs; and 5) control of 
population through family planning program (KB) and other related programs. 

The poverty alleviation strategy will be optimal if there is synergy and coordination 
among relevant local government units (SKPD) (Susilo, 2013). In addition, synergy and 
coordination among stakeholders of DIY and city districts, BPS DIY, Representative Office of 
BI DIY, Banking or Financial Institutions, Employers or Manufacturers or Associations, Non-
Government Organizations (NGOs) and universities. The facts on the ground indicate that the 
programs implemented are generally run independently. Implementing poverty alleviation 
programs and anti-poverty programs have not yet taken synergy and coordination. Synergy and 
coordination are easy to say but difficult to implement. 

Poverty reduction program in DIY can be done by optimizing the role of universities. In 
the DIY region there are 127 universities (public and private) consisting of 21 universities, 5 
institutes, 36 high schools, 9 polytechnics, and 56 academies. Optimization of college 
contribution can be done through one faculty/department one village/sub-village (OFOV) 
model (Susilo, 2013). This can be interpreted as one faculty/department/study program 
conducting coaching and empowerment program for one village which belongs to poor category 
or majority of its population is classified as poor. Each university can choose a village that will be 
empowered empowered. The election must be tailored to the resources of the college and the 
potential of the village. 

The OFOV model will run well and the results can be optimal, if coordinated with other 
stakeholders (Susilo, 2013). Universities have human resources, including science and 
technology, which are reliable but relatively limited in capital or financial resources. For example, 
MSME development programs by SOEs will be more optimal results if in field assistance 
involving universities. Similarly, the program of Student Study Service (KKN) and Community 
Service (abdimas) which is done by universities will be more effective if the work program is 
prepared in synergy and coordinate with the government work program. The purpose of this 
research are to 1) to know and analyze the difference in program between KKN and Abdimas 
and 2) to know and analyze the difference in supporting the program between KKN and 
Abdimas.  
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Literature Review 

Many studies and articles relate to the problem of poverty, but few studies relate to one faculty 
one village for poverty alleviation. The problem of poverty is related to the willingness and 
willingness of the poor to turn into non-poor and local institutional performance around the 
poor. High-performance local household and institutional participation is needed to support 
poverty reduction programs. This is an absolute requirement for the success of the poverty 
reduction program and the promotion of equitable growth as in developing countries such as 
Bangladesh (Mahi uddin et al., 2015), Indonesia (Ariyani, 2015), Lao (Paavola, 2012) and Burkina 
Faso (Roark et al., 2001). Local institutions must be able to reduce poverty by increasing the 
income of the poor through the focus of attention of the poor as producers. Creating job 
opportunities for permanent jobs at a reasonable wage for the poor is the best way to bring 
people out of poverty (Karnani, 2011). 

Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) companies can be used to support poverty 
alleviation programs. Such support will be successful if there is coordination among decision 
makers. According to Nugroho (2016), One Village One Sister Company (OVOC) program is an 
effort to reduce poverty level in Kulonprogo Regency which majority are in rural area. This 
program demands an active government role in developing CSR and community empowerment 
that has congruence with the character of governance that is rule driven. The government has an 
important role in carrying out facilitation and monitoring functions. Nasution's (2014) study 
shows that CSR programs from Bank Indonesia and education, training and monitoring 
programs on the cultivation undertaken by residents of Srikaton Village of Bengkulu Province 
from Bengkulu University have not been successful. This happens because the various assistance 
provided to the community does not make poor people have a creative attitude and economic 
independently but instead that happens is the emergence of symptoms of dependence on the 
community itself. 

Ma'rif et al. (2013) indicates that CSR activities in Semarang City are still carried out 
independently by their respective companies. Corporate CSR activities coordinated by the 
government only amounted to 10% of the total existing CSR so that many of the 
implementation of CSR is less targeted and less in accordance with development goals. This has 
an impact on the poverty alleviation program in Semarang City. This also happened in West Java 
Province (Suherman, 2004). The role of the business world through CSR is strategic enough to 
help the government mobilize and accelerate the regional economy. This will contribute to an 
increase in employment opportunities and increased purchasing power. However, the 
weaknesses that occur are the lack of control over the business of the assisted partners, making it 
difficult for the business development of the community. 

The main obstacle that poor households face is the lack of systemic financial support. 
The weaknesses of formal financial institutions so far include the lack of infrastructure facilities, 
high transaction costs, and collateral requirements. Access to financial services is an essential 
component of poverty alleviation and community development. Therefore, it is recommended to 
establish a Village Bank and be used as a financial inclusion strategy for the development of poor 
households. The Village Bank will create access to basic financial services to poor households in 
a sustainable manner through village community trust, relationships, accountability, perfect 
knowledge, habits, and participation. This is in accordance with Adonsou's findings (2016), 
Mashigo (2016), Samer et al. (2015), Sayvaya (2012), Rooyen et al. (2012), and Nawai et al. (2012). 

Inclusive development is the development of quality, pro-growth, pro-employment, pro-
poor, pro-equality, and environmental (pro-environment). Development in many developing 
countries is an exclusive development, meaning development that takes into account only 
aspects of economic growth but does not take into account labor absorption, poverty reduction, 
decreasing inequality income distribution, and the environment so that sometimes there is high 
economic growth accompanied by unemployment rate, poverty, and high inequality, as well as 
the damaged environment as a result of the development process. 
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Inclusive development can be achieved through infrastructure development (Rauniyar, 
2010). This also happens in Indonesia, because so far, the Indonesian government has not been 
optimal in carrying out integrated and connected infrastructure development for the entire 
territory of Indonesia. The lack of optimal infrastructure development has impacted the 
achievement of Indonesia's development that has not been inclusive. Therefore, according to 
Aggarwal (2017), Hasanuddin et al. (2013), Wang (2010), and Donaldson (2007), infrastructure 
development becomes important. According to Aggarwal (2017), the development of rural 
infrastructure in India has also reduced poverty. According to Hasanuddin et al. (2013), 
infrastructure and socio-economic conditions in Lamongan fishery village, East Java became the 
non-optimal factor of various government programs in overcoming poverty. According to Wang 
(2010), infrastructure development such as roads, electricity, ports, villages in West China 
succeeded in reducing poverty. According to Donaldson (2007), infrastructure development for 
tourism can reduce poverty in Guizhou and Yunnan China. 

According to Abidin (2002), the KKN program has developed and implemented 
strategic programs for improving the lives of people in rural and suburban areas, which are 
summarized in the following areas: religion, physical and environmental life, government 
administration, education, social culture, health, and family planning. Implementation of the 
program is conducted with various parties or related agencies and field extension officers. The 
KKN program, both directly and indirectly, both quantitatively and qualitatively, is able to 
alleviate society from poverty, both material and spiritual poverty. Optimizing poverty alleviation 
through the KKN program can be pursued by sharpening KKN programs, encouraging the 
dynamics of community self-reliance, stirring the hard work of the apparatus as a public servant, 
and increasing student activities (triple helix). 

According to Mustofa (2016), the concept of family empowerment in KKN program in 
which focuses on the field of education, economy, health, environment and religious if well 
planned and well implemented, the community will be independent and able to utilize the ability 
and potential so always rely on the help of others or service centers (triple helix). However, the 
posdaya thematic KKN program implemented by STAIN Jurai Siwo Metro Lampung has not 
run maximally, so that the goals and targets set can not be achieved significantly. This is due to 
less in-depth understanding of the committee and Field Supervisor to the concept and technical 
implementation of the program Posdaya thematic KKN. Based on these descriptions then 
compiled the research hypothesis as follows: 
H1: There is a difference in program between KKN and Abdimas program. 
H2: There is a difference in supporting the program between KKN and Abdimas. 

 

Research Method 

Research location in Samigaluh District, Kulonprogo Regency and Purwosari District and 
Panggang District in Gunungkidul Regency of Yogyakarta Special Region, based on the 
consideration of the number of poor people in 2018. The data used are primary and secondary 
data. The study sample consisted of community, village apparatus, students, field supervisor, 
field assistant program of KKN and Abdimas through convenience sampling.  

Samples of 100 peoples, 50 peoples each for Kulonprogo Regency and Gunungkidul 
Regency. Samples for village apparatus are 20 people, KKN and Abdimas 40 students, Field 
Supervisor 20 persons, and Field Supervisor Assistant 20 peoples. Data analysis in this study 
using descriptive statistics that can explain the characteristics of observed phenomena or explore 
the possibility of a relationship of two or more phenomena. Primary data were obtained by 
interviews based on prepared questionnaires as well as in-depth interviews with representatives 
of poor communities, local institutions, government agencies, KKN and Abdimas managers, 
corporate leaders, and NGOs. In addition to interviews, primary data collection is conducted 
through Focus Group Discussion (FGD). To test the research hypothesis used two different 
tests on average with alpha 5%. 
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Results and Discussion 

Based on primary data, it was found that from 41 universities with Research and Community 
Service Institutions (LPPM), sixteen (38.10%) had KKN programs, twenty-four (57.14%) did 
not have the program, and 4.76% universities do not provide answers. In relation to the KKN 
program, each university organizes it variably within one academic year. There are 1 times as 
many as 10 universities (23.81%), 2 times as many as 4 universities (9.52%), 3 times as many as 3 
universities (7.14%), and the rest did not answer. Most universities run the KKN programs in 
DIY (67.67%), some outside DIY (9.52%), and the rest do not provide information. 

The average number of students in one time of KKN variation ranged from 100 
(16.67%), 101-200 (14.29%), 201-300 (4.76%), and more than 400 students (7.14%). In one time 
the program jumps in KKN, the universities that use Field Supervisor Assistant services under 
10 persons are 7.14%, 11 to 15 persons are 4.76%, 16 to 20 persons are 2.38%, more than 25 
persons are 4.76%, while 34 persons others do not provide information. The KKN program is 
shown in Table 1. Base o Table 1, it appears that some KKN programs are selected by many 
universities. Partners of KKN program organizers include private companies 23.82%, 
army/police 7.14%, NGOs 4.76%, other partners 4.76%, and do not answer 59.52%. 
 

Table 1. The KKN Program 

No. KKN Program % 

1. Development of physical infrastructure 19.05 
2. Improvement of family business skills 33.33 
3. Training and mentoring of agricultural production 21.43 
4. Training and mentoring MSMEs 21.43 
5. Health and environmental education 33.33 
6. Non-physical infrastructure improvement 33.33 
7. Art training 21.43 
8. Education training and mentoring  28.57 
9. Religious training and mentoring  21.43 
10. Other programs 14.29 

 
Based on data of 41 universities, 95.24% universities have work programs implementing 

Abdimas program, while 4.76% does not have Abdimas program. The Abdimas program 
conducted in one academic year as much as 1 time there 33.33%, 2 times as much as 26.19%, 3 
times as much as 4.76%, not necessarily 30.95%, while 4.76% did not provide information. The 
involvement of the number of lecturers in one Abdimas activity is less than 5 persons as many as 
61.90%, 6 to 10 persons as many as 19.05%, 11 to 15 persons as many as 7.14%, more than 20 
persons as many as 7.15%, while 4.76% did not provide information. The involvement of the 
number of students in one Abdimas activity is less than 10 as many as 38.10%, 11 to 15 as many 
as 19.05%, 16 to 20 as many as 4.76%, 21 to 25 as many as 2.38%, more than 25 students as 
many as 14.29%, while 21.43% did not provide information. The Abdimas program is presented 
in Table 2. Based on Table 2, it appears that some of the Abdimas programs were selected by 
many universities. Partners of Abdimas program organizers include private companies 26.82%, 
army/police 4.14%, NGOs 6.76%, other partners 2.76%, and do not answer 59.52%. 
 

Table 2. The Abdimas Program 

No. Abdimas Program % 

1. Development of physical infrastructure 16.67 
2. Improvement of family business skills 38.10 
3. Training and mentoring of agricultural production 19.05 
4. Training and mentoring MSMEs 57.14 
5. Health and environmental education 40.48 
6. Non-physical infrastructure improvement 30.95 



The Evaluation of One Faculty One Village: The Model to Poverty … 
 

352|UII-ICABE 2019 

7. Art training 26.19 
8. Education training and mentoring  30.95 
9. Religious training and mentoring  19.05 
10. Other programs 26.19 

 
Based on Table 1 and Table 2 and an explanation of the involvement of other parties in 

supporting the KKN and Abdimas program, a statistical test was conducted to examine whether 
there is a difference between the 10 programs of the KKN and Abdimas and the support of 
others in the KKN and Abdimas program. Test results are presented in Table 3.  
 

Tabel 3. Research Hypothesis Testing Results 

Hypothesis P_value Resluts 

H1 0.2149*) Rejected 
H2 0.1151*) Rejected 

Source: Adapted from Table 1, 2, and 
an explanation of the other supports in 
KKN and Abdimas program. 
*) Significant at α 5%. 

 
Based on Table 3, hypothesis 1 and hypothesis 2 are rejected. There seems to be no 

difference between the 10 KKN and Abdimas programs and there is no difference in LPPM to 
support in KKN and Abdimas programs. This shows that KKN and Abdimas programs run by 
LPPM are the programs that villagers need. Likewise with hypothesis 2 that there is no 
difference in support of other parties in supporting the program of KKN and Abdimas. That is, 
others view that the program KKN and Abdimas an important program for the village 
community. This is in accordance with the results of the survey that the majority (85.71%) of the 
respondents from the university agree if the program of KKN and Abdimas can be integrated 
with the poverty reduction program in DIY. Based on Table 3, these findings support to study 
of Mahi uddin et al. (2015), Ariyani (2015), Paavola (2012), and Roark et al. (2001) who explained 
that high-performance local household and institutional participation is needed in support of 
poverty reduction programs; the study of Nugroho (2016), Nasution (2014), Ma'rif et al. (2013), 
Suherman (2004) who explained that the role of others through CSR activities can be used to 
support poverty alleviation programs; the study of Adonsou (2016), Mashigo (2016), Samer et al. 
(2015), Sayvaya (2012), Rooyen et al. (2012), and Nawai et al. (2012) who explained that limited 
access to financial services is an essential component of poverty alleviation and community 
development; the study of Aggarwal (2017), Hasanuddin et al. (2013), Wang (2010), Rauniyar 
(2010), and Donaldson (2007) who explained that infrastructure development in rural areas 
supports poverty reduction programs; and the study of Mustofa's (2016) and Abidin (2002) who 
explained that the university has developed and implemented strategic KKN programs for 
improving the living standards of people in rural and suburban areas. 

Based on Table 3, there appears to be external involvement to support KKN and 
Abdimas programs. This is supported by survey results as shown in Table 4 which shows the 
synergy between outsiders and universities in supporting poverty reduction programs. 
 

Table 4. Survey Results of Institution Program 

No. Institution Program  % 

1. Bapppeda of Regency/City Poverty reduction 73.81 
2. Bappeda of Province Poverty reduction 61.90 
3. Bank Indonesia CSR 64.29 
4. Banking CSR 73.81 
5. Business  CSR 76.19 
6. Agency related Poverty reduction 69.05 
7. Other Poverty reduction 16.67 
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The results of the survey to the villagers, village, and NGO respondents indicated that 

most (89%) of respondents supported OFOV as KKN and Abdimas (Table 1, 2 and 4) 
programs in reducing village poverty, although not yet optimal. This is due to several factors, 
namely 1) not all universities have run KKN and Abdimas programs, 2) KKN and Abdimas 
activities only once in one academic year, 3) synergicity with others not yet optimal, 4) limited 
implementation time, 5) adjustment schedule of program activities with community activities, 
and 6) most of the people want to work programs for infrastructure and infrastructure 
development, but due to limited work program resources, focus on counseling, training, 
education, and mentoring. 
 

Conclusion 

Based on the findings and discussion it is concluded that there is no a difference in program 
between KKN and Abdimas program and there is no a difference in supporting the program 
between KKN and Abdimas. So that, the contribution and role of university assistance in DIY in 
various programs to reduce poverty in DIY has not been optimal due to some internal and 
external university inhibiting factors. In ordering that the contribution and role of university 
facilitation in DIY in various programs to reduce poverty in DIY become more optimal is to 
implement a continuous OFOV strategy, synergize, and coordinating with all stakeholders. The 
OFOV strategy can be applied to support various programs to reduce poverty in DIY by 
optimizing triple helix. 
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