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FACTORS AFFECTING HOUSEHOLD FOOD SECURITY IN NON-FOOD-
CENTER AREAS

Juni Gultom?, Nuhfil Hanani®, Indah Dwi Qurbani ¢, Rosihan Asmara ¢

ABSTRACT

Objective: This study aims to determine the factors that affect household food security in non-
food center areas in West Kotawaringin Regency, Central Kalimantan Province.

Theoretical Framework: In accordance with sustainability theory. Households that have good
livelihood assets can increase household food security, strengthen household livelihood assets,
not only increase their resilience to various shocks, but also support overall sustainability goals.

Method: The approach used is quantitative method with data collection through questionnaires
and processed using Smart PLS 3.0 software to answer research problems and hypotheses. The
population in this study were all people in 81 villages and 13 sub-districts in West Kotawaringin
Regency total 246,214 people.

Result and Conclusion: Based on quantitative analysis that has been done, it can be concluded
that Human assets, Natural assets, Financial assets, Social assets, Physical assets, food
distribution affect household food security in West Kotawaringin Regency. Government support
strengthens household food security in West Kotawaringin Regency.

Implication of research: The research implication is to strengthen the government's role in
ensuring food security. Novelty which is a research finding is the variable role of village
government in moderating household food security.

Originality/Value: This research is expected to contribute to sustainable theory where society
tries to prioritize social responses to environmental and economic problems. It is hoped that
this social response will provide food supplies, as well as identifying factors that influence
increasing food security.
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FATORES QUE AFETAM A SEGURANCA ALIMENTAR DOS AGREGADOS
FAMILIARES EM ZONAS NAO CENTRAIS ALIMENTARES

RESUMO

Objetivo: Este estudo visa determinar os fatores que afetam a seguranca alimentar familiar em
areas nao-alimentares de centro em West Kotawaringin Regency, Provincia de Kalimantan
Central.

Estrutura Teorica: De acordo com a teoria da sustentabilidade. As familias que tém bons ativos
de subsisténcia podem aumentar a seguranca alimentar das familias, reforcar os ativos de
subsisténcia das familias, ndo s6 aumentar a sua resiliéncia a varios choques, mas também
apoiar os objetivos gerais de sustentabilidade.

Método: A abordagem utilizada € o método quantitativo com coleta de dados através de
questionarios e processado usando o software Smart PLS 3.0 para responder a problemas de
pesquisa e hipoteses. A populacao neste estudo era toda de 81 aldeias e 13 sub-distritos em
Kotawaringna Regéncia Ocidental total 246.214 pessoas.

Resultado e Conclusdo: Com base na analise quantitativa que foi feita, pode-se concluir que
os Ativos Humanos, Ativos Naturais, Ativos Financeiros, Ativos Sociais, Ativos Fisicos,
Distribuicdo de Alimentos afetam a seguranca alimentar das familias na Regido de West
Kotawaring. O apoio do governo fortalece a seguranca alimentar doméstica na Regéncia de
West Kotawaringin.

Implicacdo da pesquisa: A implicacdo da pesquisa é fortalecer o papel do governo na garantia
da seguranca alimentar. Novidade, que € um achado de pesquisa, € o papel variavel do governo
da aldeia na moderacao da seguranca alimentar doméstica.

Originalidade/valor: Espera-se que esta pesquisa contribua para a teoria sustentavel, onde a
sociedade tenta priorizar respostas sociais a problemas ambientais e econdomicos. Espera-se
que esta resposta social forneca alimentos e identifique os fatores que influenciam o aumento
da seguranca alimentar.

Palavras-chave: seguranca alimentar, centros nao-alimentares, apoio do governo.

FACTORES QUE AFECTAN A LA SEGURIDAD ALIMENTARIA DE LOS
HOGARES EN LAS ZONAS NO ALIMENTARIAS

RESUMEN

Objetivo: El objetivo de este estudio es determinar los factores que afectan la seguridad
alimentaria de los hogares en las zonas de centros no alimentarios de Kotawaringin Occidental,
en Regency, provincia de Kalimantan Central.

Marco teérico: De acuerdo con la teoria de la sostenibilidad. Los hogares que tienen buenos
medios de subsistencia pueden aumentar la seguridad alimentaria de los hogares, fortalecer los
medios de subsistencia de los hogares, no sblo aumentar su resistencia a diversas
perturbaciones, sino también apoyar los objetivos generales de sostenibilidad.

Método: El enfoque utilizado es el método cuantitativo con la recogida de datos a través de
cuestionarios y procesados utilizando el software Smart PLS 3.0 para responder a problemas e
hipotesis de investigacion. La poblacion en este estudio era toda la gente en 81 aldeas y 13 sub-
distritos en Kotawaring Occidental en Regencia total 246,214 personas.

Resultado y conclusion: Sobre la base del analisis cuantitativo que se ha hecho, se puede
concluir que los activos humanos, los activos naturales, los activos financieros, los activos
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sociales, los activos fisicos y la distribucion de alimentos afectan a la seguridad alimentaria de
los hogares en Kotawaringin Occidental, en la Regencia. El apoyo del Gobierno fortalece la
seguridad alimentaria de los hogares en Kotawaringin Occidental, en la Regencia.

Implicacion de la investigacion: La investigacion tiene como consecuencia fortalecer el papel
del gobierno en garantizar la seguridad alimentaria. La novedad, que es un hallazgo de
investigacion, es el papel variable del gobierno de la aldea en la moderacion de la seguridad
alimentaria de los hogares.

Originalidad/Valor: Se espera que esta investigacion contribuya a la teoria sostenible, donde
la sociedad trata de priorizar las respuestas sociales a los problemas ambientales y economicos.
Se espera que esta respuesta social proporcione suministros de alimentos, asi como la
identificacion de los factores que influyen en el aumento de la seguridad alimentaria.

Palabras clave: seguridad alimentaria, centros no alimentarios, apoyo gubernamental.

1 INTRODUCTION

Based on data from the Global Food Safety Initiative (GFSI), Indonesia's food
security index in 2022 was 60.2 or 63rd out of 113 countries. This figure is still below the
world average index of 62.2 and Asia Pacific of 63.42. Factors affecting food security
according to UNICEF include uneven food availability throughout the year; unequal food
affordability over time and between regions; food consumption that is not yet diverse,
nutritionally balanced and safe; inadequate food logistics systems; low farmer exchange
rates; declining agricultural land area; unintegrated food security policies; poor food
diversification and the quality of distribution infrastructure.

In Asia and the Pacific, Indonesia ranks 10th with a total score of 67.9. Of the four
indicators, three are still unsatisfactory, namely Availability or food access (50.9), Quality
and Safety or food quality and safety level (56.2) and Sustainability and Adaptation or
climate change sustainability and adaptation issues (46.3). This means that the weakest
point for Indonesia in terms of food is anticipating climate change on national food
security. At the world level, Indonesia ranks 63 out of 113 countries.

The results of the FSVA analysis showed that there were 39 out of 94 villages that
were food insecure (41.49%). South Arut Sub-district, Kumai Sub-district and South Arut
Sub-district are villages with high food and nutrition insecurity.

Based on these problems, this research tries to identify the factors that affect
household food security in West Kotawaringin District and the strategies that can be

carried out in the future.
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This research is expected to strengthen the sustainable theory. sustainable theory
was first proposed by Meadows et al, (1972) which explains community efforts to
prioritise social responses to environmental and economic problems. This social response
is expected to fulfil the needs of the present and future generations (WCED, 1987). In
addition, this research can strengthen the welfare state theory where the government is
considered to play an important role in ensuring the welfare of every citizen.

The research uses the analytical of welfare state theory, where the government is
responsible for the welfare and prosperity of its people (Bentham, 1996: 17). Based on
empirical studies conducted, it is found that food security affects people's welfare
(Laborde et al., 2021; Kornher and Sakketa 2021; Njeri 2021). In addition, it was also
found that government support, which if drawn to the research problem, is the
performance of the government in the welfare of the community (Lai et al., 2020; Paais
and Pattiruhu, 2020; Piedade et al., 2021). logically, if the per capita income is high, the
employment of the head of the household is broad, the education of the head of the
household is high and strengthened by government support, it has the potential to increase

food security.
1.1 PROBLEM FORMULATION

Based on the research problem, namely the low food self-sufficiency and
household food security in West Kotawaringin Regency, Central Kalimantan Province,
the problem formulation in this study is as follows:

1. Do human assets affect household food security in West Kotawaringin Regency,

Central Kalimantan Province?

2. Do natural assets affect household food security in West Kotawaringin district,

Central Kalimantan Province?

3. Do financial assets affect household food security in West Kotawaringin district,

Central Kalimantan province?

4. Do social assets affect household food security in West Kotawaringin District,

Central Kalimantan Province?

5. Do physical assets affect household food security in West Kotawaringin District,

Central Kalimantan Province?
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6. Does food distribution affect household food security in West Kotawaringin
District, Central Kalimantan Province?
7. Does government support moderate the effect of human assets on household food
security in West Kotawaringin District, Central Kalimantan Province?
8. Does government support moderate the effect of natural assets on household food
security in West Kotawaringin District, Central Kalimantan Province?
9. Does government support moderate the effect of financial assets on household
food security in West Kotawaringin Regency, Central Kalimantan Province?
10. Does government support moderate the effect of social assets on household food
security in West Kotawaringin Regency, Central Kalimantan Province?
11. Does government support moderate the effect of physical assets on household
food security in West Kotawaringin Regency, Central Kalimantan Province?
12. Does government support moderate the effect of food distribution on household

food security in West Kotawaringin Regency, Central Kalimantan Province?
1.2 RESEARCH OBJECTIVES

This research aims to develop welfare state theory and sustainable theory
related to human assets, natural assets, financial assets, social assets, physical assets,
food distribution and government support to improve household food security in West
Kotawaringin District. West Kotawaringin Regency. In addition, it is also to test and
analysis:

1. The influence of human assets on household food security in West Kotawaringin
District, Central Kalimantan Province.

2. The effect of natural assets on household food security in West Kotawaringin
Regency, Central Kalimantan Province.

3. The effect of financial assets on household food security in West Kotawaringin
Regency, Central Kalimantan Province.

4. The effect of social assets on household food security in West Kotawaringin
Regency, Central Kalimantan Province.

5. The effect of physical assets on household food security in West Kotawaringin

Regency, Central Kalimantan Province.
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6. The effect of food distribution on household food security in West Kotawaringin
District, Central Kalimantan Province.
7. The effect of government support moderates human assets on household food
security in West Kotawaringin District, Central Kalimantan Province.
8. The effect of government support moderates natural assets on household food
security in West Kotawaringin Regency, Central Kalimantan Province.
9. The effect of government support moderates financial assets on household food
security in West Kotawaringin Regency, Central Kalimantan Province.
10. The effect of government support moderates social assets on household food
security in West Kotawaringin Regency, Central Kalimantan Province.
11. The effect of government support moderates physical assets on household food
security in West Kotawaringin district, Central Kalimantan Province
12. The effect of government support moderates food distribution on household food

security in West Kotawaringin Regency, Central Kalimantan Province.
2 METHODOLOGY

To achieve the research objectives and prove the hypothesis, this research uses a
quantitative method approach. Data obtained through questionnaires were tabulated,
processed using SmartPLS 3.0 software to answer research problems and hypotheses. The
population in this study were all people in 81 villages and 13 sub-districts in West
Kotawaringin Regency total 246,214 people. The sample also looks at characteristics
such as age, gender, education and tenure to help analysis the discussion. The reason for
taking the population of all communities in West Kotawaringin Regency is because

researchers can access all populations well.

n=N/(1+(Nxe?) (1)
Notes:

n = Number of samples

N = Total population

e2 = Margin of Error

n=246,214/ (1 + (246,214 x 0.052))

(o)
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n = 400 people after obtaining a sample of 400 people, then allocated to 94 villages in West

Kotawaringin Regency.

The research population was 246,214 people in West Kotawaringin Regency.
Determination of the sample size in this study using the Slovin formula by calculating the
sample size as follows. Sugiyono, (2017: 149):

Figure 1
Research Model Path Diagram

Source: Processed with SmartPLS

2.1 STRUCTURAL MODEL EQUATION
The following is the research structural model equation.

KP=0.866HA+0.758NA+0.874FA+0.699SA+0.740PA+0.684DP+0.644HA*DP+0.751
NA*DP+0.746FA*DP+0.816SA*DP+0.791PA*DP+ 0.691DIS*DP+ e (2)

L __7)J
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Notes:

I:l = Observed variable/observed variable/indicator

O: Latent Variable

—> =Line

KP: Household Food Security
NA : Natural asset

FA : Financial asset

SA : Social asset

PA : Physical asset

DP : Government support
HA*DP : Moderation 1
NA*DP : Moderation 2
FA*DP : Moderation 3
SA*DP : Moderation 4
PA*DP : Moderation 5
DIS*DP : Moderation 6

E : Measurement Error

The regression coefficient numbers in the equation are obtained from SmartPLS

processing results from convergent validity, namely the value of outer loadings.
2.2 MEASUREMENT MODEL EQUATION

The following is the research measurement model equation.
1. Household Food Security Variable (KP)
KP1=0.941KP+e

KP2=0.930KP+e

KP3=0.911KP+e

KP4=0.874KP+e

KP5=0.929KP+e

(8
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2. Human Asset Variable (HA)
HA1= 0.898HA+e
HA2=0.894HA+e

HA3= 0.921HA+e

HA4= 0.695HA+e

3. Natural Asset (NA) Variable
NA1= 0.938NA+e

NA2= 0.954NA+e

4. Variable Financial Asset (FA)
FA1=0.971FA+e
FA2=0.971FA +e
FA3=0.914FA + ¢

FA4= 0.924FA+e

5. Social Asset ( SA) Variable
SA1=0.844SA+e
SA2=0.892SA+e
SA3=0.902SA+e
SA4=0.937SA+e

6. Physical Asset (PA) variable
PA1=0.943SA+e

PA2 =0.935SA +e
PA3=0.927SA+e
PA4=0.950SA+e

7. Government Support Variable (DP)
DP1=0.931DP+e
DP2=0.888DP+e
DP3=0.918DP+e
DP4=0.924DP+e
DP5=0.902DP+e

8. Food Distribution Variable (DIS)
DIS=0.794DIS+e
DIS=0.933DIS+e

L 9)J
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2.3 CONVERGENT VALIDITY

Convergent validity can be seen from the outer loading and average variance
extraced (AVE) values. The following is the outer loading of variable indicators in Table
4.47.

Tabel 1
Outer Loading Value

Variabel Indikator Factor Loading
Food Availability (KP1) 0.941
Food security Food Access (KP2) 0.930
(KP) Food utilization (KP3) 0911
Agency (KP4) 0.874
Sustainability (KP5) 0.929
Public health (HAl) 0.940
Human Last education (HA2) 0.925
Asset (HA) Training & Job Skills (HA3) 0.875
Community Skills (HA4) 0.940
Natural Agricultural Productivity (NA1) 0.938
Asset (NA) Land Ownership (NA2) 0.954
Community Income (FAI) 0.971
Financial Savings Ownership (FA2) 0.971
Asset (FA) Investment Ownership (FA3) 0.914
Access to borrow/debt (FA4) 0.924
Living conditions (PAl) 0.943
. Vehicle Ownership (PA2) 0.935
jﬁg ejz‘lc(lelA ) Road access conditions (PA3) 0.927
Water access conditions (PA4) 0.950
Sanitary access conditions (PAS5) 0.816
Level of community welfare (SA1) 0.844
Social Kinship relations (S42) 0.892
Asset (SA) Community Participation (SA3) 0.902
Community Social Network (SA4) 0.937
. Distribution Channels (DIS1) 0.794
?B;Sfj Distribution Physical Flow Distribution Activities of Food 0.933

Goods (DIS2)

Agricultural Productivity (DP1) 0.931
Government Support Coaching (DP2) 0.888
(DP) Job Networking (DP3) 0.918
Commitment of all stakeholders (DP4) 0.924
Village Authority (DP5) 0.902

Source: Processed with Smart PLS

Table 1 shows that the outer loading for all variables is greater than 0.7, which
means that all indicators can be said to fulfil convergent validity. The following table 2
explains the average variance extracted (AVE):

. 1)
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Tabel 2
Average Variance Extracted (AVE)

Variable Average Variance Extracted
Food Security 0.841
Human Asset 0.847
Natural Asset 0.895
Financial Asset 0.894
Social Asset 0.800
Physical Asset 0.838
Food Distribution 0.751
Government Support 0.833

Source: Processed with Smart PLS

Table 2 shows that the average variance extracted value> 0.5 so that it can be

stated that it has good validity, meaning that the amount of variance that can be contained

by the latent variable construct is good.

2.4 DISCRIMINANT VALIDITY

Discriminant validity test is carried out to ensure that variables are not correlated

with each other and measure different constructs. To measure discriminant validity,

calculations are carried out using the cross loading value and the Fornell-Larcker Test.

The following are the results of the discriminant validity test in table 3

Tabel 3
Nilai Cross Loading

Dis DP HA FA KP MEl ME2 ME3 ME4 ME5 ME6 NA PA SA

DIS1 0.794 0.515 0.555 0.538 0.439 -0.486 -0.427 -0.505 -0.488 -0.476 -0.264 0.459 0.499 0.533

DIS2 0.933 0.737 0.797 0.791 0.743 0.597 0.581 0.595 0.554 -0.572 0.391 0.740 0.737 0.759

DP1 0.712 0.931 0.930 0.952 0.935 -0.685 -0.684 -0.692 -0.655 -0.676 -0.635 0.843 0.914 0.941

DP2  0.677 0.888 0.890 0.919 0.908 0.667 -0.684 -0.671 -0.581 -0.689 -0.580 0.863 0.941 0.863

DP3  0.681 0.918 0.803 0.812 0.779 -0.791 -0.722 -0.805 -0.789 -0.744 -0.723 0.684 0.760 0.888

DP4  0.703 0.924 0.828 0.832 0.791 -0.785 -0.717 -0.799 -0.784 -0.739 -0.719 0.700 0.774 0.899

DP5  0.620 0.902 0.775 0.809 0.926 -0.641 -0.622 -0.635 -0.651 -0.618 -0.587 0.716 0.809 0.900

DIS*D

0.390 0.706 0.627 0.655 0.619 0.917 0.826 0.917 0.897 0.851 1.000 -0.574 -0.627 -0.694

P

FA1 0.769 0.923 0.971 0.957 0.926 -0.701 -0.689 -0.722 -0.647 -0.712 -0.602 0.884 0.960 0.924

FA2 0.722 0.897 0.971 0.953 0.912 -0.617 -0.632 -0.636 -0.558 -0.605 -0.565 0.879 0.931 0.906

FA3 0.730 0.818 0.914 0.883 0.741 -0.622 -0.514 -0.662 -0.612 -0.615 -0.593 0.795 0.791 0.841

FA4  0.815 0.867 0.924 0.937 0.859 -0.685 -0.671 -0.681 -0.672 -0.696 -0.616 0.868 0.845 0.891

FA*D

0.637 0.784 0.714 0.734 0.700 0.986 0.897 1.000 0.952 0.941 0.917 -0.655 -0.729 -0.772

P

HA1 0.710 0.896 0.924 0.940 0.909 0.647 0.644 -0.647 -0.621 -0.636 -0.592 0.827 0.890 0.915

HA2 0.683 0.883 0.898 0.925 0.911 -0.660 -0.681 -0.661 -0.574 -0.684 -0.567 0.869 0.943 0.863

HA3 0.710 0.839 0.894 0.875 0.745 0.662 -0.550 -0.704 -0.649 -0.655 -0.628 0.790 0.792 0.851

HA4 0.814 0.881 0.921 0.940 0.862 -0.707 -0.684 -0.700 -0.696 -0.713 -0.634 0.866 0.845 0.901
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HA*D
P

0.630 0.777 0.695 0.726 0.697 1.000 0.916 0.986 0.966 0.955 0.917 -0.649 -0.723 -0.764

KP1__0.642 0.904 0.802 0.828 0.941 -0.632 -0.622 -0.628 -0.639 -0.616 -0.580 0.739 0.828 0.908
KP2 _ 0.713 0.917 0.931 0.950 0.930 -0.671 -0.675 -0.674 -0.640 -0.665 -0.613 0.844 0.910 0.930
KP3__ 0.683 0.883 0.898 0.925 0.911 -0.660 -0.681 -0.661 -0.574 -0.684 -0.567 0.869 0.943 0.863
KP4 0.618 0.786 0.784 0.775 0.874 -0.589 0573 -0.609 -0.533 -0.537 -0.490_0.704 0.906 0.784
KP5_ 0.614 0.894 0.770 0.803 0.929 -0.640 -0.619 -0.635 -0.645 -0.625 -0.585_0.706 0.810 0.889
NA1 _0.706 0.781 0.836 0.832 0.736 -0.656 -0.640 -0.682 -0.635 -0.681 -0.579 0.938 0.794 0844
NA2 _0.662 0.805 0.879 0.889 0.853 -0.579 -0.589 -0.567 -0.542 -0.590 -0.512 0954 0.859 0.841
NA™D 0,594 0.749 0,667 0.698 0.692 0.916 1.000 0.897 0.899 0.887 0.826 -0.647 -0.713 0.739
PAL 0683 0.883 0.898 0.925 0.911 -0.660 -0.681 -0.661 -0.574 -0.684 -0.567 0.869 0.943 0.863
PA2 _0.643 0.820 0.801 0.802 0.901 -0.662 -0.657 -0.667 -0.625 -0.638 -0.559 0.737 0.935 0.823
PA3 0624 0.822 0.780 0.787 0.896 -0.676 -0.671 -0.682 -0.638 -0.651 -0.570_0.725 0.927 0.819
PA4_ 0697 0.886 0.909 0.934 0.916 -0.670 -0.691 -0.666 -0.592 -0.699 -0.577 0.876 0.950 0.872
PA5 _ 0.738 0.828 0.918 0.894 0.758 -0.649 -0.554 0,671 -0.655 -0.661 -0.610 0.809 0.816 0.857
PA™D 0608 0.757 0.696 0.720 0.683 0.955 0.887 0.941 0939 1.000 0.851 -0.668 -0.727 -0.752
SAL 0717 0.774 0.846 0.838 0.729 -0.643 -0.619 -.666 -0.627 -0.662 -0.567 0.938 0.789 0.844
SA2 0681 0.919 0.799 0.812 0.782 -0.808 -0.742_-.815 -0.814 -0.770 -0.738 0.686 0.764 0.892
SA3_ 0640 0.901 0.804 0,827 0.941 -0.608 -0.597 0.611 0.606 -0.584 -0.559 0.737 0.824 0.902
SA4 0715 0.922 0.927 0.950 0.932 -0.693 -0.698 -0.690_0.670 -0.694 -0.633 0.844 0.913 0.937
SA™D10.601/0.752) 0.657|0.687) 0.661| 0.966( 0.899| 0.952| 1.000) 0.939] 0.897| 0.618| 0.671| 0.754

Source: Processed with SmartPLS

Notes:

Dis = Food Distribution
DP = Government Support
HA = Human Asset

NA = Natural Asset

FA = Financial Asset

SA = Social Asset

PA = Physical Asset

KP = Food Security.

Table 3 shows that all variable indicators have a cross loading value >0.5,

meaning that each indicator is not correlated and measures different constructs. The

following are the results of the discriminant validity test using the Fornell-Larcker test in
Table 4.
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dy

Table 4

Fornell-Larcker Criterion Test Results

Dis DP HA FA KP ME1 ME2 ME3 ME4 ME5 ME6 NA PA SA

Dis 0.867

DP 0.7430.913

FA 0.802 0.929 0.945

HA 0.791 0.951 0.987 0.920

KP 0.714 0.957 0.914 0.935 0.917

Moderating ¢34 777 0.695 0.726 0.697 1.000

Effect 1

Moderating 594 749 0.667 0.698 0.692 0.916 1.000

Effect 2

Moderating 37 ) 784 0.714 0.734 0.700 0.986 0.897 1.000

Effect 3

Moderating 511 () 757 0.657 0.687 0.661 0.966 0.899 0.952 1.000

Effect 4

I'\E/'f?gcetrgt'”g 0.608 0.757 0.696 0.729 0.683 0.955 0.887 0.941 0.939 1.000

I'\E"f?éjcetrg“”g 0.390 0.706 0.627 0.655 0.619 0.917 0.826 0.917 0.897 0.851 1.000

NA 0.721 0.839 0.907 0.911 0.844 0.649 0.647 0.655 0.618 0.668 0.574 0.946

PA 0.736 0.925 0.937 0.946 0.959 0.723 0.713 0.729 0.671 0.727 0.627 0.876 0.916
SA 0.766 0.985 0.943 0.959 0.955 0.764 0.739 0.772 0.754 0.752 0.694 0.890 0.923 0.894

Source: Processed with SmartPLS

Table 4. shows that the construct correlation, the association is higher than the
other constructs, so it can be said that the model has good discriminant validity.

2.5 COMPOSITE RELIABILITY

Reliability testing in PLS can use two methods, namely Cronbach's alpha and
composite reliability. Cronbach's alpha measures the lower limit of reliability value while
composite reliability measures the true value of a construct's reliability (Chin, 1995).
Composite reliability is considered better in estimating the internal consistency of a
construct. Therule of thumb for Cronbach's alpha and composite reliability values must
be greater than 0.70 although a value of 0.60 is still acceptable (Hair et al., 2010). The
following are the results of calculating Cronbach's alpha and composite reliability on the

research variables:

C n)
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dy

Table 5
Composite Reliability and Cronbach's Alpha Results

. , Composite
Variable Cronbach’s Alpha Reliability
Food Security 0.953 0.964
Human Asset 0.939 0.957
Natural Asset 0.883 0.897
Financial Asset 0.960 0.968
Social Asset 0.916 0.928
Physical Asset 0.951 0.956
Food Distribution 0.860 0.819
Government Support 0.950 0.953

Source: Processed with SmartPLS

Table 5 shows that the Cronbach's alpha and composite reliability values for all
variable constructs each have a value greater than 0.60, thus the research model constructs
formed are reliable / reliable.

2.6 STRUCTURAL MODEL EVALUATION

The R2 results of 0.67, 0.33 and 0.19 for endogenous variables in the structural
model indicate that the model is ‘good’, ‘moderate’ and ‘weak’ (Ghozali and Latan 2015:
139). Based on data processing with PLS, the resulting coefficient of determination (R-

Square) value is as follows:

Table 6

R-Square Value
Variable R Square
Food Security 0.960

Source: Processed with SmartPLS

Goodness of fit in the PLS model can be seen from theR? value, the higher the®?,
the more fit the model can be said to be. The results of the calculation ofR? food security
variables show a value of 0.960 greater than 0.67, meaning that the amount of diversity
of the research data can be explained by the structural model well because the R-Square
value is above 0.67.

[ 4]
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3 RESULT AND DISCUSSION

After analysis the coefficient of influence between variables, the next step is to
test the hypothesis using the t-statistics value. The parameter of whether there is a partial
influence can be known based on the t-statistics value which must be greater than 1.96,
so there is an influence of exogenous variables on endogenous variables or endogenous
variables on endogenous variables. Conversely, if the t-statistics value is smaller than
1.96, there is no effect of exogenous variables on endogenous variables or endogenous
variables on endogenous variables. If P values <0.05 means significant and if P values>

0.05 means insignificant. The following hypothesis testing results are in table 7

Table 7
Hypothesis Testing Results

Original Sample SDt:Vr:gggi T  Statistics P

Sample (O) Mean (M) (STDEV) (IO/STDEV])  Values
Human Asset > 0866 0.855 0.482 2.325 0.001
Ketahanan Pangan
Natural Asset > 0.758 0.750 0.181 2.328 0.017
Ketahanan Pangan
Financial Asset -> 0.874 0.870 0.435 2.135 0.014
Ketahanan Pangan
Social Asset -> Ketahanan 0699 0.670 0.451 2.012 0.010
Pangan
Physical Asset ->
Ketahanan Pangan 0.740 0380 0256 2987 0018
Distribusi  Pangan  -> 0689 0.601 0.301 2.123 0.012
Ketahanan Pangan
Dukungan Pemerintah -> 0684 0.680 0.404 2.132 0.013
Ketahanan Pangan
Moderating Effect 1 -> 0644 0.640 0.623 2.325 0.055
Ketahanan Pangan
Moderating Effect 2 -> 0751 0.749 0.181 2.333 0.011
Ketahanan Pangan
Moderating Effect 3 -> 0.746 0.740 0.670 2.325 0.015
Ketahanan Pangan
Moderating Effect 4 -> 0816 0.810 0.322 2.358 0.001
Ketahanan Pangan
Moderating Effect 5 -> 0791 0.710 0.333 2.398 0.013
Ketahanan Pangan
Moderating Effect 6 -> 0691 0.680 0.405 2.326 0.017

Ketahanan Pangan
Source: Processed with SmartPLS

Table 6 shows the results of hypothesis testing which can be explained as follows:

1. Hypothesis testing to 1

C 1)
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security is 0.866 with a P Value <0.05 so it can be concluded that the human asset variable

The magnitude of the influence of the human asset variable on household food

has a positive and significant effect on the household food security variable in West
Kotawaringin Regency (H1 accepted).
2. Hypothesis testing 2
The magnitude of the effect of the natural asset variable on the household food
security variable is 0.758 with a P Value <0.05 so it can be concluded that the natural
asset variable has a positive and significant effect on the food security variable in West
Kotawaringin (H2 accepted).
3. Hypothesis testing to 3
The magnitude of the influence of the financial asset variable on food security is
0.871 with a P Value <0.05 so it can be concluded that the financial asset variable has a
positive and significant effect on the household food security variable in West
Kotawaringin Regency (H3 accepted).
4. Hypothesis testing to 4
The magnitude of the influence of social asset variables on household food
security is 0.699 with a P Value <0.05 so it can be concluded that social asset variables
have a positive and significant effect on household food security variables in West
Kotawaringin Regency (H4 accepted).
5. Hypothesis testing to 5
The magnitude of the influence of the physical asset variable on food security is
0.740 with a P Value <0.05 so it can be concluded that the physical asset variable has a
positive and significant effect on the household food security variable in West
Kotawaringin Regency (H5 is accepted).
6. Hypothesis testing 6
The magnitude of the effect of food distribution variables on household food
security is 0.689 with a P Value <0.05 so it can be concluded that food distribution
variables have a positive and significant effect on household food security variables in
West Kotawaringin Regency (H6 accepted).
7. Hypothesis testing to 7
The magnitude of the interaction effect of government support and human assets
on household food security is 0.644 with a P-value <0.05 so it can be concluded that

government support moderates the effect of human assets on household food security in

o)
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West Kotawaringin Regency (H7 accepted). The results of hypothesis testing state that
the direct effect of human assets on household food security is significant and the
interaction of moderating variables is also significant, so it can be classified as a quasi
moderating variable.
8. Hypothesis testing 8
The magnitude of the interaction effect of government support and natural assets
on household food security is 0.751 with a P-value <0.05 so it can be concluded that
government support moderates the effect of natural assets on household food security in
West Kotawaringin Regency (H8 accepted). The results of hypothesis testing state that
the direct effect of natural assets on household food security is significant and the
interaction of moderating variables is also significant, so it can be classified as a quasi
moderating variable.
9. Hypothesis testing 9
The magnitude of the interaction effect of government support and financial assets
on household food security is 0.746 with a P-value <0.05 so it can be concluded that
government support moderates the effect of financial assets on household food security
in West Kotawaringin Regency (H9 accepted). The results of hypothesis testing state that
the direct effect of financial assets on household food security is significant and the
interaction of moderating variables is also significant, so it can be classified as a quasi
moderating variable.
10. Hypothesis testing 10
The magnitude of the interaction effect of government support and social assets
on household food security is 0.816 with a P-value <0.05 so it can be concluded that
government support moderates the effect of social assets on household food security in
West Kotawaringin Regency (H10 accepted). The results of hypothesis testing state that
the direct effect of social assets on household food security is significant and the
interaction of moderating variables is also significant, so it can be classified as a quasi
moderating variable.
11. Hypothesis testing 11
The magnitude of the interaction effect of government support and physical assets
on household food security is 0.791 with a P-value <0.05 so it can be concluded that
government support moderates the effect of physical assets on household food security
in West Kotawaringin District (H11 accepted). The results of hypothesis testing state that

()
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the direct effect of physical assets on household food security is significant and the
interaction of moderating variables is also significant, so it can be classified as a quasi
moderating variable.
1. Testing the 12th hypothesis

The magnitude of the interaction effect of government support and food
distribution on household food security is 0.691 with a P-value <0.05 so it can be
concluded that government support moderates the effect of food distribution on
household food security in West Kotawaringin Regency (H12 accepted). The results of
hypothesis testing state that the direct effect of food distribution on household food
security is significant and the interaction of moderating variables is also significant, so it
can be classified as a quasi moderating variable.

4 CONCLUSION

Based on the quantitative analysis that has been done, it can be concluded that
Human assets, Natural assets, Financial assets, Social assets , Physical assets, food
distribution affect household food security in West Kotawaringin Regency. Government

support strengthens household food security in West Kotawaringin Regency.

REFERENCES

Abdullah, Deyi Zhou, Tarig Shah, Sajjad Ali, Wagar Ahmad, Izhar Ud Din, and Aasir
Ilyas. 2019. “Factors Affecting Household Food Security in Rural Northern

Hinterland of Pakistan.” Journal of the Saudi Society of Agricultural Sciences
18(2):201-10.

Agarwal, B. 2018. Gender equality, food security and the sustainable development goals.
Current opinion in environmental sustainability, 34, 26-32.

Agricultural Market Information System. 2020. “Prices and Price Volatility”. Melalui
https://www.amis-outlook.org/indicators/prices/en/. (18072024).

Asmara, R., Hanani, N., dan Mutisari, R. 2012. Analisis Ketahanan Pangan

Badan Pangan. 2024. “Kebijakan”. Melalui https://badanpangan.go.id/wiki/kebijakan.
(13082024).

Badrudin, R. 2012. Ekonomika otonomi daerah. UPP STIM YKPN.

Bappenas. 2020. Rencana Pembangunan Jangka Menengah Nasional Tahun 2020 -
2024. Jakarta : Kementerian Perencanaan Pembangunan Nasional/Bappenas.

C )

Miami| v.12, n. 12| pages: 01-24| e04134 |2024. JOURNAL OF LAW AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT



Bappenas.go.id. 2024. “Publikasi Rencana Pembangunan dan Rencana Kerja
Pemerintah”. Melalui https : // www.bappenas.go.id / datapublikasishow?q =
Rencana% 20 Pembangunan%20dan % 20Rencana % 20Kerja % 20 Pemerintah
(17072024).

Bashir, M. K., & Schilizzi, S. 2013. Determinants of rural household food security: a
comparative analysis of African and Asian studies. Journal of the Science of Food
and Agriculture, 93(6), 1251-1258.

Becker, G.S. 1964 Human Capital: A Theoretical and Empirical Analysis, with Special
Reference to Education. University of Chicago Press, Chicago.

Bentham, J. 2016. Teori perundang-undangan. Nuansa Cendekia.

Bkkbn.go.id. 2019. “Laporan Kinerja BKKBN 2019~ melalui
https://www.bkkbn.go.id/storage/files/1/LAKIP%20BKKBN/LAKIP_BKKBN_20
19.pdf (20082024).

Black RE, Victora CG, Walker SP, Bhutta ZA, Christian P, de Onis M, Ezzati M,
Grantham-McGregor S, Katz J, Martorell R, Uauy R. 2013. Maternal and Child
Nutrition Study Group. Maternal and child undernutrition and overweight in low-
income and middle-income countries. Lancet. 382(9890):427-451.

Bockish. J. 2012. Transportation Sustainability Rating Systems. Gresham Smith and
Partners. Presentation. http://www.gaite.org/wp- content/uploads/2012/07/GAITE-
Presentation-Sustainability-July-2012.pdf, diakses 29 April 2016

Bps.go.id. 2022. “Statistik Indonesia 2022”. Melalui https: // www.bps.go.id /id /
publication /2022/02/25/ Oa2afeadfab72a5d052ch315/statistik-indonesia-2022.html.
(27082024).

Carpenter, W. M., dan Wiencek, D. G. 2005. Asian security handbook: Terrorism and the
new security environment. Me sharpe

Carrad, A, Turner, L., Rose, N., Charlton, K., & Reeve, B. (2022). Local innovation in
food system policies: A case study of six Australian local governments. Journal of
Agriculture, Food Systems, and Community Development, 12(1), 115-139

Case, K. E., & Fair, R. C. 2006. PRINSIP-PRINSIP EKONOMI, edisi 8, jilid 1. Erlangga.

Chambers, R., dan Conway, G. 1992. Sustainable rural livelihoods: practical concepts for
the 21st century. Institute of Development Studies (UK).

Chen, Jian Xun, Piyush Sharma, Wu Zhan, and Li Liu. 2019. “Demystifying the Impact
of CEO Transformational Leadership on Firm Performance: Interactive Roles of
Exploratory Innovation and Environmental Uncertainty.” Journal of Business
Research 96(October 2018):85-96.

Clapp, Jennifer, William G. Moseley, Barbara Burlingame, and Paola Termine. 2022.

“Viewpoint: The Case for a Six-Dimensional Food Security Framework.” Food
Policy 106:102164.

C 1)

Miami| v.12, n. 12| pages: 01-24| e04134 |2024. JOURNAL OF LAW AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT



Cnbcindonesia. 2022. “Terungkap Ini Penyebab Anak Muda Ogah Jadi Petani”. Melalui
https:  //www.cnbcindonesia.com /research /20221201110556-128-392831 /
terungkap-ini-penyebab-anak-muda-ogah-jadi-petani (20082024).

Cnbcindonesia. 2023. “Distribusi Pangan Jadi Kunci Ketahanan Pangan RI”. Melalui
https : // www.cnbcindonesia.com / news /20230119165944-4-406894 / distribusi-
pangan-jadi-kunci-ketahanan-pangan-ri. (12072024).

Development and The Anthropocene. New York. http://hdr.undp.org/en/2020-report.
Agricultural Socio-Economics Journal, 12(3), 232-232.

Dorward, Andrew, and Ken E. Giller. 2022. “Change in the Climate and Other Factors
Affecting Agriculture, Food or Poverty: An Opportunity, a Threat or Both? A
Personal Perspective.” Global Food Security 33(December 2021):100623.

Eckholm,Erik, Newland, Kathleen. 1984. Wanita, kesehatan dan keluarga berencana :
pilihan di antara alternatif (Cet.1). Jakarta: Penerbit Sinar Harapan

Emina, J., Beguy, D., Zulu, E. M., Ezeh, A. C., Muindi, K., Elung’ata, P., ... & Y¢, Y.
2011. Monitoring of health and demographic outcomes in poor urban settlements:
evidence from the Nairobi Urban Health and Demographic Surveillance System.
Journal of Urban Health, 88, 200-218.

Engel, C. 2013. Behavioral law and economics: Empirical methods. MPI Collective
Goods Preprint.

Fao.org. 2011. “The State of Food and Agriculture 2010-2011”. Melalui
https://www.fao.org/4/i2050e/i2050e00.htm (27082024).

Fao.org. 2022. “Food Security 2022”. Melalui https : / www.fao.org / home /
404?7%2520% 2520details= d% 252063542a 7% 2520-%25206eb0%2520-5284-
9c7d-a960894b9183 (25082024).

Feleke, A. 2019. Determinants of Household Food Security in Doyogena woreda,
Kambata Tembaro Zone, South Nation Nationalities and People Regional State,
Ethiopia. Pacific international journal, 2(1), 10-18.

Firdayetti, S. E., & Adrianto, M. T. 2011. Analisis Faktor-faktor Yang Mempengaruhi
Konsumsi Di Indonesia Menggunakan Error Correction Model (ECM) Periode
Tahun 1994.1-2005.4. Media Ekonomi, 19(1), 3-26.

Fitriani, M. 1. 2019. Ketahanan pangan rumah tangga petani anggota lumbung di
kecamatan Gading Rejo Kabupaten Pringsewu.

Foodchainmagazine.com. 2023. “ Resilience in the U.S. Food Supply Chain: Challenges
and Innovations. The Importance of U.S. Food Supply Chain Resilience”. Melalui
https : // foodchainmagazine.com / news / resilience-in-the-u-s — food — supply —
chain — challenges - and-innovations/ (25082024).

Gebre, A. 2012. The Dynamics of Land Transaction Practices among the Karrayu

Pastoralists in the Upper Awash Valley of Ethiopia: The Cases of Abadir and Merti
Communities. East African Social Science Research Review, 28, 59-89
20

Miami| v.12, n. 12| pages: 01-24| e04134 |2024. JOURNAL OF LAW AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT



Gemere, A. W., & Debark, E. 2019. Determinants of Food Insecurity of Smallholder
Farmers in Humbo Woreda.

Goodin, R. 2015. The End of the Welfare State?. Social Policy Futures: Wreckage,
Resilience or Renewal.

Gundersen, C., & Ziliak, J. P. 2018. Food insecurity research in the United States: Where
we have been and where we need to go. Applied Economic Perspectives and Policy,
40(1), 119-135.

Hasbullah. 2009. Dasar-Dasar Ilmu Pendidikan : PT Rajagrafindo Persada. Jakarta.

Hasibuan, J. 2017. Implementasi Pembelajaran Berbasis Budaya Lokal Dalam
Meningkatkan Kesejahteraan Masyarakat: Studi Pada Masyarakat Adat Kampung
Cireundeu, Kota Cimahi (Doctoral dissertation, Universitas Pendidikan Indonesia)

Headey, D. D. 2013. Developmental drivers of nutritional change: a cross-country
analysis. World Development, 42, 76-88.

Hossain, Akbar, Timothy J. Krupnik, Jagadish Timsina, M. Golam Mahboob, Apurbo
Kumar Chaki, Muhammad Faroog, Rajan Bhatt, Shah Fahad, and Mirza
Hasanuzzaman. 2020. Agricultural Land Degradation: Processes and Problems
Undermining Future Food Security.

Kompas.id. 2023. Pangan  dunia dan  Indonesia  2023”.  Melalui
https://www.kompas.id/baca/opini/2022/12/01%20/%20pangan%20-
%20dunia%?20-%20dan%?20-indonesia-2023 (25082024).

Kornher, Lukas, and Tekalign Gutu Sakketa. 2021. “Does Food Security Matter to
Subjective Well-Being? Evidence from a Cross-Country Panel.” Journal of
International Development 33(8):1270-89.

Kumar, A., & Srinivasa, A. K. 2021. Food Security—Status and Determinants—during the
Covid-19 Lockdown: Evidence from Primary Survey in Eastern India.

Laborde, David, Will Martin, and Rob Vos. 2021. “Impacts of COVID-19 on Global
Poverty, Food Security, and Diets: Insights from Global Model Scenario Analysis.”
Agricultural Economics (United Kingdom) 52(3):375-90.

Lai, Fong Yi, Hui Chuan Tang, Szu Chi Lu, Yu Chin Lee, and Cheng Chen Lin. 2020.
“Transformational Leadership and Job Performance: The Mediating Role of Work
Engagement.” SAGE Open 10(1).

Lelimo, S., Tingum, E. N., Nchake, M., & Mohlori-Sepamo, K. 2021. Determinants of
food security among rural households participating in non-farm sector in Lesotho.
International Journal of Agricultural Policy and Research.

Maiyo, J. K., & Bawane, J. 2011. Education and poverty, relationship and concerns. A
case for Kenya.

[ 21

Miami| v.12, n. 12| pages: 01-24| e04134 |2024. JOURNAL OF LAW AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT



Maksum, S. R. 1., Jamanie, F., dan Alaydrus, A. 2019. Strategi Dinas Ketahanan Pangan
dalam Meningkatkan Ketahanan Pangan Kota Samarinda. Pemerintahan Integratif,
570-581

Mangkunegara, A. A. P. 2011. Manajemen sumber daya manusia perusahaan. Remaja
Rosda Karya. Bandung

Mantra B, 2003. Demografi Umum. Pustaka Pelajar. Yogyakarta.

McMahon, W. W. 2009. Higher learning, greater good: The private and social benefits of
higher education. JHU Press.

Meadows, D. H., Meadows, D. L., Randers, J., & Behrens, W. W. 1972. Los limites del
crecimiento: informe al Club de Roma sobre el predicamento de la humanidad (No.
HC59. L42 1973.). Fondo de cultura econdmica.

Nugroho, C. P., dan Mutisari, R. 2015. Analisis Indikator Ketahanan Pangan Kota
Probolinggo: Pendekatan Spasial. Agricultural Socio-Economics Journal, 15(3),
166-166.

Pearce, J. A., & Robinson, R. B. 2007. Manajemen Strategi. Jakarta: Salemba Empat

Prabowo, D. W. 2014. Pengelompokan komoditi bahan pangan pokok dengan metode
Analytical Hierarchy Process. Buletin llmiah Litbang Perdagangan, 8(2), 163-182.

Priyagus, P. 2023. Mekanisme transmisi energi dalam prespektif ekonomi terhadap emisi
karbon di Indonesia. In FORUM EKONOMI (Vol. 25, No. 2, pp. 290-299).

Psacharopoulos, and M. Woodhall. 1997. Education for development: An analysis of
investment choice, Oxford University Press, New York,

Rambe, R. A., dan Febriani, R. E. 2020. Peran Belanja Pemerintah dan Pajak Terhadap
Pertumbuhan Ekonomi Kabupaten dan Kota di Sumatera. Jurnak Ekonomi Dan
Kebijakan Publik, 3(1).

Robert J House, Peter W Doftman, Mansour Javidan, Paul J Hanges, Mari F. Sully de
Lugue. 2014. Strategic Leadership Across Cultures. London: SAGE Publications Inc.

Ruel, M. T., & Garrett, J. L. 2004. Features of urban food and nutrition security and
considerations for successful urban programming. eJADE: electronic Journal of
Agricultural and Development Economics, 1(853-2016-56105), 242-271.

Salustiano Dos Reis Piedade, | Made Wardana, Gene Riana, I. Gusti Ayu Manuati Dewi.
2021. “The Role of Motivation Mediation on the Effect of Transformational
Leadership Style on Employee Performance.” International Journal of Management
Science and Information Technology 1(1):35.

Sapta, I. K. S., M. Muafi, dan N. M. Setini. 2021. “The Role of Technology,
Organizational Culture, and Job Satisfaction in Improving Employee Performance
during the Covid-19 Pandemic.” Journal of Asian Finance, Economics and Business
8(1):495-505.

(=)

Miami| v.12, n. 12| pages: 01-24| e04134 |2024. JOURNAL OF LAW AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT



Timmer, C. P. 2012. Behavioral dimensions of food security. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences, 109(31), 12315-12320.

Tirtarahardja Umar. 2005. Pengantar Pendidikan. Rineka Cipta. Jakarta

Tisnawati, M., & Rahayu, S. U. 2014. Analisis Tingkat Pendapatan Keluarga Wanita
Single Parent: Studi Kasus Kelurahan Sesetan, Kecamatan Denpasar Selatan, Kota
Denpasar. E-Jurnal Ekonomi Pembangunan Universitas Udayana, 3(11), 44490.

Torre, C., A. Tommasetti, and G. Maione. 2020. “Technology Usage, Intellectual Capital,
Firm Performance and Employee Satisfaction: The Accountants’ Idea.” TQM

Journal 33(3):545-67.
Triwibowo, D., & Bahagijo, S. 2006. Mimpi negara kesejahteraan.

Tuanakotta, T.M. 2010. Akuntansi Forensik dan Auditor Investigatif, Lembaga Penerbit
Fakultas Ekonomi Universitas Indonesia, Jakarta

Ugm.ac.id. 2023. “CEO Saraswanti: SDM Unggul dan Inovasi Pertanian Jadi Solusi
Mengatasi Persoalan Pangan Global”. Melalui https : / ugm.ac.id /id / berita /ceo-
saraswanti — sdm — unggul - dan-inovasi-pertanian-jadi-solusi-mengatasi-persoalan-
pangan-global/ (20082024).

Umar, Z. A. 2011. Pengembangan Agribisnis Terpadu Di Sektor Perikanan (Suatu
Tinjauan Evaluasi dan Strategi Kebijakan). Jurnal Inovasi, 8(04)

Undang-Undang Dasar Negara Republik Indonesia 1945, Batang Tubuh

Undang-undang No. 33 Tahun 2004 Tentang Perimbangan Keuangan Antara Pemerintah
Pusat dan Pemerintah Daerah

Undang-Undang Nomor 18 Tahun 1997 tentang Pajak Daerah dan Retribusi Daerah.
Undang-Undang Republik Indonesia Nomor 11 Tahun 2009 Tentang
Kesejahteraan Sosial.”. Jakarta.

Undang-Undang Republik Indonesia nomor 18 tahun 2012 tentang pangan. Jakarta
UNDP. 2020. Human Development Report 2020: The Next Frontier Human

UNDRP.org. 2020. “UNDP Annual Report 20207 Melalui
https://www.undp.org/publications/undp-annual-report-2020. (27072024).

Unesco.org. 2016. “Unesco 2015”. Melalui https : // unesdoc.unesco.org /ark : /48223
/pf0000244834 (25072024).

UU No. 22 Tahun 1999 tentang Pemerintah Daerah

WCED, S. W. S. (1987). World commission on environment and development. Our
common future, 17(1), 1-91.

(=)

Miami| v.12, n. 12| pages: 01-24| e04134 |2024. JOURNAL OF LAW AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT



dy

Wiryokusumo, I., dan Mandalika, J. 1982. Kumpulan pikiran-pikiran dalam.

2]

Miami| v.12, n. 12| pages: 01-24| e04134 |2024. JOURNAL OF LAW AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT



