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ABSTRACT 

As a fast-growing industry sector, tourism has become an essential economic basis for villages. Law No 6 of 

2014 has broadened the opportunity for villages to develop. A tourism village is considered one of the 

community empowerment options that can improve the economy and the village's development. Moreover, with 

all their uniqueness, tourism villages are also regarded as capable of eliminating urbanization's negative impact. 

Of 83.820 villages in Indonesia, 2% of them are tourism villages. This study took a sample of 55 tourism villages 

selected by the purposive sampling method and then described the sample based on five typologies, namely the 

settlement configuration, the classification of the village, the accessibility, the tourist attraction, and the category 

of the tourism village. The data used in the study were collected from various sources, specifically, those taken 

from official documents, credible websites, and previous studies to describe the typology owned by villages to 

become fast-growing tourism villages. The results show that, generally, tourist villages in Indonesia are 

dominated by rural tourism villages; however, urban tourism villages have a faster development. This study 

also points out the determining aspect of tourist village development.  
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INTRODUCTION 

Equitable development is a discourse that continues to be the attention of various countries worldwide. 

Economic development can be considered even if the physical development has reached remote areas. 

The uneven development between rural and urban areas is challenging for developing countries such as 

Indonesia. 

As part of the Indonesian government system, villages must receive attention in development. 

Developing villages are almost the same as building the whole nation in the Indonesian context because 

most Indonesian people live in villages (Suwaryo, 2011). Theoretically, Friedmann (1981) has described 

the importance of rural area development: creating long-term economic sustainability, expanding job 

opportunities, sustainably improving the natural rural environment, prioritizing rural communities' basic 

needs, and realizing a balanced urban and rural development balance. 

Village development is an essential issue because villages can be lost, left behind, or even abandoned 

by the community if the village is not appropriately developed (Xu et al., 2019) due to a lack of 

infrastructure (Li et al., 2018) less productive agricultural land (Lieskovský et al., 2015), as well as the 

instability of the political and governmental aspects (Prishchepov et al., 2013). 

In Indonesia, discussions about villages have become more interesting with Law No. 6 of 2014. The 

aspects discussed in Law No. 6 of 2014 include; Village government, accelerated development, social 

institutions, and community empowerment. The discussion focused on the village as a vital part of 

building community welfare. The village's existence is getting stronger with the flexibility in 

determining local scale authority and making decisions for the benefit of the village community (Labolo, 

2017). 

As an implementation of Law No 6 of 2014, a village has the authority to run the government, 

development, social development, and rural community empowerment. A tourism village is a form of 

community empowerment related to the village economy (Trisnawati et al., 2018) since tourism is a 

substantial economic base for developing an area (Aji et al., 2018). Tourism can also be used as an 

approach to sustainable village development (Petrović et al., 2017).  

A tourism village is a village that has a uniqueness that can be used as a tourist travel destination, that 

is, a journey to get knowledge and pleasure (Nurvianti & Hastuti, 2021; Wijaya, 2021). According to 

Wilson et al. (2001), a village with various characteristics and uniqueness can become a tourist attraction 

that can easily be reached and developed. A development approach by developing a tourism village has 

become more and more popular and attractive so that it is considered capable of holding back the pace 

of urbanization and its impacts (Zhang et al., 2021), both in the village that is left behind and in the town 

which becomes more populated. Nowadays, of the 83,820 villages in Indonesia, 1,877 are tourism 

villages (the Ministry of Tourism and Creative Economy, 2022). This number has increased and spread 

to various provinces in Indonesia.  

The development of villages to become tourism villages without interfering with their environment and 

the main sectors have a prospect to alter the rural areas, which used to be considered as urban remnants 

or non-urban areas (Bogdanov et al., 2008) to become attractive areas for outsides as well as provide a 

source of income for the people in it (Ardilafiza et al., 2021; Pickel-Chevalier et al., 2021). 

To be able to encourage more effective efforts to develop rural areas to become tourism villages, it is 

necessary to understand the influencing factors. Some studies have described them. Wilson et al. (2001) 

gave ten key factors to develop a tourism village, namely: 1) a complete tourist package, 2) leadership, 

3) government support, 4) available funds, 5) strategic planning, 6) good coordination with stakeholders, 

7) good cooperation between tourism entrepreneurs, 8) promotion, 9) good convention, and 10) 

community support (Zhang et al., 2021). This study found that the spatial distribution of tourism villages 

has an essential role in developing a tourism village, while Hall et al. (2005) focus on geographical 

distance as an obstacle in developing a tourism village. Understanding important factors in developing 

a tourism village and verifying them empirically can become the basis for selecting villages that need 

to be prioritized in line with limited state resources. Therefore, it is crucial to relate the factors with the 

village typology.   

Study on the typology of rural settlements has been widely conducted in Indonesia. For example, 

Kumurur & Damayanti (2009) studied Desa Tanganan Bali's settlement to find out the pattern of 

community housing in the traditional village. Besides, Ardhana et al. (2020)  also carried out a mapping 

of the typology and characteristics of a traditional village in Bali with the aim of developing a sustainable 
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community development program. Recently, Faisal & Ikaputra (2022) studied the typology of 

settlements in Indonesia through their strata, dichotomies, and social and spatial contexts. This shows 

that a study on the typology of settlements in Indonesia has kept developing. However, up to now, there 

has not been any study on the typology of a tourism village. In fact, it is important to study the typology 

of tourism villages so that they become capital for the priorities and specifications of approaches to 

developing tourism villages.  

For this reason, this study has been carried out to answer the following research questions: 1) what is 

the typology of tourism villages in Indonesia? 2) what is the typology of a village that can become a 

fast-growing tourism village?  

The origin of the word typology is from the Greek words typos and logy. Typos mean a form or image, 

while logy means knowledge. In simple terms, typology can be interpreted as a science that studies the 

shape or description of an object. Typology refers to relationships between elements that make up a 

system (Moneo, 1978). The system can be interpreted as a collection of objects that have a relationship 

(Checkland, 1981) and are organized (Reif, 1973). Therefore, the study of the typology of a settlement 

is not merely a description of knowledge. It is more than that. Typology studies aim to extract and 

understand a system (Zgonić & Čakarić, 2020). 

The general concept of human aesthetic appreciation combines beauty with landscape and ecological 

qualities. According to ecological and aesthetic landscapes, ecological and aesthetic environments can 

provide valuable experiences and improve one's quality of life because positive emotions arise when 

looking at beautiful landscapes (Lee-Hsueh, 2018). The system can be identified from the physical 

element, for example, a classification based on the location characteristics and facade as a means of 

problem-solving related to contexts, functions, and aims (Ching, 1979).  

With reference to the above theories, the typological approach in this study is a physical order approach, 

namely settlement configuration (Dorrell et al., 2018), accessibility, leading tourist attraction, and 

institutional spatial-political typology, which is used in the Village Classification (Badan Pusat Statistik, 

2020) to evaluate the development of tourism village as a result of system performance. The level of 

development of a tourism village that becomes the research sample is based on the data of tourism 

village categories from the classification of Kemenparekraf (the Ministry of Tourism and Creative 

Economy, 2022).   

RESEARCH METHODS 

This study used 55 tourism villages as samples taken by purposive sampling by considering the 

representation of each major island and province in Indonesia and the availability of information that 

can be accessed online. The number of samples, which is above 30 and below 500, is considered the 

most appropriate because it can meet the criteria in many pieces of research (Alwi, 2015).  

Data collection in this study was carried out from June 2021 to August 2021. The data collected was 

secondary in qualitative and quantitative data, and then they were analyzed. Microsoft Excel application 

was used to help collect data, visualize, and tabulate them. After data were collected, they were analyzed 

descriptively according to the author's interpretation. The data in this study were obtained through 

credible online sources from previous studies.  

The settlement configuration data were obtained through maps on google maps, and then they were 

analyzed. Village classification data were obtained from the documents of the Central Bureau of 

Statistics, which were divided into three books, namely Book 1 (Sumatera), Book 2 (Java), and Book 3 

(Bali, Nusa Tenggara, Kalimantan, Sulawesi, Maluku, and Papua). Later, data on accessibility were 

obtained through the interpretation of mileage with google maps.  

Data concerning the tourist attraction of each tourism village were obtained through the official websites 

of each village, the Jadesta website, and scientific article tracer from previous studies. Lastly, data on 

the categorization of tourism villages were obtained through the Jadesta website (Jadesta.com).   

This study explicitly explains the typology based on the physical order approach and the institutional 

spatial-political approach. The physical order approach emphasizes the settlement of physical formation 

(Friedmann, 1996), while the institutional spatial-political approach is based on self-managing ideas and 

political and territorial management (Friedmann, 1981). 
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Physical Arrangement  

Rural Settlement Pattern. Based on the form, internal structure, and road texture, settlement can be 

divided into two categories: clustered and dispersed (Dorrell et al., 2018). The two categories are 

subdivided into several types.   

Clustered Rural Settlements. Types of clustered rural settlements are settlements where many residents 

live close together and field surrounding these settlements. The layout of such settlements reflects the 

historical circumstances, nature of the land, economic conditions, and local cultural characteristics. 

There are three clustered settlement patterns, namely; 

The clustered rural settlement is one in which most inhabitants live close together, and there are fields 

surrounding this settlement. The type of clustered rural settlement is a settlement where many residents 

live close together and presence of fields surrounding this settlement. The layout of this settlement 

reflects historical circumstances, soil characteristics, economic conditions, and local cultural 

characteristics. There are three patterns of clustered settlements. These are: (1) Compact Rural 

Settlements. This type of settlement pattern has public places such as banks, houses of worship, and 

school complexes surrounded by settlements and plantation land. (2) Linear Rural Settlements. this 

settlement pattern usually follows road, river, beach, or embankment patterns, while the agricultural 

land is located behind it. (3) Circular Rural Settlements. This settlement has a circular pattern developed 

directly by the German nobility in the 12th century. This pattern is used as farmer settlements. The 

circular settlement was built in France as a defensive area.  

Dispersed Rural Settlement. The dispersed rural settlements are in contrast to clustered rural settlements. 

There are two types of dispersed rural settlements, namely: (1) Scattered Rural Settlements. This 

settlement usually spreads over many types of land, such as hillsides and plateaus. The livelihood 

activities carried out by the inhabitants are agriculture, animal, and mining. People in the mountainsides 

also usually use the area for agriculture, such as terracing. (2) Isolated Rural Settlements. Isolated rural 

settlement patterns are mostly found in Canada, Australia, and Europe. This settlement pattern is 

separated from their neighbors and is usually inhabited by individuals whose livelihood is farming.  

Accessibility. Accessibility is the most important aspect of tourism. Accessibility is the key element of 

a destination that tourists can access (Tóth & Dávid, 2010). In tourism, accessibility refers to how easy 

one can access a destination, the mileage to reach a destination, the infrastructure used to reach the 

destination, and the cost incurred to reach the destination (Medlik, 2003; Tóth & Dávid, 2010; Yen et 

al., 2021). In this study, accessibility is measured as the distance from the center of the crowd, from the 

district or regency to the tourism village. Accessibility is measured with google maps, using land 

transportation like cars or water transportation like ships. Four categories of distance are used, namely 

very close (<30 minutes), quite close (30-60 minutes), far (60-120 minutes), and very far (>120 

minutes).  

The Main Attraction. Each tourism village has its main tourist attraction. The classification of attraction 

used in this study is tourist attraction typology based on Lew (Lew, 1987). Alan Lew divides tourist 

attractions into three categories: natural tourism, man-made tourism, and culture tourism.  

Political-spatial Institution   

Village Classification. As the smallest administrative region, each village has a unique characteristic. 

The people's economic characteristics and the village typology usually change in line with its 

development progress. The Central Bureau of Statistics (Badan Pusat Statistik) classifies villages into 

two categories, namely urban and rural areas.  

In general, urban and rural areas are categorized based on the criteria: population density/km2, 

percentage of farming families, and urban facilities. Besides the three criteria mentioned before, the 

Central Bureau of Statistics also uses supporting data to classify urban and rural villages, namely the 

population and area size.   

Categorization of Tourism village. Tourism villages in Indonesia can be divided into four categories. 

They are pioneer tourism villages, developed tourism villages, developing tourism villages, and 
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independent tourism villages (Kementerian Pariwisata dan Ekonomi Kreatif, 2022). The categorization 

of tourism villages formulated by the Ministry of Tourism and Creative Economy is used as an 

identification of the village interest to be developed into tourism villages. The four categories of tourism 

villages can be accessed on the website Jadesta (https://jadesta.com/). The tourism village categorization 

made by the Ministry of Tourism and Creative Economy uses a weighting scale obtained from attraction 

weight, accessibility, amenities, and institutionalization.  

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Data from the findings and analysis can be accessed in the supplementary data attached to this article. 

The discussion presented here is an analysis based on the data and methods which have been described 

previously using a typology, as can be seen in Figure 1.  

 

Figure 1. Typology of tourism village settlements in Indonesia (Authors's analysis, 2021). 

Settlement Configuration  

Based on the interpretation of settlement configuration through satellite imagery taken through google 

maps and the analysis results, it is found that 46% of tourism villages have the type of settlement with 

a configuration Linear Rural Settlements (LIR). Besides that, there are 33% of settlements with the 

configuration Compact Rural Settlements (COR), 16% of settlements with the configuration Scattered 

Rural Settlements (SCR), and 5% of settlements with the configuration Isolated Rural Settlements (ISR). 

Interestingly, based on the results of the study, there are no settlements with the configuration of 

Circular Rural Settlements (CIR) as is often found in some regions in Africa (Lewis & Mrara, 1986) 

dan Eropa (Bowen, 1926).  

The result of the settlement configuration analysis (Figure 2) shows that tourism village settlements in 

Indonesia are dominated by Linear Rural Settlements, that is a settlement that follows the patterns of 

roads, rivers, beaches, and embankments on the agricultural land that is usually located behind the 

settlement. One example of the Linear Rural Settlement configuration can be seen in the tourism village 

Candirejo, Magelang Regency, where this tourism village settlement generally follows Candirejo Main 

https://jadesta.com/
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Road and Kali Progo River, spreading along Candirejo Village. In general, tourism villages in Indonesia 

have clustered settlement typologies and are dominated by settlements that follow roads, rivers, beaches, 

and embankments. 

 

Figure 2. Results of analysis of Tourism village 

Settlements (Author's analysis, 2021). 

Notes: ISR (Isolated Rural Settlements), COR 

(Compact Rural Settlements), LIR (Linear Rural 

Settlements), (CIR), Circular Rural Settlements, 

(SCR) Scattered Rural Settlements.   

 

Figure 3. Analysis of Tourism village 

Accessibility (Author's 's analysis, 2021). 

Notes: SDT (Very Close), CDT (Quite Close), JAH 

(Far), SJH (Very Far)

Accessibility 

The accessibility aspect based on the results of the analysis on 55 tourism villages selected is varied. 

Thirty-three percent of tourism villages are categorized into tourism villages with distant accessibility, 

30% are categorized as very close accessibility, 26% are categorized as quite close, and 11% are 

categorized as very far (Figure 3). Landa tourism village in Enrekang Regency, Sulawesi Selatan, is an 

example of a tourism village with very far accessibility which can be reached in two hours from the city 

center of the regency. Besides, Gampoeng Lampulo tourism village in Banda Aceh City is an example 

of a tourism village with very close accessibility, Ngawen tourism village is an example of a tourism 

village with quite close accessibility. Tourism villages with far accessibility can be seen in the tourism 

village Aie Batumbuek, Solok Regency, Sumatera Barat.  

The Main Attraction  

As many as 69% of tourism villages rely on natural tourism as their main attraction. 24% of tourism 

villages have culture tourism as their main attraction, and 7% of tourism villages have man-made 

tourism attractions as their main attraction. Figure 4 shows that those with natural attractions dominate 

tourism villages in Indonesia. Some examples of tourism villages with main attractions: Tebat Lereh 

Village (natural tourism), Gtp Ulakan (culture tourism), and Wisata Cicadas Village (man-made 

tourism).   

Classification of Villages  

With reference to the classification of urban villages and rural villages in Indonesia by the Central 

Bureau of Statistics in 2020, of the 55 tourism villages taken as samples, there are 33 (60%) tourism 

villages that are classified as rural villages and 22 (40%) classified as urban villages.  

The results of the analysis in Figure 5 show that tourism villages in Indonesia are dominated by rural 

villages. Furthermore, there 22 (40%) tourism villages are classified as urban tourism villages. This 

shows that villages that can be developed to become tourism villages are not only those in remote areas 

or those that are far from urban facilities, but also those that have urban facilities can also be developed 

as tourism villages.  
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Figure 4. Analysis of the Main Tourist Attraction 

in Tourism villages (Author's analysis, 2021)  

Notes: WBT (Man-made Tourism), WAL (Nature 

Tourism), WBD (Culture Tourism) 

 

Figure 5. Results of Tourist Classification 

Analysis (Author's analysis, 2021)  

Notes: PKT (Urban Tourism villages), PDD (Rural 

Tourism villages)

Based on the criteria set by the Central Bureau of Statistics for the classification of rural villages and 

urban villages, it can be clearly seen that the conversion of rural villages into urban villages is possible. 

This is opposite to the conversion of urban villages into rural villages. This is in line with the view of 

Goe & Noonan (2007) concerning the geographical areas of communities and their relation to 

urbanization. Goe and Noonan believe that the number of small agrarian villages will decrease compared 

to big towns due to urbanization. Villages will die as a result of urbanization and spatial politics.  

Categorization of Tourism villages  

Categorization of tourism villages based on the website Jadesta shows that 52% of tourism villages have 

been categorized as developed tourism villages, 35% of them are categorized as developing tourism 

villages, and 9% are categorized as pioneer tourism villages. Apart from that, there is 4% of tourism 

villages that is categorized as independent tourism villages (Figure 6).  

 

Figure 6. Analysis of Tourism village Category based on Jadesta (Author's analysis, 2021) 

Notes: RTS (Pioneer Tourism villages), MJU (Developed Tourism villages, MDR (Independent Tourism 

villages), BKB (Developing Tourism villages) 

Furthermore, deep cross-tabulation data are used to further analyze the categorization of tourism villages 

viewed from the physical and institutional spatial-political approaches. Table 1 describes village 

typology using two approaches: the physical order approach and the institutional spatial-political 

approach. It can be seen clearly that tourism villages in Indonesia generally have clustered rural 
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settlements (CRS) configuration, meaning the settlements are clustered, and only a small number of 

tourism villages have dispersed rural settlement (DRS) configuration. There is no dispersed rural 

settlement (DRS) configuration in independent tourism villages.  

Table 1. Analysis of Cross Tabulation of Tourism village Typology 

 

 

 

 

Category 

Physical Institutional Spatial -

Political   

Configuration (%) Main attraction 

(%) 
Accessibility (%) Village Classification (%) 

CRS DRS 

COR LIR CIR SCR ISR WBD WAL WBT SD CD JA SJ PD PK 

Independent 50 50 0 0 0 100 0 0 0 50 50 0 50 50 

Developed 32.4 43.2 0 18.9 5.45 28.6 67.9 3.6 32.1 32.1 21.4 14.3 60.7 39.3 

Developing 31.3 50 0 15.6 3.1 80 15 5 35 10 40 15 50 5 

Pioneer  37.5 37.5 0 12.5 12.5 20 80 0 0 40 60 0 100 0 

Source: Author's analysis, 2021  

The main attraction of tourism villages, as can be seen in Table 1 is dominated by culture tourism and 

nature tourism. In the category of independent tourism villages, there are no tourism villages that have 

main attractions of man-made tourism. Similar to the independent tourism villages, there is no main 

man-made tourist attraction in the tourism villages of the pioneer category. In the category of developed 

and developing tourism villages, some villages rely on man-made tourism as their main attraction; 

however, the number is smaller than the tourism villages whose bases are on culture as well as nature 

tourism. This finding is in line with the argument proposed by Lane (1994), who states that, in fact, the 

superiority of villages as tourism villages lies in their open space, natural feature, cultural heritage, and 

community traditions.  

As an important aspect of tourism, accessibility (Tóth & Dávid, 2010; Wilson et al., 2001; Yen et al., 

2021) is not the main factor in developing a tourism village. Varied accessibility, as seen in Figure 3 

and Table 1, shows us that to become a tourism village, accessibility is an important aspect, but it is not 

the only determining factor.  

By using the institutional spatial-political approach, it can be seen that tourism villages in Indonesia are 

dominated by rural tourism villages. In Table 1, it can be seen that there is a difference between the 

concept of tourism villages and rural tourism. In general, a tourism village is a village that has a 

uniqueness with varied characteristics so that it becomes a tourist attraction. On the other hand, urban 

facilities in one tourism village are parallel with the development rate of the tourism village. The more 

urban facilities a tourism village has, the easier the village to develop.  

The results of the analysis in this study found that there is a development of categorization by the Central 

Bureau of Statistics. Of the total 55 tourism villages analyzed, 14 villages (25%) of them have developed 

from rural villages into urban villages since 2010. The status change from a rural village to an urban 

village occurs because of tourism activities and the development of the tourism-supporting 

infrastructure. Therefore, tourism activities can become a catalyst from rural to urban villages.  

CONCLUSION 

Based on the results of the above study, independent tourism villages, developed tourism villages, and 

developing tourism villages, in general, have the configuration of Linear Rural Settlements (LIR), a 

settlement that uses patterns like roads, rivers, beaches, and embankments. Furthermore, the main 

attraction of developed and developing tourism villages is dominated by natural tourist attractions, while 

cultural tourist attractions dominate independent tourism villages. Therefore, tourism villages with 

cultural tourist attractions have a bigger chance to be developed to become independent tourism villages.   

A variety of accessibility in each category of tourism village shows that distance and time to reach a 

tourism village is not the dominant aspect. Even a very distant tourism village has a chance to become 

a developed and independent tourism village.  

Rural villages dominate tourism villages in Indonesia. Nevertheless, the classification of urban villages 

tends to be easier to develop than rural villages, as shown in Table 1. 
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