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A B S T R A K 

Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengevaluasi program Satu Miliar Satu Desa 
(Samisade). Inisiatif Samisade di Kabupaten Bogor telah mendanai 
infrastruktur desa sejak tahun 2021 dengan tujuan mendorong 
pembangunan daerah di pedesaan. Penelitian ini berfokus pada program 
Samisade, yang bertujuan untuk meningkatkan ekonomi pedesaan, 
mengurangi kemiskinan, dan mempromosikan pembangunan daerah. Data 
dikumpulkan melalui berita online dan observasi mendalam dari anggota 
masyarakat, kepala desa, camat, instansi, dan bupati Kabupaten Bogor. 
Penelitian ini menggunakan metode deskriptif-kualitatif dan alat Nvivo 12 
Plus untuk menganalisis data, memastikan efektivitas program dan 
memenuhi harapan masyarakat. Penelitian ini memberikan pemahaman 
yang komprehensif tentang dampak program terhadap pembangunan 
pedesaan. Hasil penelitian menyatakan program Samisade di Kabupaten 
Bogor telah sangat membantu perangkat desa dalam mengembangkan 
infrastruktur, mempromosikan kesehatan, pendidikan, dan program yang 
berorientasi pada pertumbuhan, serta mengendalikan dan melaksanakan 
akuntabilitas. Inisiatif ini didanai oleh peningkatan anggaran sebesar Rp7,6 
triliun sebesar 10% untuk tahun 2021, yang memungkinkan debut program 
pada tahun 2020. Meskipun ada kendala, Program Samisade di Kabupaten 
Bogor telah berhasil dilaksanakan, dengan tujuan, sasaran, dan tekniknya 
diakui. Ini telah berkontribusi pada perbaikan infrastruktur dan 
pertumbuhan ekonomi yang sedang berlangsung. 

A B S T R A C T 

This study aims to evaluate the Satu Miliar Satu Desa (Samisade) program. The Samisade initiative in 
Bogor Regency has been funding village infrastructure since 2021 with the goal of fostering regional 
development in rural areas. This research focuses on the Samisade program, which aims to improve rural 
economies, reduce poverty, and promote local development. Data was collected through online news and 
in-depth observations from community members, village heads, sub-district heads, agencies, and the 
regent of Bogor Regency. The study uses descriptive-qualitative methods and Nvivo 12 Plus tools to 
analyze the data, ensuring the program's effectiveness and meeting community expectations. The research 
provides a comprehensive understanding of the program's impact on rural development. According to the 
study, the Samisade program in Bogor Regency has greatly aided village officials in developing 
infrastructure, promoting health, education, and growth-oriented programs, and controlling and carrying 
out accountability. The initiative was funded by an IDR 7.6 trillion budget increase of 10% for 2021, which 
allowed the program's debut in 2020. Despite obstacles, the Samisade Program in Bogor Regency has been 
successfully carried out, with its goals, objectives, and techniques being recognized. It has contributed to 
ongoing infrastructural improvement and economic growth. 

 
1. INTRODUCTION 

The public area, which includes the central government, local legislatures, and organizations that 
fall under them, is a financial region that is administered by the state (Kankanhalli et al., 2017; Palumbo et 
al., 2023). This sector contributes significantly to the economy since it has the power to determine the 
country's and state's continued existence, which includes matters of security, demand, economy, and asset 
distribution (Ha & Chuah, 2023; Tran & Nguyen, 2022). Additionally, the public sector plays a role as a 
provider of taxpayer-supported organizations to the local region, one of the responsibilities of the public 
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sector, more specifically neighboring government aid (Manes-Rossi et al., 2020; van Helden & Reichard, 
2019). The common government, which includes Head delegates, Authorities or City directors, and Local 
Devices, has an effect on carrying out the norm of freedom and co-association with the most general 
expected guidelines of the Unitary Republic of Indonesia system and principles as implied in the 1945 
Constitution (Chandranegara & Ali, 2020; Muhtada & Diniyanto, 2021). Common regions, including areas 
and urban communities, are used to divide up the Republic of Indonesia (Ariffin et al., 2021; Esawe, 2022).  
Bogor Regency is one of the regions in West Java. Satu Miliar Satu Desa (Samisade), a noteworthy initiative 
in Bogor Regency, has been in place since 2021, under the administration of the regents Ade Yasin and 
Iwan Setiawan (Mintarsih, 2023; Wahyuningtyas et al., 2023). It is anticipated that this initiative will 
promote and enhance regional development, particularly in rural areas (Hariyanto, 2021; Syaifudin & 
Ma’ruf, 2022). The village infrastructure sector is given financial support through the Satu Miliar Satu 
Desa (Samisade) Program, which is anticipated to boost the local economy (Calzada, 2020; Taratori et al., 
2021). The Samisade initiative, which addresses issues in undeveloped areas, concentrates on 416 
beneficiary villages dispersed throughout 545 development locations in 40 sub-districts of Bogor Regency 
(Arisanti, 2019; Aziiza et al., 2023). The total funds allocated for the Samisade program are approximately 
IDR 416 billion; however, the budget for each village is determined using technical calculations, with a 
minimum amount of IDR 200 million to 1 billion, taking into account regional conditions and status. about 
independent villages, underdeveloped villages, developing villages, or developed villages (Havadi Nagy & 
Espinosa Segui, 2020; Iorio & Corsale, 2014). The funds allocated were agreed by the Bogor Regency 
DPRD to be around 10% of the total government budget, with a total of IDR 7.6 trillion, and will begin to 
be realized in 2021 (Esmaeilian et al., 2018; Setyaningrum, 2015). The Samisade Program's infrastructure 
priorities include access for tourism, the economy, inter-village boundaries, government facilities, and 
centers for health and education (Boley & Green, 2016; Shi et al., 2022). 

The controversy surrounding the arrest of Regent Ade Yasin by the Corruption Eradication 
Committee for illegal acts of corruption surfaced in the midst of the One Billion One Village (Samisade) 
program's onslaught in Bogor Regency (Febrianti et al., 2023; Mintarsih, 2023). The regent of the Bogor 
Regency was still serving his leadership term at the time. Consequently, deputy regent Iwan Setiawan 
carried on this initiative till the end of his term of office (Purwawangsa et al., 2022; Roidah, 2014).  
However, the jointly planned program is still in place, and growth in Bogor Regency, particularly in rural 
areas, is accelerating (Muhlis et al., 2023; F. Zakaria & Suprihardjo, 2014). This is demonstrated by the 
hamlet's transformation from a backward village to a developing village, and then from a developing 
village to an advanced village (Mahendra & Nugraha, 2021; Zhang et al., 2023).   

The leader of a state government that is based in a region, which includes both provinces and 
districts or cities (Baharudin et al., 2022; Prabowo et al., 2021). The Regional People's Representative 
Council and the regional government control all issues pertaining to the conduct of government business 
(Ani’im Fattach et al., 2021; Sheik et al., 2023).  According to Law No. 23 of 2014, Article 1 Paragraph 3, 
the regional government serves as the regional head and oversees the conduct of government business, 
becoming an autonomous area authority. While local government is defined as a government matter by 
the regional government and DPRD based on the principle of autonomy and the principle of assistance 
with the principle of broadest autonomy with the system and principles of the Unitary State of the 
Republic of Indonesia, as referred to in the 1945 Republic of Indonesia Law, in Article 1 Paragraph 2 of 
Law No. 12 of 2008 concerning the second amendment to Law No. 32 of 2004 (Hadi & Michael, 2021; 
Sedubun, 2020). Governors and deputy governors for the province, regents and deputy regents for the 
district, as well as the mayor and deputy mayor for the city, are mentioned in Article 1 Paragraph 2 of 
Republic of Indonesia Government Regulation No. 6 of 2005 concerning Election, Ratification, 
Appointment, and Dismissal of Regional Heads and Deputy Regional Heads (Alshehri et al., 2023; Sejati et 
al., 2020). The Unitary State of the Republic of Indonesia is divided into regions in order to maintain the 
government area in Indonesia, based on Chapter 18 of the Constitution of 1945 (Prehantoro, 2020; Sung & 
Hakim, 2019). Districts and cities are used to partition provinces and the areas within them. Each district 
and city in a province has a regional administration that is subject to legal restrictions (Pratama, 2020; 
Ramadani et al., 2020). 

The regional executive body is comprised of regional heads and other independent regional 
apparatuses, according to Law No. 22 of 1999, Article 1, Letter B. According to the decentralization 
principle, the Regional Government is responsible for managing autonomous regional government by the 
Regional Government and DPRD. Deconcentration, delegation, or devolution to local governments are all 
examples of the decentralization being discussed. The public sector is an economic sector that offers the 
public a range of governmental services (Kankanhalli et al., 2017; Lai et al., 2020). The federal 
government, regional governments, and joint organizations make up the public sector. This industry's 
primary objective is welfare, not profit. Although the public sector's make-up varies from nation to nation, 



International Journal of Social Science and Business, Vol. 8, No. 1, 2024, pp. 93-104 95 

Diana Michel / Evaluation of the Samisade (Satu Miliar Satu Desa) Program in Bogor Regency 

it often consists of the armed forces, police, public transit, education, and health sectors. Agency 
government and body endeavor owned by the nation are covered by the public sector (Costari & Belinda, 
2021; Jiang et al., 2022). The provision of products and services to meet the community's need for public 
rights is under the purview of the public sector. Additionally, there are broad and limited definitions of the 
public sector (Gohari et al., 2020; Große-Bley & Kostka, 2021). It is described as a field that addresses 
state management strategies in a general sense, and as levies by the state in a more specific sense. The 
provision of products or services to the general public that come from the tax budget or other state funds 
that are governed by law is considered to be part of the public sector (Engkus et al., 2021; Praharaj et al., 
2018). In its broadest use, the public sector's scope is left to the market, while the government is in charge 
of regulation and oversight (Puri et al., 2023; Shi et al., 2022). The government so frequently encounters 
overlap with the private sector during its development. 

This study looks at the One District One Product (ODOP) economic revitalization program that 
was put into place in Uttar Pradesh, India, between 2018 and 2020. It makes use of secondary data from 
diverse sources and a case study methodology. Although the study identifies beneficial effects, it also 
stresses the importance of active public participation. The goal of the article is to reduce economic 
disparities and regional imbalances by providing other governments with a roadmap for successfully 
implementing ODOP. According to research, the Samisade Program satisfies the requirements outlined in 
Regulation Number 83 of 2020 about Guidelines for Village Infrastructure Financing Support. Guidelines 
for supporting village infrastructure funding, particularly in terms of empowering village communities, 
can be in accordance with the principles contained in Law Number 6 of 2014 concerning Villages. This 
includes encouraging village community participation in decision-making and village development. Based 
on these results, an empirical gap matching technique will be utilized to determine whether or not the 
Samisade program's existing development in the villages in the Bogor Regency region has increased 
relative to the budget actually spent on it (Rahayu, R. A. et al., 2023; Sasongko et al., 2021; Tripathi & 
Agrawal, 2021). Because this program will continue until 2024 or until the end of the leadership term, the 
data collected in the field can aid in future study. Experts in this inquiry have expressed concerns about 
the DPRD's adherence to the law and the Regent of Bogor Regency's implementation of the Satu Miliar 
Satu Desa (Samisade) program in accordance with its goals. 
 

2. METHODS  

As part of the Satu Miliar Satu Desa (Samisade) program, which aims to enhance the economy, 
human resources, and infrastructure in rural areas, reduce poverty, and promote economic local 
development, the focus of this research is on local government assistance in distributing one billion rupiah 
to each village. This research uses a descriptive-qualitative method with a literature study approach 
(Febrianti et al., 2023; Fouz-González, 2017). Data was collected through online news related to the Satu 
Miliar Satu Desa (Samisade) program in Bogor Regency. Next, in-depth observations were carried out to 
support whether the findings were relevant or not to the research (Nurhayati & Suryadi, 2017; Putri, 
2021). The subjects in this research consisted of the community, village heads, sub-district heads, related 
agencies, and the regent of Bogor Regency. After the research data is collected, analysis will be carried out 
using the Nvivo 12 Plus tools (Akbar et al., 2020; Santoso et al., 2023). Procedures used: first, collecting all 
types of news from various online news sources that have been published regarding the Satu Miliar Satu 
Desa (Samisade) program; second, matching the data with the findings to ensure that the budget 
allocation that has been received by the village for village development has been fully realized; third, using 
the Nvivo 12 Plus tools to process online news data to find sources that support the Satu Miliar Satu Desa 
(Samisade) program running properly in accordance with the expectations of the village community. 
Descriptive qualitative research provides a thorough description of a phenomenon using in-depth data 
gathering methods like interviews, observations, or document analysis (Mokgolo & Dikotla, 2021; Santoso 
et al., 2023). It is frequently used to comprehend intricate facets of a social or cultural context. 
 

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS 
Results 
Support for the Satu Miliar Satu Desa (Samisade) Program in Bogor Regency 

The samisade program in Bogor Regency was successful in assisting village officials, beginning 
with the process of planning, managing, executing, and applying accountability. It was also mature in the 
budget preparation process. Before the samisade program was implemented, the Bogor Regency 
Government decided on financial aid for village infrastructure, and the villages receiving it fully controlled 
the funds, which ranged from 200 billion to 1 million rupiah. (1) Village infrastructure development 
initiatives, such as improving the area's tourism, economics, and boundaries, will receive funding. (2) 
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Financial support is given for the construction of infrastructure in the areas of health and education so 
that people can reach the federal government, and (3) Geared for growth and future development, 
including telecommunication towers, economic or commodities center infrastructure, bathrooms, and 
roads and environmental sanitation. 

A verification team has been established by the government of the Bogor Regency with the 
responsibility of creating technical instructions (juknis) and implementation signs or instructions (juklak). 
The Bogor Regency Government established a verification team, a supervision team that was chosen by 
the village chief and internal officials, and incorporated a number of service units in its implementation 
(Marota & Alipudin, 2019; Purwawangsa et al., 2022). The Regent, Deputy Regent, Bogor Police Chief 
Dandim 0621, and the Head of the Prosecutor's Office are the first members of the Regional Leadership 
Coordination Forum with whom the Bogor Regency Government works together for monitoring. The sub-
district head is in charge, followed by the sub-district secretary as chairman and the head of the sub-
district's economic and development division as secretary, who make up the verification team, regional 
apparatus as members, also the Village Community Development Program (Kemal, 2017; Ndraha et al., 
2019). 
 

Implementation of the Satu Miliar Satu Desa (Samisade) Program in Bogor Regency 
According to village law, the village to build and the village to build are the two primary keys to 

village development concerns. A village is considered to be developing if it has the power to handle the 
potential that it possesses and works cooperatively with both the local administration and the local 
populace. This authority covers a number of initiatives that can boost the local economy, where the village 
determines all needs and seeks for solutions to meet them. The village is a development subject rather 
than an object (Dwivedi et al., 2023; Kruk et al., 2018). Building villages is the term for the ability of the 
federal government and local governments, such as districts and cities, to support village development. 
Villages own and take part in a variety of village development programs, such as those from the Ministry 
of Villages, Development of Disadvantaged Regions, and Transmigration. By achieving village 
independence and closing the gap between villages and cities, such as through village flagship projects, 
BUMDes, village ponds, and village sports, the village ministry is in charge of enhancing the economy of 
rural areas. In this case, the Samisade program of the Bogor Regency is a way of developing villages from 
the superior village program by the Ministry of Villages, as the Samisade program is superior and is 
claimed to be the only one in Indonesia, and it was started by Bogor Regent Ade Yasin and Iwan Setiawan 
(during his term of office). This program has been championed since 2019 and will be realized in 2021 in 
realizing the The majority of the villagers in Bogor Regency make their livings from agriculture, 
plantations, and tourism when you consider the potential the region has to offer. The neighborhood also 
has trouble getting to many existing amenities, such as the government, health, and educational hubs. This 
serves as the context for the creation of the Samisade program, which will help communities flourish in 
order to realize people's wellbeing and boost local economy. In order to implement the Samisade 
Program, which aims to achieve synergy between village development and regional development, equity 
in the development of quality village infrastructure, ease of access for the community to public service 
centers, and increase mobilization and transportation of resources, the Regent of Bogor created this 
regulation. resources in the village to hasten the improvement of village welfare, to create various 
infrastructure facilities for tying together different parts of the village, etc. 

One of the key initiatives of the Bogor Regency Government under the leadership of Ade Yasin and 
Iwan Setiawan was Satu Miliar Satu Desa (Samisade), which accelerated village infrastructure upgrades to 
support tourism, the economy, health, education, village borders, and government centers with funds 
from the Allocation of Village Funds and Village Funds (Javed et al., 2018; Muhlis et al., 2023). The Karsa 
Bogor Build method, which involves the community in a labor-intensive and cooperative manner to help 
the community's economy and accelerate the achievement of village Sustainable Development Goals 
(SDGs), is the foundation for the Samisade program's implementation. Village Border Access, which 
includes access to the Center for Government, Health, and Education, is one of these SDGs. Under the 
direction of Ade Yasin-Iwan Setiawan, the Samisade program was started at the beginning of planning in 
2020 from the 10% budget for Bogor Regency Government spending in 2021 with a total of IDR 7.6 
trillion. Data on Fund allocation for Samisade Program in Bogor District has been presented in Table 1. 

Tabel 1.  Allocation of Funds for the Samisade Program in Bogor Regency 

No Year Number of Villages Village Budget 
1 2021 413 Villages 372 Billion 
2 2022 415 Villages 395 Billion 
3 2023 416 Villages 416 Billion 

Source: data processed by researchers (2023) 
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Data on Fund allocation for Samisade Program in Bogor District has been presented in Table 1. 
The Village Development Index, which is based on three indices social resilience, economic resilience, and 
ecological or environmental resilience determines the condition of a village. The Ministry of Villages, 
Transmigration, and Regional Development There are 416 villages in 40 districts of Bogor Regency 
(Febrianti et al., 2023; Fouz-González, 2017). According to their situation, villages are divided into 
abandoned, forward-moving, growing, and independent villages, which are summarized from 2020–2022.  
Village Status Index Data in Bogor Regency has been presented in Table 2. 

Tabel 2.  Village Status Index in Bogor Regency 

No Year Abandoned Village Growing Village Forward Village Independent Village 
1 2020 4 252 131 29 
2 2021 0 180 188 48 
3 2022 0 90 231 95 

Source: data processed by researchers (2023) 

Tabel 3.  Realization of Village Development 

No Subdistrict Number of Villages Development Type 

1 Babakan Madang 9 Villages 
a. Village or Neighborhood Road 
b. Bridge 
c. TPT 

2 Bojonggede 9 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 
3 Caringin 12 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 
4 Cariu 10 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 

5 Ciampea 
13 Villages 

 
a. Village or Neighborhood Road 
b. TPT 

6 Ciawi 
13 Villages 

 

a. Drainage 
b. Village or Neighborhood Road 
c. Bridge 
d. TPT 

7 Cibungbulang 14 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 

8 Cigombong 9 Villages 
a. Village or Neighborhood Road 
b. Bridge 

9 Cigudeg 15 Villages 

a. Drainage 
b. Village or Neighborhood Road 
c. Bridge 
d. TPT 

10 Cijeruk 9 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 
11 Cileungsi 12 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 
12 Ciomas 10 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 

13 Cisarua 9 Villages 
a. Village or Neighborhood Road 
b. Bridge 

14 Ciseeng 10 Villages 
a. Village or Neighborhood Road 
b. TPT 

15 Citeureup 12 Villages 

a. Drainage 
b. Village or Neighborhood Road 
c. Bridge 
d. TPT 

16 Dramaga 10 Villages 
a. Village or Neighborhood Road 
b. Bridge 
c. TPT 

17 Gunung Putri 10 Villages 
a. Drainage 
b. Village or Neighborhood Road 
c. Telecommunications Tower 

18 Gunung Sindur 10 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 

19 Jasinga 16 Villages 

a. Drainage 
b. Goro ng Gorong 
c. Village or Neighborhood Road 
d. Bridge 
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No Subdistrict Number of Villages Development Type 
e. TPT 

20 Jonggol 14 Villages 
a. Village or Neighborhood Road 
b. Bridge 

21 Kemang 8 Villages 

a. Drainage 
b. Country road or 

Neighborhood 
c. TPT 

22 Klapanunggal 9 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 

23 Leuwiliang 11 Villages 

a. Drainage 
b. Village or Neighborhood Road 
c. Bridge 
d. TPT 

24 Leuwisadeng 8 Villages 
a. Village or Neighborhood Road 
b. Bridge 
c. TPT 

25 Megamendung 12 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 

26 Nanggung 11 Villages 

a. Drainage 
b. Village or Neighborhood Road 
c. Bridge 
d. TPT 

27 Pamijahan 15 Villages 

a. Drainage 
b. Water tunnel 
c. Village or Neighborhood Road 
d. Bridge 
e. TPT 

28 Parung 9 Villages 
a. Drainage 
b. Village or Neighborhood Road 

29 Parung Panjang 11 Villages 
a. Village or Neighborhood Road 
b. TPT 

30 Rancabungur 7 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 
31 Rumpin 14 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 

32 Sukajaya 11 Villages 

a. Drainage 
b. Village or Neighborhood Road 
c. Bridge 
d. TPT 

33 Sukamakmur 10 Villages 

a. Water tunnel 
b. Village or Neighborhood Road 
c. Bridge 
d. TPT 

34 Sukaraja 13 Villages 
a. Village or Neighborhood Road 
b. Bridge 

35 Tajurhalang 7 Villages 
a. Village or Neighborhood Road 
b. Bridge 
c. TPT 

36 Tamansari 8 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 
37 Tanjungsari 10 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 
38 Tenjo 9 Villages Village or Neighborhood Road 

39 Tenjolaya 7 Villages 
a. Drainage 
b. Village or Neighborhood Road 
c. TPT 

Source: data processed by researchers (2023) 

Table 3 demonstrates the many sorts of development for which the government. The Bogor 
Regency government aims to revive the region by addressing the economic and social impacts of the 
COVID-19 pandemic in 2020. They aim to provide residents with necessary tools to stand tall and sit low, 
prioritize village construction, and make the community's concerns their main concern. A labor-intensive 
program focusing on economic recovery is set to be implemented in 2021 (Cai et al., 2023; S. Zakaria, 
2021). Corruption stands in the way of the Samisade program's implementation. The Latin term corcortus, 
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which also denotes harm, ugliness, crime, dishonesty, bribery, and immoral chastity, is where the word 
corruption originates. Abuse of authority for personal gain by those closest to it is not the same thing as 
corruption. There are still numerous dishonest village chiefs in this situation who use the Samisade 
Program's requirements for their own benefit and turn it into a haven for corruption. Sadeng Kolot Village, 
where it can be seen that the road's development is taking place in Pabuaran Village, RT 01 RW 06, Sadeng 
Kolot Village, Leuwisadeng Subdistrict, Bogor Regency, is one of the villages suspected of engaging in 
corruption within the same budget. The building is a mess, and the materials employed are not unique, 
sturdy, or constructed in accordance with the RAB. Twitter and other internet platforms are used to 
disseminate information about the initiative in the meanwhile (Nurhayati & Suryadi, 2017). the results of 
Social Media analysis are presented in Figure 1. 

 

 
Source: data processed by researchers (Nvivo 12 Plus, 2023) 

Figure 1. Media Sosial Analysis 
 
Discussion 

Table 1 demonstrates how meticulously thought out every aspect of the Samisade program, from 
the money to the rules governing it, has been established (Marpaung et al., 2023; Yogawati & Aco, 2022). 
The amount of money allocated to the Samisade program in Bogor Regency's 40 subdistricts, despite the 
fact that the entire budget is meant for village infrastructure development financial aid is distributed by 
moving funds from the regional general cash account to the village treasury account. Financial aid is 
distributed in two stages, with Phase I accounting for 60% and Phase II accounting for 40%. Financial 
assistance is listed as village income in the Village Revenue and Expenditure Budget (APBDesa). Following 
the Regent's decision regarding the villages that would get financial support for village infrastructure, 
Phase 1 financial assistance was distributed. The village will change the APBDes utilizing the Village Head 
Regulation Amending the APBDes Translation to make budget adjustments if there are inconsistencies 
between the financial budget and the Regent's decision. While the distribution of Phase II financial 
assistance can be done based on recommendations from the Verification Team, which has assessed the 
outcomes of Phase I work, the distribution of Phase I financial assistance is allocated for the preparation 
and physical development activities of Phase I. Combined % Phase I will account for 62% of the program's 
overall development in 2021–2022 while phase II will account for 38%. Results of the Samisade 
program's Phase I accomplishments included (1) the building of 542 km of village roads; (2) the building 
of bridges at 29 points, or 452 meters; (3) the building of TPLT at 900 meters; (4) the building of drainage 
at 4000 meters; (5) the development of irrigation at 1,700 meters; and (6) the building of 14 
telecommunications tower points. According to Table 2, there will only be four settlements under the 
category of undeveloped villages in 2020. This information was gathered prior to the Satu Miliar Satu Desa 
(Samisade) program in Bogor Regency because one of its goals is to destroy impoverished villages; in 
2021 and 2022, it was successful in eradicating the status of such villages (Mintarsih, 2023; Munasifa et 
al., 2023). The most recent report on village status was released by the Ministry of Villages, Development 
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of Disadvantaged Regions, and Transmigration's Directorate General of Development and Empowerment 
of Village Communities. The Director General of PPMD's Decree Number 303 of 2020 Concerning 
Amendments to the Director General of PPMD's Decree Number 30 of 2016 Concerning the Status of 
Village Progress and Independence states this. On July 16, 2020, PPMD Director General Taufik Madjid 
signed this decree. In accordance with the decision, in the year 2020, Bogor Regency will still have four 
underdeveloped villages: Wirajaya Village in Jasinga District, Cilaku Village in Tenjo District, Sukarasa 
Village, and Buanajaya Village in Tanjungsari District. This is demonstrated by the fact that the Bogor 
Regency's Developing Village Index (IDM) has increased by 0.7681 points from the 0.7524-point target set 
for the end of the 2023 Regional Medium-Term Development Plan (RPJMD), which was the original goal. 
In addition, Bogor Regency is ranked 50th overall in Indonesia and 7th in the Regency in the West Java 
Province. 

Table 3 demonstrates the many sorts of development for which the government of Bogor Regency 
continues to work for the wellbeing of its citizens (Gohari et al., 2020; Jiang et al., 2022). As a general goal 
of the RPJMD, this development aims to accomplish the Pancakarsa priority program, which includes the 
Smart Bogor Karsa, Healthy Bogor Karsa, Maju Bogor Karsa, Developing Bogor Karsa, and Civilized Bogor 
Karsa initiatives. The infrastructure plays a crucial role in society. As a result, it's important to pay 
attention. The building of drainage, culverts, village or neighborhood roads, bridges, toilets, 
telecommunications towers, clean water facilities, economic centers, TPS, and TPT has been done 
alongside numerous initiatives to repair and rehabilitate highways. Through tourism and economic 
growth, this upgrade attempts to make it simpler for rural areas to access numerous facilities linked to 
health and education, as well as the center of government. 39 districts contain 416 villages, each with a 
different budget based on the demands of village development. Figure 1 shows that, despite ongoing 
difficulties and challenges, the Samisade Program has been successfully implemented (Febrianti et al., 
2023; Siregar & Kariono, 2015). This is demonstrated by the information sharing on social media 
platforms like Twitter, namely information about the ongoing Samisade initiative in Bogor Regency. The 
accounts @idnjaya89 and @web_bogorkita, with a value of 18.18%, can be regarded to be those that 
frequently share this information. The knowledge is presented as continual infrastructural improvement 
for boosting the economy, which was previously limited by the co-19 epidemic. In addition, it is to include 
more information starting with the program's goals and objectives and ending with what and how the 
program is conducted. 

 
4. CONCLUSION 

Particularly in rural areas, the public sector is vital to the economy. The Satu Miliar Satu Desa 
(Samisade) program, which Bogor Regency has been implementing in West Java since 2021, aims to 
promote and boost regional development, particularly in rural regions. With a total budget of IDR 416 
billion, the initiative concentrates on 416 recipient villages in 545 development areas across 40 
subdistricts. Access to tourism, the economy, inter-village boundaries, governmental facilities, and 
facilities for health and education are among the program's infrastructural targets. The government has 
chosen to give communities financial aid for infrastructure, with the villages receiving it totally managing 
the funds, which can be anywhere between 200 billion and 1 million rupiah. The Regulation of Law No. 6 
of 2014 Concerning Villages and Bogor Regent No. 69 of 2022 Regulation Regarding Financial Assistance 
Guidelines for Village Infrastructure serve as the legal foundation for the implementation of the Samisade 
program in Bogor Regency. Phase I receives 60% of the funds for the Samisade program in the 40 
subdistricts of Bogor Regency, while Phase II receives 40% of the budget. 
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