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Despite being the fourth most populous country and the fourth largest 
democracy in the world, Indonesia lags behind its neighbouring 
countries in explaining itself to the world. Only 10% of international 
publications on Indonesia are written by Indonesian researchers and 
academics (Reid 2011).

This poor performance has been linked to the educational policies of past government 
administrations, which narrowed the role of universities and restricted their ability 
to provide input for development strategies (Guggenheim 2012; Hadiz and Dhakidae 
2005). This has not only hindered cross-disciplinary interactions and critical peer 
review, which are essential in knowledge production and management in universities 
(GDN forthcoming 2016), but has also resulted in a lack of reputable national 
journals. Scarcity of quality publications impedes the communication of evidence to 
policymakers within the country (Guggenheim 2013; KSI Program Design 2012). The 
shortage of well-communicated research findings suggests that published research 
and policy journals play a minimum role in informing domestic policymaking, in 
which rigorous investigation and well-written articles that touch upon fundamental 
issues in contemporary Indonesian society are crucial. 

Indonesia’s poor performance in research publication and its utilisation calls for a 
wider definition of knowledge. This includes activities conducted by research agencies 
and intermediary organisations not confined by the bureaucracy of higher education. 
This working framework has been defined as the “knowledge sector” (Guggenheim 
2012; KSI 2012). Extending on this definition, this policy journal diagnostics study 
aims to define and map existing national journals, which either have potential or are 
already informing policymaking.

The research surveys 61 Indonesian scholars published in reputable international 
and/or national journals, or those who recognise the significance of the peer review 
process in ensuring research and publication quality. The Indonesian scholars that 
were surveyed identified a number of reputable journals – these were consistent 
with the journals indexed in the bibliometric databases Social Sciences Citation 
Index (SSCI) and SCOPUS. However, most of these journals are not accredited by the 
Directorate General of Higher Education (DGHE), and likewise journals accredited by 
the DGHE are not indexed in SSCI and SCOPUS. This suggests that the DGHE journal 
accreditation criteria may not be a good indicator of reputable domestic journals.

E X E C U T I V E  S U M M A R Y
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Empirical analysis confirms that the scope of leading policy journals encompasses 
scientific and applied national journals published by research agencies, universities, 
and advocacy bodies. It also reveals that respected scholars and reputable national 
journals are predominantly based in Java. This reflects the centralised structure of 
higher education and research production in general (see GDN forthcoming 2016). 
In response to this the research team argue that affirmative action necessitated the 
inclusion of a leading policy journal from Eastern Indonesia. Four reputable national 
journals representative of various publishing institutions, and one leading newsletter 
from Eastern Indonesia were identified as case studies for further investigation and 
in order to generate practical strategic recommendations. 

The organisational characteristics of each leading policy journal must be acknowledged 
to ensure that practical interventions lead to sustainability. Each journal faces different 
organisational barriers, which require customised approaches to maintaining their 
readership and relevance among policymakers. Key interviews with policy makers 
revealed that the gap between policymaking and research publications is partly due to 
the fact that national journals are not published with a view to engage policymakers. 
Rather, they prioritise the dissemination of academic findings, pushing for policy 
change, and advocating for social change. Although further research is required to 
explicate the reason behind this, findings from this research are sufficient to inform 
on how journal publication can be made more relevant for policymakers. 

Based on the existing good practices of the selected leading policy journals the 
research team recommends; (1) deeper engagement with policymakers from the 
conception of research to ensure it is relevant to their needs; (2) the involvement 
of external experts to maintain the academic standard of the journals’ research 
and publication process; (3) alternative dissemination methods alongside journal 
publication that are more suitable to the needs of policymakers; (4) incorporating 
user evaluation in improving future publications; and (5) promoting cross-fertilisation 
between types of publishing organisations, which could be initiated by sharing human 
resources as this is a common problem faced by all organisations. The involvement 
of policymakers and external experts in research and publications by universities, 
research agencies, and advocacy organisations must become a habit in order to foster 
a culture of academic excellence and make the resultant journals commonplace, thus 
increasing their relevance among policymakers. This, in the long run, can potentially 
create lasting relationships between the supply of knowledge and its usage for 
policymaking.
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A B B R E V I AT I O N S  A N D 
A C R O N Y M S

AIPI  : Akademi Ilmu Pengetahuan Indonesia (Indonesan Academy of  
                          Sciences)

KSI  : Knowledge Sector Initiative

DGHE  : Directorate General Higher Education

JiKTI  : Jaringan Peneliti Kawasan Timur Indonesia (Network of     
    Eastern Indonesia Researchers)

LIPI  : Lembaga Ilmu Pengetahuan Indonesia (Indonesian Institute of    
                Sciences)

LP3ES : Lembaga Penelitian, Pendidikan dan Penerangan Ekonomi   
               Sosial (Institute for Social Economic Research Education and    
    Information)

LPEM  : Lembaga Penelitian Ekonomi Masyarakat (Institute for 
                          Economic and Social Research)

SSCI  : Social Sciences Citation Index
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Investigation reveals that this state of affairs can be linked to the bureaucratisation 
of social sciences in universities during the authoritarian regime of 1965 - 1998 
(Hadiz and Dhakidae 2005; Heryanto 2005), as well as the politicisation of campuses 
(Nugroho 2005), and the politics of Non-Government Organisations (NGOs) (Ganie-
Rochman and Achwan 2005) during democratisation (1998 - now). Despite criticism 
of the inadequacies of current social science publications, and especially the 
bureaucratisation and ensuing market liberalisation of higher education in Indonesia, 
government policies have yet to achieve the desired effect of improving the quality of 
knowledge in the social sciences. 

Policy journals can help to address this knowledge gap but data shows that compared 
to other developing countries, namely India, Philippines, Mexico, and Brazil, Indonesia 
is deficient in multi-stakeholder policy journals and intermediary media (KSI 2012). 
Furthermore, the quality of social research, whether basic or applied research, 
remains low. This is indicated in SCImago Journal and Country Rank (1996 – 2010) (in 
Suryadarma, Pomeroy and Tanuwidjaja 2011), which shows that Indonesia produced 
fewer articles than Bangladesh, Kenya, Lithuania, and Nigeria despite having higher 
per capita GDP and a higher Human Development Index. 

Although the current state of scientific publications by Indonesia’s higher education 
sector seems grim, there are alternative ways of understanding Indonesia’s 
knowledge production. In “Indonesia’s Quiet Springtime: Knowledge, Policy and 
Reform”, Scott Guggenheim defines the knowledge sector as “the overall institutional 
landscape of government, private sector and civil society organisations that support 
the development of public policy” (in Reid [ed.] 2012). Drawing on AusAid’s (2011) 
research on revitalising Indonesia’s knowledge sector, Guggenheim’s definition 
encompasses an array of organisations and institutions producing knowledge in 
Indonesia. This definition elevates the discussion regarding the contribution of 
research to Indonesia’s policy and reform beyond the narrow technocratic role of 
bureaucratised higher education in Indonesia (Hadiz and Dhakidae 2005; Evers 2003; 
Hill and Wie 2011). 

1 .   I N T R O D U C T I O N

Indonesia’s poor performance in contributing to social science 
publications has been well documented (Guggenheim 2012; Hadiz 
and Dhakidae 2005; Evers 2003; Reid 2012; Suryadarma, Pomeroy 
and Tanuwidjaja 2011).
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Academic and policy journals play a crucial role in the dissemination of policy research 
findings and basic research with the potential to inform policymaking. Scientific 
journals as periodical publications have two important functions; they serve as a 
potent source of information, and they act as a strategic medium to communicate 
both basic and applied research findings (KSI 2015). However, in Indonesia existing 
policy journals play a minimal role in communicating research in a manner that 
effectively informs policymaking (KSI 2015). This paper results from a diagnostic 
assessment of policy journals in Indonesia which has taken place at different times 
between May 2015 to May 2016. Policy journals are an important source of evidence 
and knowledge that can inform policy decisions. The assessment was conducted to 
better understand the problems faced by policy journals in their contributions to 
policy making and the Indonesian knowledge sector.
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This diagnostic study aims to identify the barriers and challenges faced by Indonesian 
policy journals in order to narrow the gap between research and policymaking. The 
objective of this research is to:

1. Identify Indonesia’s leading policy journals, based on academic recognition as well 
as their reputation regionally and internationally. The definition of policy journal is 
operationalised as follows:

2.  
 
 
 
In this definition of leading policy journals, the researchers also take into account 
regional and international journals currently influencing policymaking in Indonesia. 
This is in order to establish benchmarks to which national journals could refer. 

2. Assess the quality of the journals selected in this study. Assessment is based on 
their reputation, which is determined by founding history, editorial management, 
quality control and the existence of a business plan. 

3. Assess the challenges faced by existing policy journals. This is conducted through 
needs analysis. From the selected policy journals, several were chosen as case 
studies in order to assess their reputation.

4. Identify practical strategic recommendations as to how KSI can support policy 
journals to make them more relevant to policymakers.

In order to achieve these objectives, the research is divided into three phases.

2.1. Desk Review

During the desk review phase, the research team conducted a literature review of 
policies issued by the Higher Education Directorate (DGHE) as well as university and 
non-university research organisations such as the Indonesian Institute of Sciences 
(LIPI) and the Indonesian Academy of Sciences (AIPI). Based on the desk review, a 
working definition of leading policy journals and the research instrument (open-
ended questionnaire) were developed. 

2 .   M E T H O D O L O G Y

A. Existing journals that publish basic research with potential for influencing 
policy making;

B. Existing journals that publish research on policy alongside basic research; and
C. Existing policy journals specialising in publishing policy research
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2.2. Data Collection

During this phase, data collection was conducted using three steps. First, the 
team developed a sampling framework of Indonesian researchers, academicians, 
and scholars who have published in international and regional journals indexed by 
reputable bibliographic databases. The respondents were selected based on whether 
they recognise and take part in the peer review process, crucial in ensuring research 
and publication quality in policy journals. Purposive sampling was carried out to 
identify these writers, particularly through SCOPUS and SSCI. Thirty key informants 
were chosen randomly from the emerging sample to ensure equal opportunity of 
selection.

Second, the first 30 key informants were asked to recommend their colleagues and 
peers who are not published internationally, but who practice peer review in lesser-
known, reputable journals. This snowball sampling was conducted to ensure that 
less prominent local researchers were included and in order to identify more obscure 
yet reputable national journals.

Third, five journals were selected for a detailed case study. The research team 
interviewed representatives of these journals, as well as policymakers from Bappenas 
and KSI stakeholders.

2. 3. Respondent Profile 

Among 61 scholars, 70% have at least a Doctoral degree, 26% have a Master’s degree, 
and 3% have a Bachelor degree. Of the respondents, 57% are employed at Indonesian 
universities. Of Indonesian scholars who have published in reputable journals, 18% 
are employed in international universities, and 25% are employed in local research 
agencies.

Graph 1: Respondent Education and Institutional Background
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Most of the respondents (66%) have no knowledge of their citation index. This suggests 
that published Indonesian scholars do not keep track of the impact of their articles 
on their readers.

Graph 2: Knowledge Regarding Citation Index

Yes
34%

No
66%

Graph 3: Types of Journals in Which Scholars Have Been Published 
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Of 61 respondents, 70% (43 respondents) have been published in international, peer-
reviewed journals and 75% have been published in national journals (46 respondents). 
Forty-nine percent have been published in both international and national, peer-
reviewed journals. Thirty percent have never been published in international 
journals (15 respondents), and 25% have never been published in national journals 
(18 respondents, see Graph 3). Despite this, the majority of respondents have had 
their articles reviewed by editors and experts relevant to their field. This indicates 
that these journals have good editorial practices, which influences the quality of the 
scholars’ articles.

2.4. Analysis 

The research team employed a mixed method, and used a descriptive analysis to create 
a baseline for existing policy journals, thematic analysis to categorise policy journals, 
and case study analysis to provide a basis for recommendations. In the descriptive 
analysis, the team used emerging coding to identify existing policy journals. In the 
thematic analysis, policy journals were categorised according to their publishers. In 
the case study analysis, the needs of the five selected journals were investigated in 
order to develop practical strategic recommendations.

Int’l
Journal

21%

National
and Int’l
Journal

49%

National
Journal

26%

No Journal
Publication

3%



7

This was a clear indication of the DGHE’s intention to improve Indonesia’s poor 
performance in social science publications. Three years on, Indonesia’s rank in social 
science publication has not improved. The DGHE has responded by injecting more 
funding to achieve this objective. 

Title Publisher ISSN E_ISSN Country Language

British Journal of 
Developmental Psychology

Wiley-
Blackwell

0261-510X 2044-835X England English

British Journal of 
Educational Psychology

Wiley-
Blackwell

0007-0998 2044-8279 England English

British Journal of 
Educational Studies

Routledge 
Journals, 
Taylor & 
Francis LTD

0007-1005 1467-8527 England English

British Journal of 
Educational Technology

Wiley-
Blackwell

0007-1013 1467-8535 England English

British Journal of 
Guidance & Counselling

Routledge 
Journals, 
Taylor & 
Francis LTD

0306-9885 1469-3534 England English

British Journal of Health 
Psychology

Wiley-
Blackwell

1359-107X 2044-8287 England English

British Journal of
Industrial Relations

Wiley-
Blackwell

0007-1080 1467-8543 England English

British Journal of
Learning Disabilities

Wiley-
Blackwell

1354-4187 1468-3156 England English

British Journal of
Management

Wiley-
Blackwell

1045-3172 1467-8551 England English

British Journal of 
Mathematical & Statical 
Psychology

Wiley-
Blackwell

0007-1102 2044-8317 England English

1 Surat Keputusan Dirjen Dikti No 152/E/T/2012.

3 .   C O N T E X T 

In 2012, DGHE Director General Djoko Santoso introduced a Ministerial 
Decree1 that instructed all undergraduate students to publish in 
national journals. The decree went on to instruct doctoral students 
to also publish internationally. 

Table 1: Social Sciences Citation Index 2015
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British Journal of Middle 
Eastern Studies

Routledge 
Journals, 
Taylor & 
Francis LTD

1353-0194 1469-3542 England English

British Journal of Music 
Education

Cambridge 
Univ Press

0265-0517 1469-2104 England English

British Journal of 
Occupational Therapy

Coll 
Occupational 
Therapists LTD

0308-0226 1477-6006 England English

British Journal of Political 
Science

Cambridge 
Univ Press

0007-1234 1469-2112 England English

British Journal of Politics 
& International Relations

Wiley-
Blackwell

1369-1481 2044-8287 England English

British Journal of
Psychiatry

Royal College 
Psychiatrists

0007-1250 1472-1465 England English

British Journal of
Psychology

Wiley-
Blackwell

0007-1269 2044-8295 England English

British Journal of
Religious Education

Routledge 
Journals, 
Taylor & 
Francis LTD

0141-6200 1740-7931 England English

British Journal of
Social Psychology

Wiley-
Blackwell

0144-6665 2044-8309 England English

British Journal of
Social Work

Oxford Univ 
Press

0045-3102 1468-263X England English

British Journal of
Sociology

Wiley-
Blackwell

0007-1315 1468-4446 England English

British Journal of
Sociology of Education

Routledge 
Journals, 
Taylor & 
Francis LTD

0142-5692 1465-3346 England English

British Politics
Palgrave 
Mamillan LTD

1746-918X 1746-9198 England English

Brookings Papers On 
Economic Activity

Brooking Inst Jul-03 1533-4465
United 
States

English

BRQ-Business Research 
Quarterly

Elsevier Doyma 
SL

2340-9436 2340-9436 Spain English

Buffalo Law Review
Univ Buffalo 
State Univ New 
York

0023-9355
United 
States

English

Bulletin of Economic 
Research

Wiley-
Blackwell

0307-3378 1467-8586 England English
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In order to boost the production of national and, to a lesser extent, international 
journals, the DGHE has introduced incentive programs that aim to strengthen the 
institutional capacity of publishers, as well as to assess their publishing performance 
(see Annex 1 for a copy of the application form). However, the research was not 
able to properly identify the root cause of why Indonesian scholars are still not well 
published.

As of 2015, none of Indonesia’s social science-based journals have been listed on 
reputable bibliometric databases, namely SCOPUS or the Social Sciences Citation 
Index (SSCI). In fact, the only Indonesia-related social sciences journal indexed in 
SSCI is the Bulletin of Indonesian Economic Studies (BIES), which is based in Australia 
(see Table 1). This reflects the overall reality of Indonesian knowledge production: 
knowledge is not produced in Indonesia and/or by Indonesians. 

Of the 25 national journals that are listed on SCOPUS (see Table 2), only The Indonesian 
Quarterly comes from the social sciences field. This demonstrates an imbalance 
between scientific publications in the natural sciences and the social sciences2.  
Significantly, The Indonesian Quarterly, published by the Centre for Strategic and 
International Studies (CSIS), which publishes policy research and articles, was also 
mentioned by the respondents as a leading policy journal. However, the CSIS-based 
journals are not accredited under DGHE, as is the case for most of the Indonesian 
journals indexed under SCOPUS (see Table 2). This finding merits further examination 
of the reasons behind leading policy journals opting out of DGHE accreditation.

Bulletin of Indonesian 
Economic Studies

Routledge 
Journals, 
Taylor & 
Francis LTD

JUL-18 1472-7234 England English

Bulletin of Latin American 
Research

Wiley-
Blackwell

0261-3050 1470-9856 England English

No Name Coverage Active or 
Inactive

DGHE 
Accredited

1 Acta Medica Indonesia 2004 - active Active Yes

2 Agrivita 2013 - active Active Yes

3 Al-Jamiah 2014 - active Active Yes

4 Biodiversitas 2014 - active Active No

5 Biotropia 2010 - active Active No

2 The research team recommends further investigation regarding this imbalance.

Table 2: Indonesian Journals Indexed by SCOPUS (2015)
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6
Bulletin of Chemical Reaction Engineering 
and Catalysis

 - 2011 - active Active No

7 Critical Care and Shock 2002 - active Active No

8
Gadjah Mada International Journal of 
Business

2010 - active Active Yes

9 Indonesian Journal of Applied Linguistics 2012 - active Active No

10 Indonesian Journal of Chemistry 2012 - active Active Yes

11 Indonesian Journal of Geography

1994-1997, 
1990-1992, 
1986-1987, 
1976-1984

Inactive No

12 Indonesian Quarterly
1996, 1982-
1983, 1979, 
1977

Inactive No

13
International Journal of Electrical and 
Computer Engineering

2014 - active Active No

14
International Journal of Power Electronics 
and Drive Systems

2011 - active Active No

15 International Journal of Technology 2010 - active Active No

16
International Journal on Electrical 
Engineering and Informatics

2009 - active Active No

17 ITB Journal of Engineering Science 2009 - 2012 Inactive No

18
ITB Journal of Information and 
Communication Technology

2011 - 2012 Inactive No

19 ITB Journal of Science 2009 - 2012 Inactive No

20
Journal of Engineering and Technological 
Sciences

2013 - active Active No

21 Journal of ICT Research and Applications 2013 - active Active No

22
Journal of Engineering and Technological 
Sciences

2013 - active Active No

23
Journal of Mathematical and Fundamental 
Science

2013 - active Inactive No

24 Nutrition Bulletin 2001 – active Inactive No

25 Telkomnika 2001 – active Inactive Yes

Source: Directorate General of Higher Education (highlight by author)

Furthermore, 19 out of 25 Indonesian journals indexed by SCOPUS are not accredited 
by the DGHE. Among the ones that are both accredited by DGHE and indexed by 
SCOPUS are Agrivita, Al-Jamiah, Acta Medica Indonesia, Indonesian Journal of 
Chemistry, Gadjah Mada International Journal of Business, and Telkomnika.  
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Of these six journals, only Al-Jamiah and the International Journal of Business can 
be categorised as social science journals with potential to influence policymaking. 
None of the respondents in the survey mentioned these as a leading policy journal, 
suggesting that DGHE’s accreditation method does not accurately assess the impact 
of the journal on readers or the quality of the articles as SCOPUS and SSCI do. Given 
this context, and recalling the definition of the knowledge sector (Guggenheim 2012) 
it is important to appreciate the opportunities for capacity building by studying the 
organisational conditions of existing policy journals.
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Graph 4: Author Considerations in Selecting Journals

National Journal (Base: 46)

International Journal (Base: 43)

The main consideration among scholars in selecting journals in which to publish is 
the journal’s reputation. This is indicated by its history (board of reviewers), editorial 
management (reliable and timely response), and quality control (peer review). Other 
considerations are the references they come across when conducting a desk review, 
other authors who have been published in the journal, and their independent internet 
search. This applies to both national and international journals.

4 .   L E A D I N G  P O L I C Y
J O U R N A L S

Leading policy journals can be defined based on the scholars’ 
perception of both the mechanisms involved in publishing and the 
journals’ reputation. Further probing through personal interviews 
elaborated the survey findings. 
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Journal reputation is defined as the ability of the journal to uphold academic quality; 
especially through the process of peer review. Five respondents were further 
interviewed to explicate this, during which issues regarding area of expertise emerged. 
The journal’s theme and paradigm are important concerns when selecting a journal 
for publication, as it relates to the kind of readership the journal promises. After 
selecting a journal as an outlet to publish, the majority of scholars go through a one 
to six-month process of submission, until their articles are published (see Graph 5).

The Directorate General of Higher Education journal 
accreditation criteria does not accurately assess reputable 
domestic journals, whereas a survey (tracer study) among 
Indonesian scholars, SSCI, and SCOPUS show relatively 
consistent results.

BOX

01

Graph 5: Average Journal Submission Process
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Graph 6: Peer-Review Process

Graph 7: Improvement After Peer Review
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With regard to the submission process for both national and international journals, 
respondents said that their article was reviewed by the editor and assigned to a 
relevant expert who then performs a thorough review (see Graph 7). A thorough 
review is indicated by improvements in quality after input from the reviewer, who often 
requires a moderate to major revision (see Graph 8). This indicates that peer review 
is in place in the journals recommended by scholars and that the submission process 
of national journals is comparable to that of recognised international journals. The 
peer review process that Indonesian scholars currently experience can serve as a 
model for leading policy journals in Indonesia and further developed into guidelines 
for social science publications (see Table 3). 

The experience of Indonesian scholars in selecting other publication methods to 
communicate to policymakers indicates that there are other tools that can assist in 
narrowing the gap between academic research and policymaking (see Graph 9). This 
finding was further examined through the key interviews carried out during the case 
studies. 

Graph 8: Revision and Improvement After Peer Review

0%
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Graph 9: Other Means to Communicate with Policymakers

The majority of respondents selected national newspapers as the best way to 
communicate findings to policymakers (24%). Follow-up interviews revealed that 
Kompas is considered the best outlet for this. The second and third choices are 
book publishers (17%) and research reports (16%). Book publishing is selected 
predominantly when the authors desire long-lasting impact among their peers. 
Reports are the administrative requirement of research funders (these may or may 
not be released for public readership depending on copyright issues). Magazines 
(15%), websites (10%), and social media (8%) followed. For example, the magazine, 
Tempo was mentioned in follow-up interviews as a possible outlet. Websites included 
online portals for national newspapers and magazines, as well as regional online 
newsletters, including Inside Indonesia. Further research is required to gauge the use 
of social media, which implies personal accounts and online networking as possible 
ways to disseminate findings. The survey results show that Indonesian scholars use 
a variety of methods, aside from policy journals, to influence policymakers with their 
research. 

Respondents were also asked about reputable journals they know that are referred 
to by policymakers in their field of expertise (see Graph 10 and Graph 11). Asking 
scholars this question is crucial in order to filter reputable journals within their field 
that they know uphold high academic standards. Such journals are important for 
supplying policymakers with the best possible research with valid methods of data 
collection and synthesis.
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Asian Population Journal (Asia Research)

Asia & the Pasific Policy Studies (ANU)

Bulletin of Indonesia Economic Studies

Asian Development Review (Asian)

British Journal of Criminology (Oxford)

Lancet (Elsevier)

Technology in Society (Elsevier)
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Graph 10: International Journals Referred to by Policymakers According to Scholars

Source: Processed from primary survey data.

International journals that are perceived by scholars as influential among 
policymakers include the World Bank Report, which is a non-journal publication. The 
highest count among respondents is that policymakers do not refer to any existing 
international policy journals (24.21%) or any national journals (48.75%) for policy 
review (see Graph 10). Follow up interviews revealed that reputable national policy 
journals do not routinely publish, while journals that actively publish often fail to 
uphold academic standards, at times passing poor articles in the review process due 
to scarcity of articles. 
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National policy journals were further grouped based on the types of organisations 
which publish them, that is by their legal and organisational status (higher education, 
foundation or corporation). These categories were developed to assess the type of 
capacity building each journal might require, along with the administrative process 
of research publications (see Graph 12).
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Graph 11: National Journals Referred to by Policymakers According to Scholars 

Graph 12: Publishing Institutions
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The research team selected the case study journals based on the merits of each 
journal, and as representative of different types of publishing institutions. One 
publication outlet was selected affirmatively, as the respondents did not identify any 
journals from the Eastern part of Indonesia as a reputable national journal. Below 
are the journals selected for further exploration:

1. Analisis CSIS (Centre for Strategic and International Studies)
2. Economics and Finance in Indonesia (LPEM FE-UI)
3. Jurnal Perempuan (Yayasan Jurnal Perempuan)
4. Prisma Indonesia (LP3ES)
5. BaKTI News (Network of Eastern Indonesia Researchers—JiKTI)

Based on this categorisation, several national journals were mentioned repeatedly 
by Indonesian scholars (see Graph 11). The journals were selected as case studies 
based on several considerations. First, scholars consistently referred to these 
journals across their age cohort, discipline, and institution base. Second, these 
journals have a credible editorial board and panel of reviewers. Third, they have 
consistent publishing and online archives. 

The research team acknowledges the shortcomings of the sampling method: the 
majority of Indonesian scholars who publish internationally and nationally are 
typical of the centralised higher-education model established during the New Order 
(see GDN forthcoming 2016). Hence, all four journals and the top six leading policy 
journals mentioned by the respondents are all located on Java.

Figure 1: Geographical Location of Selected Case Studies
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Organisation 
context

Founder
Theoretical 
perspective

Board of 
reviewers

Institutional 
cooperation

Editorial 
management

Article supply Article selection
Assigning 
appropriate 
reviewers

Timeline control

Quality 
control

Language editor 
and formatting

Bibliographic 
database and /or 
accreditation

Capacity 
building

Authorship 
autonomy

Business plan Main funder

Human 
resources 
(administrative 
and editorial)

Road map 
(evaluation and 
monitoring)

Budget control

Table 3: Basics of Social Science Publication: A Model for Best Practice

Source: Developed from survey and interview

This section further explores leading policy journals and their best practices. The 
journals were selected as case studies based on their organisational model, namely 
journals published by a research agency, university, and an advocacy body, as well 
as one research newsletter affirmatively selected to represent Eastern Indonesia. 
Findings revealedl that each organisation is constrained at different production levels. 
The following table was developed from survey and interview results to identify which 
level constraints apply to which type of journal, relative to their organisational context.

5 .   C A S E  S T U D I E S

Analisis CSIS is defined as a policy journal
Economics and Finance in Indonesia is defined as an 
academic journal that publishes policy research
Prisma is defined as an academic journal with potential to 
influence policymaking.
Jurnal Perempuan is defined as an advocacy journal with 
potential to influence policymaking
BaKTI News JiKTI is defined as a research newsletter 
already influencing policymaking.

BOX

03

The table was developed from survey and interview findings, and divides journal 
management into four levels: organisation context, editorial management, quality 
control, and business plan. The organisation context refers to the journal’s context 
and in particular, its legal status – thus they were divided as journals published 
by research agencies, journals published by universities, and journals published 
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by advocacy bodies. The organisation publishing the journals determine who the 
founding members are, their theoretical perspective, their board of reviewers, and 
the institutions involved in their production processes and distribution networks. 

Editorial management, recruited by each publishing organisation, determines the way 
in which articles are pooled and how they are subsequently selected and importantly, 
whether or not there is an editorial review process. If so, then after selection, the 
editor assigns a suitably qualified reviewer to each article and maintains the timeline 
to ensure efficient and regular publication. 

Quality control is a set of procedures put in place to ensure that the end product and 
services adhere to the publishing organisation’s set of criteria, or the expectations 
of their customers. This is achieved through language editing and formatting, 
accreditation or acknowledgement by a reputable bibliometric system external to their 
organisations, whether they have routine capacity building for staff and/or writers, 
and whether they respect the authors’ rights to keep their identities anonymous for 
impartial editorial and peer review. 

The three levels are sustained through a sound business plan. Relative to the type of 
publishing organisation, this means having continuous funding, a dedicated staff, a 
budget control system in place, and a road map based on evaluation and monitoring. 
These levels and indicators guided the data collection and analysis related to the 
cases studies.
 

5.1. Journals Published by Research Agencies

The research team studied two national journals published by research agencies, 
CSIS and LP3ES. Interviews with Indonesian scholars revealed that Prisma was 
regarded as a prominent national journal during the 1980s and it played a crucial 
role in academic discussions at that time. By contrast, Analisis CSIS informs on 
current national and international affairs, with its goal being to situate Indonesia in 
regional geopolitics.
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Analisis CSIS was the only national journal named by scholars (7.5%) as a leading 
policy journal. It is also the only one referred to by policymakers interviewed by 
the team. Analisis CSIS was established in 1972, shortly after CSIS was founded. 
It was the first outlet for English language articles on Indonesian affairs. It mainly 
covered topics around national and local politics, democratisation, economic and 
social development, as well as international relations. Based on our online survey, 
the founders and subsequent editors have maintained the aim of influencing policy 
through quality research findings and sound analysis. 

Table 4: Basics of Analisis CSIS Production

History Founder
Theoretical 
perspective

Board of 
reviewers 

Institutional 
cooperation

“CSIS was 
established on 1 
September 1971. It 
had the support of 
the late Ali Moertopo 
and Soedjono 
Hoemardani, then 
personal assistants 
to the newly elected 
President Soeharto, 
and a corporate body, 
Yayasan Proklamasi 
(Proclamation 
Foundation), 
established to 
raise the necessary 
funding” (CSIS 
website).

Analisis CSIS takes 
a liberal-central 
position in studying 
Indonesia’s 
position in foreign 
affairs. It is aimed 
to strategically 
influence 
and inform 
policymaking, 
most particularly 
in international 
politics.

Analisis CSIS 
does not carry out 
peer review in its 
production. The 
board of editors, 
editor-in-chief, 
and executive 
editor play the role 
of selecting and 
editing the articles.

ASEAN Institute 
of Strategic and 
International 
Studies (ASEAN 
ISIS),
Council for 
Asia Europe 
Cooperation 
(CAEC),
Council for 
Security 
Cooperation 
in Asia Pacific 
(CSCAP),
Pacific Economic 
Cooperation 
Council (PECC).

Editorial 
Management

Article supply Article selection
Assigning 

appropriate 
reviewers

Timeline control

Analisis CSIS issues 
a call for papers 
and takes the 
initiative to contact 
potential writers. 
The potential writers 
are selected based 
on their professional 
and academic 
reputations. Analisis 
CSIS is essentially 
an in-house journal, 
in which internal 
CSIS researchers are 
encouraged to write 
and are prioritised 
over external writers.

Analisis CSIS 
board of editors 
does not accept 
recycled articles, 
and articles 
without a policy 
recommendation. 
Articles which an 
author cannot or 
will not revise, are 
rejected to uphold 
quality. Authors 
are usually 
prominent, and 
are compensated 
with a fee of IDR 1 
million per article.

Published articles 
are decided 
internally by the 
board of editors. 
There is no 
rotation among the 
board of editors. 
Reviewing editors 
are assigned to 
provide comments 
on articles based 
on alignment 
between their 
expertise and the 
article’s theme or 
topic.

The average time 
needed to prepare 
one issue is two 
months. After 
assigning the 
reviewing editor, 
the board gives 
them one week 
to scrutinise an 
article. In-house 
CSIS researchers 
are given three 
to four weeks to 
finalise an article. 
The board of 
editors manages 
this timeline.
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Quality 
Control

Language editor and 
formatting

Bibliographic 
database and/or 

ccreditation
Capacity building 

Authorship 
autonomy

The page limit for 
each edition is 100 
(one hundred). There 
is no designated 
position for a 
language editor. 
Writers are expected 
to be able to write, 
while members of 
the board of editors 
review. 

Analisis CSIS failed 
in its application 
for DGHE 
accreditation. The 
current board of 
editors do not see 
a parallel between 
the journal’s 
reputation 
and whether it 
acquires DGHE 
accreditation. They 
expressed the 
view that DGHE 
accreditation 
mainly invites 
credit-seeking 
(kum) academics 
whose articles do 
not always meet 
Analisis CSIS 
standards.

The current board 
of editors feels 
the need for 
capacity building, 
particularly 
in recruiting 
professional 
assistance to 
join the board, 
and on how to 
improve journal 
management 
to make it as 
professional as 
that of Australian 
journals. The 
current board 
of editors is 
understaffed.

Authorship 
autonomy is 
less of a priority, 
as internal 
researchers are 
the predominant 
writers. These 
writers are 
on the CSIS 
payroll, whose 
job description 
includes 
publishing their 
research findings 
in the form of 
policy briefs 
and/or policy 
recommendation.

Business 
Plan

Main funder
Human resources 

(administrative 
and editorial)

Road map 
(evaluation and 

monitoring)
Timeline control

Analisis CSIS journal 
is part of CSIS. 
Members of the 
board of editors are 
staff of CSIS. The 
website seems to be 
equipped with online 
purchasing for its 
journals, although 
Analisis CSIS has 
not yet utilised this 
feature.

There are two 
members of the 
board who are 
most active, who 
take on the role 
of chief editor 
and executive 
editor. They carry 
out most of the 
administrative and 
editorial tasks.

Analisis CSIS 
does not 
undertake surveys 
or audience 
feedback. There 
is no information 
or knowledge 
regarding 
their current 
readership, aside 
from its existing 
100 subscribers. 
It currently 
does not have a 
dedicated website 
that manages its 
production. The 
journal is only 
displayed on the 
parent CSIS page 
and this is the 
avenue for online 
purchasing.

Budget control is 
less relevant, as 
Analisis CSIS is 
financed by CSIS 
organisational 
funds. It does not 
need to apply for 
grants to sustain 
its production, 
and is published 
with a routine 
organisation 
budget.

Source: Processed from key interviews, CSIS website and most recent publications.
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Analisis CSIS is mainly managed and reviewed internally, and only involves external 
reviewers on a limited basis. Analisis CSIS relies on in-house experts who are assigned 
per topic in line with their current expertise. Priority is given to in-house researchers to 
utilise Analisis CSIS as a publication outlet. Based on survey results, the CSIS journal is 
highly regarded as providing sound evidence for policy making. However, the production 
mechanisms that are in place are exclusive to CSIS, therefore it rarely searches for writers 
externally to write for the journal. 

Although there is consistency and dedication in running the journal, Analisis CSIS does 
not maintain external quality checks by means of peer review (mitra bestari). There is no 
rotation of its editorial board. As of now, there are only two officially assigned employees 
to manage Analisis CSIS, namely the editor-in-chief, who is directly appointed by the CSIS 
director, and an executive editor.

Despite having a credible reputation among Indonesian scholars, Analisis CSIS failed 
to be accredited by DGHE. Among the reasons cited were topic inconsistency and other, 
predominantly administrative reasons. DGHE’s accreditation places emphasis on a 
clear focus of discipline, and furthermore gives higher score on specialisation within 
this discipline. As an illustration, a journal on American Studies is scored higher than a 
journal on international relations. Analisis CSIS, notably, is a journal with content that 
encompasses diverse themes, rather than being rooted in one academic discipline. 

In terms of marketing and dissemination, Analisis CSIS acknowledges the need to conduct 
a readership survey and look into possible alternatives for dissemination, such as creating 
an online platform to interact with readers and other stakeholders. This has not been done 
thus far and might be related to the workload of the editors. The journal also acknowledges 
the need to perform journal management capacity building and, if possible, add a full-time 
member to their team, as the current board is handling the journal on a part-time basis.

Prisma was mentioned by scholars as a reputable journal 
with potential to influence policymaking. The journal has been 
published by Institute for Social Economic Research Education 
and Information (LP3ES), Jakarta, since November 1971. 
Initially, the journal covered topics around economic policy 
but it developed into an arena for intellectual debate in its 
heyday during the 1980s and 1990s, with topics ranging from 
social theory to history. After a ten-year hiatus the journal 
was relaunched in 2009, but has yet to publish consistently.
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History Founder
Theoretical 
perspective

Board of 
reviewers 

Institutional 
cooperation

Prisma was 
established in 1971 
by Ismid Hadad 
and Nono Anwar 
Makarim under 
LP3ES.

Prisma employs 
a critical 
social science 
perspective in 
discussing policy 
and development 
related issues 
in Indonesia. In 
special issues, 
Prisma invites 
writers from 
different traditions 
of thinking to 
engage in a wider 
social debate.

Prisma does not 
carry out peer 
review. The board 
of editors, editor-
in-chief, and 
executive editor 
play the role of 
selecting and 
editing the articles.

There is currently 
no established 
network 
surrounding 
Prisma, although 
some donor 
agencies, such 
as the Ford 
Foundation, 
have financed its 
production (Prisma 
website). The 
journal currently 
builds on its 
past reputation 
to include 
prospective writers 
into its network.

Editorial 
Management

Article supply Article selection
Assigning 

appropriate 
reviewers

Timeline control

While the journal 
accepts articles from 
the general public 
by means of Open 
Submission, most of 
the published articles 
are from invited 
authors.

The board of 
editors has 
the final say in 
determining the 
articles. The 
board often asks 
authors to submit 
a piece that suits 
a certain topic or 
theme rather than 
choosing from 
submitted articles.

Published articles 
are decided 
internally by the 
board of editors. 
There is no 
rotation among the 
board of editors. 
Reviewing editors 
are assigned to 
provide comments 
on articles based 
on alignment 
between their 
expertise and the 
article’s theme or 
topic.

Published articles 
are decided 
internally. As 
Prisma does not 
carry out peer 
review, the board 
of editors is solely 
responsible for 
reviewing and 
editing submitted 
articles.

Table 5: Basics of Prisma Production
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Quality 
Control

Language editor and 
formatting

Bibliographic 
database and/or 

ccreditation
Capacity building

Authorship 
autonomy

The board of editors 
is responsible for 
contacting potential 
authors and editing 
the submitted pieces. 
Formatting (layout) 
and finalisation 
(designing the cover) 
of the journal is 
assigned to a third-
party.

Prisma is in 
the process of 
applying for DGHE 
accreditation, and 
does not yet have 
plans to scale up 
to international 
bibliometric 
databases.

Prisma does 
not see capacity 
building as 
necessary yet. It 
aims to expand 
into providing 
trainings as an 
alternative source 
of income (e.g., 
hosting training 
events and 
workshops), and 
as a means to 
cross-subsidise 
production.

Authors may 
have to undergo 
several revisions 
before being 
approved by the 
board of editors. 
The board prefers 
established writers 
who are relatively 
well known in 
their fields. 
Selected authors 
are essentially 
within the Prisma 
author network, 
which means 
the authors are 
not anonymously 
reviewed.

Business 
Plan

Main funder
Human resources 

(administrative 
and editorial)

Road map 
(evaluation and 

monitoring)
Budget control

Prisma currently 
relies on sponsorship 
in order to produce 
each edition. 
Revenues generated 
from sales and 
subscription alone 
are insufficient to 
publish quarterly.

Editors are 
working on a 
full-time basis, 
which means they 
are required to 
handle various 
tasks involving 
production, 
marketing and 
distribution.

In the absence 
of a sound 
business plan, 
Prisma is looking 
for alternative 
distribution outlets 
(such as the in-
flight Garuda 
magazine, coffee 
shops, and even 
department 
stores). Prisma 
also often attends 
book bazaars 
or gatherings 
as a means of 
conventional 
distribution.

Prisma currently 
does not have 
a stable and 
sustainable 
budget. Most 
sponsors commit 
funds for a single 
edition only, which 
makes planning 
more difficult.

Source: Processed from key interviews, Prisma website and most recent publications.
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Prisma aims to publish four times a year. In reality, however, this target has not been 
achieved since 2010. The editors acknowledge the difficulty of producing four editions 
within a year, particularly due to rising production costs and a changing readership 
preferring online platforms. Maintaining the quality and standard of articles is 
considerably less difficult, but the process relies too heavily on the presence and 
performance of its editorial board, as there is no open submission process. Prisma 
also relies on the availability of select authors who are personally handpicked by the 
editorial board. This often causes delays due to late submissions. Prisma sometimes 
publishes thematically, and the editorial board scouts for writers whose expertise is 
consistent with the chosen themes of an edition. 

In terms of editorial management, the journal chooses not to employ peer reviewers 
and does not apply blind reviews. Articles are directly handed to three editors, including 
the editor-in-chief, and they are reviewed over a period of approximately two weeks. 
Feedback is then given to the author who then has a certain amount of time to revise 
the article to be sent back to the editorial board. The same process applies to all six 
articles that are published in each edition. The journal prints and disseminates five 
thousand copies each edition. The relatively large number of copies is a major factor 
in the rising production costs.

According to the editor, the average production costs per edition are IDR 200 million. 
This covers all major components: printing, distribution and honoraria (staff and 
authors). Meanwhile, revenue from sales barely cover these expenses and only a 
quarter of the total sales can be counted as net income, with the rest of the revenue 
considered as consignment and other costs. Revenues from sales are sufficient to 
cover overhead costs, but not enough to cover production costs. The main challenge 
is, therefore, attracting funds to sponsor each edition. 

Eventually, the editorial board may have to make compromises given that planning 
for four editions is done at the beginning of the calendar year. With sales only 
generating a small portion of its income, Prisma must rely on sponsorship in order 
to produce each edition, and sponsors or donors often request certain themes. As 
of now, there has been no medium- or long-term commitment from sponsors that 
would guarantee the operation of Prisma in the immediate future. Hence, financial 
restraints and the lack of a business plan might be the major reasons for why Prisma 
is struggling to publish consistently. The journal is currently looking for alternative 
ways of publishing and is even open to the idea of cooperating with corporations to 
provide them with an outlet. 
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5.2 Journals Published by Universities 

Scholars identified Economics and Finance in 
Indonesia (EFI) as an academic journal, which 
publishes policy research, and has potential to 
influence policymaking. The journal is published by 
Institute for Economic and Social Research (LPEM), 
which is an autonomous research unit under the 
Faculty of Economics, University of Indonesia. The 
journal itself is published bi-annually and serves as 
a platform for dissemination of studies undertaken 
by its researchers, forming a reference point that 
goes beyond economists. It has a strong reputation 
and its online archive stretches as far back as 1975.

	  

History Founder
Theoretical 
perspective

Board of reviewers 
Institutional 
cooperation

EFI has been 
published since the 
1950s, initiated by 
the late Sumitro 
Djojohadikusumo, 
and initially it was 
published in Dutch. It 
is the oldest scientific 
journal on economics 
and finance in 
Indonesia. 

The journal 
discusses 
economic and 
fiscal policies, 
mostly adopting 
rationalist and 
socio-pragmatic 
perspectives on 
issues covering 
international 
trade, fiscal and 
monetary policies, 
as well as regional 
economics.

EFI adopts peer 
review with a 
maximum of two 
international 
peer reviewers 
(international by 
affiliation). Most 
peer reviewers are 
national scholars.

EFI’s strongest 
and most visible 
networks are 
within the Faculty 
of Economics, 
University of 
Indonesia, 
Australian 
National University 
and dissemination 
networks such 
as Forum Kajian 
Pembangunan

Table 6: Basics of Economics and Finance in Indonesia Production
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Business 
Plan

Main funder
Human resources 

(administrative 
and editorial)

Road map 
(evaluation and 

monitoring)
Budget control

EFI is fully funded by 
LPEM, an autonomous 
research agency under 
the FEUI. Irregularly, 
funds are also given 
by the Faculty of 
Economics.

EFI’s editorial 
team consists of 
three permanent 
members:
- Editor-in-chief
- Managing editor
- Administrative 
staff 

The journal is 
aiming to widen 
its coverage and 
deepen its archives 
by digitising all 
articles since 
the 1950s. It also 
aims to provide 
the journal free of 
charge and to be 
fully accessible 
online.

EFI is treated as an 
LPEM fixed expense 
and has therefore 
no business model. 
It has an average 
production cost 
of IDR 100-120 
millionper year 
(three editions) 
and a steady 
production cost of 
IDR 15 - 20 million 
per edition. LPEM 
and the Faculty of 
Economics allocate 
a budget for its 
production annually.

Editorial 
Management

Article supply Article selection
Assigning 

appropriate 
reviewers

Timeline control

To overcome the 
shortage of articles, 
EFI opens a Call for 
Papers. The ideal 
author composition 
is 60% internationally 
affiliated and 40% 
national authors. 
EFI is aiming to 
increase the number 
of internationally 
affiliated authors.

EFI does not 
accept republished 
articles and 
maintains 
a language 
standard which 
is internationally 
benchmarked. 
On average, 20% 
of the submitted 
articles are 
rejected.

Reviewers are 
assigned according 
to academic 
expertise, 
professional 
background, and 
their respective 
networks. 
Reviewers are not 
assigned based 
on their home 
institutions and/or 
their affiliation. 

EFI publishes 
three times a 
year, as it has 
done since its 
establishment. 
Five articles are 
published in each 
edition, and four 
hundred copies are 
printed for each 
edition.

Quality 
Control

Language editor and 
formatting

Bibliographic 
database and/or 

ccreditation
Capacity building

Authorship 
autonomy

Articles submitted 
in the Indonesian 
language are 
subsequently 
translated into 
English. The journal 
employs high 
academic standards 
to achieve regional 
and international 
competetive 
advantage.

Although not yet 
accredited by the 
DGHE, the journal 
tries to adhere to 
DGHE standards 
despite not 
necessarily aiming 
to be accredited. It 
aims to be indexed 
under SCOPUS.

EFI receives 
internmittent 
assistance and 
support from 
the University 
of Indonesia. It 
also maintains 
communication 
with other 
boards of editors 
(e.g., Bulletin 
of Indonesian 
Economic Studies).

Authors are guided 
and assisted by the 
board of editors 
who carry out a 
rigorous review 
process. Authors 
might have to 
revise articles 
twice.

Source: Processed from key interviews, LPEM website and most recent publications.
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EFI is the oldest journal in our survey and also the oldest journal on economics and 
finances in Indonesia. EFI has become a reference point for national and international 
economists for cases from Indonesia. Respondents and key informants referred to 
EFI as a leading policy journal.

The journal contains five articles in every edition and publishes three times a year, 
in April, August and December. EFI publishes in English and mandates a rigorous 
blind review process, stating that each article is reviewed by up to four reviewers. It 
aims to have at least one internationally affiliated peer reviewer for every edition or 
article. 

The major challenge faced by the editors is to produce quality articles and maintain a 
steady supply of articles. The reputation of EFI is upheld by the reputation of scholars 
who regularly review and write for EFI, thereby adding to the credibility of the journal. 
A strong network of alumni and stakeholders from various sectors is instrumental 
either as a pool of potential readers or distributors of the journal.

The research team notes that EFI has the highest scholarship standard of any other 
journal in the case study. Their academic approach affects the choice of topics, 
writers and number of articles and pages for one edition. Having a more limited 

readership or niche market, EFI has less pressure to 
perform as a sustainable business compared to Prisma 
or Jurnal Perempuan. EFI receives strong support from 
LPEM who treat the journal as a fixed expense in their 
annual budget.  

5.3 Journals Published by Advocacy Bodies

Respondents mentioned Jurnal Perempuan (JP) 
as a potential policy journal. The journal has been 
published by Yayasan Jurnal Perempuan, Jakarta, since 
1995. It exclusively covers topics surrounding gender 
mainstreaming and feminism but it also reaches beyond 

these fundamental issues, including poverty and digital media. It is currently one of 
the main reference points for perspectives on Indonesia’s human development.
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History Founder
Theoretical 
perspective

Board of 
reviewers 

Institutional 
cooperation

JP was launched 
in 1995 by Yayasan 
Jurnal Perempuan, 
with feminist scholar 
Gadis Arivia being 
one of its most 
prominent founders. 

The journal 
concentrates 
on feminism 
and gender 
mainstreaming, 
but has, over time, 
touched upon 
wider development 
issues. The 
critical aspect of 
using a feminist 
perspective 
remains a key 
feature of JP.

JP has a panel 
of over twenty 
reviewers (mitra 
bestari), including 
internationally 
affiliated, 
reputable 
scholars.

The journal has 
a vast network 
of authors from 
local (non-Java 
and non-Jakarta), 
national and 
international 
levels.

Editorial 
Management

Article supply Article selection
Assigning 

appropriate 
reviewers

Timeline control

A Call for Papers is 
disseminated at the 
beginning of each 
year. Also, members 
of the board of 
editors are allowed 
to handpick authors 
according to the 
designated topics.

The Board of 
Editors has 
the first say on 
articles. If the 
article qualifies, 
then it is handed 
over to a reviewer.

Reviewers are 
assigned according 
to academic 
expertise, 
professional 
background, and 
their respective 
networks.

JP publishes 
four times a year. 
The topic for 
each edition is 
discussed at the 
beginning of each 
year. 

Quality 
Control

Language editor and 
formatting

Bibliographic 
database and/or 

ccreditation
Capacity building

Authorship 
autonomy

The journal has 
a rigorous review 
process and aims 
to keep a minimum 
level of quality, so 
that it reflects the 
overall quality of the 
whole edition.

JP has applied 
for accreditation 
to DGHE, but has 
failed in several 
technical aspects 
(i.e. size of journal, 
non-university 
establishment). 
The size of JP’s 
subscription 
proves that 
it is referred 
to by readers 
despite not being 
accredited by 
DGHE.

JP holds 
annual writing 
workshops such 
as journalistic 
workshops and 
feminist writing 
workshops. JP 
feels that it is 
important to 
build resilience 
within journal 
management and 
is building trust 
with its readers as 
a key stakeholder.

The editor-in-chief 
has full control 
over articles in 
terms of editing. 
The editor-in-
chief holds the 
final authority 
regarding article 
placement priority 
(i.e., best article 
is placed at the 
beginning), length 
of an article, or 
other necessary 
decisions to 
maintain the 
quality of a journal.

Table 7: Basics of Jurnal Perempuan Production
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Source: Processed from key interviews, Jurnal Perempuan website and most recent publications.

Jurnal Perempuan publishes four times a year. The journal has managed to do so 
for over twenty years despite changes in its management and in the content of the 
journal itself. Since 2013, JP publishes in two languages, Indonesian and English. 
Over time JP has been able to add reputable international academics to its panel of 
peer reviewers.  

On average, one edition consists of up to seven articles. This results from a relatively 
tight reviewing process that is led by the Editor-in-Chief, Dewi Candraningrum. 
To ensure the quality of each article, the Editor-in-Chief leads the review process, 
supported by a Board of Reviewers that is comprised of nationally and internationally 
renowned experts within relevant fields. This constitutes not only a valid peer-review 
process, but also adds credibility and credentials to the journal and its publishing 
organisation, Yayasan Jurnal Perempuan.

Like Analisis CSIS and EFI, JP failed the DGHE’s accreditation process. According to the 
editor-in-chief, the journal failed due to the nature of its publisher (it is a foundation), 
the size of its journal layout, and other administrative, non-substantive reasons. As 
evidenced by the previous cases, the example of Jurnal Perempuan reveals the gap 
between DGHE priorities and the actual demands of the knowledge market

Business 
Plan

Main funder
Human resources 

(administrative 
and editorial)

Road map 
(evaluation and 

monitoring)
Budget control

JP is mainly funded 
by revenue generated 
from subscriptions. 
The second 
biggest source 
is sponsorships 
from donors 
and government 
agencies.

The journal has 
three permanent 
editorial members 
and employs 
permanent 
administrative 
staff.

JP regularly 
evaluates the 
management of its 
journal by sending 
out feedback 
questionnaires to 
the subscribers. 
Also, JP holds a 
subscribers forum 
(Sahabat Jurnal 
Perempuan—
Friends of Jurnal 
Perempuan) at 
the beginning 
of each year to 
gather inputs and 
comments.

JP prints 1000 
copies for each 
edition: 250 for the 
market, and 750 
for subscribers. 
Production costs 
for one edition 
is around IDR 53 
million.
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5.4 The Eastern Indonesia Case Study

JiKTI (Network of Eastern Indonesia Researchers) was selected affirmatively, as 
it initially served as a network for researchers from and concerned with Eastern 
Indonesia. As the network and its forum developed over the years, due to donor 
involvement as well as increasing awareness among policymakers and politicians, 
the forum’s publication has garnered influence and has become a reference point 
for local academics and their stakeholders. JiKTI was established in 2007 and its 
network currently stretches across twelve provinces in eastern Indonesia. Within 
each province, JiKTI is an established focal point that connects the forum 

JiKTI members are fully aware of the need to engage 
with local politicians and decision-makers, and are 
capitalising on the forum’s existence to disseminate and 
document existing best practices. Its relative success in 
opening and utilising channels of communication with 
local governments lies in consistency and the ability 
to optimise two mediums: direct communication and 
publication.

Although it is yet to generate a more academic or 
scientific approach to using evidence in policymaking, 

JiKTI has been relatively successful in convincing policymakers to open dialogue and 
adopt a more dialectic approach to development. Over time, JiKTI has established a 
dedicated forum for the heads of the BAPPEDA, the Forum Kepala Bappeda, which 
is held regularly. In addition, JiKTI is also regularly involved in the Eastern Indonesia 
Forum, which is run by BaKTI, the umbrella organisation of JiKTI.

JiKTI encourages its members to write for local media (newspapers, magazines, 
web portals). Members are also encouraged to publish on BaKTI News, its nearest 
publication to a journal. JiKTI has twice attempted to publish a more scientific journal, 
but eventually discontinued the idea and chose to write policy papers according to 
circumstances and need. According to the current head of JiKTI, the main issue to 
overcome right now is to encourage policymakers to read. Only then can they move 
on to the next challenge, namely to convince policymakers of the importance of the 
knowledge sector.
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Analisis CSIS Prisma
Economics 

and Finance in 
Indonesia

Jurnal 
Perempuan

Year of 
establishment 1972 1971 1948 1995

Publishing 
language Bahasa Indonesia Bahasa Indonesia English (since 

2008)

Bahasa Indonesia
English (since 

2013)
Thematic No Yes No Yes
Open 
submission Yes Yes Yes Yes

Peer Review No No Yes Yes
International 
peer-reviewer No No Yes Yes

Annual 
publication Four Four Three Four

Printed copies 
for each edition 400 5000 400 1000

DGHE 
accreditation No No No No

Indexed under 
SCOPUS Yes No No Yes

Online access No No Yes No
Referred to in 
online survey Yes Yes Yes Yes

Referred to 
by Bappenas 
informants

Yes Yes Yes No

Human 
resources

Mostly part-time 
(editor-in-chief) Full time Mostly part-time 

(editor-in-chief) Full time

Source: Processed from key interviews.

Table 8:Case Study Comparison
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Our key interviews with four Bappenas officials confirmed the emerging norm of 
using quality data to produce sound policies. However, the interviews also confirm 
that academic or policy journals are not necessarily their main source for doing 
so. Rather, policymakers tend to obtain data from non-journal sources. They still 
prefer to use  secondary data from government institutions such as ministries and 
other official sources. This also depends on the type of information they need - when 
searching for empirical data they tend to prefer primary sources; when in need of 
policy recommendations, they might prefer using policy journals.

The reasons why policymakers prefer non-journal sources requires further research, 
but findings from this study shed some light on the current state of affairs, and 
provide the basis for recommendations on further steps for capacity building.

6 . P O L I C Y  J O U R N A L
E C O S Y S T E M :  S T R AT E G I C
R E C O M M E N DAT I O N S

Findings from this policy journal diagnostics research reveal that not 
one leading national policy journal exists. That is, the majority of 
respondents claim that there is no national journal that influences 
policymaking, and this is confirmed by key interviews with policymakers 
themselves. Indonesian policymakers have become more aware of 
the importance of using data and evidence (ODI 2011).

Source: Developed from key interviews.

Graph 13: Current Situation of Social Science Publications
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The current situation is illustrated in Graph 13. Policy journals that might potentially 
influence policymakers tend to be funded by their founding organisation, are reliant 
on internal professional networks and cater to an exclusive readership. These 
policy journals, representing three different types of organisations, do not involve 
policymakers in production planning and this contributes to the current gap between 
social science publication and its usage among policymakers. 

This gap is also associated with the bureaucratisation of journal management that 
requires all scientific publications in Indonesia to be registered in the Government of 
Indonesia database. In 2011, DGHE issued a regulation on Accreditation Guidelines 
for Scientific Periodicals. The purpose of this regulation is to review periodicals based 
on standardised requirements. In the context of universities, the regulations give 
minimum emphasis to peer review and more attention to regional competitiveness3. 
This is also illustrated by the fact Analisis CSIS and Jurnal Perempuan, despite 
being reputable journals among Indonesian scholars, have failed to attain DGHE 
accreditation. The DGHE does not yet acknowledge a wider definition of the knowledge 
sector, which is inclusive of research agencies and intermediary organisations due 
to their potential to produce information and evidence.

3 Peraturan Direktur Jenderal Pendidikan Tinggi Kementerian Pendidikan Nasional Republik Indonesia No. 49/DIKTI/Kep/2011 tentang 
pedoman Akreditasi Terbitan Berkala Ilmiah and Salinan Peraturan Direktur Jenderal Pendidikan Tinggi Kementerian Kebudayaan Republik 
Indonesia Nomor 1 tahun 2014 tentang Pedoman Akreditasi Terbitan Berkala

The symbiotic relationship between credit-seeking authors 
and DGHE’s bureaucratic administrative requirements 
for journal accreditation has created an insularity within 
university publication that not only excludes research 
agencies and intermediary organisations in knowledge 
production, but has also disconnected universities from 
policymakers.

BOX

04

The journal managers interviewed in this study are aware of the advantages of being 
accredited by DGHE, namely the power to attract more articles, which is a common 
problem for all types of journals. However, with some of them having failed the 
accreditation, the journals’ boards of editors have also learned the important lesson 
of choosing between following the demands of their users and the administrative 
requirements of the DGHE administration. It is a symbiotic condition in which national 
scholars choose to write for reputable journals to gain academic career credit (kum), 
whereas accredited journals are those who essentially only fulfil the administrative 
requirements of the DGHE. This symbiotic relationship has created an insularity within 
university publications that not only excludes research agencies and intermediary 
organisations in knowledge production, but has also disconnected universities from 
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policymakers. This was largely acknowledged by most of the editorial teams, and 
some chief editors. For journal management teams, having their journal indexed by 
SCOPUS is a more important goal than being accredited by DGHE.

JiKTI is an important case to learn from. It is the only organisation that consciously 
involves policymakers in their research dissemination, and the only organisation 
that adjusts their method of communication to suit the needs of policymakers. This 
is not to say that JiKTI is accommodating the habits of policymakers, instead they are 
cultivating the habit of actually reading policy papers that are based on research among 
policymakers. The research team interprets JIKTI’s strategy as an effort to create a 
publication ecosystem that involves the policymakers in the process of publication. 
First, creating a publication ecosystem begins with involving policymakers from the 
research planning stage to ensure that the study will be relevant to the needs of their 
organisations. 

Second, the academic quality of the research articles must be upheld so as not 
to repeat past mistakes that confined knowledge producers to a technocratic role 
(see Evers 2003; Hill and Wie 2011). In order for a policy journal ecosystem to be 
sustainable, it must also achieve the academic standards essential in universities 
and the international academy. This can be achieved through the involvement of 
external, internationally recognised scholars in the peer review process. 

Third, loyal to the concept of the knowledge sector (Guggenheim 2012; KSI 2012), 
sharing editors between universities, research agencies, and advocacy bodies might 
be a strategic step for cross-fertilisation. The issue of editor shortage can also be 
addressed by sharing human resources, which also involves sharing experience and 
solutions. 

Fourth, BaKTI News serves as an example of an alternative research dissemination 
method for policymakers. Among the survey respondents, Inside Indonesia was 
mentioned as a newsletter with the potential for influencing policymakers. The 
format of the newsletter could eventually be elevated to a scientific publication as 
policymakers develop the habit of referring to research evidence when formulating 
policies.

Fifth, JP’s best practice of seeking reader feedback as a means of evaluation can be 
applied across all types of organisations that publish journals. The readership would 
ultimately also include the policymakers, thus creating a full cycle that guides a 
policy journal publication process, making itself more relevant to policymakers (see 
Graph 14).
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Graph 14: Strategic Recommendations: Social Science Publication Ecosystem

To make this cycle effective, journals may consider sharing project managers as 
a matter of need because a  shortage of human resources is common. The job 
description of the project manager could include pooling articles from authors 
outside of the journal’s immediate network. This will bring about a cross-organisation, 
cross-discipline, cross-paradigm platform between journals. Finally, regional and 
international leading policy journals mentioned by the respondents and in key 
interviews could be further studied for benchmarking purposes, namely Indonesia 
Update (Australian National University). The same institution and others within its 
professional network could also be part of collaboration between Indonesian leading 
policy journals and external reviewers.
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This research has examined and diagnosed the current state of social science 
publications and its potential for informing policymaking in Indonesia. It has 
drawn on a definition of the “knowledge sector” (Guggenheim 2012; KSI 2012) that 
includes activities conducted by research agencies and intermediary organisations 
not constrained by university bureaucracy. This constraint was found, in previous 
research, to be one of the main hindrances to critical thinking in Indonesia (see 
Hadiz and Dhakidae [eds.] 2005). The study has provided recommendations that help 
create an enabling environment for social science publications by supporting the 
capacity building of leading policy journals, and by creating a policy journal ecosystem 
following practical, strategic steps.

Strategic recommendations that are based on this research 
include taking steps to enable cross-fertilization between 
types of organisations. This could be achieved through 
sharing project managers to address the shortage of human 
resources, involving external international academics in the 
review process to uphold quality, involving policymakers 
from conception of research, and utilising newsletters as 
a means of alternative dissemination to cultivate a habit of 
referring to valid research during policy formulation. 

BOX

05
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