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Abstract: Community-based tourism (CBT) has been widely promoted as a strategy for sustainable local
development due to its potential to generate livelihoods, preserve cultural heritage, and strengthen community
participation. Despite growing interest in tourism governance, limited empirical research has examined how
multiple governance actors collectively contribute to the sustainability of community-based tourism initiatives,
particularly in geographically peripheral and culturally diverse settings such as Basilan Province. Existing studies
frequently focus on individual institutions or specific governance levels, providing insufficient understanding of
how collaborative governance arrangements influence sustainable tourism outcomes. This gap limits the
development of more integrated and context-responsive tourism governance strategies. This study examined the
role of composite governance support in advancing the sustainable development of community-based tourism in
selected destinations in Basilan Province. Specifically, it analyzed the contributions and interrelationships of
governance actors and examined how composite governance support facilitates sustainable development practices
within community-based tourism. A descriptive qualitative research design was employed using key informant
interviews, focus group discussions, and structured surveys involving tourism officers, community leaders,
government representatives, tourism association members, and partner organizations across four community-
based tourism destinations. The findings revealed that sustainable tourism development is strengthened through
the collaborative engagement of community organizations, local government units, regional agencies, national
institutions, non-government organizations, and development partners. These actors contribute complementary
forms of support and maintain interdependent relationships that enable tourism communities to sustain
operations, strengthen local capacities, and address development needs. Composite governance support further
advances sustainable development by reinforcing environmental stewardship, cultural preservation, community
empowerment, and local economic opportunities. Differences in sustainability outcomes across destinations were
associated with variations in stakeholder engagement, institutional connectivity, and the continuity of governance
support. Tourism governance is a collaborative and interconnected system rather than as the responsibility of
individual institutions. Strengthening partnerships, stakeholder coordination, and long-term institutional support
can enhance the sustainability and resilience of community-based tourism initiatives in Basilan and similar
development contexts.
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governance, stakeholder engagement, Basilan

Introduction

Sustainable development increasingly requires the participation of multiple actors whose
responsibilities, expertise, and resources extend beyond the capacity of any single institution.
Contemporary development challenges are characterized by social, economic, environmental, and
administrative complexities that demand coordinated action across governance levels and sectors. As
a result, governance is no longer viewed solely as a function of centralized authority but as a
collaborative process involving interconnected stakeholders working toward common goals. Multi-
level and collaborative governance arrangements have emerged in response to issues that cannot be

effectively addressed through traditional hierarchical systems [1], while distributed decision-making
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structures have been found to strengthen development outcomes through improved
coordination and institutional alignment [2], [3]. The relevance of such governance arrangements is
particularly evident in community-based tourism (CBT), where development outcomes depend on the
interaction of local communities, government agencies, civil society organizations, and development
partners. Community-based tourism promotes local participation, shared decision-making, and
community ownership of tourism initiatives, enabling communities to benefit directly from tourism
development while preserving local resources and cultural identity [ 1. However, the success of CBT
extends beyond community participation alone. Effective tourism initiatives require institutional
support, organizational capacity, access to resources, and collaborative relationships that enable
communities to sustain tourism activities over time [l 7],

Sustainability remains a central objective of community-based tourism. Sustainable tourism
seeks to balance economic development with environmental stewardship and social well-being,
ensuring that tourism benefits are maintained without compromising future generations [ 1. Within
decentralized governance systems, local governments and communities are provided greater
opportunities to participate directly in development processes and tourism management [0
Nevertheless, the effectiveness of decentralized arrangements depends not only on the transfer of
authority but also on the quality of support, coordination, and oversight provided by governance
actors. Institutions that provide clear direction, accountability mechanisms, and coordinated

interventions contribute significantly to the successful implementation of development initiatives [}
[12],

The growing complexity of tourism development has therefore shifted attention toward
governance systems that operate through collaboration rather than isolated institutional action.
Previous studies have emphasized that trust, long-term engagement, and shared accountability
strengthen stakeholder participation and support sustainable development outcomes [13! 4. Within
community-based tourism, active participation enhances local ownership, empowers communities,
and contributes to more equitable and sustainable forms of development U5 [16]. Moreover, tourism
initiatives can support cultural preservation, strengthen community identity, and promote social
cohesion when local traditions and indigenous knowledge are integrated into tourism activities [17l. The
benefits of tourism, however, are strongly influenced by the governance environments in which
communities operate. Governance arrangements shape how opportunities, resources, and benefits are
distributed among stakeholders, while weak institutional relationships and fragmented responsibilities
may constrain community participation and long-term sustainability 118} [19) 201,

Recent scholarship has increasingly recognized that tourism development depends on the
combined contributions of multiple governance actors rather than individual institutions. Government
agencies, community organizations, civil society groups, and development partners collectively
provide technical assistance, policy support, financial resources, capacity-building opportunities, and
collaborative networks that influence tourism outcomes 121l 221, Sustainable tourism is more likely to
succeed when communities actively participate in governance processes, when development
interventions reflect local priorities, and when tourism benefits are distributed equitably among
stakeholders (23 1241191, These conditions highlight the importance of understanding tourism governance
as a collective process through which diverse actors contribute to sustainable development.

Governance actors further influence tourism development by strengthening local capacities and
fostering collaborative relationships. Capacity-building initiatives improve knowledge, leadership,
organizational competence, and community resilience, enabling tourism stakeholders to respond more
effectively to emerging challenges and opportunities 26 1271, Institutional support and external
partnerships likewise provide access to expertise, resources, and development opportunities that
enhance local participation and reduce community vulnerabilities 2811291, At the same time, collaborative
governance has become increasingly important in addressing complex tourism issues that cannot be
resolved by individual organizations acting independently. Through collaboration, stakeholders
coordinate interventions, align priorities, mobilize resources, and strengthen collective action toward
shared development goals B0l Bll. Such collaborative arrangements are reinforced by trust, open
communication, and clearly defined institutional roles that facilitate meaningful participation and
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sustained engagement among stakeholders [32], [33].

Despite the growing body of literature on tourism governance and community participation,
limited empirical attention has been given to how multiple governance actors collectively contribute to
the sustainability of community-based tourism, particularly in geographically peripheral and
administratively unique contexts such as Basilan Province within the Bangsamoro Autonomous Region
in Muslim Mindanao (BARMM). Existing studies frequently focus on individual institutions, specific
governance levels, or isolated forms of support, providing limited understanding of how governance
actors interact, collaborate, and collectively influence sustainable tourism outcomes. This gap restricts
a more comprehensive understanding of how governance support contributes to the long-term
sustainability of community-based tourism initiatives.

Basilan presents a valuable context for addressing this gap. The province possesses significant
cultural, historical, and environmental resources that have supported the emergence of community-
based tourism initiatives aimed at promoting local livelihoods, cultural preservation, and
environmental stewardship. However, tourism communities experience varying levels of stakeholder
participation, institutional engagement, organizational capacity, and external support, resulting in
differences in tourism development outcomes. Understanding how governance actors contribute to and
interact within these tourism systems is therefore essential for advancing sustainable community-based
tourism development.

Against this backdrop, the present study investigated the role of composite governance support
in advancing the sustainable development of community-based tourism in Basilan. Specifically, it
sought to:

Analyze the contributions and interrelationships of governance actors—including local
government units, regional and national agencies, community organizations, non-government
organizations, development partners, and other stakeholders—in supporting and sustaining
community-based tourism initiatives.

Examine how composite governance support facilitates the advancement of sustainable
development practices within community-based tourism, particularly in relation to environmental
stewardship, cultural preservation, community empowerment, and local economic development.

Methodology

Research Design

This study employed a descriptive qualitative research design to examine the role of composite
governance support in advancing the sustainable development of community-based tourism (CBT) in
Basilan Province. The approach was appropriate for exploring stakeholder experiences, institutional
interactions, and governance processes within their natural contexts, allowing a deeper understanding
of how governance actors collectively support tourism development and sustainability.

Participants, Sampling, and Study Sites

A total of thirty-two (32) participants were involved in the study, including tourism officers,
community leaders, tourism operators, barangay officials, representatives from MTIT-BARMM,
members of community-based tourism associations, and partner organizations engaged in tourism
development. Participants were selected through purposive sampling to ensure that they possessed
direct knowledge and experience related to tourism governance, stakeholder collaboration, and
sustainable tourism development. Purposive sampling strengthens the alignment between participant
selection and research objectives, thereby enhancing the credibility of qualitative findings 1341,

The study was conducted in four community-based tourism destinations in Basilan Province:
Marang-Marang Floating Cottage, Kud Pasangen School of Living Tradition, Lampinigan Beach, and
the Bajau Cultural Heritage Center of Tampalan. These sites were selected because they represent
diverse tourism settings with varying levels of stakeholder participation, institutional engagement, and
governance support.
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Data Collection

Data were gathered through key informant interviews (Klls), focus group discussions (FGDs),
and structured surveys to facilitate methodological triangulation. Triangulation enhances the validity
and comprehensiveness of qualitative inquiry by drawing evidence from multiple sources . Key
informant interviews were conducted with government officials, tourism officers, community leaders,
and partner organizations to explore governance support mechanisms, stakeholder roles, and
sustainability initiatives. Focus group discussions were conducted with community members and
tourism association participants to examine community experiences, participation processes, and
perceptions of governance support. Structured surveys complemented the qualitative data by
providing descriptive information regarding stakeholder engagement, access to support mechanisms,
and sustainability practices. In qualitative-dominant studies, surveys serve as useful tools for
contextualizing and validating qualitative findings 161,

Prior to data collection, coordination was undertaken with local authorities and community
stakeholders to secure permissions and arrange research activities. Interviews and discussions were
audio-recorded with participant consent and supplemented by field notes. Survey responses were
compiled and organized for analysis.

Data Analysis

The study utilized thematic analysis to examine qualitative data obtained from interviews and
focus group discussions. Transcripts were reviewed repeatedly to achieve data familiarization,
followed by coding and the identification of recurring patterns related to governance support,
stakeholder collaboration, community participation, and sustainable tourism development. Related
codes were grouped into broader themes, which were subsequently compared across the four study
sites. Descriptive statistics were used to summarize survey responses and support qualitative
interpretations.

Ethical Considerations

Ethical clearance was obtained prior to data collection. Participation was voluntary, and
informed consent was secured from all respondents. Confidentiality and anonymity were maintained
through the use of coded identifiers, while all research records were stored securely and accessed only
by the researcher. These procedures ensured adherence to ethical standards and promoted
transparency and rigor throughout the research process [¥71.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Objective 2: Analyze the contributions and interrelationships of governance actors —including
local government units, regional and national agencies, community organizations, non-government
organizations, development partners, and other stakeholders—in supporting and sustaining
community-based tourism initiatives.

Table 1. Cross-Site Comparison of Composite Governance Support Across Selected

Community-Based Tourism Destinations in Basilan

Governance Kud Pasangen . . Bajau Cultural
Marang-Marang . Lampinigan X
Support Floatine Cottage School of Living Beach Heritage Center
Dimension 8 8 Tradition of Tampalan
Strongl
JHONsY Supported Locally .
. institutionalized; . Primarily
Policy and . through cultural||implemented .
established , . community-led
Regulatory . preservation tourism and| . .
operational . . with project-based
Support 11 . .. _||policies and ||environmental .
guidelines and visitor . . guidance
heritage programs||regulations
management systems
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Governance Kud Pasangen .. Bajau  Cultural
Marang-Marang . . Lampinigan .
Support . School of Living Heritage Center
] . Floating Cottage .. Beach
Dimension Tradition of Tampalan
Extensive
.. cultural Occasional Limited but
. Regular training and ) .
Capacity- o education, tourism-related supported
= organizational . . .
Building weaving training, || capacity through cultural
e development . .
Initiatives . and heritage|| development preservation
activities . . e
transmission activities Initiatives
programs
Access to LGU|| Strong access to . Dependent  on
. 2 Relies largely on .
support, national|| provincial, project-based
Resource . . local resources and
e agency  assistance,||regional, and . support and
Mobilization o . seasonal  tourism
and livelihood ||national cultural external cultural
revenues o
resources support programs Initiatives
Strong
artnerships . .
. P P Collaboration Collaboration
Active collaboration|lamong  cultural|| .~ .
. oo primarily sustained through
Stakeholder among associations, ||institutions, concentrated atll communit
Collaboration LGUs, NGOs, and| government y
. . barangay and || networks and
partner agencies agencies, and L .
. municipal levels local partnerships
community
groups
. Informal
o Structured Environmental o
. Formal monitoring . o . monitoring
Monitoring and . reporting and ||monitoring  and
o systems, visitor logs, processes largely
Accountability program caretaker
. and regular o . dependent on
Mechanisms . monitoring supervision .
compliance checks . . community
mechanisms practices
volunteers
Strong
. institutional .
Extensive Moderate Emerging
. .1 | networks e e
L. connections with . institutional institutional
Institutional L. . supporting . . .
, provincial, regional, engagement with|/linkages with
Linkages . cultural .o
and national . limited  external||fewer external
e preservation and .
institutions . partnerships support channels
tourism
development
Highly active and|| Stron,
gLy & Active Strong
organized community . . .
. . . . _||participation In ||community
Community community involvement  in . . . .
L L. . tourism operations||ownership despite
Participation association with || cultural . .
. . and environmental||limited external
expanding preservation and
. . - management support
membership tourism activities
Overall
Composite , .
P High High Moderate Moderate
Governance

Support
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The findings presented in Table 1 reveal notable variations in the configuration and depth of
composite governance support across the four community-based tourism destinations. Marang-
Marang Floating Cottage and Kud Pasangen School of Living Tradition demonstrated the most
comprehensive support systems, characterized by strong stakeholder collaboration, diverse
institutional partnerships, access to external resources, structured monitoring mechanisms, and
sustained capacity-building opportunities. These destinations benefited from the collective
contributions of local government units, community organizations, regional agencies, national
institutions, and development partners, creating a supportive environment for tourism development
and organizational growth.

The findings suggest that the effectiveness of tourism development initiatives is not determined
by the presence of individual governance actors alone but by the extent to which different stakeholders
contribute complementary forms of support. In both Marang-Marang and Kud Pasangen, governance
support was reinforced through continuous interaction among community associations, local
governments, cultural institutions, and external partners. These relationships facilitated access to
training opportunities, technical assistance, tourism promotion programs, and livelihood resources.
Palingkod et al. B8 emphasized that effective governance systems rely on clear communication channels
and structured stakeholder engagement mechanisms. This observation was reflected in the regular
consultations, organizational meetings, and collaborative planning activities reported in the two
destinations.

Community participation likewise emerged as a critical element in strengthening governance
support systems. Panagiotopoulou and Skoultsos 9! argued that sustainable tourism development is
enhanced when communities actively participate in decision-making and development processes. The
strong involvement of community associations, cultural practitioners, youth groups, and local leaders
in Marang-Marang and Kud Pasangen contributed to greater organizational cohesion and stronger
ownership of tourism initiatives. These destinations demonstrated that governance support becomes
more effective when external assistance complements, rather than replaces, local participation and
community leadership.

The findings further indicate that stakeholder collaboration functions as a mechanism through
which different forms of governance support are integrated and mobilized. Community organizations
served as operational anchors, while government agencies provided technical guidance, regulatory
support, and access to development programs. Provincial and national institutions contributed
resources and specialized assistance, particularly in cultural preservation and tourism promotion
initiatives. The interaction among these actors created a support ecosystem that strengthened tourism
operations and expanded development opportunities. Consistent with Dredge’s perspective,
governance effectiveness increases when institutional actors and community organizations work
collaboratively toward shared objectives, resulting in greater administrative coherence and
sustainability.

In contrast, Lampinigan Beach and the Bajau Cultural Heritage Center of Tampalan exhibited
foundational but comparatively less comprehensive governance support systems. While both
destinations demonstrated active community participation, localized stakeholder engagement, and
basic organizational structures, they reported fewer institutional linkages, limited access to external
resources, and less structured monitoring mechanisms. These findings suggest that tourism
development in these sites relies more heavily on local initiative and community commitment than on
sustained external support. The observed differences reflect variations in the reach and intensity of
composite governance support rather than differences in community commitment. Shin et al. (40l noted
that emerging tourism destinations often possess functional governance practices but have yet to
establish the broader institutional networks necessary for sustained development. This observation is
evident in Lampinigan and Tampalan, where community cohesion remains strong despite more limited
engagement from external partners and support institutions. In particular, Tampalan demonstrated
strong internal solidarity and stakeholder cooperation, illustrating how social capital can partially
compensate for limited institutional support.
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The findings also highlight the importance of expanding partnerships and strengthening
institutional linkages in emerging tourism destinations. According to Mair et al. #!], governance support
systems become more effective when communities are connected to broader networks that facilitate
learning, resource sharing, and collaborative development. Strengthening access to capacity-building
programs, technical assistance, and external partnerships may therefore enhance the ability of
Lampinigan and Tampalan to advance tourism development and sustainability objectives. Overall, the
findings indicate that community-based tourism development in Basilan is influenced not only by the
presence of governance actors but also by the quality, diversity, and interconnectedness of the support

O

Interrelationships of
Governance Actors in Supporting
Community-Based Tourism

o/ cg \o

Community Organizations ‘Government Institutions External Partners
(Primary Implementers) (Enablers and Regulators) (Support Providers)

T Y A
O O O O O O

systems they collectively provide.

Lead daily tourism Practice shared labor, Provide policy Offer Provide financial,
operations and mutual accountability,  guidance, regulation,  and facilitate access  assistance, training, material, and
decision-making. and i and itoring. to resources. and capacity cultural support.

ownership. development.

Figure 1: Interrelationships of Governance Actors in Supporting Community-based tourism

Figure 1 illustrates the interconnected roles and relationships among governance actors that
collectively sustain community-based tourism (CBT) initiatives in Basilan. The findings revealed that
tourism development is not driven by a single institution or stakeholder group but emerges from the
coordinated contributions of communities, local government units, regional agencies, national
institutions, civil society organizations, and development partners. Across all four study sites,
participants consistently described tourism as a shared undertaking that depends on cooperation,
mutual support, and collective responsibility. Rather than viewing tourism as an individual economic
activity, respondents emphasized that successful tourism initiatives are sustained through
collaborative effort and continuous engagement among stakeholders.

Community organizations emerged as the primary actors responsible for the day-to-day
implementation of tourism activities. Participants repeatedly highlighted the importance of collective
action in maintaining tourism operations, organizing community participation, and ensuring the
continuity of livelihood activities. One respondent explained that tourism initiatives become possible
only when there are “people behind you” providing support and cooperation, while operating
independently was viewed as difficult and unsustainable. This finding supports the work of Okazaki
42, who argued that community-based tourism is most effective when tourism is regarded as a
collective endeavor rather than an individual enterprise. Across the study sites, tourism activities were
embedded within community associations, shared labor arrangements, and participatory decision-
making structures that reinforced a sense of collective ownership and accountability.

The contribution of community organizations was particularly evident in Marang-Marang
Floating Cottage, where tourism operations relied on an integrated community-based seafood value
chain. Community members participated in harvesting, processing, preparing, and serving seafood
products to visitors, creating a system in which responsibilities were distributed across households and
association members. Family members, including spouses and children, actively contributed to
tourism-related activities, demonstrating the depth of community involvement in sustaining local
enterprises. The association leader's statement that their “only capital” was themselves reflects the
central role of community effort, cooperation, and human resources in supporting tourism
development. Kirby 31 similarly noted that shared responsibilities strengthen organizational resilience
by distributing risks, workloads, and operational obligations among participants. The findings suggest
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that community organizations function not only as tourism operators but also as mechanisms through
which collective capacity and social capital are mobilized.

Local government units (LGUs) were identified as critical governance actors that provide
regulatory guidance, institutional legitimacy, and operational support for tourism initiatives. Across
the study sites, participants consistently expressed trust in local government institutions and viewed
them as important partners in tourism development. In Kud Pasangen, participants reported that
community members generally comply with tourism-related policies and directives communicated by
government officials, while respondents in Marang-Marang emphasized their willingness to follow
local regulations concerning visitor safety, environmental management, and tourism operations. These
findings align with Witchayakawin et al. #4, who emphasized that community-based tourism becomes
more sustainable when government institutions and local communities function as collaborative
partners rather than isolated actors. Cooper and Knotts [ further argued that trust in government
institutions strengthens compliance, facilitates coordination, and improves policy implementation
outcomes. The findings demonstrate that LGUs contribute to tourism development not only through
regulation but also by providing leadership, coordination, and institutional support that strengthens
local initiatives.

The relationship between communities and government institutions was characterized by
mutual dependence rather than unilateral authority. Tourism operators frequently highlighted the
importance of maintaining strong working relationships with local officials to access development
programs, address operational concerns, and secure institutional assistance when needed. Sustained
engagement from government actors was viewed as particularly important in communities with
limited financial and organizational resources. Consistent with previous studies 6], the findings
suggest that continuous institutional involvement enhances the long-term viability of community-
based tourism initiatives by providing communities with access to resources, technical guidance, and
governance support.

The findings also revealed variations in how governance roles were organized and enacted
across the four destinations. In Lampinigan Island, tourism-related responsibilities were largely linked
to formal governance positions, with barangay officials actively participating in tourism management
because they clearly understood their designated functions. In Kud Pasangen, participants described
how youth members developed an awareness of their responsibilities through involvement in cultural
preservation and tourism activities, demonstrating the intergenerational transfer of leadership and
organizational roles. Marang-Marang exhibited strong labor-based interdependence rooted in
association membership and shared economic activities, while Tampalan relied heavily on community
leaders and cultural practitioners involved in heritage preservation initiatives. Although the forms of
participation differed, all four sites demonstrated the presence of clearly defined responsibilities and
collaborative relationships among stakeholders.

Regional and national institutions contributed primarily through technical assistance, policy
guidance, capacity-building programs, and access to development resources. However, participants
emphasized that these institutions generally operated in partnership with local governments rather
than independently. Representatives from MTIT-BARMM consistently highlighted the importance of
respecting local jurisdiction and coordinating interventions through local government channels.
According to one officer, tourism programs could not be implemented without engaging municipal
tourism offices, barangay officials, and local government leaders because tourism initiatives ultimately
operate within local governance contexts. This finding illustrates how governance actors maintain
complementary rather than competing roles within the broader tourism development system.

Overall, Figure 3 demonstrates that community-based tourism development in Basilan is
sustained through a network of interdependent governance actors whose contributions extend beyond
their individual mandates. Communities provide operational leadership and local participation, local
government units offer regulatory and organizational support, while regional and national institutions
contribute technical expertise, resources, and developmental assistance. The effectiveness of
community-based tourism therefore depends not only on the presence of governance actors but also on
the quality of their relationships, the clarity of their roles, and their capacity to collaborate toward
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shared development objectives. These findings underscore that composite governance support is
fundamentally relational, emerging from the interaction of multiple stakeholders whose combined
efforts strengthen the sustainability and resilience of tourism initiatives.

O O
Strengthened Sustainable Tourism

Community Practices

Capacity (Environmental stewardship,
(Skills, knowledge, cultural preservation,
confidence, and responsible operations)
organizational

capability)

Composite Sustainable
Governance CBT Development

Support (Long-term environmental,
(Policy support, social, cyltural, and
capacity building, economic benefits)
resources, partnerships,
and monitoring)

Community Improved Livelihoods
Empowerment and Local Economy
and Participation (Income opportunities,
(Active involvement in enterprise development,
planning, implementation, and local value creation)

and decision-making)

Figure 2: Composite Governance Support and Sustainable Development Outcomes

Figure 2 illustrates how composite governance support contributes to the advancement of
sustainable development practices across the four community-based tourism (CBT) destinations in
Basilan. The findings revealed that sustainability was not pursued as a separate tourism objective but
was embedded within the collective actions of governance actors, community organizations, and
support institutions. Across the study sites, sustainability was advanced through four interconnected
dimensions: environmental stewardship, cultural preservation, community empowerment, and local
economic development. These dimensions were strengthened through the combined contributions of
government agencies, community associations, cultural organizations, and development partners that
collectively shaped tourism planning, implementation, and resource management practices.

One of the most prominent findings was the integration of sustainability principles into tourism
planning and development initiatives. Participants consistently emphasized that tourism programs
were designed to complement broader community and provincial development priorities rather than
function as isolated economic projects. Representatives from the Ministry of Trade, Investments and
Tourism (MTIT-BARMM) explained that tourism initiatives were expected to align with existing
development programs and contribute to wider social, cultural, and economic goals. This approach
reflects the perspective of Bramwell and Lane 7}, who argued that sustainable tourism is achieved
when tourism activities are integrated into broader development frameworks rather than pursued
independently. The findings suggest that composite governance support facilitates sustainability by
encouraging collaboration among institutions and ensuring that tourism initiatives contribute to long-
term community development objectives.

Institutional collaboration also strengthened sustainability by promoting coherence among
tourism, cultural, and community development programs. Participants described how government
agencies, local governments, and community organizations worked collectively to ensure that tourism
activities remained consistent with local priorities and cultural values. Rather than competing for
influence, governance actors sought to align their efforts in support of shared development goals.
According to Nicholls 8], tourism initiatives are more likely to achieve long-term sustainability when
they are embedded within broader development agendas and supported by coordinated institutional
action. The findings demonstrate that composite governance support creates opportunities for
stakeholders to pursue sustainability through collaborative planning, resource sharing, and
coordinated implementation.

The preservation of cultural heritage emerged as a significant sustainability outcome facilitated
by governance support. Across the study sites, tourism initiatives were closely linked to the protection
and promotion of local traditions, indigenous knowledge systems, and cultural practices. Programs
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such as the Schools of Living Tradition, weaving initiatives, and community-based cultural
demonstrations served not only as tourism attractions but also as mechanisms for safeguarding cultural
identity. Kasmin 1 emphasized that tourism contributes more effectively to sustainable development
when it supports cultural preservation and community empowerment rather than focusing solely on
economic growth. The findings indicate that governance actors strengthened cultural sustainability by
providing technical assistance, organizational support, and institutional recognition for heritage-based
tourism initiatives.

Environmental stewardship was likewise embedded within tourism operations through
community-driven conservation practices and environmental management initiatives. Marang-Marang
Floating Cottage demonstrated particularly strong environmental integration through the
incorporation of mangrove planting activities into tourism experiences. Visitors were encouraged to
participate in conservation efforts, transforming environmental protection into a shared responsibility
between communities and tourists. This practice reflects the observations of Cutillas et al. ¥, who
argued that sustainability initiatives become more effective when local stakeholders actively participate
in environmental stewardship. Similarly, Suparak et al. 51 noted that community-led conservation
efforts strengthen ownership of natural resources and encourage long-term environmental
responsibility.

Other tourism destinations implemented sustainability practices suited to their local contexts. In
Lampinigan Beach, environmental management was supported through caretaker systems responsible
for maintaining cleanliness, monitoring waste disposal, and ensuring the upkeep of tourism facilities.
Although the scale and intensity of environmental programs differed across destinations, the findings
suggest that sustainability was advanced through locally appropriate practices supported by both
community participation and institutional guidance. These initiatives demonstrate how composite
governance support facilitates environmental sustainability by combining community action, technical
assistance, and policy support.

The findings further revealed that governance actors deliberately promoted development
approaches that balanced economic opportunities with environmental and cultural protection.
Provincial stakeholders consistently emphasized the importance of avoiding extractive forms of
tourism development that prioritize short-term gains at the expense of local resources and community
well-being. Instead, tourism was positioned as a vehicle for livelihood enhancement, cultural
revitalization, and responsible resource management. Xia 2 argued that destinations become more
sustainable when governance systems prioritize environmental stewardship and cultural integrity
alongside economic development. This perspective was evident in Basilan’s emphasis on cultural
assets, natural landscapes, and community experiences as the foundation of tourism development.

Community empowerment emerged as another important outcome facilitated by composite
governance support. Through participation in tourism associations, cultural programs, capacity-
building initiatives, and collaborative decision-making processes, community members gained
opportunities to contribute directly to tourism development. These experiences strengthened local
ownership, enhanced organizational capacity, and increased confidence in managing tourism-related
activities. Governance support therefore extended beyond resource provision and regulatory assistance
to include the creation of opportunities for meaningful community participation and leadership.

The findings also indicate that sustainability was reinforced through local economic
development opportunities generated by tourism activities. Community-managed enterprises, cultural
tourism programs, seafood-based livelihood initiatives, and tourism-related services provided
supplementary income for participating households while supporting broader community
development goals. Consistent with Reamico et al. 5%, sustainable tourism outcomes were strengthened
when tourism offerings reflected local strengths, community identity, and visitor expectations. By
supporting locally driven tourism enterprises, governance actors contributed to economic
opportunities that remained closely connected to community needs and priorities.

Overall, Figure 4 demonstrates that sustainability within Basilan’s community-based tourism
sector is facilitated through an integrated system of composite governance support. Environmental
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stewardship, cultural preservation, community empowerment, and local economic development were
not achieved through isolated interventions but through the collective efforts of multiple stakeholders
working toward shared development objectives. The findings suggest that the effectiveness of
sustainable tourism development depends on the ability of governance actors to mobilize resources,
strengthen partnerships, support community participation, and align tourism initiatives with broader
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Figure 3: Capacity Building and External Support Leading to Sustainable Community-Based
Tourism

The findings further revealed that capacity-building support and strategic partnerships
constitute critical mechanisms through which composite governance support advances sustainable
community-based tourism (CBT) development in Basilan. Figure 3 illustrates the network of
institutional relationships that provide communities with access to training opportunities, technical
assistance, financial resources, cultural programming, and organizational development support. Rather
than relying solely on internal community capacities, tourism destinations benefited from the combined
contributions of local government units, regional agencies, national institutions, non-government
organizations (NGOs), and development partners. These interconnected forms of support strengthened
community capabilities and enhanced the capacity of local organizations to sustain tourism initiatives
over time.

Across the four study sites, participants consistently emphasized that tourism development
requires continuous access to knowledge, skills enhancement, and institutional assistance. Community
leaders acknowledged that local initiatives alone were often insufficient to address operational
requirements, regulatory compliance, organizational development needs, and emerging tourism
challenges. A leader from Kud Pasangen School of Living Tradition explained that they “cannot easily
provide or conduct trainings, seminars, capability building, [or] capacity building without their
support,” while a representative from Marang-Marang Floating Cottage stated that “if we don’t have
support from our partners, it becomes useless.” These accounts suggest that capacity-building support
is not merely supplementary but functions as an essential component of sustainable tourism
development. Consistent with the findings of Tamtik and Colorado 3, effective development
initiatives often depend on collaborative arrangements that allow communities to access expertise,
training opportunities, and institutional resources beyond their immediate capacities.

The findings indicate that governance actors contributed to community development not by
replacing local leadership but by strengthening local capabilities. Government agencies, tourism
offices, and partner organizations facilitated training programs, technical consultations, compliance
guidance, and organizational development activities that enabled communities to improve tourism
operations and management practices. Such interventions enhanced community confidence,
strengthened administrative competence, and improved the ability of tourism organizations to respond
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to changing development demands. These observations support the argument of Kumar et al. 1, who
emphasized that external partnerships become particularly important when communities possess
valuable cultural and tourism assets but have limited access to technical expertise and financial
resources.

Cross-site comparisons revealed notable differences in the depth and continuity of capacity-
building support. Marang-Marang Floating Cottage and Kud Pasangen School of Living Tradition
reported more frequent participation in training programs, tourism workshops, cultural development
initiatives, and technical assistance activities facilitated by provincial tourism offices, MTIT-BARMM,
and various partner organizations. These experiences contributed to stronger organizational structures,
greater institutional confidence, and improved access to tourism development opportunities. In
contrast, Lampinigan Beach and the Bajau Cultural Heritage Center of Tampalan reported fewer
structured training opportunities and relied more heavily on localized initiatives and project-based
interventions. While community commitment remained strong across all sites, differences in access to
capacity-building resources created variations in organizational preparedness and development
opportunities.

The findings further highlight the importance of partnerships as sources of institutional and
developmental support. Non-government organizations emerged as particularly significant
contributors to community-based tourism initiatives by providing targeted financial assistance,
technical expertise, and programmatic support. Unlike large-scale infrastructure investments, NGO
interventions frequently addressed specific operational and organizational needs identified by
community stakeholders. In Marang-Marang, for example, support from JCI Quezon City provided
financial assistance to address equipment storage concerns, while the Asia Foundation contributed both
financial resources and technical development support. These interventions enabled communities to
improve operational efficiency, strengthen service delivery, and address practical challenges affecting
tourism activities.

Similarly, NGOs contributed to cultural sustainability and community development in other
destinations. In Kud Pasangen, the World Association of Muslim Youth supported the construction of
a masjid, contributing both to community development and visitor accommodation needs. In
Tampalan, the “Lumah Ma Dilaut” initiative provided support for the continuation of the School of
Living Tradition, reinforcing efforts to preserve and promote Bajau cultural heritage. These examples
demonstrate that external partnerships contributed not only to economic and organizational
development but also to the preservation of cultural identity and community values. The findings
suggest that effective governance support extends beyond tourism operations and encompasses
broader social and cultural dimensions of sustainable development.

Participants also described partner organizations as important channels for information sharing,
knowledge dissemination, and network expansion. Community leaders noted that NGOs frequently
served as intermediaries that connected tourism destinations to funding opportunities, development
programs, tourism events, and policy updates. Through these informational and networking functions,
partner organizations reduced the isolation of peripheral communities and expanded their access to
institutional opportunities. Destinations characterized by stronger partnerships, particularly Marang-
Marang and Kud Pasangen, demonstrated greater continuity in program implementation and broader
engagement with external support systems. Conversely, communities with fewer partnership
connections often relied more heavily on local coordination and internal resource mobilization.

The findings suggest that capacity-building support and external partnerships operate as
interconnected dimensions of composite governance support. Local government units facilitated
participant mobilization and logistical coordination, regional agencies provided technical guidance and
standards-related assistance, national institutions contributed sector-specific resources, while NGOs
supplied flexible financial and developmental support. Collectively, these actors created an enabling
environment that strengthened community capabilities, enhanced organizational resilience, and
expanded opportunities for sustainable tourism development.

Overall, Figure 5 demonstrates that sustainable community-based tourism development in
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Basilan is supported by a capacity-building ecosystem grounded in collaboration, partnership, and
institutional support. While communities remain the primary drivers of tourism initiatives, their ability
to sustain environmental stewardship, cultural preservation, community empowerment, and local
economic development is significantly strengthened through access to training opportunities, external
partnerships, technical assistance, and organizational development support. The findings underscore
that composite governance support advances sustainability not only through policies and regulations
but also through investments in people, institutions, and community capabilities.

CONCLUSION

Conclusion

Sustainable community-based tourism in Basilan is shaped by the collective contributions and
interrelationships of governance actors operating across community, local, regional, national, and
external stakeholder levels. Rather than functioning independently, these actors form an interconnected
support system in which responsibilities, resources, and expertise are shared to sustain tourism
initiatives and address local development needs. Community organizations provide local leadership
and participation, while government agencies, non-government organizations, and development
partners contribute technical assistance, institutional support, and opportunities that strengthen
tourism development efforts.

The findings highlight that the effectiveness of community-based tourism depends not only on
the presence of governance actors but also on the quality of collaboration and coordination among
them. Stronger institutional linkages, sustained stakeholder engagement, and complementary forms of
support contribute to more resilient tourism systems capable of preserving cultural heritage,
strengthening community participation, and enhancing local livelihoods. Conversely, communities
with more limited external engagement rely heavily on local initiative and social cohesion, often facing
greater constraints in sustaining development activities over time.

Sustainable development within community-based tourism emerges through continuous
interaction among stakeholders who collectively facilitate environmental stewardship, cultural
preservation, community empowerment, and local economic development. These outcomes are
strengthened when governance actors work collaboratively toward shared objectives and maintain
long-term commitment to community needs. The experiences of the tourism destinations examined
demonstrate that sustainability is not achieved through isolated interventions but through enduring
partnerships and coordinated action across multiple levels of governance.

The Basilan experience underscores the importance of composite governance support as a
catalyst for sustainable tourism development. Strengthening collaborative relationships, institutional
connectivity, and stakeholder participation can enhance the capacity of tourism communities to sustain
development gains while preserving the social, cultural, and environmental resources upon which
community-based tourism depends.

Acknowledgment

The author expresses sincere gratitude to the academic institution for its guidance and support
throughout this research. Appreciation is extended to the provincial and local government offices,
community leaders, tourism stakeholders, and residents of the participating community-based tourism
sites in Basilan for their valuable contributions and cooperation. The assistance of research aides,
colleagues, friends, and family members is also gratefully acknowledged.

Conflict of Interest

The author declares no conflict of interest.



507 / Journal of Daoist Studies 19-3s (2026)

References
Kull, M., & Tatar, M. (2015). Multi-level governance in a small state: A study in involvement, participation,
partnership, and subsidiarity. Regional & Federal Studies, 25(1), 1-29.

https://doi.org/10.1080/13597566.2015.1023298

Mosley, J. E., & Wong, ]. (2020). Decision-making in collaborative governance networks: Pathways to input and
throughput legitimacy. Journal of Public Administration Research and Theory, 31(2), 328-350.
https://doi.org/10.1093/jopart/muaa044

Wibisono, E., Sebestyén, T., & Szabo, N. (2025). Economic impact of smart specialization policy in the context of
multilevel  governance: The Hungarian case. European Planning Studies, 33(5), 778-798.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2025.2474119

Baloch, Q. B,, Shah, S. N, Igbal, N., Sheeraz, M., Asadullah, M., Mahar, S., & Khan, A. U. (2023). Impact of tourism
development upon environmental sustainability: A suggested framework for sustainable ecotourism.
Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 30(3), 5917-5930. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-022-22496-w

Giampiccoli, A., & Mtapuri, O. (2015). Between theory and practice: A conceptualization of community-based
tourism and community participation. Loyola Journal of Social Sciences, 29, 27-52.

Broadhurst, K., & Gray, N. (2022). Understanding resilient places: Multi-level governance in times of crisis. Local
Economy, 37(1-2), 84-103. https://doi.org/10.1177/02690942221100101

Hawkins, C. V., Krause, R. M., & Deslatte, A. (2023). Staff support and administrative capacity in strategic planning
for local sustainability. Public Management Review, 25(5), 879-900. https://doi.org/10.1080/14719037.2021.1999667

Krittayaruangroj, K., Suriyankietkaew, S., & Hallinger, P. (2023). Research on sustainability in community-based
tourism: A bibliometric review and future directions. Asia Pacific Journal of Tourism Research, 28(9), 1031-1051.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10941665.2023.2276477

Van Zanten, J. A., & Putintseva, M. (2025). Evaluating governmental policies for the sustainable development goals
using hierarchical clustering. International Journal of Sustainable Development & World Ecology, 32(3), 322-340.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509.2024.2448669

Hoesein, Z., Arifudin, A., & Rahayu, S. (2022). The effectiveness of decentralization policy in local government
administration. Jurnal Akta, 9(2), 242-254. https://doi.org/10.30659/akta.v9i2.23544

Chavez, J. V., Gregorio, M. W., Araneta, A. L., & Bihag, C. D. (2024). Magna Carta for women health workers,
teachers, and minimum-wage earners in the workplace: Policy awareness and organizational compliance.
Environment and Social Psychology, 9(1), 1735. https://doi.org/10.54517/esp.v9i1.1735

Glass, L.-M., & Newig, J. (2019). Governance for achieving the Sustainable Development Goals: How important are
participation, policy coherence, reflexivity, adaptation, and democratic institutions? Earth System Governance, 2,
100031. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esg.2019.100031

Borsekova, K., VitaliSova, K., & Bitusikova, A. (2023). Participatory governance and models in culture and cultural
tourism. In Participatory Governance and Models in Culture and Cultural Tourism (pp. xx—xx).
https://doi.org/10.24040/2023.9788055720838

Fisher, L., Gross, T., Hillebrand, H., Sandberg, A., & Sayama, H. (2024). Sustainability: We need to focus on overall
system outcomes rather than simplistic targets. People and Nature, 6, 391-401. https://doi.org/10.1002/pan3.10589

Rahman, A. Z,, Lituhayu, D., Rakhma, N., & Prihantoro, P. (2025). Empowering local communities: A public
governance advocacy framework for sustainable tourism development. Publisia: Jurnal Ilmu Administrasi Publik,
10(2), 154-169. https://doi.org/10.26905/pjiap.v10i2.16027

Aquino, I. (2025). The role of community-based tourism in achieving inclusive growth: A pathway to sustainable
and equitable development. Innovative Tourism Horizons, 1, 1-7. https://doi.org/10.64229/8jrs0p09

Shrestha, R. K., L’Espoir Decosta, J. N. P., & Whitford, M. (2025). Indigenous knowledge systems and sociocultural
values for sustainable tourism development: Insights from Indigenous Newars of Nepal. Journal of Sustainable
Tourism, 33(1), 143-167. https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2024.2316298

Dangi, T., & Petrick, J. F. (2021). Enhancing the role of tourism governance to improve collaborative participation,
responsiveness, representation, and inclusion for sustainable community-based tourism: A case study.
International Journal of Tourism Cities. Advance online publication. https://doi.org/10.1108/IJTC-10-2020-0223

Jackson, L. A. (2025). Community-based tourism: A catalyst for achieving the United Nations Sustainable



The Role of Composite Governance Support in
Advancing Sustainable Development of
Community-Based Tourism in Basilan

Development Goals One and Eight. Tourism and Hospitality, 6(1), 29. https://doi.org/10.3390/tourhosp6010029

Sanchez-Soriano, M., Arango-Ramirez, P. M., Pérez-Lopez, E. I, & Garcia-Montalvo, I. A. (2024). Inclusive
governance: Empowering communities and promoting social justice. Frontiers in Political Science, 6, 1478126.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpos.2024.1478126

Hashemkhani Zolfani, S., Sedaghat, M., Maknoon, R., & Zavadskas, E. K. (2015). Sustainable tourism: A
comprehensive literature review on frameworks and applications. Economic Research-Ekonomska Istrazivanja,
28(1), 1-30. https://doi.org/10.1080/1331677X.2014.995895

Hes, D. (2017). Impact of community engagement on sustainability outcomes.

Sutresna, I. B., Suyana, U., & Setyari, N. P. W. (2019). Community-based tourism as sustainable tourism support.
Russian Journal of Agricultural and Socio-Economic Sciences, 94(10), 70-78. https://doi.org/10.18551/rjoas.2019-
10.09

Wiegant, D., Dewulf, A., & Van Zeben, J. (2024). Alignment mechanisms to effectively govern the sustainable
development goals. World Development, 182, 106721. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2024.106721

Das, G., Ekka, B. Aarif, M., & Alalmai, A. (2023). Unveiling the significance of sustainability in tourism:
Environmental conservation, socioeconomic development, and destination resilience.

Cahyaningrum, D., Hasani, T., Asri, N., Safitri, D., & Ibrahim, I. (2024). The role of community participation toward
economic empowerment in the tourism sector. West Science Business and Management, 2(4), 1150-1158.
https://doi.org/10.58812/wsbm.v2i04.1403

Clark, C., Nyaupane, G. P., & Xiao, X. (2024). Building community resilience and adaptive capacity through
investments in  tourism and conservation. Journal of Travel Research, 65(2), 392-410.
https://doi.org/10.1177/00472875241304482

Sapkota, K., Palamanit, A., Techato, K., Gyawali, S., Ghimire, H., & Khatiwada, B. (2024). The role of local
community in enhancing sustainable community-based tourism. Journal of Electrical Systems, 20, 558-571.

Tavousi, M. & Makian, S. (2025). Shaping the future through community capacity development.
https://doi.org/10.2307/jj.28799938.10

Wang, H., & Ran, B. (2023). Network governance and collaborative governance: A thematic analysis on their
similarities,  differences, and entanglements. Public Management Review, 25(6), 1187-1211.
https://doi.org/10.1080/14719037.2021.2011389

Castelnovo, W., & Sorrentino, M. (2024). Agency in multi-level governance systems: The implementation puzzle
and the role of “intelligent” local implementers. Public Policy and Administration, 39(3), 457-474.
https://doi.org/10.1177/09520767231185651

Tschannen-Moran, M. (2001). Collaboration and the need for trust. Journal of Educational Administration, 39(4),
308-331. https://doi.org/10.1108/EUM0000000005493

Barker Scott, B. A., & Manning, M. R. (2024). Designing the collaborative organization: A framework for how
collaborative work, relationships, and behaviors generate collaborative capacity. The Journal of Applied Behavioral
Science, 60(1), 149-193. https://doi.org/10.1177/00218863221106245

Campbell, S.,, Greenwood, M., Prior, S., Shearer, T., Walkem, K., Young, S., Bywaters, D., & Walker, K. (2020).
Purposive sampling: Complex or simple? Research case examples. Journal of Research in Nursing, 25(8), 652-661.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1744987120927206

Carter, N., Bryant-Lukosius, D., DiCenso, A., Blythe, J., & Neville, A.]J. (2014). The use of triangulation in qualitative
research. Oncology Nursing Forum, 41(5), 545-547. https://doi.org/10.1188/14.ONF.545-547

Ruark, A, & Fielding-Miller, R. (2016). Using qualitative methods to validate and contextualize quantitative
findings: A case study of research on sexual behavior and gender-based violence among young Swazi women.
Global Health: Science and Practice, 4(3), 373-383. https://doi.org/10.9745/GHSP-D-16-00062

Prager, E. M., Chambers, K. E., Plotkin, J. L., McArthur, D. L., Bandrowski, A. E., Bansal, N., Martone, M. E,,
Bergstrom, H. C., Bespalov, A., & Graf, C. (2019). Improving transparency and scientific rigor in academic
publishing. Brain and Behavior, 9(1), e01141. https://doi.org/10.1002/brb3.1141

Palingkod, L., Armado, A., & Arnado, M. (2025). Strategic communication and governance challenges in the
implementation of local government ordinances using a PLS-SEM approach. In Proceedings of the International
Conference (pp. 978-994). https://doi.org/10.2991/978-94-6463-803-5_46



509 / Journal of Daoist Studies 19-3s (2026)

Panagiotopoulou, P., & Skoultsos, S. (2025). Stakeholders” involvement in sustainable destination management: A
systematic literature review of existing multi-stakeholder frameworks and approaches. Tourism and Hospitality,
6(5), 250. https://doi.org/10.3390/tourhosp6050250

Shin, H,, Jo, Y., Lee, S., Park, J., Cho, J., & Kim, H. (2025). ESG for sustainability in hospitality and tourism: A
theoretical and practical review with a future research agenda. Journal of Travel Research, 65(1), 3-36.
https://doi.org/10.1177/00472875251363629

Kovanen, S., Ulrich, P., & Gailing, L. (2023). Institutionalizing collaborative regional governance in organizationally
thin regions —Regional development agencies and the neglect of social innovations. Frontiers in Political Science,
5, 1092295. https://doi.org/10.3389/fp0s.2023.1092295

Lo, Y.-C,, & Janta, P. (2020). Resident’s perspective on developing community-based tourism: A qualitative study
of Muen Ngoen Kong community, Chiang Mai, Thailand. Frontiers in Psychology, 11, 1493.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.01493

Kirby, N. (2025). Strengthening community resilience through participation: A conceptual exploration.
Environmental Sociology, 1-16. https://doi.org/10.1080/23251042.2025.2479666

Witchayakawin, P., Aziz, A. Y., Mahomed, A. S. B. B, & Abdullah, N. H. B. (2022). Comparing stakeholder
participation in community-based tourism (CBT): Examples from Thailand. GeoJournal of Tourism and Geosites,
41(2), 531-540. https://doi.org/10.30892/gtg.41226-860

Cooper, C., Knotts, H., & Brennan, K. (2008). The importance of trust in government for public administration: The
case of zoning. Public Administration Review, 68(3), 459-468. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6210.2008.00882.x

Ling, L., & Ahmed, E. M. (2024). The role of local communities in sustainable tourism development. Journal of
Sustainable Tourism Development, 3, 1-17.

Bramwell, B., & Lane, B. (2011). Critical research on the governance of tourism and sustainability: Introduction.
Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 19(4-5), 411-421. https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2011.580586

Nicholls, S. (2021). Embedding sustainability into the tourism planning process: Evidence from Michigan.
International Journal of Sustainable Development and Planning, 16(1), 49-59. https://doi.org/10.18280/ijsdp.160105

Kasmin, K. (2025). Sustainable tourism development based on community empowerment through local culture.
SHS Web of Conferences, 226, 01007. https://doi.org/10.1051/shsconf/202522601007

Cutillas, A. L., Maniwang, R. A. B., Quimpan, K. L., et al. (2025). The power of real experience: Self-driven
contributions for sustainable environment. Journal of Environmental & Earth Sciences, 7(7), 304-320.
https://doi.org/10.30564/jees.v7i7.8342

Suriyankietkaew, S., Krittayaruangroj, K., Thinthan, S., & Lumlongrut, S. (2025). Creative tourism as a driver for
sustainable development: A model for advancing SDGs through community-based tourism and environmental
stewardship. Environmental and Sustainability Indicators, 27, 100828. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indic.2025.100828

Liu, X. (2023). Tourism development, environmental regulations, and natural resource management: Evidence
from G20 countries. Resources Policy, 86(Part A), 104224. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2023.104224

Reamico, D. M. D., Bangahan, S., Hayudini, M. A. A,, et al. (2025). Strategizing marketing initiatives from tourism-
seeking  behaviors among travelers. Environment and Social = Psychology, 10(7),  3880.
https://doi.org/10.59429/esp.v10i7.3880

Tamtik, M., & Colorado, C. (2022). Multi-level governance framework and its applicability to education policy
research: The Canadian perspective. Research in Education, 114(1), 20-44.
https://doi.org/lO.ll77/00345237221140141

Kumar, G., Meena, P., & Difrancesco, R. M. (2021). How do collaborative culture and capability improve
sustainability? Journal of Cleaner Production, 291, 125824. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.125824.



