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Abstract: Fiscal decentralization between the central government to local governments is
measured by the transfer of the balance funds. The balancing fund consists of revenue-sharing
that comes from taxes and natural resources, the general allocation fund, and special allocation
funds. The development of Klassen Typology, include four members of the indicators in a set
pattern of regional development (economic growth, fiscal decentralization, income inequality
and inequality of education) produces five regional development pattern classification. With
this development, regional development patterns derived typology that better describe the real
condition of the welfare of the community. The result showed that no district or city in East
Java that have the area developed and grew rapidly category. Based on the analysis of such
data, the need for more attention to fiscal decentralization, income inequality and inequality of
education to see the success of economic development, not just look at the economic growth.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The success of economic development, can not just be seen from economic growth.
The quality of human capital as one of the main elements of economic development.
Typology of Regional Economic Development Pattern. Developing a Typology
Klassen and increase the indicators consist of fiscal decentralization, income
inequality and inequality of education in East Java Province.  

Decentralization is a devolution of government power by government to
autonomous regions to set up and administer governmental affairs in the Unitary
State of the Republic of Indonesia (Article 1 (7) of Law No. 32 of 2004). Fiscal
decentralization is fundamental of the system of regional autonomy in financial
aspects. Where is the fiscal decentralization of financial transfers to the central
government sub-national governments (Boex and Martinez-Vazquez, 2001).

Fiscal decentralization between the central government to local governments
is measured by the transfer of the balance funds. The balancing fund consists of
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revenue-sharing that comes from taxes and natural resources, the general allocation
fund, and special allocation funds.

Figure 1: Revenue-Sharing in East Java Province in 2014

Source:East Java Central Bureau Statistics Process, 2015b
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The provision of revenue-sharing aims to provide the authority for the area to
enjoy the regional assets owned both from taxes and natural resources.

Figure 2: The General Allocation Funds in East Java Province in 2014

Source:East Java Central Bureau Statistics Process, 2015b
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Giving the general allocation fund aims to help finance inter-regional
equalization ability to fund the needs of the region in the implementation of
decentralization.

Figure 3: Special Allocation Funds in East Java Province in 2014

Source:East Java Central Bureau Statistics Process, 2015b
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Special Allocation Fund aims to help fund special activities of regional affairs
and in accordance with national priorities.

Figure 4 : Economic Growth in East Java Propinsi Jawa Timur in 2011-2014

Source:East Java Central Bureau Statistics Process, 2015a

The trend of economic growth in East Java Province in 2011-2014 showed a
decline. Waluyo (2007) mentioning that the impact of fiscal decentralization in
improving economic growth. Further supported by the Sasana (2009) mentioning
that the effect of fiscal decentralization on economic growth is significant and
positive.

Figure 5: Income Gini Index in East Java Province in 2011-2014

Source:East Java Central Bureau Statistics Process, 2016

Income Gini Index Trend of East Java province in 2011-2014 show an increase.
The role of fiscal decentralization is indirectly for income distribution and
development among regions (Jun Ma, 1997). But according Khusaini (2006) fiscal
decentralization has the potential to widen the gap between rich and poor regions.
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From an economic perspective, Waluyo (2007) said that fiscal decentralization
would reduce the impact of income inequality among regions if the optimal role
of local governments.

Figure 6 : Education Gini Index in East Java in 2011-2014

Source:East Java Central Bureau Statistics Process, 2015c

Education gini index trend in East Java Education in 2011-2014 increased. In
terms of non-economic, fiscal decentralization should be able to improve the quality
of local human resources (human capital).

II. LITERATURE REVIEW

(a) Klassen Typology

Customize the pattern of regional development through economic growth and
regional income. The analysis using Mathematical analysis tools. There are two
members of the indicators: 1.average economic growth rate of the region; 2. average
economic growth rate of the GDP per capita. Both indicators have a relationship
(relationship) is greater or smaller that compares the Region/City and the reference
area (reference) (Sjafrizal, 2008).
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Development Pattern Classification (Sjafrizal, 2008):

Quadrant I Quadrant II

The area developed and grew Advanced but depressed area
rapidly (developed) (stagnant)

si > s dan ski > sk si < s dan ski > sk

Quadrant III Quadrant IV

Potential areas may still be developing The area is relatively lagging
or (developing) (underdeveloped)

si > s dan ski < sk si< s dan ski < sk

Note:

si : average the economic growth rate of the region
s : average the economic growth rate in the reference area
ski : average the economic growth rate of the GDP per capita
sk : average the economic growth rate of the GDP per capita in the reference

area

Entering the four members of the indicators in a set pattern of regional
development : 1. economic growth; 2. fiscal decentralization; 3. income inequality
and 4. education inequality. Four indicators have a relationship (relationship) is
greater or smaller that compares the Region/City and the reference area (reference).

(b) Pascal Triangel

Pascal’s triangle, can be used to determine the possible values. According to the
table and Pascal’s triangle, it can be explained values chances of that happening.
Diagram ratio presented Pascal is known as the “triangle pascal”. The shape is as
follows (Negoro and Harahap, 2013):

1            empty set has the first subset  

                  1      1   2 subsets 

   1       2      1   4 subsets 

  1      3       3      1  8 subsets 

       1     4       6       4      1  16 subsets 

    1     5     10     10      5      1  32 subsets 

1     6    15    20    15     6      1  64 subsets 
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RESULT AND DISCUSSION

Unlike the Typology Klassen, in this study include four members of the indicators
in a set pattern of regional development namely: economic growth, fiscal
decentralization, income inequality and education inequality. The fourth member
of the indicators have a relationship (relationship) is greater or smaller that
compares the Region/City and the reference area (reference).

Possible values Regional Development Pattern of East Java Province:
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 Note:
gi = average of the economic growth rate of the region
g = average of the economic growth rate in the reference area
di = average of the fiscal decentralization of the region
d = average of the fiscal decentralization in the reference area
ginedi = average of education equality of the region
gined = average of education equality in the reference area
ginyi = average of income equality of the region
giny = average of income inequality in the reference area
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Pascal’s triangle, can be used to determine the possible values. According to
the table and Pascal’s triangle, it can be explained possible values that occur on
the pattern of regional development as follows:

Possible I : there is one possibility, four indicators have a relationship
between the ratio of the Region/City compared Province in
line with expectations..

Possible II : there are four possibilities, of the four indicators, there is
one indicator that has the relationship between the ratio of
the Region/City than the Province is not in line with
expectations.

Possible III : there are six possible, of the four indicators, there are two
indicators that have a relationship between the ratio of the
Region/City than the Province is not in line with
expectations.

Possible IV : there are four possibilities, of the four indicators there is
only one indicator has a ratio relationship between the
Region/City compared Province in line with expectations

Possible V : there is one possibility, four indicators have a relationship
between the ratio of the Region/City than the Province is
not in line with expectations

Note:

Each indicator has a different relationship between the ratio of the Region/City
than the Province is in line with expectations or not. Which can be explained as
follows: 1) average economic growth of the Region/City expected “greater” than
the average provincial economic growth, if the “smaller” then it could be considered
not as expected; 2) average fiscal decentralization Region/City expected “greater”
than the average provincial fiscal decentralization, if the “smaller” then it could
be considered not as expected; 3) average income inequality Region/City are
expected to “smaller” than the average provincial income inequality, if the “greater”
then it can be considered not as expected; 4) average inequality of education
Region/City are expected to “smaller” than the average provincial education
inequality, if the “greater” then it can be considered not as expected.

Based on possible values, there is five regional development pattern
classification:

1) The area developed and grew rapidly (developed), based on the possible
value of I;

2) Advanced but depressed area (stagnant), based on the possible value of II;
3) Potential areas may still be developing or (developing), based on the

possible value of III;
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4) The area is relatively lagging (underdeveloped), based on the possible
value of IV;

5) Very underdeveloped area, based on the possible value of V.
After getting the classification pattern of regional development, subsequent

analysis steps that describe the pattern of regional development of each Region/
City in East Java.

Regional Development Pattern Classification per Region/City in East Java
Province:

No. Classification Region / City

1. The area developed and -
grew rapidly (developed)

2. Advanced but depressed Tulungagung Region, Kediri Region, Banyuwangi
area (stagnant) Region, Pasuruan Region, Sidoarjo Region,

Mojokerto Region, Ngawi Region, Bojonegoro
Region, Tuban Region, Lamongan Region, Gresik
Region, Sumenep Region, Surabaya City

3. Potential areas may still be Pacitan Region, Ponorogo Region, Blitar Region,
developing or (developing) Malang Region, Jember Region, Jombang Region,

Nganjuk Region, Blitar City, Malang City,
Probolinggo City, Madiun City, Batu City

4. The area is relatively lagging Trenggalek Region, Lumajang Region, Bondowoso
(underdeveloped) Region, Situbondo Region, Probolinggo Region,

Magetan Region, Sampang Region, Pamekasan
Region, Kediri City, Pasuruan City, Mojokerto
Region

5. Very underdeveloped area Madiun Region, Bangkalan Region

CONCLUSION

The development of Klassen Typology, include four members of the indicators in
a set pattern of regional development (economic growth, fiscal decentralization,
income inequality and inequality of education) produces five regional development
pattern classification. With this development, regional development patterns
derived typology that better describe the real condition of the welfare of the
community.

The result showed that no district or city in East Java that have the area
developed and grew rapidly category. Based on the analysis of such data, the need
for more attention to fiscal decentralization, income inequality and inequality of
education to see the success of economic development, not just look at the economic
growth.
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