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INTRODUCTION

This report includes a comparison of the International Water 
Stewardship Standard (AWS Standard) and the Regional 
Competitiveness Framework of the Sustainable District Association 
in Indonesia (LTKL), with recommendations to improve alignment for 
better water stewardship at jurisdictional level.
 
Part of a set of reports from the ‘Boosting sustainability practice and performance at landscape level through good water stewardship 2020–
2022’ project. This project was possible thanks to a grant from the ISEAL Innovations Fund, which is supported by the Swiss State Secretariat for 
Economic Affairs SECO. 

© 2022 Alliance for Water Stewardship (AWS) and ISEAL Alliance.

Disclaimer: The views expressed in this publication are those of the author(s) and do not necessarily represent those of the ISEAL Secretariat, 
ISEAL members, or donor entities to the ISEAL Innovations Fund.
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1. An approach to identify similarities and differences between two different systems to aid understanding, decision making, planning and other applications. 

CONTEXT

Indonesia, although a water-rich country, is experiencing increasing water stress and competition over water, due to rapid economic 
development, population growth and the impacts of climate change. To address these growing water challenges, there is a need to scale-up 
action on sustainability at the jurisdictional level (government-defined administrative boundaries). 

In collaboration with the Lingkar Temu Kabupaten Lestari (LTKL) or the Sustainable District Association in Indonesia and key members of the 
Centre of Agriculture Excellence (CoAE) in Musi Banyuasin in South Sumatra (Indonesia), we set out to provide: 
 • An overview of overlaps and gaps between the International Water Stewardship Standard (AWS Standard) V2.0 and LTKL Regional   
  Competitiveness Framework (RCF) and opportunities to further strengthen water stewardship to support district government   
  performance on water. 
 • Insights for private sector stakeholders on how AWS certified sites can support district government sustainability performance   
  related to water. 
 • Recommendations on how to strengthen water stewardship performance as part of the Means of Verification, Data Source and   
  Regulatory Basis of RCF.

Musi Banyuasin in South Sumatra was chosen as the pilot district due to its vast water-related challenges linked to peatlands, forest fires  
and deforestation. 

This overview is designed to be used by LTKL member districts, partners, companies operating in LTKL member districts, and any working 
groups related to LTKL. 

APPROACH

1.  The scope of this project was defined as identifying and recommending practical means to strengthen water stewardship in 
RCF through better alignment with the AWS Standard V2.0, and secondly SourceUp of the Sustainable Trade Initiative (IDH), taking Musi 
Banyuasin district in South Sumatra as the pilot area. Two main stakeholder groups were defined, and engagement was achieved 
through regular attendance at Center of Agricultural Excellence (CoAE) meetings and awareness and knowledge-sharing sessions with the 
members of the CoAE. 

2.  A crosswalk1 exercise was carried out between AWS Standard V2.0 and RCF, focusing on Aspects, indicators and sub-indicators 
of RCF, which were benchmarked against the AWS Standard core and advanced indicators. This was done to: 
• Identify to what extent water stewardship was already included in RCF. 
• Identify RCF sub-indicators with high water stewardship relevance to support the prioritisation of recommendations on  
 strengthening water stewardship as part of RCF. 
• Formulate recommendations for strengthening the RCF Means of Verification and Data Source.

3.  An analysis was carried out of the RCF Regulatory Basis, which lists the applicable and underlying laws and regulations 
for the indicators. Recommendations were made on RCF indicators with high water stewardship relevance and for which the 
Regulatory Basis related to water could be strengthened to ensure at least minimal legal compliance.

4.  Through a separate study, we assessed financial incentives for district governments related to water. The findings of this are not 
included in this report but will be published separately. 
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THE AWS STANDARD AND RCF

The Regional Competitiveness Framework (RCF) was initiated by Lingkar Temu Kabupaten Lestari (LTKL)4 in 2018 as a sustainable 
development impact measurement framework at jurisdictional (district) level. RCF was developed to support Indonesian district government 
to report on and make claims of their performance on the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) and targets related to sustainable 
commodity production and land-use practices. It is globally recognised as the leading example on jurisdictional approaches, mentioned by the 
ISEAL Alliance in the Good Practice Guide for Making Credible Jurisdictional Claims (October 2020). 

The current version of RCF was published in November 2019 and is structured around five performance and process-based Aspects, 18 indicators 
and 101 sub-indicators. Each RCF indicator is related to applicable Indonesian law and legislation, which in RCF is called the Regulatory Basis. For 
more information on LTKL district members, their progress and the RCF visit: kabupatenlestari.org 

2  For a full understanding of good water stewardship and the AWS Standard, download the AWS Standard V2.0 and the AWS Standard guidance at a4ws.org.  
These are available in multiple languages, including Bahasa Indonesia.

3  Defined as: the use of water that is socially and culturally equitable, environmentally sustainable and economically beneficial, achieved through a stakeholder-inclusive process that 
involves site and catchment-based actions.

4  A collaboration established and managed by Indonesian district governments to better implement sustainable development. The members of LTKL are leading districts in Indonesia that  
are committed to accelerate green growth by maintaining a sustainable balance between economic, social and environmental aspects. Currently, LTKL consists of 11 district members.  
For more information, visit: kabupatenlestari.org

The Alliance for Water Stewardship 
(AWS) Standard2 drives, recognises 
and rewards good water stewardship3. The 
Standard can be implemented by any site, 
in any sector, in any catchment around the 
world. It can be used by anyone interested 
in mitigating water risks, including 
corporates, investors and public sector 
agencies, as a framework to evaluate and 
plan water stewardship practices. The AWS 
Standard is managed by the members of 
the Alliance for Water Stewardship (AWS), 
and informed by a Technical Committee. 
AWS has been independently evaluated 
against ISEAL’s Codes of Good Practice - a 
globally recognised framework for effective, 
credible sustainability systems. For more 
information on AWS, its members and the 
AWS Standard, visit a4ws.org Figure 1: AWS Standard V2.0’s five Steps and five Outcomes

Figure 2: The distribution of RCF indicators and sub-indicators across the five RCF Aspects
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COMPARING AWS STANDARD V2.0 AND RCF

The crosswalk focused on comparing RCF, with its 18 indicators and 101 sub-indicators, against AWS Standard V2.0, and its 68 core and  
30 advanced indicators. The main findings of the crosswalk are presented in this section. 

 

   

OVERLAPS BETWEEN AWS STANDARD V2.0 AND RCF 
Twenty four out of 101 RCF sub-indicators overlap with 28 (27 core and one advanced) out of 98 AWS Standard V2.0 indicators. This amounts 
to a total of 29% partial overlap with all AWS Standard V2.0 indicators, which can be broken down to a 40% partial overlap with all core 
indicators of AWS Standard V2.0 and a 3% partial overlap with all advanced indicators of AWS Standard V2.0. As the overlap represents almost 
half of all the core indicators, it could be said that RCF already includes good water stewardship as a substantial component.

 
Regarding the distribution of the partial overlaps with each RCF Aspect: 
 • The largest overlap is found with Aspect 4: Environmental and Natural Resources Management (75%). This is due to the overlap   
  between RCF sub-indicators related to protecting conservation areas, preventing fire hotspots, and managing water quality and AWS  
  indicators related to Important Water Related Areas, Good Water Quality and, to a lesser extent, Sustainable Water Balance.   
 • The second largest overlap is with Aspect 2: Social Resilience (40%). This is due to the overlap between RCF sub-indicators related to  
  health and land tenure rights and AWS indicators related to Safe WASH for All and customary rights.  
 •  The third largest overlap is with Aspect 1: Planning and Goal Setting (21%). This is due to the overlap between RCF sub-indicators 

related to governmental planning and the establishment of and participation in multi-stakeholder forums and AWS indicators related 
to Good Water Governance. 

Figure 3: The overlaps and gaps between RCF sub-indicators and AWS Standard core and advanced indicators

Figure 4: Overview of partial overlaps with the five RCF Aspects
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Regarding the distribution of the partial overlaps with each AWS Standard V2.0 Step: 
 • The largest overlap is found within Step 1: Gather and Understand (32%), which is closely followed by Step 3: Implement (30%).  
  This is due to sub-indicators of RCF that aim to improve districts’ performance related to the SDGs and targets on sustainable   
  production and land-use practices. 
 • The second largest is Step 4: Evaluate (25%). As RCF provides a framework for monitoring and reporting on sustainability   
  performance, there is a clear overlap with Step 4 and specific indicators related to evaluating water stewardship performance.  
 • The third largest is with Step 2: Commit and Plan and Step 5: Communicate and Disclose, which both have a 20% overlap. 

Overall, the partial overlap of the RCF sub-indicators is evenly distributed across the AWS Standard V2.0 steps. Both frameworks are built 
around a plan-do-check approach and are geared towards increasing performance. 

         

Regarding the distribution of the partial overlaps with the AWS Standard Outcomes: 
 • AWS Outcome: Good Water Quality Status has the largest overlap (63%), which is due to overlap with RCF sub-indicators related to  
  monitoring and managing water quality and preventing pollution. Besides the focus of RCF on sustainable land and governance   
  aspects as part of commodity production, most emphasis is put on preventing water pollution from agricultural practices.  
 • The second largest is with AWS Outcome: Safe WASH (water, sanitation and hygiene) for All (50%), which is due to overlap with RCF  
  sub-indicators related to the provision of access to safe WASH for rural communities and respecting indigenous communities’ rights to  
  land and natural resources.  
 • The third largest overlap is with AWS Outcome: Important Water Related Areas (36%), which is due to overlap with RCF sub-indicators  
  related to the protection of conservation areas, degraded land and important catchments.

It was expected that RCF would have a larger overlap with the AWS Outcome: Good Water Governance. Although RCF is a framework to 
measure district government performance and reflect good governance, the overlap is only 23%. However, it is the largest overlap when 
looking at the absolute number of overlaps – 13 out of 56 AWS indicators related to the Good Water Governance Outcome overlap with 18 RCF 
sub-indicators. These RCF sub-indicators are related to planning and goal-setting for sustainable development, improving socio-economic 
resilience and value creation from the protection of the environment and natural resources. 

STEP 1 STEP 2 STEP 3 STEP 4 STEP 5

Gather and 
understand

Commit and plan Implement Evaluate Communicate and 
disclose

32% 20% 31% 25% 20%

GOOD WATER 
GOVERNANCE

SUSTAINABLE 
WATER BALANCE

GOOD WATER 
QUALITY STATUS

IWRAS
SAFE WASH  

FOR ALL

23% 8% 63% 36% 50%

Figure 5: Overview of partial overlaps with the five steps of AWS Standard V2.0

Figure 6: Overview of partial overlaps with the five Outcomes of the AWS Standard
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The current gaps between the AWS Standard V2.0 and RCF account for 71%. These gaps can be seen as future areas for improvement or 
strengthening of RCF in relation to good water stewardship. 

Findings and recommendations related to gaps between AWS Standard V2.0 and RCF:  
 • The largest gap is between AWS Outcome: Sustainable Water Balance and related indicators and RCF  
  (92%). Although RCF includes sub-indicators on reducing fire hotspots, there are no clear indicators included on maintaining   
  a sustainable water balance or ensuring private sector compliance with water-abstraction or water-use permits to prevent dryer   
  conditions and therefore fires. Ensuring groundwater tables are managed properly and preventing over-abstraction of groundwater  
  or deep-drainage of peat would be key fire prevention measures. More emphasis on sustainable water balance could also strengthen  
  districts’ planning for and reporting on water-related disasters, as both floods and droughts (too much water and too little) are   
  major and growing water-related challenges in Indonesia. As access to water data is a major concern in Indonesia, recommendations  
  are provided in the Data Source section.  
 • Sustainable water management by private sector actors should be recognised as a key component in   
  achieving sustainable production at district level. Agriculture accounts for 70% of freshwater use globally, and in  
  Indonesia commodities like palm oil and rubber are responsible for vast areas of land and therefore water resources. Although multiple  
  sub-indicators of RCF Aspect 4: Environment and Natural Resources Management partially overlap with AWS indicators related to   
  the AWS Outcomes: Important Water Related Areas and Good Water Quality, a major gap was again found with the AWS Outcome:   
  Sustainable  Water Balance. The lack of focus on sustainable water balance as part of agriculture production can pose substantial risks  
  to agribusiness and can put sustainable production of strategic commodities at district level at risk. Better inclusion of and emphasis  
  on water quantity as part of agricultural production would be highly recommended to strengthen RCF and sustainable production at   
  district level.  
 • There is a lack of inclusion and emphasis on water as part of government commitments, plans and   
  multi-stakeholder forums in RCF. If water-related stakeholders and water as a topic are not sufficiently included in decision  
  making and planning, this can lead to overlooked risks as well as overlooked opportunities at district level. As all districts underline  
  the importance of water as part of the water, food and energy nexus, it is recommended to ensure that water is more strongly   
  embedded in governance aspects of RCF. There are clear recommendations on this in the Data Source and Regulatory Basis sections. 
 •  Access to WASH in RCF currently only focuses on rural populations. The exclusion of urban populations is 

not in alignment with national government targets on access to WASH (SDG 6) as defined in the National Government Development 
Targets in RPJMN 2019–2024. A broader inclusion of Safe WASH for All in RCF, including both rural and urban populations, would reflect 
the importance of universal access to WASH. As access to WASH is a key reporting requirement and a growing issue of concern by 
investors, broadening WASH in RCF would also ensure stronger profiling towards international market players. 

RECOMMENDATIONS

This report finds several key opportunities to strengthen the RCF of LTKL to further strengthen water stewardship to support district 
government performance on water. These opportunities are identified based on the in-depth crosswalk between the AWS Standard V2.0 
and the Regional Competitiveness Framework, and research into the regulatory framework in the context of Indonesia. These opportunities 
aim to inform LTKL district members and its secretariat about how to better integrate water stewardship, as defined by the AWS Standard, 
into the next iteration of RCF to improve sustainability performance monitoring and reporting at jurisdiction level. In the long term, these 
opportunities could serve as a foundation for future jurisdictional or landscape strategy by the Alliance for Water Stewardship. 

RECOMMENDATION 1: STRENGTHEN WATER STEWARDSHIP IN RCF MEANS OF VERIFICATION

The RCF Means of Verification (MoV) provide the requirements for compliance with the RCF sub-indicators. To identify opportunities to 
strengthen good water stewardship as part of the MoV, it is important to focus on those RCF indicators and sub-indicators that are most 
relevant and related to water stewardship.

TOPIC 1. GOOD WATER GOVERNANCE

RCF sub-indicator 2.5: Provision of mitigation and contingency plans for major disasters (forest fires, 
droughts, floods and so on). 
Recommendations: 
 • Ensure the complete and accurate inclusion of water-related disasters as part of the district’s disaster mitigation and response plans,  
  specifically in relation to droughts and floods, through the inclusion of key water stakeholders in decision making processes.  
 •  Collaborate with the private sector on water-related disasters planning and mitigation, including joint investment in mitigation measures. 
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RCF sub-indicator 4.1: Compliance in following procedural implementation of Development Planning 
Assembly (Musrenbang) at village, sub-district and district level; including active participation of community 
forum, development partners (CSO), and business players. 
Recommendations: 
 • Ensure all water-related stakeholders at district, catchment and provincial level are part of the public consultation process.  
 •  Ensure other (beyond government) key water-related stakeholders are included in the stakeholder consultation process and provide 

input into the prioritization of water-related challenges in the development planning. 

RCF sub-indicator 4.3: Established Multi-stakeholders Forum in regional development planning as a 
communications platform. 
Recommendations: 
 • Ensure the inclusion of water as part of the requirements in the data collection and interview questionnaire. Specifically, as part  
  of the sustainability commitments and policies, programmes and initiatives related to water focusing on the inclusion of relevant   
  stakeholders related to water as part of the multi-stakeholder forum.  
 •  Include data related to the contribution of private sector to SDG 6, SDG 11 and SDG 13, in the data collection and interview 

questionnaire. As AWS certified sites are required to monitor and identify the impact of their water stewardship program, they can 
contribute to the performance of these SDGs, especially SDG 6.

TOPIC 2. GOOD WATER STEWARDSHIP AS PART OF SUSTAINABLE PRODUCTION BY THE PRIVATE SECTOR

RCF sub-indicator 7.1: Increase on the percentage of investment which supports the efforts to achieve SDGs, 
including for industry. 
Recommendations: 
 • Ensure the most relevant water-related SDGs and their targets are included. Water stewardship, as defined by AWS, can drive progress  
  across all 17 SDGs, most specifically SDG 6, 11 and 13. 
 •  Ensure company investments in water and their contribution to SDGs related to water, both at operational and catchment level, are 

included in RCF

RCF sub-indicator 10.5. Achieving targets for the district’s strategic commodities industry, which have 
legality and sustainability certifications (e.g. ISPO, RSPO). 
Recommendations: 
 • Include the AWS Standard as part of the list of sustainability standard schemes. 

TOPIC 3. SAFE WASH FOR ALL

RCF sub-indicator 12.2: Achieving equal provision target for education, healthcare, and clean water facilities, 
particularly at village level. 
Recommendations: 
 • Ensure the inclusion of provision of access to safe WASH for both urban and rural communities into the indicator targets and requirements. 
 • As AWS certified sites are required to show evidence of the site’s provision of adequate access to safe WASH for all workers and   
  support access to safe WASH to the stakeholders in the catchment, they can contribute to the performance of this sub-indicator. 

TOPIC 4. PROTECTION OF IMPORTANT WATER RELATED AREAS (IWRAS)

RCF sub-indicator 13.3: Database of customary communities in the district identified through participatory 
processes.

RCF sub-indicators 15.1 to 15.5, related to the inclusion of IWRAs as part of conservation areas, with a focus 
on RCF sub-indicator 15.4: Achieving target on reduction of fire hotspot on forests and peatlands. 
Recommendations: 
 • Ensure IWRAs are included in the definition of conservation areas and in the definition of customary community territories, and   
  include joint data collection on mapping of IWRAs with national and provincial government, civil society and the private sector.  
 • As AWS certified sites are required to identify key water-related stakeholders and the IWRAs on the site and in the catchment, they  
  can contribute to the performance of these sub-indicators. 
 • Include water balance at jurisdiction and catchment level in the scope of a district’s fire prevention and control measures. 
 •  Include the contribution of private sector on fire outbreak management and hotspot reduction into the performance of these sub-indicators.
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TOPIC 5. WATER QUALITY CONTROL AND MANAGEMENT 

RCF sub-indicator 15.7: Water and air quality management and control in the district  
Recommendations: 
 • Include indicators related to companies’ compliance on water quality, such as the number of company sites that are compliant on  
  water-related operational permits and the number of corrective actions for non-compliance. 
 •  As AWS certified sites are required to understand the site’s water quality, set and implement targets related to water quality, and 

identify or quantify the value benefits for the catchment based on the site’s contribution to water quality, they can contribute to the 
performance of this sub-indicator.

RECOMMMENDATION 2: STRENGTHEN WATER STEWARDSHIP IN RCF DATA SOURCE

The Data Source of RCF lists the relevant data and data sources to comply with the requirements as part of the Means of Verification. To 
identify opportunities to strengthen data related to water as part of Data Source, it is important to assess to what extent Data Source is 
reflecting key data and data sources on water, and provide key recommendations.  

Phase 1 Baseline is geared towards the development of a baseline for the district, a so-called Jurisdictional Profile, by a multi-
stakeholder team. The members of the team consist of representatives from government agencies, NGOs and companies, and participation is 
on voluntary basis. 

Phase 2 Technical Assistance is geared towards building the capacity of district government and other stakeholders of the multi-
stakeholder team to lead the data collection process. 

Phase 3 Improvement is geared towards fulfilling any data gaps found in Phase 1 after Phase 2.

Phase 4 RCF Joint Reporting is geared towards generating a RCF Joint Report using the RCF Joint Reporting Template. The RCF 
Joint Report aims to achieve coordination and alignment between reporting on government performance indicators and private sector, 
international environmental standards and reporting initiatives.

Based on the Data Source assessment, the following observations can be made: 
 • Water-related data is only indirectly referred to in the Data Source list and not sufficiently included in the Data Collection Guidance  
  (the questionnaire in Panduan Pengambilan Data Kerangka Daya Saing Daerah). 
 • As RCF is focusing on district government data, provincial and national-level data related to water are not included in RCF.

Water-related data most often fall under the responsibility of provincial and national-level government agencies. It is recommended for 
district members of LTKL to engage with these government agencies at national and provincial level, particularly during Phases 1, 2 and 3, to 
obtain the water data. Secondly, efforts should be made to align with and input into any plans at provincial and national level. The key water-
related government actors at provincial and national level are: 
 

Figure 7: The process of RCF implementation, as piloted in the four district members of LTKL (based on LTKL Annual Report, 2019)
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 • River Basin Agency (Balai (Besar) Wilayah Sungai), Catchment and Protected Forest Management Agency (Balai Pengelolaan DAS dan  
  Hutan Lindung), and water utility (PDAM) in the catchment. 
 • Province Development Planning Agency (Bappeda Provinsi), Public Housing and Settlement Office (Dinas Cipta Karya/PU),   
  Water Resources Office (Dinas Sumber Daya Air/PU), Environment Protection Office (Dinas Lingkungan Hidup), Forestry Office   
  (Dinasi Kehutanan), Health Office (Dinas Kesehatan), Energy and Mineral Resources Office (Dinas Energi dan Sumber Daya Mineral),  
  Disaster Mitigation Agency (Badan Penanggulangan Bencana Daerah). 
 •  Water-related National Task Force or Technical Unit at province and district level, for example,  the members of Water Resources 

Management Coordination Team (Tim Koordinasi Pengelolaan Sumber Daya Air). 

Recommendations: 
 • Increase data contributions from private sector sites that have received certification against national and international sustainability  
  standards that include water, such as the AWS Standard, PROPER, ISO 14001, OHSAS 18001 and ISO 9001,including commodity-based  
  standards such as RSPO and FSC.For several sustainability standards, the list of certified sites and their (certification and surveillance)  
  audit report can be publicly accessed online. This information could be used for RCF sub-indicators 10.5, 15.2 and 15.5.  
 •  Increase data on access to WASH through company sustainability reports or websites. For private sector sites that are part of a 

company group with sustainability commitments, data related to the company contribution to the SDGs could be obtained from 
sustainability reports and/or sustainability performance information on the company’s website. This information would be useful for 
RCF sub-indicators 7.1, 12.2, 15.2, 15.4 and 15.5.

It can be concluded that the availability and completeness of data related to water at jurisdiction level is challenging, as access to data on 
water is still limited and data management is fragmented into different levels of administration. 

RECOMMENDATION 3: STRENGTHEN WATER STEWARDSHIP IN RCF REGULATORY BASIS

The RCF Regulatory Basis lists the laws and regulations that underly the RCF indicators. As legal compliance to water and good water 
governance are key elements of the AWS Standard, the Regulatory Basis was assessed on the aspect of water. The recommendations provided 
in this section serve two objectives: 
 • Strengthening the Regulatory Basis of RCF on water to support districts governments in the RCF process. 
 • Supporting private sector sites interested to pursue AWS certification and contribute to the RCF process in the regulatory   
  requirements related to water.

Water is most often included as a secondary topic as part of these laws and regulations. To highlight the current inclusion of water as part  
of these: 
 • The Environmental Protection and Management Law No. 32/2009 concerns water quality management, monitoring and law   
  enforcement towards the private sector related to environmental permits. It also concerns water quantity as part of the requirements  
  to develop and maintain an environment inventory. 
 • The Health Law No. 36/2009 concerns roles and responsibilities in relation to access to safe drinking water, adequate sanitation   
  facilities and personal hygiene in maintaining public health. 
 •  The Forestry Law No. 41/1999 and the Prevention and Eradication of Forest Destruction Law No. 18/2013 concerns protection of forest 

areas and surface water catchments to ensure the long-term availability of natural resources to support livelihoods.

The actual implementation of and adherence to these regulations will depend on capacities within the districts. It is therefore recommended 
to assess the capacity at district level to implement the regulations, and specifically the components related to water. 

The key finding of this assessment is the exclusion of the Water Resources Law No. 17/2019. The Water Resources Law No. 17/2019 sets the 
legal framework on water resources management, use and protection. The lack of inclusion highlights the missing connection between the 
national mandate for the district government in Indonesia to manage and regulate water resources sustainably in the RCF. 

Recommendation: 
 • Include the Water Resources Law No. 17/2019 in the RCF Regulatory Basis to strengthen water as part of RCF. This would support the  
   districts to: 

- Develop and align their plans on water with the existing regulations, strategy and plans of national and provincial level government.  
 This includes, but is not limited to, management of water quantity and quality, public access to WASH facilities, protection of   
 important water-related areas and mitigation of water-related disasters. 
- Strengthen good water governance, including the establishment of a multi-stakeholder forum on water in the district (such as   
 Forum DAS) or participation in provincial-level forums. 
- Carry out their mandate to respect and protect the water rights of all, including legally acknowledged customary communities, as  
 part of the district’s strategy for water resources conservation. 
-  Carry out their mandate to support legal compliance on water by the private sector, through monitoring permit implementation and 

capacity building or awareness creation among private sector players.
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CONCLUSIONS

Driven by the ultimate objective to address growing water challenges at the landscape and jurisdictional level, this report aims to provide 
insights into practical opportunities to strengthen existing jurisdictional approaches through good water stewardship and the AWS Standard. 
As the leading example on jurisdictional approaches, as mentioned by the ISEAL Alliance in the Good Practice Guide for Making Credible 
Jurisdictional Claims (October 2020), the Regional Competitiveness Framework (or Kerangka Daya Saing Daerah) of LTKL was selected as the 
reference and its implementation in Musi Banyuasin district in Indonesia was selected as the pilot for baseline data collection.

Following the in-depth crosswalk exercise between the AWS Standard and the RCF, a gap analysis was performed to identify key potential 
areas for better integration of good water stewardship into the current iteration of RCF. Based on this analysis and in consultation with LTKL 
secretariat, three recommendations were developed focusing on the Means of Verification (MoV), the Data Source (DS) and the Regulatory 
Basis (RB) of the RCF.

 

For more information about this report and crosswalk,  
please contact info@a4ws.org

• Include recommendations as part of the five selected topics in  
 the section ‘Strengthening RCF MoV’ to increase performance  
 and reporting on water in the current version of RCF.  
• Include data related to water from provincial and national-level  
 government and catchment forums. Increase data availability  
 on water through private sector data.  
• Include the Water Resources Law No. 17/2019, and any changes  
 due to Omnibus Law No. 11/2020.

Strengthen water stewardship  
in MoV, DS and RB of RCF

• Ensure future inclusion of components related to AWS   
 Outcome:  Sustainable Water Balance to support water-related  
 disaster mitigation and planning, including fire risk mitigation,  
 particularly in peatlands and primary forest areas. Water- 
 balance or water-quantity-related aspects are not included  
 in RCF. 
• Increase emphasis on AWS Outcome: Good Water Governance  
 as part of all governance aspects of RCF, as water is an  
 overlooked topic. 
•  Expand inclusion of Access to WASH (SDG6) to the urban 

population.

Strengthening the Means of Verification on 
water through the inclusion of water balance, 
good water governance and access to safe 
WASH for urban populations

• Include AWS Standard V2.0 as part of sustainable production  
 and sustainability standard schemes already included in RCF.  
• Integrate the recommendations related to private sector  
 contribution on performance on water stewardship as part of  
 the MoV. 
• Carry out joint promotion and awareness creation on   
 water stewardship and the AWS Standard to member  
 districts of LTKL with potential for private sector interest. 
• Encourage participation of certified company sites (AWS,  
 but also other sustainability standard schemes) in districts’  
 multi-stakeholder forums as part of the RCF process. 

Strengthen data sources on water by 
engaging stakeholders at the national and 
provincial level, including the private sector 
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