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Preface of Her Highness Sheikha Mozah
Bint Nasser Al-Missned

In the Name of God, the Most Gracious, the Most Mercifuk:

We are pleased to publish this collection of international scholarship, gath-
ered during the 2004 Doha International Conference for the Family. The
Conderence culminated on 29-30 November 2004 in Doha, Qatar. This gather-
ing, held to celebrate the Tenth Anniversary of the International Year of the
Family, was preceded by a series of conferences and meetings held in various
cities and continents around the world. Those meetings reaffirmed the impor-
tance and vitality of the family, regardless of cultural, social, and national
backgrounds and interests.

There is no common denominator better able to bridge the gap between dif-
ferent people from around the world, despite conflicts and diversity, than a
firm belief in the sacred nature of the family. All divine laws have blessed this
sacred institution, which forges a strong bond between males and females, a
bond which conforms to human nature in bearing and raising new genera-
tions that, in turn, contribute to building civilization.

The Doha International Conference for the Family emphasized the ongoing
need to re-energize the role of the family in public life. These volumes provide
a new opportunity for global society to discuss the role of the family and to
participate in promoting the family as the fundamental pillar of society and
repository for values and high ideals. As shown in these volumes, the family
plays an important role as a safety valve to reduce social pressures on the
individual—pressures that have rapidly increased in the modern world. By
performing this, and other functions, the family safeguards social stability
and security.

1 praise the fact that these volumes address various issues of paramount
importance confronting the family in the New Millennium. The modern fam-
ily faces serious challenges that should be addressed, without delay, by seri-
ous thought and action. The concept of the family, as we all know, has been
defined at times in a manner contrary to established social norms, religious
values, and basic concepts of human consciousness. We should resist these
notions, especially those that are promoted solely under the guise of moder-
nity. Modernity cannot be accepted as a pretext to bypass social, cultural,
and religious values that have long shielded and maintained the family.

The family in the New Millennium is charged with new responsibilities,
including social progress and development, which must be discharged effec-
tively. An enlightenied, strong, and stable family not only provides a safety net
for men, women, and children, it also safeguards society. By properly fulfill-
ing its fundamental role of bearing, rearing, and teaching children, the family
confributes to strengthening intercultural dialogue and forgiveness, as it
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The Impact of Migration on Family
Structure and Functioning in Java

_“_“—————a-——_m—_“_________.""-"—‘#_—m_"——‘—“-—-“——___—_un_m

Ekawati S. Wahyuni (Indonesia) . . '
Lecturer, Department of Social and Economic Sciences, Faculty of Agricul-
fure

Bogor Agricultural University, Bogor, Indonesia

M

The vast population mobility between regions in Indonesia in the past two
decades is closely associated with the development of transportation a.nd
communication systems. These have made traveling i.n Ipdonesaa easier
(Hugo et al., 1987), and the economic development pf)lic;es implemented by
the government have played a major role in accelerating movement between
regions within the country. People generally move from rural or less-
developed areas to urban or developed areas.

Migration of one or more members of a family influences the way the fam-
ily functions and the way it distributes its internal roles. The absenf:e of par-
ticular family members, either on a permanent or temporary basis, affe‘cts
family structure, in both destination and origin areas {Hugo, 1987). Following
the changing of its structure, the family has to make adjustments, f’or exam-
ple, in the roles of family members left behind. During the husbands’ absence,
the wives may take over several of his roles in order to maintain the necessary
family functions, such as handling more agricultural tasks {Si‘egel, 1969; Col-
fer, 1985; Rodenburg, A.N., 1993; Rodenburg, ., 1993) or acting as a de facto
household head (Hetler, 1986), and may represent the household in commu-
nity activities, such as attending community meetings, becom?r}g involveFl
in community activities, and paying taxes {I1etler, 1986). In addition, therg is
always a chance that migration of adult children to the cities will adversely in-
fluence the well-being of their elderly parents in the rural areas (Hx-ago, 1987).

Although several studies have discussed the impact of.mig-ratxon on the
family, there is a lack of information about the impact of migration on family
structure and functioning in Indonesia. How does migration mﬂuenc? the
family structure? How do families cope with the instability due to t}1e migra-
tion of particular members of the family? What do they do to maintain Fhe
family’s function in the larger society? How do they change th.e t':llstnbutmn
of roles among the family members left behind? This chapter is 1¥1tendec1 to
explain the impact of migration on family structure and functioning among
the Javanese ethnic group.
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This study is focused on internal migration in Java island, and this has been
catried out in an area of out-migration, a village in Central Java, and in a des-
tination area in West Java. Java is the most densely populated island in Indo-
nesia and is relatively more developed than the other islands. The island
comprises only seven percent of the total land area of Indonesia, but more
than 100 million people, about half the population, reside there. Administra-
tively Java is divided into six provinces, namely Banten, Jakarta Special
Region, West Java, Ceniral Java, Yogyakarta Special Region, and East Java.
Two major ethnic groups are native to Java, the Javanese and Sundanese,
and there are several minorities. The Javanese mostly live in Yogyakarta, Cen-
tral and East Java provinces, while the Sundanese heartland is West Java and
Banten. Jakarta Special Region is the Capital of Indonesia and accommodates
almost all ethnic groups in Indonesia.

Two methods of data collection are used in the study, a survey in the origin
village and a qualitative approach in both areas. The survey data are used to
obtain the magnitude of out-migration, while the data from qualitative inter-
view are used to explain the reasons for migration and the impact of migra-

tion on family structure and functioning. This report presents only the
qualitative.

Migration as a Family Strategy: Cross-National Findings

Household's Socioeconomic Condition as a Migration Factor

Migration for economic survival is more likely to occur among the lower
strata families, whereas the better off tend to use migration as a wealth accu-
mulation strategy (Arizpe, 1981; Connel et al., 1976; Findley, 1987). If the pur-
pose of migration is to gain greater wealth, families will send their children of
both sexes out to get a better education or te find more lucrative employment
(Connell et al., 1976; Arizpe, 1981; Trager, 1984b; Radcliffe, 1986). However, in
North Tapanuli, Indonesia, both rich and poor families send their children,
preferably their sons, to migrate to get a better education, perceiving that edu-
cation is the only way to get a white-collar or nonagricuttural job (Rodenburg,
A.N., 1993). Migration of sons in North Tapanuli, Indonesia, cannot be associ-
ated directly with a household strategy, but is mainly motivated by individual
job expectations and the reciprocity relation between parents and their chil-
dren as a basic moral consideration. However, once the son has secured a
salaried job the “counter obligation” definitely occurs, by sending remittances
to the village to support elderly parents or to pay for younger siblings’ school
fees or to provide accommodation and other help for his siblings in the city. In
fact, wealthier families have a greater chance to control their sons’ income
than poorer ones, because wealthier families tend to invest more in their sons’
success, having the ability to pay for their education or to arrange that
employment, whereas the children’s success from poorer families mostly
depends on their own efforts.

Beyond the ability to take risk or to finance migration costs, the availability
of family labor is also an important consideration in a family’s decision to
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send its members out to migrate. The family is able to sendl out its members to
migrate if the family labor situation includes the fo_llgwmg factors (Guest,
1993): (a) the amount of family labor is above the minimum requirement to
produce goods and services to meet the household’s subsistence nee.ds
(Guest, 1989; Pessar, 1982); (b) hired labor can be afforded to replace Eam}ly
Iabor that has migrated (Connell et al,, 1976; Roberts, 1982); and (c) the family
is able to maximize the use of the remaining family labor {Deere, 1982). Larger
landholder families are not dependent on family because they already use
hired labor {Connell et al., 1976; Roberts, 1982). The small ian.dholder family,
by contrast, does not need a large amount of labor for agr-lcu%tural work.
Therefore, migration is more likely to occur in both low and high income fan}—
ilies. For middle size landholder families, however, the decision to send th-en'
members to migrate must be made in a more careful way. I? the family
chooses to send its members to migrate, it faces a problem of losmg labor for
agricultural work or other reproduction tasks, because t‘he fzfmﬂy cannot
afford hired labor to replace the loss. Consequently, the family will not be able
to maximize production from its land and therefore will be more dependent
on migrant income. However, if the family does not send any of its membfers
to migrate, its income source depends solely on agricultural products, which
are usually relatively small (Arizpe, 1981).

Family Structure as a Migration Factor .
Family labor availability is determined by the structure of the fan'mly, and
the structure of the family, in turn, is a function of the number of family mem-
bers, its compositicn, and the stage of the family life cycle ‘(Guest, 1989 : 1993;
Radcliffe, 1986; Hugo, 1987; Arizpe, 1981). The more family ia'bor E}vaxlable,
the more likely the family will send a family member out for migration (Con-
nell et al., 1976; Findley, 1987; Lauby & Stark, 1988; Guest, 1989; Root &
De Jong, 1991). o
Besides size of family, the composition and the stage of the family 11_fe c:y‘cle
will influence the choice of which family members are sent out for migration
{Guest, 1989; Arizpe, 1981; Radcliffe, 1990). Migration usually involves t}}e
working age population; therefore the more working age members are ava_ﬂ-
able in the family, the more likely migration is to occur. The sex of the fz.tmr}y
member is also an important factor. Three factors influence the family in
deciding whether to send male or female members to migrat‘e: the culture of
the society of origin, the socioeconomic condition of the family, and the type
of labor force demand at the destination. .
Among poor families, which use migration as a means of economic sur-
vival, a family with children of working age often sends its most dgpendent
members to migrate so as to assert conirol over their income, which often
therefore involves young female members (Trager, 1984a; Li?uby & Stark,
1988; Radcliffe, 1990). Individual cultures vary on this pou}t, howe:«_er.
Daughters are expected to contribute to parents rmore than sons in thfa Philip-
pines (Trager, 1984b) and in Sti Lanka (Rosa, 1989), for example, but in North
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Tapanuli, Indonesia, families expect greater remittances from their migrant
sons than from their daughters (Rodenburg, A.N., 1993).

Taiwan presents another variation. Here parents insist that their daughters
work and give their earnings to the family, a cultural norm of repaying a
daughter’s parents for raising her (Wolf, 1972; Kung, 1978). Parents will
refuse to send a daughter to the city if she is the only available daughter at
home because the family depends on her to perform household domestic
tasks or to give help in agricultural activities (Kung, 1978). What is more,
parents also play a major role in deciding where their daughters should go
for work. They will only give permission to their daughters to work in nearby
places so they do not have to live separated from the family. The parents often
explain such living arrangements as protecting the daughters from bad influ-
ences, from their new friends, and from city life. However, this original reason
described by Wolf (1972) has been criticized by Kung (1978), who asserted
that the reason parents keep their daughters at home is purely economic; by
keeping daughters at home, parents will have more control over their income.
If the daughter must pay to livein a dormitory, the family will receive a much
smaller share of her income. Kung noted that daughters’ needs in Taiwan
rarely become a priority in the families’ spending patterns, and that when
the family needs a larger share of her income, a daughter will often sacrifice
her own education for the family’s well-being,

However, women’s migration is not always related to a household strategy.
In some cases the woman’'s mobility is decided independently, without any
familial considerations. In poor Javanese families, daughters have more free-
dom to decide where to work without parent’s direction (Wolf, 1990). By
working in the city the girls have more chance to meet a nonfarmer future
husband and buy cosmetics and fancy dresses (Wolf, 1986b). However, the
money they earn is used to sustain the family household in difficult times,
such as crop failure, drought, or others impacts of natural disasters.

In the case of young families, where the only available working age persons
are the parents, the father will often migrate, and the mother will stay at home
to manage the household and take care of the children {Arizpe, 1981; Rad-
cliffe, 1986} and/or to undertake the agricultural tasks (Rodenburg, A.N.,
1993; Rodenburg, J., 1993). They believe that once a woman is married, her
place is at home to take care of the children and family, and she should no lon-
ger participate in independent mobility (Radcliffe, 1986; Rodenburg, A.N.,
1993; Rodenburg, J., 1993). However, for poor families, the privilege of 2 mar-
ried woman to stay at home sometimes does not work. If a husband’s income
is insufficient to meet the family’s subsistence needs, the wives are forced to
enter the labor market. Married women usually migrate for shorter periods
than single women and often are accompanied by their husbands or children
(Radcliffe, 1986, 1990). In Central Java, Indonesia, in addition to migrating
together with their husbands and leaving their children to the extended fam-
ily members, some poor women also migrate independently and leave their
husbands in the village (Hetler, 1986, 1990}, This kind of migration
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arrangement is usually undertaken when a better income is available for
women in the city, whereas the men still have the opportunity to generate
income in the vitlage. Therefore, some families adopt a strategy that lets the
husbands stay in the village to undertake agricultural work, while the wives
work in the city to earn cash (Hetler, 1990).

The Family in Javanese Society

The Javanese Kinship System

According to Geertz (1961) the Javanese kinship system has two important
characteristics, namely nuctear and bilateral. First, the nuclear family is struc-
turally an autonomous unit separated from extended kin groups. Kinsmen in
such families are only considered as people to ask for help or to share a
joy. The influence of the wife’s kinswomen network is also apparent as a
secondary structure, forming a kinship organization called matrifocal.
Second, the Javanese kinship system is bilateral. In this sense,

Kinship terminology is absolutely symmetrical in regard to maternal and
paternai kinsmen. Descent is reckoned equally through the father and the
mother. Inherited property is divided equally among siblings of both sexes,
and each child has claimed to inherit property from both his mother and
his father and their respected relatives. Residence at marriage is bilocal in
the first year; or so, neolocal after that, with no specific customary preference
for proximity to one set of parents, (Geertz, 1961, p. 76).

One implication of this bilateral system is that there is no sex preference for
children among Javanese parents. Both sexes are important, because they
have different roles (Darroch et al., 1981; Berninghausen & Kerstan, 1992},
Girls play an emotional role, and they will help with household tasks and
take care of elderly parents, while boys have a protective rele and will sup-
port the family in financial terms. Studies in the 1970s showed that 62 percent
and 51 percent of Javanese women and men, respectively, do not have prefer-
ences for their children’s sex (Darroch et al., 1981), while Berninghausen and
Kerstan (1992, p. 126) in the 1980s showed that 49 percent of their respondents
equally wanted both sexes.

Another implication of the bilateral kinship system is the rule of domicile
of a newly married couple. According to Koentjaraningrat (1967, p. 257),
“there is no fixed rule of residence determining where a married couple
should live.” They can live close to the husband’s family or near the wife's
family or set up their new household in a different location altogether. In
her study Geertz (1961) found that new couples usually lived close to the
wife’s family rather than the husband’s, although if the husband’s parents
were better off, the new couple would live nearer to them (Koentjaraningrat,
1967). The recent study by Berninghausen and Kerstan (1992, p. 69) showed
that 80 percent of married couples lived in the husband’s village. On this basts
they concluded that the rule of domicile in their study area was patrifocal,
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and that a matrifocal domicile was an exception. They also mentioned, how-
ever, women who stayed in their village of origin after marriage were those
who had a high economic position, who “received the most respect in the

family and made most of the important decisions” (Berninghausen & Ker-
stan, 1992, p. 70).

The Definition of Family and Household

The basic unit in Javanese society is the somah or household (Koentjarani-
grat, 1967, p. 260), which does not always mean a separate dwelling but is
rather characterized by a separate kitchen used by a Javanese family to cook
the common meal. To describe the meaning of somalt, Jay (1969, p. 53) called
it a “hearthhold.” Ie stated that the hearthheld is “identified with the con-
ception of the nuclear family as an independent ecoromic unit” (Jay, 1969,
p. 54). A newlywed couple can be considered a mature nuclear family when
they can support themselves economically by providing their own food, even
if they do not occupy a separate dwelling, The nuclear family (batih in Indone-
sian) is a “tight unit,” augmented by one or two relatives, usually a widowed
parent of one spouse, single younger siblings, nephews, nieces, or other close
relatives {Geertz, 1961; Jay, 1969; Evans, 1984). Among larger households,
which usually encompass well-to-do families, the nuclear family may also
include at least one preadolescent relative to serve the house (Koentjaraning-
rat, 1967, p. 260). In this arrangement the children are being taken care of by
the family, but they are not adopted into the family. The relation between
the children and the natural parents therefore remains intact, and they do
not acquire inheritance rights from their foster parents’ home. This arrange-
ment occurs because the well-to-do families have the capability to help their
less fortunate relatives by taking care of their children and sending them to
school. The children then provide household help in return. FHowever, as eco-
nomic conditions have improved, this type of living arrangement has become

very rare. Most villagers today are able at least to send their children to pri-
mary school.

Family Functions

According to Geertz (1961), the “bilateral and nucleating” Javanese kinship
system has reduced the effective contribution of the family to the stability and
continuity of Javanese society. Because the nuclear family at present com-
prises the only important kinship unit and it does not consider other kinsmen
in the family decision-making process, it does not play a central role in struc-
turing economic, political, and religious behavior in Javanese society. The
most important remaining functions of the Javanese family are as an eco-
nomi¢ provider and as a socialization agent.

As mentioned elsewhere, the importance of family in society is central,
because it bridges individuals to their society, Individual members of society
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are born within a family, which then provides their primary child care. One
major responsibility of child care is to socialize the new family members with
the type of social behavior expected of a mature Javanese (Geertz, 1961). She
explained that young children are expected to learn the “fundamental rules
and attitudes for proper adults relationships with their neighbors, superiors
and inferiors.” One of the first lessons is how to use the proper expressions
relating to differential status that is learned from parents and siblings and
then from other kinsfolk who allow them to practice appropriate variations.
In this way, Geertz concluded, families cultivate and preserve primary Java-
nese ethical norms within its individual members. And this is a major contri-
bution of the family to the functioning of Javanese society.

The family is also a place of economic cooperation between husband and
wife. In this cooperation the family becomes the basic group for both con-
sumption and production (Geertz, 1961; Koentjaraningrat, 1967; Jay, 1969).
This means that all of the family members pool what they earn into one
household account and then receive their share according to individual need.
A division of abor between husband and wife concretizes this economic co-
operation within a nuclear family; husband and wife work together to main-
tain the family, and in these relationships, both husband and wife have
equal status, although the husband is the nominal head of the household.
Koentjaraningrat (1967) articulated this sort of cooperation in agricultural
activities:

Preparation of the soil for tillage, plowing, harrowing, and the repair of jrri-

gation works fall primarily within the masculine sphere of activities,

whereas women do most of the planting, weeding, harvesting, and thresh-
ing, as well as the further processing, preservation, and preparing of food.

Both sexes transport crops from the field to the home, and products from

home to the market, but in many market centers one notices a predominance

of female buyers and sellers (p. 260).

However, women do not play an important role in public and political affairs,
which caused some feminist scholars {Bernighausen & Kerstan, 1992; Wolf,
1992) to reject Geertz's (1961) conclusion that women occupy a strong position
in Javanese society. Geertz's statement was premised on the observations that
there is no limitation on occupation for Javanese women, that they have the
right to own farms and supervise its cultivation, and that they therefore have
no difficulty in supporting themselves. But the observations of the feminist
scholars interpret women’s activities in managing the household as simply
obeying men’s will. They perceived the less important role of women in the
public sphere as indicating their powerlessness.

Family Structure

Household Composition
Having a separate house or dwelling is not an important characteristic of a
single nuclear family. Therefore, one household is not always composed of a
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single nuclear family, although it is the most common living arrangement in
Javanese society. A single dwelling can be occupied by “a single person, wid-
owed or divorced, by an elderly couple whose children have moved away, by
a widow or divorcee with her children, by a married couple and their children
or by any combination of these” (Jay, 1969, p. 51). Various studies of Javanese
society have shown that more than 50 percent of households are composed of
a single nuclear family. In his study in Tjelapar, a village in southern Central
Java, Koentjaraningrat (1967, p. 250) said that “369 nuclear families. . .live in
351 houses,” indicating that the majority of nuclear families live in separate
houses. In her study of “Modjokuto,” a pseudo name of a small town in East
Java, Geertz (1961) found that 58 percent of her city sample households were
nuclear famities compared to 75 percent in the village (Jay, 1969). More recent
studies undertaken in the 1980, still showed the dominance of nuclear fami-
lies. Bvans's study in urban Java (1984) reported that 58 percent of his sample
households consisted of nuclear families, while in her research in rural Java,
Wolf (1992) ascertained the figure at 60 percent. A similar result was also
suggested by Hetler (1986), who found that 78 percent of the village popula-
tion had status as spouse and children related to their household’s head,
while only 17 percent had status as parents, sons- or daughters-in-law, or
grandchildren.

The other types of households are composed of augmented nuclear fami-
Hes, multiple nuclear families (stem and joint families), and single adults.
These extended family households are most likely to exist in urban areas
rather than in rural areas (Geertz, 1961; Evans, 1984) due to the housing short-
ages in urban areas and the arrival of single villagers, either to find a job or to
attend a school, to stay with their town relatives. The other reasons for family
extension are the arrival of a new son- or daughter-in-law, the union of
nuclear families with their aging parents, the union of widowed elderly
parents, the return of one divorced daughter with her children, or a joint fam-
ily with two or more siblings living together.

The single most common reason for a multiple family household is a
newlywed couple living with the bride’s parents for a few years (Geertz,
1961; Koentjaraningrat, 1967; Jay, 1969). Because they often marry at a very
young age, about thirteen to eighteen for girls and fifteen to twenty for boys,
the new couple are usually not able to afford their living cost (Koentjaraning-
rat, 1967, p. 257) and they need their parents’ help. But after usually five
years, when they are considered self-sufficient, they live in a separate house,
The second and third most common reasons for multiple households are chil-
dren taking care of their elderly parents. The fourth most common situation is
that of a divorced woman rejoining her parents’ family and retuming to her
role as a daughter. Another reason for family extension is the migration activ-
ity of family members. Hetler (1986) reported that due to the circulation or
migration activities of wives or husbands or both, married couples often
choose to live in an extended family form, because they need other able-
bodied relatives to take care of their households and children while they are
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away. Therefore, instead of moving out from their parents’ house, married
children choose to stay with them permanently. In this category 60 percent
were daughters and 40 percent were sons.

Household Size

According to Koentjaraningrat (1967, 250) most Javanese tend to have a
large family, due to their belief that “children are a blessing” and they will
take care of their aging parents (Geertz, 1961; Koentjaraningrat, 1967). There-
fore one family usually bears many children, but due to a high infant mortal-
ity rate, household size remained small. In his study area in Tjelapar,
Koentjaraningrat found that the average size of a nuclear family (batil) was
5.1 (1967, p. 250). An almost identical figure, 5.3, was reported by Geertz
(1961, p. 32) as the average household size in her study area. Jay found the
average size of the hearthholds to be 4.7 and for the households 5.2 (1969).
These studies were conducted in the 1950s, when the demographic condition
in Indonesia still showed high fertility rates and a decreasing mortality rate
(Nitisastro, 1970) and the Indonesian government still had a pro-natalist view
(Hatmadji & Anwar, 1993). FHowever, more recent studies carried out in the
1980s, after the birth control program had become a major focus in Indone-
sia’s development strategy, do not demonstrate a decreasing family size.
Evans (1984) reports that the average urban Javanese household in Surakarta
was 5.1, and the nuclear family size was 4.7. Hetler’s figures in 1986 were
actually higher.

Family Formation

In Javanese society marriage and the birth of a child mark the beginning of
anew family, creating rights and obligations between the spouses (Jay, 1969).
In the past, although the youth were allowed to choose their own spouses,
most marriages were arranged by the parents (Geertz, 1961; Koentjaraningrat,
1967; Jay, 1969). As a result, it was quite common for a couple to not know
each other until the wedding day, or at least until they began to court with
both parents’ consent. Arranged marriages usually affect girls rather than
boys. In this sense, boys tend to have greater freedom to make a choice for a
future wife. Therefore, they could make a choice, or refuse their parents’ rec-
ommendation. According to Berninghausen and Kerstan (1992, p. 113),
arranged marriage for girls means that “they do not have control over them-
selves and their needs; rather, they're traded by their families.” Although
recent studies report a decrease in arranged marriages, they still do oceur,
but in a different way, through reducing the number of arranged marriages
made by parents without consulting the children or by providing more allow-
ance for girls to refuse their parents’” will (Hull & Huli, 1987; Berninghausen &
Kerstan, 1992; Wolf ,1992). Arranged marriages substantially decreased
among middle-class women (Hull, 1975) in the urban population (Hull &
Hull, 1987) and among daughters of factory workers (Wolf, 1992).
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This change has taken place slowly as a consequence of increasing female
education, industrialization, and urban life, and it is closely related with the
“increasing age at marriage, declining divorce rates and decreasing fertility”
(Wolf, 1992, p. 213). Age at marriage has been steadily rising. Formerly, peo-
ple were married at a very young age, sometimes even before the bride began
menstruating (Hull, 1975; Singarimbun & Manning, 1974), But today the prac-
tice of such early marriage has become very rare. Berninghausen and Kerstan
(1992, p. 111} reported that 75 percent of women who married between the
ages of thirteen and sixteen had either never gone to school or did not finish
school, whereas 50 percent of women who married at nineteen or later had
completed school. They also noted that parents who had made the investment
to educate their daughters supported the delayed marriage until they finished
school in the hope that their educated daughters would eventually find better
(more educated and well-off) husbands. Another reason for parents to sup-
port their daughters’ delay in marriage is the girls’ significant contribution
to the household economy, the potential of which is increased if the education
is completed (Wolf, 1992).

One effect of self-selected mates and delayed marriage is a reduction in the
divorce rate. Because young couples do not know each other when they first
marry and they are too young to take the expected responsibilities of married
people, conflicts between them easily emerge within their married life. These
conflicts often end up in divorce, and because of the high incidence of
arranged marriages and early marriages, in addition to the lack of a concep-
tion that divorce is morally wrong, the divorce rate among Javanese people
is quite high (Geertz, 1961; Koentjaraningrat, 1967; Jay, 1969; Singarimbun &
Manning, 1974). According to Berninghausen and Kerstan {1992, pp. 135-6},
the belief has increased among the young girls that “love and partnership in
marital relationship” will guazantee a stable marriage, although most of their
mothers did not have such beliefs. These authors also noted that more people
had accepted the idea that divorce is “something undesirable.” Nevertheless,
about 33 percent of all women and 22 percent of all men still have the opinion
that divorce is a normal situation. The incidence of frequent divorce and one
person remarrying creates a difficulty in studying the family life cycle,
because of the complexity it introduces into the family history (Wolf, 1992).
Wolf argued that the changes in family structure cannot be seen as a simple
movement of passing, for example, from an extended structure to a nuclear
one, but rather as a fluctuation from one structure to the other. We can say,
based on various facts about Javanese families mentioned earlier, that the Jav-
anese family system is nuclear in structure but extended in function.

Migrations and the Structure of the Javanese Family

The definition of household structure used in this study is that of house-
hold members living with the head of a househald, with or without any fam-
ily or kin relation. A family is defined as a group of people who are related to
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each other by blood, marriage, or adoption. Consequently, the household struc-
ture does not always reflect family structure because a household, by defini-
tion, does not necessarily consist of people who have blood, marriage, or
adoptive relations.! That said, most households do consist of a family, either
nuclear or extended. However, the tendency toward nonfamilial households
Is increasing, especially in urban areas.

Although there is a high rate of family migration, most people migrate as
individuals. The direct impact to the family structure of the migration of one
or more family or household members is the splitting of a family into two or
more households geographically dispersed between the village of origin and
the destination area (Wahyuni 2000). When children of a rural household
migrate to an urban area, it reduces the original household size. If the individ-
ual rural migrant joins a household in an urban area, it increases the urban
household size, o, if the migrant lives alone forming a single person or non-
familial household, it increases the number of nonfamilial urban households.
The addition of rural relatives changes the urban family structure. The migra-
tion of children to the city may not affect the family structure in the village,
but when the head of a rural household or his spouse migrates to an urban
area, it both reduces the household size and changes the family structure.
The rural family becomes a de facto single-parent family, which can last for
decades. Most interviewed migrants had experienced Hving in a divided fam-
ily for many years. The divided home, caused by the migration of the house-
hold head or spouse, often did not end until the rest of the family members
also eventually migrated to join the household head in the urban area, or the
household head returned to the village permanently. The divided home ailso
affects the ability of the family to function as a socialization agent and/or as
an economic unit. The family must adjust the role of each family member in
order to fulfill these functions in society.

As greater economic opportunities have become available for women in
urban areas, the tendency for rural women to migrate to the city has also
increased. These migrant women usually form nonfamilial households in
the city by sharing a house or rented room with other migranis from the same
village. The local government generally records this kind of household as an
independent household, increasing the statistical tendency for women to
appear as heading an urban, migrant household {Wahyuni, 2000). These
migrant women are usually still single, although if they are married, their
husbands usually do not accompany them to the city, and they are therefore
still counted as single women. In Indonesian society, a husband automatically
will be acknowledged as the household head in the de jure sense, while a mar-
ried women is considered a spouse. A married woman normally could not
head a household, but a single woman can, whether she has never married
or been widowed or divorced, A migrant married woman in an urban area,
however, is considered a single woman and is counted as a household head.
A nonfamilial household in a destination area for migration is important only
for purposes of population administration. It is easier for a local government
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to track its population by registering the people in a household unit and
choosing one household member as the household head who will represent
all household members in the community (Wahyuni, 2000). A nonfamilial
household does not have the same obligations or roles as a familial house-
hold. They may or may not make provision for food or other essentials for liv-
ing. The house practically functions as a place for sleeping and taking rest
after working. Some household members never even meet with the other
occupants of the house, as some of them work a night shift and the others
work in the daytime. For nonpermanent migrants, their home and families
remain in the village.

Migration and the Functioning of the Javanese Family

As explained previously, migration affects family functioning. The follow-
ing analysis uses the nuclear family as the basic unit to identify family func-
tions and to explain the effects of including the roles of extended families in
the functioning of migrant nuclear families.? This analysis emphasizes the
economic and reproduction functions, especially focusing on child care and
the socialization of young children. The socialization of young children,
including both physical care and education, follows as a consequence of the
earlier reproduction function of the nuclear family. Reproduction must occur
primarily within the nuclear family, while to be able to survive a family must
also form a solid economic unit. In other words, the nuclear family produces
both people and the economy that supports the people.

The Economic Function

Economic cooperation within the nuclear family refers to the pooling of
income earned by individual family members or from family businesses into
one purse and then distributing it among the household members according
to individual needs. Economic cooperation can be identified from the prac-
tices of labor division between husband and wife. Koentjaraningrat (1967)
has described economic cooperation in agricultural activities, while Jay
(1969) has provided the following explanation of one of his informants, relat-
ing to the independence of the nuclear family economy:

Any money coming in that [ earned went to my wife. She kept it and used it
for our own household expenses; it was not given to her parents. Also the
rice stores were kept separate, and the rice was cooked separately....If the
rice was all gone, she might borrow from her parents and repay from the next
harvest, or she might sell things later to repay or buy more rice (J ay, 1969,
p. 54).

This quotation is from the 1950s, when the economy of Indonesia was less
industrial than today. In the present study, which was conducted in the mid-
1990s, after industrialization had become an important aspect of the Indone-
sian economy and many Indonesians engaged in economie activities outside
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the household, the function of the nuclear family as an independent economie
unit is still maintained, especially by married couples.

The lack of control over economic resources among villagers in the village
of origin has forced less well-off families to allow their young children to
search for work in the city {Wahyuni 2000). Based on information on remittan-
ces provided by these families, the children’s earnings are often not pooled
into a single household purse; the migrants’ children keep and manage their
own income for their own needs. Although the children were not obligated
to send regular remittances to support their families in the village, it was
common for them to comply with requests for money from the family in the
village for certain purposes, such as to pay for their younger siblings’ school
expenses, medical treatments, or house renovation. Parents rarely ask for
financial assistance to pay for their everyday meals; the main intention of
the families in allowing their young children to migrate is to relieve some of
the economic burdens on the poor parents. The parents are always grateful
when their children are able to support themselves, and even more grateful
if their children are willing to pay for their younger siblings’ school expenses.
Although some female factory workers might put their savings into goats to
be reared in the village, most spend their earnings freely on themselves (Wolf,
1986b, 1992). These female workers frequently buy luxury items such as cos-
metics, soap bars, or long pants to show off their success to the villagers (Wolf,
1986b).

The involvement of migrant family members in the household economy,
however, is different when a migrant is the head of a household (Wahyuni
2000). In this situation the migrant tends to serve as the main provider in the
village household, even when not living or residing there. The main objective
of this type of migralion is to seek better job opportunities in the city at the
cost of separation from his family for most of the year. This situation is
adopted as a family strategy. Most migrant husbands in this situation are
not only away for a distinct period of time, they may be gone for decades.
One man has been living separately from his family for about thirteen years,
and at present there is no indication of him giving up his job in Bandung,
West Java, and joining his family in the village. Although the family owns a
piece of agricultural land, it is only enough to meet the household’s consump-
tion needs, but they need much more than that. He explained his intention to
stay in Bandung longer as follows:

My children are growing up and we need more money to send them to high
school. I may not be able to send them to college, but they have to finish at
least high school so they will be able to find a job in the future. Nowadays,
no factory will accept workers with low education (Wahyuni, 2600, p. 363)-

In this case his wife does not have any option other than to agree. She used to
work in Bandung too, but she gave it up because the children needed some-
one to care for them. When they worked together in Bandung, they pooled
theit income and saved to buy agricultural land and build a permanent house
in the village, On her return to the village she was strictly a housewife and did
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not take up a paid job because there was no job suitable for her. Fer main job
is taking care of the children and managing the family economy while learn-
ing farming from her father-in-law. The main sources of household income
are the cash remittances from her husband and the sale of rice from their agri-
cultural land. She said that she does not know her husband’s total income in
the city. Although she knows his salary as a factory worker, she does not
know how much he earns from his side jobs.

A similar situation was described by a wife whose husband works in
Jakarta selling factory-made traditional herbal medicines (jamu in Indone-
sian). She said that her husband works for his brother-in-law, one of the
Jakarta representatives of the jamu factory. This family has three sources of
income, namely remittances from the husband, the wife’s salary as a primary
schoolteacher, and additional income from selfing cold drinks and ice cubes at
home. She admits that she was the one who urged her husband to continue
working in the city because they needed the money to send their two children
to high school and, if possible, to college. Although her husband wants to
rettrn home and work in the village, she persuaded him to remain in Jakarta.
She argued that there is no job for him in the village that can give him a salary
higher than Rp. 5,000 per day. Since the children are still in primary school,
she spent the husband’s remittances to renovate their house in the village
and to buy a refrigerator. With that refrigerator she produces cold drinks
and ice cubes for sale, She manages the allocation of income pooled in her
purse but does not include her husband’s entire income—only the amount
sent by her husband. She does not conirol her husband’s entire income in
the city. She explained that her husband is free to spend part of his income
to support his living expenses in Jakarta. She does not know how much he
earns each month.

Other families interviewed also run two separate, geographically dispersed
households. The wives at home manage only the portion of their husbands’
income after it has been reduced by their husbands’ living expenses in the
city, which is out of their control. Village wives who do not have a personal
income in the village face problems when remittances from their husbands
are too small or arrive very late. This forces them to borrow food or money
from shop owners, sometimes at high interest rates. Sotme circular migrant
families also own agricultural land to produce staple food for household con-
sumption and use their remittances for other expenses.

The pooling of income was also common among migrant households in the
city. When both husband and wife had migrated and both worked in the city,
the husband typicaily gave his salary to his wife, and she managed the money
to supply the family needs. She usually returned some pocket money to her
husband for his needs, such as to buy cigarettes and transportation. One
migrant woman explained that her husband trusts his income in her hands.
Therefore, every month he always gives his full income to her, and she gives
him some pocket money to buy cigarettes. She said that she has to make sure
that her husband has some money in his pocket because it would be very
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embarrassing for him to ask her for money when he wanted to treat his
friends to a cigarette (Wahyuni, 2000). This wife allocates the money to buy
agricultural land in her village and to rent agricultural land in her husband’s
village of origin, in order to support her elderly mother and mother-in-law.
The agricultural land, or sawah (Indonesian for rice field), provides enough
food for their mothers, and they therefore do not have to send money regu-
larly to the village. This woman married a man from a different village in
Central Java province, Like most nonpermanent migrants in the city, this cou-
ple does not intend to stay in Bandung, West Java, forever. They plan to refire
in the wife’s village, where they already had built a house and had bought
pieces of agricultural land. The wife’s mother and the couple’s daughter man-
age their house in the village. In the city they live in a room provided by the
husband’s company. They have lived in this arrangement for about twenty
years.

Not all husbands trust their income to their wives, even if they live in the
same household. One factory worker lives with her husband and two of her
three children in Bandung. Her eldest son lives with her parents in the village
because he does not like living in crowded Bandung and prefers to go to
school in the village. She said that her husband gives her only a portion of
his salary while spending the rest on his own needs. She uses her husband’s
meney to pay the rent, to pay school fees and transportation costs for her sec-
ond child who goes to school in Bandung, and to pay for her eldest son’s
school fees and meals in the village. She uses her own salary to pay for meals
and other household needs. Therefore, although she has been working for
more than fifteen years, she was able to buy only a piece of dry land but she
has neither a house nor a piece of rice field in her villa ge or in her husband’s.
She explained that they plan to settle in Bandung and already have made a
down payment on a house there. She said that her husband made the decision
to buy the house. She has never been asked by her husband to become
involved in buying the house. Her husband told her that he had borrowed
the money from the factory and will pay it back in monthly installments
deducted from his salary over several years.

Such economic cooperation among family members represents the family
function of providing the basic needs of the family. When the family still
owned enough resources or when other economic opportunities were still
available in the village, the family was able to produce goods and services
to meet the family’s needs. Fowever, the process of development has
changed the needs and nature of the community at large, making it impos-
sible for the economic opportunities available in the village to meet the needs
of the villagers and forcing them to seek employment elsewhere. According to
Deere and de Janvry (1979) and Wood (1981), families in the village have
released their family members to seek wage jobs in the city to maximise the
utilisation of the labor power owned by the family, Families have adopted this
strategy as a response to structural changes that occurred outside the house-
hold unit (Wood, 1981).
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The Socialization Function

A second important family function is the socialization of new members to
prevent the culture from becoming extinct (Murdock, 1949). Although institu-
tions such as schools play an important role in educating children, families
are the primary agent for transferring the values and culture of the society
to future generations. The birth of children is an expected consequence of a
marriage. To survive, newborn babies need full-time care from older people
“to nurse, tend and rear them physically and socially” (Murdock, 1949).
These tasks take place primarily in nuclear families and demand the co-
operation of all family mermbers. In fact, the burdens of physical and social
care of children must be distributed among the nuclear family, the extended
family members, and the community. When the newborn arrives, the primary
caregiver is expected to be the mother. However, as the mother is often also
engaged in income-generating activities, there is a need for substitute child
care, especially for preschool children. It has been argued that women'’s
employment is incompatible with the child-rearing activity and consequently
that the increasing rate of female employment will result in a lower fertility
rate (Blake, 1965). This argument may hold for women who work in industri-
alized countries, where a woman’s work usually dictates that she leave the
house for a certain amount of time, but it is often not the case for women in
less developed countries who mostly engage in agriculture or self-
employment at home (Ware, 1981; Richter et al., 1992).

A rather different pattern of child care was found among commuting
migrant mothers in Central Java, Indonesia. Hetler {1986) reported that leav-
ing the children in the villages to go to school was the most common solistion
for child care problems, although other options were available. If the mothers
migrated alone, leaving their husbands and children at home, the fathers took
care of the household and child minding with the help of their older children
and elderly mother. Commuting mothers were considered “improper’’ by
upper class women (Hetler, 1986) because they abandoned their husbands
and children. However, these migrant women were able to commute without
neglecting their young children. These women often took their preschool chil-
dren with them to the city, especially when they were still breast-feeding
them, but they preferred to leave school-age children at home. This means
that it was unlikely for children to be left at a very young age. Hetler (1986)
reported that 54 percent of women who migrate with their husbands and
20 percent of women who migrate alone take their young children to the city.
The latter decision is usually the result of not having any other option. Helter
found that about 42 percent of ever-married migrant women had had to take
their young children with them to the city at some time. In the city, migrant
mothers have several child care options, such as having teenage or preadoles-
cent girls mind the children while they are working, making arrangements
with their husband, older children, or other kin to distribute the child care
responsibilities around the mothers’ working hours, taking the children to
work, and leaving the children to play alone.
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and physically maintaining the children in the city. Economic cooperation
between husband and wife is carried out in two different forms. In the village,
wives work on their agricultural land or in nonagricultural work to produce
food for family consumption, while the husband works in the city to get cash
to pay for other goods and services. Migration of mothers has consequences
for child care arrangements. The migrant women have to involve the
extended family in child care. Because their extended families live in the vil-
lage, these mothers have to endure a life separated from their children, often
for a long time, resulting in migrant families choosing from among at least
five child-rearing strategies, as discussed earlier.

Although this study has covered only one village, it is felt that its findings
on the impact of migration upon household structure and functioning are
common in Central Java and in other migrant villages of origin in Java (see
Hetler, 1986; Mantira, 1988). Because of the developed communication and
transportation system in Java, contact between migrants in the city and their
families left behind is readily maintained. Villagers prefer to migrate on a
nonpermanent basis by commuting before deciding to migrate permanently
or to return to the village permanently. In many cases migrants decide that
commuting between the city as a place of work and the village as the family
home is the most acceptable option for family well-being.

This study also found that Javanese migrants in Bandung prefer to share a
rented room with one or two friends to save on living costs. Because the house
size is smaller than in villages, migration usually does not create horizontal
extended families through the inclusion of relatives or friends. More migrant
households are headed by single females as a consequence of the higher num-
ber of migrant females in the destination area. Migration also splits nuclear
families into two households: one in the origin area and one in the destination
area. As a consequence of splitting households, there is also a substant-.ial per-
centage of temporary female-headed households in the village of origin.

Presented at the Asia-Pacific Dialogue
Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia, October 2004.

Endnotes

1. In this case, public households such as dormitories, penitentiaries, or hospi-
tals are not included in this discussion.

2. A migrant family is defined as a family in which one or mere member
migrates on a nonpermanent basis for economic purposes.

3. A guarantor is a person who guaranteed a new migrant a job in the factory
in the city, and who also assumes a responsibility to make the new employee loyal
to the factory (Wahyuni 2000), Usually guarantors are senior relatives from the
home villages and are therefore respected by the younger migrants.
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