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THIS DOCUMENT PROVIDES INFORMATION SPECIFIC TO THE INDONESIAN VERSION OF THE ‘WORK, ATTITUDES & SPENDING’ (WAS) SURVEY.  THIS DOCUMENT DESCRIBES SOME DETAILS, FOR BOTH THE 2001 AND 2002 SURVEYS IN INDONESIA (THESE TWO SURVEYS WERE VERY SIMILAR TO EACH OTHER).  APART FROM THE NOTES BELOW, THE INDONESIA VERSION OF THE WAS SURVEY IS SIMILAR TO OTHER WAS SURVEYS IN THIS CD-ROM.

FIELDWORK

Fieldwork for the 2001 Indonesia survey was done by the ‘Demographic Institute’ of the University of Indonesia (UI) in Depok, which is on the outskirts of Jakarta.  This institute is very experience in household surveys, having been closely associated with the ‘Indonesian Family Life Surveys’ (1993 and 1997).  They were slightly cheaper than the commercial market research firms in Jakarta, and WAS data for Indonesia should be comparable with data from the ‘Indonesian Family Life Surveys’.

Indonesia consists of thousands of islands, but not all are populated.  There are large ethnic and linguistic differences within and between islands;  it was impossible (given my budget) to provide a sample which is representative of Indonesia as a whole.  To save money, and in discussion with UI, it was decided to study four cities:

Jakarta

Surabaya

Bandung

Palembang

The first three of the above cities are all on the same island, Java.  It would have been cheaper to do all fieldwork on Java, but I insisted on including one city from another island (so I could assess if Java appeared to be similar to another part of Indonesia).  My impression is that the findings from these four cities is broadly similar;  although average household incomes in Jakarta, the capital of Indonesia, are noticeably higher than the other three cities.

QUESTIONNAIRE

I am grateful to various members of staff at UI (especially Wiyono Nur Hadi and Hendro Hendratno) for advice on the questionnaire – for example, they suggested improvements to the wording of the question on domestic violence (which had not been used in previous WAS surveys).

SAMPLE SELECTION  (THIS SECTION WAS WRITTEN BY HENDRO, AN EMPLOYEE OF UI)

Four cities (kotamadya) were selected as sample survey i.e., Jakarta (300 respondents), Bandung (250 respondents), Surabaya (250 respondents), and Palembang (200 respondents). 

Sampling process is done in two steps. First, in each city two sub-districts (kecamatan) were selected, and systematic random sampling was employed to select them. For example, in Surabaya there are 28 sub districts. Having applied systematic random sampling, 4 (four) sub-districts were chosen i.e., Bubutan, Gubeng, Trenggilis Mejoyo, and Wonocolo.

Systematic random sampling was also applied to select kelurahan, based on the list of kelurahan  within selected sub districts. For example, in the Bubutan sub-district there are 5 kelurahan.  By employed systematic random sampling, two kelurahan  were chosen are i.e.,  Bubutan and Jepara.

Household analysis unit is used on the survey.  The respondents of this survey are the household heads or the spouse who aged 15 years or above.  

Second, the respondents are selected from each kelurahan with the proportion between women and men, is about 30-40%. It means, the respondents consist of 30%-40% women and 60-70% men.  Three stratification of society class based on the housing characteristic were taken i.e., lower, intermediate, and upper class. To find out the information on the household characteristics, every heads of kelurahan selected were visited. The list of the location of the lower,  the intermediate, and the upper class were given by the heads of kelurahan,  as well as the name lists of the households of each class.

Based on the name list, systematic random sampling to choose the household samples were employed.  If the name list was not available in a kelurahan, there were an alternative way that was by selecting sample in the field. It meant that  the selection of the sample was done  in a certain block of housing complex. The first household selected (considered as no. 1) that located in the corner of the block will be interviewed. The second household was selected based on the interval that has been decided before, say the interval is 5, so the interviewer walked around the block and counted household no. 5, and come to the selected household and interviewed him/her.  Suppose that head of household no. 5 was not available, then the head of household no. 4 or no 6 was chosen.
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INTERVIEWING

Some pre-testing of the WAS questionnaire was carried out by UI, before the bulk of interviewing was done (minor changes to the questionnaire were made).

The fieldwork in Indonesia seems slightly more complicated than other WAS surveys, because UI had to obtain permission before interviewing:  I am not sure of the details, but I presume permission was sought from a local government official.  In an e-mail of 24th October 2001, Wiyono Nur Hadi (an employee of UI, with whom I did most of the liaison regarding planning the Indonesian WAS surveys) wrote:

“I inform you that starting 23 October 2001 we went go to the field, but the interview would be conducted in 29 October. We have plan that during 23-26 October we are processing letter of permission from the provincial government to the kelurahan (village) administration.  Field work would be 10 days and we are processing data entry after the field work completed.”
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