Luhur Bima Cecilia Marlina
Rachma Nurbani Emmy Hermanus

Rendy Diningrat Sofni Lubis

unicef@  smeru b

RESEARCH INSTITUTE

Toward Pro-poor Policy through Research




SMERU RESEARCH REPORT

Urban Child Poverty and Disparity:
The Unheard Voices of Children Living in Poverty

in Indonesia

Luhur Bima
Rachma Nurbani
Rendy Diningrat

Cecilia Marlina
Emmy Hermanus

Sofni Lubis

The SMERU Research Institute
May 2017



RESEARCH TEAM

SMERU Researchers
Luhur Bima
RachmaNurbani
Rendy Diningrat
Cecilia Marlina
Emmy Hermanus
Mirza Annisa lzati

Sofni Lubis



This work is licensed under a Creative Commons AttribtlionCommercial 4.0 International License.
SMERU's content may lmpied or distributed for noncommercial use provided that it is appropriately attributed to The SMERU

wSaSINOK LyadadAddziSe Ly GKS 0aSy0S 2F AyalAaddziazyl t iheddd y3aSYSyia
onlinecontentmayoh & 638 LJdzof AaKSRwdbditk. | f Ay (2 {a9w! Qa

The findings, views, and interpretations published in this report are those of the authors and should not be attributedofottae
agencies providing financial support to The SMERU Research Institute.

Asignificant part of the research in this publication uses interviews and focus group discussions. All relevant inforneatiotied and
stored at the SMERU office.

C2NJ FdNIKSNI AYyF2NNIGA2Y 2y { a9w! 2531986835 f(jbde), 522231930850 Lgax§ loa S  Oz2y i |
smeru@smeru.or.id (enail); or visit www.smeru.or.id.

Cover photoNovita Maizi{The SMERU Research Institute)



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This report is an output of the study conducted by tesearchteam fromThe SMERU Research
Institute with extensive support from UNICEF Indonesia. The research team is immensely indebted
to various stakeholdergor their invaluablehelp during thepreparation, data collection and
analysisof the study as well as therevisions ad finalization of this repdr We are especially
thankful for the valuable information provided by thigy governments of North Jakarta, Surakarta,

and Makassar, as well as tlkelurahan(urban villagepfficers fromthe six study locatiors. We

would like to extend our appreciation to logangovernmental organizationslGO$for providing

useful information. We also express our gratitude to the respondeotsthis studyfor their
willingness to spare their valuable time to be itwaxd in this research, particularthe children,
parentsicaregivers, and communiyased organizations (CBOANd last but not least, we would

like to thank the regional researchers for their assistance to the SMERU research team in conducting
interviewsand data collection in the field.

_ The SMERU Research Institute




ABSTRACT

Luhur Bima, Rachma Indah Nurbani, Rendy Adriyan Diningrat, Cecilia Marlina, Emmy Hermanus, and
Sofni Lubis

This research aims to gamleep understandingf K A f R NB y Q &anpav&tyas Wil Bsiheid S
everyday experienciving inapoor household imnurban areaThe analysis in this study is mainly
based onthe qualitative study conducted in skelurahan(urban villages)n three cities North
Jakarta, Makassar and Surakarta. This study emphasizes grounded participatory research principl
with children as the primary participantSuringaseries of individualred group interviews, focused
group discussionsand storytelling and drawing activities with children aged 617 years old,
children expressed how they perceive poverty, vireling, and everyday life struggle, and what
expectations they have for the problenthey encounter as well as how they adapt to and cope
with them.

The finding show that most of the children associate the lack of access to basic amenities with the
life experience of poor children. Children in urban aregperience poor public faciks, including

clean water, public toiletand playground. They also face constraints, such as cost barrier, to access
education and health services. The existence of urban poor children living in sétti@mentsis

often not identified by the existingrban development policies, which in consequencs made

these children to be excluded from attaining sufficient basic services. Furthermore, economic
limitations alsdforce children to workand this exposethem to risky environmerg While parents
struggle to make ends meet, children are often lacking in supervision and quality care which in turn
leads to many problems.

Family, particularly parents, is one bfe important factorswhich significantly affestOK A f RNBX y Q&
welko SAYy 3o t | NBobrsidleted ta)daikeNdoof var@us problems faced by children.

t F NBy(aQ Lizehidnen om lelaRingSogtier living condition and accessing public
servicessuch as education and health. Nevertheladsldren highlight the crucial role of pents

in their life; acting as the first and last reseof supportwhen children face problem#tabroader

T2yS 2F AyGSNI OGAz2yz LISSnoodlcaf Risolgifesbatli nBgative/andd K A £ R NE
positive influences othe well-being of childen. Among all layers of interaction, familyreported

to bethe most crucial aspect that influens® K A f R N&Begih@ Bheréfd®d, dny intervention and

policies aiming to address the vulnerability and improving the resilience of urban poor childiren wi

need to consider family as a unit of interventi@n the other hand, children are found to have the

ability to understand the complexity of problems they are facing every day andtheyvare
interrelated; therefore, this can be seen as an opportunitg actively engage children in the
intervention.

Keywords: child poverty, urban poverty, childé@oice
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report presents the findings from SMERU and NICEFstudy that ains to gaina deep
understanding bthe characteristics of poverty and disparities experienced by children living in poor
households in urban arsaand factorsaffecting ther experience,seen fromthe perspective of
children. The study is expected to bring input®ithe development of policies and program
required to tackle poverty and disparities experienced by children in urbarsarea

The analysis in thtudy is mainly based on qualitativesearchconducted in sikelurahan(urban
villageg in three citiesnamely North Jakarta, Makassar and Surakarta. This study emphthszes
grounded participatory research prinagplwith children as the primary parijgants so the
complexity of child poverty and its impact on we#ling @n be exploredthroughthe perspective
of children. The analysis used for this study utilizes2 y ¥ Sy cebulglcgl $aid@viorkwhich
emphasizeghe level of interaction,including the duration and type of interaction, as the most
crucial factor affecting child development. This study also employs subjectivbeaimd approach
to understand how children perceive wiiking in relation to their ligd experience in poverty.

Moreover, concep of vulnerability and resiliencere applied to identify both risk and supporting
factors influeningthe complexity of chil poverty in urbarareas Acknowledginghat children are
progressing ithe development oftheir distinctive andnore advancd cognitive ability throughout
their life cycle this study focusson the group of children aged 6 to 17 years old. Finally, the analysis
is also complementedith descriptivestatisticsdata on urban child poverty using the 2013 National
Sogoeconomic Survey (Bena$.

Agrowing urban phenomenon in Indonesia triggerecdthg lack of economic opporturigsin rural

areas has raised the population of poor children living in urban areas. Desttite better
infrastructure and wider range of services available in urban areas, there are still many children,
particularlythosewho live in illegal settlemestor who do not havea legal identity, enjoing the

least benefit offered by cities.

In 2013, aroud 1®%of urban children in Indonesiaere defined as poor. Howeveif,we double
the poverty threshold, the number risdivefold to 54% Urban children whdpelong toincome
poor families are more likely tbe deprived of dimensions of life which are imp@nt for child
development. Based on the calculation of the 2018eé®as dataurban poor children are mostly
deprivedof proper sanitation, housingovercrowding)and birth registration. Furthermore, older
children living in urbammreasare prone tothe deprivation of education and more vulnerable to
child labour.

The government hacarried out various interventions to improve the welfare of childrenthit
policy level,the central government has been mainstreaming the agenda of Eniéhdly
City/Didrict Development (KLA)which promotes the principle of nondiscriminan that
correspond to the needs and best interests of children. #he program level, various social
protection prograns have been implemented to assists poor families. The prograens witiated
not only bythe central government but also by local governmgrgarticularly to improve access
to education and health services.
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Statistics of Indonesian children:

Total population (in million): 246.98

Children population (in million): 87.04

Children poverty, national rate (%): 13.67
Children poverty 2xPPL, national rate (%): 62.08
Children living in urban (in million): 42.51
Children poverty, urban rate (%): 10.06

Children poverty 2xPPL, urban rate (%): 53.61

Poverty rate by age group (%):
0i 5 years old: 14.4

61 11 years old: 14.0

127 14 years old: 13.6

15117 years old: 11.6

Above 17 years old: 10.1

Composition of children by age group in urban areas (%):
01 5 years old: 33

61 11 years old: 34

12i 14 years old: 17

15i 17 years old: 16

Children in this studglassifiedthe children in their community into two to threevealth groups
namely wealthyaverage(sederhang and poor. According to their explanati, the characteristics

of the averageand poorgroupsare quite similar and the difference betweehe two are quite
insignificant. Moreover, the description of living in poverty given by those children can be grouped
into material and nonmateriadspects

Housing is the most common indicator used by children in this study to measurbeimil. In
general, they describe poor children to liveaihouse with poor physical features situatedaipoor
environment. Boys are more likely to highlight housitigilzutes and appliances such as house
decorations and electronic appliances, while girls underline nonmaterial aspects of housirag such
its comfortableness to refer to the condition ofthe housa and the neighbarhood in
differentiating leves$ of welfare.

Children in the study also used physical appearance to distinguish poor and wealthy children.
According to them, the physical appearance of wealthy chiligéetter than the poof. & he way
children dress up indicates thidevel ofwelfare; poor childrenare pictured to wear indecent and
worn out clothes. Furthermore, poor childremne also described to have darker skin color, skinny
figure, and shabby outlook. Boys are more likely to talk more about body features (skin color, hair
style) n describing poor children, while older girls tend to highlight additional attribuit
appearance such as accessories/jeywe@hornand fashion.

The possession of money is also perceived to be another factor to determine ¢éweklfare.
Many childrenin the study, particularly older children, relate the desire to have more money to the
idea of getting work. Children an older age are more affected by financial constrajnn

vii ]




particularin the aspect of social relationshigincefinancial constraird may limit ther ahbility to
play with friends.

Regardinghe nonmaterial aspect measurements used by children to idettiypoor and wealtly
groups, children associated the occupationtloé wealthy group with whitecollar jobs such as
employeeand entrepreneur, while poor people are either jobless or doiffgrmal jobs such as
collecting garbage and secondhand itermsgd becoming @arkingattendantor abeggar.

Social relation is another important nonmaterial indicator of poverty highligbtedhildren in this
dlddzRe @ / KA f R NEhéattudiRaBdibOndiat dif po@r ¢hildref are mixed across the

study areas. In Jakarta and Makassar, poor children are described in a more negative way such as

beinglazy, delinquent, andnmotivatedin study, while in Surakarta, poor children are depicted to
be more positive.

The relationship between poor children and their parents are often described to be miserable due
to lack of both quantity and quality time between them. Girls tend to talk mabeut the

relationship with parents and other family members, compared to boys. Nevertheless, most of
them agree that parents should allocate more time and attention to their children. The role of

LI NByida A& AYLERNIIFYyG T2 NJItheKhHildreR WB yePaited KolbeXad v S & &

belong toa dysfunctional family (divorced parents, separafieoim their parents). Regarding the
relationship between children and their peers, wealthy children are depicted to be more exclusive,
while poor children a& more open and frien@r. Nevertheless, poor children are reported to have
negativeexperiencs such aseingbullied, shunnedand verbally harassed.

Poverty is perceived to affect botthe material and nonmaterial aspectsf KA f RNBy Qa
Nevertheless, the way children describe their experience is different across gender and age group
Children ata younger age tend to focus on material aspects, while older children have more
exposure to saal environment and start to recognize social status. The study aldsthat girls

spend more time at home since thayeresponsilte for domestic tasks, while boys are more likely

to spend their time outsidéhe hometo hang out with friends or work (older children). This pattern
explains why boys talk more about the ownershimg€hicle thatcansupport their mobility, while
girlsare more oriened toasses® / KA f RNBy Qa ©@ASg 2y SRdzONdiA2Y
that boys should be prioritizeid the familyin gettingeducation since they will be the breadwinner

for their family in the future. Meanwhile, girls belietteat the family should prioritize them since

girls are perceived to be more diligent in schodkvertheless, all children, regardlesistheir
gender, recognized the importance of education.

Children tend not to use the termpoore when identifying their own wealth level. They prefer to
use other word such astaverageé, which in Indonesian conteé is only slightly different from
opoor€. The fact that children avoid the undesirable image attached tayloere label tells us that

the use of(i K $ooréilabel in social protection and assistance programs may bring undesirable
influence on children. &thermore, although children are aware that their conditi@close to
poverty, most of then rate their subjective welbeing at 50% and above. They perceive family and
friends equally important as thiesource of happiness.

Social relationship and emenment are perceived by most childrém the studyto be important

aspects that influence welieing. Relationship between parentspoor familiesand their children
are negatively affected not only by financial issues but #iledack of knowledge onehling with

B - svcRUReseachnstiwe
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children. Parents in poor fariésare not able to allocate sufficient time to haaeroper interaction

with their children since they are forced to work londerursoutside home to earn money. Living

in a poor neighbarhood also means that children are prone to negative social and environment
influencessuch as unsafe neighbrhood.

The possession of vehicle and mobile phone among poor families is also an interesting issue which
reflects the change in priorities amopgor families. Private transportatioimas nowbecome one

of the primary needs of poor families since they tend to have limited access to public
transportation. An increasing neefr communication tools among poor families makes the
ownership of mobile phoe among poor children, particulartiose inthe older group, become

quite common nowadays.

CHYAf@Z LI NIGAOdzZ F NI & LI NByidasz A aaskgyfficahtYggcND |y (
on the weltbeing of cHdren. Economic limitations faced by poor families force parents to spend
more time outside home to earn money for the familthis condition hinders parentfrom

providing quality cae. Asa consequence, some problems withilne family occur for example,

conflicts and misunderstandings in the relationship between parents and their children due to lack

of interaction and communication. Furthermore, financial issues also cause fagitpers to live
separatly because some poor parents must workainother city and leave the children withn

extended famy member Living in an incomplete family is one factor that triggers sadness and
disappointment among children.

Living in poverty miges children morevulnerableto experiening violencecommitted bypeople
around them such asdultsin the neighbairhood andthe parents,more often thefather. This is
found to bea common practice among families in this study. Children usealherienceviolence
committed byparents or older siblingehenthey behave badly or fail to do the tasks from their
parents or older siblings. Furthermore, boys are reported to experience more g@&leanging

from verbal to physical abusethan girls. Violence among peers, both boys and girls, was also
reported inthis study. The violence occurs due to various reasons, ranging from showing off their
physical strength to misunderstandings among children.

Negative influence from peers is also quite common among boys and girls. Stradofsin this
study, in particularthe older ones admitted that theyhad developed bad hab# such as drinking
alcohol and smokingdue to peer influence. Children in #fle study locatiors, in particular the
older girls, also highlighted the issue of being prone to piatidn because of their working
environment or peer influence.

Case®f childrendeciding towork werealso reported in this study. Most of the reasansntioned
by the children on this issue are related to family economic limitation. Children work doeyn
because they want to have more pocket money or to help their parentadset daily needs. The
types ofjobsdone by children ar@isuallylow-skill jobs and vardepending orthe characteristics
of the living environment; for example, working &fish market, or peeling shrimps and clams for
childrenliving incoastal area. Working children are prone to risky working environnge@hildren
who work inthe frozen food industry are exposed ttangerchemicalssuch aschlorine.On the
other hand girlswho work as waitresssat cags are highly prone to sexual exploitation.

Althoughthe infrastructure in urban aresis relatively good, access to education was reported as
one of theproblemsfaced by children from poor families. Children must deal witaricial barriers

X ]

~
P

C



such as transportation casthat hinder thar goingto school. In some cases, these financial barriers
causechildrento give up their school for work. School environment and peer influence are other
FILOU2NRE GKI G | Fi‘gnGclyd to €ckoblf Dbl G thattide lgdvenrmentas
already providd various forms of support to improve education services, particularly public
schools, children from poor families are less likely to enjoy the benefits. Children from poaegamil
are more likely to attain low graduation score that prev&titem from enrolling in public schools.
Unfortunately, there are only limited number of private schools receiving limited government
assistance. Furthermore, children reported that the alemf support and role model from
parents or other family members also demotivatbem.

The level of access to health sergaeong poor childreis perceivel by the children in this study

to be lowwhen in fact they argrealy exposdto safety and halth risks. Selinedication practices

and seeking traditional treatment beme the solutions for them. Comparedo children in Jakarta

and Makassar, children in Surakarta are reported to hebetter access to health servigethey

only need toshowtheir identity cardto enjoy these servicesChildren also reportethe lack of
nutrition as one of the causes of health problems. They often eat less than three times a day.
Moreover, the qualityt in particularthe hygiena of food consumed by children @&lsolow; it is
soldinmany foodstallki y OKAf RNBY.Qa adz2NNRdzy RAy &

Most children in this study compladd about the poor public facilities, including thackof clean
water, public toilet and playground. Poor families often live in slum argdth poor housing
conditions. Asa consequence, poor children are prone to disasters and social problems.
Furthermore, childremdo nothave safe playgrounds play inbecause many dheseplaces hae

been converted to other functions such as parking lot and etptice.

Risk Factors

As previously discussed, family playsA YLI2 NI I yi NRt S Adiildrénférk 6tRNB y Q &
depencant2 y G KSANJ OF NEBIAGSNEZI Ay LI NOAOdz I NJ LI NBy il 3
2F QOFNAR2dza LINRPOf SYa T OSR achildrékirbrh éhjeyingh Better | NSy (0 &
living condition and accessing public servisegh as education ahhealth. Children who grow up

in a poor living condition, such as slum area, are exposed to various social problems and risks
associated with low quality of life. Moreover, they aften quite difficult to be reached by basic

services.

Children alstvecome vulnerable when they do not receive quality cdiree lack of quality care that
they receive occurs becaugamily functionis diminishing due to family disharmongndviolence

2 NJ LI NBy (i aa3 well Sisdhdiiack bf2tigie, energyand knowedge. This condition
encourages children to seek happiness outside the home dhid may causé¢hem to fall into
various problems. The extent of vulneralyiliexperienced by children due the lack of attention
and affectionfrom their parents isnfluenced by the age and gender of the childré¢en lacking
parentlove and supervisigrboys seem to be more vulnerable than girls because they have
broader scope of interaction. Furthermore, children ah older age are more pron& various
problems. Family disharmony and separation could create problems related to emotional well
being such aschildre Boredomand unpleasant feeling to be at home. Moreover, poor parents
often experience stress due to financial constraimtBich can lead to vience in the family.

B - svcRURescarchinstiwe i



Children also face risks outsidee family zone suchas pressure from peers and adulh the
neighbaiNK2 2 R® t SSNBE KI @S aA3ayATFAOIYy(d AyTt d®yOS
which vary according to existing logarms, ageand gender. Furthermore, there is a tendency
nowadaysthat touching private or genital body parhasbecome anew commonthing among
childrenacrosddifferent age and sex groups in different locations.

Working children are exposed to variousinerabilities associated with safety problems and
impacson O K A f ReédBhyFQrthermore, they are more likely to lose the opportunity to attend
school and to play witttheir peers. Children who work may also experience loweastem and
inferiority when they meetheir friends who have better life. Types of work done by children vary
depending orthe location, ageand gender othe children. Working children face safety sk
accordance withlthe type of the job and theresponsibilitieghat the children are burdened with
Moreover, safety riskcan alsaccomefrom other peoplewho are doinghe same job, either adugt

or children.

In a broader zone of interaction, risk factors can also come from unfriendlyipshnd society.
Children, particularlyhosefrom poor families, experience various risk factors associated tivith
lack of basic services and exclusiBxisting urban development policies whidhb not considerthe
existence of children in city space vemgll haveforced urban poor childrento live in illegal
settlements, excludng them from attaining sufficient basic services. Furthermore, the lack of
playground makes children to play in unsafe and inappropriate places which are harmful to them.
For example, children who live ithe riverbank and coastal areas are pronethe risk of drowring

in the river or the seavhile playing with friends. The lack of playgrosatso makes children spend
their time at internet café and ganing centres. This has beemorryingthe parents because their
childrenhavebecome addicted to gaimg and playing theinternet.

Coping with the Hardship in Everyday Life

Even though children, particulariiose from poor families, experience many risk factors that put
them inamore vulnerable condition, they still have positive aspects in their life which can support
them to cope with their difficulties. Positive agtion isthe first alternative for many children. The
ways children take to overcome their problerage consideredjuite simple. For instance, they
would goto school by another path in order to avoid a fight with their senior Wwhe challenged
them to afight the previousday. Children in this study mentioned that closeness with parents and
Godisan importantsource ofsupportthat givesthem strength.

Children perceive that parents are the first and last resoftsupportin their life, whichare very
meaningful and important, especially at tisihen theyreally needthem. Support from parents
motivates children to do their best in their life. Furthermore, parents can provide supervision and
control whichcan prevent their children from doing negative things and protect them fribwir
LISSNBQ o0F R Ay T fthuzfedrdBdomg nurelimpordnt whedhilren suffer from
deprivationof relationship withthe family due to various reasons. Children can support each other
when one of them encountergfamily problem or is in conflict with children from other graup

There are also some people in childfea Y SrhaBKwih@ givethem attention by providing a

place forthe children to actualize and develop themselves so that they can spend their time and
energy on positive activities. For instance, a woman in Surakarta founded a traditional dancing
studiowhere children can join the lesssat a very low price. By joining the less®rchildren not

only get skik but also opportunitesto participate in external events around the city.

xi ]
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Children's interactions with the surrounding environment are like two sides of a coin. On the one
hand, they can be a source of strength for them to face itée, but on the other handhey can

also be a source of vulnerability that affects ithwelfare. Family is the most important source of
support for children. Nevertheless, it can be the main drivethef childrento fall into negative
things such asdelinquencieswhen is not functioning properlyReduced family functioiis the
reasonchildrento seek escape into the environment outside the famityichmay caus¢hem to

be involved in various forms of delinquency

Outside the family, children interact witimeir peers and otheiparties fromexternal layerghat

could significantly influence dbdren, bothin positive and negative ways. Children from poor
familiesare more exposed to theisksof interactions which can bée source of vulnerability.
Among althe layers of interaction, family is the most crucial aspect that influez& A f RNB y Qa
being. Therefore, any interventiomand policies aiming to address the vulnerability and improv

the resilience of urban poor children will need to consider family as aofimtervention.
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BACKGROUND

1.1.1 Urban Child Poverty in Indonesia

Likein manyother countries in the worldchildren in Indonesiare one of the most vulnerable
groupsin the population to live in povertyA Coalition of Partners Working to End Child Poverty,
2015. Despite the efforiof the Government of Indonesia (Gol) to reduce povedtiyough the
delivery of many assistance programs targeted to children in poor families, the child poverty data
shows that there ignly aninsignificant declinén child poverty rate in the country. In 2012, based

on monetary indicators alone, there wet@.2 million children reported to live in poor househqlds
this represents 14.4% of all the children in the countryor 11.98%of the total population (World

Bank, 2012). Sincehildren constitute 3%% of the total population 8P% 2010), child poverty
becomes one of the most pressing issues in the country that needs to be tackled.

If the image of children living in poverty decades agsassociated with thi livesin rural area,

the emerging facts showhat it is increasingly an urban phenomenon.lidonesia, urban child
poverty is increasinglsecognized to be a growing probletimat has been largely attributed to the
rapid urbanization in the countryBlrger, Glickand PerezArce 2012). Triggeredy limited
economic opportuniesin rural villages, there have been great waves of migration to big cities in
Indonesia in recent decades. In 2040,8%of the population in the country livein big cities and

the figureis predicted to reach@b6by 2025 (BPS, 201 Along with thigapid urbanization, there

is an increasing number of poor househ®ldith childrenliving in urban area As illustrated in
Figure 1 while the number of children in urban aeduring 201@2013 increased from 36 illion

to 42.5 million, theurban childpoverty rates vere decreasing in a slower rate thaime rural ones
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Figure 1. Children population and poverty rate by location, 20107 2013

1Statistics Indoasia.
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Assumed teenjoy better infrastructure anda wider range of services and opportunitieildren

living in cities are often considered to be better off than rural children in terms of access to basic
services, such as housing, educatiand health services. In fact, this is not a guarantedthere

are many children living in urban asexperiencethe lack of access to basic necessities (UNICEF,
2012). Children from podamilieswho live in illegal settlemestor those who do not havalegal
identity enjoy the least benefit offered by cities, as stated by UN(2HF):

Schooling, likenost other basic services, tends to be more readily available to urban children than
their rural counterparts. But school remains either inaccessible or unaffordable for many poor urban
children. Moreover, the general quality of schools in poor urban aoasmsbe extremely low, and
this constitutes yet another disincentive for parents and children. Especially in illegal settlements,
governments may overlook their obligation to provide education or, indeed, any other service.

Furthermore, various studies \xss the worlchave shown thatpoor childrenin urban areas face a
high risk of health problems, malnutrition, and even death due to poor sanitation and lack of clean
water (Montgomery, 2009). In IndonestAge 2013National Socieconomic SurveySusenag013)

data has shown that poor children in urban areare more likely to be deprivedf the access to
basic amenities compared tbe nonpoor childrenThey are reported to live in overcrowded home
with poor sanitatiorandhave no access to electricignd safe drinking watecélculated by SMERU
based orthe 2013Susenas Along with the growth of sludareas in Indonesia cities 23%o0f the

areas of citiesin the countryare slums andre predicted to be growing due to rapid urbanizatjon
there will be a growing number of poor children livingheseslumareas.

1.1.2 Living Condition of Urban Poor Children in Indonesia3

In 2013, the population in Indonesia was about 247 million peagb®ut 336 of which were
children (see Table 1). The total number of children in Indonesia was 87.04 million and there were
about 42.51 million childretivingin urban area. Based on monetary measurement, abouf/ddf
children in Indonesia lived below the national poverty threlsl. Howeverpncethe poverty rate

is doubled the child poverty rate risealmost foufold to 62% Furthermore, the poverty rate of
children in urban areswas slightly lower than its national level. The poverty rate of urban children
was around 184 it means that about 4.2 million urban children lived in poor households.

Table 1. Statistics of Indonesian children

Total population (in million) 246.98
Children population (in million) 87.04
Children poverty, national rate (%) 13.67
Children poverty (2xPPL), national rate (%) 62.08
Children living in urban areas (in million) 42.51
Children poverty, urban rate (%) 10.06
Children poverty (2xPPL), urban rate (%) 53.61

By dsaggregahg poverty ratesby age we can also sethem across age groups. As illustrated in
Figure 2 the poverty rates are higher amortige younger childrenabout 14% of children aged

2Slums are learacterized as places lacking in durability and security of tenure, personal space, access to saéndater
improved sanitation (UNHABITAT, 2003)

SThissub-section is based on SMERU estimations using 2013 Susenas data
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below eleven years old are categorized as pddre comparison between age graghows that
the percentage of children living in poverty deckras the children get older. Overall, the child
poverty rate is higher than the national poverty rate.
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Figure 2. Poverty rate by age group and the national poverty rate, 2013

As shown in Figure 3 iurban ares, around a third of childrerare aged below six years old.
Children aged 6 to 11 years old also have a similar $bahat of the youngest age group. The rest
of the population is shared almost equally the adolescent group (children agj@2¢14 yearsold
and 15,17 yearld).

m 0-5 years

m 5-11 years

m 12-14 years
15-17 years

Figure 3. Composition of children in urban areas by age group, 2013

One of the main problems experienced by urban poor children is the poor condition of places where
they live. The quality dfousingin general can be measured by several indicators sutheasitio

of house size to household members, type of house flaod electricity connection. Figure 4
illustrates thehousingdeprivation rate faced by the whole urban children population. Children are
categorized by their poverty status in order to see the situation faced by poor children compared
to that of nonpoor children. As we can see, there 20% of the nonpoor childrerwho live in an
overcrowded housgthey live in a house that has the average sizemaller than 8 riper person.

The proportion, however, is found to be higher among poor chiidthe deprivation rateés about

43% or, in other words,there are one out of two poor children in urban aseaho live inan
overcrowded house.
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Still in kgure4, we can also see that theeee about9%of the poor childrerwho live in house with
anearth floor. Although this deprivation rate is relatively small, it is more than three times as large
as the rate othe nonpoor children. Furthermore, abod®sof the poor children who live in cities

still do not haveaccesgo electricity connection.
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Figure 4. Children in urban areas deprived of housing by poverty status, 2013

The deprivatiormeasuredor children that relate to househoitével standards and amenities also
take into account the quality of sanitation and access to clean drinking watémegsareamong
the main problems experienced by urban poor children. Figure 5 shows that mora trelhofthe
poor children in urban aresdo not have access to proper toilet. Meanwhile, only one out of five
urban nonpoor children suffefrom the same condition. It is found that most nonpoor children in
urban area already enjoy safe drinking wate®@n the contrary about 10%of the poor children
havea poor accesdgo safe drinking water due tthe limitations they experience.
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Figure 5. Urban children deprived of proper sanitation and drinking water by
poverty status, 2013
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Education is another aspeof which both poor and nonpoor children in urban aseae found to
be deprived, as showby the schoolenrolimentratesof these groups of children. Poor childgen
however, are found to be more likely face barriers to accessgit compared to nonpoochildren
FromHgure 6, we can sedhat the educationdeprivation rate of poor children is higher thémat
of the nonpoor children. There is about%®f urban poor childrernwho arenot enrolled in school
compared tothe only 6%of nonpoor children who are not registered at school. If we divfde
urban children population by age group, we can see that the higheéstationdeprivation rate
belongs to the population of children aged between 15 and 17 yedr€ointrarily only aboutl%
of children aged betweefiand 11 years olddo not attend school.
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Figure 6. Urban children deprived of education by poverty status and age group,
2013

The higheducationdeprivation rateof the older adolescent group, especiaiynongthe poor
children might be related to the issue @forking childrensince it is quite common to find older
children (aged 1&17) fromthe poor groupwho do some work to earn money and help their
parents. As seeim Figure 7, about one out of ten urban children aged between 15 and 17 years old
is reported to be working. This number is relatively much higtem the number of working
children from the younger group, where only aba2fb of them are reported to be wiking.
Comparedto the nonpoor children, the proportion of poor children engaged in child laide
slightly higheralthough the deprivation rates for both groups are relatively small.
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Figure 7. Urban children engaged in child labour by poverty status and age group,
2013
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Ancather dimension found to be deprived amongban children is the access to medical sergice
The proportion of poor children experieing a lack of access to medical sengae slightly higher

than that of the nonpoorchildren about3%of the poor children and2%of the nonpoor children

who live in citieslo not receive any medical treatment when they suffer from various ilinesses (see
Figure 8). Even though the numbers are relatively small, it is important to note that both groups of
children experience lack of access to medical sensc&hismight reflectthe fact that medical
treatments and services in urbaareasare inaccessible for children in generdle it poor or
nonpoor children

One of the main factors that coulalso explain why health and educaticare inaccessible for
children livingin urbanareas especially poochildren is the fact that there are relatively high
number ofpoor childrenwho do not havea birth certificate. Figure 8 indicates that &/f the

urban poor children @ not havea birth certificate. Since government assistaqm®grams and
subsidized public services targeting poor children are implemented based on the administrative
database collected by the government, birth certificate becomes the main requirement foigamil

to access these government assistance. Therefarany poor children remainneligible for
government progranbenefits even though they neethem.
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Figure 8. Urban children deprived of medical services and birth certificate by
poverty status, 2013

1.1.3 Efforts to Improve the Well-Being of Urban Poor Children in Indonesia

In the last decade, attention on child poverty has been increasing and various government
interventions have been implemented in order to improve the welfare of children, in particular
those who live in poofamilies. This section discessefforts from the government in two
approaches(i) urban development agenda ani@) Gocial protection program.

Urban Development Agenda

Since 2011the central government has been mainstreaming the agenda of Chiaddly City/

District Development (KLA) to all regions in Indonesia. KLA is known as a commitment to develop a
OAdGe o0lFl&aSR 2y OKAfRNBYyQa NRARIK(Ga a2 GKFIG-FEf LRf
being of children. In general, this concept protes the principles of nondiscrimiriah which
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correspond to the best interests of children, covering the sgbtive, grow, develop, be protected,
and participate. As manifestation ofthe commitment, the government has developkthe KLA
indicators whichare shown infable2.

Table 2. The Child-Friendly City (KLA) Indicators

No Variable Indicators

1 Institutional aThe existence of | egislation and p:¢
Strengthening b, The percentage of the budget for the fulfillment of children's rights,
including the budget for institutional strengthening;
c. The number of legislation, policies, programs, and activities that receive
input from child's forumsand ot her chsil drends gr

d. The availability of trained human resources (HR) who are capable of
i mpl e ment i nrghtsirioipblicies,@nodgiasns, and activities;

e.The availability of childrends dat:
district;
f. The involvement of publici nsti tuti ons in the ful
g.The involvement of the business col
rights.
2 The Clusters of Childrends Right
2a. The rights to a. The percentage of children registered and having a birth certificate
civil services

b. The availability of child-friendly information facilities
c.The number of <chil drchddsfosumgin adtiesp s .
districts/kecamatan (subdistricts), and kelurahan (urban villages)

and freedom

2b.  Family and a. The percentage of first marriages under the age of 18 years old

SHEMIE RS G272 b. The availability of consultancy organizations on parenting and child

care for parents/families
c. The availability of social welfare organizations for children
2c.  Basic health a. Infant mortality rate
and welfare b. The prevalence of malnutrition in children under five

c. The percentage of exclusive mother's milk (ASI)

d. The number of ASI corners

e. The percentage of fully immunized children

f. The number of institutions providing reproductive health and mental
services

g. The number of children from poor families who gain access to
welfare improvement services

h. The percentage of households with access to clean water

i. The availability of nonsmoking areas

2d. Education, a. Early childhood education enrolment
leisure time, b. The percentage of children participating in 12-year compulsory
and cultural education
activities c. The percentage of child-friendly schools
d. The number of schools that have programs, facilities, and
infrastructureforc hi | dr ends mobilization t

e. The availability of facilities for creative activities and child-friendly
recreation outside the school which is accessible to all children

2e. Special a. The percentage of children who require special protection and

protection receive services

b. The percentage of cases of children in conflict with the law (ABH)
that have been solved by the approach of restorative justice
c. The availability of a disaster management mechanism that takes into
account the interests of children
d. The percentage of children who are exempted from the worst forms
of child labour

Source: Regulation of the State Minister for Womend Empowerment and Child Protection of the Republic of Indonesia No.
12/2011 on the Indicators of a Child-Friendly City/District.
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In the implementation of KLAdistrict governments should form a task force which consists of
various stakeholders such gsvernment agencies, NGOs, CSOs, pareants children. This task
force is responsible for coordinating policies, prograamsl activities related to the development
promotion, andmonitoring and evaluation dLA In order to be a city that is friendlgrf children,
there are five conditionghat should be metthe fulfillments of child rightsprovision ofservices
that support child growthand (iii) supportfor child participation in the family(jv) the community

and (v) society. This policy habe potential to be an entrance for strengthenirtge effort in
improvingthe well-beingof childrenliving in urbarmareas especially the poor orse

Social Protection Program

The Indonesian government heecentlyinitiated a number of targeted povertgduction programs

to assist poor families and some of them are particularlyegirat children in these families. Along

with the emergence of initiatives dlhe national level, decentralization all®local governmergin

the country to provide additionahssistance for the poor, in particular children, in order to make
public services more available to the marginalized group. These schemes are well known as part of
the social protection programs initiated and implementedthg government and predominantly
aiming to improve access to education and health services, as summarizduas.

Table 3. Social Protection Programs in Indonesia

Social Protection Program Target Level

Household Individual Health Education

National Programs

School Operational Assistance (BOS) X X
Cash Transfers for Poor Students (BSM) X X
Household Conditional Cash Transfer (PKH) X X
Universal Health Care Scheme (JKN) X X

Subsidized Rice for Low-Income
Communities (Raskin) X

Temporary Direct Cash Transfer (BLSM) X

Local Programs

Jakarta Smart Card (KJP) X X
Jakarta Health Card (KJS) X X
Surakarta Health Insurance (PMKS) X X
Surakarta Education Subsidy (BPMKS) X X




In the education sector, theentralgovernment has implementeBOSsince 2005. This program
coversthe school operational cosbf all public schools and some private schodlsismearsthat
students, regardless his or her wealth status, do not need talpajuition fee. Furthermore, poor
students can receive additional support throug8M The amount othe cash transfereceived by
each poor student varies from Rp4800 to RpJ000,000 per year and can be used to cover
educational expenses which cannot beainced byBOS In 2014, the recipients of this program
were about 11.1 millioschoothildren.

The government also creatatie Household @nditional Cash Transfer called PKHn 2007. The

program targets very poor households and is conditional on a rangeJd® I NJ Y NI OA LJIA ¢
behaviours including school attendance and immunization. The program recipients raceisk

transfer between Rp95000 and RpF00,000 per householger year. Moreover, the recipients

can also access health senget community health centrepiskesmaj village maternity centres

(polindey, integrated health service postpdsyandy, and other public health service providers

Narrow targeting, lowalue, conditionalitiesand complex administration, however, lead to the

exclusion of large numbers of poor children from gregram

The new national health system has been implemented nationvwBitece 2014and it aims to

provide universal healtlcare coverage to all Indonesian citizens. The government allocatesfund

from the nationalbudget to financehe recipients of pemiumassistanc€PBI) which are thepoor

FYR ySENIe@ LR2N LIS2L) S ¢KNRdAAK (KAa laaraidl yC
providers increases antis canimprove their welbeing.

Some social assistance programs were also designed by the central goverimokertingRaskn

and BLSMin order to help poor households fulfill their basic needs. Both programs target poor

and nearly poor households anservesto prevent these household®a ¢St FfromB  S@S
worsening. By receivindgoth forms of assistangéhe recipienthouseholds are expected to have

more financial flexibility in covering the expenses of education and health of their children.

At the local level, Jakarta and Surakédntaveprovided examples of social protection schemes for
children and their familiegn particular in thefields of education and healthinitiated in 2012 by

the ProvincialGovernmentof Jakartathe KIJRprogram aims to provide support to poor students in
the Provinceof Jakarta to access education upthe senior high school level. Children who are
eligiblefor this program are those who are registered at any school in Jakarta and come from poor
families. The program provides financial assistance which sedercatioral basic needssuch as
uniform, transpatation fee, food and extracurricular fee. The amount of money provided by this
program varies from Rp1Q@00 to Rp29MO0 per month per student anil cannot be converted

into cash.

In the health sectorthe KJSprogramwas designed to provide health insurance for citizens of
Jakarta Province who hawgdocal ID card or family card aage not covered yet by other insurance
systems. Althougtkt was designed to provide health servider all citizens of Jakarta Provintiee

LINE 3 Nfbctysdsaon the improvement of poor peofleaccess to health serviseThe KJS
carcholderscan access health services at any public health service providers and some private
health service providers Jakartahat accept KJS.

The Government of Kota (City of)Surakarta also implements similar assistance programs by
providing BPMKSand PMKS targeting the poor in Surakarta. All studentskinta Surakarta are
eligiblefor the BPMK®ducation subsidy if they hawelocal family card andre registered atany
school in Surakarta. In 2015, the program provided subsidy for abc@@®8tudentsSimilaty, the

local government provides health insurance program covag all citizens in Surakarta. Both
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schemeswvere designed to be accessible falt peoplewho are registered as citizef Surakarta.
Moreover, they aim to provide more benefitfor those categorized as the poor; familidsat
registered under gold and platinum membership are entitled to higher proportion of subsidy when
they accesshe education and health services.

bSOSNIKSE Saas @GFNA2dza a0G§dzRASAa R20dzYSy idnese a SISNI |

programs. As d@issedpreviously administrative barriers one of the main factors that prevent

poor children from accessing the programs. Many poor children do not aauth certificate or
GKSANI FFEYAf@ Aa y20 2FFAOAL f f & . SBaAisdat®ddBER Ay
used to determinghe list of progranrecipients the unregistered children are administratively not
eligiblefor the assistance programs even though they are poor.

1.1.4 Measuring Child Poverty to Improve Child Well-Being: a Shift to Child-
Centered Study in Understanding Child Well-Being

Poverty has been proven to affect the wb#ing of childrenand can potentially threaten their
future. Various studies in many countries have shown that poverty affects chiddiatcome in

many fundamental aspects, including health, education, cognitive and psychosocial development,
and emotional wetbeing Hardgrove efal.,2011;Treanor,2012). Bforts have been undertaketo
measure povertyn orderto understand itsseverityand complexity,as well aow it affects the

life of poor children That wayinterventions carbe develogedto improveOK A f RINB Yy Q a

Globally, attempts to measure poverty have been focused on objective measurement, ighich
emphasized on monetary aspect. Recognizing the importance of multidimensional poverty,
attempts to include other nonmonetary aspects, suclhealth, education, participation, and social
relationship in poverty measurement are emerging to develop more cehgnsive undetanding

on the issue (Chandalia, Saxena, and R2015 White, Leavy, and Master2003. Besides the
inclusion of multidimensional aspects, a shift from aeidhteredto child-centered approach is

one of the groundbreaking movements proliferating in recent decades to respond the need of
understanding the complexity of child poverty and its impact on “welhg. In the past, the
measurement of child webeing heavilyelied onthe perspective of adults as expsrresearches,

and parensorcaresg K2 NBLINBaSyid OKAf RNByQa @2A0Sad ¢KA
proven to be inaccurattt NS LINS A Sy 1 A y 3 OKA f Riduergv@aledtthatiHeie &d (G A 2 v
discrepancies between adults and children in considering which aspeeimportant for their
well-being ChandaliaS., Saxend)., and Rani, R., 20115

a
a

Thus, sbjectivewell-beinghasincreasinglybeenused in recent measurements of wéking, in
particular for childrenArieh, 20®). Defined asiseltS @I f dzF (G A 2 y lifg, Bas@ich¥dh2z y S Q &
cognitive (life satisfaction) and affective (moods and emotions) assessif&nghandLal, 2012),
assessmentf OK A f RNB Yy Qa -bainigasgr&ictibraakity ansl 8ripbwschildren. Relying

0]

2y K2g OKAf RNBY LISNOSAOS GKSANI 26y SELISNASyOSa:x

their opinion by positioninghemselvesas an actor rather thaa passive receiver in determining
what is important for their owrife (ChandaliaS., Saxend)., and Rani, R., 2015).

As in many developing countries, there is an emerging attempt to measure multidimensional
poverty in Indonesia and its relation to the livbeing of children. The measuremehbwever, is
often limited to certain nonmonetary aspects, such as health and education. Moreover, in
measuring the impact of poverty on child wb#ing, objective and standardized indicators
(household income, expeas, outcome in schooling, child mortality, health statushich are
determined by adultsremain to be widelysed (Chandalia, Saxena, and R2015;White, Leavy,

and Masters2003. Assumed to havabetter access to improved infrastructure and basic services,
urban poor children are often overlooked, compared to their rural counterpdrissleads to
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paucity in data related to urban child poverty in the countrg there is little knowledge on the
trends, patterns, characteristics, and dymas of poverty among the urban poor in general in
IndonesiaBurger, Glickand PerezArce 2012).Therefore, SMERU atdNICEEonducted a study
aiming togainmore understandin@boutthe perspective of childrenn their experience living in
poverty and disparity.

The study is expected to gain more understanding on how children see their lived experience of
being poor and deprived in urban asgay addressinghe research questions below:

a) In what formsis poverty experienced by children from poor familiesw do children adapt
and survive and what do they need to adapt and survive, according to their own
perspectives?

b) What factors affecting poverty and disparigye experienced by children in urban asea
(including external support provided llye family and government®

The objectives of the study include:

a) To understand the characteristics of poverty and disparities experienced by children living in
poor households in urban arsa

b) To provide input on policies and programequired to tackle poverty and disparities
experienced by children in urban asea

This study is a followp to a previous studyby SMERU and UNICHRt looked at urban child
poverty in Indonesia. After gaining a general picture of urban child povertytireprevious study,
this study is expected to providamore comprehensive picture of urban child poverty in Indonesia,
both in terms ofits depth and compleixy, from the perspectiveof children
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. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

This study was conducted using qualitative approach with a-sesnal study design. Considering
the nature of children athe primary participants in thistudy, we utilize many methods of data
gathering whichwould enable researchers to develop rappavith the children making surehat
they wouldfeel comfortable to express their thoughts and aspirasiomthis study.

Aiming tocomprehendhow childrenunderstand and perceive their experienc#iving in poverty,
the study uses qualitative approachwhich is suitable since it underlines the importance of
subjective interpretations and meaningsf personal experience to understantehaviors
(Liamputtong,201Q p.3-26). Moreover, conducting qualitative approach also bersdtfiis study
sincethe approachenablesthe utilization of more flexiblenethodsto gather more information on
the complexity of urbarpoverty experienced by childreo datethere has beenlittle research
conduwcted into the issug(Liamputtong, 2010p.3-26).

2.1.1 Study Locations

This study was conducted in three citfesm three differentprovincesin Indonesia. There are six
kelurahanchosen to behe study locatios, including Kelurahan Sangkrah ateluraharKemlayan
in Surakarta (Central Jafeovincg, Kelurahan Pademangan Barat atelurahanPenjaringan in
North Jakarta (Jakarta Province), and Kelurahan B&Bayaya Utara andelurahanTallo in
Makassar (Southuawesi Province). Thesearchteam conductedobservations through transect
walks and interviewed key informants to determine the pooregighbairhood units (RT) in the
selectedkelurahanandthe groups of children that need to be included in this study.

Thethree citieswere selected to be study locations becau$ehey have shown aommitmentto
the ChildFriendly CitfKLAprogram (i) SMERU has conductadtudy on poverty in these cities
previously and(iii) there is anexpecation that conducting this studjn the citieswill enable the
researchteam to expandhe data and information fronthe previous study.

2.1.2 Sampling
a) Sampling Frame

Sample is defined as individuakpresenting the population of interest, who have the ability and
willingness to provide the desired information (Stewart, ShamdasawiRook, 2007). According
to this definition,the sample in this studgre children liing in poor urban areawithin sixstudy
kelurahanand coning from a poor family backgroundlhe term aildrenis definedasindividuals
aged 0 to ¥ years old.

In this study there are three groups of children based on their age when the study was being
conducted:

(1) The youngesgroup, comprisingchildren aged 6 to 11 years old

Considering the capability of children to follow the research process6 igedetermined
to be the minimum age for child participants in this study.

4RT is the smallest unit of local administration consisting of a number of households.
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(2) The middle groupcomprisingchildren aged 12 to 14ears old
(3) The oldest groupcomprisingchildren aged 15 to 17 years old

The maximum age is determined to be 17 years old since in Indonesian coamext
individual entering 18 years oldlegally and culturally treated as an adult

b) Sampling Method

Samplerecruitment in this study was conductedby utilizing a combination of purposive and
snowball sampling methods, emphasizithe children participatory mechanism. This is to ensure
that children are included in the process of sample recruitment. Assuthaighildren are familiar

with their neighbaurhood, this mechanism allows theesearchteam to gain more information
regarding the most eligible participants. Purposive sampling method is utilizedtsstidyaims

to gather information from children who have the experience of living in poverty. Parents were
AYGSNIBASGSR G2 3AFAY &adzZLIRNIAY3I Ay TR dourdga 2 y
children to participate in the study, the research team ensured thatstudy objectives and the
importance of their participatiomn improving the weHbeing of childen in urban areasvere well
informed. In addition, SMERU arranged a basic photography workshefoas ofnonmonetary
reward to encouragehildrento patticipate in this study.

2.1.3 Data Collection and Analysis

Data collection and analysis in this stualye conducted using grounded participatory research
principle. Since children are the primary participantkeir active participation is necessary to
ensurethat their aspirationsare expressed and heard.

This study combirgseveral methods of data collection, includifiigocusgroup discussion$FGDs)
(i) in-depth interviews (i) group interviews (iv) photo diary, and (v) field observation.

Focus Group Discussions (FGDs)

a) FGDswith children

FGDs were conducted as an initial session to start a discussion with children in skeleatiehs.

There were two FGDs conducted in evkejurahan all of which wee held separately between
female and male children aged 15 to 17 years old. There were around five to ten chhdien
participatedin each FGD. These sessions aim to capture the general picture of children living in
poverty in each study location.

Childen participatng in the FGDs were then asked to recommend other eligible children in their
neighbairhood. Thereforethe FGDs with children becontke key activities in this study, which
determined the following steps of the study.

b) FGDgvith parents

FGDs with parents were conducted as an entry point to introducerdéisearchteam and the
process ottonducting thestudy itself. Furthermorethe FGD®nabled theresearchteam to gain
trust from parents andhe community in study locations so that theshildren were allowed to
participate in the study. Discussi®with parents helgd the researchteam to see how adults, in
particular parents and carsiof the children, perceivéhe well-being of children, issues faced by
children, as well a® K A f RdpiBgyfr@eéhanisrand support fronthe family. In total, there were
two FGDs conducted in evekglurahan all of which were heldseparatelybetween male and
female parents.
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Group Interviews(Gls)

Group interviews were conducted separately based on gugeip (children aged o 11, 12 to 14,

and 15 to 17 years old) and gender (male and female children). In total, there were six group
interviews conducted for evergelurahan These sessions aim to identify aspects considered to be
important by children irrelationto their experience living in poverty. Throutfiese sessios, the
researchteam expeotdto gain more information related to power relationskim the family and
OKAft RNBYyQa |aLANIGA2yao

In-depth Interviews

a) Interviewswith children

There were six Hilepth interviews conducted in evekglurahan all of which were heldeparately

based on age group and gendeaimilar to the group interviews. These sessions endbthe
researchteam toexplorechildenQ @ LIS NS LJ( A 2 v of pgvBrty dayf RefbbidgitHeiy R A y 3
daily life, expectations, and access to basic facilities and services.

b) Interviewswith parents

LYGSNDPASGa oAGK LI NBylda oSNB O2yRdzOGSR G2 3IFGKSN
background, angharent€understanding of thie childrenQ&ell-being There were eight interviews

with parents for evenkelurahan which includd interviews withsix parents or cares of children

and two intervievg with parentsrepresentngchildren aged undefive years old.

Interviewswith Keylnformants

Theresearchteam interviewed relevant stakeholders and local government officiathetity,
kecamatan kelurahan RT, RW and community level

In conductingdata analysis, this study utilizes grounded theory principle, which emphasizes the
development of themesand categorization appesng in the study Glaserand Strauss, 1967
Straussand Corbin, 1998)

5RW is a unit of local administration consisting of several RT witkefusahan
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District/City
(North Jakarta, Makassar, Surakarta)

Interview with local services {Dinsos, Dukcapil, City plan,

DPPPA)
{_ # Transect Walk Sample Frame :

¥
6 KELURAHAN
Interview with staff

RT/RW *from poor household
Interview with head * Dealing with certain issue

* Willing to participate

FGD
= = o,‘

*Gl: Group Interview
*FGD: Focus Group Discussion

‘ /
PhotoDiary » |  GI(6-11th) %
e & Care giver
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Aspirations Interview (12-14 th)
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& Care giver

Figure 9. Flowchart of the sampling frame and data collection activities
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2.1.4 Research Ethics
a) Ethics approval

The procedures conducted in this study coieghith the standard of ethics issued by the ethics
committee of the Atma Jaya Catholic University in Jakarta to endbeg the study des the
necessaryneasures to minimizanyharm that maycome to the children durintheir participation

in the study and prioritize thebest interest.

b) Informed Consent and Confidentiality

To make sur¢hat all participants in the studyere well informed about the study, the research
team was obliged to explaiwhat the studywas aboutand how their contributionsvere required

in this study before FGIor interviews were started. All members of theesearchteam were
trained to conduct stugks with children. Written informed consent wasoughtin particular fo
children and some parents who were interviewed representing parents or £afeéhe childen.
Data collection @ols andthe information forms were designed to be simple, straightforward, and
user friendly for children. Moreover, theesearchteam also inforned all the participants about
how the datawill be utilized as well aBow the confidentiality of the information given during the
interview will be protectedIn addition they were notified thathere wasno pressure for them to
participate in this study.

To ensurethat the confidentiality ofthe information given bythe participants is protected, all
recordings andranscriptionswill be kept and coded isucha way thatthe participants will not be
able to beidentified.




2.2.1 The Ecological Framework of a Childé Bevelopment

This study uses the development theory developed by Bronfenbrenner as one of the main analytical
FTNIYSg2Nl ax (y26y a SO2t23A0Ff FNIYSE2N]l =X aAiAyosS
and interpretation on their experiences with their surroungain determining the influences of

local environment ora childQ development Furstenbergand Hughes, 1997 iDawes & Donald

2005). Moreover, the local environment as an object of perception and interpretation of children

and parents is essentially ackmiedged to be a contextf@O KA f RQa RS @St 2LIYSyd Ay
framework. Besides the context factor, the framework also dissihe importance of individual

(person), forms of interaction (process), and changes overtime intfOK A f RQa RS @St 2 LIYSy
the environment (time) in understanding child development.

Based on this understandingf the factors influencinpa OKA f RQ& Rtfadf@metvbdy Sy i =
emphasizeshe level of interactions, in which the duration and typetbé interactions are found

to bethe most crucial factors in influencirgO KA £ RQa RS @St 2hafogyeimdacd & adza3 S
to-face interactionswhich arecalled proximal interactions, have the most enduring impactaon

OKAf RQa RSQOSt2LIYDP®HL 65 6Sa g9 52yIFfR

MACRO (political and cultural contex

Micro-1
Fa:nily

CHILD " Micro-3

e.g Peers

Micro-2
e.g. Schoo

MESO (sets of micro systems
interacting each other)

CHRONO
(changesn
developmental context
e.g. war, economic
depression)

Figure 10. Bronfenbrennerds nested systems
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2.2.2 A Subjective Approach of Poverty and Well-Being

A general definition often used to describe povertfi¢ NB RdIzOSR 2NJ O2YLJ S S
materia,lS 02y 2 YA OX &20AF X LREAGAOFE X 2N (Pfip®dzNI f N
Rayhan 2004: 7). The use of subjective approach enables the study sodgaper understanding

of childremQ gersonal preferencesin relation to their values on goods and services. This study
emphasizes the use of subjective perspective of children in understanding poverty, including what
constitutes povertyandthe problems around it, as well as what is needednove outof poverty

and those problems.

Moreover, based on the concept of subjective approach, this study dksster analyze to what
extent poverty impacts needs fulfilment and deprivation among children in urbansailea
emphasizes the use &tibjective well-being to understand how children perceive wedling in
relation to their lived experience in povertyQubjective weHlbeingin this studyis defined asa self
SOt dzl G A2y lifa, Pased DrvbBth gognidvie (life satisfaction) aaftective (moods and
emotions) assessmea{Singh and.al, 2012). Therefore, children become a primary resource of
information on their lived experience.

Recognizing the importancef aOK A f RQ& afifheldekd€riériceds @&l environment, this

studyalso considesthe cognitive ability of children, which can be identified as part of the human

progress involving the interaction of biological maturation and experience. As underlined by
tAlF3ISG0Qa GKS2NE 27F 02 andRider2®9), ther€ &S dudising sfaeso { A 3 S ¢
of cognitive development occringthroughoutl K dz¥ifegfdh anamelyi) sensorimotoistage

(aged @2 years old)(ii) preoperationaktage(2¢7 years old)(iii) concrete operatioal stage(7¢11

years old), and formalperatioral stage (11 yearsld and beyond). All children are going through

these stages in the same order witriants in rates; some children may develop their cognitive

ability more rapidly or slowly than other children, depending on their interactigth the

environment. Even though it is highly associated with age, the development stage is not necessarily
determined by age, butreliesY2 NBS 2y OKAf RNBy Qa NBIF a2y Ay3a LINR O

Acknowledgindhat children are progressing in developing distinctive amate advanceognitive
ability throughout the stages, this study foason thethree groups of children aged 6 to 17 years
old. Based on their age range, most of the children are predicted to be on the concrete opakation
and formal operationl stages. At the preoperational stage, children start to develop symbolic
capacity, which will enable them to use words referring to certain things, peapteevents, in the
past and future, even though those things are not physically present. The follsiagg the
concrete operational stageinvolves the development of skilto understand and apply logical
operations, enabling children to perform mental actions such as classifying, adding, and subtracting
objects. Entering the last stage, the formal opera#iostage adolescents develop skills to perform
mental actions of using rational thinking on more hypothetical and abstract ideas, including tak
more systematic and scientific approaches in problem solVimfge(derand Piagetin Sigelmarand
Rider 2009: p.200). Children in these groups of agere involved as the main infornms since
they are expected thhaveestablisted the cognitive capacity required for their participation in the
study.

2.2.3 Understanding the Vulnerabilities and Resilience of Children Living in Poverty
To provide a more complete pictutd the experience of children living in poverty, this study also

triesto identify risk factors influencing child vulnerability to poverty as well as supporting factors
that contribute to childesilience. Understanding these factors is expectedly bringingaiddeper
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understandingof the complexity of poverty as well as the available potential that ersabéto
address problems fémg poor children.

As a concept, vulnerability and resil@nprovide a dynamic framework to look at the factors behind
poverty as well athe risks predisposed by poverty. As a dynamic conoagherability enableus

G2 ARSY(GATFTe LIS2LX SQa SELR&dNBE (2 aSNAR2dza NAR AL &
Rayhan, 2004) which has not been provided in many poaerdyy®s. An earliework by Chamber
suggess that the concept of vulnerability may includebaoader dimension than "shortage (lack
of)" or "deprivedof", as seen in various poverty indicators. According to Chamber, vulnerability is
a condition in which an individual or a household is exposed to contingencies andstig$sare
difficult for the individual or household toope with. Chamber also reminded the importance of
differentiating the concept of vulnerabilifyom poverty. He pointed out that poverty may only look

at the condition when a person is experiencimtack of incomewhile vulnerabilitygoes beyond
that; it also looks atispects associated with the insecurity felt by the pooa esssult ofthe lackof
income. Based on thi€hamberecalkedthat the policy implications of vulnerability will also differ
from those of poverty (Chamber2006).

Although the two concepts are different, the vulnerability concept cordiarnlear linkage between
poverty and risk, and (ristelated) vulnerability an be defined as "... the exposure to uninsured
risks leading to a socially unacceptable level of viding' (Hoogeveen et al2004). As suggested
by Wordsworth, McPeak, and Fee(®005) "This dimensiorfvulnerability] looksat the dynamic
nature of children's experience of poverty in terms of how they are affected yrexesilient to,
the changing array of threats in their environment".

Resilience on the other handgan be defined as the quality fbeing able to deal with the ups dn

downs of life (Fox, 2015), to survive, and to thrive with (Thomas, 2009) any potential threat in life.
Resilience is a condition when available supportive factors can make a person able to avoid
potential negative outcomes that may arise from adversenty@xperiencedA childQ gsilience

will grow stronger when the protective factors derived fromach levebf interaction zongdbased

on the socieecological model) also get stronger (Zolkoski and Bullock, 2012). Bedhigles

supportive factors sourceftom external parties, some literature on resilience aisweak the

importance of positive adaptation that ret@nOKA f RNBY Qad AYyYy SN aStfo |  OK,;
can be sourced from parenting capacity, family and environmental factors, and filenfmt of a

child's developmental need$ox, 2015).

Vulnerability and resiliencare interrelated andnutually complemenary. Resiliencés present in
vulnerability analyss, while the analyss of resilience acknowledgevulnerability as one of its
comporents. Resilience has also been used to repthegterm invulnerability §chonertReich]
2008). Ifwe associate it with the presence of risk fastand supportive factors, it can be said that
resilience is promoted bgupportive factors and inhibited by risk factors, and vice versa for
vulnerability Zolkoski and Bullock, 201Epx 2015. Finally,these concepts form a framework
where both of them simultaneously identif risksand potential threats around poverty arttie
ways children deal withthem. Even though there has been no single definition for explaining
resilience neither has there been forulnerabilityt almost all definitioss on resilience include
four components, namelyi) characteristis of the individual, (ii) nature of the context, (iii) risk
factors, andiv) counteractve, protective, and compensatory factors (Schoredichl, 2008).
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IIl. POVERTY FROMCHI LDRE NGOG
PERSPECTIVE

Understandinghow children see their experiences living in payewill enable uso comprehend
what is actually needed to improve their wbkking this will be discussed in this section. It is
important to hear what children say about their experieatieing in poverty in their own language,
including what is important for them to improve their quality of life. For this reason, as explained
previously this study uses the concept of subjective child swelhg to understand how children
define povertyand identify factors considered important in the context of their woding.

Usingqualitativeapproachand groundedheory principle, this studydoesnot arrangeanyspecific
indicatorsin advancechildren are allowed to include anythinigat they think caninfluence their
well-being. Children as the main informants were asked to identify groups in their neidiudimd

and their characteristics based on their welfare status. Furthermore, the research team used the
term awell-being rather thandpoore directlywheninstructing all activitieso ensurethat children
werenot limited byeconomic aspects alone. The tegpooré Rowever,wasused by many children

in this study to identify theon-éwell-beingg group. Moreover, we also askéide children tomake
comparisos between thewealthyand nonwealthy groups to make it easier fahem to measue

their own condition and identify distiniwe characteristics owned by poor children.

Through their descriptions, we find that children associate the lack of access to basic amenities with
the life experience of poor children. This finding suppdiie data from prior studies and
measurements, includinthe Sodoeconomic National Survefsusenagexplainedpreviously that
livingin poverty is more likely to cause children to be deprived. Aspects of poverty descritiesl by
children in this study, however, are foundlte yet broader tharthosebeing used in conventional
poverty measurengents. The dildren describe poor children as having limited access to proper
housing, transportation, clothing, foodndeducation and health services as well as lackirtggn
quality of care from their parents, leaving them to be vulnerable.

Most of the time, the children in this study dividethe children in their community into two to
three groups, including children from wealthgyerage g¢ederhand, and poorfamilies, where the
characteristics overageand poor children are often described to be slightly different or almost
similar to each other. Moreover, we finthat the children in this study can easitlescribe the
characteristics of poverty in their living environment, with a wide coverage ofldetahichthey
observed to resemble their recent living environment. Nevertheless, it is important to note that the
experiences descrilabby children in this study might not exclusivalyply only forthe poor group,

but they werein factfaced by poor chiren in the neighbarhoods being studied.

During theFGDss well as thergup andindividualinterviews, most indicators used Kiye children

to describe th@& experience of living in poverty in general can be grouped into material and
nonmaterial indicators Most of the materialindicators described byhe children refer to the
ownership of assets and the fulfilment of basic needs, including housing, vehitdasngof
transport), physical appearance (clothing ahd body), food, and money. On the other harttie
nonmaterial indicators mentioned lihe childrento describe how children living in poverty look
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like include occupations, attitude and behaviors, recreational adisjteducation, and health.
Further details oreach indicator will be discussed in the next section.

Table4 contains the list of indicators related to the experienc#living in poverty aspects being
discussed, anthe difference betweerhe poor and wealthy groups in these aspe@s described
by children. The way these indicatage put in order reflects how frequent they are included by
the childrenwhendescribing thé& experiences.

Table 4. Characteristics Includedint he Chi |l drends Description

\[o] Indicators Mentioned by the Children

Housing

Means of transport (vehicles)
Physical appearance

Food

Occupations

Social relations

Recreational activities

Amount of money owned

© 00 N o o B W N -

Access to education

(IR
o

Access to health facilities

Asshownin the table, there ar¢en indicators, both material and nonmaterial, usedthg children

in this study to distinguish wealthy/happy and poor/unhappy children. Ranging from housing to

health facilities they are found to be the most common indicatodgd SR Ay GKS OKAfF
descriptions about living in poverty. Based on these descriptions, children define poverty as
disparities in theollowingaspects

3.1.1 Material Goods

The ability to buy material goods, such as housimgans of transportehicks), clothing, and food,

is the primary characteristic mentioned by childream all age and gendegroupsto determine
childrerQ @elfare level In addition, children also relate the possession of electronic appliances,
money, and jewelr with welfare level It is found that younger children tend to focus more on
material things and opporturigs to play with friends, while older children start to see the
nonmaterial aspects, in particular aspects related to education and jobs in the future, in
distingushing wealthy and poor children. Moreover, even though in this study money was
mentioned not as frequent as housing, most of the childnesre able to explain that the amount

of moneyowned by the family is one of the major determinants for children todise to fulfill

their needs and get what they desir&.wealthy child is perceived to be abte fulfill their needs

and get what they want easily most of the time. On the other hahor child is usually hampered

in fulfilling their needs due to fanyiffinancial constrairg Furthermore, even thoughis/her needs

are fulfilled,a poor childis alwaydacedwith lower quality and more limited access, compared to
awealthy child.
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a) Housing

Table 5. Characteristics IncludedinChi | dr enés Doa the Houging Aspecs

Mlenndtligﬁt:drsby Aspects Being Characteristics of Characteristics of
the Children Discussed Poor/Unhappy Children Wealthy/Happy Children
Housing n Ownership n Rented house n Their own house
n lllegal settlement
n Homeless
**Distinctive n Physical features & n Small house n Big, terraced house
Fhar":‘TCt?“S;“C; attributes n Poor house exterior n Permanent
in certain study S . .
esiiane n Built Wlth nondurable n Luxurious exterior
materials n Many electronic
n Less furniture appliances & furniture
n Less room in the house n Have many rooms
n Floating stilts house n Spacious garden and
(coastal area of plants (Surakarta)**
Makassar)**
n Water and sanitation n No access to private n Have access to toilet and
toilet and safe water safe water
n Living condition n Poor living condition n Tidy and green
(untidy, unclean, environment
littered, flooding)
n Process of building the n Built voluntarily by n Built by paid workers
house neighbours (Surakarta)**

(Surakarta)**

Included in the material characteristic group, housing is the nfieguently usedindicator by
children to describe how living inoperty looks like Descriptiors related to housing in general
discusownership, physical features (including the availability of rooms, furniture, and appliances),
living environment, and access to clean water and private toilet. Children from all age and gender
groups inthe three studylocationsdescribe wealthy childreto live ina house with better physical
features (big, terraced house with luxurious exterior, and more furniture and appliances), while
poor children are usually described to livearsmall house with poor house exterior, built with
nondurable materialsthey areovercrowded,haveless room, furniture, and appliances, aack
situated ina poor environment (unclean, littered, flooding).

His house is gubuk[shack] made from woods, and the roed made fromiron sheeting(FGD with
boys aged 1617 yearsold in Jakarta)

They [poor children] live ia slum neighbarhood, lot of rubbish, close to the se@GD with girls
aged 1§17 yearsold in Makassar)

The house is small, lots of mosquitos and fligroup interview with girls aged &24 yearsold in
Makassar)

Besidethe physical features of housing, children also discuss intangible aspects of housing such as
ownership and the process of building the house. Some children disctissedpect of housing
related to its legal status or ownership.d&ahildren are described to live arented house, which

is not owned by their family and located @m illegal settlement. Some children even described
living in poverty to be homeless, living on the street and sleeping under the bridges. However, child
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participants from North Jakarta explained that even though they know there are poor children who
are homeless, there are no children in their neighttmod who are homeless.

They [poor children] are homeless, they sleep under the bridgedgjth inteniew with a boy
aged €11 yearsold in Jakarta)

Anaher nonmaterial aspect of housing discussedtly childrenwas the certain practice in the
process of building the house. It was discussed only by one boy in Surakarta. However, it is an
interestingdescription that poor people usually ask for help from their neighibdo build a house,

while the house othe wealthy groupisbuilt by paid worker.

... the wealthy build their house by paying many people, but the poor usually ask their neigtbo
help them build the hous€In-depth interview with a boy aged £37 yeasold in Surakarta)

In general, boys are more likely to include housing aspec¢heir description compared to the girls

in almost althe studylocations exceptin Makassar. Itsfound that childrenin two other cities
especially boys aged 6 to tiiscussed in detail housing attributes and appliances, such as
swimming pools, plants and other house decorations, TV, sofa, air conditianémattress.
Furthermore, the possession of electronic appliances, whighusually categorized as housing
attributes, amusementor tools to support their activities, is found to be more frequgntsed by
younger boys in distinguishing poor and wealthyidriein, both in coastal and inneity areas.
Wealthy children are described to have one or more electronic appliasced, asTV, camera,
laptop, tablet, play station, and mobile phone, while poor children are often described to have none
or only one of hose appliances. Appliances owned by the poor are usually less branded, old
fashioned, and cheaper. On the other hand, the females are found to be more tikeige
nonmaterial aspects such as cleanness, tidiness, and comfortableness of the livingpnpndiich

are referring to the condition ahe house and neighbarhood.

Apart fromthe other electronic appliances, it is interesting to find that the possession of mobile
phonesis reported to be common among poor children. Many children in this shayded mobile
phones to the ownnershipof poor children, even though the poor group can only afford certain
brands of mobile phong which are cheaper and less sophisticated compared to the mobile ghone
owned by the wealthy group.

Yes, all groups [pooaverage wealthy] have mobile phorse [Are there any differences between

these three groups?)he poor haveatypical mobile phone, the modest onehile children fromthe

average grougometimes have a better one, but not as good as the one owned by the welglsmy

you give an examp® The wealthy usually have OppBhone, the apple brand. The wealthy usually

can afforditTheyR2 y Qi KI @S (G2 G KAy pbod 8verihe SekdbtiahddheOS T 6 dzii
will be okay It is good enough for then{fFGD with girls aged ¢57 years oldn Surakarta

Apparently, from the descriptigrwe can also sethat there are particular attributes of housing
that are associated with specifistudy area. Thisreflects distinctive characterisgdelongng to
certain area andit is assumedhat they areaffected by physical, social, and cultural factors. In
Surakartafor example, green environment, having spacious garden, and plants were mentioned
many times to be the characterissiof a house owned by wealthy family, while in othecities,
almost none of these features appearedtime childenQa R S & ONthelddaktal drea of
Makassar, poor children are usually described to live in the floaiitiy house, while wealthy
children livein landdwellings Similarto Tallo(Makassar)inthe coastal area dPenjaringar(North
Jakarta) poor children are described to live close to theer.

[Poor children] live in slum areslots of rubbish, close to the sea, and children go to sclodbot,
some of them rié a bicycle (FGD with girls aged ¢57 yearsold in Makassar)

22 ]




[Poor children] live in stilts houseThe wallsand the floor are made from woodmd the roof uses
iron sheeting(FGD with girls aged ¢57 yearsold in Makassar)

Their [poor childre@]&ouseis at the river bank(FGD with girls aged &57 yearsold in Surakarta)

There is no significant difference, however, found in the chiif®@a R S &O@NGousiagh 2 Y
characteristis between coastal and land are& North Jakarta. Only few children describe poor
children to live near the river arttie sea, withait specific housing attribute Most of the children

in these locationsas well asther studylocations,usually describe poor children to dwell in small,
untidy, and polluted houses. Furthermore, there are several children, especially in Surakarta and
Makassarwho reported that poor children usually do not have private toilet and clean water in
their house.Therefore, poor childremvere reported to go to the river to wash themselves aeu
water fromthe wellaround their neighbarhood.

They [poor childrenoften face problems Ii (hard for them to find food TK S8 R2y QG KI @S
comfortable place to slee@heycollectrubbish andheir house is ofterfloaded (In-depth interview
with boys aged 6 11 yearsold in Jakarta)

It is not possible for poor people to haagrivate bathroom. Usually the child taka bath outside,
while the adults use public toilet(From photo elicitation activity with boys aged &¢57 yearsold in
Surakarta)

These shared characteristics (poor house exterior, less furninidappliances, situated in illegal
settlement, built with nondurable materials, dirty, untidy) are observed to refldet living
environment of most children living in poverty in the country. Some of the children explained that
these undesirable charactetics aresomeof the reasons triggering children to spend more time
outside their home.

L O2dzZ R 6S 2dzi FTNRBY K2YS F2NJ I 6SS1o® L R2y Qi ¥FS.
interesting TV showto watch, no mobile phond. R2y Qi K266 &8y (LGE |G K2Y
depth interview with a boy aged 24 yearsold in Surakarta)

If allthe thingsl need are available at home, | will be motivated to st@roup interview with boys
aged 1214 yearsold in Jakarta)

If all the facilities are avimble, i K S N&n@ed to go outMy friend has all of it... Snceit is not
possible[for me] to go towarnet [internet cafe]every day and spend money, it would be easier to
finish school assignments type my homework, if have my own equipmeni{In-depth interview
with a girl aged 1§17 yearsold in Jakarta)
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b) Meansof Transport(Vehicleg

Table 6. Characteristics Includedint he Chi |l drends Description
on the Means of Transport Aspect

Indicators
Mentioned Aspects Being Characteristics of Poor/Unhappy Characteristics of
by the Discussed Children Wealthy/Happy Children
Children
Means of n Type n Travel by bicycle or motorbike, or  n Have more
transport on foot sophisticated means of
(vehicles) n Use pete pete (public transport), tranqurt (e.g. cars,
bentor (motorized pedicabs) motorbikes)

(Makassar)**, becak (pedicabs)

**Distinctive n Quantity n Have no vehicles oronly 1 means n Have more than 1
characteristics of transport vehicle

in certain

study

locations

The ownership oWehicles is used by most children in this study as one of the most common
indicators of welfare. Poor children are often described to have no vehaléstheydo, usually it

would be the modest or more traditional one. Poor children usually trarefoot, or by bicycle,

becak or motorbike since poor family cannot afford to buy more than one vehicle and more
sophisticated vehicles such as cars. On the other hand, wealthy children are usually described to
travel using more sophisticated and luxurigusansof transport such as cars, and have more than

one vehicle (cars and motorbie

The rich hag cars,while the poor usually only havabicycle (Group interview with girls agest;11
yearsold in Surakarta)

Comparel to the female group,the male group are more likely to include this aspect in their
description of living in poverty. Both withthe male and female grou children inthe age group

of 6 to 11 and 15 to 1Years oldare more likely to include this aspect, compared to childrgeda

12 to 14. In addition, its found that younger boys (aged 6 to 11), especially in Surakarta, often
perceived the ownership of vehicles, especially bicycles, as a factor that will enable them to travel
and play with their friends. This is also reflected in the aspirations of manyggowhildren, who
desire to be able to buy and ovawehicle (cars, motorcyciebicycle) so that they can meet and

play with their friends.

[Why did you sayhat a child will be happy to hava car anda bicycleé?] He/she can play[Play
whereq At the embankment, [the child] will be able to. be with friends (In-depth interview with
boys aged¢l1yearsold in Surakarta)

They [happy childrenljke to play together [with their friends]. Theylike to rideabicycle (In-depth
interview with girlsaged 12,14 yearsold in Makassar)

Besidethe use of private transport, the use of public transport was only mentioned by few children
in Jakarta and MakassaPublic transport such asbuses becak, petepete, and bentor, was
reported to be used by poor children aseansof daily transport. However, almost none tiife
children in Surakarta menti@u the use of public transport. This fact might tell us that children in
this city have lower exposure to the public transpartifities compard to the children in theother

two cities. In one ofhe group discussions witthe female group from Surakarta, the girls explained
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that there is an issue with inaccessible public transport in their neighfmmd. Furthermore, this
factorwas claimed to be one of the reasons which demotivated children to go to school.

When graduated from junior high school and contimgto senior highschoo| the schools are often
locatedfarther [from homd. It is hard to get the transpoythen it demdivates[me] to go to school.
The place where | can catch a bus here is far. (Group interview with girls agedyEarsold in
Surakarta)

¢) PhysicalAppearance

Table 7. Characteristics Included in the Childrem6 ®escriptions
on the Physical Appearance Aspect

Indicators
Mentioned Aspects Being Characteristics of Characteristics of
by the Discussed Poor/Unhappy Children Wealthy/Happy Children
Children
Physical n Type, condition, n Wearing cheap, second- n Wearing new,
appearance price of clothing & hand, old clothes expensive, branded,
accessories n Wearing torn, shabby fashionable clothes
clothes n Own gold (jewelry) and
n Wearing sponsorship shirts fine shoes, sandals

(Jakarta)** or Moslem
clothing (Makassar)**

**Distinctive n Physical features & n Dark skin n Fair skin
characteristics appearance n  Skinny n Full-bodied
in certain 5 n

Istudy I n Not as pretty as the

locations wealthy

Many children in this study also discadsphysical appearance as one of the indicators to
distinguish poor and wealthy children. Most of the aspects mentionetheyhildren under this
theme related to clothing, with several children also distggattributes such as jewelrand other
accessoss, followed by few discussision body/physical features. In general, accordinghe
children, the physical appearance of wealthy childisietter thanthat of the poor, including the
way they dress up, their hairstyle, and certain body/physical festwistinguising the poor
children from their counterparts.

Most of the children in this study udelothing to indicate the level of childréh&elfare,including
the type, condition, and price of clothing. Poor childrare often described to wear war out
clothes (old, torn, shabby) since they can only afford cheap or selsand clothes and often
cannot afford to buy new clothes. On the other hand, wealthy childuenusually described to
wear new, pricey, branded, and fashionable clothes. Therenarsignificant differences found in
this aspect between children the coastal and innecity areas of the three cities. Only in Jakarta
however, we found that wearinggimmick or sponsorship clothes from political parties or
commercial brandwas repored to beacommon practice among poor children.

The poor only have gimmick or sponsorships shirts from political pa(E€&D with boys aged 45
17years oldn Jakarta)

Their [the pooQ]&lothes are uglyX torn X shabby (FGD with boys aged 457 yearsold in
Surakarta)

The wealthy wear fashionable clothdsGD with boys aged 457 yearsold in Surakarta)

B - svcRURescarchinstiwe 25



Closely related tahe aspect of clothing, jewejrand accessories were used by several children in
this study to distinguisthe appearance opoor and wealthy children. Several children in this study
mentionedthingslike gold (jewelry) and other fine items, such as shaedsandals, to ben the
posses®n of wealthy children. On the other hand, poor childram perceived to be less likely or
will not be able to buguch things

Anather aspect thatwasincluded by several children undére physical appearance themeas

body or physical features. Poor children are often described to have darker skin color figkinay

and shabby outlook. On the other hand, wealthy children are described to have lighter skin color
(white), nice hairstyle, and tidy outloaknd befattish. Under ths theme, the study ihds little
differences among children the threestudy locaions. Children in Jakarta includimore varieties

of characteristis related to physical appearance compared to children from other stodstions
including clothing, hairstyle, jewey; and facial expression. In Makassar, a girl desctipeor
children to be skinnier than children from the wealthy group. Furthermore, a boy in Surakarta
describa poor children to have darker skin color compared to the weatthijdren whichexplairs

that the aspect of living condition, in particuliar its relation to housing, is actually the real cause

of physical differences betwedhe poor and wealthy children. Poor childreme more oftento

play outside andare being exposed to the sunlight since their housaincomfortable, while
wealthy childrerhave less exposure to the sunburn since they are more often to spend their time
at their cozy house.

... The wealthy children feel comfortable at their homthey spend most of their time inside their
house, take a bath, sleep, and studyThe wealthy have white skin coloIn-depth interview with
boys aged¢llyearsold in Surakarta)

However, thereis no difference specifically found between childreimbijin coastal and innecity
areasin describing these aspects of physical appearance.

Ingeneral, boys are found to talk more about physical features compared to the girls. Interestingly,
there were more boys discusg certain body features (skin color, hairstyle, facial expression)
compared to girls in all age groups. Among the didsveve, more girls irthe agegroup of 1517

are found to include aspesibf jewelty and accessories in their descripterompared to girls from
other age group. Moreover, girls aged 24 and 1§17years old especially in Surakarta, are more
awareof the appraisal of physical loa{proper or inappropriate, pretty or less prettihan others
since they have more comments and concaioward the way their neighbars and friends dress
up. Many girls, mostly in Surakarta, reported that some children in theghhbeurhood dress up
inappropriately (too short, too tight)This is possibly due the influenceof their parents and other
family members; girls who dress inappropriately typically have parents or siblings whoahave
similar style of dressing up. Thisding highlights the fact that females might be more influenced
on the nonnative or additional attribute of appearance (e.g. trend of fashion) but at the same
time are more burdened/bounded by social norms on how to dress appropriately.
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d) Food

Table 8. Characteristics Includedint he Chi | dr en 0 9n theeFoadrAspedt i on s

Indicators
Mentioned Aspects Being Characteristics of Characteristics of
by the Discussed Poor/Unhappy Children Wealthy/Happy Children
Children
Food n Availability n No food at home n Food are available all
n Food bought at traditional the time
market n Food bought at malls
n Asking for food from

friends and neighbours
**Distinctive n Type of daily meals n More traditional dishes n Variety of dishes as
characteristics (bean curd, tempeh), recommended in 4
in certain usually with rice, instant sehat 5 sempurna
study noodle, dried rice (aking) (balanced diet)
locations n Mostly with vegetables and n Western food

fish; rarely consume (spaghetti, hamburger,

poultry pizza)
Daily intake n Less daily intake (17 2 n Minimum daily intake is
(frequency) times a day) or sometimes 3 times per day

not able to have meal at all
Practice of n Eating out at restaurant
eating out (Jakarta)**

Children consider food to be one of tiraportant indicators to distinguish level of welfare, as it is
discussed many times by children in describing how to live in poverty. In general, the dessription
related to food usuallyliscusgood availability, type of meal (menu), daily consumptiorimake
(frequency), and practice of eating out. Type of meal (meamjong othersbecomes the most
frequent topic discussed by children. Compared to the fergabeip, the male group, in particular
boyswithin the age groupof 6 to 11years old was more likely to include this aspect when they
distinguish poor and wealthy children. Amotige three study locations, descriptions of poor
children struggling to get food to eate found to be more common in Makassar. There is no specific
difference however, on the description of all these aspects of food consumption betlwegsand
girlsin all age groups and studiycations

The apectof food availability described ke childrenisrelatedto the ability to buy and provide
daily food consumptin. Children descrilkliving in poverty as having no food at home because
the poor family cannot afford to buy food. Therefore, poor children usually have to ask for food
from their friends and neighbars. On the other hand, wealthy children are described to not only
have food all the time but aldoe able toafford to go to the restaurant. This practice of eating,out
whichis often associated with the consumption of food from other countries (westéapanese)

was mentioned particularly by few children in Jakarta.

| was not allowed to eat pizza since we have no money. | eat rice with egg, tofu, tempeh, fish, and
fried rice (In-depth interview with boys aged %24 yearsold in Surakarta)

Besidetheir reliance on friends and neightas, financial constraistexperienced byhe family in

providing foodare alsoclaimed to be one of the factors triggering some children to steal, as
explained bya 16-yearold boy in Surakarta.
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In the past, when theyad just opered the new supermarket in Matahari [name af shopping
centre], | wanted it [food], but no one bought it for me, so | tooklitvas in elementary school at
GKIF G GAYS®d Lwhenl got caughSinteikhérd nededstdle again Then they brought
me to the police stationthey caled my father to paythe bailfor me. When wearrived at home, |
was told to ask if | waetd something and after that | neverde again.(In-depth interview with bog
aged 1§17 yearsold in Surakarta)

Children also comparethe type of daily meal consumed by poor and wealthy childriéoor
children are often described to consume traditional food (beard, tempeh)andvegetables with
rice or instant noodlewhile meat and poultry consumption is very rare. Figs reported to be
the only animailsourcel protein often consumedby thepoor family. Some children also mentioned
that poor children usually consume rice with salt or crackers as a side dish or parchedickied
(nasi aking) On the other hand, wealthy childreare often described to have more varies on
their menu as recommended ih sehat 5 sempurnawvhich include fruits, vegetables, meat, and
dairy productssuch as cheese, and milk. Moreover, westarad, such as spaghetti, hamburger
and pizza, are assumed to be bettthrerefore, they are associated with the consumptipattern

of the wealthy family.

Sometimes [poor children] eat rice with sa{FGD with boys aged 457 yearsold in Makassar)

[Poor children] only eat tofu.. fried tofu with indomie[instant noodl§ ... rarely eat rice(In-depth
interview with girls aged X214 yearsold in Makassar)

[Wealthy children] eat pizza, spaghetti. Por [sederhangchildren are okay to eat commaneal
(Group interview with girls aged;61 yearsold in Surakarta)

Anaher aspect of food thatvasincluded bythe childrenwasthe frequency of daily intake. Living
in poverty is associated with having less daily intake or sometiraesgno foodto consume as
explainedpreviously Poor children are described to only hawee to two times of dailyintake,
while daily intake amonghe wealthy children are described to la least threetimes a day or
more frequentthan that The a&pectof frequency ifound in the descriptioagiven by themales
and femalsin all age groups in all stuthycationsbut isfound to be more common among children
in Makassar, as explaingdeviously

[Poor children] eatwo times a day(Group interview with boys aged;61 yearsold in Makassar)

e) Possession dfloney

Table 9. Characteristics Included in the Children6é ®escriptions on the Aspect of
Possession of Money

Indicators
Mentioned Aspects Being Characteristics of Characteristics of
by the Discussed Poor/Unhappy Children Wealthy/Happy Children
Children
Money n Amount n Have no money, no n Possess lots of money
pocket money n Able to fulfill daily needs
n Often not being able to and buy things they
fulfill daily needs and buy desire

things they desire

As discussed in the previous section, the possession of money was mentioned by many children in
this study as one of the factotBat determines childrerQ &elfare level. Many children were able
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to explain that the amount of money possessed by the famdtermines access to many facilities
and conveniences for children

Have a wealthy life means nevgoing tobe deprived, so wealthy people arethey always have
enough money for their dailyfé. (In-depth interview with girls aged a7 yearsold in Jakarta)

In relation to this aspect, many children also expressed their desire to have more money to be able
to help their poor parents. Furthermore, many children in all age and gegrdeipsrelated this to

their idea of working to earn money foréir parents and family. However,igfound that children

use many different ways to earn money for additional pocket money and helping their parents.
Children in coastal arsafor example, earn money by selling their catches from the sea, while
childrenin inner-city areas usually rely on the most accessible informal work, such as peeling the
peanut skin obecoming garkingattendant

[To get more money] Usualli] exchange the salfalt and crab (In-depth interview with boys aged
6¢11yearsold in Makassar)

The younger kids do the same thirgefoming an unofficigbarkingattendanf]; they are willing to
do that since they want to help their parents. | have tried to work thera parkingattendant, but
L 6l a ¢2NNARSR L high sclpdl(Indépth Intériiedy withboyd dgetl &%7 Kears
old in Makassar)

Even though the idea of getting work to earn morigyound in all age groups, children from the
older agegroup, especiallyhoseagead 15 to 17,are found to be more likelyo discuss this idea.

One of the girls who atterslsenior high school in North Jakarta explained that she does not want
to continue her education to the university level because she prefers to work to earn money. She
was sure that she will get her chance tmtinue her education when she is able to earn money.

After graduaingi wanttowork ...[52 Yy Qi @&2dz 6 y i (%I cad2oyftinde yhgzdudyd 2 dzNJ & (
later; L R2 Yy Q0 butyd@nénot métidaked to go tdhe university | want to earn money first

When| am able to earn money will continue my study(In-depth interview with girls aged 137

yearsold in Jakarta)

Besidethe pressure to earn money $oat they can help the parents to support the family, children
from the age groumf 15 to 17years oldseem to be more affected ke financial constraint, in
particular on the aspect of social relationship. One of the boys fhenage groupof 15 to 17years
old explained that financial constraint has limited him to be able to play with lesds.

My friends are being hostile and avoidinte. | do not have anything, just the housel do not have
money, sol cannot play withmy friends in this era everything is about mone§yn-depth interview
with aboy aged 1§17 yearsold in Jakarta)

Ingeneral, the older boys (agedd®&/ years old) are more likely to use this aspect in describing the

life of poor and wealthy children, compared to the females. However, there is no specific difference
F2dzyR Ay OKAf RNByQa RS dadoil blipadcipantdliithin allSskidy i 2 (0 K
locations

3.1.2 Nonmaterial Aspects

Nonmaterial aspects include things which cannot be bought or do not have monetary value. It is
interesting to se that many nonmaterial characteristics, which are not included in many existing

measuremens of child poverty, are described and associated with experientéving in poverty
by many children in this study. Moreover, these aspects frequently appeata/are considered
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by the children as crucial factors influencing their wadling, as reflected in their aspirations. These
characteristics are predominantly psychosocial issues, which will be discussed the next section.

a) Occupations

Table 10. Characteristics Included in the Children6é ®escriptions on the
Occupations Aspect

Indicators
Mentioned Aspects Being Characteristics of Characteristics of
by the Discussed Poor/Unhappy Children Wealthy/Happy Children
Children
Occupations n Type of work (done n Blue-collar jobs (scavenger, White-collar jobs (office
by children and/or manual labourer, beggar, staff, entrepreneur)
parents) parking attendant)

n Unemployed

Most of the children in this study are able to identify certain occupattorbe relatedto welfare
level The apectof occupation refesto the type ofoccupationthat has been done both by children
and parents. Most of the timehe children did not differentiate clearlgetween occupationslone

by parentsand children. Onlyfew children in Jakarta and Makassdwowever, specifically
mentioned that the poor and wealthy children do different typef occupationsin different
working environmeng. Children in all age and gender groups agree that usually poor children
themselves.or their parents, are either jobless or doing bloellar jobs for their living, such as
collecting garbage, used bottleand seconehand items doing manual labour; and becoming a
beggaror parkingattendant The works associated with the poor are nogiepicand uncertain
(hired ona daily basis)are done in amuncomfortable environmentand very much rely on physical
strength. On the other hand, the wealthy group is associated with wdotkarjobs such as office
staff and entrepreneur. There are mpecific differences on this aspect found in the descriggion
used by children in all studgcationsto distinguish the poor and the wealthy.

Everyday they [the poor] pick used bottles, cans, and other stuff the rubbish (FGD with boys
aged 1§17 yearsold in Jakarta)

They fhe poor] pick rubbishthey search for used\qualbottles; Aqua is a brand of mineral water
and they transport wateor become a porter(In-depth interview with boys aged £37 yearsold in
Jakarta)

Related toworkingchildren many children also explaéd that poor children are often pressured

to work because they have to earn money to help their parents and sometimes they drop out from
schoolto work. Therefore, practices of bottoingwork andgoing toschool among @or children

have been reported as well by some children in this study.

[l am demotivated to go to schooivorking is better .. Sometimes [poor children] are less
motivated to go to school because the condition of the [poor] pare(f&D with girls agl 1517
yearsold in Surakarta)

Unhappy children have to work, have nolitite Y2 y S&@ X YR RNER L) 2 dzbftiENR Y
financial issugpoor children only think about how to earn money. Continuing their education means
that they put moreburden on their parentsyou need money to go to school atldat is not possible

for poor childrentherefore, even though they are in elementary schabley work. We have to pay

the registration fee, the uniform, everything needs to be pdld-depth irterview with boys aged
15¢17yearsold in Surakarta)
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b) SocialRelations

Table 11. Characteristics Included in the Childrend ®escriptions on the Social
Relations Aspect

Indicators
Mentioned Aspects Being Characteristics of Characteristics of

by the Discussed Poor/Unhappy Children Wealthy/Happy Children
Children

Social n In dealing with n (Mixed responses) lazy, n Arrogant, showing off,
relations living condition demotivated in study, consumptive, high
(individual) delinquent, often fight with achiever
others and argue with their
parents

Not confident

More diligent, eager to
study, and saving money

S S

n In their relationship

[}

More friendly/sociable and  n Not friendly, not willing

with friends and willing to play with anyone to play with the poor
family in the neighbourhood group in the
n Have only few or no neighbourhood
friends, often being n Have many friends and
shunned and harassed get along with their
n Often ask for money from friends
friends n Well-functioning family

n Dysfunctional family,
neglected by their parents

Many children in this study associdtsocial relationsvith childrerQlavel ofwell-being. The social
relationscan be categorized undéwo themes. The first one imore related to the way children
deal with their living conditionin whichthey describe things relatetb individual attitudes and
behaviairs in dealing with their daily problems airig from their living condion. The latter is
related to the relatioship between hildren and their friends andamily, which includes how
children interact and maintain their relationship witheir family, predominantly parents, friends,
and neighbars. There are no specific differences found between children in caasthinnercity
areasin all studylocationsin describing these aspects. There are mixed resppnhsavever, in the
descriptiors of attitudesand behaviars of poor children in both context In Jakarta and Makassar,
there are more negative attitudsand behaviorsused to describe poor children; poor children are
perceived to be lazy, demotivated in studyd delinquent/irresponsibleand having the habit to
smolke andhang out until lateat night. Compared tahildren fromthose two study locations,
children in Surakarta perceived poor children to be more positive, both in individual and social
relationship contexs. Many children descrilmepoor children to be more diligerdind eager to
study, andprudent with their money gaving moneysince they wat to improve their lie in the
future; however there were few childremvho associate several negative attitudes and behauie
with poor children, such abeing envious and impressionable and engagg in many social
problems anddelinquency. Furthermore, the girls in Surakarta, particutdrbseaged 12,14 and
15¢17years oldtalked more about how poor girls in their neighlsboodface the risk of becoming
involved inprostitution, asthey seeit as an easy way to make money

[Poor children] arainmotivated to studyand mischievousand often fight with their friends They
are lazy tosayprayers.(Group interview with girls aged;@1 yearsold in Jakarta)

Related tahe aspect of social relatia) poor children are often desbed to have poor relationship
with their parents due tdhe low quantity and quality time between children and parents at home.
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Most children agred that their parents need to pay more time and attention to their children, as
reflected in their aspiratios Children also expla@d that conflicts between children and parents
are more likely to occur in the poor family since parents often fail toffulfilO K AréqRetBrhe &
fulfillment of their needs.

[Poor children] are not treated well bpeir mother. They do not spend their time togethetheir
mother deesnot look for them whenthey go outto play. But this childpointing at the picture o&
happy child has a good lifeWhen the childplays out,i K S Oiother, R € 5  (pkrénts Wi &
look forthe child (In-depth interview with boys aged £37 yearsold in Jakarta)

It is said that love from parents is important for the childereare lots of children herevho do not
get enough love from their parentso they become demotivated to go to schaolto do anything.
The dildrenthink that their parents do not care about therfin-depth interview with girls aged 15
17 yearsold in Jakarta)

Moreover, poor relationship between parents and children were sometimes worsermee to
frustrated parents expregsg their anger on their children.

My mom does not have moneWhenwe are hungry and she does not have money, gigésangry
at us. .. We are beaten and get woundedIn-depth interview witha girl aged 1214 yearsold in
Makassar)

In general, we found that the girls in all age growpe found to be more likelyto discuss
relationshigwith the family, in particular withiheir parents, compared to the boyslowever, there

is contradictioramong thechildren, both inthe female and male groups, in describing this aspect
since there are other groups of childrevho perceived poor children to be more conmpit and
willing to help their parentsandso they have better relationship with their parents.

[Poor childrenare] willing to help their parents... They help their parentgo clean the house oby
working (FGD with girls aged &¢57 yearsold in Surakarta)

Despite the contradiction, it is obvious that family condition becomes one of the most influential
factors for children to be happy or sad about their life. Most of the children who reported
themselves to be unhappy/sad (rate their happiness very low) viera dysfunctional family
(divorced parents, separated with their parents).

[The child rates her happiness to be 0%] Because my father and my mother are sep@mede@dth
interview with girls aged 187 yearsold in Makassar)

In the aspect ofelationships with friends, poor children are generally perceived to be more open
and friendly with their friends and neighhms, disregarthg their social and economic status. On
the other hand, wealthy children are perceived to be more exclusive, sperst ofi their time at
home, andmalke friends only withthe wealthy group.

Wealthy children look for friends who are simitarthem, equalto them. Theydo not male friends
with children fromthe averageor poor group. They think it is shameful, not thahing. (FGD with
girls aged 1§17 yearsold in Surakarta)

They[wealthy childref do not like [to play] together with children fromme averagegroup. (Group
interview with girls aged @1 yearsold in Surakarta)

Even though poor children are describelhave more positive attitudetowards their friends,
being poor childrenthey werereported to experience unfair treatment such aging bullied,

32 ]




shunned, and verbally harassed, so poor childnely have few ohaveno friends to play with. This
issue was reported especially bye male respondents. On the contrary, friends and neigirso
were mentioned several times e children to be the sourcesf help when poor families need
food and money.

When | pass bymy friends often say, dDo not male friends with him since he is ev{ln-depth
interview with boys aged@ 1yearsold in Surakarta)

[Poor childre®)]&ife is miserable when they do not have moneythey ask for money from their
friends and they areften harassed verbally. But this childointing to the image o& happy child
hasa lot of friendsManychildren play withthis child the childisneat (In-depth interview with boys
aged 1§17 yearsold in Jakarta)

c) RecreationalActivities

Table 12. Characteristics Included in the Children6é ®escriptions
on the Aspect of Recreational Activities

Indicators
Mentioned Aspects Being Characteristics of Characteristics of
by the Discussed Poor/Unhappy Children Wealthy/Happy Children
Children
Recreational n Type & place n Travel and play around n Able to travel further, go
activities their neighbourhood or at on an expensive trip
the mosque n Able to travel with
n More traditional activities parents

(soccer, playing kites,
marbles), play with dirty

stuff
**Distinctive n Have limited options of n Have more options of
characteristics entertainment and toys entertainment and toys
e n Instruments i
n Keep many street n Have dogs as their pets
study animals as their pets (Makassar)**
locations (cats, chicken, etc.)

Anather nonmaterial aspecthat wasincluded by many children to describe living in povevgs
recreational activities. In general, many children exm@difmat poor children have limited or almost
no alternatives in choosingpes of activities, equipment, and places to vigitspendleisuretime,
compared tothe wealthy children. If wealthy children can afford to travel to many places of
interest, for example, poor children are described only to travel and play around their
neighbairhood or atthe mosque ancevictedfields. Furthermore, poor children are perceived to
be more familiar with traditional activities, such@layingsoccer, kites, and arbles. On the other
hand, the use of gadgets and electronic equipmeach as play statigiis highly associated with
leisure activities amonghe wealthy children andvas more likely to be reported by children in
Jakarta. To add on this, few boys andsgin Makassar also associated the possession of certain
typesof pets with welfardevel It is interesting to find that wealthy childrevere usually described

to have dogs, while poor children usually have no pets or keep animals like chicken, ducatsan
as their pets.

[Poor children} always play around heXeplaying soccer,or the dirty stuff, since there is no other
options here, playngwith sand X TK | {altd &now. [p-depth interview with boys aged@ 1 years
old in Jakarta)
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Compared tahe other age group, the youngergroup (6 to 11years old are found to be more
likely to include this aspect in describing the life of poor and wealthy chilti@mever, therewere
no specific recreational activitigbat are found to be more relatedo certain studylocations

d) Access tdducation

Table 13. Characteristics Includedint he Chi |l drends Descriptior
on the Aspect of Access to Education

Indicators
Mentioned Aspects Being Characteristics of Characteristics of
by the Discussed Poor/Unhappy Children Wealthy/Happy Children
Children
Education n Opportunity & attitude n Not able to attain higher n Able to continue school
to education education to higher level
“*Distinctive n Need to work and study n Not prioritizing school
- in parallel to afford going (Surakarta)**
chgractengucs to school
in certain
study
locations

Perform well at school

Have more supporting
facilities

n Performance at school

1> 13

Many children in this studgiscussdthe education aspect in relaticio childrerQlavel of welfare.
Being poor children in genenmaiasassociated with the lack of opportunity to go to school or attain
higher educationbesides thelack of motivation to go to school. There were several factors
mentioned bythe children that could be related to this, such as their ability to afford school fee,
equipment and supporting facilities. In terms of dealing with academic difficulties, pbiddren
were reported to have no access to the additional cowsequired. Furthermore, the idea of
working was mentioned many times liye childrenasa way out for many poor children to earn
money sothat they can help their parents to support the fdmiincluding to finance their
education. Thereforefpr those reasondiving in poverty is often associatég many childremnvith
lower performance in school and drpimgout.

[Wealthy childrenare] Able to attain higher educationThey can get what thg wantand not drop
out of school, while the poor cannot continue their education, like; ingan onlystudy up tojunior
high schoal(In-depth interview with girls aged Xa7 yearsold in Surakarta)

In general, the girlsvere more likely to discusthis aspect in relation to webeing, particularly
among girls in Jakarta. Almost all children from all age and gender groups in this study were able to
see the linkage between aspects of educatamd childrerQ @ell-being. However, children from

the older group (15 to 1years old, both male and femalayere more likely to link how the unmet
needs of this aspect will lead to the lower opportunityaddetter job in the future.




e) Access to Health Services

Table 14. Characteristics Includedint he Chi |l drends Descripti
on the Aspect of Access to Health Services

Indicators
Mentioned Aspects Being Characteristics of Characteristics of
by the Discussed Poor/Unhappy Children Wealthy/Happy Children
Children
Health n Type of health n Seeking health treatment n Seeking for health
providers accessed at the community heath treatment at the hospital

centre (puskesmas)

n Health status n Less healthy

1>

Healthy

Compared tadhe other aspects, health is one of tlwdicatorsthat were theleastfrequentlyused

by children in describing wdbleing. Health status and practices of accessing certairstyfgeealth
providers are two aspects mentioned by several children to distingatstdrerQ l@vel of welfare.
More children inthe younger group (agk6 to 11years old are found to includeone ofthese
aspecs in their descriptios about the life of wealthy and poor childrefihe dildren associate

poor and wealthy children with practices of accessing certainsyenealth provides. If poor
children are treated imcommunity health centwhen they are ill, wealthy children are described
to seek treatment athe hospital. Few children reported the story of poor services given by health
providers when the poor aessed health services. Thesas no further discussion on this issue
however, since children reported none of them experienced this issue when they accessed health
services.

Related to health status, few children also desatdibeor children to be leskealthy than children
in the wealthy groupHowever, thereis no further explanation on the detaibf this aspectthe
children merely mentioned the overall health status of children bothhi& poor and wealthy
groups. There is an indication stlfmedication practices among poor fairmBwhentheir children
get sick by takingverthe-counter drugsthat can be bought ithe store but only few children
discussdthis. Furthermore, one of our female respondents even reported practices of ignioein
illness and not seeking treatment every time gats sick. She explained that every time shel$e
unwell, she prefesto do nothing and wait for her illness go awaysince going to the doctor is
assumed to put more burden on her parents.

X I try to ignore it [when get ill]... Sometimesl get fever and headache, but | ignorthem. ...I do
not want to put more burderon my parents (In-depth interview with girls aged 37 yearsold in
Surakarta)

As we can see from the descriptions given by chilgreniously poverty is perceived to affect both

the material and nonmaterial aspects OK A f RNBy Qad t AFTFSd Ly 3IASYSNIfzx YV
by children to be affected the most, while mamgnmaterial aspects were considered to be equally

important for their weltbeing. Children associate tineexperience of living in poverty to the

experience of being deprivedf many aspects of their life, leaving them with limited access and
alternatives to basic amenities (food, clothing, housing, sanitation, transportation, health,
education, etc.). Poor children were also reported being deprivEdther necessary aspects
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important for their weltbeing, particularly relationshgwith parents and friend, and recreational
activities (leisure, playing).

¢2 AyOfdzRS OKAf RNB Y Q-beingipeicygntept difsub@diivég dvebeing haS KSA NJ ¢ S
been increasingly emphasizedinkK A & rdasiniRdeft®f child webbeing. As it is included in

the child weltbeing framework developed by UNICEM(CEmnocentiResearch Centr002),

subjective welbeing in this study becomes the main idea, in which subjective experiences of

children (how children interpret, evaluate, and express their happiaagsdeprivation) become

the primary source of information.

[221Ay3 i OKAfRNBYyQa & dzas3ofrd that eh8dres ihtasstadd ghg O
STFTFSOG 2F LROSNIe 2y (K2aS RAYSY&aA2ya-bamgAy
health and safety, education, famiyd peer relationships, and behavioasdrisks) that will have
impact on their welbeing. Discussion othe health aspect however, is found to be rarely
mentioned among children in this study. Moreover, indicators useitiéghildren to describe well
being highlightd many unexplored aspects in the conventional measurement of child poverty and
well-being. More importanly, children asan individual and as the member of certain graup
(groups of age, genderand community)are found to have certain then®in their descriptiois of
well-being, which influence what aspeadieing emphasized in their story.

§a Ay
3

Differences in the way children da#be their experience in this studye found to be affected by

several factors, including the individual, family, and external factors (community, or higher level
system). The individual factors include influences originated fr@mner self of childen. The @e

factorisfound to be one of the most influential individual factors on this since age defines at what
development stage the child is. It determsthe characteristcs MOKA f RQa RSAONA LG AZ2Y
in poverty; younger children (age 6 tL1) are found to be more focused on material aspects
compared to the older group because cognitive abilitthin this age range (6 to 11) limithildren

to recognize more tangible and concrete things than the abstract one (SigalntERider, 2009).

Onthe other hand, children entering adolescent stage (age 12 to 14) will have more exposure to

social environment since they become more attached to their peers; they start to recognize social

status and comparthemselves to their peerdfener, Helliwell,and Kahneman2010). It explains

why children atthisagareF 2 dzy R 12 0S Y2NB g NBE 2F 0SAy3 WLR?2
the g 2 NIR2 2UND (2 A R S yhis wilFo@ expldn8dvir tBef nexS siection) amdy older

children have the tendendp be more demanding towards their parents to fulfill what they desire,
compared to the younger orse Therefore, at this development stage, the quality of relationship

and communication between chilen and their parents determine how children understatieir

condition, as well agheir familyQ éondition, in relation to their wellbeing. Failure to communicate

and build understanding on this often intensifies condlict poor familes, whichwill further

alienate adolescemstfrom their family and home.

The study alsoirids differences in experience related to wéking between male and female
respondents, which are more related to gender ngramd tasls in their community. In terms of
mobility, for example, boys are found to have more flexibility tlgiris as reflected in their daily
agenda reported in this study. Boys usuafherd more time outside home for playing, hanging out

with their friends, or working (older children). On the other hand, gderd more time inside

home or around their neighturhood since theyare usually assigned to do more domestic tasks,
such astaking care of their younger family members, cleaning the house, washing clothes and
dishes, etc., compared to the boys in the family. It explains why boys are more likely to discuss the
ownership of vehicle (transportationy how it enables thento play and go around with their
friendst while whatthe girls discussed relatedoreto asses.
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Discussion with children from different age groups also revealed that it was common for girls to do
more house chores because it is culturally acceptable for females tesponsibldéor doing those

kinds of work.Internalizedby parents and familydoing those tasksis seen bygirls more asa
responsibility tharaburden, even though it often restrains them to go out or play with their friends.
Therefore, girls are fawd to spend more time at home to help their parents, especthyr mother

who areresponsible for all domestic works, mag girls to build more sense of responsibility and
attachments to their parents. It explains why the gwiere more likely to disass issues related to

the family, in particulaissuesbetween children and parents, when describing vieing.

When it comes to educatigmowever, there were mixed viesamong children about who needs

to be prioritized in the family. Several boys arduieat it is necessary to prioritize boys since boys
are more reliable in terms of being the breadwinner for their family, while the girls usually leave
their family to follow their husband after they finish school. Nevertheless, the importance of
educatia is found to be recognized widely, even among the girls; some girls believe they are more
reliable in terms of being more diligent in the schdbkrefore, the family needs to prioritize girls.
Even though there are still many poor childreho donot goto school due to many factors, it
seemghat the importance of educatiohasbecome more and more internalized among the poor,

in particularthe children, regardlessf their gender. Unfortunately, it is not the case witte health
aspect; the awarenessf how poverty impacts on health is found to be very low among children in
this study. Most children in this study live énpoor neighbarrhood and as underlined imast
literature, it will put children into higher developmental vulnerability, includingeithhealth
(Villanueveet al,, 2016). This finding may highlight the importance of health education among poor
families.

Ancather factor that influences what aspectsare emphasized by children in describing their
experience living in poverty and definitigeir subjective welbeing is family, in particular family
poverty and relationshipbetween family members, especially between the child and parents, as
illustrated in the story of Mia iBox 1.

Box 1
Growing Up in Severe Poverty

Mia (not her real name), a 7-year-old girl, lives with her 70-year-old grandma since she was 3 months old.
She does not have anyone but her grandma since her parents got divorced. Her father is in prison and her
mother lives with her new family. Living in a very small house, Mia and her grandma rely on their neighbours
for their daily needs since her grandma is too old to work. They do not have access to safe water and private
toilet in their house. They use water from the well and go to public toilet every day. Her grandma is everything
to Mia. She loves to spend the day with her grandma at home every day. Her grandma teaches her how to
count. She often plays outside her home, but she never goes to school. When we interviewed Mia, at the
beginning, she was afraid and started to cry every time we asked her to answer a question or to do the
activities (drawing, colouring). After approaching her for a while, she was finally willing to play with us. When
we asked her about her feelings, she said that she was sad and the only day she feels happy was when we
came to her house, asking her to play with us. One of the reasons why she feels sad is because she often
gets beaten by one of the adults in her neighbourhood. When we asked Mia the reasons to be happy for, all
she could think of and describe were food and clothes. She told us that she likes to be with her grandma
because her grandma gives her meals and also clothes. She likes all the clothes given by her grandma.
When we asked her about her dreams, she said that she wants to have a bicycle.

[Who do you love to see, your grandma or your mom?] Grandma ... . [Why?] Because she gives me food, rice with
fish, noodle, bread, and bolu fish ... . [What else?] | love all the clothes Grandma gives me ... . [How about your mom?]
Nothing.




The story of Mia showsot onlythat she was focusedn material aspectsyhich happenso many
children at her age, but alghat she is deprivedf many aspects, even in the most basic material
needs, such as food and clothing. Therefore, food and clotirimépund to be the primary theme

in her descriptions about welieing. Moreover, Mia did not recognize any themes related to family
relationship,which is very common to be found in the discussion among children at her age. These
two factors severe poverty andackof family relationship are seen to influence her subjective
well-being the most. Compared to other children at her age in this studg,pdiceive her welt

being to be lowerasshe reported herself to be sad all the time. The impact of poverty level on
well-beingis profound, as it was found in a previous study that the higher the social and economic
status (SES), the subjective wading (SWB) of children is more likely to be higher (Manzoor, A. et
al., 2015).Furthermore,in this study lower weltbeingis more likely to be found among children
with family issues, as reported by Mia.

In a bigger scope, factors such as culturalues and traditiogin their community, and exposure

to information and facilitiesre also found to influence the way children descdbeell-being in

this study. Therefore, children in different study locasanight have different perceptiasof well-
being, which reflectghe values, traditioss, and circumstances in their neighlothood and the city.

In Surakartafor example, discussi@on the aspect of housing includenhow their neighbars help

the poor members to build the house, while the wealthgetthe skilled workers. Compared ttoe

other two cities, Surakarta is well known to be one of the cities with stronger communal system
therefore, this might be a common practice in Surakarta, which cannot be found in other study
locations. On the other hand, we founchore varietes in descriptions related to physical
appearance and eating out amotige children in Jakarta, highlighting the fact thehildren ina

city like Jakarta are exposed to more fashion trends and entertainment facilities.

Considering these factors in relation to the wedling of children, there are several interesting
themesthat this study would liketo highlight.

3.2.1 Children Do Not Perceive Themselves as Poor

It is interesting to find that there are many childrénat we met in this studywho identified
themselves to be in thaveragegroup and did notonsiderthemselves to bgart of the poorest
group in their community. Furthermore, even though there are few children who admit themselves
to be poor, they tend to identify themselves with other terms, suctaasragegroup, which irthe
Indonesian contexis understood to be slightly &ferent fromtheda LJ2 2 NE 3 NP dzLJ®

... Wsually like that [children frorthe average groupre better thanthe other groups]most of them,
like us (FGD with girls aged ¢57 yearsold in Surakarta)

| play every day, but the other kids go to school. But the kids from this group [the poorest group
calledsederhand are like methey do not go to schoolIn-depth interview with boys aged t37
yearsold in Jakarta)

Well, | am nobne ofthe rich, butL On¥t poor; I am in the middle, Alhamdulig& X 2 KSy L |
to work fulktime, | can earn money and make my parents hajfioydepth interview with boys aged
15¢17yearsold in Surakarta)

Thismight tell usa few things about how children feel about living in poverty. It could be an
expression of denial since being the poorest community member can be a shameful experience. In
several group discussions, we also found that children identify significant prop®rtbrthis
sederhanagroup in their neighborhood, sometimes higher than the poor. It may strengthen the
assumptionabout how children do not see themselves in the poorest group and at the same time
tells us that poverty is commdynfound in these neighbarhoods being studied. These findings may
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bring us to further conclusion; the fact that children do not identify themselves in the poorest group

and prefer to use other terms thafgoorchighlights an undesirable image attached to tHgoorQ

label. Thereforeprograms aiming to reach poor children in this country may consider how the use
of WoorQabel may bring undesirable influences on children.

Nevertheless, the fact that almost all the children in this study couldaydescription of living in

povertyresembling their living environment reflects that children are aware of how the community

classifies the poor and wealthy grasjmnd how close their life is to povertghildren are most
likely to be influenced by adults, in particular parents, in petiogi the experience of living in

poverty, as reflected iTable 15 Comparing characteristics used by parents and children in their

descriptiors, Y 2 & {
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the way children and parents as adults describe the characteristics coimggitmell-being Most
children are more likely to inctle the tangible aspects, which usually refematerial possessions

LI NByYy

that have influenced their daily life. Discussion on intangible aspects, which usually refer to

immaterial things that can have losigrm impacsin their future life(e.g. education)were mostly
discussed by older childrefhishighlightsthe developingsenseof responsibility and ability to
understand less concrete concef@n the other hand, the way parents desciibeharacteristics
constituting well-being were found to be similao older children; parents see more intangible

aspectssuch asducation, health, social relationandreligious practicesasimportant aspect®of
well-being. These differencesan be seen as a result of development stage and level of exposure
to the socialenvironment Children recognize more concrete aspects due to their development

stage and theitower level of exposure to the social environment compgieeadults who are much

more advanced inthese two aspects

Table 15. Characteristics Used by Parents and Children in Describing Well-Being

(\[o]
1
2)
3)

4)

5)
6)

)

8)

9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)

Characteristics Included by Parents
Housing
Education
Food

Physical appearance (clothing and body
features)

Money

Occupation (including working child)
Health

Recreational activities (including the use
of electronic appliances)

Social relations

Vehicles (means of transport)
Birth certificate

Child activity

Number of children in the family

Religious practices

Characteristics Included by Children

1) Housing
2) Means of transport (vehicles)

3) Physical appearance (clothing, jewelry, and
accessories)

4) Food

5) Occupations

6) Social relations (including individual & social
relationships)

7) Recreational activities (including the use of
electronic appliances, ownership of pets)

8) Money

9) Education
10) Health
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On the other hand, this finding might tell us about how children see themselves in relation to their

well-being, or known asubjective welbeing. As mentioned previously, according to (Siagt
Lal, 2012), how an individual viewis/her subjective weklbeing reflects his/her judgment on his/

her own life. Even though childreare aware that they are close to poverty, thédy not perceive
themselves to be in the poor group because they view their experience differently. Most of the
children ratel their wellbeing at 50% and above, which reflects how children do laasignificant
proportion of positive emotional state anddifsatisfaction in their overalived experience. It also
highlighsthe 50% or less of negative emotional state and life satisfaction since not all of their needs

have been fulfilled, but on the other hand they sieir family and friends equally impont& as

the source of happiness. To highlight more on this, as explaredously children who identified

themselves to be unhappy (rate their happiness to be very low) are more likely toafawaly

issue (divorced parents, separated from parents).

3.2.2 Social Relationships and Environment Matters

The impact of poverty on material aspect is emphasized by all children in this study. Even though
the nonmaterial aspectwas not included as many afe material one, the profound impact of

poverty onthe former I A LJISOG Ay OKAf RNBYyQa fAFS A&
expectations of children written in aspiration cardgble 16 contains the list of aspiratian
gathered from all children participeg in this study.

Themselves

Table16. Chi | Aspimatiodss

Material:

Have a big house, money, play station and vehicles (car, bicycle)

Immaterial:

Attaining their goal and be successful
Continuing education and get a job
Make their parents happy

Family

Material:
Parents will buy vehicles, decent house, gadget and electronics (TV,
Ipad), more daily allowance

Immaterial:
Parents are more caring, having more quality time with children, live in
harmony, not getting angry, not beating them, treated fairly by parents

Government
(local government,
governor, president)

v'  Aid for poor people & improvement for the existing program

v Improvement on physical environment:
The availability of play ground and public facilities
School nearby with decent buildings
More clean, neat, green environment, the availability of TPS
Dealing with flood

v Improvement of social environment:
Fieldwork for parents and children dropped out from school
Dealings with street fight, conflicts among community, risky
behaviors
More secure environment
Activities for children
Free (of charge) School
Improved attitudes and behaviors of community

Friends and neighbors

Not being bullied
Have many friends to play with

SN

Schools

v Improvements in the way teachers interact and educate children
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become the most desired things for most children to improve their dveihg. Many children in

this study described poaelationshigs between children and parents in poor family for several
reasons such as busyness, low quantity and quality time for family to gather, stressful environment,
etc. Among these factors, we foutlaat level of knowledge and skill of parentiage severalof the

major factors affecting relationshifbetween parents and children in poor family. The studgg

that parents from poor househosthre stressed out not only becausd the financial struglg but

also becausef their lack ofknowedge onhow to deal with their children. The other factortie
pressure from financial situation that often creates stress and &pegeents to spend most of their

time outside home to earn money. It limits their time to spend with children and family and as a
consequence, they have limited interaction with their children and family.

We also found that most of the parents in this syuaie more likely to be permissiviie to their
beingguilt-ridden for failngto fulfill their childrerQ @eeds. Therefore, most of the poor parents in
this study are found to havthe tendencyto be less criticalvhen granting whatis requested by
their children Theytry hard to buy manythingsthat they cannot afford (e.g. tablet P@obile
phone) without considering whether the children will neibeém or not since their children whig

for them. This is found to be one of the major factors hindering parenfeom beingable to
communicae their constrains in fulfilling the needs of their children, aswas found in previous
studiesthat parents from lower socioeconomic class are less frequent to reason with thieiirech)

are more restrictive and authoritarian, and show less warmth and affection to their children
(CongerandDoganin SigelmarandRider, 2009McLoydn SigelmarandRider, 2009).

Living imrpoor neighbarrhood, children have to deal with many so@ad environmental problems
(unsafe neighborhood, alcohol and drugbuse, flood, overcrowded neighhwhood, conflict with
friends and neighbors, etc.). Many children reported that these problems have affected them
negatively making themfeel uncomfortabé, insecure, and worried. More importantly, being able
to list the authoritiesto be be responsiblefor these issues, children were found to have the
understanding of who needs to be involved to address the problem in their neighbod. It
shows us thathildren are aware of the existing problems in their environment, which can be seen
as an opportunity to actively engage children as an agent of change in their neigbbd.

3.2.3 The Use of Private Transport and Mobile Phones among Poor Families
a) Trangort

The fact thameansof transport is considered to be one of the most frequgmientionedaspecs

by children tells us that transportation has become one of the primary needs for poor children and
their family. Furthermore, the fact that many children reported motorbike to be one of the most
commonmeans oftransport for the poor in their neighbarhood showsthe preference in using
private transport, in particular motorbike, among poor family in urban ar8dere are several
factors that can be assumed contribute to this and one of them is inaccessible public transport
for the poor. Sincéhe poor @mmunity usually livéarther from the main road, they have limited
access to the existing public transport. That is why even in the city like Surakarta where public
transports are provided, the poor is the grothmt benefit the leastfrom this facility.One other
factor is the easef getting motorbike that haimproved the access for the poor to get affordable
private transport.
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b) Mobile Phone

Ownershipof mobile phonswas reported to be common among poor children, especially within
the olderagegroup (age 12 to 14 and 15 to 1Thisis interesting since mobile phone was included
as one of the item indicators of material belongbognany conventional surveyf poverty in the
country; the poor familys assumed to not have the ability to afford This fact might tell us not
only about the trend of shifting priorities among poor fadlbut also an increasing need towards
communication tools among the pooknother influencing factois thatmobile phonehasbecome

more affordable, while therés a lack of public phone facilities. This also highlights the opportunity
of improved access to communication and information for the poor. Further study on this issue will
be needed since identifyinthe pattern of preferences is necessary to understamuv poor
families will allocate their resources and howhis will impact onthe children. Furthermore,
understanding what factors drive these preferences and how the pattern of consumption behaviors
relates to these items will also be useful for efforts in utilizing these items to improve poor
OKAf RNByQa tAFTSo

Conclusion

In conclusion, there are aspects in the conventional measurement of poverty related to cfildren
well-beingthat have not been exploretb understand deprivatiosexperienced by poor children.
Aspects included by children to define wiedling inthis study underline the importance of family,

in particular the quality of parenting, and improved environment as much as the fulfillment af basi
material needs. Differences in their needs and abilities to recognizeiwraportant to their weH

being need to be seen as an outcome of developmental process throughout the lifespan. Future
programs aiming to improve the wedkeing of poor childremeed to recognize and strengthen
nonmaterial aspects while contimg to ensurepoor childre grovisionof and access to basic
amenities. More importadyz  OKAf RNBYy Q& oAt AGe G2 NBO23ayAT S LI
and their environment leaglus to conclude that children can be a great resource of information
required to improve their welbeing It isalsoessential to acknowledgée importance of involving
children in studies related to their wdbkeing.
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IV.LIVING IN POVERTY: CHILDREN O S
EVERYDAY EXPERIENCE

Through the FGDs, group and individuatiépth interviews, body mapping, and photo diary that

children actively particpated in, this study aims to understand the problems faced by children, thei

main causes, and children's coping stratbgged on their own perspective. In addition, children

were also asked about issues that they consider to be the most significant problems and issues that
need to be resolved first. Therefore, this chapter witempt to list down and elaborate several

LINPOof Sya (2fR o0& (G(KS OKAfRNBY (KSvyaSt@gSaod ¢KS
FTNI YSo2N] 2 Yy-bedidinieRshitsySenveral difdngions that are analyzed in this study

are material situationfr YAf @ Qa ljdzr t AGe OF NBZ OKAfR LINRPGSOGA?Z2
and participation (UNICEEO13).

The problems that were raised by the children interviewed in this stuele first mapped out to

obtain a clear understandingf the interactiors within the zones of interactioathey live in. The

problems faced by children are interrelated. There are four zones of interacti@amily, peers

schoo] and government zore It appears that most problems faced by children arenftbe family

and playing community zose Family problems are seen as one of the most signifieantk

influencing problems sincthey areNBf 6 SR (G2 YIyeé LINRo6fSya Ay OKA:
F2dzyR (2 0SS GKS NBZhildréfeel tikiHel pandsyae anabldN@®pootide Y
sufficient cae to them; therefore, 1 KS& GNB (2 FAff GKS f2y3iy3a 27F
outside their home and family. Howeveitentimeschildren are prone to negative influensgom

their peersor the community they live in. As reported by many children in this study, adults and

peers in their neighbarhood are constantly displaying behawis that could potentially influence

themin negative ways, such as smoking, gambling, fightingngeirunk, and throwing bad words.

Out of curiosity, children thewill experiment with those things, whichill eventually lead them

G2 I Y2NB O2YLX SE LINROGfSY®d ' &a0Kz22f3 LINROESYa
such as fighting with friends, amyenwith teachersas well agifficulties in understanding school

lessonsare often inevitable. Furthermore, children in this study also raised concerns regarding lack

of support fromthe government on many issues related to basic amenities, suchcassto food

and medical treatment, and the quality of physical and social environment.

Mapping out information from children interviewed in this studyg illustrated linkages between

problems experienced by children Figure 11 It shows howthe familyQ ar parent€poverty

becomes the source of many problems, leayto other problems inabf OKA f RNBy Qa f A TS
the same timethe figureK A 3 Kf A 3KG & G KS A YLI]2 NI to yddr&ss @oblerdslk YA f & Q
AY Ylye IINBlFra 2F OKAfRNByQa tATSO




Figure 11. Problems faced by poor children

As discussegdreviously problems reported by children in this study can be categorized into several
RAYSyairzya AyOftdzZRAY3I YIGSNRIE &A ledacafionzngakh T YA &
and living condition, and patrticipation, in which specific themes were discussed by children.

4.1.1 Material Situation
a) FamilyPoverty is theRoot of Child Poverty

As mentioned earlier, given the position of children who are still Igrgepended on their carers,

poverty faced by their parents oftenbecosi@ KS NRB 20 2F OKAf RNByQa L} @SN
their parents struggle to make ends meet because theyot find a wellpaid job and sometimes

they have to pay their debt Economic limitations have made parents unable to provide ideal

facilities or maximum support for the children. In more severe cases, economic limitation forces

children to work as well to help their parent to make ends meet.

(hildren interviewed in this stdy said that they donot get enough pocket money from their
parents and they @&n only afford clothesof lower quality, compared to the wealthy children.
Subsequently, children reported themselves to be sdtichmight make them to be more prone
to performingcriminal acsas an impingement.

| do not get enough money. | am not allowed to buy what | want because | do not have money. My
mother is not working(In-depth interview with a boy aged 24 yearsold in Surakarta)

If there is no money available, we must borrow from others. However, if people do not like us, they

will talk bad things behind our back ¢ KS& KI @S s yet thieg laveanainy Bhiidogin-
depth interview with a boy aged £%7 yearsold in Surakarta)
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