


























1993 IFLS, which failed to interview a substantial number of never married youths and young adults. I 

use the 1993 roster to obtain a population at risk for both of the two transitions of interest and for 

measurement of independent variables. I use the 1997 roster to ascertain whether or not a youth made 

any, both, or neither of the nest-leaving or marriage transitions. 

Sample 

The sample for this study consists of never-married household members, age 11 to 20 years and still 

living at home in 1993. I define "living at home" as living in the same household as at least one parent, 

grandparent, or other relative, under the assumption that elders and extended kin perform a similar 

supervisory function as parents. All respondents who are not living with relatives or are listed as the 

household head are counted as having already made the transition out of the parental home by 1993. 

Because young adults, especially females, are increasingly likely to marry or move out with age, the 

youths in the older ages are a more selected group. However, I include them in this study because the 

younger youths, who are 15 to 19 by 1997, may not be old enough to make either transition by 1997, 

particularly for younger males. This selectivity should be kept in mind when interpreting the results. 

The 1993 sample of youths and young adults eligible for making either the two adult transitions of 

interest- leaving home and getting married- consists of 6713 people. Of these individuals, 3.7% are in 

households that could not be found in 1997, and 0.5% are deceased by 1997. These cases are omitted 

from the analysis, as they form a relatively small portion of the observations at risk. Also omitted are an 

additional 0.1 % of cases that lack information on 1997 marital status, as well as one observation (0.01 % ) 

that threatened the stability of modeling, since she is the only person aged 11 to 15 and in college or 

university. The final sample size for this study is 6425 youth and young adults from 1993. 
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Measures 

In this study, I consider a categorical dependent variable with four possible outcomes: the youth moves 

away from "home" between 1993 and 1997 but does not marry,1 marries between 1993 and 1997 but does 

not move,2 makes both transitions, or makes neither transition. Outcome measures come from the 1997 

household roster. Relevant independent variables, sex, age, education, rural residence, and province of 

residence, come from the 1993 roster. Below, I define the independent variables and describe my 

expectations for their effects on youth transitions. 

Female. The most important individual trait considered is whether or not the respondent is female. I 

expect women to be more likely to marry than men, due to women's earlier age at marriage. For moving 

without marriage, I expect that women are less likely than males to move away from home before 

marriage, due to traditional practices of women's role in public versus private space. However, the 

difference may not be large, considering the high rates of single female labor migration noted in previous 

research. 

1 This definition of living at home in 1997 is somewhat different from that for 1993, since most individuals no longer living in 
their 1993 households are not followed to their new, 1997 households. Thus, 1997 household composition is unknown for most 
of these individuals. So 1 assume that if respondents are no longer living in their 1993 home, then they are no longer living at 
home in 1997. This may not be a valid assumption, as in the case, for example, where a child moves from the parents' household 
to another older relative's household, or when a child moves with his or her parents out of a larger, extended-family household 
into a separate household. This assumption can be tested by checking the current household composition of those respondents 
who were located in their new households in 1997. However, I have not yet been able to perform this check. 

2 Since the outcome data come from the 1997 household roster, I can only measure at home and marital status by 1997. If a 
person moves and marries between 1993 and 1997, but returns to the family home by the date of the survey in 1997, then I count 
him or her as having married but not left the parental home. This is an unfortunate feature of the IFLS household roster data and 
the only way to obtain relative timing information is through the full survey interviews, which have the sampling problems 
discussed in the full text. 

In some of these cases, I can make an educated guess that justifies this approach. About 0.5% of the final sample still live in their 
1993 households in 1997 and are also separated, divorced, or widowed in 1997. 1 count them as having made only the marriage 
transition. This is because empirical evidence in Indonesia shows that immediately after marrying, it is often the case that one 
spouse moves into the other's home, before moving out together into a separate household a few years later (Williams, 1989; 
Jones, et. al ., I 994). Given that the time lapse for this study is four years, it is not so likely that these individuals have had 
enough time to marry. move out of the parental home, separate from or divorce their spouses, or before their spouses died, and 
then return home. For these reasons, I find it reasonable to count these individuals as having made only the marriage transition, 
without the nest-leaving transition. 
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Age in 1993. The other important respondent demographic characteristic is age in 1993. This is reported 

in years, but I categorize age into two age groups: ages 11 to 15 years and 16 to 20 years. I expect that the 

older age group is more likely to marry, since they are approaching typical marriage age. However, I 

expect the younger group to be more likely to move out without also marrying. Since most people in 

Indonesia eventually marry, the older youths, especially women, are much more likely to make at least 

the marriage transition. Furthermore, females in the younger cohorts are also more likely than their male 

counterparts to marry, since females marry earlier than males. This suggests an interaction effect between 

age and sex, which I include during the modeling phase. 

Education Level in 1993. I measure 1993 education leveI3 in five categories: None or elementary school; 

junior high, either general or vocational; vocational senior high school; general senior high school; and 

college or university. General senior high school is oriented towards college or university, although many 

families are unable to afford education at that level. Vocational senior high school, however, is a terminal 

degree oriented towards the labor market. Skills learned in vocational senior high school vary from 

crafts, such as carpentry and electronics, to clerical work and nursing. Vocational junior high school is 

similar to vocational senior high school but at a lower level. However, whether or not a vocational junior 

high school degree is intended to be terminal or not depends on the individual school. 

I expect that individuals with higher education levels are more likely to move away from home before 

marriage. However, this effect is more important for rural residents than urban residents for two reasons. 

First, if industrialization and economic opportunities are largely occurring in urban areas, then rural 

individuals with more education must go to urban areas to obtain higher returns to their human capital. 

Vocational senior high school students in particular are oriented towards the labor market after finishing 

3 For older birth cohorts, education level in 1993 is more likely to be completed education level. For younger birth cohorts, 
however, 1993 education level is likely to be censored. The difference between current and completed schooling could affect 
timing of marriage, and perhaps nest-leaving timing as well. This indicates an interaction effect between age and education, 
which I test for during modeling. 
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vocational schooling.4 Second, many studies on Indonesia note the ideological effects of education, 

which orients students towards independence and "modernity." I test for different educational effects by 

residence with the interaction terms between education and rural residence during modeling. On the other 

hand, I expect education to be negatively associated with the odds of getting married, since individuals in 

this population tend to finish their schooling before they marry, therefore delaying marriage. 

Furthermore, education's ideological effects can orient students towards values of individuality before 

marriage. 

Rural Residence in 1993. The definition of rural or urban residence comes from the Central Bureau of 

Statistics of Indonesia. They base their definition on a weighted algorithm of community characteristics, 

such as having a paved road, having running water, and having a telephone in the community. Literature 

on Indonesian youths' labor migration (Hugo, 1992) suggest that rural residents are more likely than 

urban residents to move away from home prior to marriage. As discussed above, this rural effect may 

depend on education level, with more educated persons being more likely to move without marrying. 

With respect to marriage, I hypothesize that rural dwellers, due to their more traditional values and fewer 

economic and educational opportunities to delay marriage, are also more likely to get married than urban 

residents. 

Province of Residence in 1993. To capture cultural heterogeneity, I investigate gender differences in 

youth transition-making by province. Unfortunately, the Indonesian government does not allow questions 

on ethnicity in surveys. Although the province measure is imperfect as a measure of ethnicity, it is one of 

4 I have also considered vocational junior high school as a separate category and as grouped with vocational senior high school. 
Vocational junior high may or may not be oriented towards the labor market, however, and models run with different versions of 
the educational categories do not produce similar results between the two levels of vocational schooling. Furthermore, there are 
too few cases (I 54) to warrant a separate educational category, so vocational junior high schooling is grouped with general junior 
high schooling. 
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the better proxies for ethnicity in the IFLS, as kinship customs and lineage tends to vary regionally.5 The 

IFLS samples from 13 provinces: North Sumatra, West Sumatra, South Sumatra, Lampung, Jakarta, West 

Java, Central Java, Yogyakarta, Eat Java, Bali, West Nusa Tenggara Barat, South Kalimantan, and South 

Sulawesi. North Sumatra and Bali are both patrilineal, while all Javan provinces are bilateral, and West 

Sumatra is matrilineal. The populations of the other provinces are more diverse in kinship customs. 

There are a number of potential outcomes in province effects. First, it could be that patrilineal societies 

are less likely to allow young women to leave home before marriage, or that such societies may instead 

prefer their sons stay at home to be responsible for the household. Similarly, young women in matrilineal 

societies may have more status and therefore be able to leave home before marriage, or young women 

may wish to stay at home if they enjoy relatively high status and have a stake in the household. Thus, 

both patrilineal and matrilineal societies can affect nest-leaving outcomes in either direction. With 

respect to marriage, brides in patrilineal societies are more likely to move into their husbands' homes, 

while even in bilateral societies such as Java, husbands usually move into their wives' households. 

Descriptive Results 

The main findings of the descriptive analysis are first, that females are at least as likely as males to move 

away from home, but are also more likely to marry. When distinguishing between moves associated with 

marriage and moves that are not, males exhibit higher percentages than females in making autonomous 

moves from home, among those age 16 to 20 in 1993. This suggests that young women in this age group 

are more likely to make marriage related moves when leaving home. Within the younger group, however, 

excluding marriage-associated moves changes little for autonomous moving rates, with females still 

exhibiting at least as high rates as males. Finally, rural residents generally surpass their urban 

counterparts in making autonomous moves. 

5 An alternate measure is religion, but there are two problems with the religion variable in this study. There are dismally few 
cases in the Hindu and Buddhist (supposedly Indian and Chinese) categories, making modeling difficult. Furthermore, 85% of 
the cases are Muslim, so that much of the variation in culture is not captured by the religion variable. 
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Table 1 shows a summary of the categorical variables used in this study. The sample population consists 

of slightly more men (53%) than women (47%), due to more women marrying at younger ages, and 

therefore being excluded from the risk set for this study. However, the gender selection at the older age 

group is not so severe. Similarly, more than half of the sample is between the ages of 11 and 15 in 1993 

(60% ). Again, this is due to the higher frequency of marriage and nest-leaving as respondents grow older, 

leading to a higher rate of exclusion for this study. These youths typically have only an elementary level 

schooling in 1993 ( 48% ), and slightly over half live in urban areas (52% ). By 1997, about 15% of the 

sample have married and 33% have left home. 

Table 2 shows the net percent of young adults moving out of parental homes, by age, sex, and residence. 

From this table we see that in this sample, young women exhibit at least as great a rate of moving away 

from home as their male counterparts within each age and residence category. The gender difference is 

greatest (10.5%) among rural youths in the younger cohort and lowest among urban, older youths for 

whom there is no gender differential in nestleaving rates. Also, as expected, younger and urban youths 

are less likely to move away from home, compared to their older or rural counterparts. Overall, rural 

young women between ages 16 and 20 are the most likely (51 %) to move away from home. 

Even after controlling for education, gender disparities in nestleaving rates continue to exist. However, 

Table 3 shows that these gender differentials diminish and sometimes reverse direction, particularly for 

the older cohort. Females continue to exhibit higher nest-leaving rates than their male counterparts for 

the younger cohort and among rural residents, though some of the rural percentages are based on much 

smaller sample sizes. With respect to education differences in general, youths who have higher levels of 

education in this sample tend to leave home at higher rates. Vocational senior high persons, however, 

often exhibit the highest nest-leaving rates within age, sex, and residence category. Due to the labor 

market oriented nature of vocational schooling, this may reflect nest-leaving for labor market reasons. 
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Finally, even after accounting for education level, a higher percentage of the younger cohort and rural 

residents leave home compared to their respective counterparts. 

With respect to the making a marriage transition, Table 4 shows that as expected, females marry at higher 

rates than males within each age and residence category. Also, persons in the youngest age category are 

not yet old enough to marry, exhibiting dramatically lower percentages of marriage than the older age 

group. Rural dwellers also marry at higher rates than urban dwellers, suggesting that rural families are 

more traditional, marrying their children at earlier ages. 

While young women leave home at rates at least as high as their male counterparts, they also marry at 

higher rates than males. Since many of those youths who move may be moving for marriage instead of 

making an autonomous move, the two transitions must be distinguished, as shown in Table 5. While there 

is some overlap in who moves from home and who marries within this time period, a non-negligible 

portion of each age and sex group make only one transition (16-40%), thus supporting Johnson and 

DaVanzo's finding that marriage and nest-leaving are distinct processes. In particular, with respect to 

making a move away from home unassociated with marriage, an "autonomous move," gender differences 

are related to age and area ofresidence. Within the older age group, males exhibit about 10-15% higher 

rates of autonomous moves than females, in urban and rural areas. The younger group is notable in that 

females make autonomous moves at at least the same rates as males, and even slightly surpass their male 

counterparts by about 3% in rural areas. Overall, males aged 16 to 20 make autonomous moves at the 

highest rates, while the rates for rural residents in the younger age group are almost as great. 

Table 5 also shows that for a small but noticeable group, marriage is not coincidental with moving away 

from home. This occurrence is especially high when considering only those who make the marriage 

transition. Table 6 shows that among those who marry, the percentage who remain in the parental home 

ranges from 21 % for urban males age 16 to 20, to 47% for urban males age 11 to 15. Females in the 
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younger age category also stay at home after marriage at high rates. The relatively high numbers of 

people of either sex who stay home after marriage is suggestive of the heterogeneity of Indonesia with 

respect to matrilineal, bilateral, and patrilineal local customs. A large percentage of males who marry 

stay at home after marriage, indicating either a patrilineal or bilateral custom, while a large number of 

females also stay at home after marriage, indicating a matrilineal or bilateral local custom. 

Modeling Results 

The main results of the modeling stage are, first, that there are significant gender effects by age, rural 

residence, education, and region, which suggests that youth to adult transition processes differ for males 

and females. Controlling for age, residence type, and education, there are no significant differences 

between young women and men age 16 to 20 in 1993 in making an autonomous move. Although youths 

age 11 to 15 are less likely to make an autonomous move than youths in the older age group, young 

females within this age group are more likely than males to do so. For marriage transitions, females are 

much more likely to marry without moving, with large and significant variation by province, and the 

likelihood of making both transitions is larger among females and in rural areas. 

In order to account for both nest-leaving and marriage transitions at the same time, I consider 

multinomial models of making one or both transitions between 1993 and 1997, controlling for age, sex, 

education, residence type, and province. The hypothesized potential differences in education effects by 

age or by rural or urban residence are insignificant, so, in the interest of parsimony, I exclude these 

interaction terms from the final model, summarized in Table 7. The model indicates that youth to adult 

transition processes do operate differently for males and females . 

The first panel of the Table 7 shows the odds of moving away from home without also marrying, 

compared to making neither transition. The model largely confirms the descriptive findings. Autonomous 

moves are more likely for the older age group, for rural youths, and for those with higher education 
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levels. In terms of gender differentials, overall there is no significant gender difference in autonomous 

moving rates, by rural residence or education level. However, among those in the younger age group, 

females are estimated to be about 50% more likely than males to move without marriage (p=.075). 

In fact, younger rural females are about 23% more likely and younger rural males are 24% less likely 

than urban older males to make independent moves away from home.6 

There is some regional variation in moving rates, for example, youths in Jakarta, an entirely urban area, 

move at significantly lower rates than in other provinces, probably because there are more labor market 

opportunities within the area, thus making nestleaving less necessary. There are, however, no significant 

gender differences within provinces, with the very notable exception of West Sumatra, predominantly 

Muslim and the only matrilineal province in the IFLS, where females are about half as likely to leave 

home without marriage as males (p=0.059). A tentative explanation for this is that unmarried females in 

this society may need to stay at home in order to inherit their parents' property and be responsible for it. 

The second panel shows the parameter estimates for marrying but staying in the parental home. When 

compared to the findings in the first panel, clearly the marriage transition is a distinct process from the 

nest-leaving transition to adulthood. Rural youths are more likely to marry only, as are older youths. 

However, among rural residents in the younger age group, females are over 4 times as likely as males to 

marry without also moving. Similarly, higher education effects vary by sex, deterring males from making 

this transition, but having more mixed and weaker effects for females . 

There are also noticeable gender differences by province for marriage without nestleaving. In nearly all 

provinces, females are between 2 to 13 times more likely to marry without moving than their male 

counterparts. Only in Bali, a patrilineal society like North Sumatra, the reference group, are women less 

6 Calculation for younger rural females: odds= 0.68* 1.29* 1. 73*0.81 = 1.23 
Calculation for younger rural males: odds= 0.45*1.35 * 1.25= 0.76 
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likely to make this transition and males more likely to do so. In addition, no West Sumatran males in this 

sample made a marriage transition without moving as well. These findings suggest that in the patrilineal 

societies, brides are more likely to move into their spouse's home, or live apart after marriage. In contrast, 

for the bilateral and diverse kinship types of other the other regions, these results suggest that husbands 

are more likely than brides to move into their spouse's home. 

Finally, the third panel of Table 7 shows the parameter estimates for making both marriage and nest­

leaving transitions. Overall, females are more likely than males to move and marry, but this pattern 

differs by age and residence type. For both males and females, being rural and in the younger cohort 

significantly increases the likelihood of transitioning. However, the effect of age is less stark for females 

while rural residence increases a female's likelihood of transitioning much more than a male's. Finally, 

while there is variation by province for young women in making both transitions to adulthood, there is no 

significant province variation for young men. Moreover, the gender differential is not significant. 

Figures l to 4 illustrate examples of the model's results for autonomous moves. For four provinces, the 

figures plot, by age, sex, residence type and education level, the predicted probabilities for moving away 

from home without marrying, compared to the other three possible transition outcomes.7 The four 

provinces I select for examples are Jakarta, a completely urban area that is highly diverse, Central Java, a 

region with bilateral customs, Bali, a fairly wealthy area that is patrilineal and Hindu, and West Sumatra, 

which matrilineal and Muslim. Unfortunately, West Sumatra has unstable parameter estimates for males 

making a marriage transition without a nest-leaving transition, hence, I show the predicted probabilities 

for females only. 

7 Since Jakarta is completely urban, a plot for rural residents is meaningless and not provided in Figure I. 
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The figures show that by province and compared to other groups, males aged 16 to 20 have the highest 

probability of making an autonomous move, compared to marrying or making no transition at all. In 

urban areas, females and younger males exhibit approximately the same probabilities of moving without 

marrying, by education level. In rural areas, however, the gender differentials are greater and the age 

effect diminished. While rural residents are indeed more likely to make autonomous moves, the effects 

are greatest among those in the younger cohort. Thus, there is a large disparity, particularly in rural areas, 

between probabilities for men and women in the older cohort, but very little for the younger cohort. Also, 

young adults with higher education are more likely to make autonomous moves from home, and the 

effects of education appear to be similar for all age and sex groups. 

Gender differentials for the older age cohort are the smallest in Jakarta and highest among the middle 

level educated rural Balinese. This supports the assertion that urban residents in a diverse society may 

have more "modem" views of females moving away from home before marriage, while girls are more 

protected in a rural patrilineal society such as Bali. A more general comparison across provinces finds 

that Jakarta residents and West Sumatran females are the least likely to make an independent nest-leaving 

transition, among the four provinces. This could support assertions that housing costs are higher in urban 

areas and a deterrent to leaving home, as well as the assertion that economic opportunities are located in 

urban areas. 

The predicted probabilities shown in Figures I to 4 only show the probabilities for only one of the 

dependent categories, making a nest-leaving transition without a marriage transition. In order to 

understand what are probable options available to young adults during the youth to adult transition 

period, I consider the predicted probabilities for each of the four possible outcomes by age, sex, 

education, and residence for the same four provinces. These tables are not shown, in the interest of space, 

time, and simplicity, but I describe them here. 
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In each province, the most likely outcome for youths of all age, sex, and residence groups is not to make 

any transition at all. This is especially true for females in West Sumatra, which may be due to the 

females being required to be at home in order to maintain inheritance status. In Jakarta, the probability of 

making neither transition are also high, but the second most likely option is to move out without 

marrying, for males (0.1 to 0.3), and younger females (0.06 to 0.25), while moving and marrying, for 

older females (0.1 to 0.5). Interestingly, Bali, a patrilineal society, exhibits the same general gender 

pattern as Jakarta, but with much higher probabilities of moving out among males (0.15 to 0.54) and 

younger females (0.15 to 0.47). This may be due to more labor market opportunities in Jakarta than in 

Bali, thus necessitating the nestleaving of the Balinese youths, but not of youths in Jakarta. Finally, in 

Central Java, a bilateral society, the predicted probability of an autonomous move is about as high or 

higher than in ·Bali. Autonomous moves are often the most likely option, and if it is not, it is the most 

likely outcome for all age, sex, and residence groups, including young women in the older cohort. Thus, 

across provinces, there are smaller gender differences in Central Java in making an autonomous move, 

and greater gender differences within Jakarta and Bali. However, in Jakarta, it appears that youths are not 

likely to move away from home in general, in contrast to Bali. 

Discussion and Conclusion 

Previous researchers have noted the potential ways in which industrialization affects family life and 

youth transition processes. Economic factors are particularly important for understanding nest-leaving 

and marriage timing, but cultural factors are also helpful. Some studies suggest that marriage and nest­

leaving processes overlap, but are distinct from each other (Johnson and DaVanzo, 1997). Although a 

few studies have examined nest-leaving processes, they fail to address the simultaneity of marriage and 

nest-leaving processes. Thus, these studies do not offer a comprehensive view of youths' transition 

processes. 
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This study contributes to previous literature by considering simultaneously both of these youth to adult 

transitions, leaving the family home and marriage. Like previous studies, this study finds that female 

youths are more likely than males to make the marriage transition in this period of life. Gender 

differences in leaving home before marriage, however, vary by age, with women in the younger age 

group at a comparative advantage for making autonomous moves, and those in the older age group at a 

comparative disadvantage for doing so. Education level tends to be positively associated with the 

likelihood of making an autonomous move, and negatively associated with making a marriage transition, 

either with or without a nest-leaving transition. Finally, there is great regional variation in youth 

transition making, with strong gender differences with respect to the marriage transition in particular. 

I find that the marriage and leaving home transitions may be related, but they are still distinct processes. 

Females' higher rate of nest-leaving is somewhat related to marriage, but not completely. The higher 

female propensity to make an autonomous move, one unassociated with marriage, exists among the 

youngest age group, but not among the oldest age groups. Furthermore, even though females are at a 

disadvantage in the group aged 16 to 20 years, both sexes exhibit high rates of making autonomous 

moves. These results suggest that many young women are able to make the nest-leaving transition before 

the marriage transition. This further implies that young women are able to access this period of single 

young adulthood during which they can be free from direct supervision of kin and develop independence 

before marriage. This is particularly important because such independence can carry over into mate 

selection processes, and decision-making processes after marriage (Amin, et. al., 1998). 

The literature on youths in developing nations, and Indonesia in particular, suggests that most moves that 

are unassociated with marriage are instead related to the labor market or educational opportunities. The 

positive influence of rural residence supports the human capital interpretation, that rural youths must 

leave urban areas in order to access expanding economic opportunities under industrialization. The 

positive effect of education could support the human capital interpretation, but also a cultural 
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interpretation, as discussed previously. However, contrary to expectations, education does not 

differentially influence rural youths' transitions, compared to urban youths' transitions. If economic 

opportunities exist in urban areas, educated urban youths do not have to move away from home. 

However, if educated urban youths still exhibit approximately the same autonomous nest-leaving rates as 

educated rural youths, then perhaps education in this context may be related to factors other than 

employment opportunity. The factors could still be economic, such as higher housing costs in urban 

areas, or the factors may be cultural, related to changing ideologies of independence. 

A secondary finding of the study is that women in most provinces are much more likely than men to 

remain at home after marriage. Only the two strongly patrilineal societies exhibit the opposite pattern. 

This finding supports other evidence that men often move into their wives' homes, although it should be 

noted that these data do not tell us whether or not the husband moved into his wife's home or lived 

elsewhere. Regardless, this finding suggests the existence of a form of status and autonomy different 

from that of leaving home before marriage. While marrying without leaving home may not remove a new 

bride from parental supervision, this also means she is probably not living with her husband's relatives, a 

scenario in which the bride is more likely to be subordinated. 

This study has a number of limitations. First, it does not yet examine the motives for leaving home before 

marriage. It only identifies marriage-associated moves, not others. This study also does not examine the 

role of household assets, cash flow, and composition on nest-leaving, all of which are noted in the 

literature as important aspects of family diversification strategies and youths' migration. The study also 

does not identify the role of origin and destination community characteristics, such as urban residence or 

manufacturing or other opportunities. These considerations are needed to examine household decision­

making processes and the validity of a household economic diversification strategy interpretation. Future 

research should address these issues in order to examine more fully the human capital and economic 

interpretations of youth transition making and the development of autonomy. 
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Table 1. Summary of categorical variables. 
Variable % 

Male 53.0 
Female 47.0 

Age in 1993 
11-15 59.7 
16-20 40.3 

Education in 1993 
Elementary or None 47.8 
Junior High 30.5 
Senior High, Vocational 7.3 
Senior High, General 12.9 
College/University 1.5 

Residence in 1993 
Urban 51.5 
Rural 48.5 

Province in 1993 
North Sumatra 9 .6 
West Sumatra 6 .5 
South Sumatra 5 .3 
Lampung 4.7 
Jakarta 11.l 
West Java 14.1 
Central Java 11.4 
Yogyakarta 5.3 
East Java 10.9 
Bali 4.4 
W Nusa Tenggara 6 .0 
South Kalimantan 4.2 
South Sulawesi 6.4 

Marital Status in 1997 
Never Married 85.0 
Currently Married 14.2 

Separated 0.3 
Divorced 0.4 
Widowed 0.1 

Moved Out of Home b~ 1997 

No 67.3 
Yes 32.7 

Source: IFLS young adults. (N=6425) 



Table 2. Percent who moved out of parental home between 1993 
and 1997, by age, sex, and residence. 

Age in 1993 
11-15 16-20 

Male Female Male Female 
Urban 16.2 19.8 41.6 41.2 

(N) (939) (907) (788) (675) 
Rural 25.4 35.9 48.0 51.4 

(N) (1014) (976) (672) (46 1) 
Source: IFLS young adults. (N=6425) · 



Table 3. Percent who moved out of parental home between 1993 and 1997, by 
age, sex, education level, and residence. 

Urban 
Age in 1993 

11-15 16-20 
Male Female Male Female 

Elementary or None 15.5 19.0 42.4 45.4 
(N) (466) (431) (165) (119) 

Junior High 15.5 19.2 42.6 37.l 
(N) (419) (401) (162) (116) 

Senior High Vocational 25.0 14.3 45.8 45.5 
(N) (12) (21) (168) (134) 

Senior High General 28.6 33.3 41.6 41.4 
(N) (42) (54) (250) (263) 

College or University 18.6 25.6 
(N) (0) (0) (43) (43) 

Rural 
Age in 1993 

11-15 16-20 
Male Female Male Female 

Elementary or None 22.8 34.9 39.9 48.5 
(N) (701) (703) (283) (206) 

Junior High 31.7 37.3 46.0 58.0 
(N) (306) (260) (176) (119) 

Senior High Vocational 0.0 66.7 56.8 59.l 
(N) (2) (6) (81) (44) 

Senior High General 20.0 57. l 63.7 45.4 
(N) (5) (7) (124) (86) 

College or University 0.0 50.0 
(N) (0) (0) (1) (6) 

Source: IR..S young adults. (N=6425) 



Table 4. Percent who married between 1993 and 1997, by age, sex, 
and residence. 

Age in 1993 
11-15 16-20 

Male Female Male Female 
Urban 1.8 6.8 14.6 31.7 

(N) (939) (907) (788) (675) 
Rural 3.8 16.8 21.1 45.8 

(N) (1014) (976) (665) (461) 
Source: IFLS young adults. (N=6425) 



Table 5. Percent who married or moved out of parental home between 1993 
and 1997, by age, sex, and residence. 

Urban 
Age in 1993 

11-15 16-20 
Transitions Male Female Male Female 
Neither 83.0 77.5 55.3 48.0 
Move only 15.2 15.7 30.l 20.3 
Marry only 0.9 2.7 3.1 10.8 
Both marry and move 1.0 4.2 11.6 20.9 
Total% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Total N (939) (907) (788) (675) 

Rural 
Age in 1993 

11-15 16-20 
Transitions Male Female Male Female 
Neither 73.3 57.0 45.3 36.2 
Move only 22.9 26.2 33.7 18.0 
Marry only 1.3 7.2 6.8 12.4 
Both marry and move 2.6 9.6 14.3 33.4 
Total% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Total N (1014) (976) (665) (461) 
Source: IFLS young adults. (N=6425) 



Table 6. Percent who resided in parental home in 1997, among those 
who married, by age, sex, and residence. 

Age in 1993 
11-15 16-20 

Male Female Male Female 
Urban 47.l 38.7 20.9 34.1 

(N) (17) (62) (115) (214) 
Rural 33.3 42.7 32.1 27.0 

(N) (39) (164) (140) (211) 
Source: IFLS young adults. (N=6425) 



Table 7. Relative risk ratios from multinomial regression for making one or more adult transitions 
between 1993 and 1997. 

MOVE OUT ONLY 
Male Female Difference 

(female-male) 
exp(b) lzl exp(b) lzl exp(b) lzl 

Baseline 0.81 0.79 
Agel 1-15 0.45 5.47 0.68 2.23 1.50 1.78 

Rural 1.35 2.15 1.29 1.37 0.96 0.20 

Agel l-15*Rural 1.25 1.26 1.73 2.60 1.39 1.20 

Junior High 1.57 4.29 1.29 2.23 0.82 1.25 
Senior High Vocational 2.65 5.49 2.34 3.88 0.88 0.45 
Senior High General 2.42 5.79 2.20 4.35 0.91 0.40 

College or University 0.92 0.18 1.30 0.64 1.41 0.59 

West Sumatra 0.87 0.61 0.49 3.05 0.56 1.89 
Soulh Sumatra 1.15 0.62 0.88 0.47 0.76 0.80 

Lampung 0.73 1.35 1.26 0.82 1.71 1.59 
Jakarta 0.34 4.79 0.34 4.04 1.02 0.05 
West Java 0.61 2.66 0.66 1.95 1.07 0.27 
Central Java 1.27 1.35 1.10 0.45 0.86 0.58 
Yogyakarta 0.75 1.30 1.12 0.47 1.49 1.27 
East Java 0.73 1.67 1.10 0.45 1.51 1.54 

Bali l.IO 0.40 0.89 0.42 0.81 0.62 
W Nusa Tenggara 0.73 1.38 0.56 2.12 0.77 0.84 
Soulh Kalimantan 0.90 0.41 0.86 0.50 0.96 0.11 
South Sulawesi 1.08 0.33 0.73 1.18 0.68 1.18 

MARRY ONLY 
Male Female Difference 

(female-male) 
exp(b) lzl exp(b) lzl exp(b) lzl 

Baseline 0.71 0.60 
Agel 1-15 0.13 4.55 0.10 8.35 0.76 0.53 

Rural 2.15 2.38 1.34 1.24 0.62 1.18 
Age 11-15*Rural 0.66 0.76 2.75 3.05 4.14 2.22 

Junior High 0.52 2.41 0.94 0.34 1.80 1.83 
Senior High Vocational 0.49 1.56 0.50 1.97 1.01 0.01 
Senior High General 0.23 3.11 0.65 1.71 2.82 1.93 
College or University 1.02 O.o3 0.19 2.16 0.19 1.65 

West Sumatra * * 2.35 1.63 * * 
South Sumatra 0.97 0.05 2.64 1.71 2.72 1.24 

Lampung 0.84 0.28 5.45 3.11 6.47 2.38 

Jakarta 0.71 0.65 3.99 2.84 5.65 2.49 
West Java 1.11 0.22 6.59 4.15 5.96 2.94 

Central Java 0.37 1.62 4.60 3.29 12.57 3.40 

Yogyakarta 0.59 0.76 3.25 2.08 5.55 1.92 

East Java 0.91 0.21 8.36 4.63 9.23 3.53 

Bali 1.71 0.93 0.36 0.93 0.21 1.28 
W Nusa Tenggara 1.47 0.72 3.06 2.21 2.08 1.03 

South Kalimantan 1.99 1.26 5.93 3.37 2.98 1.48 

South Sulawesi 0.61 0.76 4.80 3.27 7.83 2.70 



Table 7 (Cont) 
MARRY AND MOVE OUT 

Male Female Difference 
(female-male) 

exp(b) lzl exp(b) lzl exp(b) lzl 
Baseline l.42 0 .89 
Agel 1-15 0.04 9 .23 0.09 11.13 2.28 2.00 
Rural l.02 0. 11 l.76 3.20 l.72 2.12 
Age l l-15*Rural 2.34 2.04 l.70 2.01 0.72 0.66 

Junior High 0.46 4.05 0.75 2.00 l.64 2.02 
Senior High Vocational 0.43 3.07 0.66 1.74 l.55 1.22 
Senior High General 0.37 3.98 0.43 4.23 1.16 0.47 
College or University 0.09 2.39 0.14 3.47 l.67 0.44 

West Sumatra l.17 0.37 0.68 l.19 0.58 1.04 
South Sumatra 1.64 1.24 l.97 2.16 l.20 0.36 
Lampung l.25 0.53 2.37 2.64 l.90 1.29 
Jakarta 0.81 0.53 1.66 1.78 2.04 l.55 
West Java l.63 1.54 l.69 2.07 1.04 0.10 
Central Java 1.12 0.30 0.89 0.40 0.80 0.50 
Yogyakarta 0.63 0.83 0.96 0.13 1.52 0.66 
East Java 0.90 0.28 1.40 1.13 l.55 0.97 
Bali 0.84 0.33 1.83 2.06 2.18 l.34 
W Nusa Tenggara 1.51 1.03 1.53 1.48 l.01 0.03 
South Kalimantan 1.68 l.21 2.28 2.44 l.36 0.59 
South Sulawesi 0.98 0 .05 0.86 0.45 0.88 0.24 

Log Likelihood = -5736.64 
df = 116 
* These estimates were unstable and not reported here. There are no males in West Sumatra who married 
without moving out of the parental home. 
Reference group consists of urban males, age 16 to 20 in 1993, with elementary schooling, living in North 
Sumatra. 
Standard errors based on sandwich estimators clustered on household. 
Source: IFLS young adults. (N=6425 ; 3406 males, 3019 females) 
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