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IS THE SECOND GENERATION OF TRANSMIGRANTS MORE
PROSPEROUS? ASTUDY OF INTERGENERATIONAL WELFARE
IN EX-TRANSMIGRATION SETTLEMENTS

Purpose. This study aims to analyze: (1) the characteristics of the second generation of
transmigrants; (2) the welfare of the second generation compared to the first generation.

Methodology / approach. The research setting is two villages in Rimbo Bujang District, Tebo
Regency, Jambi Province, Indonesia. The population of this study consists of second-generation
transmigrant families over the age of 20 or married. A simple random sampling method determined
the sample. The number of samples is 40 respondents for each selected village; the total sample is
80 respondents for the second generation and 80 for the first generation. A descriptive analysis was
conducted with the help of single and cross-frequency tables.

Results. The welfare of the second generation is improved compared to the first generation.
The study found that land fragmentation occurred in transmigrant families, but this did not cause a
decrease in welfare, as there are job opportunities outside the agricultural sector and land
fragmentation already within the family. The second generation of transmigrants can take
advantage of these job opportunities outside the agricultural sector because their education is
better than the first generation.

Originality / scientific novelty. The scientific novelty of this research is related to the object
of research, namely the welfare of transmigrant descendants. So far, research on transmigration
has focused more on the first generation of transmigration and the macro aspects of the
transmigration program.

Practical value / implications. The government is recommended to facilitate and create a
favorable investment climate so that non-agricultural business activities in transmigration villages
can develop better. The development of these non-agricultural activities will open up new job
opportunities and be able to eliminate the decline in welfare due to the fragmentation of land within
the family.

Key words: agriculture, family welfare, land fragmentation, transmigration, Indonesia.

Introduction and review of the literature. As one of Indonesia’s population
and agricultural-based regional development programs, the transmigration
program in Indonesia has been going on for a relatively long time: indeed, it began
during the Dutch East Indies colonial period (Lai et al., 2021; Oostindie, 2008;
Sulaiman et al., 2019). During this period (1905-1941), the main objective of
colonial governance was to reduce the population density of the island of Java and
to supply agricultural labor in areas outside of Java. Furthermore, during the
Japanese colonial period (1942-1945), transmigration endeavored to forcibly
transfer people from Java to other islands in Indonesia to work for Japanese
defense purposes (Dahlan, 2014).
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After Indonesia gained independence, transmigration’s purpose has
increasingly expanded to include non-demographic goals: improving living
standards, encouraging regional development, balancing population distribution,
ensuring equitable development throughout Indonesia, utilizing natural resources
and human labor, fostering national unity and integrity, and strengthening national
defense and resilience (Tirtosudarmo, 2018). Moreover, according to Ningsih &
Najamudin (2021), the implementation of transmigration activities is directed at
increasing farming businesses oriented to land-based business patterns — therefore,
the leading emerging businesses are those more focused on agriculture and
plantations. Consequently, economic development in the transmigration area unit
Is evidenced by the successful development of the agricultural and plantation
sectors.

Numerous achievements have marked the long historical trajectory of
transmigration’s implementation. Various studies, for example, indicate that the
transmigration program has improved transmigrants’ welfare and quality of life
(Murtisari et al., 2022b). In addition to enhancing well-being of transmigrants,
research has found that transmigration contributes to the social, economic, and
cultural development of regions (Nova, 2016; Purnamasari, 2021; Rachman &
Noviarini, 2018). Conversely, other research by (Junaidi, 2012) suggests that many
failures in the transmigration of food crop programs have an impact on emerging
low-income groups. As indicated by the findings of a number of earlier studies, the
phenomenon of poor transmigrants persists in several areas (Murtisari et al., 2021;
Nugroho et al., 2012; Rachman & Noviarini, 2018). The transmigration program has
also caused social disturbance or conflict, leading to rejection of the program in
several areas (Budianto, 2020; Oktafiani & Yogaswara, 2020; Sarmita, 2014).

Jambi Province is one of the transmigration placement areas in Indonesia.
Resettlement to this territory took place before independence in 1940 and continues
to this day. Thus, the number of transmigrants settled in Jambi Province has reached
83,641 families (355,221 people), positioning Jambi Province as one of the main
areas for settlement of transmigrants in Indonesia (Yulmardi et al., 2018).

In addition, the transmigration program’s success in Jambi Province is
observable in various social and economic aspects. Still, one should note that the
transmigration program only prepares land for one generation (2-3 ha per
household). Currently, however, the transmigrants in Jambi Province already have a
second and even third generation (descendants of transmigrants who are adults and
have separate families). Suppose the descendants of transmigrants are still in the
transmigration location with a livelihood dependent on the land of the first generation
(parents who become transmigrants). In that case, it will undoubtedly impact the
division of land in the family (Junaidi, 2022; Yulmardi et al., 2020). Therefore, land
fragmentation or shrinking agricultural land ownership has reduced the scale of
farmers’ businesses (Umyati et al., 2022); moreover, land fragmentation increases
production costs and decreases yields, revenue, profitability, and efficiency. As a
result, land fragmentation contributes to relatively low rural household living
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standards (Ali et al., 2019; Sui et al., 2022; Tran & Vu, 2019; Van Phan &
O’Brien, 2022).

Because the transmigration settlement in this province has been going on for
years, even decades, the issue that requires urgent attention is the survival of the
descendants of the second-generation transmigrants. Hence, it is necessary to find
appropriate policies to develop the second generation of transmigration in the future,
which is even more pressing due to how the problem relates to an objective of the
transmigration program’s implementation: to improve the welfare of transmigrants
and their families, including their descendants. Based on the discussion above, the
research question in this study is, “Is the second generation of transmigrants more
prosperous than the first generation of transmigrants?”’

This research is scientifically new and original as it relates to the research
object, the welfare of transmigrant descendants. So far, various studies related to
transmigration have focused more on the transmigrants themselves (the first
generation) with aspects such as (1) identity, local community, acculturation,
assimilation, multiculturalism, ethnicity, culture, and indigenous people (Burton,
2004; De Haan & Rogaly, 2015; Elmhirst, 2001; Evers & Gerke, 1992; Hoshour,
1997; Lai et al., 2021; Lee, 2010; Meda, 2017; Nergaard, 2020; Sutrisno et al., 2020;
Warganegara & Waley, 2022), (2) shifting cultivation, multiple cropping, agriculture
activities (Dewi & Mendoza, 2006; Holden et al., 1995; Widiatmaka et al., 2019;
Widyatmoko & Dewi, 2019), or (3) family livelihoods, family life cycle, employment
opportunities, and transmigrant welfare (Dawson, 2008; Leinbach & Smith, 1994;
Murtisari et al., 2022a, 2022b; Ochiai et al., 2018; Oktafiani & Yogaswara, 2020;
Watkins et al., 1993).

In addition, many studies of transmigration have been conducted at a macro
level covering aspects such as (1) land use, land clearing, environmental degradation,
deforestation, and forest conversion (Burbridge et al., 1981; Hanson, 2019; Holden et
al., 1995; Leinbach & Smith, 1994; O’Connor, 2003; Ross, 1985; Suwardjo, 1986;
Whitten, 1987); (2) history, migration processes, and resettlement issues, or
transmigration planning and programs (Dawson, 1994; Evers & Gerke, 1992;
Hanson, 2019; Hoshour, 1997; Linn, 2015; Simpson, 2021; Zaman, 2021); or
(3) nationalism, regional economy, regional development, state development,
transnational migration (Evers & Gerke, 1992; Hoshour, 1997; Korwa et al., 2021;
Ma Mung, 2012; Potter, 2012; Purwaningsih et al., 2019).

Few research objects related directly to the second generation of transmigrants,
and the literature does not contain definitive studies of their welfare. However, some
(Gowricharn, 2009; Haikkola, 2011; Pratiwi et al., 2022) have linked the second
generation of transmigrants with transnational and cultural aspects. Many studies
have also been done on socio-economic conditions and livelihood strategies for the
offspring of transmigrants. However, they (second-generation transmigrants) were
discussed individually (or compared to non-migrants) instead of being compared to
their parents (Maftuchin et al., 2019; Pratiwi et al., 2022; Siahaan, 2016).

The purpose of the article. This study aims to analyze: (1) the characteristics of
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the second generation of transmigrants and (2) the welfare of the second generation
compared to the first generation.

Material and methods. The research was conducted in two villages in Rimbo
Bujang District, Tebo Regency, Jambi Province. Rimbo Bujang District was chosen
because the district was the first transmigration area in Tebo Regency. Of the 10
villages in this district, two villages were designated as research locations: Desa
Perintis (Perintis Village) in the district’s western part and Desa Rimbo Mulyo
(Rimbo Mulyo Village) in the eastern part of the district.

The target population in this study were all transmigrant families in the selected
villages who already had a second generation over age 20 or were married. At the
beginning of the transmigration settlement (1975), the number of families settled in
the two villages was 500 families in each village. However, at this time, there was no
data on the number of first-generation transmigrants in each village according to the
target population criteria. Therefore, to obtain the data, an initial survey was carried
out. Based on the initial survey, the total population was 397 families in Perintis
Village and 380 families in Rimbo Mulyo Village.

The number of samples was set at 40 families for each selected village, so the
total sample was 80 respondents for the second generation and 80 respondents for the
first generation. It met the requirements according to Gay & Diehl (1992). They
suggested that the minimum sample for descriptive research is 10 %. Likewise, as
stated by Yount (2006), the minimum sample for a population between 101-1000 is
10 %.

The sample is determined by simple random sampling. It is based on the sample
base of this research, which is the relatively homogeneous first generation.

The analysis was carried out descriptively with the help of single and cross-
frequency tables. The analysis concerns the characteristics and socio-economic
conditions of the transmigrants’ second generation and compares the welfare of the
first and second generations of transmigrants.

Results and discussion. This section analyzes the second generation of
transmigrants’ demographic, educational, and employment characteristics. It also
contains an analysis of the welfare of the second generation of transmigrants
compared to the first generation.

Characteristics of the Second Generation of Transmigrants. The features of the
second generation analyzed in this case cover demography, education, and
employment. Table 1 indicates the demographic characteristics of the second
generation of transmigrants.

Age has a direct or indirect effect on behavior and individual decision-making
patterns. The average age of the second generation is 42.05 years, with most of the
group aged 40-49 years (60.00 %). In other words, the second generation of
transmigrants is currently in their productive ages.

Based on gender, more than two-thirds (68.75 %) of respondents are male, and
the remaining 31.25 % are female. Furthermore, based on marital status, most
(93.75 %) are married, and 6.25 % are divorced.
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Table 1
Demographic characteristics of second-generation transmigrants
Demographic characteristics Frequency Percentage
Age
20-29 7 8.75
30-39 15 18.75
40-49 48 60.00
50-59 10 12.50
Total 80 100.00
Average age (years) 42.05
Gender
Male 55 68.75
Female 25 31.25
Total 80 100.00
Marital status
Marry 75 93.75
Divorced 5 6.25
Total 80 100.00

Source: authors’ calculations.

The second generation’s education is generally better than their parents — the
initial transmigration from their area of origin, Java. Table 2 compares the education
levels of first and second generations.

Table 2
Comparison of education levels of first- and second-generation transmigrants
Indicator First generation Second generation

L 51 4

Not completed in primary school (63.75) (5.00)
24 8

Elementary school (30.00) (10.00)
L 3 25

Junior high school (3.75) (31.25)
. 2 25

High school (2.50) (31.25)
. 0 2

Diploma I-111 (0.00) (2.50)
Diploma 1VV/Bachelor 0 11

P (0.00) (13.75)
0 5

Master/Doctor (0.00) (6.25)
Total 80 80

(100.00 %) (100.00 %)

Source: authors’ calculations.

As illustrated in the table, the higher an individuals’ education level, the higher
their ability to make decisions using various existing resources to increase income
(Neumann et al., 2021). More than half (53.75 %) of the second generation has a high
school education and above. In addition, 6.25% have a master’s or doctoral
education. Conversely, most (63.75 %) of the first generation have no education —
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only 2.50 % of the first generation has a high school education, and no first-
generation participant in the sample has beyond a high school education (diploma |
through doctoral level). Previous researchers, such as Pratiwi et al. (2022) in
Lampung and Fitriani & Khairulyadi (2019) in Aceh, also identified this trend of
higher education level of the second-generation transmigrants compared to their
parents.

Better educational attainment in the second generation is primarily due to the
Indonesian government’s expanding access to education. However, the second
generation’s achievements far exceed the educational attainment of the total
population in the Tebo District. In 2022, the proportion of the population over age 15
with a high school education level and above will only reach 31.71 % (BPS, 2022).

Children’s education correlates with the income of their parents. Children with
parents who earn more are more likely to gain a high education, have more skills, and
be invested before participating in the labor market (Bai et al., 2021; Syakoer, 2022).
The first generation’s financial capacity demonstrates levels of household economic
resources; these, in turn, determine the ability of the first generation to provide access
to education and a better standard of living for the second generation. So that
variations in the level of economic resources of the first generation determine the
transmission of educational attainment to the next generation (Dong et al., 2019;
Huang, 2013).

In this case, the educational level of the second generation correlates with the
income of their parents — the first generation. Families of the first generation benefit
via income transfer and higher resources; as a result, the second generation often has
higher educational attainment than the first generation (Thaning, 2021). Similarly,
Koeniger & Zanella (2022) found that education-related spending depends on human
capital investment made by first-generation parents based on their background,
affecting the outcomes experienced by second-generation children.

In addition to the two aspects above, this study recorded observations on the
second generation’s employment aspects, including the field of business, type of
work, job status, side work, and working hours per week. Table 3 outlines the
employment aspects of second generation of transmigrants.

Unlike the first generation, the business areas of the second generation are more
developed and varied. Although the agricultural sector still dominates among the
second generation’s professions, more than a third already work in non-agricultural
sectors, such as industry and services. This finding aligns with the results of Pratiwi
et al. (2022) and Siahaan (2016), which reveal that one of the livelihood strategies of
transmigrant descendants is to combine work from agricultural and non-agricultural
sectors. There are three reasons related to this, outlined below.

The first reason for this shift concerns land ownership and the area of
agricultural land owned. Among the second generation of transmigrants, land
ownership and the amount owned is relatively limited compared to the first
generation. For example, Table 4 indicates that 93.75 % of the first generation still
owns agricultural land, with an average area of 2.36 ha. By contrast, only 65 % of the
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second generation own agricultural land, with a smaller average area of 1.13 ha. This
finding aligns with several previous studies, such as Xu et al. (2022) & Yan et al.
(2021) in China, Mengistu (2022) in Ethiopia, Kamwi et al. (2018) in Namibia, Barati
et al. (2022) in Iran, Igbal et al. (2021) in Pakistan. Land fragmentation and limited
land ownership are positively correlated with the choice of livelihood strategies for
rural communities, one of which is through employment outside the agricultural
sector.

Table 3
Employment characteristics of the second generation of transmigrants
Employment characteristics Frequency Percentage

Main industry

Agriculture 54 67.50

Industry 9 11.25

Services 17 21.25

Total 80 100.00
Employment type

Skilled workers 7 8.75

Semi-skilled workers 66 82.50

Blue-collar workers 7 8.75

Total 80 100.00
Employment status 66

Informal workers 82.50

Formal workers 14 17.50

Total 80 100.00
Side job

Have a side job 34 42.50

Don’t have a side job 46 57.50

Total 80 100.00
Working hours per week

<35 15 18.75

35-40 25 31.25

> 40 40 50.00

Total 80 100.00

Source: authors’ calculations.

The second reason concerns the productivity and labor income in the
agricultural sector in Indonesia. It is relatively lower than the non-agricultural sector
as it is a common condition in developing countries (including Indonesia) (Caselli,
2005; Diao et al.,, 2018; Restuccia et al., 2008). That condition has encouraged
second-generation transmigrants to combine work in agricultural and non-agricultural
sectors or switch to agriculture.

A third reason why the second generation focused on non-agricultural sectors is
the growth of economic activity outside agriculture. Therefore, establishing growth
centers — gathering places for activities that can drive economic growth and have
vertical and horizontal production links formed by transmigration — has considerable
potential for further development.

Regarding the type of work each generation does, only 8.75 % of the second
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generation are categorized as unskilled workers. Instead, most (82.50 %) fall into the
category of semi-skilled workers, with 8.75 % qualifying as skilled workers. In
addition, regarding employment status, while most (82.50 %) are still informal (or
untaxed and unmonitored by the government) sector workers, around 17.50 % of the
second generation are already categorized as formal sector workers. This condition is
possible both due to the second generation of transmigrants’ attainment of higher
education levels and the development of non-agricultural job opportunities in the
destination to which their parents migrated.

Table 4
Comparison of agricultural land ownership by the first and second generations

of transmigrants

Indicator First generation Second generation
Agricultural land ownership, % 93.75 65.00
The average area of agricultural land owned, ha 2.36 1.13

Source: authors’ calculations.

Adding to the above context, 42.50 % of the second generation have a side job.
This proportion, associated with the dominance of employment in the agricultural
sector, indicates that income from employment in the agricultural sector is deemed
insufficient to meet the needs of the second generation. The results of this study are
consistent with previous findings (Junaidi et al., 2022), which suggest that rural
communities’ strategy for increasing incomes is to find side jobs.

According to Biczkowski et al. (2021) and Tefera (2009), job diversification in
rural areas is only possible if natural resource diversity provides the foundation for
new livelihood platforms. Still, jobs in the agricultural sector — especially in oil palm
plantations — do not require long working hours, so the second generation uses their
time to work on other side jobs to increase their income. This results in the total
working hours of the second generation, or their main work plus side work, being
relatively long. Half of the second generation work above average — or more than
40 hours a week, and 18.75% work below normal — or less than 35 hours a week.

Welfare Analysis of the Second Generation of Transmigrants. The analysis of
the welfare of the second generation and its comparison with the first generation of
transmigrants is based on several indicators, including housing quality, motor vehicle
ownership, and savings. At the family level, housing quality, such as the house size,
floor type, and wall type, are objective indicators of a family’s welfare (Alabshar et
al., 2020). Previous studies have demonstrated a strong relationship between housing
quality and family welfare (Angrist, 1974). Housing quality can be a determinant and
a component of family welfare (Evans et al., 2003). On the other hand, housing
quality also impacts family welfare (Angrist, 1974).

Inadequate housing conditions are often associated with and become an
indicator of the poverty characteristics of a family (Decancq et al.,, 2019;
Moonansingh et al., 2019; Pham et al., 2020; Smits & Steendijk, 2015; Wong &
Chan, 2019; Yang et al., 2019).

Table 5 compares housing quality between first- and second-generation
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Table 5
Comparison of housing quality for first- and second-generation transmigrants
: First generation Second generation
Indicator
Frequency \ Percentage Frequency \ Percentage

Average floor area (M2) 28.76 23.41
Floor-type

Soil 6 7.50 5 6.25

Cement 60 75.00 42 52.50

Ceramic 14 17.50 33 41.25

Total 80 100.00 80 100.00
Wall type

Board 34 42.50 21 26.25

Brick 46 57.50 59 73.75

Total 80 100.00 80 100.00
Roof type

Zinc 33 41.25 21 26.25

Roof tile 47 58.75 58 72.50

Total 80 100.00 80 100.00

Source: authors’ calculations.

Floor area is one of the indicators used to determine housing conditions (Clair,
2019). Measuring the floor area per capita is achievable by comparing the overall
floor area with the number of household members as residents. The household can
meet the requirements for proper housing conditions with a specific floor area.

The floor area per capita of the house occupied by the second generation is
23.41 m?. This figure is lower than the floor area per capita of the first-generation
household, which is 28.76 m?. The smaller per capita floor area of the houses
occupied by the first generation is due to the increasingly narrow land available in ex-
transmigration settlement areas. However, in general, the floor area per capita in both
the first and second generations is already above the minimum adequacy of 15 m? per
capita (Millward-Hopkins et al., 2020).

Although the average floor area of the houses occupied by the second generation
is narrower, in terms of the quality/condition of their houses, they are better than the
first generation. Of the total sampled houses of the second generation, 41.25 % have
tiled floors, while for the first generation, only 17.50 %. The better socio-economic
conditions of transmigrants also impact the type of house walls they have. Only
26.25 % of the houses owned by the second generation are made of boards, and most
(73.75 %) are made of bricks. In contrast, about 42.50 % of the houses owned by the
first generation are constructed with boards, and only approximately 57.50 % use
bricks as the primary material. The type of floor is directly depends on the well-being
of the family, especially on the health of the residents (Padmonobo et al., 2013).

In addition, tile roofs are economically more valuable and high-quality than zinc
roofs. For example, tile roofing on houses is observed to ensure a comfortable and
beautified housing style. Among the first generation, tile was the most popular roof
material: the number of respondents used tile was 58.75 %, and the rest (41.25 %)
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used zinc. The same situation also occurs in the second generation, who often choses
tile roofs. However, the gap between zinc and tile roofing for second-generation
transmigrants is much wider: 73.75% versus 26.25 % for tile and zinc roofs,
respectively.

Homeownership feasibility is often associated with a person’s level of welfare
and the classification of a household into marginal household groups. Second-
generation children who experience the poor household conditions of first-generation
parents risk declining welfare regarding education, employment, and income
potential. By contrast, if good first-generation household conditions support the
second generation, the potential of human resources in the second generation will
increase so that they can live more prosperously than their parents (Bubonya & Cobb-
Clark, 2021).

Improvements in the quality of second-generation housing are inseparable from
the ease of obtaining credit at this time to buy or build houses or buy durable goods.
However, the ability to obtain credit and make credit repayments also depends on the
better financial capabilities of second generation than the first generation of
transmigrants.

Aside from serving as a means of transportation, motorcycles, and cars are also
household assets (Saleem et al., 2022). Therefore, the level of household welfare can
be measured using a measure of household asset ownership in durable goods (Smits
& Steendijk, 2015). Table 6 compares motor vehicle ownership between first- and
second-generation transmigrants.

Table 6
Comparison of ownership of motorized vehicles for the first- and second-
generation transmigrants

. . First generation Second generation
Motorized vehicle
Frequency | Percentage | Frequency | Percentage

Motorcycle

Do not have 33 41.25 3 3.75

Have one motorcycle 26 32.50 29 36.25

Have more than a motorcycle 21 26.25 48 60.00

Total 80 100.00 80 100.00
Car

Do not have 76 95.00 59 73.75

Have one car 4 5.00 21 26.25

Total 80 100.00 80 100.00

Source: authors’ calculations.

Ownership of this motorcycle is much more in the second generation than in the
first generation. On the one hand, only 3.75 % of the second generation do not own a
motorcycle; even 60.00 % of the first generation own more than one motorcycle. On
the other hand, almost half (41.25 %) of the first generation does not own a
motorcycle.

In addition, cars are a means of transportation classified as a luxury among the
community; more than a quarter (26.25 %) of the second generation already own a
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car. This proportion is much higher than the first generation’s car ownership, only
5.00 %.

The level of household welfare can also be measured by using a household’s
ownership of durable goods (Puspitawati, 2013; Smith & Steendijk, 2015).
Households that have assets at high prices are considered more prosperous than
households that do not. In the context of asset ownership, motorbike and car
ownership is one indicator used in measuring levels of family material well-being in
the International Wealth Index (IWI) (Smits & Steendijk, 2015)

The next aspect analyzed is the economic aspect, specifically savings. Savings is
one economic parameter representing the welfare household (lorember, 2020; Tan et
al., 2022). The size of the savings is primarily determined by how much income
transmigrants receive.

The savings of first and second generations are kept in banks, cooperatives, or at
home. The average savings owned by the first generation amounts to IDR 1,756,450.
Conversely, the second generation’s current average savings is IDR 1,895,215. The
savings’ distribution (%) of first generation and second generation is illustrated in
Figure 1.
60

55.00

50

40

30 ———

%
20

10 -

0 i
< 1,000,000 1,000,000 — 3,000,000 >3,000,000
Saving (IDR)
B First generation M Second generation

Figure 1. Comparison of savings of the first- and second-generation
transmigrants

Source: authors’ calculations.

Most of those sampled in the first generation (55.00 %) have a total savings of
between IDR 1,000,000-3,000,000, which amounts to moderate savings. Only
20.00 % have savings above IDR 3,000,000 or a high savings total. Regarding the
second generation, the current average of their savings is IDR 1,895,215. The largest
savings rate in this generation (47.50 %) has a total savings of more than
IDR 3,000,000, it is a high amount. Meanwhile, only 6.25 % have savings below
IDR 1,000,000.

The larger average saving rate of second-generation transmigrants implies two
critical things. First, the income of the second generation is higher than that of the
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first generation. Second, a higher awareness of saving was observed in the second
generation compared to the first generation, perhaps due to level of higher education
of the second generation. Better education and income in the second generation are
also found in the research findings of Matfuchin et al. (2019). Better conditions of
education and income for the second generation are not only found in cases related to
transmigration, but also in migration in general. This is supported by several previous
studies regarding migrants’ second generation (Alexander et al., 2017; Elk et al.,
2019; Ivlevs & King, 2012; Jiang, 2022).

Conclusions. The transmigration program in Indonesia has been going on for a
long time. This program has successfully improved transmigrants’ welfare and
regional development in the destination areas. However, the transmigration program
only prepares the land for one generation. If the second generation of transmigrants
remains in the transmigration location, and their livelihoods depend on the land of the
first generation, this can affect the fragmentation of land within the family; in
addition, new areas of poverty may emerge.

The study found that land fragmentation did occur in transmigrant families, but
this did not cause a decrease in welfare. The welfare of the second generation turned
out to be better than the first generation. It is because there are also job opportunities
outside the agricultural sector and land fragmentation within the family. The second
generation of transmigrants can take advantage of these job opportunities outside the
agricultural sector because their education is better than the first generation.

The main findings of this study can serve as a starting point for the government
to improve household welfare sustainability in transmigration villages. The
government is advised to facilitate and build a conducive investment climate so that
non-agricultural business activities in transmigration villages can develop better. The
development of these non-agricultural activities will generate new job opportunities
and eliminate the decline in welfare from land fragmentation within families.

The increase in non-agricultural activities should also aim at industries based on
the processing of agricultural products. Thus, the development of non-agricultural
activities will also increase the demand for and selling prices of agricultural products
and, in the next stage, will increase the welfare of farmers.

Research limitations. This research considers two transmigration patterns based
on the primary agricultural commodities: the plantation and food crop patterns.
Transmigrants in these two patterns have different characteristics.

This study has limitations related to its area of research. For example, the study
only covers ex-transmigration areas with plantation patterns and does not compare
them with those with food crop patterns.

For future research, this study suggests examining the pattern of land inheritance
from transmigrants (first generation) to their descendants (second generation of
transmigrants). In addition, this study also suggests examining the transmission of
welfare between generations that occurs in ex-transmigration locations.
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