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Abstract

This study explores the impact of spatial segregation on gender-based resource inequality in urban areas
of Indonesia. Through interviews, observations, and image analysis in three elite residential areas
Bintaro, Kota Baru Parahyangan, and Citra Grand City, the research highlights significant inequalities in
income, education, health, and access to basic services between residents of these elite areas and those
in surrounding communities. The findings show that men in elite areas have better access to economic
resources and job opportunities, while women in nearby communities are often disadvantaged in terms
of employment and education. This gender-based inequality is worsened by the privatization of basic
services like water and sanitation. The study also notes some benefits of elite area development for
surrounding communities, such as improved road access. Overall, the research underscores the need to
address spatial segregation and gender inequalities to achieve more inclusive urban development. Policy
recommendations focus on reducing inequalities and creating a more equitable urban environment.
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INTRODUCTION

Over the past two decades, the growth of elite residential areas in urban regions of
Indonesia has seen a significant increase. This phenomenon has been driven by various factors,
including economic growth, which has led to rising incomes, particularly among the middle
class [1]. The development of infrastructure, such as new roads connecting suburban areas to
major economic centers, has also contributed to the emergence and expansion of elite
residential areas in suburban regions [2]. Additionally, government policies that support the
licensing of new land developments, flexible zoning, streamlined permitting processes, and
economic incentives for the development of elite residential areas have further accelerated this
growth [3]. Furthermore, the availability of more affordable housing finance for formal sector
workers in urban areas has increased demand for elite housing, which in turn has driven supply
growth in the property market [4].

However, this rapid growth of elite residential areas has also been accompanied by
increasing spatial segregation, where elite residential areas become increasingly isolated from
non-elite or lower-income communities [5]. These elite residential areas are typically designed
with gated systems that restrict access, creating significant physical and social distance between
residents inside and outside these areas [6]. Spatial segregation reflects inequalities in the
distribution of resources, opportunities, and access to basic services across different geographic
areas, often exacerbating social and economic disparities among different social groups, with
residents of elite areas tending to have better access to various resources compared to those
outside these areas [7].

Moreover, spatial segregation not only creates general social and economic inequalities
but also exacerbates gender inequality in the distribution of resources [8]. In elite areas, men
often have greater access to economic opportunities and lucrative jobs. They tend to occupy
higher positions within the occupational structure, possess wider social networks, and have
easier access to economic resources such as capital and business opportunities [9]. Conversely,
women, especially those living in communities surrounding elite areas, often face greater
barriers in accessing decent employment and equal educational opportunities [10]. This gender
inequality is also evident in access to healthcare services, where men in elite areas may find it
easier to access premium healthcare services and high-quality education for their children,
while women in surrounding communities are often more limited in this regard [11].
Furthermore, women are more vulnerable to the negative impacts of the privatization of basic
services, such as clean water and sanitation, which are more readily accessible to male residents
of elite areas [12].

To address the issues of spatial segregation and gender inequality, various efforts have
been made by the government, non-governmental organizations (NGOs), and local
communities [11]. The government, for example, has attempted to implement more inclusive
and equitable spatial planning policies aimed at providing more evenly distributed public
facilities and basic services across urban areas, regardless of residents' socioeconomic status
[13]. Affordable and accessible housing programs have also been promoted for low-income
groups and women, in an effort to reduce inequalities in access to decent and safe housing [14].

In addition to government efforts, NGOs and civil society groups have played an active
role in advocating for the rights of women and marginalized groups in urban areas [4]. They
have implemented economic empowerment programs specifically targeted at women, such as
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skills training and support for micro-enterprises [15]. These programs aim to enhance the
economic independence of women, particularly those living in communities surrounding elite
areas, thereby providing them with better opportunities to access economic resources and
improve their quality of life [ 16]. NGOs also often provide alternative healthcare and education
services for urban poor communities that are not reached by public services, with the hope of
reducing inequalities in access to basic services [17].

On the other hand, some elite residential developers have begun to pay attention to social
aspects in their developments [18]. They have sought to build public facilities that can be
accessed by surrounding communities, such as parks, sports centers, and better roads, as part
of their corporate social responsibility (CSR) efforts [19]. This approach is expected to reduce
the social distance between residents of elite areas and surrounding communities, as well as to
improve the quality of life for those living near elite areas [20]. Despite these efforts showing
some positive outcomes, significant challenges remain in reducing spatial and gender
inequalities in urban areas [21]. Closer collaboration between the government, the private
sector, and civil society is required to create more comprehensive and sustainable policies and
programs to address these issues [22].

This study aims to identify and analyze the impact of spatial segregation on social,
economic, and gender inequalities in urban areas of Indonesia. Specifically, the study seeks to
understand how spatial segregation affects the distribution of resources between men and
women, and how this gender inequality impacts the daily lives of residents in elite areas and
surrounding communities. Furthermore, this research aims to evaluate the efforts that have
been made by various stakeholders to address the inequalities resulting from spatial segregation
and to provide policy recommendations that can support the creation of more inclusive and
equitable urban development. As such, the findings of this study are expected to serve as a
foundation for more effective policymaking in reducing inequalities and creating a fairer urban
environment for all social strata.

METHODS

This study employs a descriptive qualitative approach to identify and analyze the impact
of spatial segregation on social, economic, and gender inequality in urban areas of Indonesia,
with a focus on resource disparities between men and women. The case studies were conducted
in three different elite residential areas: Bintaro in South Tangerang, Kota Baru Parahyangan
in West Bandung, and Citra Grand City in Palembang. These locations were selected because
they represent clear examples of spatial segregation between elite residential areas and
surrounding non-elite communities.

The study involves several data collection methods. First, in-depth interviews were
conducted with residents of the elite areas and the surrounding communities. These interviews
aimed to explore their perceptions of access to economic resources, education, healthcare, and
employment opportunities, and how these factors differ between men and women. Informants
were selected purposively to ensure representation from various demographic groups,
including differences in gender and socioeconomic status. Second, direct observation was
carried out at each study location to observe the physical and social conditions in the elite areas
and the surrounding communities. This observation included examining the accessibility of
public facilities, the state of infrastructure, and the social interactions between residents of the
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two types of residential areas. Additionally, visual analysis was conducted on images obtained
both directly and through satellite imagery to understand the spatial and physical patterns
reflecting spatial segregation. Third, secondary data was used to complement the findings from
interviews and observations. This data included demographic, economic, and educational
information from various sources, such as government reports, academic publications, and
public databases. The secondary data was analyzed to identify trends and patterns of gender-
based inequality occurring in the elite areas and the surrounding communities.

Data analysis was performed using a thematic approach, in which the data obtained from
interviews, observations, and secondary sources were grouped based on key themes relevant
to the research objectives. These themes included access to economic resources, the role of
gender in resource distribution, and the impact of spatial segregation on social and economic
inequality. This analysis enabled the researchers to identify significant differences between
men and women in terms of access to and distribution of resources in the study areas. The
results of this study are expected to provide a deeper understanding of how spatial segregation
exacerbates gender-based inequality in urban areas and to offer policy recommendations that
can help reduce these inequalities and promote more inclusive and equitable urban

development.
Table 1. Research Flow

Data Collection

No. | Research Phase

Main Activities

Methods

Purpose

Site Selection

Selection of three elite residential areas
and surrounding communities as case
studies.

Literature review and
preliminary observation

To identify locations representing
cases of spatial segregation.

Interviews

In-depth interviews with residents of

Semi-structured

To explore perceptions of resource

observation

2 elite areas and surrounding communities. | interviews access and gender-based inequality.
Field Direct observation of physical and social | Participatory and non- To observe the accessibility of
3 Observation conditions at the study sites. participatory public facilities and social

interactions.

Visual Analysis

Analysis of images from study sites,
including satellite imagery.

Visual and spatial
analysis

To understand the spatial and
physical patterns reflecting
segregation.

Secondary Data
5 Collection

Collection of demographic, economic,
and educational data from secondary
sources.

Literature review and
secondary data analysis

To complement findings from
interviews and observations.

policy recommendations.

6 Data Analysis Thematic grouping of data and thematic Thematic analysis To identify significant differences in
analysis. resource access and distribution.
7 Report Writing Preparation of the research findings and Report writing To present research findings and

policy recommendations.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION
This study reveals that spatial segregation in urban areas of Indonesia not only creates
significant social and economic disparities between residents of elite neighborhoods and
surrounding communities but also exacerbates gender-based resource inequalities. Based on
interviews and observations conducted in three elite residential locations Bintaro, Kota Baru
Parahyangan, and Citra Grand City Palembang it was found that access to economic,
educational, health, and other basic services is heavily influenced by gender, with men in elite
areas enjoying greater advantages compared to women, especially those in surrounding
communities.
1. Economic Resource Inequality
The study reveals that economic resource inequality between men and women is
markedly pronounced in elite residential areas compared to surrounding communities. In
elite neighborhoods, men tend to dominate access to high-paying jobs and lucrative
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economic opportunities. They often hold senior positions in the workplace, which allows
them to leverage broader social networks, secure promotions, and negotiate better salaries
and benefits [23]. This is not only due to the existing opportunities within these elite
environments but also because of the social expectations and structures that favor male
participation in the formal economy over female participation.

In contrast, women in surrounding communities face substantial barriers to accessing
similar economic opportunities. These barriers include limited access to quality education
and vocational training, lack of childcare services that would allow them to pursue full-
time employment, and societal norms that prioritize men’s economic roles over women’s.
Even when women do participate in the workforce, they are often confined to low-paying
jobs or informal sectors with little to no job security, benefits, or opportunities for
advancement [16]. This economic marginalization perpetuates a cycle of dependency,
where women remain financially dependent on male family members, limiting their
economic mobility and reinforcing the gender gap.

The economic inequality is further compounded by the disparity in access to financial
services. Women in surrounding communities often lack access to credit or capital
necessary to start their own businesses or invest in economic activities [24]. Financial
institutions may be less accessible or may impose higher barriers to entry for women, such
as stringent collateral requirements that women, particularly those in lower-income
brackets, are less likely to meet. This lack of access to financial resources further entrenches
economic disparities, leaving women in surrounding communities economically vulnerable
and limiting their capacity to improve their socioeconomic status.

2. Educational Access Inequality

Educational disparities between residents of elite areas and surrounding communities
are also significant and contribute to long-term gender inequality [25]. In elite
neighborhoods, families are more likely to send their children to private schools with
superior facilities, better-qualified teachers, and a more comprehensive curriculum that
often includes extracurricular activities designed to develop a wide range of skills. These
private schools are typically well-funded and can provide students with an environment
conducive to high academic achievement and personal development, which are critical for
success in higher education and the job market [26]. Boys from these elite families benefit
disproportionately from this educational advantage. They are often encouraged to pursue
prestigious careers and are provided with the resources and support necessary to achieve
these goals. The emphasis on educational attainment among boys in elite areas is closely
tied to the expectation that they will continue the family's socioeconomic status, taking on
leadership roles in business, politics, or other influential sectors. As a result, boys from elite
areas are more likely to attend elite universities and secure high-paying jobs, perpetuating
the cycle of privilege.

On the other hand, girls from elite families, while also receiving high-quality education,
may still face societal pressures that emphasize traditional gender roles, such as prioritizing
family responsibilities over career ambitions. However, they are generally better positioned
than their counterparts in surrounding communities due to the resources available to them.
In contrast, children in surrounding communities, particularly girls, often attend public
schools that are underfunded and lack the resources necessary to provide a high-quality

Pendidikan
WIsE Indonesia 38



education. These schools may have larger class sizes, fewer extracurricular activities, and
less access to modern technology or teaching aids, which can significantly hinder students'
academic performance. Girls in these communities may also face additional challenges,
such as cultural norms that prioritize boys' education over girls', or responsibilities at home
that limit their ability to focus on their studies. As a result, girls from these communities
are less likely to pursue higher education and are often tracked into vocational training or
low-skilled jobs, perpetuating gender and economic disparities.

The gap in educational access is not just about the quality of education received but
also about the opportunities that education can provide [24]. Boys from elite areas are more
likely to have access to educational networks, mentorship, and internships that can lead to
career opportunities, while girls from surrounding communities may not have the same
access to these critical resources. This educational divide contributes to a cycle where
gender-based disparities are reproduced across generations, with boys from elite areas
maintaining or even enhancing their socioeconomic status, while girls from surrounding
communities remain disadvantaged.

This inequality in educational access and outcomes has long-term implications for both
individuals and communities [27]. Without access to quality education, women in
surrounding communities are less likely to break out of cycles of poverty and are more
likely to remain in low-paying jobs with limited opportunities for advancement. This not
only impacts their economic independence but also their ability to participate fully in
society, including in leadership roles or decision-making processes that could influence
policies affecting their communities.

The disparity in educational opportunities between elite areas and surrounding
communities also has a broader societal impact, as it reinforces social stratification and
limits social mobility. As boys from elite areas continue to dominate higher education and
high-paying jobs, the gap between the rich and the poor widens, and social divisions
become more entrenched. This can lead to increased social tensions and reduced social
cohesion, making it more challenging to address systemic inequalities and promote social
justice.

3. Healthcare Access Inequality

Regarding healthcare services, residents of elite areas have better access, including
premium health insurance and easy access to high-quality private healthcare facilities [24].
In contrast, women in surrounding communities often have to rely on limited and
inadequate government healthcare facilities. This increases health risks for women,
particularly in terms of reproductive health and child care, ultimately impacting their
overall quality of life. Women who experience serious health issues often cannot access the
necessary care, which can worsen their conditions and limit their ability to fully participate
in economic and social life [27].

4. Expenditure and Impact of Basic Service Privatization

The study also finds significant differences in expenditures for education, energy, and
healthcare needs. Residents of elite areas mostly use cars, while residents in surrounding
communities use motorcycles. The use of energy, whether fuel or electricity, is closely
related to the mode of transportation and devices used. Since residents of elite areas
predominantly use cars, their fuel consumption is much higher than that of residents in
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surrounding communities who use motorcycles. A similar situation occurs with electricity
consumption, where the power capacity and devices used by residents of elite areas are
larger, leading to higher electricity usage [23]. For gas consumption, although relatively
similar, the expenditure differs because residents in surrounding communities mostly use
subsidized gas cylinders, while residents of elite areas use non-subsidized gas cylinders.

Furthermore, the privatization of basic services such as water and sanitation also
exacerbates these inequalities [28]. Although access to clean water is generally similar,
whether through boreholes, the municipal water company (PDAM), or private water service
providers, high costs are often a complaint from households in both elite residential areas
and surrounding communities. The privatization of waste management presents even
deeper challenges. In elite areas, waste management services are often integrated with
security services and other services, so residents are required to pay a monthly fee covering
all these services [21]. This system ensures that waste from elite areas is well managed,
regularly collected, and disposed of in official and safe landfills.

In contrast, in the communities surrounding elite areas, waste management is not
always regular and depends on individual households' willingness to subscribe to waste
collection services. Since there is no obligation to subscribe, many households in
surrounding communities choose not to pay for these services. As a result, waste is often
disposed of indiscriminately, such as in vacant lots or along quiet roadsides. This not only
creates serious environmental problems but also leads to conflicts between residents of
surrounding communities and the management of elite areas. For example, in Citra Grand
City (CGC) Palembang, vacant lots that have not yet been developed become targets for
illegal waste disposal by residents of surrounding communities. Similar conflicts occur in
Kota Baru Parahyangan, where waste piles up along the boundary wall between the elite
area and the surrounding environment, as seen in Figure 1. This phenomenon shows that
the privatization of basic services, without clear regulation and a fair system, can exacerbate
inequalities and create social tensions.

Figure 1. Piles of Garbage Along the Boundary Figure 2. Road Conditions in Kota Baru
Wall of Kota Baru Parahyangan Parahyangan Accessible to the Public

G

:
= ‘ S e
-3 -

Figure 3. Road Conditions in the Citra Grand Figure 4. Road Conditions Leading to the
Palembang Complex with Public Access Menteng Residence Complex in Bintaro

Accessible to the Public
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In addition to environmental issues and social conflicts, this situation also illustrates
that the privatization of basic services tends to benefit economically advantaged groups,
while poorer groups, such as residents in communities surrounding elite areas, bear the
additional burden due to lack of adequate access to basic services. This condition worsens
the existing social and economic inequalities, and in the context of gender, the burden of
managing waste and household cleanliness often falls on women, who must spend more
time and energy managing these situations, thus reducing the time available for other
productive activities.

5. Social and Gender Implications

The social implications of this spatial segregation are highly complex. The
inequalities that occur not only affect access to material resources such as income,
education, and healthcare but also reinforce existing social stratification, deepening social
distances between different groups in society. Segregated communities tend to have more
exclusive views and are more likely to reinforce negative stereotypes against other groups
of different socioeconomic status. This can lead to a reduction in social solidarity and an
increase in social tensions within urban communities.

These social impacts also have significant gender dimensions. Inequalities in access to
resources reinforce traditional gender roles where men are seen as the primary
breadwinners, while women are confined to domestic roles [8]. Spatial segregation, with
limited access to public services and economic opportunities, hinders women from fully
participating in social and economic life. Additionally, these inequalities reduce women's
opportunities to achieve leadership positions or be involved in decision-making processes
that could influence their communities. In the long term, the implications of gender-based
inequality exacerbated by spatial segregation can impact sustainable development [18].
When half the population, namely women, does not have equal access to resources,
education, and healthcare, the economic and social potential of a country cannot be
maximized. This can slow economic growth, increase dependence on social assistance, and
worsen the overall quality of life in society.

Strengths and Weaknesses of the Research. This study has several significant
strengths. First, it employs an in-depth case study approach in three different locations,
namely Bintaro, Kota Baru Parahyangan, and Citra Grand City Palembang, allowing the
researchers to identify and understand in detail how spatial segregation and gender-based
resource inequality occur in various urban contexts in Indonesia. Through an in-depth
qualitative approach, this study successfully explores the perceptions and experiences of
the research subjects directly, providing richer and deeper insights into the impact of spatial
segregation on social, economic, and gender inequalities. Additionally, this study also
integrates data from various sources, including interviews, field observations, and
secondary data analysis, which strengthens the validity of the findings and offers a more
comprehensive picture of the issues studied.

However, this study also has several limitations that must be acknowledged. One major
limitation is the generalization of the findings. Since this research was conducted in three
specific study locations, the results may not fully represent the conditions in all urban areas in
Indonesia. Each area has unique characteristics that may influence the level of spatial
segregation and gender inequality, making the findings of this study more relevant as case
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studies rather than as representations of national conditions. Additionally, the qualitative
approach used in this study, while rich in detail, has limitations in quantitatively measuring the
impact of spatial segregation and gender inequality. For example, this study does not explicitly
measure the extent of spatial segregation's impact on income or education statistically, which
may be necessary to strengthen these findings in a broader context.

Policy Recommendations Based on these findings, it is essential to develop more inclusive
and equitable policies in urban spatial planning and the provision of basic services. The
government needs to pay attention to the impact of spatial segregation on gender inequality
and ensure that women, particularly in communities surrounding elite areas, have equal access
to economic, educational, and healthcare resources. Moreover, efforts to improve infrastructure
access and basic services in surrounding communities also need to be strengthened to reduce
the negative impacts of this spatial segregation.

CONCLUSION

This study demonstrates that spatial segregation in urban areas of Indonesia has a
significant impact on social, economic, and gender inequality. In this context, men in elite areas
tend to have greater access to economic opportunities, education, and healthcare services
compared to women, particularly those living in surrounding communities. This inequality is
exacerbated by the privatization of basic services, such as water and sanitation, which are more
easily accessible to residents of elite areas than to those in surrounding communities. The
impact of spatial segregation extends beyond differences in access to resources, deepening the
social divide between different groups in society. The gender inequality worsened by spatial
segregation creates greater barriers for women to fully participate in social and economic life,
reinforcing traditional gender roles that limit their potential. Although this study has limitations
in terms of generalizability and quantitative approach, its contribution to understanding the
impact of spatial segregation on gender inequality in Indonesia is invaluable. The findings
provide a strong foundation for the development of more inclusive and equitable policies in
urban planning. Policies must consider gender perspectives, enhance women's access to
economic opportunities, and ensure the provision of basic services that are fair to all segments
of society. In doing so, more inclusive and sustainable urban development can be achieved,
creating a more equitable and harmonious urban environment for all.
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