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ABSTRACT 
 

Inter-ethnic marriages are a pressing issue in many culturally diverse countries. In Indonesia, 

inter-ethnic marriages comprise approximately 11% of all marriages. Researchers have 

predicted that this number will increase due to increasingly positive public perceptions of 

inter-ethnic marriages among younger generations of Indonesians. However, more 

research is needed to deepen present understandings of the everyday conduct of such 

unions. This thesis explores the dynamic inter-cultural, relational, spatial and 

material dimensions of the everyday conduct of 10 inter-ethnic marriages 

between Javanese and Chinese persons in East Java, Indonesia. Particular attention 

is paid to how couples navigate points of inter-cultural tension in their shared efforts to 

realise harmony in their marriages.  This is done through adaptive socio-cultural practices. I 

also consider how inter-ethnic marriages can function as encounter spaces within which 

people from different ethnic and cultural backgrounds come together to cultivate 

shared and culturally hybrid lives that draw from the cultural traditions of both 

partners. This thesis is based around three international publications. The first 

article conceptualises inter-ethnic marriages as third spaces for inter-cultural re-

assemblage. I document the use of various agentive social practices that enable 

participants to combine key elements of Javanese and Chinese Indonesian cultural 

assemblages within their inter-ethnic marriages. The second article explores how 

inter-cultural tensions in the conduct of inter-ethnic marriages are managed by 

participants through often mundane social practices that contribute to the socio-

cultural construction of various locales, across which couples forge their lives 

together. The third article documents how money, related objects, and practices 

are often implicated in the inter-cultural relational dynamics, tensions and 

culturally hybrid practices that emerge when persons from different cultural 

backgrounds cooperate to forge new lives together. Overall, this thesis contributes 

to the psychology of inter-ethnic marriages by offering new insights into the ways 

in which Javanese and Chinese Indonesians conduct their everyday lives together. 

In particular, this thesis highlights the centrality of approaching inter-ethnic 

marriages between Javanese and Chinese Indonesians as an intimate and socio-

structural process that needs to be understood within the broader context of 

historical inter-group relations. Accordingly, this research bridges the gap 

between local experiences of conducting inter-ethnic marriages and broader 

societal shifts in terms of how members of Javanese and Chinese cultural groups 

can strive agentively to cultivate more harmonious lives together.  
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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION 
 

Indonesia is an ethnically and culturally diverse country encompassing 

17,508 islands (Cribb & Ford, 2009), a population of over 273 million people 

(World Bank, 2021) and 630 ethnic groups, languages and dialects (Arifin et al., 

2015). In terms of ethnic composition, Javanese stands out as the largest ethnic 

group and constitutes approximately 40% of the population. Excluding Sundanese 

(15.51%), the remaining ethnic groups each contribute 3% or less to the national 

population (Arifin et al., 2015). The high variability of ethnic groups in Indonesia 

reflects the diversity of people who call Indonesia home and come into regular 

contact with one another. Based on a 2010 national ethno-demographic survey, 

approximately 10.7% of the Indonesian population are engaged in inter-ethnic 

marriages (Utomo & McDonald, 2016). Further, scholars have predicted that this 

number will increase due to the positive attitudes towards inter-ethnic marriages 

among the younger generations (Lyn et al., 2014). The increasing numbers of 

people practicing inter-ethnic marriages can be seen as a societal shift in 

Indonesia, considering the prolonged historical and socio-political tensions 

between some ethnic groups, such as Javanese and Chinese Indonesians. This 

societal shift warrants more detailed and engaged research into inter-ethnic 

marriages in Indonesia. Accordingly, the focus of the present thesis is to document 

and explore the ways in which Javanese and Chinese Indonesian married couples 

conduct their everyday lives together. 

This thesis focuses on the everyday experiences of inter-ethnic couples in 

the context of the broader societal shifts in inter-group relations in Indonesian 

society. By situating inter-ethnic marriage at this crossroads of inter-group 

relations, I contribute to the current knowledge about how macro-level trends can 

be reproduced through everyday interactions and inter-personal relationships 

(Holzkamp, 2016; Schraube & Højholt, 2016). In the process, I draw on a growing 

orientation in social psychological studies of everyday life toward documenting 

and interpreting the wider significance of mundane activities in the reproduction 
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Indonesians owned businesses that were perceived to afford this group 

considerable financial advantages over other groups. Further, Chinese 

Indonesians were perceived by many indigenous Indonesians as a driving force for 

socio-economic inequalities and the financial subjugation of groups such as the 

Javanese (Chua, 2004). It is estimated that more than 500,000 people3, mostly 

those who allegedly supported the Indonesian Communist Party, were killed in 

subsequent acts of genocide (Cribb, 2001). Consequently, thousands of Chinese 

Indonesians moved abroad permanently in direct response to attacks on Chinese 

businesses and houses in major Indonesian cities (Cribb & Coppel, 2009). 

As a direct response to the 1965 genocide, the government of the newly 

appointed President Soeharto (1966-1998) launched an infamous assimilation 

(pembauran) policy to suppress Chinese culture and ethnic identity (Hoon, 2006). 

This assimilation policy is particularly relevant for this study because it provides 

historical background to how tensions in national-level politics directly impact the 

everyday lives of many Chinese Indonesian people and their relationships with 

Javanese people. For example, the Cabinet Presidium 126 of 1966 ruled that all 

Indonesian citizens who use Chinese Indonesian names were required to change 

them for indigenous names. Chinese Indonesians who did not comply with these 

policies experienced difficulties when accessing public facilities, such as registering 

their children at public schools, applying for jobs in public organisations and 

purchasing private land (Lindsey, 2005). Briefly, the assimilationist policy in this 

authoritarian era shaped the predominant character of public space within many 

Indonesian institutions. As a result, many Chinese Indonesians came to affiliate 

more with the private sector as a means of avoiding prejudice and discrimination 

(Harjatanaya & Hoon, 2018; Lindsey, 2005). Many Chinese children were sent to 

private schools and their parents went to work for private companies (Harjatanaya 

& Hoon, 2018). The government also ruled that ethnicity (suku), along with religion 

                                                           
3 The number of victims in the 1965 genocide has been subject of discussion for some time as a 
response to many publications that incorrectly claimed 500,000 Chinese Indonesians killed. 
Scholars have noted that although many Chinese Indonesians suffered greatly, the number of 
Chinese Indonesians killed is not fully substantiated (Cribb, 2001; Cribb & Coppel, 2009). 
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Explanations for inter-ethnic marriages 

Throughout the last few decades, scholars have endeavoured to document, 

explain and theorise various aspects of inter-ethnic marriage (Gaines et al., 2015; 

Kalmijn, 1998; Kim et al., 2021; Silva et al., 2012; Williams, 2010). This section 

offers a brief discussion of the three main clusters of research into inter-ethnic 

marriage whereby scholars focus on individuals and couples, on the social 

structures that shape their lives, and on both human agency and social structures. 

In discussing each cluster, I provide critical reflections on the relevance of these 

orientations to the complexity of inter-ethnic marriage in Indonesia and on the 

ways in which my thesis extends previous scholarship. 

The first cluster of research investigates inter-ethnic marriages primarily 

from an individual-focused perspective (Bell et al., 2018; Fu et al., 2001; Lee et al., 

2017). Primarily employing quantitative survey methods, this research asserts that 

personal attributes, such as personality traits, personal values, or the socio-

economic backgrounds of the prospective partners play a central role in how they 

select partners from different ethnic groups and engage in inter-ethnic marriages 

(Fu, 2006; S. Lee et al., 2017). An important development of this cluster is the 

extension of the focus from individual attributes to the dyad (couple) and the key 

situational factors that partners bring to situations in their marriages within which 

they are interdependent (Gaines & Agnew, 2003). 

Reflecting the centrality of personal attributes in selecting and conducting 

such marriages with partners from different ethnic group, scholars such as Lee and 

colleagues (2017) argue that particular personality traits such as openness to 

experience and conscientiousness are important features for inter-ethnic partner 

selection and union. These authors argue that personal traits such as openness to 

experience enable couples to engage in relationships with people from different 

ethnic backgrounds (Lee et al., 2017). Relatedly, the trait of conscientiousness is 

thought to enable individuals to be conscious of the feelings of their partners 

when managing inter-personal conflicts (Lee et al, 2017). Ahern and colleagues 

(1981), and Shibazaki and Brennan (1998) also foreground the importance of 
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the dynamics of place-making and habitation have not featured prominently in 

research into such unions (Lomsky-Feder & Leibovitz, 2009; Pinaud, 2016; Rahnu 

et al., 2020; Sharaievska et al., 2017). Sharaievska and colleagues (2017), for 

example, have documented how visiting public places is used as a key strategy for 

couples to manage stress in their households and to foster marital satisfaction. 

Such locales (destinations) and associated shared practices can be seen as part of 

the everyday landscapes across which these marriages are conducted (see 

Hodgetts & Stolte, 2016). By visiting parks, for example, couples can repurpose 

these locales to serve their needs for connection and shared leisure.  

In extending the current research into inter-ethnic marriage through spatial 

analyses, I also consider the concept of mobility and how couples move between 

particular places in the conduct of their everyday lives. Recent scholarship in 

family studies has also started to consider issues of urban mobility or movements 

across cityscapes that weave together various locales into landscapes for the 

conduct of everyday family life (Holdsworth, 2013; Jensen et al., 2015), 

documenting associations between particular places and practices, combinations 

of these and expressions of affection among family members (Jensen et al., 2015), 

the easing of tensions (Hall & Holdsworth, 2016), and establishing familiarity and 

a sense of shared routine (Murray & Doughty, 2016). Additionally, Jensen (2010) 

discusses the concept of negotiation in motion, which offers a unique way to 

consider issues of mobility and the importance of journeys between particular 

locales that link these into broader familial bonding events. Current scholarship in 

the area of inter-ethnic marriage, although not placing mobility as its focus, 

includes detailed accounts of the ways couples often move between many places, 

such as when visiting in-laws in other countries (Grinëv, 2018), and driving to 

workplaces (Sha, 2020). Further, within the context of inter-ethnic marriages in 

post-war countries, couples are often forced to move to other houses or boarding 

houses for safety (Pinaud, 2016; Woesthoff, 2013). Zhou (2017) provides an 

account of how inter-ethnic couples in China frequently move between rural and 

urban areas several times a week to make their lives more liveable. The author 
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argues that such mobility is crucial, enabling the family to work on their dream to 

become affluent. Such examples shed light on the centrality of mobilities in 

everyday life as means not only to connect locales but also as ways to access 

complex spaces where many other issues such as social class, places, ethnicities 

and associated inequalities are entangled (Djurdjevic & Girona, 2016). Through 

this research, I seek to document how participating couples conduct their lives 

together within and across various locales. I am interested in how particular places 

and the objects that populate these are employed by couples in the conduct of 

their lives within and across domestic and more public urban settings. 

Previously, scholars have documented how inter-ethnic couples have 

complex experiences when accessing various domestic and public urban settings 

(Klocker & Tindale, 2021; Raghunathan, 2021; Sha, 2020). Discussing the 

experiences of inter-ethnic couples in Australia, Klocker and Tindale (2021) talk 

about how Asian women tend to have different phenomenological experiences in 

the practice of mundane acts such as walking in the city depending on whether 

they walk alone, with a White partner, or walk as a family unit in a Western cultural 

setting. For example, for a Chinese woman, walking alone in a predominantly 

White area generally casts her in the stereotype of an Asian as an outsider, tourist, 

visitor, poor person, or person with a lack of English skills. Walking with a White 

partner with a visibly different physical appearance to her, on the other hand, 

casts her as a gold digger, prostitute, or visa seeker, while walking with third 

culture children whose physical appearances differ from Asian, often casts her in 

the stereotype of an adoptive mother, a nanny or maid (Klocker & Tindale, 2021). 

Such research, and that of others (Raghunathan, 2021; Sha, 2020), provides useful 

explanations for inter-ethnic marriage as a space that combines multiple distinct 

elements such as ethnicity and associated stereotypes, gender, social class and so 

forth that are fluid and exchangeable, to form an assemblage (DeLanda, 

2006/2019).  

A focus on place and everyday objects is important for the study of inter-

ethnic marriages because when people conduct their lives together, they not only 
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sense of affection and warmth among family members. A focus on key material 

objects such as money and family cookbooks can offer material ways of exploring 

further nuances in how couples experience and manage inter-cultural tensions 

and create culturally hybrid spaces within which they not only manage their 

finances but also find tactics to achieve shared goals and harmony in life 

(Djurdjevic & Girona, 2016). 

 

Key concepts in research into inter-ethnic marriage 

This section discusses key concepts that provide the conceptual basis for the 

present research. We begin with a brief discussion about the use of inter-ethnic 

marriage as the primary concept. Such discussion is important because research 

into inter-ethnic marriage often use different terms to refer to such marriages. I 

then delve deeper into various concepts frequently discussed in the literature on 

inter-ethnic marriage, such as assimilation, cultural hybridity, the third space 

(Bhabha, 1994), liminal spaces (Gennep, 1909/1960; Turner, 1987) and the 

intimate sphere (Alexander, 2013; Djurdjevic & Girona, 2016; Klocker, 2014).  

Research into inter-ethnic marriage globally often employs different 

terminology to conceptualise such marriages. Terms include exogamy, inter-racial 

marriage, mixed marriage, dual heritage household, outgroup marriage, 

transnational marriage, inter-cultural marriage, and inter-ethnic marriage 

(Graham et al., 2016; Kaplan & Herbst-Debby, 2018; Kim et al., 2021; Piatkowska 

et al., 2020; Rosenfeld, 2008). This variability in the terms used emerges from the 

different standpoints adopted within particular studies or traditions. For example, 

scholars adopting the term exogamy focus on the social boundaries between 

groups whereby exogamous marriage refers to persons with partners from 

outside a given group (Rosenfeld, 2008; Still & Loftus, 2016). A more prevalent 

term, specifically within the context of the United States, is inter-racial marriage. 

Scholars using this term give centrality to marriages between different races in the 

US (Bland, 2017; de Guzman & Nishina, 2017; Hou & Myles, 2013). More neutral 

terms are mixed marriage and inter-cultural marriage, whereby scholars 
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emphasise that such marriages not only focus on ethnicity or race but also other 

axes of difference, including religion, class, gender and place (Kaplan & Herbst-

Debby, 2018; Sharaievska et al., 2017). For the purpose of this thesis, I have opted 

to use the term inter-ethnic marriage because of the nature of Indonesia as an 

ethnically diverse country, including the Javanese and Chinese Indonesian ethnic 

groups from which the thesis is developed (Meyer & Waskitho, 2021). The use of 

inter-ethnic marriage is also consistent with the emerging scholarship in ethnic 

studies, especially works that have been published in post-authoritarian era in 

Indonesia (Ananta et al., 2013, 2015; Arifin et al., 2015; Buttenheim & Nobles, 

2009; Hoon, 2006; Meyer & Waskitho, 2021; Trajano, 2010; Van Klinken, 2003). 

International research into inter-ethnic marriage primarily features the 

concept of assimilation (Alba & Nee, 2009; Gordon, 1964; Hoon, 2006; Kim, 2007; 

Lee et al., 1974; Qian & Lichter, 2001, 2007; Wu et al., 2015). Assimilation-

orientated scholars argue that inter-ethnic marriages are the output of low social 

boundaries between members of different ethnic groups, whereby group 

members no longer perceive ethnic distinctions or cultural differences as barriers 

to marriage (Lee et al., 1974; Qian & Lichter, 2007). This line of reasoning has 

existed in psychology for some time. For example, in theorising the concept of 

social distance, Bogardus (1925) argues that acceptance of inter-ethnic marriage 

is a signal that there is weak social and cultural distance between groups. Within 

the broader social sciences, classic assimilation theorists conceptualise inter-

ethnic marriage as the final stage of assimilation processes (Gordon, 1964). 

Primarily drawing on quantitative analyses with large datasets, scholars seek to 

interpret macro-level trends in inter-ethnic marriage globally (Qian & Lichter, 

2007; Wu et al., 2015). Whilst macro-level explanations of inter-ethnic marriage 

globally are useful to inform understanding of macro trends in ethnic formations 

across countries (Hannemann & Kulu, 2015; Qian & Lichter, 2007), they have 

limitations in terms of understanding the nuances involved in the actual everyday 

conduct of inter-ethnic marriages (see Holzkamp, 2016). 
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extends our understanding of how couples work together to achieve harmony. In 

the process, I document how objects can signify care and affection as well as being 

of practical use. I also demonstrate that such negotiation is evident in efforts to 

develop hybrid lifeworlds.  

To conclude this thesis, Chapter Six provides a general discussion of the main 

findings of my research and works to situate these insights back into the literature, 

while also outlining the specific contributions my work makes to the body of 

knowledge regarding inter-ethnic marriage. This chapter consists of three 

sections. The first section outlines the key findings of each publication (Yulianto et 

al., 2022a, 2022b, 2022c) and discusses the broader implications of this research. 

The second section discusses the contribution of my thesis to the discipline of 

psychology. Specifically, I pay attention to the use of an eclectic theoretical 

orientation that encompasses the conduct of everyday life, social practice, and 

assemblage theory. Of particular interest is also how I enact this orientation 

empirically through the adoption of a culturally informed methodology 

(Guimarães, 2020; Jahoda et al., 1933/1971).  My concluding remarks in the final 

section of the last chapter of this thesis remind readers of the centrality of inter-

ethnic marriage within the context of culturally diverse countries such as 

Indonesia.  
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CHAPTER TWO: RESEARCH APPROACH 
 

This chapter provides a more detailed discussion of the approach taken in 

this project. Indonesia is a culturally diverse country and has a multifaceted 

history, as discussed in Chapter 1, that requires us to attend to the everyday lived 

experiences of inter-ethnic couples. Central to this chapter is the methodological 

efforts by drawing on ways of engaging participants that are familiar and 

comfortable for them. As such, I start by discussing the overall orientation that 

informs the thesis. I outline the orientation to the conduct of everyday life 

(Hodgetts, Sonn, et al., 2020; Schraube & Højholt, 2016), social practice theory 

(Blue, 2019; Halkier & Jensen, 2011) and cultural assemblage (DeLanda, 

2006/2019; Deleuze & Guattari, 1988), which are combined to form the eclectic 

theoretical basis of this PhD thesis. I then discuss my empirical engagements with 

participating couples and recount the visual methods and ethnographic tools such 

as go-along interviews (Kusenbach, 2003) through which I engaged with them. 

Subsequently, I also provide a brief discussion of the case-based approach and an 

account of the project ethics where I offer my reflections on relational ethics. This 

chapter concludes with reflections on the analytical strategies used to make sense 

of the empirical materials gathered.  

 

The conduct of everyday life 

This research is informed by the orientating concept of the conduct of 

everyday life, which was coined by Max Weber in 1952 and introduced into 

psychology by Klaus Holzkamp in 1995 (Holzkamp, 2016). The concept of the 

conduct of everyday life offers an understanding that quotidian (everyday) and 

what can appear to be mundane acts, such as conversing, cooking, or eating are 

more than simply banal phenomena and have social significance. Such acts are 

approached as key elements of wider socio-cultural systems and as means of 

reproduction of broader social structures. Following Holzkamp (2016), I approach 

everyday life as a psychologically important realm that is populated by various 
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relationships between people, places and things, and where social relations that 

make us human take form and are reproduced personally and collectively (Burkitt, 

2004; Lefebvre, 1991). This orientation towards the conduct of everyday life is 

important for approaching human beings as enculturated and active social agents 

whose daily practices reproduce broader social relations and structures (Dreier, 

2016). Scholarship in the conduct of everyday life also approaches human 

subjectivity and relationships as the focal points of social psychological research 

and is often informed by both European and non-European cultural traditions 

(Hodgetts, Sonn, et al., 2020).  

As noted above, the concept of the conduct of everyday life enables us to 

link personal actions and broader social structures (Teo, 2016). Predating the 

contemporary use of this orientation in psychology, and as noted in the 

introduction section to this chapter, the German philosopher and social 

psychologist Georg Simmel (1900/1978) also foregrounded the importance of 

everyday interactions for the reproduction of broader social structures and as a 

realm in which abstract societal structures take concrete form and can be 

witnessed in action. As such, social structures (see assemblage theory below) are 

approached as dynamic social formations that are reproduced and elaborated 

through ongoing inter-personal interactions and social practices as people go 

about the conduct of their everyday lives (Hodgetts, Stolte, et al., 2020). Everyday 

practices, such as talking with Javanese elders in the Krama (well-mannered) 

linguistic style, for example, are fundamental to the reproduction of Javanese 

collective ways of being with and showing respect towards elders (Errington, 

1985).  

Focusing on the conduct of everyday life is particularly useful for this thesis 

because it offers a conceptual orientation towards the dynamics of inter-personal 

relationships and associated social practices whilst not ignoring the importance of 

broader societal structures (Halkier & Jensen, 2011). Central here is the notion of 

socialisation through which human beings become immersed within collective 

meanings system and emerge as persons who think and act in concert with others 
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delivering a baby in a place far from home. This account invokes the significance 

of the material practices in such marriages that go beyond the materiality of the 

objects. The handling of objects in a particular place reflects agentive tactics for 

escaping from adversity and life stresses (Hodgetts et al., 2017). The use of objects 

helps inter-ethnic couples to make sense of and navigate inter-cultural tensions 

and helps the couples to give new meaning to their relationships. Such material 

practices connect people, things, relationships, inequalities and feelings (Daanen 

& Sammut, 2012; Latour, 2005) within broader social structures and cultural 

systems, or what we refer to in the following section as assemblages. 

It is also important to note that social practices are not always rigid and 

many are adapted by people to suit various situations and needs (Reckwitz, 2002). 

New elements can be brought into a practice by means such as cooking a 

traditional dish using new ingredients, adapting the dish to new contexts and 

tastes, or adopting replacement dishes when one becomes tired of cooking a 

certain way (see Hargreaves, 2011). Such changes can be influenced by multiple 

factors such as when a cook cannot afford certain ingredients or they learn a new 

and possibly more effective way of chopping ingredients from a family member 

(Warde, 2005). Acknowledging such processes of change is important when 

researching a topic such as inter-ethnic marriage whereby different traditions and 

practices come to inhabit the same space, such as a household, and the 

inhabitants have to adjust some of the cultural practices they bring into the space. 

It is through exploring such adjustments that we can witness cultural hybridity as 

a process central to the everyday conduct of such unions. As such, I approach 

inter-ethnic marriages as dynamic third or encounter spaces within which 

different cultural practices and associated expectations and meanings come into 

contact and are often adapted to suit the requirements of couples as they conduct 

their everyday lives together.  

  

 







54 
 

Empirical engagement with participating couples 

This section discusses the ways I engaged with the participating couples. I 

start by discussing the research setting, the city of Nganjuk in East Java, where I 

conducted the fieldwork. I then discuss how I immersed myself in local activities 

at a local kindergarten and recruited the participants. In particular, I discuss the 

etic and emic tensions that emerged from my research and my strategies for 

dealing with such cross-cultural aspects throughout my research, such as 

collaborating with a Chinese Indonesian colleague to conduct the interviews. I also 

provide an account of the methods used to gather empirical materials such as go-

along interviews (Kusenbach, 2003) and visual methods (Reavey, 2012). The 

section also includes profiles of the ten participating couples. 

 

Research setting  

The fieldwork was conducted in the city of Nganjuk in East Java (1,127,963 

population). The people in the city are predominantly Javanese Muslim (99%). 

Chinese Indonesians and other ethnic groups make up less than 1%. Many people 

in this city work as labourers, farmers or are self-employed. With a 2021 regional 

minimum wage of 1,954,705 rupiahs (roughly 195 New Zealand dollars) per 

month, Nganjuk is the kabupaten (regency) with the second-lowest minimum 

wage in East Java. Consequently, many local people, including some participating 

couples in this research, have opted to increase their incomes by commuting to 

work in larger cities with higher minimum wages, such as Surabaya (4,300,479 

rupiahs or 430 New Zealand dollars per month) or Malang (3,058,275 rupiahs or 

305 dollars per month) and returning home during the weekends. Chinese 

Indonesian families live predominantly in the main business district where many 

own kiosks and shops or run other businesses. They tend to be more affluent than 

their Javanese counterparts. This contextual orientation explains why inter-ethnic 

marriages between Javanese and Chinese Indonesians often involve broader social 

issues such as ethnicity, class and religion. 
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such as interviewing can be adapted or indigenised for use in different cultural 

contexts (Li & Forbes, 2018; Pe-Pua, 1989). As I have just outlined, interviewing 

participants within the context of Indonesian society does not start with the 

interview itself, but rather, the interview is often a by-product of broader social 

relationships and cultural obligations. 

By the time I socialised with the couples, we had become more familiar with 

each other and trust had gradually developed. Trust is evident when formality 

gradually shifts into informality, particularly when participating couples asked me 

to eat with them in the dining room or kitchen (at the back of the house)6 or asked 

me to speak using ngoko, the casual Javanese linguistic style, even though they 

are older. This also signals a degree of comfort and trust has formed within the 

developing relationship. Some couples also invited my family and me to simply 

hangout together, doing things such as buying groceries, cooking, or eating in 

traditional Javanese warung (coffee shops). Other couples also asked me to assist 

their children with school-related things or to help them access information on 

particular issues such as how to register online as a taxi driver. According to my 

Javanese habitus, all these gestures confirmed our sense of familiarity. At this 

point, I understood that I could (re)explain the research and obtain their verbal 

and/or written consent to participate in my research. 

 

Interviewing the couples 

The fieldwork was conducted with 10 couples over a period of 10 weeks 

(from November 2019 to January 2020) with subsequent online interactions. For 

each participating couple, at least three types of interviews were conducted (see 

Appendix Four). These consisted of biographical interviews (Galletta, 2012), go-

along interviews (Kusenbach, 2003) and visually-based interviews (Reavey, 2012). 

                                                           
6 In Indonesia, the dining room and kitchen are mostly placed at the back of the house. Allowing a 
guest to enter the kitchen and spend time in the dining room are particularly important signals to 
show the closeness of the relationship, since these are places where many domestic interactions 
happen. 





















70 
 

By way of background to this analytical approach, scholars have proposed 

that cases can be explored on various scales. We might engage with the case of a 

particular person or, as in my research a couple whose relationship exemplifies a 

particular issue, community or organisation, event, or entire society (Yin, 2012). 

The point is that cases often vary in scale, but all case studies share the approach 

of investigating a particular exemplar of a phenomenon in order to develop a 

deeper and contextualised understanding of the phenomenon in general (Radley 

& Chamberlain, 2012). Case studies can be constructed using quantitative 

methods (particularly for large scale cases) as well as more ethnographically-

orientated techniques (particularly for smaller-scale studies) (Bobis et al., 2005; 

Greenholtz & Kim, 2009), with mixed methods also being common (Guetterman & 

Fetters, 2018). 

Cases are particularly relevant to the study of the conduct of everyday life 

because everyday life encompasses various concrete cases of activities within 

which people develop their social skills (Flyvbjerg, 2006; Schraube & Højholt, 

2016). Central here is the notion of the virtuoso (Bourdieu, 1977/2007), or people 

as experts in the conduct of their everyday activities. Mundane acts in marriages 

such as driving, cooking or managing money are not simply developed through a 

single performance. These experiences are developed through routine acts in 

which people gain context-dependent knowledge about ways to live in concert 

with others (Flyvbjerg, 2006). In other words, the everyday conduct of inter-ethnic 

marriages offers various cases that enable us to develop a nuanced view of reality 

which includes the human agency that people can demonstrate within rule-

governed acts (see Flyvbjerg, 2006; Hodgetts, Sonn, et al., 2020). Contemporary 

research has employed case-based approaches to explore the complex issues of 

culture, community, marriage, and so forth within everyday contexts (Graham et 

al., 2016; Groot et al., 2020; King et al., 2018). 

It is important to note that cases are not simply found. Cases are constructed 

for the purposes of research (Hodgetts & Stolte, 2012). Let me explore this point 

in more detail. Clearly, the relationships I investigate within this thesis exist 
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navigating these tensions. Through cases, we can also see how they demonstrate 

agentive responses to make their marriages work. 

 

Relational ethics in research into inter-ethnic marriage in Indonesia 

Prior to discussing the analytical strategy used to make sense of the 

empirical materials generated, it is useful for me to first reflect on the ethics of 

this project. This is particularly important because inter-ethnic marriages between 

Javanese and Chinese Indonesians involve etic and emic tensions and power 

dynamics. In this section, I argue that we need to recognise these complex power 

dynamics and utilise them to inform our ethical research practices (Sonn et al., 

2019). Drawing on recent scholarship on relational ethics, this section outlines my 

efforts to form dialectical and reciprocal relationships during my research into 

inter-ethnic marriage in Indonesia. 

My application for ethical clearance for this research was peer-reviewed and 

judged to be low risk according to the guidelines and processes of the Massey 

University Human Ethics Committee (MUHEC) (see Appendix Six). Obtaining an 

ethical clearance is important as this is one of the procedures of the College of 

Humanities and Social Sciences at Massey University to ensure that all research is 

conducted in an ethical manner. The application involved a range of documents 

written in English and translated into Bahasa Indonesia, including the general 

research information sheet which contained information about the conduct of the 

research and the rights of the participants, informed consent, and the procedures 

for transcribing the interviews and storing the transcripts. Most of the elements 

of this application were important in that they helped me to think ethically about 

the ways I would conduct the fieldwork. In particular, my approaches to the site 

of my research, my interview guidelines, my reflexivity as researcher and the 

implications of the study for participants were all important to consider prior to 

starting the fieldwork.  

During my fieldwork, however, I reflected on what it meant to be ethical in 

the context of my research in Javanese and Chinese Indonesian communities 
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inter-ethnic marriage together as we go. More specifically, the way I organised the 

empirical material is as follows. First, I gathered all of the different types of 

empirical material together. My observational notes, photos taken by participants, 

transcripts of formal and informal interviews and other forms of empirical 

materials were collected in one place and put into time-based sequential order. 

The simple photograph gridding interview (Hodgetts & Chamberlain, 2014) was 

particularly useful in my analytical strategy (see Appendix Eight). In doing so, I 

annotated each photograph with locations, people, activities and objects. Then, I 

started to draw associations between places and certain practices conducted by 

the couples or partners. After categorising, analysing and interpreting the 

photographs, I started to conceptualise topics such as mobility, everyday material 

practices and relational complexity, and worked with my supervisors to theorise 

broader processes at play. I also utilised a personal journal containing my thoughts 

and reflections on every single piece of empirical material generated (Allport, 

1942). It is important to note that the reflections on certain empirical materials 

were written in the personal journal as soon as the empirical material was 

generated in order to ensure that I stayed connected to the materials. However, 

the reflections are reviewed over time (Brinkmann, 2014) to understand the whole 

of the work as the number of empirical materials generated increased day by day. 

Having written my reflections into a personal journal, I sifted through the 

reflections looking for what was interesting or strange and then clustered the 

materials according to different culturally meaningful facets. Through this process, 

which also involved elements of trial and error, I invited participating couples, the 

Chinese Indonesian collaborators and a Javanese cultural elder to work with me 

to make sense of the empirical materials. By working with them, the participants 

could revisit and revise the stories they had shared and provide feedback on my 

initial interpretations. Throughout this process, I sent the reflections and steps 

that I took to my supervisors who acted as sounding boards, offering feedback and 

assisting me to defamiliarise my understandings of the empirical materials 

(Kaomea, 2003; Shklovsky, 1917/1965). My supervisors included three scholars in 





80 
 

CHAPTER THREE: THE ASSEMBLAGE OF INTER-ETHNIC 

MARRIAGES 

 

In Chapter Three, I invite readers to delve deeper, to look at how the 

marriages are conducted within a broader layer of relationships. In doing so, I 

approach culture from the perspective of assemblage theory (DeLanda, 

2006/2019; Deleuze & Guattari, 1988). This conceptual orientation enables me to 

consider how cultures can be seen as dynamic social formations including beliefs, 

values, social practices and ways of being. It is through the re-assembling of key 

elements from both cultures that couples forge their lives together and create the 

third spaces of inter-ethnic marriages (Bhabha, 1994). As I will demonstrate in this 

chapter, participants shared various examples of the ways they bring culturally 

informed elements into their marriages. This includes their relationships with 

parents and in-laws, their religious practices, work traditions, and everyday 

mundane practices such as cooking. The wide range of examples demonstrates 

that the conduct of everyday life can be seen conceptually as spaces of re-

assemblage. 

This chapter contributes to the scholarship of cultural hybridity that mainly 

speaks to the macro level of asymmetrical power relations between the colonisers 

and the colonised. In this chapter, I focus more on the everyday or mundane 

relational aspects of how people from different ethnic groups forge lives together. 

Central here are the ways participants demonstrate agency through the 

observation, (re)production and adaption of elements from their cultures to make 

their marriages work. As I demonstrate in this thesis, the combination of 

assemblage and social practices theory has proven useful to highlight the need to 

consider both social structures and human agency in research into inter-ethnic 

marriages. 
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(Hodgetts et al., 2020a; Schraube & Højholt, 2016). This approach is also in keeping 

with the conceptual arguments we have posed around the dynamic nature of 

cultures as assemblages and the intwined and inseparable nature of the personal, 

inter-personal, inter-group and societal levels of everyday life. That is, the 

particular (participating marriages) are implicated in the reproduction and shifts 

in tensions at the general level between Javanese and Chinese Indonesians today. 

As such we are particularly interested in furthering existing knowledge of how 

everyday mundane social practices are implicated in the ongoing conduct and 

renewal of relations between Javanese and Chinese Indonesians. Central to this 

work is an attempt to conceptualise the dynamics of inter-personal, shared and 

divergent everyday practices, and how participating couples navigate these in 

forging their lives together.  

In terms of the research setting, the lead author and a Chinese collaborator 

undertook 10-weeks of fieldwork in his home city of Nganjuk, a city in East Java 

which encompasses a population of 1,127,963 people. This population is 

predominantly Javanese Muslim (99%), is governed by a bupati (regent), and has 

the second lowest regional minimum wage. Less than 1% of inhabitants are 

Chinese Indonesian, mostly non-Muslim and reside in the central business area 

where many run small businesses and tend to be more affluent than their Javanese 

counterparts. As such, marriage between a Javanese and Chinese Indonesian often 

features complex issues of class, religion and gender. This fieldwork encompassed 

10 Javanese and Chinese inter-ethnic couples who were recruited through a 

Kindergarten attended by the children and where parents often socialise in a 

common room during the day. As the first author is also engaged in an inter-ethnic 

marriage, spending time with others in this common room helped to establish the 

groundwork and orientating conversations for this study.  

After several weeks building relationships with potential participants, the 

lead author initiated a series of biographical (n=20), go-along (n=30) and photo-

elicitation (n=15) interviews (Hodgetts et al., 2007; Kusenbach, 2003) with 10 

couples. These interactions result in over 500 pages of transcript, 70 pages of field 
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and adapting different elements from their cultures of origin, and in doing so 

produced somewhat fluid and pragmatic marriage spaces. Central to these 

exemplars is how micro level inter-ethnic marriages comprise hybridised third 

spaces that reflect the re-territorialising of the macro level assemblages that are 

brought into concert within these spaces. With regards to this latter point, the 

concept of articulation (Hall et al., 2016) proved useful in extending our 

understanding of connections between overlapping values and heterogeneous 

practices for enacting these values or elements from contributing cultures. 

This article also contributes to the extension of scholarship into cultural 

hybridity (Bhabha, 1994), which has tended to focuses on macro level 

asymmetrical power relations between colonizing and colonised cultures and the 

deconstruction of various artistic, linguistic and musical forms (Kraidy, 2005). 

Extending this literature, we have focused on everyday relational concerns that 

speak to how couples from different cultural assemblages forge and inhabit shared 

lives together. Embracing the eclectic concept of bricolage (Levi-Strauss, 1966), we 

have demonstrated the utility of combining aspects of post-colonial (Bhabha, 

1994), assemblage (DeLanda, 2006/2019; Deleuze & Guattari, 1988) and social 

practice theories (Blue, 2020; Halkier & Jensen, 2011) in documenting and 

interpreting the everyday dynamics and agentive practices that are central to how 

participating couples conduct their lives together. We found particular utility in 

how these theories combine orientations towards the influence of dynamic social 

structures, whilst also emphasising the need to focus on human agency. We have 

also drawn on aspects of these theories to extend our inquiry out beyond the 

experiences of particular human actors and to emphasise the importance of 

material or non-human elements. These elements include the hijab, kiosk and 

cooking ingredients that are implicated in the culturally-hybrid conduct of inter-

ethnic marriages. As such, the conceptual lens or bricolage we have developed in 

this article offers a useful vantage point for how multiple layers of human and non-

human relational elements that are interwoven within these marriages. Our 

analysis supports the assertion that although human relationships play a crucial 
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role in the construction of marriage spaces, non-human (material) elements play 

important parts in how couples navigate inter-cultural tensions and strive to 

promote harmony within the relational networks (in-laws and communities) that 

also populate these marriages. Conceptualising inter-ethnic marriages as third 

spaces for re-assemblage that are brought into life through various social practices 

also enables us to better understand how key elements in the two cultural 

assemblages are de-territorialised (taken from one cultural context) and then re-

territorialised (embedded) within the new inter-ethnic context.  

For some readers from Indonesia our focus on inter-ethnic marriages 

between Chinese and Javanese Indonesians might be somewhat affronting 

(Kuntjara & Hoon, 2020; Setijadi, 2017). This is due to historical and ongoing inter-

group tensions and violence that features in relations between these groups 

(Purdey, 2006). We contend that the present focus on the micro level interactions 

and everyday practices of participating Indonesians is important in furthering 

knowledge of how members of these groups can engage in efforts to build 

productive lives together that value aspects of both cultures. Additionally, 

participating couples were cognizant of the inter-group tensions that surround 

their marriages (Kuntjara & Hoon, 2020) and in response emphasised their own 

efforts to learn from, adapt to and accommodate their cultural differences, and in 

doing so also emphasised points of commonality, intersection, and adaptation. 

This is where the core focus in the social psychological study of the conduct of 

everyday life (Schraube & Højholt, 2016) and associated social practices (Blue, 

2019) becomes particularly useful. Scholars from these related traditions 

emphasise the need to consider how macro level inter-group tensions are not 

simply reproduced verbatim or in a deterministic manner within micro level 

interactions. Cultural reproduction within the everyday conduct of participating 

marriages is contingent. It often features practical innovations via which aspects 

of existing inter-group structures and divisions can be rethought and re-articulated 

into new patterns of relationality (Hodgetts et al., 2020).  
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Finally, despite prolonged historical tensions between Javanese and Chinese 

Indonesians, our participants demonstrate micro level efforts to cooperate and 

building more harmonious lives together, at least in part, by the integrating 

elements from their both cultures of origin. Central to this article is the amount of 

effort that these participants put into understanding the other culturally and 

finding compromises or workarounds that enable them to manage or 

accommodate cultural differences. Our research demonstrates that while 

Javanese and Chinese Indonesians are often divided politically at the macro level, 

at least some persons can find ways to live more harmoniously together. If we 

accept the idea that as spaces of hybridity or re-assemblage inter-ethnic marriages 

are in the state of becoming, then we have modest grounds to suggest that there 

is hope for healing larger scale inter-group relations between Javanese and 

Chinese Indonesians. However, much more research is required to assess the 

extent of any shifts towards more harmonious relations and how practices and 

trends documented in this research are played out across different contexts. There 

are a number of options in regard to future research in this area. In particular, the 

micro-practices that we articulated with respect to the assemblage of work 

traditions from an inter-ethnic marriage bringing two families together financially 

through the materiality of something as small (but as widespread) as a kiosk could 

become a focal point of future research. Examining these assemblages with new 

case studies in the interpretive context of daily economic exchanges and 

relationship formation between ethnic Javanese and ethnic Chinese in society at 

large (that have challenged Indonesia for years) could shed light on subtle ways 

forward that less nuanced approaches have missed. Future research in this area 

also should investigate further the processes and practices explored in this article 

with larger samples and across different geographical locations. The next phase of 

research should also focus on the lived experiences of broad family and members, 

including the in-laws and the children of inter-ethnic couples from a range of 

ethnic groups. 
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memetic objects, the resulting photographs mimic, recreate, and embellish 

experiences of inter-ethnic marriage and accounts of places, relationships and 

events that are never fully graspable, and which require dialogue and 

interpretation (Hodgetts, Chamberlain & Groot, 2020). These research 

participants were able to step back a little from their lives to consider what they 

had pictured and in doing so became relationship commentators who pictured key 

features of their situated lives.  

The empirical materials produced through engagements with these four 

couples are comprised of over 200 pages of interview transcripts, 18 pages of field 

notes, and 128 photographs. We employed abductive reasoning to make sense of 

these empirical materials and to draw logical inferences, plausible conclusions and 

pose the best available interpretation of participant accounts (Brinkmann, 2014). 

Such reasoning is foundational to impressionistic inquiry (Hodgetts, Andriolo, et 

al., 2022) and is enacted through an iterative process. We started this process with 

participant photographs, engaging in simple gridding exercises (Hodgetts & 

Chamberlain, 2014) to note the location, people, activity and object. We then 

clumped the photographs by location and practices such as visiting parents, 

shopping, cooking, attending Church services, and so forth. Next, we read 

participant explanations of each image, comparing and contrasting these and 

identifying issues that seemed particularly interesting and relevant. At this point, 

we started considering issues of place and mobility, and how particular practices 

populated particular photographs or depicted scenes. Next we identified 

exemplars of key trends for further analysis and moved further from the level of 

clumping, categorizing and describing to interpreting and theorising the broader 

processes at play. Throughout, the task was not to simply code and describe 

photographs, but to then make sense of, interpret and theorise what participants 

were showing and telling us in the interviews about the conduct of their 

relationships. Our impressionistic inquiry has been developed to present readers 

with accounts of aspects of everyday life from the perspectives of the inhabitants 

for such lives.  

















123 
 

Chinese Indonesians, they can be rendered suspect or the quality of their 

relationships are brought into question. Corresponding with these added 

pressures, in a photo-elicitation interview to discuss her marriage Yani presents 

her workplace as a setting in which she is at pains to present herself as a 

professional person through the material practice of dressing well. Doing so 

constitutes an embodied and emplaced public statement about the success of 

their marriage: 

In Javanese teaching, there is a shared belief that if a husband succeeds 

or fails, that is the success or failure of the wife as well. By seeing how 

professional we are and how well we perform at work, people will see 

how I succeed or fail in managing my marriage. While I often encourage 

Mike to achieve something at work, I often push myself, too. In the 

office, I work as an administrative staff member. Although it is not a 

high position, I am really concerned about how I can successfully 

achieve the goal. I also strongly consider the way I present myself, 

especially the way I dress (see Figure 8). The good dress I wear is a 

reminder for me that my job is important. (Yani) 
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how a journey provides a mobile space where she can prepare herself to act in 

accordance with the cultural aspirations of her Chinese Indonesian family in 

relation with the use of particular objects.  

 

Discussion 

From the accounts explored in this article, it appears that couples weave 

culturally hybrid lives together across of range of locales that constitute what we 

term the relation-scape of inter-ethnic marriage. Following participant accounts 

of their marriages across these relation-scapes provides further insights into the 

everyday conduct of these inter-cultural unions in ways that manage cross-cultural 

expectations and tensions. We have documented how various people, places and 

material objects (e.g., car, lipstick, handbag) are interwoven through the everyday 

conduct of these marriages into dynamic and culturally-hybrid relation-scapes. 

Psycho-materially, the emplaced objects in use function as key elements in a 

network of social actors (Latour, 2005) that enable participants to maintain 

dynamic familial relationships with both Chinese and Javanese relatives in ways 

that avoid further conflicts, manage cross-cultural tensions, and promote 

harmony. As such, inter-cultural tensions experienced in the past are rendered 

temporary disruptions to harmony, rather than permanent conflicts that re-

emerge in the future. This is important because striving for harmony is an 

important value both in Javanese and Chinese Indonesian cultures (Li, 2006; 

Magnis-Suseno, 1984).  

In the context of ongoing, though softening tensions between Javanese and 

Chinese Indonesians, participants in this research demonstrate everyday efforts to 

build more harmonious relationships through the cultivation of cooperative 

practices that draw together aspects from both cultures. Participants realise that 

cultural differences remain (Kuntjara & Hoon, 2020), but are willing to adapt their 

everyday practices and use of space to meet the needs of both their broader 

familial networks. This is particularly evident, for example, in how both ethnicities 

recognise age-based relational hierarchies and associated expectations to show 
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Finally, to consider such everyday efforts towards building harmonious lives 

in inter-ethnic together, we drew eclectically on theory and scholarship on the 

conduct of everyday life (Schraube & Højholt, 2016), the social psychology of place 

(Hodgetts et al., 2020), urban mobilities (Cresswell, 2006), social practices 

(Reckwitz, 2002) and cultural hybridity (Bhabha, 1994; Chong, 2020). Scholarship 

across these distinct domains shares a common interest in the importance of 

realising that macro level inter-group tensions are not simply reproduced in a 

determinist way within micro level interactions. Everyday life is far too contingent 

and complex for that to be the case. Further, investigating micro level relationships 

offers encouraging insights into how inter-cultural differences between groups 

with violent histories and associated macro level tension can be diffused and 

managed through everyday micro level interactions as people build lives together. 

While the study provides some new insights into the centrality of place, mobilities 

and social practices in the conduct of inter-ethnic marriages between partners 

from two ethnic groups with a history of conflict and violence, this study has some 

limitations. For example, our focus was on a small sample of couples from one city. 

We did not extend our empirical work to include the children of these couples or 

members of the extended family who are clearly influential in the conduct of these 

marriages. Future research is necessary to address these limitations.  
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everyday inter-ethnic marriages. As I demonstrate, this focus enables us to explore 

the mundane aspect of cultural hybridity. 

 

This chapter is published as: 

Yulianto, J.E., Hodgetts, D., King, P., & Liu, J. H. (2022). Money, memory objects 

and material practices in the everyday conduct of inter-ethnic marriages in 

Indonesia. Journal of Material Culture, 1-24 [early view]. DOI: 
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abstracts and also include elements that emerge from the use of objects in 

everyday life. Correspondingly, stable meanings are not always encoded or 

inscribed into artefacts and as such cannot simply be decoded or excavated by 

researchers without interaction with the people who involve such objects in the 

conduct of their everyday lives. As such, the meaning of things is both ontological 

and epistemological (Cohen et al., 1997; Henare et al., 2007; Marschall, 2019). 

When adopting this perspective to research the experiences and recovery of 

tsunami survivor families in Sri Lanka, Cassim and colleagues (2015) document 

how particular materials objects, such as the dress that was worn by a daughter 

when the waves took her helped a surviving parent to re-member and maintain a 

strong sense of affective connection with her child. Such affective connections 

with things (Miller, 1998) also reflect how everyday household items can carry 

particular significance for particular people and represent aspects of the 

endogeneous being of householders. Congruently, theorists such as Latour (2005) 

have argued that everyday objects are not simply static or inannimate and can 

function as dynamic actors in inter-personal relationships, related social practices, 

and the rythyms of everyday life (Blue, 2019). 

This research is particularly pertinent to Indonesia as a culturally diverse 

society that encompasses more than 364 ethnicities and features over 600 dialects 

and local languages (Arifin et al., 2015). Adding further cultural complexities and 

nuances into everyday life, it is estimated that approximately 10.7 per cent of the 

47 million marriages in Indonesia are inter-ethnic (Utomo & McDonald, 2016). 

Althougth these marriages have not been the subject of much research in 

Indonesia (Ida Bagus, 2008; Utomo, 2019), there are two main research traditions 

into inter-ethnic marriage internationally that remain pertinent to this study (see 

Gaines et al., 2015). The first is primarily quantitative and features a focus on the 

demographics and correlates/predictors of marital satisfaction and longevity. The 

second is more qualitative in orientation and explores the reasons why some 

persons enter inter-ethnic marriages and the opportunities and issues that affords 

them and their families. This article explores two detailed case exemplars of inter-
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when narrating their relationships. The chosen households from such a 

background are foundational as the concept of hybridity often seen as esteemed, 

stylish, utopian, and associated to elite cosmopolitans and transnationals 

(Werbner, 1997). 

These couples took part in multiple informal conversations and home visits 

with the first author and his Chinese Indonesian colleague prior to taking part in 

four enhanced formal interviews that encompassed biographical, go-along, and 

photo-elicitation techniques (Kusenbach, 2018). The first author also wrote 32 

pages of fieldnotes that were also drawn upon in the analysis. Whilst the formal 

interviews were predominantly conducted with both partners in order to capture 

aspects of the ongoing negotiation of their relationships, the partners were also 

interviewed separately to discuss photographs that they had taken and that they 

considered more personal to themselves. Briefly, the fieldwork with these two 

couples generated 67 pages of transcripts written in Javanese and Bahasa 

Indonesia languages, more than 84 photographs, two photo albums containing 

more than 400 personal photographs, 4 genograms, and 32 pages of fieldnotes. 

Reflecting the importance of the research topic to participants, at the completion 

of the 10 week fieldwork period, these participants wanted to keep our 

engagements going. When the first author returned to New Zealand to complete 

his PhD, participants continued to send updates in the form of email reflections, 

photographs, revised genograms and engaged the first author in online chats. We 

remain in contact in order to further discuss this research as it evolves, reflecting 

the importance of co-constructing knowledge with participants through 

immersive research engagements (Hodgetts et al., 2020). 

Through an iterative and abductive process of engaging with the couples and 

the materials produced with them for the purposes of this reseach (Brinkmann, 

2014), the research team approached each couple as a unique exemplar or case 

that spoke to broader issues of inter-ethnic marriage between these two ethnic 

groups (Hodgetts and Stolte, 2012). Constructing each case involved the process 

of bricolage (Levi-Strauss, 1966) by which field observations, notes, transcripts, 
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marriages. Relatedly, our research demonstrates that money is a vital and highly 

indicative aspect of inter-cultural familial dynamics. Investigating domestic micro-

economics and associated material practices offers new understandings of the 

wider social phenomena of tension management and success in inter-ethnic 

marriage. Further, we have demonstrated how household items can function as 

objects of commitment, compromise, cooperation and affection that help the 

couples articulate feelings of affection and care, and realise shared aspirations 

(Bell & Spikins, 2018). Also contributing to the extension of scholarship on cultural 

hybridity (Werbner, 1997), we have offered a more mundane and localised 

exploration of the culturally patterned use of everyday objects, including an onion 

processing machine. We have also considered some of the ways in which the 

participating couples demonstrate their efforts to address shared concerns such 

as their financial hardship by developing new hybrid responses. References to such 

household material practices and objects that populate these inter-ethnic 

marriages help participants to articulate some of the dynamics of the conduct of 

their relationships and cultivation of shared ways of being and practices of 

togetherness. These material practices also enable these couples to share 

personal memories and traditions from their pasts and cultivate new shared 

imaginations for their futures together (Parrott, 2005).   
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CHAPTER SIX: CONCLUSION 
 

As I have argued throughout this thesis, inter-ethnic marriage is a pressing 

research topic in culturally diverse countries such as Indonesia. I have 

demonstrated how marriages between Javanese and Chinese Indonesians are 

situated within the context of often tense histories between indigenous (pribumi) 

and non-indigenous ethnic groups (Carey, 1984; Dahana, 2004; Herlijanto, 2019; 

Kuntjara & Hoon, 2020; Setijadi, 2017). While acknowledging and embracing 

these complexities, the aim of this thesis was to explore how Javanese and 

Chinese Indonesian couples conduct their inter-ethnic marriages day-to-day in 

the context of broader societal shifts in Indonesian society. By employing a 

culturally immersive approach to the interactions with the 10 couples in the city 

of Nganjuk in East Java, I was able to explore the ways in which inter-ethnic 

couples create hybrid spaces for the conduct of their inter-ethnic marriages in 

Indonesia. The series of three publications that form the core of this thesis 

(Yulianto et al., 2022a, 2022b, 2022c) are informed by both Javanese and Chinese 

Indonesian cultural concepts and practices. 

This chapter ties together all key arguments presented in the previous three 

chapters as well as ending the thesis with some concluding remarks. First, I discuss 

key insights from all three publications and consider the broader implications of 

this research. In particular, I pay attention to how this research contributes to the 

existing body of knowledge about inter-ethnic marriage. In the second section, I 

address the contributions of my research to disciplinary knowledge in psychology. 

Specifically, I discuss the utilisation of an eclectic theoretical framework which 

encompasses the conduct of everyday life (Hodgetts et al., 2020; Schraube & 

Højholt, 2016), social practice (Blue, 2019; Halkier & Jensen, 2011), and 

assemblage theory (DeLanda, 2006/2019; Deleuze & Guattari, 1988). This 

framework was enacted empirically through the adoption of a culturally informed 

methodology (Guimarães, 2020; Jahoda et al., 1933/1971) to document some of 

the key aspects of the complex, dynamic and multifaceted interactions involved in 
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in the context of inter-ethnic marriage, mundane practices may be woven into 

new combinations that are functional within the context of the inter-personal 

dynamic of particular unions (Yulianto et al., 2022a).  

Chapter Three also further illustrates different agentive aspects of how 

participants respond to the everyday complexities and tensions that come with 

their inter-ethnic relationships. My analysis supports the assertion that although 

human relationships play a crucial role in the construction of marriage spaces, 

non-human (material) elements play important parts in the ways couples navigate 

inter-cultural tensions and strive to promote harmony within the relational 

networks (in-laws and communities) that also populate these marriages. 

Conceptualising inter-ethnic marriages as third spaces for inter-cultural re-

assemblage through various agentive social practices also enables us to better 

understand how key elements from the two participating cultural assemblages are 

de-territorialised (taken from one cultural context) and then re-territorialised 

(embedded) within the new inter-ethnic context. Chapter Three also provides 

insights into how the combination of assemblage (DeLanda, 2006/2019; Deleuze 

& Guattari, 1988) and social practice theory (Blue, 2019; Halkier & Jensen, 2011) 

enables us to consider inter-ethnic marriages as in the state of becoming. This 

suggests that there is hope for healing larger scale inter-group tensions between 

Javanese and Chinese Indonesians. 

Moving forward, Chapter Four (Yulianto et al., 2022b) extends the 

conventional focus of research into inter-ethnic marriage that tends to overlook 

the centrality of various locales or socio-spatial settings within which the couples 

conduct their marriages (see Sha, 2020; Sharaievska et al., 2017). Building on 

recent scholarship in the social psychology of place (Hodgetts et al., 2020), I 

document how these relationships and associated inter-cultural tensions are 

played out within and across various locales that make up what I have termed the 

relation-scape. This publication enabled me to extend the existing body of 

knowledge about inter-ethnic marriage by offering further consideration of the 
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APPENDIX THREE: INFORMED CONSENT (BAHASA INDONESIA AND 

ENGLISH VERSIONS) 

 

 

Pengalaman Kehidupan Sehari-hari Pasangan Pernikahan 

Beda Etnis Jawa dan Tionghoa di Indonesia 

 

FORMULIR KESEDIAAN BERPARTISIPASI 

Saya telah membaca dan saya memahami informasi yang telah diberikan dalam lembar 

informasi. Saya telah mengerti detail studi yang akan dijelaskan kepada saya. Semua 

pertanyaan yang saya ajukan telah dijelaskan oleh peneliti dengan tuntas dan memuaskan 

dan saya memahami bahwa saya dapat bertanya kapanpun. Saya telah diberikan waktu 

yang cukup untuk mempertimbangkan terlibat dalam penelitian ini. Saya dengan sukarela 

mengikuti penelitian ini dan memahami bahwa saya dapat mengundurkan diri kapanpun. 

1. Saya setuju/tidak setuju untuk merekam wawancara. 

2. Saya setuju/tidak setuju untuk mengambil gambar pelaksanaan wawancara. 

3. Saya ingin/tidak ingin mendapatkan rekaman wawancara yang telah dilakukan. 

4. Saya ingin/tidak ingin mendapatkan semua data yang telah dikumpulkan oleh 

peneliti. 

5. Saya setuju untuk mengikuti penelitian dengan catatan sesuai dengan informasi 

yang telah dijelaskan dalam Lembar Informasi. 

 

Deklarasi Persetujuan Partisipan:  

Saya, ______________________________ setuju untuk ikut berpartisipasi dalam 

penelitian ini. 

 

Tanda Tangan: _______________________  Tanggal: ________________ 
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The everyday conduct of inter-ethnic marriages in Indonesia 

 

PARTICIPANT CONSENT FORM 

 

I have read, or have had read to me in my first language, and understood the 

Information Sheet. I have had the details of the study explained to me, any 

questions I had have been answered to my satisfaction, and I understand that I 

may ask further questions at any time. I have been given sufficient time to consider 

whether to participate in this study and I understand participation is voluntary and 

that I may withdraw from the study at any time.  

1. I agree/do not agree to the interview being sound recorded. 

2. I agree/do not agree to the interview being image recorded. 

3. I wish/do not wish to have my recordings returned to me. 

4. I wish/do not wish to have my data placed in an official archive. 

5. I agree to participate in this study under the conditions set out in the 

Information Sheet. 

 

Declaration by Participant:  

 

I _____________________ hereby consent to take part in this study. 

 

 

Signature: _______________________  Date: ________________ 
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APPENDIX FIVE: THE PARTICIPATING COUPLES 

 

  

House
hold 

Name Age 
Year of 

Marriage 
Occupation 

#1 
Bing (Chinese) 

50-ish 1994 
An electrical or plumbing job and 
an onion seller Giatun (Javanese) 

#2 
Jayadi (Javanese) 

40-ish 2008 
A retired civil servant and retired 
banker Elly (Chinese) 

#3 
Brian (Chinese) 

20-ish 2014 Money-lending business owners 
Ningsih (Javanese) 

#4 
Ersa (Javanese) 

30-ish 2011 A civil servant and a shop owner 
Lingling (Chinese) 

#5 
Indro (Javanese) 

40-ish 1995 
An admin at a publishing 
company and a cake seller 

Yenyen (Chinese) 

#6 
Denny (Javanese) 

20-ish 2016 A lecturer and a housewife 
Fang (Chinese) 

#7 
Mike (Chinese) 

30-ish 2007 A graphic designer and an admin 
Yani (Javanese) 

#8 
Hendra (Chinese) 

30-ish 2010 Admins 
Nitya (Javanese) 

#9 
Budhi (Chinese) 

50-ish 1992 
An admin and an insurance 
broker Maimunah 

(Javanese) 

#10 
Yoto (Javanese) 

50-ish 1992 
A retired civil servant and a 
housewife Li (Chinese) 
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International Conferences 
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communities: Insights from the Global South [a roundtable discussion with Pita 

King, Danilo Guimaraes, Luciano Sewaybricker, Mohi Rua, Darrin Hodgetts, Shiloh 
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