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Abstract—The aim of this research is to describe the risk of 

divorce of household in Bandung city, based on three different 

discipline of science specifically; communication, 

developmental psychology and economy. This research 

represents the map of households which are vulnerable to 

divorce. This study uses 192 households in Bandung. The result 

shows that the highest risk of divorce is in households which 

have the following characteristics: (1) Low context 

communication, families with pre-school children and low 

socioeconomic status; (2) Low context communication, families 

with teenagers, low socioeconomic status; (3) High context 

communication, families with teenagers and low socioeconomic 

status. 

 
Index Terms—Risk of divorce, type of communication, 

developmental psychology, SES.  

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The rise of divorce is one of the most important social 

developments of recent decades, to mention in Indonesia. 

Indonesia is the country which the highest divorce rates in 

Asia Pacific. The rates of divorce is getting higher through 

the years, which in the last 5 years of 2010-2014, increasing 

52% [1]. This fact is so saddening yet clearly threatening the 

sustainability of households in Indonesia. 

     Research about divorce varies very much, but the research 

about divorce in Indonesia nowadays are only focusing on 

certain discipline of science and the theories being used are 

partial. For example, psychology has only focused on 

dimension of marital interaction, such as conflict 

management [2]. Meanwhile, in the science of 

communication, [3] indicates how the symbolic behaviors 

occur in a divorce conflicts or [4] test the characteristics of 

interaction in the families which are at the edge of divorce, 

describes the relationships of member in the family after the 

divorce, and analyzes the “meta- message” which occurs in 

the divorce itself. From the discipline science of economy, [5] 

started with building a theory about social interaction and 

demand. The proposition explains how individual doesn’t 

have much freedom to choose when the social influence is 

very strong. For example, the increase of income in 

household may not influence the amount of children or the 

tendency to divorce, when the income of one household 

compares to the other households in one social group doesn’t 

change. Reference [6] sees that a household is not a static 
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institution. In the last decades, the rates of marriage are 

decreasing, the rates of divorce are increasing, and the 

characteristics of the marriage itself are experiencing a 

change. The approach of economy with households tries to 

explain those trends with a model which can also explain 

how and why a family can be formed. He ends with an 

argument that, “the marriage may happen when the potential 

benefit of the marriage is quite big”. 
Unfortunately, the amount of research of interaction from 

many disciplines of science nowadays is still very little. 

Whereas, to understand household as a whole, 

communication, psychological state, and socioeconomic 

status need to be seen as an integration and become a baseline 

to determine the action and behavior. Reference [7] shows 

that divorce is a complex event that can be viewed from 

multiple perspectives. Reference [8], also said that it’s very 

much needed to use many different perspectives of science to 

do research about family study. 

Basically, divorce is a kind of an action that the husband 

and wife decide with many considerations. The cause of 

divorce also varies. Reference [7] said people’s specific 

reasons for divorcing varied with gender, social class, and 

life course variables. Economic factors have also been found 

to be related to divorce, the main one is wives’ participation 

in the labor market [9]. Several studies suggest that Social 

Economic Status correlates with reasons to divorce. 

According to the data in Office of Religious Affairs, West 

Java, Indonesia, divorce happens because of socioeconomic 

problems and the absence of harmony in the marriage. The 

data give early information that the decision of divorce occur 

because of the socioeconomic pressure. The failure of 

fulfilling the family needs leads them to have an affair and 

end up their family into a divorce. 

It’s clear that we need a broader perspective to understand 

the case of divorce. Divorce, for married couples, is an act of 

choice, which is driven by a variety of considerations 

attached. From the point of view of psychology, every couple 

occupies the diverse stages of psychological development, 

and certainly with domestic problems is diverse. From an 

economic standpoint, they occupy different levels of 

well-being as well as the communication style of the couple. 

Aspect of psychology, economy, and communication are 

intertwined, and not partial. 

The goal of this research is to formulize the risk factor in 

divorce from the communication style, stages in the family 

development, and type of socioeconomic status (SES). 

 

II.   LITERATURE REVIEW AND RESEARCH FRAMEWORK 

A. High and Low Context Communication 

High context of communication is a kind of 

communication which most part of information are already 
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known by other person, and only a few is being shared [10]. 

In other words, the meaning of information which is being 

exchanged through the interaction doesn’t need words to 

communicate with. In the high context culture, 

communication is only focused on how the message is 

delivered rather than what is said. This kind of 

communication is very sensitive with non-verbal message. 

In high context culture, communication tends to be less 

open, and it considers that conflict is dangerous in every kind 

of communication [10]. In society which holds this kind of 

culture, conflict needs to be treated carefully. Some countries 

which hold this culture are Indian America, Latin America, 

Japan, China, African-American, Korean, and Indonesia. 

[10]. Otherwise, the low context of communication is the 

kind of communication which the amount of information is 

quite big to be shared. Or, in the low context communication, 

verbal message has more information and only a few which 

can be found in the certain context or member [10]. 

The example of society with low context communication is 

American who rely upon what is being said rather than the 

nonverbal behavior that accompanies the message. The 

countries which hold this kind of culture are Germany, 

Switzerland, Scandinavia, and North America [10]. 

     Generally, low context communication is the kind of 

direct verbal mode, non-verbal immediacy, and 

sender-oriented values. The sender of the low context 

communication has a responsibility to deliver the message 

clearly. 

In low context communication, the sender is hoped to 

build a clarity, so the receiver will decode the message easily. 

Meanwhile, the high context communication shows the 

pattern of indirect verbal mode, self-effacing talk, the 

vagueness of nonverbal, and the sensitivity of the receiver. 

Personally, everyone has their own style in communication, 

not only how they talk but also the topics they talk about. 

This uniqueness is inherited by someone from one’s culture. 

Reference [11] differentiated the high-context culture with 

low-context culture which has several important difference in 

encoding the information. The low context communication 

specifically has explicit verbal message, direct verbal mode, 

simple, and honest. 

In low culture context, they say what they mean and they 

mean what they say. If they say, “Yes” it means that they 

truly accept or agree. For example, the sentence in low 

context communication is in computer program. Every 

message has to be specified with certain codes, unless the 

program may not work. The characteristics of low context 

communication are fast and easy to change because will not 

build a group. 

Whereas, the high context culture has implicit message 

and less honesty. The true message is usually hidden under 

their non-verbal behavior of the sender: tone voice, 

hands-moving, posture, face expression, eyes, and even in 

physical context (how one’s dressed, the artifact, etc.). The 

verbal can be different or even an opposite with the 

non-verbal message. For example, they use short sentence. 

The characteristics of this communication context are high 

durability, slow to change, and tend to bind the group that 

uses it. Furthermore, the people in this high culture context 

usually more aware to filter new culture rather than people 

with low context culture. 

B. Framework Research 

 

 
Fig. 1. Household divorce risk matrix of triple combination type: Style of communications stages of family development and type of socioeconomic status. 

III. METHOD 

This research uses descriptive method to gain knowledge 

about domestic considerations to take the option of divorce or 

not. Samples are taken randomly from households in 

Bandung city due difficulties in obtaining the data of 

respondents complete address from Office of Religious 

Affairs. This is because in Indonesia, divorce problem are 

managed by the office.  

This study uses 192 households out of 123 households in 
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the city of Bandung. The level of precision obtained is 123 

percent.  

Information on divorce excavated from two sources, 

namely household and the Office of Religious Affairs. 

Researchers presented 36 questions posed to respondents 

with the basic idea that has been influenced by economic 

aspects, communication and developmental psychology. 

Meanwhile, the questions for the Office of Religious 

Affairs include the reasons why households decided and not 

decided to divorce. 

     The data extracted from respondents are then tabulated to 

facilitate the production of statistical data into the material to 

be analyzed multidisciplinary. 

 

IV. RESULT AND DISCUSSION 
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Fig. 2. Divorce Risk percentage of the combination of style of 

communication, stages of family development and type of socioeconomic 

status. 

 

Risk of divorce in households in the city of Bandung is in 

group of high income and low income. As shown in Fig 2, the 

risk of divorce in households with high income that is equal 

to 15.79 per cent, and in households with low income by 

84.21 percent stakes. Sample in Bandung do not identify a 

risk of divorce in the middle income group. 

The style of communication aspect appeared in this 

research shows that households with high context 

communication culture have a greater risk of divorce. The 

indications are seen in families with low incomes. However, 

in high-income families, low-context communication style 

does have a pretty big risk of divorce. Furthermore, the 

stages of family development appears that households with 

teenager have a higher risk of divorce. 

Slices of communication styles, stages of family 

development, and the type of socioeconomic status bring 

empirical information regarding the characteristics of 

households vulnerable from divorce in the group as follows: 

1) Low context communication, stages of families with 

pre-school children and low socioeconomic status; 

2) Low context communication, stages of families with 

teenagers and low socioeconomic status; 

3) High context communication, stages of families with 

teenagers and low socioeconomic status. 

Risk of divorce on the second level has the following 

characteristics: high context communication, stages of 

families launching young adults and low socioeconomic 

status. Risk of divorce estimated at 10.53 per cent of the 

sample is being studied. 

 

V.   CONCLUSION 

1) The highest risk of divorce is found in low income 

households and low context communication 

households, as well as households with teenagers. 

2) Low context communication shows that culture of 

communication in divorce couples indicates a style of 

western culture communication mixed with 

Indonesian and Sundanese culture. This situation 

shows that the divorce couples perceive their partners 

as strangers from the way they talk as they only 

concern on their own feeling. They are unable to fully 

carry out their roles and responsibilities in a marriage 

like shown in their reluctance and ignorance in 

seeking for solution to their household problems.   

3) The stage of families with teenager tends to 

experience a crisis both in teenagers and parents who 

enter different developmental phase.  

4) The low income contributes to the cause of divorce 

households in Bandung. Low income causes problems 

in fulfilling the household needs while most 

households have expectations of having a better life. 

As a result, then, the households decide to divorce. 
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