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Indonesia is currently facing a linguistic dilemma at the heart of its urban growth.
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As the second most linguistically diverse country in the world, with 718 recorded regional languages,
Indonesia stands at a critical crossroads.

This invaluable linguistic wealth, where each language represents a uniquely structured worldview, is
now facing unprecedented existential threats.

Massive urbanization and inevitable modernization have created a new sociolinguistic landscape,
especially in urban growth centers.

In major cities, regional languages are not only competing with the dominance of Bahasa Indonesia
as the national language, but also with the influence of global languages and the heterogeneous
migrant population.
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" UNESCO Language Vitality
Scale

Ethnolinguistic Vitality Language Vitality Indicators
(Landweer)

The theory of ethnolinguistic

vitality emphasizes that the « Location/domicile of the A global framework used to
survival of a language within speaker group assess language vitality and
its speech communityis |« Economic interaction endangerment levels based on
influenced by three main || « Intermarriage between nine key factors.
factors: status, demography, language groups
and institutional support. « Community attitudes toward

their language
« Domains of language use
e Attitudes toward dominant
external languages
e Proficiency in both native and
dominant languages
 Influence of external
Institutions
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First Year
Exploration & Data Collection

Literature Identifying problems & literature study
1 «——= « Exploring theories on language vitality &
Review Lanaweer's indicators

Outputs:
- - 45 T _|__ TS « Research report, literature
LT : review publications, and
Qualitative & Jll Instrument development: , validated research
= + Developing questionnaires and interview oi :
; S instruments

Quantitative guidelines based on Landweer
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Performance indicators:

Suwey 8 Field data collection: k. ' « One Scopus-indexed article
AP . Eﬂl | E::T’r |_n_g data from language speakers and published
= i = Valid instruments and ,
collected data

Descriptive Initial Analysis (Based on Landweer):
= Ewvaluating language vitality using Landweer’s

Analysis indicators

Initial Analysis:
» Coding data from 1307 guestionnaire data from,
Google Form from 3 agglomeration regions in
Indonesia.

Duantitative




RESULT OF LANGUAGE VITALITY IN THREE MAJOR AGGLOMERATIONS

The survey findings showing an aggregate regional language vitality score
of 53.84%, placing it in the “Declining” category.

The score acts as a warning signal, indicating a general weakening of
regional language vitality among respondents.

However, this aggregate number risks masking the regional complexity and
variation in language dynamics.

This trend alignhs with data from Statistics Indonesia (BPS), which shows a

significant drop in regional language use among younger generations—a
clear sign of an ongoing language shift.
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depth analysis was conducted acro
&"' sl :

va l@ble respondent d%a{q‘.

Table 1: ReSpondent Dlstrlbutlon by Agglomeration Area

Agglomeration Area Number of Respondents Percentage of Total (%)

Greater Jakarta 968 74.0
(Jabodetabek)

Greater Bandung
Yogyakarta
Other Areas

Total




The table before shows that the majority of

ndents are from Greater Jakarta COMPARISON OF LANGUAGE VITALITY IN'HREE

MAJOR AGGLOMERATIONS

Regional Jabodetabek Bandung Raya Yogyakarta
Agglomeration

Regional 2 ‘ t

Language

Vitality Weakened | Stable but fragmented Symbolic high,
Condition practical decline

Main e Dominance e Limited to informal e Decline in vernacular use
Threats of Indonesian domains e Confined in ceremonial
e (Javanese, e Not used in official functions
Sundanese) settings

Special e Extreme melting |  Strong functional e ‘Heritage language’, not
Characteristics pot diglossia (solidarity used in daily life
Betawi language vs status)

Revitalization e New functional | e Expand use toformal | ¢ Bridge prestige &
Challenges niches & prestige | & technological domains| modern relevance




e The 53.84% vitality score (categorized as ‘Declining’) reflects a concerning overall trend, but hides
complex regional narratives behind the number.
e Each urban region exhibits a different face of language decline: g
o Jabodetabek: Marginalization of the Betawi language amid intense linguistic competition. .
o Bandung Raya: Functional compartmentalization of Sundanese—strong in informal settings but '
weakened in modern formal domains.
o Yogyakarta: A paradox where high cultural prestige of Javanese does not align with its everyday use
among youth.
e One-size-fits-all revitalization strategies will fail.
o Solutions must be contextual, community-based, and multi-pillar.
e The future of Indonesia’s regional languages depends on collaborative action involving:
o Government - policy facilitation
o Academia - data and analysis
o Private sector - innovation partners
o Communities - language owners and core agents
o Youth = heirs and innovators
e The slogan “Prioritize Indonesian, Preserve Regional Languages, Master Foreign Languages” should not
reflect a rigid hierarchy, but rather:
o A balanced linguistic ecology philosophy, where each language has its own space, function, and
value.
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