

The Impact of Inequality in Access to Education and Family Economic Conditions on Social Mobility: A Case Study in Pangkep Regency

Abstract
This research aims to reveal the impact of unequal access to education and family economic conditions on community social mobility in Pangkajene and Islands (Pangkep) District, South Sulawesi. Using a descriptive qualitative approach with a case study method, this research involved five resource persons from different geographical and socioeconomic backgrounds - including mountainous, island, coastal and rural areas. Data collection techniques were conducted through in-depth interviews and observation, with thematic analysis to identify patterns of findings. The results show that limited access to education due to the geographical location that is difficult to reach, the lack of educational infrastructure, and the weak economic carrying capacity of families have become the main obstacles to the vertical social mobility of the Pangkep community. This finding supports Pitirim A. Sorokin's theory that education is an important means to improve social status, but in an unequal structural context, this role is hampered. This study recommends the need for state intervention in the form of equitable distribution of educational infrastructure, area-based affirmative scholarship programs, and vocational training for poor families to break the chain of intergenerational poverty.
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Introduction
Education is one of the main pillars in promoting social mobility. Through education, individuals have the opportunity to improve their quality of life, obtain better jobs, and escape poverty. However, the social reality in various regions, including in Pangkep District, shows that there are still inequalities in access to proper and equitable education. [1] This inequality does not only stem from geographical and infrastructure factors, but is also strongly influenced by family economic conditions that limit children's ability to continue their education to a higher level. [2].
Based on data from the Central Statistics Agency (BPS) of Pangkep Regency, the poverty rate in March 2023 was recorded at 13.40%, and in 2024 it decreased to 12.41%, which means that around 3,100 households or around 0.99 percentage points moved out of the poverty line. This decline shows progress, but the fact is that the poverty rate is still relatively high compared to the average for South Sulawesi-about 8.70% in March 2023. This high poverty generally occurs in rural areas and islands in the Pangkep region that have limited access to education.[3] This has a direct impact on school participation rates, especially at the secondary and tertiary levels. Children from less prosperous families tend to withdraw from formal education to help the family economy, which hampers their social mobility [3]
Weak family economic conditions often result in low educational participation, especially in rural or remote areas. Children from underprivileged families are more vulnerable to being forced to work to support the household economy, dropping out of school or only being able to attend primary level education. [4] This inequality in access to education in turn narrows their opportunities to improve their social status in the future, creating a cycle of social inequality that is difficult to break.[5]
Pangkep district, as one of the regions in South Sulawesi with diverse geographical characteristics (plains, islands and mountains), faces its own challenges in equitable access to education.[6] Various studies and regional reports show that there are significant differences between central and peripheral areas in terms of the availability of education facilities, teaching staff, and family economic support for children's education. [7]
This study aims to explore in depth how unequal access to education and family economic conditions impact on the social mobility of communities in Pangkep Regency. Through a qualitative approach, this study explores the experiences, perceptions and social realities faced by individuals and families who are in limited socioeconomic conditions. The results are expected to contribute to formulating more inclusive and local reality-based policies to reduce social inequality through education.

Methods
This research uses a descriptive qualitative approach with a case study type [8] which aims to explore in depth the social reality of the impact of inequality in access to education and family economic conditions on community social mobility in Pangkep Regency. Case study qualitative research is research that is carried out intensively, in detail and in depth on a particular social unit to understand the symptoms that occur [8]
Data were collected through direct observation in the field and semi-structured interviews with five informants who were purposively selected based on specific criteria, namely having experienced or currently experiencing barriers to accessing education due to family economic conditions, and being able to reflect on the social and educational dynamics in their area. The five informants came from diverse socioeconomic and geographic backgrounds across different sub-districts in Pangkep Regency. The informants can be described as follows:
1. Participant P1 – A male farm laborer aged 45 years, living in a mountainous area of Balocci Sub-district. He struggles economically and has children who did not continue their education to senior high school due to financial and accessibility constraints.
2. Participant P2 – A female housewife aged 38 years, from an island area in Liukang Tupabbiring Sub-district. She shared her family's difficulties in providing schooling for her children due to limited transportation and high educational costs.
3. Participant P3 – A 19 year old male from Bungoro Sub-district who dropped out of school after junior high school and is currently working as a day laborer.
4. Participant P4 – A female honorary elementary school teacher aged 40 years, working at SD Inpres Balleangin, Tondong Tallasa Sub-district. She has directly witnessed the barriers children from economically disadvantaged families face in accessing education.
5. Participant P5 – A 50 year old male community leader and mosque administrator from a coastal village in Mandalle Sub-district who is active in social and non-formal educational activities within the local community.
The interviews were conducted directly using an open-ended interview guide, allowing participants to express their views, experiences, and perceptions freely, while ensuring that the discussion remained focused. In addition to the interviews, the researchers took field notes and documentation as supplementary data.
The data obtained were analyzed using thematic analysis, which involved coding, categorizing, and identifying core themes related to educational access, family economic conditions, and their impact on social mobility. The analysis followed the stages of data reduction, data display, and conclusion drawing.
To enhance the validity and reliability of the findings, the researchers conducted triangulation of data sources and methods, comparing information gathered through interviews, observations, and documentation. Furthermore, the study was conducted in accordance with research ethics by obtaining informed consent from all participants, ensuring confidentiality and anonymity by using participant codes rather than real names, and guaranteeing that participation was entirely voluntary.
By using this method, the research aims to provide a comprehensive and in-depth understanding of how educational inequality and family economic challenges shape social mobility in Pangkep Regency. These findings are expected to offer valuable input for the development of more equitable and inclusive educational and social policies. The following table outlines the interview instrument used in this research:
[bookmark: _GoBack]Table 1. Interview Instrument
	No.
	Theme
	Guiding Questions

	1
	Participant Identity
	- Age, gender, occupation, education background, and place of residence (use codes/pseudonyms to maintain anonymity).

	2
	Inequality in Access to Education
	- How would you describe the education conditions in your area?- What are the main barriers for children accessing school (distance, transportation, cost)?- How far is the school from home, and how do children usually travel there?

	3
	Family Economic Limitations
	- How do your family’s work and income influence your children’s schooling?- What educational expenses are difficult to afford (fees, uniforms, transport, etc.)?- Have any of your children dropped out due to financial hardship? If so, please explain.

	4
	Barriers to Social Mobility
	- How do you perceive the relationship between education and future employment opportunities for youth in your area?- What kinds of jobs do most youth take if they drop out of school?- Are there any skills training or non-formal education opportunities? How do they help?

	5
	Expectations of the Government
	- What kind of support do you expect from the government to help children continue their education? (e.g. scholarships, transportation, school facilities)- What would you like to see change to improve educational access in your community?



This table is designed to guide semi-structured interviews and help explore the participants’ lived experiences and perceptions. The questions focus on four main themes: (1) Inequality in Access to Education, (2) Family Economic Limitations, (3) Barriers to Social Mobility, and (4) Expectations of the Government.
Each participant will be referred to using a code or pseudonym (e.g. P1, P2, etc.) to protect confidentiality and privacy, ensuring compliance with research ethics. The questions are open-ended, allowing participants to speak freely and provide detailed, meaningful answers relevant to the study.




Table 2. Thematic Analysis Design
	Stage
	Description

	1. Transcription
	Convert interview recordings into verbatim text to capture all details provided by participants.

	2. Data Reduction
	Select and highlight important excerpts related to inequality in education, family economy, social mobility, and expectations of the government.

	3. Coding
	Assign codes to data, such as Distance to school, Financial hardship, Dropout reasons, Social expectations, Government support needs.

	4. Theme Categorization
	Group codes into main themes that align with findings:- Inequality in Access to Education- Family Economic Limitations- Barriers to Social Mobility- Expectations of the Government

	5. Narrative Writing
	Develop a coherent and descriptive report for each theme, supported by direct quotations and observations from the interviews.

	6. Triangulation
	Cross-check findings across different data sources (interviews, observations, and documentation) to enhance credibility and trustworthiness.



The Thematic Analysis Design Table is a systematic guide for organizing and analyzing qualitative interview data. Its primary purpose is to identify key themes and sub-themes that emerge from the informants’ narratives, highlighting patterns related to unequal access to education, family economic conditions, barriers to social mobility, and expectations of the government in Pangkep district. By providing supporting quotations from each participant, this table offers a clear and structured overview of the findings, making it easier for readers to understand the complex relationships between education, economic hardship, and social mobility

Results and Discussion
This study aims to describe how unequal access to education and family economic conditions affect people's social mobility in Pangkep Regency. Using a qualitative approach and thematic analysis, the researcher interviewed five interviewees from different social backgrounds, professions and geographical areas. From the interviews, four major themes were found: (1) Inequality in Access to Education, (2) Family Economic Limitations, (3) Barriers to Social Mobility, and (4) Expectations of the Government.
1. Education Access Gap
This study aims to illustrate how unequal access to education and family economic conditions affect people's social mobility in Pangkep Regency. Using a qualitative approach and thematic analysis, the researcher interviewed five resource persons from different social backgrounds, professions and geographical areas. From the interviews, four major themes were found: (1) Inequality in Access to Education, (2) Family Economic Limitations, (3) Barriers to Social Mobility, and (4) Expectations of the Government.

1. Inequality in Access to Education
Access to education in Pangkep district is strongly influenced by geographical conditions. Mountainous areas and islands have the highest level of access difficulties.
"The school is very far from home. My child has to walk about 5 km every day. After graduating from junior high school, he didn't continue because there was no high school nearby, and we couldn't afford to send him to the city."
- P1, farm laborer, Balocci Sub-district
"Here, if you want to continue high school, you have to go to the mainland. The cost of the boat alone is expensive, especially if the weather is bad, the children can be off for more than a week."
-P2, housewife, Liukang Tupabbiring Sub-district
Both interviewees pointed out that geographical location is a major obstacle that reinforces the education gap, especially for children outside the sub-district center.

2. Family Economic Limitations
Family economics plays a big role in determining the continuation of children's education. Irregular income makes it difficult for families to pay for children's schooling.

"I only finished junior high school. At that time, my parents could no longer afford my school fees. Now I work as a daily construction worker, sometimes I get money, sometimes I don't."
-P3, teenager, Bungoro Sub-district
"Many children in my school only have one uniform, some even go to school without complete stationery. They come, but their condition is poor."
-P4, honorary teacher, Tondong Tallasa Sub-district
This indicates that structural poverty contributes to a cycle of under-education that reduces children's future opportunities for social mobility.

3. Barriers to Social Mobility
Educational and economic inequality leads to social stagnation. Children from poor families tend to have no choice but to continue their parents' professions.

"The children in this village, if they don't go to sea, do manual labor. Because the average schooling is not high. If there is training or non-formal schooling, it is very helpful, but still lacking."
-P5, community leader, Mandalle Sub-district
This statement confirms that low access to formal education causes vertical mobility to be very limited. Children who come from poor families tend to inherit their parents' social status.

4. Expectations of the Government
All interviewees hoped for a more visible role for the government in providing equitable access to education, economic assistance, and skill-building programs.

"We are not asking for much. It's enough if the government can build a school near here or give scholarships to children who want to continue their education."
[bookmark: _Hlk201443055]- P1, farm laborer, Balocci Sub-district

"If there is transportation assistance for school children on the island, it would be very helpful. Children have the enthusiasm to learn, but not all parents can afford it."
-P2, housewife, Liukang Tupabbiring Sub-district

This hope reflects the community's awareness of the importance of education as a way out of poverty, but is still constrained by systems and infrastructure that are not yet favorable to marginalized communities.

The findings in this study reinforce the vertical social mobility [9], which states that education is the most important means in enabling individuals to move from one social layer to a higher one. Education allows a person to acquire the skills, knowledge and credentials needed to get a better job and higher social status.
However, in the context of Kabupaten Pangkep, education is a source of social inequality, not a bridge to mobility. This is due to limited access to education, which is strongly influenced by geographical and economic factors, especially in mountainous and island areas such as Balocci and Liukang Tupabbiring. Long school distances, lack of transportation and poor infrastructure prevent many children from continuing their education to a higher level. [10]
This research is in line with findings from [11] which states that "children from remote areas are twice as likely not to complete primary education as children in urban areas." In the Indonesian context, [2] shows that underdeveloped and remote areas, such as some areas in Pangkep, experience disparities in access to education due to limited infrastructure and lack of educators.
In addition, the economic condition of the family is also an important determinant. The financial inability to pay school fees, transportation, or basic education needs causes children from poor families to drop out of the education system more easily. [12] in the "Indonesia Economic Quarterly" report states that poverty significantly affects the dropout rate, especially at the high school/vocational school level.
These problems show that structural inequalities reinforce a cycle of poverty that is difficult to break. In the sociology literature, this is known as the intergenerational poverty trap [13]  where children inherit their parents' poverty because access to education, decent work, and basic services are not equally available.
The state's low investment in peripheral education has also been highlighted. According to data from the Ministry of Education and Culture [14] regional education budget allocations are still very unequal, especially between urban and rural areas. Affirmative programs such as the Smart Indonesia Program have not yet reached all children in need, especially in areas such as Pangkep Regency which has unique geographical conditions (sea, mountains and small islands) [15]
Thus, government intervention is necessary, either in the form of:
1. Construction of new schools in remote areas;
2. Provision of affirmative scholarships based on outermost and poor regions;
3. Vocational training programs for out-of-school youth; and
4. Strengthening education transportation services, especially for islands and mountainous areas.
These steps are important so that education is not only a privilege for the middle and upper socio-economic groups, but becomes a universal right that can encourage fair and sustainable social mobility.
Conclusion
1. Inequality in access to education and family economic limitations directly hamper the social mobility of the people of Pangkep Regency.
2. Children from underprivileged families are less likely to continue their education and are stuck in their parents' profession.
3. The active role of the government in providing access to inclusive education and economic assistance is highly expected by the community.
This study shows that inequality in access to education and family economic conditions have a significant influence on social mobility in Pangkajene and Islands (Pangkep) Regency. Geographical barriers such as the location of schools far away in the mountains and islands, coupled with limited infrastructure and transportation, make it difficult for children from underprivileged families to continue their education to a higher level.
In addition, the family's economic limitations have a direct impact on children's decisions to drop out of school and work immediately to help with household finances. These factors create an intergenerational cycle of poverty, where education is no longer a means of vertical social mobility as described by Pitirim Sorokin's theory, but instead a source of social exclusion.
From interviews with five interviewees representing various social backgrounds in different regions, it is clear that inequality in access to education and poverty reinforce each other, limiting the opportunities of the lower classes to improve their social status.

Recommendation: 
Based on the findings of this study, the authors provide the following suggestions:
1. Local and central governments need to expand access to education in remote areas by building new school units (USB), especially in island and mountain districts.
2. Affirmative scholarship programs such as the Smart Indonesia Program (PIP) should be expanded and prioritized for children from poor families in the 3T (frontier, outermost, underdeveloped) areas.
3. The provision of free or specially subsidized school transportation needs to be a strategic program, especially for students from hard-to-access areas.
4. Vocational training and non-formal education should be expanded for out-of-school youth so that they still have opportunities to improve their skills and social status in the future.
5. The involvement of local communities, religious leaders and educators is crucial in raising awareness of the importance of education as a long-term investment for families and communities.
With concrete and integrated measures, it is hoped that inequality in access to education and its effect on social mobility in Kabupaten Pangkep can be reduced, creating a more inclusive, equitable and competitive society.
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