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The Urbanization And Diversification Of
Farmland Namlea Village
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Abstract: The urbanization process in Namlea village is a consequence of the change in the administrative status of Buru regency into a
district. The phenomenon of change affects the social economic life of the community, such as kinship patterns and interaction patterns that
shift from homegenous to heterogeneous traits. The research location focuses on the village of Namlea in consideration of changes in
community structure and the reduction of agricultural land. The number of informers interviewed were as many as farmers, village
apparatus, religious figures, community leaders as well as traders. Analytical techniques used to follow the concept of Miles and Huberman
where activities in the analysis of qualitative data are conducted interactively and continuously. The results showed that the urbanization
process has brought about the impact of changes in the fulfillment of life needs in which life orientation shifts from agriculture to nonagriculture. Diversification is the basis for increasing the value of land selling and the limitation of agricultural products as a result of the
increasing number of needs that are not followed by the improvement of land resources and agricultural products.
Keywords: Namlea, Conversion, Farmland, Village, Buru

——————————  ——————————
agricultural land which then many in conversion (rather than
1 INTRODUCTION
function) and diversification to fulfill daily necessities of life.
The development of rural areas in support of regional Along with the development, the existence and existence of
development becomes so important in the era of farmer's household is increasingly limited [3].
decentralization, almost most rural areas in Indonesia The transition of agricultural land into housing and offices as
continue to be developed for the achievement of community well as trading makes farmers increasingly difficult, even start
welfare. Along with the achievement of the community, the to urge to exit and develop agriculture in a location that is of
presence of Namlea village as one of the supporting village of course with a distance farther than before [4]. Diversification
the capital of Buru Regency will be born also various problems becomes an interesting phenomenon when households as well
as a logical consequence of rural dynamics into urban, so that as agricultural landlords begin to see the process of being
the condition The change is expected to be the direction and made as a favorable condition. The changing of farmland
end destination of the community welfare of Namlea village.
became economic means of consideration for them in adapting
Namlea subdistrict is the capital of Buru Regency consisting of to the changes in Namlea village.
11 villages and 9 hamlets. The area of Namlea subdistrict is Sudrajat in the analysis of his research showed farmers village
226.55 Km. Residents of Namlea sub-district according to the Tambakrejo planting agricultural commodities paddy fields
data of the Central Bureau of Statistics in 2017 are 34,326 divided into 3 seasons. Planting Season 1 and 2 the majority of
inhabitants (Central statistics agency, 2018). In the meantime, farmers in Tambakrejo village are producing rice crops [5].
Namlea village is one of the villages in Namlea district has an While in the planting season 3 the majority of farmers
area of 12 Km2 and a population of 26757 people with a Tambakrejo village to cultivate the land to be planted with
population growth of 6.26 per year [1]. The phenomenon of types of agricultural commodities such as corn, tobacco, chili,
Urbanization in Namlea village can be understood by the cassava, peanut, melon, Dan Watermelon. Meanwhile, Ndawa
availability of economic facilities and infrastructure and from his research to get analysis on the change of land area
government infrastructures that are entirely in the influence the change of livelihoods of farmers due to daily
administrative area of Namlea village, so it can be understood labor absorption in the agriculture sector shrinking as the area
that land utilization will be more is dominated by of land ownership of farmers. It is evidenced that a decrease in
infrastructure development and public housing.
land area of 1 Ha has an impact on the decline in agricultural
The centralised population of Namlea village as a result of sector use by 0.75 people. This daily labor depreciation causes
economic, social and governmental centration, [2] making the farmers to diversify their farming. Those who originally only
needs of land every year continues to increase, including rely on living only from farming and breeding alone now
other than farming and livestock they also manage the
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2 LITERATURE REVIEW
2.1 Urbanization Process
In the process of urban development does not release the
concept of urbanization. Urbanization is an urbanization
process [7]. Urbanization is not merely the centralization and
growth of population, but also involves various commercial
factors, especially related to the specialization of work,
communication development, recreation, and so forth [8]. The
process of developing a city is not merely a matter of
population, but it is far related to the urbanisation process that
occurs in a region and affects people living in the region.
The increasing population growth and urban activities
increased the incidence of land demand. There is a need for
shelter to encourage the increase of land price increases.
Urbanization can be interpreted as a village urbanization
process. Urbanization is a process of increasing proportion of
people living in urban areas. A process that is driven by
structural changes in the community so that the area of the
first country is a rural area with an agrarian livelihood
structure and the nature of other slow society life or through a
fundamental process Gaining the nature of city life. The
urbanization process can be interpreted in two senses. is an
essential change in the physical and socio-economic area of the
region because of the acceleration of economic progress, many
people who moved from the village to the city due to the city's
pullers, e.g. job opportunities [9].
Generally the urbanization process will occur continuously
and will result in the increasing size of a region, from rural to
urban, from the urban will be the metropolis and eventually
will become Mega Urban [10]. In the mega urban phase of the
city will experience a point of culination, which when this
development is forwarded the city will become like garbage,
in which phase the city is filled with humans with all its
activities [11]. Urbanization is a process that is driven by
structural changes in the community, so that the area that
used to be a rural area with an agrarian livelihood structure
and the life nature of the people gradually or Through a
sudden process of gaining the nature of city life.
2.2 Diversification of Land
The definition of land use according to Arsyad is every form
of human intervention (interference) to land in order to fulfill
the needs of his life both material and spiritual [5]. There are
two large types of land use namely agricultural land
utilization and non-agricultural land utilization. Optimal land
utilization requires linkage with the characteristic and quality
of its grounds. This is due to limitations in land utilization that
correspond with the characteristics and quality of the land
when connected with the use of sustainable lands [12].
Diversification can simply be interpreted as activities or
actions to make things become more diverse or not fixed in
just one type. In the business world, this diversification is
often identified with the phrase "not putting eggs in one
basket" [13].
Land utilization for agriculture has dynamic and varied
properties according to time, place, and in line with the
development of unlimited life needs as well as ability to
manipulate the geological condition of land [14]. This dynamic
trait affects the existence of land utilization for agriculture in
an area. Land utilization is often different or even contrary to
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the potential of its lands, so it can impact disaster. In the
agriculture sector, diversification means allocating agricultural
resources to several other activities that are economically and
environmentally beneficial. These agricultural resources can
be in the form of farmland, buildings (stables, barns, house
plants, etc.), agricultural machinery, to other agricultural
inputs such as fertilizer.

3

METHOD

The research was conducted in Namlea village, Namlea
subdistrict, Buru regency. The determination of the research
site was conducted purposive [15] with the consideration that
Namlea village was chosen as a research site because it has a
large percentage of agricultural land compared to other
villages in the district Namlea. The number of informant that
will be interviewed as many as 25 people taken in purposive
[16] In consideration of informant is considered as related
parties to achieve research objectives [17]. The informant is a
village apparatus, a farmer, a religious figure, a community
leader and a trader.
The data on this research is derived from primary data sources
and secondary data, with data collection techniques used
through observations, interviews, questionnaire and library
studies [18]. In the step of the interview researchers conducted
a thorough interview with the informant [19] and made a
direct observation of all activities conducted by the informant.
Researchers also sought complementary information related to
the diversification of agricultural land in Namlea village
through discussions with informant at the site [20]. The
interview was conducted at 17.00-22.00 where the researchers
adjusted the working time and the rest of each informant.
The analytical techniques used in this study are the analysis of
qualitative data following the proposed concept of Miles and
Huberman and Spradley [21]. Miles and Huberman, suggests
that activities in the analysis of qualitative data are conducted
interactively and ongoing continuously at every stage of the
research so as to complete and data until saturated. Activity in
data analysis i.e. data reduction, data presentation,
withdrawal of conclusions.

4 RESULT
4.1 Sosial Economic Condition of Village Community
Namlea
Generally, people who inhabit the area of Namlea village are
characteristic of village people who have undergone rapid
changes in the development process that took place in Buru
Regency. One of the main causes of change is the location of
Namlea village which is the center of the capital of Buru
Regency. Increasing the population, increasing the level of
education and the need to open the type of work in the service
sector, make Namlea village more rapidly the change to the
formation of a small town.
In development, the village of Namlea can be seen through
growth indices and development of rural communities we can
observe in some of the following data
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village of Namlea.
The shifts and changes that have occurred have an impact on
the whole community in Namlea village. In understanding the
changes, the community understands in several different
contexts according to the background as well as the
orientation they have as summarized in the table below.

Table 1.
Population
Year
2015
2016
2017
2018

Women
12772
12891
13120
13214

Male
13119
13218
13404
13512

Amount
25891
26109
26524
26726

Table 3.
Views on Socio-Economic Change

Source: Namlea Village Monograph, 2019
Table 1 shows the increasing population of Namlea village in
the last 4 years. The most population increase took place in
2017 of 415 inhabitants. The average number of people added
is 208 inhabitants. The addition of the population increased
the rate of need for housing and household needs.
The consequence of increasing population is a change in
various sectors of social economic life of village society. The
changes can be seen in each decade as described in the
following table.

Table 2.
Sosio-Economic Change

Social

Economic

2000
The centralised
population
of
the
migration
from
Ambon,
Sanana and the
displacement of
residents from
the
coastal
island of Buru
to
Namlea
village. Social
differentiation
is increasing as
well
as
weakening
social
culture
system
of
village
community
Increased over
agricultural
land
function
for housing and
trade

Year
2010
Changes
in
social
communicatio
n
patterns
such
as
"Citizen
Gathering",
Village
Forum.
The
development
of the village
community is
increasingly
consumptive.
The
development
of
groups
from outside
the village
Infrastructure
development
leads to job
expansion
especially in
the
service
sector
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Village
Apparatus

Religious
Leaders
2019
Increased
community
kinship system
through sociocultural
institutions.
There is an
improvement
in education
level
with
increasing
facilities and
infrastructure
of schools and
lectures

Community Increasing
Leaders
population has
weakened the
cultural culture
of the village
where
the
influence
of
outside culture
increasingly
affects
the
community in
Namlea village
Traders

Increased
consumption
needs
followed
by
trade
competition as
well as land
limitations

Source: Primary Data Processing, 2019
Table 2 shows the change of social Economic Community
Namlea Village where the change was divided into 3 decades.
In 2000, being the beginning of change, migration from several
areas around the island Buru and changes in the
administrative status changed the structure of the community
and eliminated the dominance of indigenous peoples. Year
2010, change of infrastructure and availability of resources to
change the order of occupancy and the building of Group
awareness based on ethnic and ethnic groups, in 2019 society
increased the level of education and development and
exploration Opportunities and resources available in the

2000
The change of
behaviour due
to
the
increasing
population
from outside
the
village
causes lifestyle
changes
in
Namlea
village
Social
differentiation
increases with
increasing
population
from outside

Community
needs
are
increasing but
not
yet
supported by
adequate
economic
facilities and
infrastructures
.

Year
2010
Polarization in
society based
on the culture
of the origin
region
becomes
an
important part
in
cultural
assimilation
Improvement
of
worship
facilities and
infrastructure
encourages
tolerance
of
religious
people
Namlea
Village
community is
increasingly
prural
and
there is an
increase
in
competition
between
cultures from
outside
Namlea
village.
Increasingly
enhanced
trading
facilities with
new
market
development
in Lala area.

2019
The
Community
system is a
system of
kinship,
social and
political
organization,
More
conducive
Tolerance is
increasingly
enhanced by
the birth of
regional
regulations
of religious
harmony
Namlea
Village
community is
increasingly
prural
and
there is an
increase
in
competition
between
cultures from
outside
Namlea
village
The increase
of
business
and
trade
competition
make
the
market price
become
lability so that
traders
are
increasingly
difficult
to
develop their
business.

Source: Primary Data Processing, 2019
In table 3 There are some views that have optimism and some
still think that the development and the changes made have
not completely positive impact. In the village apparatus
segment, optimism seen from the increase of population and
social economic change of society which is considered
increasingly conducive and able to create a multicultural
tolerance and kinship. Community leaders have an optimistic
view when society changes are able to be supported by the
Government through policies and regulations. Meanwhile,
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segments of public figures are concerned about the increase of
population and the development that is done will produce
competition and conflict in society. Segment traders have the
view that population increase must be followed by
development change and need to be regulated about the
competition in addressing the increase of trade and
competition of the business world.

4.2 Diversification of Land in Namlea Village
The success of agricultural development, closely linked with
the geographical factors of physical factor and non physical
factors. Physical factors, such as fertile land, supportive
climate, and adequate water source, while the non physical
factor is in human beings themselves in the utilization of
natural resources (among others, land processing, institutions,
and Knowledge).
One of land utilization is the land function (conversion) of
land. This phenomenon arises as the need and demand for
land, both from the agricultural sector and from the
agricultural sector as well as from the non-agricultural sector
due to population and development activities.
Based on the results of the dissemination of a questionnaire
conducted on 25 informant, the cause of change of agricultural
land use from economic considerations, of which 84.6% of
farmers changed land due to economic reasons. While 15.4%
change agricultural land is not due to economic reasons, the
other causes because of the large agricultural land belonging
to farmers is inheritance (amounting to 69.1%) And the other
is the one who buys (amounting to 20.9%).
Most farmers change their farms for economic reasons. Land
owned farmers comes from inheritance and buying. As a
farmer, the family was overcast so the farmers had no
intention of abandoning his profession. In addition to the
urgent needs. Farmers sell their farms because they get an
offer from a community of migrants and are tempted by high
land sale prices.

5 DISCUSSION
The development of the Buru Regency became the starting
point for the change of Namlea village, the change of
community structure, infrastructure development and
resource management to segmenting the main factor of social
change in Namlea village. The people's condition that
originated from homogeneous traits consisting of indigenous
tribes and the surrounding population turned out to be
heterogeneous due to the arrival of residents from
surrounding areas with different social economic
backgrounds. This phenomenon became two strengths for the
development and change of social Economic community in
Namlea Village [22]. In the first part, heterogeneous is able to
be a driver in the provision of capital and development
resources [23] so that the increase in population impacts on
increased business and labour force [10].
Development is essentially a process of social economic
change aimed at improving the living standards, quality of life
and human benefits that are done intentionally with an action
[24]. The public perception of the urbanization process is the
highest percentage of community structure change. The
community sees the change in structure to save problems such
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as group interest conflicts, the reference of resources until
competition between tribes when population growth
conditions are higher but not followed by the addition of
economic resources [25].
The urbanization process occurs in the change of community
structure as well as changes in the interaction pattern where
the making element makes uniformity into heterogeneous and
the society is increasingly polarized in the interest group and
the origin area equation. Interaction patterns cause orientation
to fulfill needs not based on natural resources but developed
in business sectors that are not directly related to nature [26]
so Namlea village community is no longer a community
structure that has Dependency with nature as the condition of
a village. Administratively, Namlea village is still a village
form but on the social life of the village Namlea has become a
small town with a still random growth.
The logical consequences of the urbanization process are one
of them on land utilization [27]. Land becomes something that
has a high value due to human needs. The impact of
urbanization made the majority of Namlea's villagers convert
land for day-to-day fulfillment and improved living
standards.
The change of land function became dominant for the
processing of economic resources into a domino effect of
development occurring in Namlea village, a farmer's mindset
that converts land to housing, offices and trade centers solely
influenced Market needs for the provision of such locations.
The rational calculation to convert land is the impact of the
change of society that leads to the urbanization process so that
the function of the profession becomes a phenomenon that we
can meet in Namlea village.
Diversification is not an accidental event, the change of landland to serve as a center of Trade and office to be an
evangelizing that land use orientation is no longer on the
agricultural sector but has shifted Services and trade sectors
[28]. The consequence that must be accepted is the increase in
the selling price of agricultural products as well as the
availability of staples sourced from agricultural land
utilization.

6

CONCLUSION

The change in the regency of Buru has a direct impact on the
development of Namlea village where the people who are
displaced by indigenous peoples began to shift due to the
increasing arrival of residents from outside Namlea village.
The logical consequences of such conditions lead to changes in
various sectors of life such as social economics that impact the
interaction patterns and the fulfillment of needs. Changes in
the community structure facilitate the urbanization process of
Namlea village the faster with impacts that result in changes
in the community's life system. The diversification of land is a
direct impact of the temporary urbanization process, the
orientation of diversification is more due to land needs and
the opportunity to improve the quality of life of landowners
and farmers. Increased price of agricultural products and the
value of land selling as a condition of reduced production and
land limitations.
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