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Abstract: As a country with a high percentage of the Moslem population, in Indonesia, a long 

holiday related to Eid Al-Fitr involves millions of travel conducted in almost in the same 

period. The Government of Indonesia tried to develop of transport infrastructure of all modes. 

However, the majority of travel from major cities in Indonesia is done by private modes. As a 

result, the road traffic congestion cannot be avoided. This paper tried to discuss as 

comprehensive as possible this problem. As the major reason for this travel is to be able to 

conduct family gathering in the hometown, special attention is given to whether the parents of 

the people who initiate the travel are still alive or not. This present research shows that if there 

are some differences in the length of travel days, mode choice, etc between the group of 

respondents with both parents still alive and not.  

.  
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1. INTRODUCTION 

 
Around the world, holiday travels cause extreme congestion, such as in the Chinese Spring 

Festival, North American Thanksgiving, Japanese Golden Week (Lin et al, 2018). In Moslem 

world, Eid Al-Fitr celebrated each year after the end of Ramadhan (fasting month). In 

Indonesia, it is usually related to the tradition of traveling to the hometown (Wibowo, 2017). 

Transport infrastructure will not be able to serve such a huge demand. It will lead to severe 

congestion in all modes of transportation, such as over-crowding on railway system, air 

travels, long queue on roads (Yai et al, 1995), higher road safety risks (Anowar et al, 2013), 

and lower travel level of service on holidays (Lin et al, 2018). 

 One of the measures to balance demand between different modes in China and Japan 

during their holiday season was by reducing private vehicle toll road rate during Japanese 

Golden Week 2008-2009 and toll-free policy during Chinese Spring Festival in 2012. The 

result was 90% increase of Japanese toll road congestion frequency (Ieda, 2009) and increase 

total Chinese expressway total volume (Bao et al, 2017), increase air pollution by 20% and 

decrease visibility by one kilometer (Fu and Gu, 2017). This is off-course different with 

Indonesian case in which the toll road network was still incomplete. Every year when the 

public heard the news that additional toll road segments have been operated to serve holiday 

travel, they tend to overcrowd the toll road and leave alternative roads network underutilized 

due to expected shorter travel time if using the toll road. Therefore, no scheme as free toll 

road except for segments open temporarily for holiday travels. These segments were free 

because they are actually not completely ready for opening (temporary open for serving 

during holiday season towards hometown direction before Eid Al-Fitr and leaving hometown 

direction after Eid Al-Fitr).  



 

 

 

  This paper tried to discuss as comprehensive as possible this problem. As the major 

reason for this huge amount of people traveling together is to be able to conduct family 

gathering in the hometown, special attention is given to whether the parents of the people who 

initiate the travel are still alive or not. 

    

 

2. LITERATURE REVIEW  

 

Enough evidence proved that holiday travel demands were mostly long-distance trips (Bureau 

of Transportation Statistics, 2003). Most studies support the argument that the intercity travel 

represents a larger percentage of the travel distance and in traffic flow. Therefore, their effect 

on traffic management and the environment should not be ignored (Zhang et al, 2012). 

 Lin et al (2018) stated that explanatory variables in intercity mode choice studies 

usually focus on two main groups of independent variables, i.e. individual/ household and trip 

characteristics. Individual/household characteristics consist of factors such as age, gender, 

household composition and household income (might be replaced by expenses). Trip 

characteristics consist factors such as travel time, cost, and level of service of public transit. 

Some studies also take the origin/destination attributes into account, such as city size indicator, 

land use. Apart from these, the role of journey distance in long-distance travel mode choice is 

discussed in some references. It is found that passengers’ mode choices, followed by the 

service demand, performance evaluation, and personal attributes were affected by travel 

distance (Wang et al, 2017).  

Wen and Yeh (2017) stated that Air travel demand is usually high on long holidays. 

Airlines make effective decisions on pricing, ticket sales, and scheduling by understanding 

factors that influence the choice of air travelers with respect to their departure and return dates 

on long holidays. It is found that airfare is the key variable affecting air travel date choices. 

The utility of day alternatives decreases when more leave days are required before the holiday 

begins. Departure dates before the beginning of the holiday weekend and return dates after the 

end of the holiday are highly substitutable. The low-fare strategy comprising early departures 

and late returns can effectively increase the load factor of off-peak flights on long holiday 

weekends. 

During the long holiday, people are tried to utilize their time effectively for various 

purposes. Besides to attend a family gathering, they also enjoy some tourism experiences. The 

exchange between international and domestic tourism exists, mainly in warmer climates 

(Athanasopoulos et al., 2014) and in coastal regions (Eugenio-Martin and Campos-Soria, 

2010). Income does influence the number of international trips, but this can be moderated by 

cultural factors. For example, people from France and Italy are more likely to continue 

traveling domestically, whilst people from the United Kingdom and Germany more likely to 

engage in international tourism (Eugenio-Martin and Campos-Soria, 2014). In the United 

Kingdom, substitution of domestic tourism with international trips was apparent when 

overseas holidays first became more affordable and accessible; the pattern now is more 

complex (Graham, 2006). For instance, Eugenio-Martin and Campos-Soria (2010) showed 

people living in the interior regions of the United Kingdom were less likely traveling 

domestically only and a higher chance of traveling abroad only than residents of regions with 

a coast. The move away from domestic holidays has resulted in the decline of many 

traditional United Kingdom seaside resorts, yet there is a certain nostalgia associated with 

them, intrinsically linked to previous family holidays (Jarratt, 2013). 

 Special holidays and events that attract a lot of people, such as exhibitions, concerts, and 

major sports events, generally require an offered capacity at different times and positions. 



 

 

 

Consequently, some train services are required to be inserted to improve the capacity of some 

special sections with time windows. The most common way is inserting additional train 

services into the initial timetables (Jiang et al, 2014). 

Travel time used to be regarded as a waste. Recently it is considered to have a positive 

utility, e.g. for the benefit of the activities conducted while traveling. However, most studies 

of travel time use have focused on conventional trains in developed countries. Few have 

studied the use of information and communication technology (ICT) into travel time use and 

the correlates of active participation in developing countries, particularly on high-speed rail 

(HSR). Using a survey conducted on the 270 km Shanghai–Nanjing corridor (N = 901), this 

study examines how HSR passengers use their travel time (business and non-business 

travelers). It was found that 96% of the respondents use ICT during their HSR journey 

However, the factors affecting the time use of business and non-business travellers differ. 

HSR service design should facilitate passenger engagement in various activities and 

improvement of their travel experience. A stable internet connection, adequate power sockets, 

and a noise-free environment will promote both work and leisure activities on the HSR (Tang 

et al, 2018). Therefore the travellers will perceive shorter travel time. 

 The 2007–2008 French National Travel Survey (FNTS) included questions about the 

trip experience for a random subsample of the respondents’ daily travel (please note, that this 

is not actually a long holiday trip), offering a rare opportunity to examine a national profile of 

attitudes toward travel. This study analyzes the self-reported (mental and/or physical) fatigue 

associated with the selected trip and its (un)pleasantness. Only 8 % of trips were tiring, and 

fewer than 4 % were unpleasant. This indicates that travel is not universally distasteful. 

Although listening to the radio/music decreases the tendency to rate the trip as mentally 

fatiguing, it tends to be considered as ameliorating the disutility of a tedious trip more than 

increasing the pleasantness of the trip (Mokhtarian et al, 2015). 

 
 
3. THE LONG HOLIDAY IN 2018 RELATED TO EID AL-FITR 

 

The Research and Development Agency, Ministry of Transport, Republic of Indonesia 

conducted a survey before the long holiday in 2018 related to Eid Al-Fitr. This was the first 

comprehensive survey regarding Eid Al-Fitr related holiday in Indonesia conducted by the 

Indonesian central government. The survey was conducted to gather data that can be used to 

provide better services during the holiday periods (Sugihardjo, 2018). This was a nationwide 

survey sent to 6115 individuals belong to a certain social media group (76% Whatsapp, 14% 

Ministry of Transport Website, 2% Facebook, 2% Line, 1% Instagram and 5% others). There 

were 4075 completed responses. The survey consists of questions regarding number and 

characteristics of people who will conduct the travel, the date they start the travel and start the 

travel back, the modes for travel, the origin and destination, the selected route, and the travel 

cost. 75% who completed the responses were traveling during 2018 long holiday related to 

Eid Al-Fitr. The rest were not traveling this year. The reason for not traveling was mostly 

(24%) because "Not have a hometown", followed by other reasons (21%), working or can not 

get a leave (17%), to avoid congestion (14%), expensive (12%), not celebrate Eid Al-Fitr 

(10%) and failed to get intercity public transport ticket (2%).  

65% of the respondents were male. 3% of the respondents aged 20 years old or younger, 

33% aged 21-30 years, 32% aged 31-40 years, 21% aged 41-50 years, the rest aged at least 51. 

As the respondents were social media active users, the survey was suspected to capture the 

profile of rather high education attainment. Most of the respondents (45%) got Bachelor 

degree or equivalent, 24 % got master/ doctoral degree, 10% got the degree from vocational 



 

 

 

higher education, 20% graduated from high school or equivalent and 1% graduated from 

junior high school or equivalent. 48% of the respondents were civil servants, 34% were 

private institution employees, 10% were others, 7% were students and 1% were military/ 

police. Monthly income of 41% of the respondents were less than Rp. 5 million (USD 342.5 

based on currency exchange on 26 December 2018), 33% were between Rp. 5 million and Rp. 

10 million, 21% were between Rp. 10 million and Rp. 20 million, 5% were between Rp. 20 

million and 30 million and 4% more than Rp. 30 million. Again, these were reflecting the 

profile of rather high monthly income.  

 33% of the respondents were from Jakarta, 27% were from Greater Jakarta (Bogor, 

Depok, Tangerang, and Bekasi) and the rest were from the rest of the country. 41% of the 

respondents planned to go to Central Java, 24% were planned to go to East Java, 15% were 

planned to go to West Java, 11% were planned to go to Yogyakarta. This explains great 

burden in the transportation system in Java Island, especially in the road network. It is quite 

clear from the desired line by modes in Sugihardjo (2018) that for travel within Java island, 

the dominant modes were private cars. These were followed by intercity buses, trains, and 

airplanes. Although some interisland travel also uses private motorized vehicles and buses, 

domestic airfares of the low-cost carriers become more affordable and therefore the use of 

airplane become more common. 

 The highest choice of the start date for travel clearly depends on two things. Firstly the 

nearest Saturday (9 June 2018, D-6) before D-Day (The Eid Al-Fitr determined by the 

government), i.e. 15 June 2018. Secondly the first day of national holiday related to Eid 

Al-Fitr, i.e. 13 June 2018 (D-2). 15.7% of respondents stated that they planned to leave at 9 

June 2018 and 12.2% at 13 June 2018. Similar reason also explains the highest choice of the 

start date for travel back. Firstly, the last day of the national holiday (19 June 2018, D+4). 

Secondly, the nearest Sunday after D-Day (24 June 2018, D+9). 18.3% of respondents stated 

that they planned to travel back on 19 June 2018 and 15.8% on 24 June 2018. These are the 

data from overall modes. The data from individual modes had almost the same peak and 

off-peak pattern. As predicted, 53% of the respondents stated that the choice of the start date 

was determined following the first day of the national holiday period and 57% of the 

respondent stated that the choice of the start date for travel back was determined based on last 

day on national holiday period. 47% of the respondents were using a private car, 18% were 

using an airplane, 16% were using a train, 9% were using an intercity bus, 4% were using 

motorcycle and the rest were using other modes. The reason for using the private car was 

mainly due to its convenience (20%) and flexibility (18%). Surprisingly, despite the massive 

media coverage regarding the road congestion during the holiday period, they also stated that 

using the car was fast (19%). Maybe this was attributed to the ability of private car choose the 

desired speed in the less dense road. 

 73% of the respondents who use private cars choose the route from Jakarta/ Greater 

Jakarta, through Cikampek-Palimanan-Cirebon in West Java before splitting into 57% through  

Semarang-Solo-East Java and 16% through Java South Coast-Yogyakarta. The main reason 

might be better road infrastructure and roadside facilities in the Java North Coast compare to 

the South one including the availability of toll roads. Travel costs varied among respondents 

but mainly divided into transport costs and other costs. About 65% of the respondents stated 

that they planned to spend less than Rp. 2 million for transport costs and about 55% of the 

respondents stated that they planned to spend less than Rp. 3 million for other costs.  

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

4. METHODS 

 

There were 80 respondents with both parents still alive and there were 74 respondents with 

both parents have already passed away. All respondents were residents of Jakarta or Greater 

Jakarta. The distributed questionnaires (both direct and online) were more than 154. Some 

responses were not valid mainly due to the incorrect status of parents. The questionnaires 

consisted of 2 parts, i.e. General Data and Travel Characteristics: 

 

General Data: 

1. Name. 

2. Age. 

3. Gender. 

4. Religion 

5. Educational Attainment. 

6. Monthly expenses. 

 

Travel Characteristics: 

7. Detail address of residence in Jakarta or Greater Jakarta. 

8. Detail address of the destination. 

9. Whether this kind of trip conducted every year. 

10. Whether public transport was used to reach the destination from the origin? What 

mode? 

11. Whether the private motorized vehicle was used to reach the destination from the 

origin? What mode? 

12. The number of family member. 

13. Daily activities/ job. 

14. The date for departure from origin and date for departure from the destination back to 

the origin. 

15. Travel time from origin to destination and travel back time from destination to origin. 

16. Road and traffic condition along the travel. 

17. Mode of transport at the destination. 

18. The use of social media for Eid Al-Fitr trip information. What type of social media 

used? 

19. The role of police and transport agency in Eid Al-Fitr trip. 

20. Accident experience during the trip. 

21. Whether road sign provides clear information and instruction. 

22. Have you ever joined free Eid Al-Fitr bus trips? Under of which institution? 

 

Specific question for Moslem Respondents: 

23. The greatest reason to travel to hometown on Eid Al-Fitr. 

24. If there is a family member cannot join, will the trip still be conducted? 

25. Apart from celebrating Eid Al-Fitr, do you have other schedules to visit hometown? 

 

Specific question for Non-Moslem Respondents: 

26. Do you prefer to use this holiday to travel to a residential city or to travel intercity? 

27. If you prefer to travel intercity, do you prefer to visit your hometown or somewhere 

else? What is your reason? 

28. What do you do in Eid Al-Fitr holiday? 

 



 

 

 

Specific question for public transport user: 

29. Your opinion on the security of the service. 

30. The number of mode transfer from origin to destination. 

31. Your opinion on the convenience of the service. 

32. Travel costs. 

33. Your opinion on the safety of the service. 

 

Specific question for private transport user: 

34. Who are your passengers? 

35. What kind of luggage do you bring? 

36. How full is your luggage compartment? 

 

After all data were inputted, the first step was to summarize the data to allow overall 

understanding of the collected data. Next, the data were analyzed using t-test mean difference 

analysis using a significant level of 0.05. Only quantitative data such as travel time, duration 

in the hometown, etc can be analyzed using this technique. However, some qualitative data 

such as parents status, religion, educational attainment, job, etc can be used as a grouping 

variable.  

 

 

5. DATA SUMMARY 

 

 Table 1 summarizes the respondents for both who still have both parents group and 

whose both parents have already passed away group if categorized by religion, survey method, 

age, gender, job, monthly expenses, educational attainment, residential are, destination, mode 

ownership, mode type, travel time, travel departure date, travel back departure date, and 

length of stay in destination respectively. Most of the respondents were Moslem in both 

groups. To be a valid respondent, one should conduct Eid Al-Fitr travel this year, in which less 

likely to be conducted by Non-Moslem. Almost all of the respondents from both groups 

conducted Eid Al-Fitr travel every year. The number of respondents surveyed directly and 

through online survey was almost the same in both groups. Usually, the online survey 

response rate was higher compared to the direct survey. It was the case. But not all the 

responses were valid. In both groups only very few respondents belong to middle adulthood 

category with aged 40 years old or older. This was logical because most of the respondents in 

both groups were students. Most of the respondents were male in both groups. This is logical 

as in Indonesian culture, males were still given authority to make decisions for the family, 

including regarding long-distance travel. Most of the respondents in both groups spent less 

than USD 342.5 monthly due to their dominant status as students (and therefore their 

education attainments were mostly high school). The number of respondents from Jakarta 

were about two times the number of respondents from Greater Jakarta in total. In total, there 

were more respondent destinations within Java Islands. Surprisingly this was not the case for 

the group of respondents whose parents have already passed away. Respondents within alive 

parents group share an equal number of respondents who use public (airplane, train, bus, etc) 

and private motorized transport. However, respondents with passed away both parents tended 

to use the non-private car. A big portion of them chooses the private mode with a various 

schedule to accommodate their relatively shorter length of stay in the hometown. Most of the 

respondents' travel time and travel time back were less than 5 hours in both groups. A 

respondent travelled with larger number of people tend to use private mode. Perhaps for 

practicality reason. The travelers should consider the length of the official national holiday 



 

 

 

was from D-2 to D+4. Therefore, most of them were making the trip within that period. 

Length of stay of respondents belong to groups with already passed away parents were 

relatively less than the other groups. This was logical as this group has less valid reason to 

stay longer in the hometown. 

 

 

6.  ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION 
 

The main analysis in this section was conducted to analyze whether there was any difference 

between respondents with both parents still alive and not by conducting t-test mean difference 

analysis of the date to start the travel to the hometown, the travel time to the home town, the 

length of stay in the hometown, the date to start travel back from the hometown  between 

pair of groups by the gender, the age, the religion, the job, the educational attainment, the 

monthly expenses, the current residence, the destination, the mode type and the mode 

ownership separately for the respondents with both parents still alive and the respondents with 

both parents already passed away and compare the result. 

 To avoid lengthy presentation of many tables, detailed tabulations of analysis only 

provided when at least one result was significantly different between groups. There were no 

significant differences between the gender, the age, the job, the monthly expenses, and the 

current residence in terms of the date to start the travel to the hometown, the travel time to the 

hometown and the length of stay in the hometown and therefore will not be reported in detail 

in this paper. It should be noted that the date was indicated by its relative position to the 

D-Day. For example, the D-Day was indicated by 0, the D-3 was indicated by -3 and the D+6 

was indicated by 6. 

 The travel was the only variable with a significant mean difference between the Moslem 

and the Non-Moslem with both parents still alive (Table 2). The Moslem travel time to the 

hometown in average 3.96 hours longer than the Non-Moslem if both parents still alive. Half 

of Non-Moslem respondents use airplane with less mean travel time. 

 The travel time, the length of the stay and the travel back date were variables with 

significant mean differences between the Moslem and the Non-Moslem with both parents 

have already passed away (Table 3). If both parents have already passed away, the Moslem 

travel time to the hometown and the Moslem length of the stay in the hometown were in 

average 1.86 hours and 0.97 days longer respectively than the Non-Moslem. If both parents 

have already passed away, the Moslem travel back date from the hometown was in average 

1.12 days later than the Non-Moslem. Again, As Eid Al-Fitr is a Moslem Festive, there might 

be more events to attend in the hometown requiring a longer stay that was fulfilled by leaving 

the hometown later than the Non-Moslem although in average if parents have already passed 

away the length of the stay were about half compared to if parents still alive. 

 The travel date, the length of the stay, and the travel back date were variables with 

significant mean differences between the respondents with a Bachelor Degree and no 

Bachelor Degree with both parents still alive (Table 4). If both parents still alive, the length of 

the stay in the hometown of the respondents with Bachelor Degree was in average 1.11 days 

longer than the respondents with no Bachelor Degree. If both parents still alive, travel date to 

the hometown and travel back date from the hometown of the respondents with Bachelor 

Degree was in average 1.35, 1.42 days earlier than the respondents with no Bachelor Degree. 

 The travel time and the travel date were variables with significant mean differences 

between the respondents with Java and non-Java hometown with both parents still alive 

(Table 6). If both parents still alive, the travel time of the respondents with Java hometown on 

average were 4.51 hours longer than the respondent with non-Java hometown. 18 out of 23 



 

 

 

respondents with non-Java hometown were using airplane and justify the relatively short 

mean travel time.  If both parents still alive, the travel date to Java hometown was in average 

1.54 days later than the respondents with the travel date to non-Java hometown. 

If both parents have already passed away there was no variable with a significant mean 

difference between respondents with and without Bachelor Degree (Table 5). 

 

Table 1. Summary of Respondents by the Status of Both Parents 

 

Categorized by  No. of Respondents by Status of Parents 

 Still  

Alive 

(N=80)  

Already  

Passed 

 Away 

(N=74)  

Total 

(N=154) 

Religion Moslem 68 56 124 

 Non-Moslem 12 18 30 

Survey Method Direct 36 38 74 

 Online 44 36 80 

Age ≥ 40 years old 3 7 10 

 < 40 years old 77 67 144 

Gender Male 44 53 97 

 Female 36 21 57 

Job Student 58 9 67 

 Non-Student 22 65 87 

Monthly Expenses ≥ USD 342.5 0 30 30 

 < USD 342.5 80 44 124 

Educational Attainment Bachelor Degree 34 32 66 

 High School or Lower 46 42 88 

Current Residence Jakarta 48 54 102 

 Greater Jakarta 32 20 52 

Destination Java 57 30 87 

 Non-Java 23 44 67 

Mode Ownership Private 40 10 50 

 Public 40 64 104 

Mode Type Car 40 10 50 

 Airplane/ Bus etc 40 64 104 

Travel Departure ≥ D-2 46 43 89 

 < D-2 34 31 65 

Travel Time (Hours) ≥ 5 12 11 23 

 < 5 68 63 131 

Travel Back Departure > D+4 42 15 57 

 ≤ D+4 38 59 97 

Travel Time Back (Hours) ≥ 5 43 15 58 

 < 5 37 59 96 

Length of Stay (Days) ≥ 7 48 10 58 

 < 7 32 64 96 



 

 

 

Table 2. The Mean Difference between the Religion of the Travel Time, the Travel Date, the  

       Length of the Stay and the Travel Back Date for Respondents with Both Parents Still 

       Alive 

 

Variable Mean α Significant 

 at α=0.05   

 (Yes/ No?) 
Moslem 

N=68 

Non-Moslem 

N=12 

Difference 

Travel Time 10.29 6.33 3.96 0.04 Yes 

Travel Date -2.49 -2.67 0.18 0.80 No 

Length of Stay 6.04 6.08 -0.04 0.95 No 

Travel Back Date 5.31 4.17 1.11 0.32 No 

 

Table 3. The Mean Difference between the Religion of the Travel Time, the Travel Date, the 

       Length of the Stay and the Travel Back Date for Respondents with Both Parents  

       Have Already Passed Away 

       

Variable Mean α Significant  

at α=0.05   

 (Yes/ No?) 
Moslem 

N=56 

Non-Moslem 

N=18 

Difference 

Travel Time 4.38 2.53 1.86 0.03 Yes 

Travel Date -2.07 -2.17 0.09 0.81 No 

Length of Stay 5.25 4.28 0.97 <0.01 Yes 

Travel Back Date 3.18 2.06 1.12 0.02 Yes 

 

Table 4. The Mean Difference between Educational Attainment of the Travel Time, the Travel 

       Date, the Length of the Stay and the Travel Back Date for the Respondents with Both  

       Parents Still Alive 

 

Variable Mean α Significant 

 at α=0.05   

 (Yes/ No?) 
Bachelor Degree 

N=34  

High School  

or Lower 

N=46 

Difference 

Travel Time 10.10 9.20 0.86 0.54 No 

Travel Date -3.10 -1.70 -1.35 <0.01 Yes 

Length of Stay 6.50 5.40 1.11 <0.01 Yes 

Travel Back Date 3.42 5.74 -1.42 0.02 Yes 

 

Table 5. The Mean Difference between the Educational Attainment of the Travel Time, the 

       Travel Date, the Length of the Stay and the Travel Back Date for the Respondents 

       With Both Parents Have Already Passed Away 

 

Variable Mean α Significant 

 at α=0.05   

 (Yes/ No?)  
Bachelor Degree 

N=42  

High School  

or Lower 

N=32 

Difference 

Travel Time 4.17 3.63 0.54 0.48 No 

Travel Date -2.10 -2.09 0.99 0.99 No 

Length of Stay 5.14 4.84 0.30 0.27 No 

Travel Back Date 3.02 2.75 0.27 0.51 No 



 

 

 

 The travel time, the length of the stay and the travel back date were variables with 

significant mean differences between the respondent with Java and non-Java hometown with 

both parents have already passed away (Table 7). If both parents have already passed away, 

the respondents travel time to the hometown and the length of the stay in the hometown was 

in average 3.50 hours and 0.99 days longer respectively than the respondents with non-Java 

hometown. If both parents have already passed away, the travel back date from the Java 

hometown was on average 1.34 days later than the travel date from non-Java hometown. The 

relatively short mean travel time for non-Java destination might be due to the use of airplane 

mode and this was then affecting the mean length of the stay (4.61 days) which was only 

about two-thirds of respondents with alive parents with the mean length of the stay (6.61 

days). This justifies the effect of the status of the parents. 

 

Table 6. The Mean Difference between the Destination of the Travel Time, the Travel Date, 

       the Length of the Stay and the Travel Back Date for the Respondents with Both  

       Parents Still Alive 

 

Variable Mean α Significant 

 at α=0.05   

 (Yes/ No?)  
Java 

N=57 

Non-Java 

N=23 

Difference 

Travel Time 11.12 6.61 4.51 <0.01 Yes 

Travel Date -2.07 -3.61 1.54 <0.01 Yes 

Length of Stay 5.88 6.48 -0.60 0.22 No 

Travel Back Date 5.05 5.35 -0.30 0.65 No 

 

Table 7. The Mean Difference between the Destination of the Travel Time, the Travel Date,  

       The Length of the Stay and the Travel Back Date for Respondents with Both Parents 

       Have Already Passed Away 

 

Variable Mean α Significant 

 at α=0.05   

 (Yes/ No?)  
Java 

N=30 

Non-Java 

N=44 

Difference 

Travel Time 6.02 2.51 3.50 <0,01 Yes 

Travel Date -1.87 -2.25 0.38 0.26 No 

Length of Stay 5.60 4.61 0.99 0.91 Yes 

Travel Back Date 3.70 2.36 1.34 <0.01 Yes 

 

 The travel time and travel date were variables with significant mean differences between 

the respondents using a private car and non-private car with both parents still alive (Table 8). 

If both parents still alive, the travel time of the respondents using a private car on average 

were 4.95 hours longer than the respondent with a non-private car. If both parents still alive, 

the travel date to the hometown of respondent using private car was on average 1.54 days 

earlier than the respondents using a non-private car.  

 The travel time, the length of the stay and the travel back date were variables with 

significant mean differences between the respondents using private cars and non-private cars 

with both parents have already passed away (Table 9). If both parents have already passed 

away, the private car users travel time to the hometown and their length of the stay in the 

hometown was in average 4.95 hours and 1.40 days longer respectively than the non-private 

car users. 19 out of 40 of non-private cars respondents were using airplane and justify 

relatively mean travel time. If both parents have already passed away, the private car users 



 

 

 

travel back date from the hometown were on average 1.50 days later than the non-private car 

users. Again, shorter mean travel time, the shorter mean length of stay and the status of the 

parents were interrelated. 

 

Table 8. The Mean Difference between the Mode Type of the Travel Time, the Travel Date,  

       the Length of the Stay and the Travel Back Date for the Respondents with Both 

       Parents Still Alive 

 

Variable Mean α Significant 

 at α=0.05   

 (Yes/ No?)  
Car 

N=40 

Airline/ Bus etc 

N=40 

Difference 

Travel Time 11.0 6.05 4.95 <0.01 Yes 

Travel Date -2.16 -3.61 1.47 <0.01 Yes 

Length of Stay 5.92 3.47 -0.56 0.29 No 

Travel Back Date 5.08 5.20 -0.12 0.83 No 

 

Table 9. The Mean Difference between the Mode Type of the Travel Time, the Travel Date, 

       the Length of the Stay and the Travel Back Date for the Respondents with Both  

       Parents Have Already Passed Away 

 

Variable Mean α Significant 

 at α=0.05   

 (Yes/ No?)  
Car 

N=22 

Airline/ Bus etc 

N=52 

Difference 

Travel Time 7.41 2.46 4.95 <0.01 Yes 

Travel Date -2.00 -2.13 0.13 0.72 No 

Length of Stay 6.00 4.60 1.40 <0.01 Yes 

Travel Back Date 3.95 2.46 1.50 <0.01 Yes 

 

 The travel time, the travel date and the length of the stay were variables with significant 

mean differences between the respondents using private and public modes with both parents 

still alive (Table 10). If both parents still alive, the travel time to the hometown and the length 

of the stay in the hometown of respondents using private mode were in average 3.20 hours 

longer and 1.55 days longer respectively than the respondents using public modes. If both 

parents still alive, the respondents using private modes were starting travel to the hometown 

in average 1.93 days earlier than the respondents using public modes. 

  

Table 10. The Mean Difference between the Mode Ownership of the Travel Time, the Travel  

        Date, Length of the Stay and the Travel Back Date for Respondents with Both  

        Parents Still Alive 

 

Variable Mean α Significant 

 at α=0.05   

 (Yes/ No?)  
Private 

N=40 

Public 

N=40 

Difference 

Travel Time 11.42 8.23 3.20 0.02 Yes 

Travel Date -3.48 -1.55 -1.93 <0.01 Yes 

Length of Stay 6.83 5.28 1.55 <0.01  Yes 

Travel Back Date 5.08 5.20 -0.12 0.83 No 

 

 



 

 

 

The length of the stay and the travel back date were variables with significant mean 

differences between the respondents using private and public modes with both parents have 

already passed away (Table 11). If both parents have already passed away, the length of stay 

in the hometown of the private mode users was in average 1.02 days shorter than the public 

mode users. If both parents have already passed away, the travel back date from the 

hometown of private mode users was in average 1.73 days later than the public mode users. 

 

Table 11. The Mean Difference between the Mode Ownership of the Travel Time, the Travel  

        Date, the Length of the Stay and the Travel Back Date for Respondents with Both  

        Parents Have Already Passed Away 

 

Variable Mean α Significant 

 at α=0.05   

 (Yes/ No?)  
Private 

N=10 

Public 

N=64 

Difference 

Travel Time 3.76 5.05 -1.29 0.25 No 

Travel Date -2.17 -1.60 -0.57 0.24 No 

Length of Stay 4.88 5.90 -1.02 <0.01 Yes 

Travel Back Date 4.40 2.67 1.73 <0.01 Yes 

 

 Table 11 closes the separate analysis between a group of respondents with both parents 

still alive and a group of respondents with both parents have already passed away. Table 12 

starts the combined analysis from those two groups of respondents. The age, the travel time, 

the length of the stay and the travel back date were variables with mean significant mean 

differences between respondents with still alive parents and respondents with have already 

passed away parents (Table 12). Respondents with both parents still alive were in average 

significantly younger (23.05 years old) than respondents with both parents have already 

passed away (29.26 years old). This was quite logical since in general, the older respondent 

will have more chance to have passed away parents. The travel time of respondents with both 

parents still alive (9.83 hours) was on average significantly longer than the travel time of 

respondents with both parents have already passed away (3.93 hours). The travel time of 

airplane is off-course shorter than land transport. Only 19 out of 80 respondents with both 

parents still alive were using airplane whilst 52 out of 74 respondents with both parents have 

already passed away were using the airplane. This explains very extremely (5.89 hours) mean 

difference of the travel time. The length of the stay in the hometown of respondents with both 

parents still alive (6.05 days) were in average significantly longer than the length of the stay 

in the hometown of respondents with both parents have already passed away (5.01 days). As 

discussed before this might be due to more obligatory attended events for those whose parents 

still alive. The travel back date for respondents with both parents still alive (5.14 days after 

D-Day) was in average later than the travel back the date for respondents with both parents 

have already passed away (2.91 days after D-Day). This, off-course interrelated with the 

longer length of stay in the hometown of respondents with both parents still alive compared to 

the length of stay in the hometown of respondents with both parents have already passed 

away. 

 

Table 12. The Mean Difference between the Status of the Parents of the Age, the Travel Time,  

        the Travel Date, The Length of the Stay and the Travel Back Date  

 

Variable Mean α Significant 

 at α=0.05   Both Parents Both Parents Have Difference 



 

 

 

 Still Alive 

N=80 

 Already Passed Away 

N=74 

 (Yes/ No?)  

Age 23.05 29.26 -6.21 <0.01 Yes 

Travel Time 9.83 3.93 5.89 <0.01 Yes 

Start Date -2.51 -2.09 -0.42 0.17 No 

Length of Stay 6.05 5.01 1.04 <0.01 Yes 

Travel Back Date 5.14 2.91 2.23 <0.01 Yes 

 

 

7.  CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

From the findings in this paper, it can be concluded that: 

 

1. If both parents still alive 

a. The Moslem travel time to the hometown in average longer than the Non-Moslem. 

b. The length of the stay in the hometown of the respondents with Bachelor Degree was in 

average longer than the respondents with no Bachelor Degree. 

c. The travel date to the hometown and travel back date from the hometown of the 

respondents with Bachelor Degree were in average earlier than the respondents with no 

Bachelor Degree. 

d. The travel time of the respondents with Java hometown on average were longer than the 

respondent with non-Java hometown. 

e. The travel date to Java hometown was on average earlier than the respondents with the 

travel date to non-Java hometown. 

f. The respondents using a private car on average were longer than the respondent with a 

non-private car. 

g. The travel date to the hometown of respondent using private car was in average earlier 

than the respondents using the non-private car. 

h. The travel time to the hometown and the length of the stay in the hometown of 

respondents using private mode were in average longer than the respondents using 

public modes. 

i. The respondents using private modes were starting travel to the hometown in average 

earlier than the respondents using public modes. 

2. If both parents have already passed away: 

a. The Moslem travel time to the hometown and the Moslem length of the stay in the 

hometown were on average longer respectively than the Non-Moslem.  

b. The Moslem travel back date from the hometown was on average later than the 

Non-Moslem. 

c. The respondents travel time to the hometown and the length of the stay in the hometown 

was on average longer respectively than the respondents with non-Java hometown. 

d. The travel back date from the Java hometown was on average later than the travel date 

from non-Java hometown. 

e. The private car users travel time to the hometown and their length of the stay in the 

hometown was on average longer respectively than the non-private car users.  

f. The private car users travel back date from the hometown were on average later than the 

non-private car users. 

g. The length of the stay of private mode users in the hometown was in average shorter 

than the public mode users. 

h. the travel back date from the hometown of private mode users was on average later than 



 

 

 

the public mode users. 

3. Respondents with both parents still alive were in average significantly younger than 

respondents with both parents have already passed away. 

4. The travel time of respondents with both parents still alive were in average significantly 

longer than the travel time of respondents with both parents have already passed away. 

5. The length of the stay in the hometown of respondents with both parents still alive were in 

average significantly longer than the length of the stay in the hometown of respondents 

with both parents have already passed away). 

6. The travel back date for respondents with both parents still alive was on average later than 

the travel back date for respondents with both parents have already passed away. 
 

To overcome the peak traffic problem during Eid Al-Fitr long holiday especially in road 

transport, it is recommended that the government improve public transport system both for 

inter-cities and inner-cities. The people do not only transportation to reach the hometown, but 

they also need to ensure mobility during a holiday in the hometown. This was one of the main 

reasons to bring private vehicles in such trip. 
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