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In the sociological paradigm of space, as a place 

whatever its form and name as long as it is inhabited 

or used as a base for human activity, it is not a passive 

natural entity but rather dynamic. This is made 

possible by the spatial dialectics and social 

reproduction that take place accompanying the 

development of a space along with the meaning of it 

which is always changing and dynamic. This paper 

examines spatial identity in naming social groups and 

geographical areas in Sulawesi using place identity 

theory, social identity theory, and identity process 

theory. This type of research is a literature review with 

a sociology of space approach that uses data and 

analysis descriptively from a number of relevant 

literature. The results showed that some social group 

names in Sulawesi are a representation of the 

geographical structure of a space, so that when 

mentioning the name of the group or its residential 

center, it will reflect its spatial identity. This fact is 

sociologically a spatial awareness that has been created 

in the long history of Sulawesi as well as can be 

categorized as local community intelligence 
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INTRODUCTION 
Space and place (Hoggett, 1992) are an inseparable part of human life, 

especially in its various activities and interactions based on life goals or interests. 
In the study of social science, the relationship between humans and their 
environment (Williams, 2010) is discussed with reference to the triangular 
concept of space, time and life. First, the context of the discussion of man in space 
is the scope of social science studies in the realm of geography studies (Alijani, 
2015) with a focus on the spatial dimension in a broad sense, namely the profile 
of an area. Secondly, the concept of man in time is the field of study of the 
discipline of history (Caradonna, 2022) that discusses the development of human 
life from time to time including culture and civilization. Third, the concept of man 
in life (Kapp & Kapp, 1961) is the realm of study of several social science 
disciplines such as sociology (examining humans in the context of social 
interaction, social stratification, social differentiation, power and authority, social 
change, and others), anthropology which examines humans in a cultural context 
(ethnic origin and distribution, forms of human culture, elements of culture, and 
others), law which discusses aspects of rules and sanctions as a social system in 
community life, and many others.      

The development of science is increasingly rapid, causing space and place 
not only to be the scope of study of geography and environmental science 
(ecology) but has become a field of study of various scientific disciplines. One of 
them is sociology which expands its studies to include the realm of space and 
gives rise to a new type of study, namely the sociology of space (Urry, 2001). The 
basic assumption that accompanies the presence of sociology of space (Löw, 
2016) is a paradigm shift that previously considered space as a passive entity into 
a dynamic entity. Space that is perceived as a stage for actors, namely individuals 
and social groups in their activities in its development is given and has meaning 
in such a way. This means that the perspective and perception of individuals and 
social groups towards space then affects spatial practices. This paradigm at least 
sees that the dynamic aspect of social change (Reeves* & Forde, 2004) in society 
is no longer only based on time, but also on space. In short, there is a dialectic of 
space that influences social reproduction (Norton & Katz, 2017). 

The study of space and place both in the scope of socialogy and other 
scientific disciplines, is heavily influenced by Lefebvre's view of space as a result 
of social construction (Gottdiener, 1993). Space, which is then imagined to have 
a strong identity and image by the complexity of meanings attached to its 
existence, is constructed by three elements, namely spatial practices, spatial 
representation, and representational space (Halfacree, 2006). The first element, 
spatial practice, concerns the spatial relationship between objects and products, 
where spatial characteristics are described through perspectives and spatial 
situations experienced or experienced in everyday life. The second element is the 
representation of space which relates to the creation of space as a form of 
meaning production carried out by humans on symbols both language and 
science. The space that is interpreted and perceived according to language and 
science, then becomes an imagined space and from here humans project the 
existence of themselves and others who live together in a space (place). The third 
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element is representational space which is the result of a dialectic between spatial 
practices and representations of space which is then called real space. In various 
studies on space, the third element is often referred to as creating a dominant 
group that performs acts of control over a space (Watkins, 2005),. 

This research examines the phenomenon of spatial awareness 
(Schwenkler, 2012) created behind the tendency to name social groups and 
geographical areas according to their ecological characteristics (Li et al., 2020) 
with the unit of analysis of several examples in mainland South Sulawesi. This 
sociology of space study has at least two main objectives, namely: First, to reveal 
the meaning and values behind the emergence of spatial awareness created as a 
spatial practice in labeling a social group and geographical area which then 
becomes an identity and image. Second, if the study of space so far has focused 
more on spatial practices, representation of space, and representation space in 
urban areas, the study actually portrays space in the perspective and perception 
of people in rural areas (inland) as a form of spatial awareness.   
 
LITERATURE REVIEW 
Spatial Awareness 

Spatial awareness is the primary motivation for the emergence of a diverse 
set of spatial practices (Özkul, 2014). An interesting piece of research is cited that 
discusses how to navigate space through the processes of wayfinding, 
information gathering and decision-making. It also describes spatial orientation 
as a spatial thinking skill that has significance in everyday life. The first important 
aspect discussed is the characteristics of human spatial cognition and behavior 
and the tendency of spatial knowledge to be distorted and fragmented in the 
environment. It was emphasized that there are fundamental differences in the 
cognitive mapping skills of individuals with regard to the accuracy of 
understanding metrics and environmental configurations. The second important 
point was described as the difficulties in the use of maps and the description of 
spatial relationships. It is even recommended about alternative ways to help 
people through mobile navigation tools in improving cognitive mapping skills 
while practicing spatial orientation (Ishikawa, 2021). 

Other research results on spatial awareness (Klippel et al., 2010) are linked 
to many philosophers' views on the impossibility of experiencing objects, 
properties, or spatial relations except against the backdrop of absolute spatial 
awareness. The author of this paper rebuts this claim through an analysis of the 
case of a brain-damaged subject whose visual experience is alleged to have 
violated this condition. That is, objects and spatial properties are present in his 
visual experience, but space itself is not. A recommendation is made in relation 
to this study that a phenomenological argument can provide evidence about the 
nature of the mind even if the evidence is not fully corrected (Schwenkler, 2012). 

Referring to these two research results, it can be understood that spatial 
awareness is constructed by the characteristics of human cognition, visual 
experience, and perspective on space. These three factors influence spatial 
practices and orientation. To reinforce this argument, let us try to compare it with 
another research result with the locus of urban green open space studies, 
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illustrating the importance of the role of user perceptions in assessing the 
feasibility of a public. The research results with the case of residential areas in 
Tianhe District, Guangzhou, also illustrate that the type of greenery, location 
form, and spatial effects are related to public perceptions (Chang et al., 2020). In 
relation to research on spatial awareness that influences the names of social 
groups and geographical areas in Sulawesi, it will be related to the characteristics 
of congeniality, visual experience, and the way people perceive the space or 
environment where they live. 

 
Social Groups 

Social groups (Charness & Chen, 2020) in the study of this paper are not 
explained according to definitions or types, but describe them according to the 
context of the discussion. Various historical sources mention that there are four 
main ethnic groups that inhabit the mainland of South Sulawesi in both the 
capital and districts, namely: Makassar, Bugis, Mandar and Toraja (M. Ahmadin, 
2021). The Makassar ethnic social group and its sub-ethnic groups inhabit several 
districts: Pangkajene and Islands, Maros, Gowa, Takalar, Jeneponto, Bantaeng, 
Bulukumba, Selayar. The Bugis ethnic group (Pelras, 1997) inhabits the districts 
of: Maros, Pengkajene and Islands, Bulukumba, Sinjai Bone, Soppeng, Wajo, 
Parepare, Pinrang, Sidenreng Rappang and parts of Luwu (Caldwell, 1992). The 
Mandar ethnic group inhabits the districts of: Polewali Mandar, Majene, 
Mamasa, and Mamuju. The Toraja ethnic group inhabits the districts of: Toraja, 
North Toraja, and parts of Luwu (Cavanagh & Mercieca, 2014).   

Each social group from each ethnic group that inhabits coastal areas, 
islands, mainland, or in the mountains, lives with their respective cultures 
(traditions) and distinctive spatial practices (Watkins, 2005). This is part of the 
way they adapt to the environment and it is certain that they have characteristics 
of cognition (Wallace et al., 2000), visual experience (Pautz, 2010), and the way 
people view the space (A. Ahmadin, 2024) or environment where they live. 
Although it is certain that there will be a variety of cognitions, experiences, and 
perspectives in each ethnic or social group with a very large number, this study 
is only limited to describing some of them as units of analysis. Without 
dismissing the importance of each spatial practice and its orientation in each 
ethnic group, in this study only some are considered to represent the others. 
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METHODOLOGY 

This research is a descriptive study of space sociology from the aspect of 
data presentation and analysis (M. Ahmadin, 2024). The data collection technique 
is a literature study related to social groups and geographical areas in mainland 
Sulawesi. As a literature study with a qualitative research type, the search for 
data sources is not carried out in the field but based on written works. The types 
of written works in question include research results that have been published in 
the form of books and scientific journals or that have not been published. The 
research stages are data collection, data reduction, data presentation, and data 
verification (Creswell & Creswell, 2017). 

 

RESULT AND DISCUSSION 
Sociologically, people in South Sulawesi (Husain et al., 2021) are divided 

into social groups based on the ecological conditions (Saino et al., 2004) of their 
settlement. The social group that inhabits the coastal area among the Bugis 
people is called Tupabbiring (Chairunnisa et al., 2020) or Topabiring (people who 
live along the beach or coast). The term Topa' Biring derives from three words: To 
or Tau (person, human) (Millar, 1983), Pa (profession/occupation), and Biring 
(edge/side). The social group is divided into three categories, namely (1) coastal 
communities (Sutton-Grier et al., 2015) who work as fishermen to meet family 
economic needs; (2) coastal communities who work as non-fishermen or other 
professions including farmers, and (3) coastal communities who work as 
fishermen and farmers as well as other professions. The naming of these social 
groups is not based on the type of profession practiced in the three categories, 
but based on the ecological spatial conditions (Brown, 2008) of their settlements. 

Another social group in Bugis society is known as Tori Bulu', which refers 
to those who live in mountainous areas (mountain peaks, mountain slopes and 
mountain foothills). The term Toribulu means To or Tau (person, human), Pa 
(profession/occupation), and Bulu' (mountain), respectively. The naming or 
mentioning of this social group is based on the ecological space conditions of 
their settlements, namely mountainous areas. This social group category works 
as permanent and seasonal farmers for certain types of commodities. During the 
kingdom or colonial period in South Sulawesi (Wellen, 2021), people who lived 
in the mountains also became actors and links in the trade network, namely as 
suppliers of various agricultural products from the interior. They transported 
agricultural products from the hinterland to the port area using horses. Some 
inland people also used wooden boats and utilized the river flow to transport 
agricultural products to the port located at the mouth of the river. 

The next social group category is Tori Je'ne', which in Makassar and its sub-
ethnic languages (including Selayar) means people who are in the water. This 
term is applied to the Bajo or Bajau community (Clifton & Majors, 2012), people 
who live and work at sea or sea people. The spatial practices of this social group 
are unique in that they build houses on the water with poles planted into the sea. 
For a long time, the Bajo people had a principle of life, including a commitment 
to live, work and do activities only in the sea, so they had a house on land. Some 
historical sources say the ancestors of this nomadic tribe originally came from the 
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Sulu Islands, South Philippines (Rodriguez et al., n.d.). Their settlement spaces 
in several districts are called Bajo villages. Some Bajo villages in the archipelago 
include: on Nain Island (Bunaken National Park) Manado Bay North Sulawesi, 
Rajuni Island (Taka Bonerate) Selayar Islands South Sulawesi, and several other 
places including West Nusa Tenggara and East Nusa Tenggara.   

Representations of space (Aase, 1994) in relation to the naming of 
geographical areas in Sulawesi can be taken from several examples in Selayar 
Islands District. This district, located in the administrative area of the South 
Sulawesi provincial government, has two geographical categories: mainland and 
archipelago (Hunt, 2017). In these two categories of governmental areas, the 
naming of sub-district-level governmental areas represents the spatial conditions 
of the geographical area, as well as a marker of the location and geographical 
position of the region. For the naming or mentioning of sub-districts located on 
the mainland, it is accompanied by the word "Bonto" which means land, while 
for the naming or mentioning of sub-districts located in the archipelago, it is 
accompanied by the word "Pasi" which means island or archipelago. Some 
names of sub-districts in the mainland, such as: Bontoharu, Bontomanai, 
Bontomatene, and Bontosikuyu sub-districts. The names of the sub-districts on 
the islands are: Pasilambena, Pasimarannu, and Pasimasunggu sub-districts. 

The naming of social groups and geographical areas is not limited to being 
interpreted as a form of spatial awareness that represents the condition of 
geographical areas that will facilitate the recognition and identification of the 
characteristics of an area. Instead, it can be understood as a prayer and hope for 
a space and the people who inhabit it. An interesting example can be seen in the 
names of two sub-districts on the mainland of Selayar Island (Heersink, 1994), 
Bontomarannu, which means a land that promises joy, and Bontomatene, which 
means a land that promises happiness. It can be assumed that these names 
contain hopes and prayers deliberately implied by the giver, so that the people 
who inhabit these lands can live in an atmosphere of joy and happiness. The 
islands of Selayar (Mead & Lee, 2007) also have the names Pasimasunggu, which 
means an island that promises happiness, and Pasimarannu, an island that 
promises joy. The elements of hope and prayer contained in the names of 
geographical spaces (Nunes, 1991) both on the mainland of Selayar Island and on 
the islands show that Selayar Islands Regency is blessed by the creator. In 
addition, the emergence of various diction containing hope or prayer in the 
naming of areas in the district is also thought to have been inspired by the 
predicate or designation of Selayar as Tanadoang or the land of prayer. 
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CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
Based on the description of the representation of space in the labeling of 

social groups and geographical areas, it can be said that the practice of space is a 
form of intelligence of past local communities in South Sulawesi. An area (place) 
name that is used as a marker in accordance with its characteristics, will make it 
easier for everyone to know and identify it. Thus, when people read or hear the 
name of a social group or the name of a region, at the same time it will be directly 
illustrated that it is a land area, an archipelago, a coastal area, a mountainous 
area, and so on. In this context, the meaning of a name becomes something 
communicative that informs the public. 
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