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Abstract 

This article examines the representation of S.K. Trimurti and Marsinah in Indonesian 
women’s historiography, focusing on gender and class biases and the elite-centered 
orientation of national historical narratives. Using qualitative historical research and 
library research, the study analyzes scholarly works, historical books, biographies, 
media archives, textbooks, and official state documents through women’s history, 
political history, and feminist historiography. The findings indicate that women’s 
inclusion in Indonesian national historiography is shaped not only by gender but also 
by social class, political access, and proximity to state institutions. S.K. Trimurti has 
been more readily incorporated into national narratives because her activism was 
closely connected to the independence movement, journalism, political 
organizations, labor activism, and government institutions. Marsinah, by contrast, 
emerged from the working class during the New Order and was initially represented 
primarily through labor conflict, political repression, human rights discourse, and 
public memory rather than formal national historiography. Her recognition as a 
National Hero in 2025 expands the symbolic boundaries of state recognition but does 
not necessarily indicate structural transformation in the representation of working-
class women. The comparison demonstrates the need for Indonesian women’s 
historiography to move beyond exceptional or elite women toward greater attention 
to working-class and marginalized historical actors. 
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Introduction 

The conferment of the title of National Hero on Marsinah by President Prabowo Subianto 

on November 10, 2025, marks an important moment for reconsidering the position of working-

class women in Indonesian historiography. The recognition was based on Presidential Decree 

of the Republic of Indonesia No. 116/TK/2025, dated November 6, 2025, as a form of state 

appreciation for individuals regarded as having made significant contributions to the nation and 

state (Sekretariat Kabinet Republik Indonesia, 2025). However, Marsinah’s recognition raises 

a fundamental question: does the conferment of the National Hero title indicate that working-

class women have gained greater space in the writing of national history, or does it reveal the 

persistence of an elite-centered historiographical tradition? This question is particularly 

significant because national historical narratives have often privileged political leaders, military 

figures, and state institutions, while the experiences of workers and other marginalized groups 

have received less sustained attention (McGregor, 2007; Suwignyo, 2014). 

During the New Order, official historical production was strongly influenced by state 

institutions and, particularly, by the military’s efforts to shape national historical narratives. 

McGregor (2007) demonstrates that the Indonesian military sought to influence the production 

mailto:pandu.tri.2407316@students.um.ac.id
mailto:valendrio.alextri.2407316@students.um.ac.id
mailto:pandu.tri.2407316@students.um.ac.id


INDI: Inovasi Didaktik Vol. XI No. 1  2026   46 
e-ISSN 2443-2563 

 
and circulation of official history in order to validate its political role, condemn communism, and 

promote military values. This broader political environment also affected the historical 

representation of labor. Hadiz (1997) shows that the New Order imposed stringent controls on 

labor organizations and that the corporatist political framework constrained the development 

of independent labor movements. Consequently, labor activism occupied a politically sensitive 

position, especially when it challenged state or industrial interests. 

In the historiography of women, the figures most readily incorporated into national 

narratives were generally those whose contributions could be connected to nationalism, 

education, political organizations, social service, or state formation. Such patterns are 

consistent with broader critiques of Indonesian women’s historiography, which have identified 

the persistence of male-centered and gendered approaches to the writing of national history 

(Amini, 2018; Pradadimara, 2019). Feminist historiography, however, requires more than 

adding women to existing narratives. Gender must be treated as an analytical category through 

which relations of power and historical significance are examined (Scott, 1986). From this 

perspective, the question is not simply whether women appear in history but which women 

become visible, which aspects of their lives are emphasized, and what institutional conditions 

make their experiences historically legitimate. 

The problem becomes more complex when social class is taken into account. Women 

represented in historical narratives have frequently come from socially privileged backgrounds, 

including educated elites, aristocratic or priyayi families, and individuals with access to 

nationalist political organizations. Blackburn (2004) and Martyn (2005) demonstrate the 

importance of examining women’s political participation in relation to the state, nationalism, 

citizenship, and organizational structures. In labor history, Ford (2004) similarly shows that 

representations of women’s work in Indonesia have been shaped by broader discourses 

concerning gender, class, and appropriate forms of female labor. These perspectives suggest 

that the recovery of women’s voices does not automatically eliminate class hierarchies within 

women’s history. 

This issue is particularly relevant to the comparison of S.K. Trimurti and Marsinah. 

Trimurti was active in the independence movement, journalism, labor organizations, women’s 

organizations, and the state. Jazimah (2016) documents her involvement in Partindo, the 

Indonesian Labor Party, the Women’s Labor Front, Gerwis, the Ministry of Labor, and the 

press. Indraswari and Yulifar (2018) likewise emphasize her engagement with the rights of 

women workers. Her activities therefore left documentary traces within political and institutional 

settings that have traditionally been central to national historiography. 

Marsinah emerged from a markedly different social location. As a factory worker and 

labor activist during the New Order, her political agency developed through workplace 

struggles and demands for workers’ rights. Her case became a significant site of labor activism 

and public debate concerning political repression and human rights. Hadiz (1997) provides the 
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broader structural context of labor control in the New Order, while Ford (2006, 2009) 

demonstrates how independent labor organizing and labor NGOs became important to the 

reconstruction of the labor movement in the 1990s. These developments provide a context for 

understanding why a working-class woman such as Marsinah occupied a different position 

from women whose political careers were more closely connected to formal institutions. 

Previous studies have addressed S.K. Trimurti, women’s historiography, labor history, 

and Marsinah from different perspectives. Jazimah (2016) examines Trimurti’s political and 

organizational activities, while Muna et al. (2025) examine the values of her struggle in history 

education. Research on Marsinah has examined the political context of her death, her 

representation in media, and the emergence of her memory in labor and human rights 

discourse (Qurniasari & Krisnadi, 2014; Weix, 2002). However, these studies have generally 

examined the two figures separately. Less attention has been given to how their different class 

positions, institutional access, and relationships to structures of power shaped their relative 

positions within Indonesian women’s historiography. 

The present study addresses this gap by comparatively examining the historiographical 

representation of S.K. Trimurti and Marsinah. It asks how gender, social class, political 

position, and proximity to state institutions influence the historical legitimacy of women in 

national narratives. The study employs women’s history, a political approach to history 

following Kuntowijoyo (2003), and feminist historiography. By bringing the two cases into a 

single analytical framework, the study seeks to demonstrate that the politics of historical 

recognition is shaped not only by gender but also by class and institutional power. 

 

Research Method 

This study employs a qualitative historical research design using a library research 

approach to examine the representation of S.K. Trimurti and Marsinah in Indonesian women’s 

historiography and their positioning within national historical narratives. A qualitative historical 

design is appropriate because the study seeks to interpret historical representations, 

documentary practices, and relations of power rather than measure variables quantitatively. 

The study focuses on how gender, social class, political position, and proximity to state 

institutions influence the inclusion, interpretation, and recognition of women in Indonesian 

national historiography. 

The research corpus consists of secondary and documentary sources relevant to the 

historical representation of S.K. Trimurti and Marsinah. These include scholarly books on 

Indonesian historiography and women’s history, peer-reviewed journal articles, academic 

monographs, biographies, history textbooks, contemporary newspaper and magazine reports, 

archival media materials, government publications, presidential decrees, and official materials 

concerning national historical recognition. Sources on Indonesian labor history, women’s 
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movements, the New Order, and the politics of historical memory are also included to establish 

the wider historical and historiographical context. 

Sources were selected purposively according to four criteria: (1) direct relevance to S.K. 

Trimurti, Marsinah, women’s history, labor history, or Indonesian historiography; (2) 

substantive discussion of the historical position, activism, or representation of the two figures; 

(3) relevance to the historical periods and political contexts examined in the study; and (4) 

sufficient bibliographic and contextual information to permit critical evaluation. Priority was 

given to scholarly publications, documentary materials, and official sources. Media reports 

were used primarily to examine public representation and memory rather than treated as 

uncritical evidence of historical fact. 

The data collection process involved identifying, documenting, and organizing sources 

according to thematic categories: (1) representations of S.K. Trimurti; (2) representations of 

Marsinah; (3) women’s historiography; (4) labor history and working-class women; (5) New 

Order political and historiographical discourse; and (6) state recognition and national historical 

narratives. This categorization facilitated systematic comparison between the two figures and 

enabled the identification of patterns of inclusion, exclusion, emphasis, and marginalization. 

The analysis combines three complementary perspectives: women’s history, a political 

approach to history, and feminist historiography. Women’s history is used to recover and 

examine women’s historical experiences while questioning male-centered assumptions in 

national historical writing. The political approach to history, following Kuntowijoyo (2003), is 

used to examine how political institutions, state interests, social hierarchies, and historical 

contexts influence the construction of historical narratives. Feminist historiography is employed 

to identify androcentric assumptions and forms of gendered and class-based exclusion. This 

framework moves beyond the question of whether women are present in historiography to ask 

which women are represented, how they are represented, and under what conditions their 

historical agency becomes legitimate (Scott, 1986). 

The analysis follows four interconnected stages of historical research: heuristics, source 

criticism, interpretation, and historiographical reconstruction. First, the heuristic stage involved 

identifying and collecting relevant documentary and bibliographical sources. Second, source 

criticism assessed authorship, provenance, historical context, purpose, credibility, and the 

relationship between a source and the historical claims made from it. Third, interpretation 

involved comparing representations of S.K. Trimurti and Marsinah across different source 

types. Particular attention was given to gender representation, social class, political legitimacy, 

labor activism, nationalism, state recognition, and historical marginalization. Fourth, the 

findings were synthesized through comparative historiographical analysis. 

Analytical validity was strengthened through source triangulation by comparing scholarly 

literature, historical accounts, media representations, and official state documents. 

Divergences between sources were treated not merely as inconsistencies but as potentially 
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meaningful evidence of competing historical narratives and changing regimes of recognition. 

This procedure also helped distinguish historical events from subsequent representations of 

those events. The study therefore treats historiography itself as an object of analysis rather 

than assuming that any single source provides a transparent account of the past. 

 

Results and Discussion 

S.K. Trimurti in Indonesian Women’s Historiography 

Indonesian historiography has continued to privilege masculine narratives, resulting in 

the limited representation of women’s experiences in national historical writing (Amini, 2018; 

Pradadimara, 2019). Within this context, women’s history has often been presented through 

biographies, women’s organizations, and accounts of women’s movements rather than 

through sustained analysis of the structural conditions that shaped women’s political agency. 

S.K. Trimurti represents an important case because she has achieved relatively high visibility 

within national historiography while simultaneously embodying forms of labor and gender 

activism that complicate a conventional nationalist narrative. 

Trimurti’s position in national historiography cannot be separated from her early political 

education and involvement in Partindo, where she encountered Soekarno and the nationalist 

movement (Jazimah, 2016). Her political activism subsequently developed through journalism 

and political writing. Agustina and Suparwoto (2014) and Jazimah (2016) document her use of 

the press as an instrument of political struggle and her criticism of colonial rule. Her journalistic 

activities also provided a platform for advocacy concerning workers and women. The press 

was therefore not merely a professional field but an arena through which Trimurti exercised 

political agency. 

Trimurti subsequently strengthened her political position through formal organizations 

and state institutions. She served in leadership positions in the Indonesian Labor Party, the 

Women’s Labor Front, and Gerwis, and later became Minister of Labor (Jazimah, 2016). 

Indraswari and Yulifar (2018) further emphasize her concern with women workers and labor 

rights. These institutional positions have important historiographical implications because they 

generated documentary traces within political organizations and state institutions. Her 

historical activities were therefore more readily documented through institutional archives and 

later incorporated into narratives of nationalism and state formation. 

Her political trajectory also demonstrates that the category of elite is not synonymous 

with political conservatism. Trimurti’s activism included opposition to social hierarchy and 

advocacy for gender and economic equality. Her aristocratic background did not prevent her 

from challenging restrictions on women’s public participation (Agustina & Suparwoto, 2014). 

Nevertheless, the institutional locations of her activism made her more compatible with national 

narratives that privilege recognized political organizations and state formation. Her case 
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therefore demonstrates how historical visibility can be influenced by the institutional location 

of political agency. 

Trimurti’s representation in educational materials further illustrates selective framing. 

Muna et al. (2025) show that her struggle has been used to support character education, with 

emphasis on patriotism, mutual cooperation, and gender equality. Such framing gives Trimurti 

substantial visibility but can also narrow the range of meanings attached to her political 

activism. When a politically complex figure is presented primarily as a moral exemplar, her 

more contentious positions concerning labor, class, and political economy may receive less 

attention. This process can be understood as selective institutional framing rather than 

straightforward exclusion. 

The historiographical significance of Trimurti therefore lies in the coexistence of inclusion 

and selection. She is included because her biography intersects with recognized institutions of 

nationalism, journalism, political organization, and the state. At the same time, the terms of her 

inclusion can privilege patriotic and exemplary dimensions over the more radical aspects of 

her labor and class politics. Her case suggests that the presence of women in national 

historiography does not necessarily mean that all dimensions of women’s political agency are 

represented equally. 

 

Marsinah and Working-Class Women in National Historical Narratives 

Marsinah presents a substantially different trajectory of historical representation. A 

factory worker and labor activist during the New Order, she became an enduring symbol 

associated with labor rights, human rights, and resistance to authoritarianism. She worked at 

PT Catur Putra Surya (CPS) in Porong, Sidoarjo, where workers engaged in a strike in 1993 

concerning wage demands. Marsinah was involved in the labor action and subsequently 

disappeared on May 5, 1993; her body was found on May 9, 1993, in Nganjuk (Qurniasari & 

Krisnadi, 2014). The circumstances surrounding her death and the subsequent investigation 

became a significant site of public controversy. 

The broader political context is essential for interpreting Marsinah’s historiographical 

position. Hadiz (1997) demonstrates that the New Order exercised stringent controls over labor 

organizations and that a corporatist framework constrained the development of independent 

labor movements. Ford (2006) shows that alternative labor organizations and NGOs played 

an important role in reconstructing labor activism in the 1990s, while Ford (2009) documents 

the relationship between workers, NGOs, and intellectual activists during the resurgence of the 

independent labor movement. Marsinah’s case should therefore be understood within a wider 

history of labor mobilization rather than as an isolated individual tragedy. 

The political sensitivity of labor activism during the New Order also affected the historical 

representation of working-class women. Ford (2004) demonstrates that women’s industrial 

labor was shaped by competing discourses about appropriate forms of women’s work. When 
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gender is considered together with class, working women can become doubly marginalized: 

they are less likely to occupy the institutional positions through which national history is 

produced, and their political activism may be interpreted primarily through labor conflict rather 

than national service. 

Marsinah’s historical significance emerged from the factory floor, workplace conflict, and 

demands for workers’ rights rather than from political office or state institutions. This social 

location distinguishes her from figures whose historical careers developed through nationalist 

organizations or government institutions. Her position therefore challenges conventional 

criteria for national historical significance. Rather than deriving legitimacy from proximity to the 

state, her political agency was rooted in grassroots labor activism. 

Contemporary media played an important role in preserving Marsinah’s public presence. 

A May 30, 1993, report in *Republika* represented her in relation to the labor strike and the 

circumstances surrounding her death (Republika, 1993). Yet media visibility did not necessarily 

translate into recognition of Marsinah as a historical subject in her own right. As Weix (2002) 

argues in her analysis of the Marsinah case, the politics of representation surrounding the case 

connected labor activism with broader questions of political repression and human rights. The 

representation of Marsinah thus operated simultaneously as a story of a woman worker, a 

labor dispute, and a contested political case. 

The Reformasi period altered the conditions under which Marsinah could be 

remembered. The expansion of political and civil-society space after 1998 enabled labor 

organizations, NGOs, scholars, and activists to revisit issues that had previously been 

politically sensitive. Ford (2006, 2009) demonstrates the importance of alternative 

organizations and activists in reconstructing independent labor movements. Within this wider 

transformation, Marsinah increasingly became a symbol of labor rights and human rights rather 

than only a victim of a 1993 labor conflict. 

The conferment of National Hero status in 2025 represents a significant change in this 

trajectory. The official recognition places Marsinah within the symbolic framework of the nation-

state and therefore expands the formal boundaries of national recognition. However, 

recognition of an individual does not automatically establish a structural transformation in 

historiography. The key question is whether Marsinah’s incorporation will also encourage 

sustained attention to working-class women and labor history or whether she will remain an 

exceptional figure whose recognition does not substantially alter the selection mechanisms of 

the national historical canon. 

 

Elite-Centered Historiography: A Comparative Analysis of S.K. Trimurti and Marsinah 

The comparison of S.K. Trimurti and Marsinah reveals that gender is only one dimension 

of historical inclusion. Social class, institutional access, political location, and documentary 

visibility also shape historical recognition. This finding is consistent with broader critiques of 
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state-centered Indonesian historiography. Suwignyo (2014) shows that national history 

textbooks have retained important elements of state-centered and Indonesia-centric historical 

construction even after the New Order. McGregor (2007) further demonstrates how official 

history was connected to political power and institutional interests during the New Order. 

Trimurti and Marsinah should not be reduced to a binary opposition between an elite 

woman and a non-elite woman. Trimurti herself was a labor activist, and her aristocratic 

background does not negate her engagement with workers’ rights. The analytical distinction 

lies instead in the institutional pathways through which their political agency became 

documented and legitimized. Trimurti’s political career intersected with organizations and state 

institutions that were recognized as legitimate producers of national history. Marsinah’s 

political agency emerged primarily through the workplace and grassroots labor activism. 

This difference helps explain why the two figures have occupied different 

historiographical positions. National historical narratives tend to privilege actors who can be 

connected to state formation, nationalism, and recognized political institutions (Suwignyo, 

2014). Trimurti could therefore be incorporated into a narrative of national development even 

when her labor politics were selectively framed. Marsinah, by contrast, represented a form of 

political agency rooted in class conflict and resistance to authoritarian labor relations. Her case 

was consequently more difficult to assimilate into a harmonious narrative of national 

development. 

The contrast is also visible in educational representation. Trimurti’s biography has been 

mobilized as a source of civic and character education (Muna et al., 2025). This 

institutionalization ensures historical visibility but can reduce political complexity. Marsinah’s 

story has historically circulated more strongly through media, labor organizations, human rights 

discourse, and public memory (Weix, 2002). These different forms of remembrance suggest 

that historical legitimacy is produced through at least two partially distinct mechanisms: 

institutional recognition and grassroots memory. 

The persistence of Marsinah in public memory is especially significant because it 

demonstrates that the state does not possess an exclusive monopoly over historical meaning. 

Civil society, labor movements, media, and activists can create alternative sites of 

remembrance. Ford (2006, 2009) shows how labor NGOs and activists contributed to the 

reconstruction of independent labor organizing in the 1990s and after the fall of the New Order. 

Marsinah’s continuing symbolic presence can therefore be interpreted within a wider process 

in which labor actors participate in defining the historical meaning of workers’ struggles. 

At the same time, state recognition remains consequential because it can transform a 

contested or marginal figure into an officially recognized national symbol. The 2025 National 

Hero designation may therefore represent an expansion of the national canon. However, the 

historiographical significance of the recognition should be measured not only by the status of 

Marsinah herself but also by whether the recognition produces broader changes in the 
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representation of working-class women. If Marsinah is remembered primarily as an exceptional 

martyr, her inclusion could reproduce the selective logic of national historiography rather than 

fundamentally transform it. 

Taken together, the two cases demonstrate that historical recognition is a process of 

selection, framing, and institutional legitimization. The question is therefore not simply whether 

women are included in Indonesian history, but which women are included, which aspects of 

their lives are emphasized, and which forms of political agency are considered historically 

significant. A more inclusive women’s historiography requires attention to women across social 

classes and to forms of agency rooted in workplaces, communities, grassroots organizations, 

and other spaces outside formal political institutions. 

 

Conclusion 

This study demonstrates that the representation of S.K. Trimurti and Marsinah in 

Indonesian women’s historiography is shaped not only by gender but also by social class, 

political access, institutional location, and proximity to state structures. S.K. Trimurti has been 

more readily incorporated into national historical narratives because her political trajectory was 

connected to the independence movement, journalism, political organizations, labor activism, 

and government institutions. Consequently, she can be situated within broader narratives of 

nationalism, civic education, and state formation. Yet this institutional recognition also 

encourages selective framing, particularly when complex dimensions of her labor and political 

activism are reduced to narratives of patriotism and moral exemplarity. 

Marsinah, by contrast, occupied a more marginal position within formal historiography. 

As a working-class woman during the New Order, her political agency emerged from the 

factory, labor conflict, and struggles for workers’ rights. Her memory nevertheless persisted 

through mass media, labor organizations, human rights discourse, and public activism. Her 

recognition as a National Hero in 2025 expands the symbolic boundaries of state recognition, 

but it should not automatically be interpreted as evidence that the structural conditions of 

women’s historiographical marginalization have been overcome. 

The comparison demonstrates that Indonesian women’s historiography is shaped by the 

intersection of gender and class. The inclusion of women in national history depends not only 

on their contributions but also on the institutional and political contexts through which those 

contributions are documented and legitimized. The study therefore argues for a more inclusive 

historiography that moves beyond exceptional or elite women and gives greater analytical 

space to working-class women, grassroots actors, and other historically marginalized groups. 

Such an approach would broaden the meaning of historical agency and contribute to a national 

history that recognizes women’s participation across social classes and political locations. 
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