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Violence against women, especially
intimate partner violence, is one of the
most pervasive human rights abuses
and major public health issues. Global
statistics indicate that approximately
one in three women who have ever
been in a relationship with a man has
experienced some form of physical
or sexual violence by a partner. This
violence is not constrained to specific
geographies but affects women
around the world, including women in
Nauru.

The Nauru Family Health and
Support Study is the first effort to
collect comprehensive information
around violence against women in
the country. Although an exploratory
study, its findings show evidence that
Nauruan women experience intimate
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from the Minister of Home Affairs

partner violence and sexual violence
against women. The study also serves
to demonstrate the effect that partner
violence has on women's wellbeing.

In addition, the Nauru Family Health
and Support Study provides some
insight into factors that may allow
violence against women to occur, and
as such, can render guidance for the
development of policies and initiatives
aimed at better protecting women's
rights. The study also highlights
the need for raising awareness and
implementing informative campaigns
around gender roles and violence
against women in the country.

I am confident that the findings of
the study will mobilize further efforts
and resources towards expanding

the research on the prevalence and
characteristics of violence against
women in Nauru. In this sense, |
acknowledge the support of the
UNFPA to develop local capacity that
will serve to replicate the study and
collect further data on violence against
women nationwide in the future. The
Government of Nauru is committed to
addressing violence against women
and to use the findings of the Nauru
Family Health and Support Study to
propel actions towards this important
goal.

Honorable Ms. Charmaine Scotty
Minister of Home Affairs of the
Republic of Nauru
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Violence against women (VAW),
whether by a partner or someone
outside an intimate relationship, is
a human rights violation and a clear
expression of prevailing gender-
based inequalities and discrimination
that women face around the world,
including the Pacific Region.

Actions to prevent and respond to VAW
and address the needs of survivors
have become a priority concern for
the international community, the
United Nations (UN), governments,
civil society organizations and other
stakeholders.

In the Pacific Region, Cook Islands
hosted the Forty-Third Pacific Islands
Forum in Rarotonga in August 2012.
At this meeting, Pacific Island leaders
issued the Pacific Leaders Gender
Equality Declaration, acknowledging
the pervasiveness of VAW in the region,
and recommitting to ending violence
against women and strengthening
response.

Over the past decade, UNFPA and the
SPC with support from the Government

\Viessage

from the Director and Representative of the UNFPA Pacific Sub-Regional Office

of Australia (DFAT) published three
national representative studies on
VAW in the Pacific region. The reports
reflect high prevalence of VAW,
particularly intimate partner violence,
in Samoa, Solomon Islands and
Kiribati. With the continuous support
from the Government of Australia,
UNFPA supported the Governments of
the Cook Islands, the Federated States
of Micronesia, the Republic of Nauru,
the Republic of Palau, and the Republic
of Marshall Islands to conduct national
studies on VAW.

The implementation of national
studies on VAW to provide an evidence
base for VAW policies, legislative
reform, and sound programming is
challenging, as they require a high level
of specialized, professional research.
The WHO methodology, which was first
used in the region as part of the Multi-
country Study on Women's Health and
Domestic Violence against Women,
was adapted for these studies. UNFPA
acknowledges the dedicated service
and compassionate care of research
teams in each of the countries without

whom these reports would not have
been possible.

UNFPA Pacific Sub-Regional Office
stands committed to supporting
governmentsandcivilsocietyinitiatives
to eradicate violence against women,
and to ensure that survivors are able to
access and receive the highest quality
health care and safe referrals to other
essential services. The reports are now
in the public domain where they can
be further discussed and where, most
importantly, they can serve as a solid
evidence to inform the development
of adequate policies, awareness and
prevention initiatives, and support
programs aimed at timely responding
and ending violence against women in
the region.

Dr. Laurent Zessler
Director and Representative,
UNFPA Pacific Sub-Regional Office
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Violence against women and girls is
unacceptable anytime, anywhere. It
has a profound and devastating impact
on its victims and on the community.
Ending violence against women and
girls is crucial to ensuring women's full
participation in their communities and
economies to maximize growth.

The Republic of Nauru Family Health
and Support Study helps us to
understand the nature, prevalence and
impact of violence against women in
the Republic of Nauru. The results of
the survey are concerning because
they show a high level of violence
against women, and this demands
urgent action.

| know there is much excellent work
being done by the Republic of Nauru,
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from the Australian High Commissioner to the Republic of Nauru

including by the Department of Home
Affairs and the Nauru Police Force, to
help stamp out domestic violence. |
encourage their continued efforts and
commend this study to everyone in
the Republic of Nauru as a catalyst for
taking action against violence against
women.

The Australian  Government s
committed being at the forefront
of efforts to empower women and
girls and promote gender equality.
Our development policy, Australian
aid: promoting prosperity, reducing
poverty, enhancing stability, recognizes
that gender equality is critical to
development, and must be a key part
of our programming.

Australia  remains dedicated to

reducing violence against women,
both domestically and internationally.
Through Pacific  Women Shaping
Pacific Development (Pacific Women)
Australia will continue to work in
partnership with the Republic of Nauru
to reduce violence against women and
increase access to support services
and justice for survivors of violence.

His Excellency Mr. Martin Quinn
Australian High Commissioner to
the Republic of Nauru

Nauru Family Health and October 2014
Support Study 7 An exploratory study on violence against women




Acknowledgements

National studies on violence against women are challenging,
as they require a high level of specialized research. The WHO
methodology, first used in the region as part of the Multi-
country Study on Women's Health and Domestic Violence
against Women, was adapted for the studies in Nauru, Marshall
Islands, Cook Islands, Palau, and the FSM. While allowing for
regional comparisons, this methodology enables reporting
against the UN Statistical Commission VAW core indicators.
These reports would not have been possible without the
dedicated service and compassionate care of research
teams in each of the countries. To support the country teams,
UNFPA recruited Henriette Jansen to adapt the methodology
and provide valuable technical assistance to the studies. Ms.
Jansen worked with a Technical Advisory Panel composed of
Riet Groenen, Janet Fanslow, Edwina Kotoisuva, Mia Rimon,
and Nguyen Thi Viet Nga. Carlued Leon oversaw the research
in the FSM and provided technical support for the completion
of the five studies. In addition, Seema Vyas, Leilua Taulealo,
Beth Daponte, and Erik Devereux provided vital data analysis.
The final reports were all reviewed by the Technical Review
Committee members, Dr. Mary Ellsberg, Dr. Lianne Urada,
and Dr. Hiroaki Matsuura, for technical quality assurance
and consistency with similar reports. A UNFPA Pacific Sub-
Regional Office technical, program, and operational team, led
by UNFPA Gender Adviser Maha Muna, and DFAT staff also
supported this research.

Nauru Family Health and
Support Study

In Nauru, a number of individuals and organizations also
contributed to the implementation of the Family Health and
Support Study. First, we would like to acknowledge the women
who were willing to participate in the survey, many of whom
had never spoken before about their experiences of violence.
Without their trust and willingness to participate in the survey,
the study and this report would have not been possible. We
would also like to thank all fieldworkers, data entry team, and
office support staff for their time and commitment to the
study: Gwen Justen, Arabella Detenamo, Pauline Detenamo,
Pauline Grundler, Georgina Rarube Deigaruk, Thelma
Botelanga, Krystalmaine Finch, Lucy Botelanga, Marjorie
Deireragea, Lukale Amram, Marion Bill, and Benetta ltaia, as
well as reserved enumerators Jennie Solomon, Lisa Starr, and
Cher Silk. Lastly, we would like to acknowledge all Government
agencies and civil society organizations that supported the
study. We especially thank the Department of Women's Affairs
and the Bureau of Statistics for the invaluable assistance
throughout the implementation of the research. We also
acknowledge Victoria Scotty, Women's Project Officer, and
Marjorie Deireragea, Women's Safe House Counselor, who
were also part of the field team and who provided crucial
supervisory support during fieldwork.

October 2014
An exploratory study on violence against women



ACronyms ana
aporeviations

AWP Annual Work Plan

CSA Child Sexual Abuse

CSPro Data entry software

DFAT Australian Government's Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade
DHS Demographic and Health Survey
DV Domestic Violence

DvU Domestic Violence Unit

FHSS Family Health and Support Study
HIES Household Income and Expenditure Survey
HH Household

IP Implementing Partner

IPV Intimate Partner Violence

LOu Letter of Understanding

MDGs Millennium Development Goals
NGO Non-governmental organization
PHC Primary Health Care

SHED Self Help Ending Violence

Stata Statistical data analysis software
UN United Nations

UNFPA United Nations Population Fund
VAW Violence Against Women

WHO World Health Organization

Nauru F“'“S"uy;;z‘r‘t":tﬂ';‘; October 2014
An exploratory study on violence against women




The Nauru Family Health and Support Study aimed at
obtaining reliable information on violence against women
(VAW), its characteristics, and consequences. Although the
study initially sought to collect a nationally representative
sample of women aged 15-64, due to a low response rate, its
findings are derived from a reduced sample of eligible women
in a small group of districts. The findings of this exploratory
study, however, provide a preliminary understanding around
VAW in the country and serve as a limited evidence base
to create awareness campaigns and education programs
around gender roles and VAW. This exploratory study also
provides important learning for future quantitative studies on
VAW in Nauru.

The methodology of the study builds on the WHO Multi-
Country Study on Women's Health and Domestic Violence
Against Women, which combines quantitative and qualitative
components and adheres to international ethical and
safety standards. Similarly, the Nauru FHSS also consisted
of a quantitative portion, through the use of a household
guestionnaire, and a qualitative portion, which included
literature reviews, interviews with abused women, and focus
groups with women and men.

The Ministry of Home Affairs carried out the study with financial
support from the Australian Government's Department of
Foreign Affairs and Trade (DFAT) and technical support from
the United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA).

Major findings

The quantitative findings of the Nauru FHSS were derived from
a total sample of 148 women aged 15-64 of whom 131 were
ever-partnered women. The study used two main reference
periods to estimate prevalence of violence: lifetime violence
and current violence. Lifetime violence refers to the violence
experienced by a woman in her life, even if it only happened
once. Current violence refers to the violence experienced by a

Nauru Family Health and
Support Study

-xecutive Summary

woman in the 12 months preceding the interview.

The study used an expanded definition of partnership
whereby the term "ever-partnered” refers to women who
have had a relationship with a man regardless of whether
they were married, therefore including women in cohabitating
relationships, dating relationships, separated/divorced, or
widowed.

The most relevant findings of the Nauru FHSS are:
Physical and/or sexual violence by partners

O Nearly half of ever-partnered women (48.1%) who
participated in the survey experienced physical and/or
sexual violence by a partner at least once in their lifetime
and 22.1% experienced such violence in the 12 months
preceding the interview.

O Nearly half of ever-partnered women (46.6%) who
participated in the survey experienced physical partner
violence at least once in their lifetime and 20.6% indicated
experiencing such violence in the 12 months preceding
the interview.

O The most commonly mentioned act of physical partner
violence was being slapped or having something thrown
at them (84.1%).

O Among ever-pregnant women who reported experiences
of physical and/or sexual partner violence, 25.4%
experienced physical violence in at least one pregnancy.

O One-fifth of ever-partnered women (20.6%) experienced
sexual violence by a partner at least once in their lifetime
and 9.9% said to experience such violence in the 12
months prior to the interview.

O The most commonly reported act of sexual partner
violence was being coerced to have sex when she did not
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want to because she was afraid of what her partner might
do if she refused (30.2%).

Impact of partner violence on women's health
and wellbeing

O Slightly more than half of the women who ever experienced
physical and/or sexual partner violence (50.8%) were
injured at least once as a result of partner violence.

O Almost 16% of women who experienced physical and/or
sexual partner violence said they lost consciousness at
least once due to the violence and almost 18% were hurt
enough to need health care.

Abused women's reaction to partner violence

O Nearly 29% of women who experienced partner violence
never disclosed the violence to anyone and those who did
tell someone mostly confided in family and friends.

O About 68% of women who experienced partner violence
never went to formal services or authorities, such as
police or health centers, for help.

O Over 40% of women who experienced partner violence
never left home despite the violence and those who did
leave at least once mostly left because of the severity of
the violence.

Recommendations

O Fully disseminate the findings of the study at the
community level to raise awareness around the impact of
VAW on women, children, and society at large.

O Provide comprehensive support to women who
experience violence, including health, counseling, legal,
and economic assistance.

O Develop medical guidelines and protocols, as well
as training programs for health workers to improve
counseling, referral, and data collection mechanisms.

O Strengthen the coordination between the health, justice,
and other social systems to ensure adequate and timely
response to violence against women.

O Implement child abuse prevention initiatives in early
childhood education programs in order to break the taboo
around sexual violence.

O Make the reporting of cases of child abuse compulsory
throughout the health and education systems.

O Create training programs for teachers as well as
counselors in schools to raise awareness and facilitate
guidance on conflict resolution.

Nauru Family Health and
Support Study

Implement pre-marital counseling to introduce couples to
the responsibilities and challenges of marriage, childcare,
and family planning. This could be done through the new
Department of Family and Community Services, which
addresses child protection and overall family welfare.

Appoint trained staff at the Department of Justice fully
dedicated to assist VAW cases.

Develop a comprehensive legal framework to better
protect women and girls, including the reform of the
Criminal Code to include VAW and the creation of a Family
Law Bill.

Engage civil society organizations with strong influence
in the community, such as faith-based organizations, to
raise awareness and create sensitization around gender
equality and VAW.

Expand the Self Help Ending Violence (SHED) program
to include women and utilize it as a vehicle to address
the intergenerational aspects of VAW, such as children
witnessing violence and repeating the cycle in adulthood.

Expand the Family Life Education curriculum to include
age-appropriate VAW modules to raise awareness at the
school level.

Create Community Committees with trained community
members to raise awareness on VAW, provide basic
counseling (active listening), and refer cases to police and
relevant social services.

Identify individuals highly respected in the community,
such as athletes, religious leaders, or those in public
authority, to be agents of change and advocate for
women's rights.

Carry out an additional study with existing data on
violence against women, including data collected by
police and health centers.

Conduct additional research to understand the reasons
behind the high underreporting of violence against women
and develop strategies to overcome such underreporting.

Implement a similar comprehensive study on men who
perpetrate violence against women to better understand
male perceptions around gender roles and violence
against women.
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The United Nations Declaration on the Elimination of Violence
against Women (1993) recognizes this concern and defines
violence against women as "any act of gender-based violence
that results in, or is likely to result in physical, sexual or
psychological harm or suffering to women, including threats
of such acts, coercion or arbitrary deprivation of liberty,
whether occurring in public or private life."" According to
the World Health Organization (WHO), on average, 30% of
women in the world experience physical or sexual violence
by a partner in their lifetime. At the same time, the 2000
Millennium Declaration acknowledged that the promotion of
gender equality and empowerment for women is the key to
achieving poverty eradication and sustainable development.?
Therefore, it is critical to understand the prevalence, drivers,
and consequences of VAW in order to better redress them.

The WHO was one of the first organizations to conduct a
comprehensive study on VAW across countries from a public
health perspective. This was the WHO Multi-country Study
on Women's Health and Domestic Violence against Women
and its methodology combines qualitative and quantitative
research to produce reliable results that can be compared
across countries. Importantly, its mixed-methods approach
adheres to ethical and safety standards for research on VAW.3

In an effort to explore violence against women in Nauru and
have some preliminary understanding of its characteristics
and consequences, the Nauru Family Health and Support
Study (FHSS) utilized a similar methodology to that of the
WHO Multi-Country Study on a smaller sample of women.
The FHSS thus provides limited yet sound qualitative results
around VAW in the country with the purpose of informing future
quantitative studies, as well as advocacy and awareness-
raising initiatives. This qualitative report presents the main
findings of the Nauru FHSS.

Introquction

1.1. Geographic and demographic
context

The Republic of Nauru is an island located in the South Pacific
Ocean, Oceania. With a total land area of 21 square kilometers
and a total population of 10,084 inhabitants (2071 est.), Nauru
is the smallest island country in the world. Along with Banaba
in Kiribati and Makatea in French Polynesia, Nauru is one of
the only three great phosphate rock islands in the Pacific.

Nauru was colonized by Germany in 1888. After World War
I, the country became part of the League of Nations Trust
Territory administered by Australia, New Zealand, and the UK.
During World War II, Nauru was occupied by Japanese troops.
After World War I, Nauru became again part of the United
Nations Trust Territory. The country gained independence on
January 31, 1968.

Nauru consists of a single island that comprises 15 districts:
Yaren, Boe, Aiwo, Buada, Denigomodu, Nibok, Uaboe, Baitsi,
Ewa, Anetan, Anabar, ljuw, Anibare, Meneng, and Location
(Figure 1.1). The country does not have a capital but an
administrative center in Yaren in the south of the island. As
per the 2011 Census, women account for 49% of the total
population. The districts with the largest population size are
Location and Meneng, with 15% and 14% of the total population
respectively. The districts with the smallest population size
are ljuw and Anibare with 2% each (2011 Census).

'World Health Organization. (2013). Intimate partner and sexual violence against women. In Media Centre. Fact Sheet No 239.

2 Geneva Centre for the Democratic Control of Armed Forces. (2005). Women in an Insecure World: Violence against Women Facts, Figures and Analysis. Geneva:

DCAF.

3Jansen, H. A. F. M. et al. (2012). National Study on Domestic Violence against Women in Tonga 2009. Nuku'‘alofa: Ma'a Fafine mo e Famili.
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Figure 1.1. Map of Nauru*
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Nauru is predominantly a Christian country with 95% of
the population affiliated to Christian denominations (2011
Census). The largest religious denomination is the Nauruan
Congregational Church (36%) followed by Roman Catholics
(33%). Other important religious groups include Assembly of
God (13%) and the Nauru Independent Church (10%). Other
Christian denominations present in the country include
Seventh Day Adventist, Jehovah's Witness, and Baptist, and
account for 3% of the population.

The main economic sectors are services and industry at
61% and 33% of the GDP respectively (2009 est.). The most
important industries are phosphate mining, offshore banking,
and coconut products. Accordingly, most of the labor force is
employed in phosphate mining and exports of phosphates are
the primary source of revenue of the country.® The Government
of Nauru is, however, largely dependent on grant aid, especially
from the Australian Government. In 2002, a memorandum of
understanding (MOU) was agreed between the two countries
onthe establishment of arefugee-processing center, known as
the Offshore Processing Center (OPC), in return for aid funds.
The OPC has the purpose of "processing asylum seekers'
international protection claims.”® The OPC was ended in 2008
but re-opened in 2012. The agreement provides Nauru with
an important source of income (approximately A$20 million
per year) and has supplemented the government's budget at
a time when essential services were under extreme stress.”®

1.2. What is known on violence against
women in Nauru?

The literature on violence against women in Nauru is limited,
though existing information provides some understanding of
the root causes and prevalence of such violence. This section
presents a synopsis of the existing literature on gender-
based violence in Nauru, including available VAW statistics,
governmental policies, and plans related to VAW.

Figure 1.2. Population by religion, 2011 Census
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4 Map taken from the Republic of Nauru's Permanent Mission to the United Nations website.

5 Central Intelligence Agency. (2014). Nauru. In The world factbook.
6 Australian Government. (n/a). Bilateral Relations. In Nauru Country Brief.
7 Asian Development Bank. (2007). Country Economic Report: Nauru.

8 The OPC has been very controversial with human rights groups and multilateral organizations being highly critical of the conditions of refugees at the center. The
UN Refugee Agency (UNHCR) raised a series of concerns regarding the OPC in the report “UNHCR monitoring visit to the Republic of Nauru” published in October

2013.
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Articles and reports on VAW in Nauru

a.

Nauru. A Situation Analysis of Children, Youth and
Women (2005).° This report provides a comprehensive
overview of the condition of women and children in Nauru.
The report highlights that although traditional Nauruan
society was matrilineal, the status of women has been
eroded. While there is little documentation of domestic
violence against women and children, the general
community perception is that such incidence is increasing
with the deterioration of the country's economic situation.
The report also indicates that despite there is a general
perception that violence against women and children is
widespread and increasing, few prosecutions have taken
place.

Ending Violence Against Women & Girls: Evidence, Data
and Knowledge in the Pacific Island Countries (2010).°
This report provides a synopsis of existing literature
and survey material on the nature and extent of gender-
based violence in 15 Pacific Island countries, including
Nauru. The report indicates that while little reliable data is
available in Nauru on the prevalence of domestic violence,

anecdotal evidence cited from the above UNICEF report™
suggests domestic violence against women and children
is increasing with the deterioration of the country's
economic situation.

Good Practices in Legislation on Violence against
Women: A Pacific Islands Regional Perspective (2008).”
This paper provides an analysis of Pacific legislation on
violence against women, specifically sexual assault and
domestic violence legislation and family law, in nine
Pacific countries including Nauru. The paper indicates
that the use of customary reconciliation practices and
village courts can allow perpetrators to avoid formal
criminal charges. It also states that there has been
minimal legislative change on domestic violence and no
Pacific Island country had yet adopted comprehensive
stand-alone legislation on it.

Government of Nauru National Millennium Development
Goals (MDGs) Progress Report 1990-2011 (2012).'
This report provides an assessment of Nauru's human
development progress in the context of the MDGs.
Regarding violence against women, the report reveals that

2McMurray, Christine. (2005). Nauru. A Situation Analysis of Children, Youth and Women. Suva: UNICEF.
T°UNIFEM Pacific Sub-Regional Office. (2010). Ending Violence against Women and Girls: Literature Review and Annotated Bibliography. Suva.
" McMurray, Christine (2005). Nauru. A Situation Analysis of Children, Youth and Women. Suva: UNICEF.

12 Jalal, P. I. (2008). Good Practices in Legislation on Violence against Women: A Pacific Islands Regional Perspective. Vienna: United Nations Expert Group Meeting
on Good Practices in Legislation on Violence against Women.

3 UNDP. (2012). Government of Nauru National Millennium Development Goals Progress Report 1990-2011. Suva: UNDP Multi-Country Office.
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domestic and sexual violence remains a serious issue in
Nauru. The report also found that there is a lack of women
representation in parliament and barriers to the economic
empowerment of women.

e. Nauru 2013 Human Rights Report (2013).'* This annual
report provides information on internationally recognized
human rights. The report identified some allegations
of domestic violence, child abuse, and discrimination
against women. The report also found that while the
government kept no statistics on the incidence of physical
or domestic abuse of women, there were credible reports
from women's organizations that suggested such abuse
occurred, often aggravated by alcohol use. Families
typically reconciled issues of abuse informally.

f. Pacific Prevention Of Domestic Violence Program
(PPDVP) Activity Progress Report 2012-2013 (2013):'°
The PPDVP provides various levels of support related
to advice, training, and operation support on domestic
violence to countries in the Pacific, including Nauru. This
report provides an activities progress for 2012-2013. The
report states that mentors have deployed to the country
for regional workshops and training. The report also
revealed that the Nauru Police has become very active
in its work on family and domestic violence and there is
strong interaction within the community.

g. Asian Development Bank Country Economic Report,
Nauru (2007).'® This country report reveals that violence
is often associated with binge drinking. The country
faces problems with alcohol consumption, with health
department surveys showing that 50% of adult Nauruans
engage in binge drinking. The incidence is said to have
increased in recent years in association with high levels
of unemployment in the country. Workers spend a high
proportion of theirbudget on alcohol, with little left for other
household items. Despite being banned, consumption of
home-distilled alcohol has increased and has resulted in
a number of deaths from alcohol poisoning.

Available statistics on VAW in Nauru

There are limited statistics on violence against women in
Nauru. The National MDGs Progress Report (1990-2011)
states that not only there is little documentation on domestic
violence but also crime statistics are not disaggregated

4 U.S. Department of State. (2013). Nauru 2013 Human Rights Report.

by gender. While the Nauru Bureau of Statistics reports on
census, demographic and health surveys, and other vital
statistics, statistics on domestic violence are not publicly
available on its website.

The following are the available VAW statistics in Nauru:

O The UNICEF Situation Analysis of Children, Youth and
Women report (2005) found that assaults, including
severe assaults, accounted for 20.4% of all crime reports
between July 2002 and June 2003. Indecent assault
(females and males under age 17) and rape together
accounted for only 1.1 percent of all crime reports in
the same period (Nauru Police Department, 2004). The
Department of Justice statistics for 2003 mentioned three
prosecutions for rape and two prosecutions for incest in
recent years (Department of Justice, 2004).

O Nauru included a VAW module in the Demographic
and Health Survey (DHS) for the first time in 2007.
Nonetheless, little data was gathered given the high
refusal rate (54%) to answer questions in this module. Of
the 618 eligible women aged 15-49 who were eligible for
the DHS interview, only 286 women responded to the VAW
module. Relevant findings from this module include:'” 7%
of respondents reported having experienced sexual abuse;
15.7% reported ever having bruises because of husband's
acts; 8.7% reported ever having sprains, dislocations, or
burns as a result of partner violence; and 3.7% reported
ever having broken bones, broken teeth, or other serious
injuries.

O The Domestic Violence Unit, established by the Nauru
Police Force in 2007, also collects limited data on VAW.
Statistics for 2013 show that the most common crimes
against women were common assaults (13 cases), bodily
harms (6 cases), threats (6 cases), and indecent assaults
(4 cases). Other reported crimes included 1 case of rape
and 1 case of child abuse.”®

As in the case of other Pacific Island countries, it is difficult
to reliably estimate the level of domestic violence in Nauru
due to the high level of underreporting and sensitivity around
the issue. According to the Women's Affairs Department, the
country's small population size and the lack of privacy in the
communities seem to have created peer pressure and stigma
against reporting.'

'8 Pacific Prevention of Domestic Violence Programme. (2013). PPDVP Activity Progress Report 2012-2013.

16 Asian Development Bank. (2007). Country Economic Report: Nauru.

7 Nauru Statistics Office provided the tables with results from the 2007 VAW Module. Please note that percentages add up to 46% (response rate) and do not
reflect proportions among those who responded. Source: Jansen, H. (30 Nov 2013). Detailed Technical Report on Nauru FHSS.

'8 Statistics provided by the FHSS National Coordinator in September 2014.
" Nauru Women's Affairs Department. Beijing + 20 Review Nauru Report.
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Government agencies, policies, and initiatives
related to VAW

a.

Nauru National Women's Policy (2014).%° The goal of the
women's policy is to advance and improve the quality of
women's lives in Nauru by ensuring that they have access
to opportunities for equal participation and quality of life.
The policy is supported by six goals related to women's
participation in decision-making; elimination of all forms
of violence against women; improved economic status
of women; improved women's health services; improved
and equitable participation of girls and women in all levels
of education; and a strengthened National Women's
Machinery and improved capacity of government

departments to mainstream gender equality programs.

Nauru Women's Affairs Office, National Plan of Action,
Revised 2005-2015.' The revised work plan addresses
the ongoing implementation of Nauru's development
goals for the advancement of women. The Woman's

20 Nauru National Women's Policy 2014.

21 Nauru Women's Affairs Office. National Plan of Action, Revised 2005-2015.

22 Nauru Sustainable Development Strategy 2005-2015.
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Affairs Department was mandated in the revised National
Plan of Action to "advance and improve the quality of
women's lives in Nauru." The Action Plan identifies
16 areas of concern regarding the advancement of
women: women and health; education and training for
women; violence against women; religion; human rights
of women; women and decision-making; women and
culture; women and the media; community/family; child
(girl); good governance; women and the economy; women
in agriculture and fisheries; women and the environment;
youth; and women in sports.

Nauru Sustainable Development Strategic Plan 2005-
2025.%2 |n its policies for social inclusion/equity, Nauru's
Sustainable Development Strategic Plan (SDSP) for 2005-
2015 acknowledges that rates of teenage pregnancy and
incidence of domestic violence are issues that need to
be addressed. The document also indicates that while
mechanisms are in place to combat violence, operations
have been haphazard and dysfunctional. As such, the
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SDSP mentions the provision of significant assistance to
build the skills of the Nauru Police Force. The SDSP also
outlines short-, mid-, and long-term sector strategies
for the advancement of women's rights, including
strengthening the capacity of the Government's Women's
Affairs Directorate and community women's groups, as
well as establishing a Women's Centre, among others.

Domestic Violence Unit, Nauru Police Department
(2007). Nauru established a Domestic Violence Unit
(DVU) in 2007. The department handles all cases
involving violence against women and children. This Unit
also implements community education programs about
gender-based violence in collaboration with community
leaders. Together with Women's Affairs, the DVU also
established a Safe House in 2008 to provide refuge to
survivors of domestic violence. The Safe House provides
counseling services and has sheltered more than 35
women and children since its establishment.

Self Help Ending Violence (SHED).”* SHED is an intense
11-week training program under the Nauru National
Women's Plan of Action that targets men to ‘shed’ their
violent behavior and take responsibility for their violence.
In addition to services for women, offering this training to
the perpetrators will complement the other work already
on the ground.

Human rights monitoring and reporting

Nauru is a party to the following human rights monitoring and

reporting conventions:

a.

Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW).*
acceded to the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms
of Discrimination Against Women on June 7, 2011. As a

Nauru

2 Nauru Women's Affairs Department. Beijing + 20 Review Nauru Report.
24 |bid.
25 McMurray, C. (2005). Nauru. A Situation Analysis of Children, Youth and Women. Suva: UNICEF.

2 Child Rights International Network website: http://www.crin.org/en/library/publications/nauru-national-laws; and McMurray, C. (2005). Nauru. A Situation
Analysis of Children, Youth and Women. Suva: UNICEF.

27 Pacific Islands Forum Secretariat. (2013). 2013 Pacific Regional MGDs Tracking Report.
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result, the Nauru Government is reviewing all its domestic
laws, including the Criminal Code, to comply with
international human rights standards. However, Nauru
has yet to complete the CEDAW initial report.

Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC).?> Nauru
ratified the Convention on the Rights of the Child in 1994.
However, there are reports indicating that the country
has not yet reported to the Committee on the Rights
of the Child to monitor progress.?® Further, while the
rights of children are protected by Nauru's legal system,
enforcement is weak.

Millennium Development Goals (2013).?” The 2013
Pacific Regional MDGs Tracking Report for Nauru revealed
‘mixed' results for three goals: promote gender equality
and empower women, reduce child mortality; and improve
maternal health. A highlight of the gender equality MDG is
that Nauru elected a woman to parliament. The last time
awoman was elected to parliament was in the 1990s. The
Pacific Open Working Group for Nauru emphasized the
need to establish a clear work plan to guide the process of
defining the goals, so that the country can remain focused
on the implementation of the MDGs.
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2.1. Objectives and organization of
the study

The Nauru FHSS consisted of a quantitative component
and a qualitative component. The quantitative component
sought to estimate the prevalence of partner and non-
partner violence against women in the country, along with
the estimation of the consequences of such violence. The
qualitative component aimed to complement the quantitative
component by providing in-depth understanding and context
to the quantitative findings. Through this approach, the study
aimed to further contribute to the existing literature, statistics,
and government efforts related to VAW.

The FHSS in Nauru was led by the Ministry of Home Affairs
with the Women's Affairs Department as the implementing
party and with support from the Ministry of Finance and
Bureau of Statistics. The core research team comprised a
National Research Coordinator, a member of the Women's
Affairs Department, and a representative of the Bureau of

Statistics. Members of the core research team are listed in
Annex |.

methodology

A National Stakeholders Committee supported and oversaw
the study. This committee consisted of members of the
Nauru National Steering Committee on Domestic Violence,
established in December 2011, to promote national action
around domestic violence in the country. The FHSS National
Stakeholders Committee included representatives of the
Cabinet, Ministry of Home Affairs, Ministry of Health, Ministry
of Justice, Ministry of Education, Police, Bureau of Statistics,
and nonprofit organizations such as women's groups.

The Nauru FHSS was implemented with financial support
from the Australian Government and with technical support
from the UNFPA.

2.2. Quantitative component

The quantitative component of the Nauru FHSS was based on
the quantitative methodology of the WHO Multi-country Study
on Women's Health and Domestic Violence Against Women.
The Nauru FHSS differs from the WHO methodology in the
target population used for the survey. The WHO Multi-country
Study generally sampled women aged 15-49, while the Nauru
FHSS sampled women aged 15-64 in selected districts.?®

Sample design

The sampling strategy for the Nauru FHSS was developed
by the Bureau of Statistics based on the 2011 Census. As
of 2011, Nauru had approximately 1,500 households with
women aged 15-64. Given that Bureau of Statistics was
carrying out the Household Income and Expenditure Survey
(HIES) at the same time as the FHSS, 540 eligible households
included in the HIES sample were excluded from the FHSS
sample. The sample also excluded households of foreigners,
as most either did not speak Nauruan or English, or were on
short contracts. Of the 991 remaining eligible households, the

2 The FHSS Methodology Outline justified the use of this broader age group (15-64 years) on the following: “To include older women — while they more frequently
have issues with recall bias — is nevertheless justified and strongly recommended, because we cannot ignore the experiences of older women in their homes.
Moreover, recent research has shown that they commonly suffer from specific types of elder abuse. Further, the UN indicators refer to all women over 15 years.
Recent studies elsewhere using the WHO methodology have also included women 50+ (e.g. New Zealand, Viet Nam, Turkey)." Taken from: Jansen, H. A. F. M.
(2012). Outline for the Family Health and Safety Studies in the Pacific Region 2012/13. Suva: UNFPA Sub-regional Pacific Office, p. 9.
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FHSS utilized a random sample of 500 eligible households
(Figure 2.1).

Figure 2.1. FHSS Sampling Frame, Nauru 2013

Total females aged 15-64 3,030
Total eligible households=* 991
Total households in FHSS sample 500

* After excluding households in the HIES sample Based on the 2011 Census

The Nauru FHSS originally aimed at collecting a random
sample representative of the total female population aged 15-
64. However, due to a low response rate, the FHSS sample
resulted in a reduced sample of eligible women in a small
group of districts. The study became widely known in the
community shortly after the fieldwork had commenced and
this led to a high refusal rate. The quantitative findings of the
study are therefore based on a convenience sample of women
who were willing to participate in the study and it is thus
not representative of all women aged 15-64 in Nauru. The
findings derived from this sample, however, provide insightful
preliminary information around VAW in the country and can
also inform future nationally representative studies on VAW.

Household and female selection

The household selection was done at random using a skip
pattern calculated by dividing the total number of eligible
households by the sample size. The number of households by
district was proportional to the eligible female population size
in each district.*® ‘'Household' included any people who live
together and usually share food, regardless of whether they
were related or not.

The selection of an eligible woman (aged 15-64) was also
done at random by utilizing a list of random numbers prepared
in advance.®' Eligible women included women who lived in the
household regardless of whether they were related to other
household members or not. Therefore, visitors who had been
staying at the household for at least four weeks and domestic
servants who had been sleeping in the household for at least
five nights a week were also considered eligible.

In contrast to other FHSSs in the Pacific Region, the interview
process for selected households and females was done
separately in Nauru. In other countries, the interview with the

selected woman was usually conducted immediately after the
household interview. In Nauru, a two-stage interview process
was used whereby household members were interviewed first
to collect information about all women living in the household.
Eligible women were randomized afterwards and selected
women were later invited to the Safe House to participate
in the women's questionnaire.®? Annex 2 presents a detailed
description of the household and female selection as well as
the two-stage interview process.

Questionnaire

The Nauru FHSS utilized version 10 of the WHO Multi-country
Study questionnaire with adaptations to the Nauruan context.
The final questionnaire was translated into Nauruan and
printed only after the finalization of the pilot. Each interviewer
had a version in Nauruan but answers were recorded in the
English version.®

The questionnaire consisted of an administration form,
a household selection form, a household gquestionnaire,
a women's questionnaire, and a reference sheet. The
women's questionnaire included an individual consent form
and 12 sections. Annex 3 includes the English version of
the questionnaire and Annex 4 presents the most relevant
differences between Nauru's questionnaire and the WHO
generic questionnaire.

Operational definitions of VAW

The Nauru FHSS adopted the definition of intimate partner
violence used by the WHO Multi-country Study: the violence
experienced by a woman by a current or former intimate
partner, whether cohabiting or not, that includes acts of
physical, sexual, and emotional abuse. The study also looked
at economic violence, partner's controlling behavior, and child
sexual abuse.®*

Partnership definition

The study used an expanded definition of partnership
whereby the term "ever-partnered" refers to women who have
had a relationship with a man regardless of whether they were
married. The definition thus includes women in cohabitating
relationships, dating relationships, separated/divorced, or
widowed.

29 Source: Ramrakha Detenamo, Bureau of Statistics, “Steps for selecting sample for the Family Health and Support Study (FHSS)" dated August 16, 2013, and

Jansen, H. (30 November 2013). Detailed Technical Report on Nauru FHSS.

30 Ramrakha Detenamo, Bureau of Statistics, “Steps for selecting sample for the Family Health and Support Study (FHSS)" dated August 16, 2013.
31 Jansen, H. (30 November 2013). Detailed Technical Report on Nauru FHSS. Provided by UNFPA PSRO.

32 |bid.
3 Ibid.

3 Jansen, H. A. F. M. et al. (2012). National Study on Domestic Violence against Women in Tonga 2009. Nuku‘alofa: Ma'a Fafine mo e Famili.
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Reference periods

The study also used two different timeframes to measure
violence against women: lifetime and current violence.
Lifetime violence refers to whether the respondent ever
experienced violence. Current violence refers to whether the
respondent experienced violence in the 12 months preceding
the interview.

Fieldworkers' selection and training*

Given the small size of the country and that community
members know each other, a standard recruitment procedure
through public advertisement was not desirable. As an
alternative approach, the National Research Coordinator
selected candidates for the positions of fieldworkers from
among women who had been previously involved in activities
of the Department of Women's Affairs. Due to the sensitive
nature of the survey, only female candidates were considered.

The training lasted three weeks and took place at the
premises of the Women's Affairs Department. The training
was carried out in August 2013 and included 12 fieldworkers:
8 field interviewers, 2 field supervisors, and 2 data entry staff.
Members of the Women's Affairs Department also participated
in selected sessions of the training.

The training closely followed the WHO training manuals and
included activities such as gender and violence sensitization,
interview technigues, discussion of the questionnaire using
the WHO question-by-question manual, and role playing.
Close attention was also given to confidentiality given that
most people in the island know each other.

The pilot took place during the third week of training and
was followed by a debriefing session to discuss interviewers'
experiences, go over enumeration issues, and clarify any
final questions. All people involved in the study had to sign a
confidentiality agreement during the first day of the training.

Fieldwork?

To minimize sample loss and given that the use of a central
venue facilitated close supervision and ongoing training, it
was decided to consider the results of the 25 pilot interviews
as part of the official results. Therefore, the fieldwork started
during the third week of training. The team first spent 2.5
days doing the household listing in three adjacent districts
with approximately 110 households. On the fourth day, field
interviewers began interviews with selected women to avoid
having a large gap between learning about the questionnaire
and conducting the interview. Once invited, interviewees either

reached the central venue on their own or were picked up.

35 Jansen, H. (30 November 2013). Detailed Technical Report on Nauru FHSS. Provided by UNFPA PSRO.

% Ibid.
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The same process was followed district after district until the
sample was completed. The National Research Coordinator
prepared brochures with a popular incentive (shopping
coupon) to motivate participation. This incentive is commonly
used in household surveys in Nauru, such as in the HIES. The
fieldwork took approximately two months and was completed
in October 2013.

Ethical and safety considerations®’

The ethical and safety recommendations developed for the
WHO multi-country study were discussed during training and
closely followed throughout the implementation of the study.
The most relevant ethical and safety measures adopted
include:

Safe name: The study used a safe name, 'Family Health and
Support Study’, that did not make evident the nature of the
interview. This safe name enabled respondents to explain the
survey to others in a safe manner. This explanation also helped
field interviewers to describe the survey to the community or
household members.

Informed consent: The informed consent was covered in the
invitation letter and also reiterated when the respondent and
interviewer were alone. Interviewees were informed that they
had been selected along with other 500 women in Nauru;
that interviewers had received special training and took an
oath of confidentiality; and that results would help to develop
programs for women and their families.

Confidentiality: On the first day of the training, all staff signed
a confidentiality agreement as part of their work contract.
They also played roles during training on how to explain to
husbands and friends the topic of the survey without revealing
its true nature. Conducting interviews in a private setting
rather than in crowded dwellings was another measure
aimed at further ensuring confidentiality. In addition to the
confidentiality agreement, field staff took an official oath
of confidentiality immediately after the training and before
starting the fieldwork.

Safety and support for interviewers: Interviews were
conducted during the day. Since interviews were done at a
central private location, risks for interviewers were much less
compared to similar surveys conducted in other countries.
The counselor of the Safe House was available to provide
support and counseling services to field interviewers, when
needed.

Support for respondents: A small card with the contact
information for services (health, education, legal, etc.) was
prepared and given to every respondent at the end of the

37 Ibid.
% |bid.
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interview. In addition to the card, professional support was
available on a case-to-case basis to respondents as needed.
Respondents who needed immediate counseling were
referred to the counselor at the Safe House.

Interviewers were also instructed to inform their supervisor
about the following specific cases: a) respondents with
suicidal thought in past four weeks; b) respondents who asked
for help; ¢) when a household or woman refused to complete
interview; and d) when current child abuse was reported.

Quality control mechanisms*

The Nauru FHSS included the following quality control
measures: immediate review of questionnaires, as well as
revision of monitoring sheets per interviewer and per district.
Individual interviewers were also monitored for refusal
and disclosure rates. Where inconsistent or incomplete
information was identified, interviewers were instructed to
return to the household to verify the information and/or to
complete missing sections.

Despite these safety and quality measures, it was challenging
to maintain full confidentiality. Early on during the fieldwork,
there was an incident of a woman who knew of the survey
through her mother's work and told another woman in her
house not to participate as "there were dangerous questions”.
Although this specific incident was managed in a timely
manner to avoid the spread of rumors about the study,
it is believed that similar situations continued to happen
throughout the completion of the fieldwork. Specifically, the
research team believed that interviewed women spoke to
other women in the community about the nature of the survey
and this resulted in selected women refusing to participate or
their husbands/partners preventing them from participating.
The two-stage interview process may have contributed to this
by raising curiosity among community members and leading
some to inquire with interviewees what the survey was about.
This reaction to questions around VAW was not new in Nauru,
as the VAW module of the DHS also had a low response rate.

Data processing and analysis

The data were entered using the Census and Survey
Processing System (CSPro). An international consultant with
expertise in data entry with CsPro traveled to the country to
support the set-up of the data entry system and the training of
data entry staff. The analysis of the data was conducted using
the statistical software Stata. Before the analysis started, the
International Data Analyst built a household socioeconomic
index. Annex 5 includes detailed information regarding the
creation of this index.
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2.3. Qualitative component

The Nauru FHSS included a number of qualitative methods to
complement and contextualize the findings of the quantitative
component. Qualitative data were particularly important to
understand the cultural beliefs and practices around gender
roles and VAW. These qualitative methods included in-depth
interviews with women who reported experiences of partner
violence in the survey, focus groups with key informants,
focus groups with youth, and a literature review on VAW in
the country.

The in-depth interviews with abused women aimed to
collect complementary information about partner violence
to contextualize the findings from the quantitative survey.
These questions were asked to 25 women who reported
experiences of partner violence in the FHSS questionnaire.
For these interviews, the country research team only reached
out to women who indicated in the survey that they could be
contacted after the survey for further inquiries. As in the case
of the survey, these interviews were organized outside of the
women's household and in a safe location to ensure privacy.

Nauru Family Health and
Support Study

Focus groups with key informant interviews sought to gain
further understanding of coping mechanisms and services
available to victims, as well as perceived causes of VAW in
their communities. Key informants included representatives of
news media, family and community services, local leadership,
counseling services, health services, women's council, and
other important organizations in the country.

Focus groups with youth aimed at collecting further
information about young women's and men's attitudes
towards gender roles, physical and sexual partner violence,
and child sexual abuse. To explore such perceptions, the
research team utilized a number of case stories and asked
participants questions on perceived causes, consequences,
and possible solutions. A total of four focus groups were
implemented: two with female participants and two with male
participants.

Annex 6 includes the different qualitative instruments used for
the qualitative component.
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3. Response rate and

desc

Sl

This section provides a description of the sample of
respondents, the response rate, and the extent to which the
characteristics of the respondents in the FHSS sample differ
from the real population of women aged 15-64 in Nauru.

3.1. Response rates

The FHSS visited a total of 500 households of which 424 were
eligible households—i.e., not vacant, destroyed, not found,
or households with inhabitants who did not speak Nauruan
or English. Of the 424 eligible households, 386 households
agreed to participate in the household interview, resulting in
91% response rate at the household level. Only one of these
386 households did not have an eligible woman (Table 3.1).

Of the total 385 households with eligible women, 148 women
agreed to participate in the interview, resulting in a response
rate of 38.4%. In terms of incomplete interviews, most were
refused interviews by the selected woman (58.4%) followed by
women who were not at home at the time of the visit(s) (1.8%),
and women who agreed to be interviewed but later decided
not to continue with the interview (1.3%) (Table 3.1).

ription of the

rvey sample

Given the high refusal rate and the small sample size, it
was decided not to apply weights to the analysis.®® As such,
the findings presented in this report are unweighted unless
otherwise noted.

3.2. Description of respondents in the
sample

Among the total 148 respondents, 131 were women reported
ever having a partner (88.5%) and the remaining 17 were
never partnered women (11.56%) (Table 3.2). Among the 131
ever-partnered women, 77.1% were married at the time of the
interview, 7.6% were cohabitating with a man but not married,
7.6% were divorced or separated, 5.3% were widowed, and
2.3% were in a dating relationship (Figure 3.1).

Most respondents were between the ages of 25 and 44
(60.7%): 18.9% of all women were aged 35-39, 16.2% were
aged 40-44,12.8% were aged 30-34, and 12.8% were aged 25-
29 (Table 3.2). The age groups with the lowest representation
in the sample were women aged 15-19 (6.1%) and women
aged 55 and above (6%).

Figure 3.1. Partnership status among ever-partnered women, Nauru 2013

B Currently married

M Living with man (not married)

& Regular partner (dating)

B Divorced/separated

B Widowed

3 This decision was consulted with and endorsed by the members of the Technical Review Committee.
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Nearly 90% of all respondents were Christian, the largest
proportion being Roman Catholic (36.5%), Nauruan
Congregational (33.8%), Nauruan Independent (8.8%),
and other Christian denominations (10.8%). Almost 9% of
respondents reported to profess other religions, such as
Buddhism. The remaining 1.4% indicated not having a religion
(Table 3.2).

In terms of socioeconomic status, the Nauru FHSS included a
series of questions on household asset ownership that were
used to proxy household socioeconomic status by developing
an asset index (Annex 5). Based on this asset index, a large
segment of respondents were of low (32.6%) and medium
socioeconomic status (38.1%). About 29% of respondents
were of high socioeconomic status (Table 3.2).

3.3. Representativeness of the sample

In order to determine the extent to which the Nauru FHSS
sample reflects the true population of females aged 15-64
in the country, the study compared the socio-demographic
characteristics of respondents—i.e., partnership status and
age—with those of the real population. To this purpose, 2011
census data were utilized.

In terms of partnership status, there are important differences
between the study sample and the true population of women
aged 15-64. The census data show that 33% of women had
never had a partner and 49.9% were currently married (Table
3.3). Inthe FHSS sample, 11.56% of respondents had never had
a partner and 68.2% indicated being married at the time of the
interview. The census data show that 2.9% of women were
divorced or separated and the FHSS sample contains 6.8% of

women who said to be divorced or separated at the time of
the interview.

Across age categories, Figure 3.2 shows a similar proportion
of women in the older age groups (45-64) in the FHSS sample
as well as in the census figures. However, there is a larger
proportion of women in the middle age groups (30-45) and
a smaller proportion of women in the youngest age group
(15-29). In this sense, younger women (aged 15-29) are
considerably underrepresented while middle age women (30-
45) are overrepresented in the FHSS sample. This may be due
in part to the sampling strategy used in the FHSS whereby
only one woman per household is interviewed for safety
reasons.* Nonetheless, this disproportion is most likely due
to the high refusal rate.

3.4. Effect of selection probability and
participation bias on findings

The sampling strategy of the Nauru FHSS, in which only one
woman among all eligible women in the household is selected
forthe interview, may create biases in the estimation of results.
As explained in section 3.3, there are important differences
across socio-demographic characteristics between the FHSS
sample and the true female population aged 15-64.

Although there are other possible sources of bias in the
results, the most important cause of bias in the Nauru FHSS is
the low response rate. As explained earlier, the study became
widely known in the community before the fieldwork was
finalized and this led to a high refusal rate of 62%. Therefore,
the findings of the Nauru FHSS are only representative of the
women who were willing to participate in the survey and not

Figure 3.2. Age distribution among all respondents, Nauru 2013
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4 Women in households with fewer eligible women were likely to be overrepresented because of a higher probability of being selected. This consequently affects
the age distribution of respondents, as younger women are more likely to live in households where there are other females in the eligible age group (e.g., mother or
sisters). In contrast, women in the older age groups are likely to have, on average, fewer eligible women in the household (e.g., mother is too old or daughters no

longer live in the household).
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of the entire population. It is difficult to know how this bias

affected the estimated prevalence of violence. Women who
experienced intimate partner violence may have been more
reluctant to participate in the survey due to shame or fear of
reprisals. If this were the case, the results of the study would
underestimate the true prevalence of violence. Although
less likely, it is also possible that women who experienced
violence might be more interested than non-abused women
in participating in the survey and having the opportunity to tell
their stories. If this happened, the results would overestimate
the prevalence of violence.

The findings derived from this exploratory study, however,
provide insightful information for some preliminary
understanding of VAW in the country and serve as a limited
evidence base to awareness raising campaigns. This
exploratory study also provides important lessons for future
guantitative studies on VAW in Nauru.
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The next chapters primarily present the results of the
guantitative component of the study. This section also
incorporates qualitative results, where relevant, to add insight,
complement, or provide context to the quantitative results. As
explained earlier, the quantitative findings of the study were
drawn from a small convenience sample of eligible women
and, as such, they should not be generalized to the total
eligible female population in Nauru.

Chapter 4 presents findings on the patterns and scope of
violence by partners. Chapter 5 describes results on violence
against women by perpetrators other than non-partners.
Chapter 6 discusses women's attitudes and perceptions about
gender roles and violence against women. Chapter 7 presents
results on the association of partner violence with women's
health and wellbeing. Chapter 8 presents findings on the
reaction of women who have been abused by partners. Lastly,
Chapters 9 and 10 present final discussions, conclusions, and
recommendations.

A significant amount of detailed information collected through
the survey is presented in tables in Annex 7. While many crucial
findings are highlighted in the report, readers are advised to
refer to the tables for more details.

Qualitative findings are inserted throughout in shaded boxes,
as relevant.

Summary of Findings

The quantitative findings of the Nauru FHSS were derived from
a total of 148 women aged 15-64 of which 131 were ever-
partnered women. Most findings on violence by partners (i.e.,
characteristics, perceived triggers, consequences, etc.) were
drawn from a subpopulation of 63 women who reported ever
experiencing physical and/or sexual partner violence. Other
findings related to violence against women by perpetrators
other than partners or around attitudes towards gender roles
and VAW were derived from the total sample of respondents.

Nauru Family Health and
Support Study

—oULTS

The most relevant findings of the FHSS are:

O

Nearly half of ever-partnered women (48.1%) who
participated in the survey experienced physical and/or
sexual partner violence by a partner at least once in their
lifetime and 22.1% experienced such violence in the 12
months preceding the interview.

Nearly half of ever-partnered women (46.6%) experienced
physical violence by a partner at least once in their lifetime
and 20.6% indicated experiencing physical

violence in the 12 months preceding the interview.

partner

Among ever-pregnant women who reported experiences
of physical and/or sexual partner violence, 25.4%

experienced physical violence in at least one pregnancy.

The most commonly mentioned act of physical partner
violence was being slapped or having something thrown
at them (84.1%).

One-fifth of ever-partnered women (20.1%) experienced
sexual violence by a partner at least once in their lifetime
and 9.9% experienced such violence in the 12 months
prior to the interview.

Among ever-partnered women who experienced partner
violence, the most commonly reported act of sexual
partner violence was having sex when she did not want
to because she was afraid of what her partner might do if
she refused (30.2%).

Among women who experienced physical and/or sexual
partner violence, the majority experienced physical
partner violence only (57.1%), followed by abused women
who experienced both physical and sexual partner
violence (39.7%). A small proportion of abused women
experienced sexual partner violence only (3.2%).
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30.4% of all women who participated in the survey
experienced sexual abuse in childhood and the most
commonly reported perpetrators were male family
members.

Slightly over half of the women who ever experienced
physical and/or sexual partner violence (50.8%) reported
ever being injured as a result of partner violence.

Almost 16% of women who experienced physical and/or
sexual partner violence said they lost consciousness at
least once due to the violence.

More than 17% of women who experienced partner
violence were ever hurt enough to need health care.

Nearly 29% of women never disclosed the violence to
anyone and those who did tell someone mostly confided
in family and friends.

About 68% of women who experienced partner violence
never went to formal services or authorities, such as
police or health centers, for help.

Over 40% of women who experienced partner violence
never left home despite the violence and those who did
leave at least once mostly left because of the severity of
the violence.

Nauru Family Health and
Support Study
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4. Violence against
women by husbands or

This section presents results on the prevalence of different
forms of violence against women by a male partner, including
physical, sexual, and economic abuse, as well as partners'
controlling behaviors. For the most part, the results presented
in this chapter correspond to 63 ever-partnered women
who reported experiences of physical and/or sexual partner
violence. In fewer cases, results were derived from the total
sample of ever-partnered women. Therefore, readers are
advised to carefully note the subsample of ever-partnered
women used to draw specific findings for proper result
interpretation.

In general, the results were derived from among ever-
partnered women, as only ever-partnered women were
asked about partner violence. The study used the term 'ever-
partnered’, rather than ‘ever-married’, because this group
includes women who are currently or formerly cohabiting or
dating a man without being married.

4.1. Physical violence by partners

Nearly half of ever-partnered women (46.6%) reported having
experienced physical violence by a partner at least once
in their lifetime and 20.6% indicated experiencing physical

partners

partner violence in the 12 months preceding the interview
(Table 3.4). Among ever-pregnant women who reported
experiences of physical and/or sexual partner violence, one-
forth (25.4%) said they experienced physical violence in at
least one pregnancy.

The most commonly mentioned act of physical violence
by partners, as reported by women who ever experienced
physical and/or sexual partner violence, was being slapped or
having something thrown at them (84.1%) (Figure 4.1, Table
4.2). The next most reported acts of physical partner violence
were being pushed or shoved (68.2%) and being hit with a fist
or something else (58.7%).

Women who reported experiences of partner violence
in the survey and participated in in-depths interviews
provided examples of these acts of physical partner
violence: “...pulling my hair and dragging me on the floor,
then it goes on and on with the beatings (and) kicking."
Another interviewee explained: "At one incident, (I) had
severe bruises on my face...at that time there was no Safe
House." Another woman shared: “He hits me or throw
things at me."

Figure 4.1. Acts of physical partner violence as reported by women who experienced physical and/or sexual partner violence
(N=63), Nauru 2013

Slapped or threw something
Pushed or shoved

Hit with a fist or something else
Kicked, dragged, beaten
Threatened or used a weapon

Choked or burnt on purpose

84.1
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Figure 4.2. Acts of sexual partner violence as reported by women who experienced physical and/or sexual partner violence
(N=63), Nauru 2013

Had sexual intercourse when she did not
want to because she was afraid of what your
partner might do

Forced to perform degrading or humiliating
sexual act

Physically forced to have sexual intercourse
when she did not want to

4.2. Sexual violence by partners

One-fifth  of ever-partnered women (20.1%) reported
experiencing sexual violence by a partner at least once in their
lifetime and 9.9% said they had experienced sexual partner

violence in the 12 months preceding the interview (Table 3.4).

Among ever-partnered women who experienced physical
and/or sexual partner violence, the most commonly reported
act of sexual partner violence was having sexual intercourse
when she did not want because she was afraid of what her
husband/partner might do if she refused (30.2%) (Figure 4.2,
Table 4.7). The second most commonly reported act of sexual
partner violence was being forced to perform sexual acts that
she found degrading or humiliating (28.6%).

30.2

28.6

23.8

0.0

5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0 25.0 30.0 35.0
Prevalence (%)

4.3. Overlap of physical and sexual
partner violence

Nearly half of ever-partnered women (48.1%) reported having
experienced physical and/or sexual partner violence by a
partner at least once in their lifetime and 22.1% reported
experiences of physical and/or sexual partner violence in the
12 months preceding the interview (Table 3.4).

Among women who experienced physical and/or sexual
partner violence, the majority of abused women indicated
experiencing physical partner violence only (57.1%), followed
by abused women who experienced both physical and sexual
partner violence (39.7%) (Table 5.10). The least commonly
reported type of partner violence was sexual partner violence
only (3.2%).

Figure 4.3. Overlap of physical and sexual partner violence among women who experienced physical and/or sexual partner
violence (N=63), Nauru 2013.

Physical only
57.1%
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4.4. Controlling behaviors

The survey included questions on partner's controlling
behaviors as this is often considered a risk factor for
experiencing partner violence. Specifically, women were asked
about the following behaviors: partner prevents her from
seeing friends; partner tries to restrict contact with her family;
partner insists of knowing where she is at all times; partner
gets angry if she speaks with other men; partner is often
suspicious that she is unfaithful; she needs to ask permission
from partner before seeking health care; and partner refuses
to give her money for household expenses but has money for
other purposes.

The most commonly reported act of controlling behavior by
partners was insisting on knowing where she is at all times
(57.2%) (Figure 4.4, Tables 4.11a and 4.11b). The next most
common acts of controlling behavior were partner being
always suspicious that she is unfaithful (42%) and keeping her
from seeing her friends (41.2%).

4.7. Economic abuse by partners

The study collected information on partner economic
violence and specifically asked women whether partners
took their earnings or savings against their will and whether
partners refused to give them money for household expenses
regardless of the money being available for other things.
For the purpose of this analysis, if the partner did at least
one of these two acts, the respondent was considered as
economically abused.*!

Approximately 18% of ever-partnered women reported
experiencing at least one act of economic abuse by a partner
(Table 4.12). Between the two acts of economic abuse
assessed, the most commonly reported act was partner
refusing to give her money for household expenses even
though there was money for other things (15.3%). Almost 8%
of ever-partnered women said their partner took away what
she earned or saved at least once.

Figure 4.4. Partner’s controlling behaviors as reported by ever-partnered women (N=131), Nauru 2013

Insists on knowing where she is at all times

Often suspicious that she is unfaithful

Keeps her from seeing her friends

Needs his permission before seeking health care

Gets angry if she speaks with other men

Tries to restrict contact with family of birth

57.2

B Happened in the past 12 months (%)

20 30 40 50 60 70
Prevalence (%)

B Ever happened (%)

41 Readers should be cautious about interpreting these results, as there are other forms of economic abuse that were not measured in this survey.
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5. Violence against
Wwomen by others
non-partners

Although the FHSS primarily focused on violence against
women by intimate partners, the study also explored women's
experiences of violence by perpetrators other than a partner,
hereafter referred to as ‘non-partners’. Specifically, this
chapter focuses on experiences of sexual violence by non-
partners since and before the age of 15 (i.e., child sexual
abuse).

Non-partner perpetrators could be either male or female.
Questions on violence by non-partners were asked to all
interviewed women, regardless of whether they were ever
partnered or not. Exploring violence by non-partners allowed
the study to determine how important partner violence is in
comparison to other experiences of interpersonal violence in
awoman's life.

5.1. Sexual violence by non-partners
since age 15

Non-partner sexual violence since the age of 15 was measured
by asking respondents whether they had ever been forced to
have sex or had to perform a sexual act when they did not
want to by anyone other than an intimate partner.

Slightly over 47% of women who participated in the survey
experienced sexual abuse by a non-partner since age 15 and
12.2% experienced such violence in the 12 months preceding
the interview (Table 5.3). The most common act of sexual
abuse by non-partners was attempted intercourse or other
unwanted sexual abuse act (41.4%), followed by women who
experienced forced intercourse (24.3%).

5.1. Sexual abuse in childhood before
age 15

The FHSS explored sexual violence in childhood by asking
women whether anyone had ever touched them sexually or
made them do something sexual that they did not want to do
before the age of 15. Because this topic is highly sensitive,
two different approaches were used. First, women were asked
directly as part of the interview. Second, respondents were

Nauru Family Health and
Support Study

handed a face card at the end of the interview with the picture
of a sad face for "yes" answers (i.e., yes if they did experience
sexual abuse in childhood) and a happy face for "no" answers.
Respondents were given the face card to be filled out in
private and placed in an envelope. Figure 5.1 shows a sample
of a face card.

Figure 5.1. Face card for reporting child sexual abuse

Over 30% of women who participated in the survey reported
sexual abuse in childhood either during the interview or
through the face card (Table 5.5). As expected, the face
card method revealed a higher proportion of women who
experienced child sexual abuse (22.3%) than the face-to-face
question (16.9%).

Women who reported sexual abuse in childhood through
the face-to-face interview were also asked at what age the
abuse happened for the first time. In most cases, the abuse
happened between the ages of 5 and 14: 11.5% experienced
sexual abuse for the first time at ages 10-14 and 4.7%
experienced it at ages 5-9 (Table 5.5). The most commonly
mentioned perpetrators were male family members (12.2%)
and non-relative males (5.4%) (Table 5.5).
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0. Attitudes and
nerceptions about
gender and partner

This chapter explores the perceptions of respondents
their towards
violence against women. The survey asked women about

regarding gender roles and attitudes
circumstances under which they believed it is acceptable
for a hushand or partner to physically harm the woman
and under which a woman may refuse sex with her partner.
Because the study was interested in understanding attitudes
and perceptions towards gender regardless of women's
partnership status or experiences with violence, these

questions were asked to all interviewed women.

6.1. Women's attitudes towards
gender roles and violence

Women's attitudes towards gender roles

Nearly 43% of all respondents in Nauru agreed with the
statement “a good wife obeys her husband even if she

violence

disagrees” (Figure 6.1, Table 6.1). The second statement with
which women agreed the most was "a man should show he is
the boss" (37.2%) and the third one was "a wife is obligated to
have sex with her husband" (31.8%).

Women's attitudes towards physical partner
violence

In order to explore women's perceptions around physical
violence against women, respondents were given a series
of statements on situations when physical violence by a
partner can be acceptable. Specifically, women were given
the following statements: housework is not complete; wife
disobeys her husband; wife refuses to have sex with her
husband; wife asks husband about girlfriends; husband
suspects wife is unfaithful; and husband finds out that wife
is unfaithful.

Figure 6.1. Women's perceptions towards power relations between women and men among all interviewed women (N=148),
Nauru 2013
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Figure 6.2. Women's perception on when physical violence by a partner may be justified,
among all interviewed women (N=148), Nauru 2013

"husband finds out wife unfaithful"
"wife disobeys him"

"housework not complete"
"husband suspects wife unfaithful"
"wife asks about girlfriends"

"wife refuses sex"
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Almost 44% of respondents agreed that it is justified for a
husband to hit the wife if "husband finds out wife is unfaithful"
(Figure 6.2, Table 6.2). The second statement with which
women agreed the most as a justification for physical partner
violence was "wife disobeys husband" at 29%. Women agreed
less with "wife does not complete housework” (14.2%),
“husband suspects wife is unfaithful" (12.2%), “wife refuses
sex with husband” (6.8%), and "wife asks about girlfriends”
(6.8%) as circumstances under which it is acceptable for a
husband to hit his wife.

Women's attitudes towards situations when a
wife can refuse sex with the husband

To explore women's perceptions around sexual partner

Percentage (%)

violence, women were given a series of instances when a
woman can or cannot refuse sex with husband: if she does
not want to have sex; if hushand is drunk; if she is sick; and if
husband mistreats her.

Nearly 79% of women agreed that a married woman could
refuse sex withthe husband if sheis sickand 71.4% agreed that
a married woman could refuse sex if her husband mistreats
her (Figure 6.3, Table 6.3). Aimost 69% of respondents agreed
that a married woman could refuse sex if she does not want
to. The statement with which women agreed the least was
a woman being able to refuse sex if the husband is drunk
(67.3%).

Figure 6.3. Women's agreement with circumstances when a wife can refuse sex with husband, among all respondents
(N=147%), Nauru 2013

"If she is sick"

"If her husband mistreats her"

"If she doesn't want to"
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* One woman did not answer all four questions and thus not included.

Nauru Family Health and
Support Study

October 2014
An exploratory study on violence against women



6.2. Perceived causes or triggers of
partner violence

Women who experienced physical partner violence in
their lifetime were asked about the context of the violent
incident. Table 6.4 and Figure 6.4 provide insights into the
situations that led to violence as reported by women who ever
experienced physical partner violence. The most commonly
reported triggers of physical partner violence, as perceived
by women who experienced such violence, were partner's
jealousy (34.4%) and partner's drunkenness (27.9%).

Wife being disobedient, family problems, and money problems
were other commonly perceived drivers of physical partner
violence, with figures at 11.5%.

Qualitative findings validate these results. Although
alcohol abuse does not cause but can exacerbate
violence, women who experienced partner violence
and participated in in-depth interviews mentioned
drunkenness as one of the main triggers of the violence:
“He's usually violent when he's drunk. We will start to
quarrel and then (it) ends up (in) fighting violently, that
is when most of the times I'll run before he hits me or
throws things at me." Another woman explained: “Usually
he comes back home drunk. He always picks a fight with
me."

Interviewed abused women also mentioned jealousy—
both partner's jealousy and wife's jealousy—as a common
reason to lead to the violence. "Jealousy! | went to a party
with friends, (I was) given a curfew time and suddenly he
got angry with my escorts (homosexual men) saying that
they are a threat to him." Another woman said: “Husband
was having an affair with another woman, so I've been
provoking my husband into a fight ever since and (we are)
now currently separated.” Another person explained: "He
accuses me of having an affair with other men if | deny
having sex with him due to tiredness after having a long
and heavy load day."

Figure 6.4. Perceived causes of partner violence among women who experienced physical partner violence (N=61),
Nauru 2013
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Impact of partner

violence o

N WOMEN'S

nealth and wellbeing

This chapter describes the extent to which partner violence
impacts women's health and wellbeing, as well as how
it affects women's work or income-generating activities.
Specifically, women who reported experiences of partner
violence in their lifetime were first asked whether the abuse
had resulted in injuries, when it occurred, and whether health
care services were needed and used.

Almost 51% of women who ever experienced physical and/or
sexual violence by a partner indicated having had injuries at
least once due to such violence and 15.9% indicated they had
injuries due to partner violence in the 12 months preceding
the interview (Table 7.2). Nearly 16% indicated losing
consciousness at least once as a result of partner violence
and 17.5% reported being hurt enough to need health care.

When asked about how partner violence had affected their
health, a large proportion of women who experienced physical
and/or sexual partner violence said the violence did not affect

their health (Table 7.3). About one-quarter (25.4%) said partner
violence had affected their health a little and 11.1% indicated
the violence had a large effect on their health. These findings
seem to be associated with women believing that violence
by partners is normal. Chapter 8 shows that the main reason
women who experienced partner violence did not seek help is
because they believed the violence was normal or not serious.

Women who experienced partner violence and also worked
outside the home were asked if partner violence had impacted
their work. A large proportion of women (69.1%) indicated that
the violence did not impact their work (Figure 7.1, Table 7.4b).
Almost 11% of women reported their partner disrupted their
work or they were unable to work. Slightly over 9% indicated
that they were unable to concentrate and 7.3% said they lost
confidence in their own ability as a consequence of partner
violence. These findings also seem to be associated with
women believing that violence is normal.

Figure 7.1. Impact of partner violence on women'’s work as reported by women who experienced physical and/or sexual partner
violence and worked (N=55), Nauru 2013
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3. Women's responses
{0 partner violence

This chapter explores how women who have experienced
partner violence deal with the violence and what support
networks they have available. Specifically, this section
investigates to whom women disclose the violence, from
where they seek help, and whether they receive help.

8.1. Who women tell about violence

Women who reported experiencing partner violence were
asked whether they had disclosed the violence to anyone and,
if so, to whom they disclosed it. Please note that a multiple-
choice question was used to collect this information and
respondents could provide more than one answer.

Almost 29% of women who experienced physical and/or
sexual partner violence never told anyone about the violence
(Figure 8.1, Table 9.1). Those who did tell someone mostly
confided in friends (33.3%), parents (23.8%), and siblings
(23.8%).

Women who experienced partner violence were also asked if
they ever received help from someone and over half (55.6%)
said no one ever helped them (Table 9.2). Those who did
receive help indicated being helped mostly by parents (17.5%),
siblings (15.9%), and friends (9.5%).

8.2. Agencies or authorities to which
women turn for support

Women who ever experienced physical or sexual partner
violence were asked whether they had sought help from
formal services or people in positions of authority, such as
police, health services, or religious leaders.

Slightly over 68% of women said they never turned to formal
services or authorities for help (Figure 8.2, Table 9.4). Those
who did seek help from formal services or authorities mostly
went to the police (25.4%) and hospital or health centers
(17.1%).

Figure 8.1. Individuals to whom women who experienced partner violence told about the violence, among women who
experienced physical and/or sexual partner violence (N=63), Nauru 2013
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Figure 8.2. Formal services or authorities abused women went to for help, among women who experienced physical and/or
sexual partner violence (N=63), Nauru 2013
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Reasons for seeking support from formal services
or authorities

The most commonly reported reason for seeking support
from formal services or authorities was not being able to
endure more violence (45%) (Table 9.5). The next most
common reasons for seeking support were that the woman
was badly injured (25%) and friends/family encouraged her to
go to formal services or authorities (25%).

Percentage (%)

Reasons for not seeking support from formal
services or authorities

The most commonly reported reason for not seeking support
from formal services or authorities was that women believed
the violence was normal or not too serious (44.2%) (Table 9.6).
Other reasons mentioned were being afraid of more violence
(9.3%) and not knowing her options (7%).

Qualitative findings provide further insightful information about ever-abused women's reasons for seeking or not support

from formal services or authorities, as well as their experiences with these services when they have requested support. The

following are direct quotes from women who disclosed partner violence in the FHSS questionnaire and who also participated

in subsequent in-depth interviews:

O (I have never gone to police or other places for help) because to me it's just nothing and he just wants to make the fight a

big thing. | will just leave it alone.”

O "No (I have never gone to authorities or formal services), it's just nothing because it will calm down later on, then everything

(is) back to normal."

O "I've never approached any of the above. | am too ashamed on what causes the trouble between us." Note: this person
indicated that her past relationships with other men is what usually triggers the violence.

O "No! because he's only violent when he's drunk, but I've managed to get away before he comes back home. | can go back

home when he's sober a day or two afterwards (...)."

O "No, | solve my own problems...I don't share it with anyone because | don't want others to (know) about my problem.” The

interviewer noted that interviewee felt ashamed.

O "Went to the Safe House. | went there to hide and she (Safe House Counselor) told me my rights as a woman. She helped

me a lot."

O "Yes, | have already approached the police for help in regards to violence. Police were not helpful because | requested that

my husband was removed from my house if he's going to stay this way, but nothing is being done so far."

O "Reported him to the police for two incidents 1. Physically abusing me and 2. Sexually abusing my niece. Yes! The police

helped, currently he is locked up in jail and for the first time I've never felt so free and comfortable.”
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In addition, key informants also provided insightful information to understand the context of violence against women in Nauru
and existing mechanisms and challenges to address it. The Director of Public Prosecutions (DPP) explained: “The Criminal
Code covers all sort of offenses, including domestic violence cases but it is not gender specific. There is no separate offense
for violence against women." With regard to marital rape, the DPP added: "Section 347 of the Criminal Code specifically says
that (marital rape) has to be (against) a woman that is not the wife of the perpetrator. So, marital rape is not included in the code
at the moment.” In terms of prosecuting cases of domestic violence against women, the DPP explained: “The problem | have
all the time is women who come to me just before the trial and say they not longer wish to proceed. We don't have a no-drop
policy here." The DPP added that a high number of cases—he estimated about 80%—does not get prosecuted because they do
not make it to trial.

The Acting Inspector of the Domestic Violence Unit (DVU) provided similar information regarding challenges to address VAW
cases: "The first response team usually attends calls of domestic violence and gathers preliminary information. If there is case
for domestic violence, the team passes the case to the DVU. The DVU then does further investigation. But there is usually
not enough evidence to provide for prosecution.” The DVU Acting Inspector also explained that cases of domestic violence in
general and also of sexual abuse have increased in the past years: "There has been an increase in domestic violence cases over
the last few years, which is the reason for the establishment of the DVU. There has also been an increase in cases of sexual
abuse of minors, including rape. There have been some successful convictions in the past years.” It was further explained
that there are no specific guidelines, protocols, or legislation to address VAW adequately: “For domestic violence cases, there
should be proper investigation guidelines (and) proper legislation to prosecute perpetrators.” The inspector also explained that
dropping cases before trial or conviction is a common limitation to prosecute VAW cases. Among reasons for abused women
to withdraw charges, the inspector mentioned: "due to love; (women) are afraid to be on their own, as the husband is the
breadwinner; the husband ask for forgiveness.”

8.3. Leaving home due to the violence

More than 40% of women who experienced physical and/or
sexual violence said they never left home despite the violence
(Figure 8.3, Table 9.7). When asked why they had never left,
the most commonly reported reasons were she forgave
partner (28%), she loved him (24%), she did not want to leave
her children (20%), and because of the sanctity of marriage
(20%) (Table 9.10).

Among women who experienced partner violence and did
leave at least once, a large proportion reported leaving 2-5

times (37.9%) and six times or more (13.8%) (Figure 8.3, Table
9.7). These women mostly stayed with their own relatives
(66.7%) when they left home. When asked why they left, the
most commonly reported reason was that she could not
endure more violence (42.4%) (Table 9.8).

About 75% of women who ever left home due to partner
violence also returned. The most commonly reported reasons
for returning were: partner asked her to go back (51.6%), she
forgave partner (19.4%), she loved partner (16.1%), and for the
sake of the family and children (16.1%) (Table 9.9).

Figure 8.3. Proportion of women who ever left home due to partner violence and frequency, among women who experienced
physical and/or sexual partner violence (N=63), Nauru 2013
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9. DIscussion and

9.1. Strengths and limitations of the
study

The Nauru Family Health and Support Study gathered
valuable preliminary data on violence against women in the
country. Importantly, the study brought to light information
never collected before and, with it, a greater understanding of
such violence, its context, and characteristics. Albeit it is an
exploratory study based on a convenience sample of women,
its findings may offer a reliable input to policies and programs
aimed at raising awareness and educating both men and
women about gender roles and violence against women.

Even though the study has been implemented following
a sound and well-tested methodology and by adhering to
rigorous ethical and safety guidelines, it is limited due to a
number of methodological issues, the low response rate being
the most significant limitation.

First, low response rates may introduce bias into the study. In
a study of such sensitive scope, refusals may be an indication
of experiences of violence. Women who have experienced
partner violence may have chosen not to participate in the
study because they were experiencing partner violence and
were afraid of further violence, because their partner knew
of the study and prevented them from participating, or for
other similar reasons. Although less likely, it is also possible
that women who experienced violence may have wanted to
participate to share their experiences. As such, women who
agreed to participate in the survey may have characteristics
that differ from that of the real population and, with it
have experienced different levels and types of violence. As
explained in Chapter 3, this study is not representative of the
total female population due to the low response rate.

Second, the background of the interviewers can affect the
way questions are asked and hence the type and/or quality
of the information collected. Even with adequate quantity
and quality of training, the level of expertise of interviewers
in conducting surveys, particularly a survey of such sensitive

Nauru Family Health and
Support Study

CONCIUSIONS

nature, can influence reporting outcomes. Factors such as the
pace interviewers ask questions, intonation, or body language
may alter the way interviewees answer the questions.

Third, the length of the interview can also affect the quantity
and reliability of the information disclosed. The FHSS
guestionnaire may take one to three hours depending on
the sections applicable to each respondent. In addition to
collecting information on the respondent’'s community and
family context, the first sections of the questionnaire were
intended to make the respondent more comfortable with
the interviewer. This was extremely important in order to
encourage disclosure about violence. However, some studies
have found a negative correlation between questionnaire
length, fatigue effects, and response quality. Because
guestions on violence were in the last sections of the FHSS
questionnaire, the findings of this study might be sensitive to
survey length biases.

Four,the sampling strategy of selectingonly oneeligible woman
per household can also introduce bias by misrepresenting
certain age groups. As discussed in Chapter 3, this is an issue
affecting this study, as the youngest and middle age groups
are misrepresented. Women in the FHSS sample also differed
from the real population with regard to partnership status. As
such, the findings of the study are only generalizable to the
women in the sample and not to the total population.

Fifth, the study is limited in drawing causal relationships
between violence against women and other factors, as it
employed a cross-sectional design. For the study to establish
causal associations between experiences of violence and
other variables, more data points over time are needed.

Lastly, as with any study on sensitive topics like physical
and sexual violence, underreporting is an important
limitation. Respondents may have not reported or may have
underreported experiences of violence for various reasons,
including embarrassment, being afraid of further violence,
experiences are too recent or painful to speak about, or other
similar reasons. Therefore, the proportion of women who have
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experienced physical or sexual violence by partners or non-
partners may be higher than what was reported in this study.

Despite these limitations, the FHSS provides useful insight
around the characteristics of violence against women in
Nauru. The use of a sound and widely tested methodology, a
standardized training package, and a series of comprehensive
quality assurance measures reduce the potential for large
variations in the quality of the data. Therefore, despite the
sample being small, the data collected are of high quality to
reliably inform initiatives and action plans for gender and VAW
sensitization.

9.2. Conclusions

The FHSS provides evidence that a large number of Nauruan
women experience physical and sexual intimate partner
violence, as well as sexual violence by non-partners. The
results of the study show that perpetrators are generally known
to the woman: male partners and male relatives. About half of
the interviewed women who ever had a partner experienced
physical and/or sexual partner violence in their lifetime
and approximately one in every five interviewed women
experienced such violence in the 12 months preceding the
interview. Of these women who experienced partner violence,
close to half reported having experienced sexual abuse before
the age of 15 and the most commonly reported non-partner
perpetrators were male family members.

The findings of the study also show the impact of partner
violence on women's health. About half of the women who ever
experienced physical or sexual partner violence had injuries.

Nauru Family Health and
Support Study

More than one-tenth of these women lost consciousness at
least once due to the violence and almost one-quarter needed
health care because of the severity of the injuries. More than
one-tenth reported that partner violence had a larger effect
on their health and over one-quarter indicated that partner
violence had affected their capacity to work.

In regard to dealing with partner violence, more than a quarter
of abused women in Nauru stayed silent about the violence
and the rest often went to family and friends for help. Over
two-thirds of women who experienced partner violence never
sought support from formal services or authorities and almost
half never left home despite the violence. Qualitative findings
showed that women often stayed silent because they thought
the violence was normal or because they believed nothing
would change if they went to authorities. Those who did go to
authorities, such as police, generally thought that authorities
did not do much to help them.

Although an exploratory study, these findings may contribute to
the implementation of awareness campaigns and educational
programs around gender roles and violence against women.

October 2014
An exploratory study on violence against women



10. Recommendations

The Nauru FHSS stakeholders outlined a number of

recommendations based on the findings of this study to

better address violence against women in the country. The

most relevant recommendations are:

O

Fully disseminate the findings of this study at the
community level to raise awareness around the impact of
VAW on women, children, and society at large.

Provide comprehensive support to women who
experience violence, including health, counseling, legal,
and economic assistance.

Develop medical guidelines and protocols, as well
as training programs for health workers to improve
counseling, referral, and data collection mechanisms.

Strengthen the coordination between the health, justice,
and other social systems to ensure adequate and timely
response to violence against women.

Implement child abuse prevention initiatives in early
childhood education programs in order to break the taboo
around sexual violence.

Make the reporting of cases of child abuse compulsory
throughout the health and education systems.

Create training programs for teachers as well as
counselors in schools to raise awareness and guidance
on conflict resolution.

Implement pre-marital counseling to introduce couples to
the responsibilities and challenges of marriage, childcare,
and family planning. This could be done through the new
Department of Family and Community Services, which
addresses child protection and overall family welfare.

Appoint trained staff at the Department of Justice fully
dedicated to assist VAW cases.

Develop a comprehensive legal framework to better
protect women and girls, including the reform of the

Nauru Family Health and
Support Study

Criminal Code to include VAW and the creation of a Family
Law Bill.

Engage civil society organizations with high influence in
the community, such as faith-based organizations, to
raise awareness and sensitization around gender equality
and ending VAW.

Expand the SHED program to include women and utilize
it as a vehicle to address the intergenerational aspects of
VAW, such as children witnessing violence and repeating
the cycle in adulthood.

Expand the Family Life Education curriculum to include
age-appropriate VAW modules to raise awareness at the
school level.

Create Community Committees with trained community
members to raise awareness on VAW, provide basic
counseling (active listening), and refer cases to police and
relevant social services.

Identify individuals highly respected in the community,
such as athletes, religious leaders, or public authority, to
be agents of change and advocate for women's rights.

Carry out an additional study with existing data on
violence against women, including data collected by
police and health centers.

Conduct additional research to understand the reasons
behind the high underreporting of violence against women
and develop strategies to overcome such underreporting.

Implement a similar comprehensive study on men who
perpetrate violence against women to better understand
male perceptions around gender roles and violence
against women.
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Annex Il. Household and Female Selection and Interview Process

Household selection

The random selection of households into the sample was done using a skip pattern. This skip was calculated by dividing the total
number of eligible households by the sample size: 991/500 = 1.982. The number of households by district was proportional to the
eligible female population size in each district.*?

Household is defined as a person or group of people that live and eat together. The study does not assume households as family
units, as this implies that people in the household must be related. For the purposes of this study, a household may include any
people who live together and usually share food, regardless of whether they are related or not.#3

Female selection

The selection of an eligible woman (aged 15-64) was also done at random by utilizing a list of random numbers prepared in
advance. This number determined which woman among all eligible women in a given household was to be interviewed. Specifically,
all eligible women in the household were listed in descending order of age (e.g., 63, 50, 24, 15) and the random number in the list
indicated which woman would be interviewed. For instance, considering the example provided above, if the random number was 3,
the woman to be interviewed would be the woman aged 24.4

The Nauru FHSS utilized an extended definition of eligible women and included women who lived in the household, regardless
of whether they were related to other household members or not. Specifically, eligible women were any women aged 15-64 who
usually live in the household and included visitors who had been staying at the household for at least four weeks as well as
domestic servants who had been sleeping in the household for at least five nights a week.*®

Household and female interview process

Because approximately one in every three households was selected into the FHSS sample and that households were often crowded,
it was decided that selected women would be invited to a central venue to ensure that the interview was fully private. The Safe
House next to the Women's Affairs Department was utilized as the central venue. This approach required contacting the household
at least twice and was implemented as follows:*

1. The first visit to the household aimed at collecting information on all women living in the selected household and at completing
the household questionnaire. During this first visit, all women in the household were listed along with their age to determine
eligibility and their phone number to schedule the appointment for the interview later on. To facilitate the random selection of
one eligible woman per household, a set of random tables were prepared for each district.

2. The randomly selected woman was extended an invitation to complete the women's questionnaire at the Safe House. No
replacements could be made if the woman refused to participate in the survey.

42 Ramrakha Detenamo, Bureau of Statistics, “Steps for selecting sample for the Family Health and Support Study (FHSS)" dated August 16, 2013.
43 Jansen, H. A. F. M. et al. (2012). National Study on Domestic Violence against Women in Tonga 2009. Nuku'‘alofa: Ma'a Fafine mo e Famili.

4 Jansen, H. (30 November 2013). Detailed Technical Report on Nauru FHSS. Provided by UNFPA PSRO.

4 Jansen, H. A. F. M. et al. (2012). National Study on Domestic Violence against Women in Tonga 2009. Nuku‘alofa: Ma'a Fafine mo e Famili.

4 Jansen, H. (30 November 2013). Detailed Technical Report on Nauru FHSS. Provided by UNFPA PSRO.
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Annex lll. Nauru FHSS Questionnaire
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[T ENOWITHIN'T REMEMBEE ... ... ]
REFUSENNOG ANSWER ... oo e ]
12 Wz the divorcesoparation initised by vou_ by vour | BESPORNDENT o i i
hushandipariner, o did vou both decsde that yon HUSEAMPARTMNER e . il
shiou kil e pasate T HOTH (RESPONDENT AND FARTHER...... ......... L]
OTHER: _ e 1l
GOpd" T BHOW TON'T REMEMBER ... ... K
BEFUSEDM™O ARSWER ... . i i, o
12% Blow may lees in veln lile have you keed mamiad | NUMBER GF TIMES MARRIED OR
aisdfor lived wopether with & mon?? LIVED TTWGETHER . ... ... ... 01
(MCLUDE CURRENT FARTNER IF LIVING
TOGETHER MNEVER MARRIED OF LIVED TOGETHEER . ... M| =szE
Gopd" T BHOW DON'T REMEMBER ... ... 1
REFUSED™MNO ANSWER ... .o v i, e
124 The nesl Few quealions are sbodl Yoid CUETEnl o . |
misl receni parinershap, Dintdid vou Dee segrether dm | B i i 2
ihi same homel wiih vour bushandiparines’s parenis | DUS'T ERNOW/DORN'T REMEMBER ... ... K
or any of his relarves T BEFUSEDNMNO ANSWER ... oo i a
125 IF CIJREENTLY WITH HUSHANINPARTNER PP |
Do vou currenly live with vour parenis or any of L PP 2
your relaiives? LT BNOWDOR'T REMEMBER ... _......... K
REFUSEDM™O ARSWER ... ..o a
IF BOT CURRENTLY WITH HUSBANDS
PARTHER:
Wiere veur livieg with yeur parents or relatives durseg
swod Lasl e latsom-hip !
|20 Did voun hanve any ks of mamiage coremeony (o PHYE i i & | -wn2
Formalize the union? What tvpe of coremeony did yom | CIVIL MAERIAGE 0 1]
hawa T RELIGIOUE MAERIAGE ... ! i
BMARK ALL THAT AFFLY W
OTHER: ____ X
150 lIn what vear wos che (first) ceemony perfomeed ! WEAR i i | L | | |
(THIS REFERS TO CUREENTILAST DN T EROW s S9aE
RELATHIMNSHIF) REFUSEDNMNOG ANSWER ... e b R
131 | Did wou yoursell choose your sumentimest recen i T 1 1| =53
hushand, did =omeome ¢lse choose him for vou, or RESPOMDENT CHOSE ..o, | =E2
did he choose you? RESPONDENT'S FAMILY CTHOSE L]
HURREAMNDPARTHNER CHOSE s ]
IF 5HE DID ROT CHOGSE HERSELF, PRGEE HUERAMDPARTNER S FAMILY CHOSE... ... 5
Wl chose vodr cerenlmos] gecesl besbasd Tod | OTHER: 00 I
yout GOpd" T BHOW ON'T REMEMBER ... ... K
EEFUSEDNMNO AMNEWER ... q
132 Helors the sarniege witdh your cemenl fmesl reoen
hiighaiid, & ere vodl eled whetlier you s aied 10
mEy hams o ot ! DR T BMOW TON'T BEMEMBER ... ... K
REFUSERMO ARSWER ... oo s i
W I Mgy 2008 ]
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BEFORE STARTING WITH SECTI I:
REVIEW RESPONSES [N SECTION §| AND MARK MARITAL STATUS ON REFERENCE SHEET, BOX A&,

SECTION & GENERAL HEALTH

Bl | 1would now [ke fo ask a few quesiions abowt vour EMCELLEMNT
Bealihy s use of e alth servioes. [
In pensral, wosld you describe your ewvirall health as FAIR ..
cueellenl, pood, Cale, prst of Yery oot T FODR .
WERY PUHER oo e s e 5
DO T ENOWTHHN' T EEMEMBER ... ........ E
REPUSEINGID ARSWER i 49
201 | Do wedd hiave any of the Followeg:
A YES NF (5 4
af  Diabenss DIABETES 1 L3 4
b Asihma ASTHMA i X &
¢k Hipgh Blood Pres=ure FIGH BLOOD PRESSURE | 2 E
di A Phveicsl Disability FHYSICAL DISARILITY i 2 E
20X | Mow I woild like b wk you aboiil vosr health in e MFPFROBLEMS ... e 1
pudt 4 weeks. How wouk] voeu descnibe vour abilicy e VERY FEW PROBLEMS ..o 2
walks wound? SOME FROBLBME . s s ¥
1 wall pive 5 opriomes, which one besi describes voar BAANY PEOBLEMS o i &
sbmbion: Wiould yom sy thal vom have no peoblems. UNABLE T WaALE AT ALL o 5
wery [ew probkms. some prolems, many probkms or | DON'T KNOWTHN'T EEMEMBEEE ... E
dasil vevm are sable oo walk ar all? REFUSERND ANSWER ... ... ... i
BOL f Inthe past 4 weeks did vou have problems with MO FROBLEMS ... 1
performing =l gclivites, =pch as work, =iy, VERY FEW FROBLEMS ... i X
household. family or social sciivibies T BOME PROBLEMS i ]
Please cliooss Crei the following 5 options. MANY PROBLEMS .. veieeeeraee 4
Weadld you zay res peoblems. very few problend, seme | UNABLE TO PERFORM USUAL ACTIVITIES....... X
profkims. many prollemrs of umablke o perfosm el DT ENOWITHN'T REMEMBER ..o E
aclivaties? REFUSERND ANSWER ... ... oo ... i
Be | In the past 4 weeks have you boen in pain or M PATN OR THSCOMPORT e 1
discamion? SLIGHT PAIN OR DISOOMFORT ... ... ... 2
Please ciooss Crei the following 5 options. MODERATE FAIN OF DISCOMEORET......ccco—..e X
Wekild you &ay et al all, slight pain or discesafor, SEVERE FAIN OR THSCOMFORT ..o e 4
sl erne. oy efe o SXIreiie fain of disosmbon! EXTEEME PAIN OR NSCOMFORT ..o 5
DU T ERHOWTON'T REMEMBEE ... ... E
REPUSEINGID ARSWER i 49
0% In uls past 4 wecks Bove you had probless with your | NOFROBLEMS ... 1
BNy OF Cofeeniraia’ VERY FEW FROBLEMS .. 2
Pleuse clivase Croam the followisg 5 options. SOMEFPROBLEME X
Wenld you say ro peoblems. very few problems, some | BANY FEOBLEMS i 4
protk:ms. many problems or exireme memory or EXTEEME MEMOREY PROBLEMS o ]
coreenirason problems T DO T BHOWTON'T REEMEMBER u
REFUSER™ND ANSWER ...
I0h f Inthe past 4 wseka have yoid had YES
ab  Dizziness ab DIZEINESS i X E
ki Vaginal decharpe i WAGINAL DISCHARGE i X E
20T Inthe past 4 wseka, have vod mken medication: N ONCEOR  AFEW  MANY
TWICE TIMES  TIMES
ay  Tokselp vow cales down or sheep? al  FOR SLEEP i X L] 4
ki Torelieve pin® b PO PALTY 1 X K 4
¢ Tolelp vom aol BEel sad oF depressad! ¢l FOR SADNESS 1 X L] 4

FIR EATCH, [F YES FROHE:
How olten? Onee of Twice, o Tew sy or msty lissesT
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ol

BOE | Inthe past 4 weeks, did o corsult o desior or oiher
professioral or irsditeonal beaklih worker because you
wolrse |l were sekT
IF YES: Whaormn Jed yoi consull?
FRECBE: Did you also seo anyone else?
JTHER: i
20 | The nese gueations ane nelaied b ofler comiesdd prodlems that
may baive boibered vom mthe gesi 4 weeks. 18 veou had the
problem in the past 4 weoks, ansoer ye=, I yon kave not had
the probless in the past 4 weeks, answer no. YES i
ap Do vou often kave headackes T al HEADSCHES i .
Bl I6 veodil appelans poor? ki APPETITE 1 b
b Do vou sleep badly T ¢l SLEEP BADLY ! 2
A1 Ade veou easily frighiessd? dy FRIGHTENED ! 2
@i Do vour kands shake T ol HANDE SHAKE i 2
13 Do vou feel mereous, fense or wommed ! i+ MNEEVFE i 2
21 = vour digestion posr? g DEGEESTION i .
ki D3 vou have trouble thinking clearly? hy  THIMEIMG 1 i
0 Do vou feel unhappy? i1 UNHAFPY ! 2
0 D v ooy e Ban esgal? 1 TEY MOEE 1 1
Ki Do vl Firsd & dalicult b enjey your deily activities? Ky WOT EMMFY | 2
I Do veu fed o dficult o make decisions? 17 [EECISHORS i 2
mal s wourr daily work suffering? mi WOEK SUFFERS | 2
mi Aure vedn unable do play a useful pard in hife® ny  USEFUL FAET 1 i
ol Have you losl inleresn o dusgs thet vod used 1o ey T o LOSTINTEREST 1 2
Bl D voed Geel il o ane o weethless person? pi WORTHLESS 1 1
g Bas the thoughl of enling yous life been an your ssad? | g ENDING LIFE | 2
ri Do vou Feel vired all the time? rt FEEL TIRED i .
=l Do vou have uncossdomable Feelings m vour siomsch? si STOMACH 1 2
t e vou casily eed ? i1 EAsILY TIRED i 2
210 ) Just now we mlked shoul problems that may have WER i i
bathered you in the past 4 weeks. [ would like o sk L PP 2 - X2
wird reve? Do peun Dife, Bave vou ver Thevaghin abssdl DT ENMOWTON'T REMEMBER ... ... H
e ridaigg o Lafe? REFUSERMNO ANSWER ... ... .. i
E10 | Mavve vou gver tried o ke vopr lige? W s i
L 2
[N T ENOWITHN'T EEMERMBER ... ... ]
REFUSEMNO ANSWER ... Kl
E1T | Inibe paet 12 monihs. have you had oo operstion doiher | YES i i i e ]
thain a caesarean section |7 L I
DOpd" T KMOW/TON'T EEMEMBERE ... ... &
REFUSEDNMNOD ANSWER ... e 9
213 ) Inihe pasi |2 monihs, dad youo kave o spend sy nighis
m i bospital becaose you were sick lother than o give | BMIGHTS IN HOSMTAL o [ |
birth ! L L i
IF YES: How many maghi= m the pasi |2 months? DORd T KMOW/TON'T REMEMBERE ... .. L1
(IF DON'T KNOW GET ESTIMATE] REFUSEDNMNOD ANSWER ... oo U]
213 | Manve vou ever heard of HIY or AI0ET W s 1
a L 2
GOpd" T KHOW/TON'T EEMEMBERE ... ... H
EEFUSEDNSEOG ANSWER ... .. i
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Z13 | Is it possible For o persen whae looks and fesls W 1
b | comgeely heally 1o have e HIV/AIDS vieus? o SO 2
[N T ENOWITHN'T EEMERMBER ... ... ]
REFUSEDNMNO ANSWEHR ..o, g
2o
Eld | Do von now smoke. DALY i i 1 w210
i. Diaily? T ASIONALLY o i e 2 =21h
1 Cucasionally? MOT AT ALL s 3
3. Motatall?
[N T ENOWITHN'T EEMERMBER ... ... ]
BEFUSEDNMO ARNEWER ... i a
215 | Have vou ever smoked in your life? Did you ever
seaskE. . .
1. Duily? {smoking ab least once a day) T 1
2 Cycagionally? don bas) 100 ciganaiies, Bl gever CHOCARIOMALLY s 2
daalyk POT AT BLL i L
3 o ae a0 imecn gt all, or less than 1M cigareiies in
your e cime i GOpd" T KHCW/ 0N T REMEMBER ... ... L]
BEFPUSEDN™NO ARSWER ... i a
Zis | How often do vou drark slcohol T Would you say:
ap  Every day or nearly every day EVERY DAY O NEARLY EVEEY DAY ... ... i
Bl Cee oF TWsle 0wtk CMCE OO TWICE A WEEE
¢h 1 = Fuimes o sacath | — ATIMES IN & MONTH ...
di Cicasionally, less than ofele o mealls LESS THAN ONCE A MONTH
el MeverSropped more ths o year ago
MENER ... 5 =210
DOpd" T KMOW/TON'T EEMEMBER ... ... K
BEFUSEINMO ANEWER ... e e o u
ZIT | Ok days that yod drank o tie pag 4 wecks. aboin USUAL NUMBER OF DEINES ... [ |
hivw many alecholie dnnks did vou vsopally have a day? | B0 ALCOBOLEC DRINKS IN PAST 4 WEEKS .00
Z18 | Inthe past 12 months, have yos expersenced any of the VES M
Tollowieg probdems, relaied w your deinking?
ajp  mensy proelems al MOMEY PFROBLEMS 1 1
ki healih proflems ki HEALTH FROBLEMS 1 1
eh  conflict with familby or friends cp CONFLICT "WITH FAMILY
di  problems with auihorities (bar ownenpolice. etc) o FRIENDS i 1
K1 odher, specily. di PROXBLERS WITH
AUTHORITIES 1 2
Ay OOTHER: 1 2
219 | How ofien do you play bingo® Would som say:
ap  Every day or neanly every day EYVEEY DAY GE NEARLY EVERY DAY ... i
b Oince o twico o woek OFCE R TWICE A WEEK.. i I
i | =X times o month I =3 TIES IM & MONTH .. e 1
di Cycagionally, lees Than afee o niesilly LESES THAN ORNCE A MONTH ..o 4
eh  Ddeved
FEVER oo e L =51
Colipd" T KANOWTEONT REMEMBER ... ... &
EEFUSEDNMWO ANEWER. ... i s b
230 | Inthe past 12 months, have yos expersenced any of the YES M
Tollowaig proddems, relared wo Bago playiag?
ajp  mensy proelems al MOMEY FROBLEMS 1 X
ki comdlici with family or friends by CONFLICT WITH FAMILY i X
x1  oiher. speeily. O FRIEMDS
xp OTHER: i I
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SECTION 3 REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH

Mo | weddlid I o ask alou all of the chiakeen il vodl may have given hind o durieg your life.

3 | Hawve yedd ever given Beah? How many chakines hsve vei NITMBER OF CHILDREN EORMN ... I
given barih i that were alive when ihey were bom? IF iR MORE .= | ==&l
JINCLUDE BIRTHE WHEREE THE BABY DNDX'T LIVE
FR LM e L TH1
A | Hewe you ever been pregram t TES i i || ==laid
o 2 | =30l
MAYBENOTSURE . 3 | =Xid
DN TENOWTDONTREMEMBER ... 3 | = S0E
REFUSEDVNO AMSWER ... ... ... ... 9 | = S1d
aE | How many children do vou bave, wheo ane alive mowT CHILDEEMN i I n 1
RECORD NUMBER MOME i i 1H1

34 | Hove yei ever given Beth 1o 2 boy o 8 girl who was bom
alive, Bl Laee died T This ceuld be arany age.

IF N PROFE: Any Baby who cied or showed signs ol lis
vt survived Tod ondy o Tew hours or days?

35 | ay  How masy sons have died? af BOME EAD s N 1
B How sany doaillen have di2d? i AUGHTERS DEAD ... 1
{THIS 15 ABRDUT ALL AGES) IF MOME EMTER
A | Dhe ¢did)y all yoer children heve the sese Biclogical Taler, o | ONEFATHER ... |
meore than one fiher? MORE THAM ONE FATHER . ... ... a
NiA (NEVER HAD LIVE BIRTHG........ ... T | - 5E
DR T ENOWD T REMEMBER .. ]
REFUSEDVNG AMSWER ... oL q

T | How poany of your chiblesn receive fnancaal suppee om
iheir fatherdsi® 'Would vom =iy mone, somae or 2l

IF QRLY ONE CHILD AND SHE 3AYS “YES, CODE 'V

{“ALL.

Mg || Howw many times have vou been preznamt? [nelode A TOTAL MO OF PREGHANCIES. ..[ 1 |
pregmarscies thal did mot ond up in a Inoe barthe, sad i voa are B PEEGHAMCIES WITHTWINS . . [ 1
PrEEmanE o, Vour cument pregnancy’ i PEEGHARCIES WITH TRIFLETS ... [ 1
PRECEE. How sany pregneacies were swith twiss wiples?

W || Hawe yon ever had a pregnmcy that mascarried. or ended moa | a) MISCARRISGES [ .
Aillbirih® Cor g gtoriion® Ei STILLEIRTHS . [ .|
FEOEE: How many tmses did yon miscamy, bow many times | o) ABDRTIONS e I 1
i wou have a illbirth, anmd B ey limes did o aban? IF MOME ENTER 00

30 Are yon pregnant now T WES e I | =8

L 2 |
MAYHE i } =R
I3y EITHER & OF H; IF FEEGRANT NOW === | &, [M1] = [H® a=hic) %=
| ] + | k| & || x| =__
IF NAFT PREGRANT MW s B. [300] i [ 3 e | -
| Ma¥a) E LY || 2uc] -

YERIFY THAT AKDITHMNN ALDY: UF T THE SAME
FIGURE. IF 5UOT. PEOBE AGALN AN COREECT.

P | o old wene veis when yoid Girar bod sex [moenooese)? AGE YEARS (MORE OR LESE) ... I 11
MOTHADSEX i i 9 | -85
IF WECESSARY: Wo delme sexual intereowrse as oml sex,
aral or vagimal peneration REFUSEDVNO ANSWER oo, ug
W b Aug il I
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P0E | Hhowe would youo describe the first ime dhal yom had sex T WANTED TO HAVESEX . i
Would you =ay that yop wareed io bave sex, yon &d nol NOTWANT BUT HAD SEX . 1
WAl I have sek Bn 0 Eappendd sy 'way . of Weie you FIRCED TO HAVE 3EX e 3
Forced wo bave sex?! DN TENOWTDONTEEMEMBER ... 3
REFUSEDVMO AMSWER ... oo ]
TIMESC | Wias the Gsn cime you Bad sex wich the peracd Wl Was (i | USBEANDVPARTNER. . o i
e time of Later) your husbusd/colabiting panner, of was it | crpipnsiE ELSE oo 2
with someone else? REFUSED /N0 ANSWER ... 4
1MKSs | The number of sexunl pansess women have had differs o Jo
fredn person &0 porson. Some women report having had one | PARTRERS . ... I [ | I |
sen pariner. some 2 oor more. and sl others repont many.
even S o meee, In vour life bow many different men kave | DONT KENOWDOMNT REMEMBERS9E
you Bl s with? REFLUSEDVMO ARMSWER ... ... .. Lk
IF NEEDED PROBE: Mode or kess: [ & nol need be Know
e =50 vl
10150 | IF BHE PARTHER IM 085y ASK:
Dridl weas have 2ex in the past 12 momhs? [F YES, ENTER PARTHNERS .. ... .. 1 W 1
el
[F RONE ENTER “HI™ | DENT KNOWMIHNT REMEMBER ... L L]
REFUSEDVMO ANMSWER ... .o 4
IF MORE THAN ONE PARTNERE IN 11805, 45K
Wnth kew many of the=e men did vou have =ex inthe past
12 myonaks?
INCLUDE CUREENT FPARTHNER 1M THE TOT AL
AL | Have you gver used anything o tried in sny way, o delay | YES o, 1
or avoid geiling pregran B oot 2 | =315
NA KNEVER HAD INTERCOURSEY ... T | =55
DOW T KENOWDONT REMEMBEER ... ]
REFUSELVMO AMSWER ... oo L]
iz Acre voul cesrently deisgg sometluig , of usmg ey meled, o | YES 1
deday or mvid genting pregnaal? L 2| =3IE
DO T ENOWDONT REMEMBER ... H
REFLUSEDVMO ARMSWER ... oo, 4
EN ] Whal {Exind methed e vod cirmemly asing?! FPILLTABLETS .. IH
INFECTABRLES .. e n2
IF BHERE THAN ONE, GNLY MARE AN METH{OD IMPLANTS (NOBRPLANTI oo 3
L 18]
DIAPHEAGRMFOAMIELLY . ... ... 1B
CALEMDARMUCUS METHOD ... ... i
FEMALE STERILIEZATION .. .o L
COMDOMS M | =3
MALE STERILIZATION (oo, (| E I R
WITHDRAWAL .coooveeerreeeeeert s 10 | waps
HERBS .o 1l
DEIMEG WATER AFTER SEX ... ... 12
TAKE & BATHCLEA™ AFTER SEX .13
OTHER: .
DENTEKNOWTONT REMEMBER
REFUSEDVNO AMSWER
4 Dies your curresl hushandpamner Reow that you se wig | TES o
a mzthedd of Tamily planning? L
BiA KO CURRENT HUSEAKDUPARTHER 7
DN TENOWTDHONTEEMEMBER ... ]
REFUSEDVHO AMSWER ... ... ... ... e
W b Aug il Ir
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Kl Has'did your currerd’mos| recend bushandpartner ever i
refused 1o mee & methed or dned fo stop you from g o 2 | =317
imiethesl 1 avedd geming pesgnaal T | %4
DN TENOWTDONTEEMEMBER ... 8 —TEs
REFUSEDVNO AMSWER ... ..o a9 =T
b In what ways did he lei you know ther be disapproved of TaGLD ME HE DI ROT APPEOYE ... ... A
uging methods 10 avoid peiting pregran ¥ EHOUTEMGOT ARGEY o [
THREEATENED TR BEATME ... ... i
MARK ALL THAT AFPLY THREATENED TO LEAVETHREOW ME
OUTOFHOME ... . i)
HEAT MEFHYSICALLY ASSAULTED....... E
TOOE (. DESTROYED METHCD ... F
OTHER K
a Acpan (Fem Wikl you have okl me Befor, T woild new liks
D sk s apecilic quesDione aboul comdodns = XK
Have you ever used a condom with your cumrent'moest recent
husbandpariner ¥ DOW T KENOWDONT REMEMBER ... ]
REFLUSEDVEO ARMSWER ... ..o ... 4
3 Ta | The last time thai you had sex with your currentfmosi recend | YES oo i
husband'pariner & sou use 5 consdom? B 2
DOET ENOWDONT REMEMBER ... ]
REFUSEDVNO AMSWER ... ... ... .. o
EIE ] Have vou ever wked your comenbimost receni B i |
hushand/pariner to w2 coadom Fd e s s s s 2
DOET ENOWDN T REMEMBER ... ]
REFUSEDNND AMSWER
EIRY Has your cermeni‘most regem bushandspamner ever refused
I wse 5 cnndoms’! =54
DN TENOWTDONTREMEMBER .. 4 | =54
REFUSEDVMO ARMSWER ... oo, b s
Ax In what ways did he lei you know ther be disapproved of TaGLD ME HE DI ROT APPEOYE ... ... A
uzing & eondom? EHOUTEMGOT ARNGEY o I
THREEATENED TR BEATME ... ... i
BARE ALL THAT aFPLY THEEATENED T LEAYETHEOW ME
DUTOF HOME o i Ik
HEAT MEFHYSICALLY ASSAULTED....... E
TOOK OF DESTROYED METHOD ... . F
ACCUSEDR ME OF BEING UNFAITHFULS
MOT & GO0 WORIAN .. L
LAUGHED AT/MOT TAKE ME SERIGUE | H
EAIL T 15 NOT NECESZARY e 1
OTHEE K
W b Aug il iz
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HBEFOHE STARTING WITH SECTIEN 4:

REVIEW RESFURNSES ANEMARE EEPRODUCTIVE HISTORY ON REFERENCE =sHEET, KX K,

SECTHES 4 CHILDEEN

CHEUK: ANY LIVE BEIRTHS il LIVE BEIETHS [ ] == =5

Hef. Shicel, by B, paisl ) [ 1

e | i 4 72i

SO0 || 1 weeld Bl 1o azk aboul the s tine el yoe gave bink DAY e | W 1
{Live hirth, regardless of whether the chald &= =il alove or MONTH e i | 01
weck |, W'hat 1= dhe daie of hirch of ihis child ? YEAR N | |

02 | What i was given o vour last bom child? MAME:

I (MAME] & boy or o giel?

403 | 1s your Last beemi <hild (HAME] sl alive?

M | Howw ofd was iNAME] at hishaer lasi bidbaday? AGEIN YEARS . o [ N 1| ==d
RECORD AGE 1IN COMFPLETED YEARS IFROTYETCOMPLETED | YEAR .. | o iy
CHECE AGE WITH HIETH DATE

A% | Hoew obd was iNAME] when hadshe died? YEARS i i i [ 11

MONTHS (IF LESS THAN | YEAR) .. I 01
DAYS (IF LESE THAMN 1 M{OWNWNTH)..... . I U 1

din | CHECE IF DATE F BIRTH OF LAST CHILD (1 Q00 | S0R MORE YEARS AGO 1| =i
1% MOEE OF LESS THAN 5§ YEARES 400 LESS THAN S YEARS AGO e 2

407 | T wernldd Be 10 ask yom abeur your ksl pregeancy. AL e lime | BECOME PREGMNANT THEM ... 1
o became pregnant with this child (MAMEL. did yeoa want o | WAIT UNTIL LATER. .o, .
o pregnaat then, did you want &0 wasl saial laer, did MOT WANT CHILDEEM o e i ]

v wani no dmored children, or did vou noi mind either way® | NOT MIND EITHERE WAY .. 4
DT KROWTDONTEEMEMHBER ... ]
BEFLSELMO AMBWER i e u
0K | Ak the dime you became pregnant with this child i(NAME) &d | BECOME PEEGHANT THEM .. ... |
wonr bvpsbarad ‘peariner want you to become pregnant then, did WAIT UNTIL LATER . i, 2
bee war to wail until Iater, did he want no (mere) children at
all, of S he sod mad coler way?

A | When yoo were pregnant with thes child (NAME), did vou soe
anyora fora pregnancy check-ap?
IF YES: "Whom did voea ses?

Adpade ebeT
MARK ALL THAT APPLY

410 | hd yoor hoshand pariner stop sou, enceurage you, of have me | STOPF i e e s
interest in whether yim seceived o checlong For your EMCOURAGE —.c.cvoeeees e eeeerv e
[pregnay? WO IMTEREST

DN T KROW TN T EEMEMHBER
REFUSEDVMNO ANSWER ... ovvvvee v

A1 | When yom were pregnant with this child (MAME], did vour I |
tvpebomad ‘praminer havoe prederence for 2 son, 3 dasghierordid it | DAUGHTER ... ..o
e Eller Lo himn whether 0w a boy of & ginl? HOMNOT MATTER ... et

DT KROWTON T EEMEMHBER
REFUSEDVMNO AMNSWER ... .o v

W Ik Aug I ra
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A1k | Dwring this pregnaney, did youo conseme any aleobols drmks?
1% || During this pregnaey, did yop smoke any cigaretes or use
oo
dl4 | Were you given a iposimaial | check-up o any time durrg the
& oweeks afer dalivery ¥
M, CHILD ROT YET SIX WEEKE OLD ... i
DEMT KROWDONT REMEMBER ... K
REFUSEDVMO ANSWER ... ... .. .
415 || W= thi= child {NAME) weizhed w birh? L P
L g7
DT KWW DOXNT REMEMBER =417
EEFLUSEDVMO AMEBWER e .
416 || How soech dsd he'dhe weigh? Kii FROM CARD [
RECORD FREOM HEALTH CARD WHERE POSSIELE K FROM RECALL I U I 2
BON T KROWDON TREMEMBER ... B
EEFUSEDVMO AMEWER . s u
417 | Do yom have any chillren gged betwesn 5 and 12 vearsT How | NUMBER T
mnany T Cirelude 5-vea-cld amd | 2-vear-cld chilien) WONE e H | s=y5
AlE | ad  How many are boys? AN E e [ 1
BE How meany ane gids? BIGIRLS o i i [ 1
MAKE SURE OMLY CHILDEEY ACED 5-11 YEARS,
419 | How many of these chikdien {ages 5-17 years) carmenly live | aiBOYE e, I 1
with you? FROBE: WIGIRLS ., I 1
aj  How ssany Boys? IF "0 FOR BOTH SEXES ==== G T == =55
Bl How sany giels?
420 || Dhy sy of ducse chaldeen (ages 5-12 years) YES e [
a)  Hawe fregiical nighimae? ay MNIGHTMARES 1 2 3
bl x
i Wt thair bed ofien? 1 WET BEL» i 2 d
db Are sy of these chakdeen very fimid or withdrawn? di TIMID i 2 d
@) Are any of them agpressive wiih you or other childon? 21 ARGERESSIVE | 2 d
421 || Ohese children {ages 5-12 years), Bow many o yoer boays AINUMHBER OF BOYS RUM AWAY ... I 1
and Few mnany of your girls have ever mun away Teom e T bl NUMBER OF GIRLS BUN AWAY [ 1
IF MOE EMTER 0"
422 | Of these children Gages 512 years ), hivw many of yoar boys A IYE e [ 1
and Bew mnany of your girls ae2 soadyingfin schoal?
=45
42% | Hawe any of these children had o repaot {faided) o vear ar
sazhonlT
MAKE SURE OMNLY CHILGREN AGED 5-12 YEARS.
424 || Hawve any of the=e children stopped school for o while or

dropiped oat of schoal 7
MAEKE SURE ONLY CHILDREN AGEDR 5-12 YEARS.
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SECTION 3 REFPRODUCTIVE HEALTH

MNow I wounld Like to ask about all of the children that you may have given birth to during vour lifa.
301 | Have vou ever given birth? How many cluldren have yon NUMBER. OF CHILDRENBOEN ....[ ][ ]
ziven birth o that were alive when they wers bom? IF10RMORE .= |=303
(INCLUDE BIRTHS WHERE THE BABY DIDN'T LIVE
FOR LONG) .00
302 | Have vou ever been pregnant? 1| =303
NO.... .1 | =310
\M'I‘BE‘JOT SLRE 3| =310
DON'T ENOW/DON' T RE\{E\iBER .8 | =310
REFUSEDNOANSWER ... @ | =310
303 | How many children do you have, who are alive now? CHILDREN . )
FECORD NUMBER. NONE ..o ecemscecescenerenes OO
304 | Have vou ever given birth to 2 boy or a girl who was bom YES ereeeneanatssmteseanbesasesasanemsmemtmsmtetmseraseneeas |
alive, but later died” This could be at auy age. N e 2 | =306
IF N0, PROBE: Any baby who cried or showed signs of life
but survived for only a few hours or days?
305 | ) How many sons have died? 3) SONSDEAD ... [ I 1]
b) How many daughters have died? b) DAUGHTERS DEAD.. el A ]
(THIS IS ABOUT ALL AGES) IF NONE ENTER “00°
306 | Do (did) all your children have the same biclogical father. or | ONE FATHEE. . .1
more than one father? MOFE THAN O\J'E FA’I’HER -2
NAMNEVERHADLIVE BIR.TH]I T | =208
DON'T ENOW/DON'T R.EME‘»IBER .8
REFUSED/NO ANSWER.... e ®
307 | How many of your children receive financial support fom NONE 1
their father(s)? Would you say none, some or 2117 SOME .o e e e B
ALL. ... .3
IF ONLY ONE CHILD AND SHE SAYS “YES, CODE ‘3" | N/A . .7
("ALL"). DON’ T K}IGW ’DCN T REME‘»IBER .B
REFUSED/NO ANSWER. ... e
308 | How many omes have you been pregnant” Include 3) TOTAL NO. OF PR_'EG\IAI\ CTES [ I 1
preguancies that did not end up in 2 Iive birth, and if vou are b) FREGNANCIES WITHTWINS .......[ ]
PreZnant now, VOUI CIITent preznancy’ ¢) PREGNANCIES WITH TRIPLETS .....[ ]
PROBE: How manv pregnancies were with twins, friplets”
300 | Have you ever had a pregpancy that miscamried, or ended ina | a) MISCARRIAGES ... 1 ]
sullbirth? Or an abordon? b) STILLBIRTHS ... ... [ X 1]
PROBE: How many times did you nuscarry, how many times | ¢) ABORTIONS ..o [ ]
did you have 3 sallbirth, and how many times did you sbort? | IF WONE ENTER. “00°
PROBE MAYNEED TO BE LOCALLY ADAPTED
310 | Are vou pregnant now? YES.. 1l =A
MAYEE . S
DO EITHER AORB: IF PREGNANT NOW = A [301] _ + [309 a=b+c] +1=
[308a] +[308b] _ +[2x308c]_ = ___
IF NOT PREGNANT NOW ===~ B. [301] ____ + [309 a+b+c] =
[308a] +[308b] _ +[2x308c] __ =

VERIFY THAT ADDITION ADDS UP TO THE SAME
FIGURE. IF NOT, FROBE AGAIN AND CORRECT.

03112012 14
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SECTIIN 5 CUREENT OR MOST RECESNT HUSBEANINFARTNER
CHECK: CUHERENTLY MARKIELD, {¥K FORMERLY MARRKIELDY MNEVEHR MAERIEIVN
Mk, <heei, LIVING WITH A LIVENG WITH & MANS NEVER LIVED WITH A
Hox & MAMEMNGAGED OR DATI™NG ENGAGED O DATIMNG A | MAN (NEVER WALE
AMALE PARTVER MALE FARTNER PARTNER)
(Options K. L [ ] (iiption ) I 1 (ption M1 | | = | =S
i 1 ] it
iri [
il Dol v TR ool D el e & Batle absain your AGE (YEARS} e, I n 1
correnimosi recen besbsand parner. How old is your
hushandipariner {compleied years)?
FROBE: MORE OF LESS
IF MOET RECENT HUSEANDET AR THER DIED: How
i weapld he ba pow il he were alive?
Sz In what vear wis ha bom T WEAR I | |
CORN'T BRNOWTEN'T EEMEMBER ... 900k
EEFUSEDNMO ANEWER .o, i
ST a | Whene is B feom T 18 B Toorn the s disiren e you? SAMEDIETRICT . 1
AMOTHER THSTRIECT . ... ' ]
AMOTHER COURTEY i ]
CTHER: Lo
T ENCW/DIN'T REMERMEER ... ]
REEFUSENNG ANEWER ... L) ]
S0k Can {ooald) ke read and wnite T s i
PREE b 2
ON'T EMNOW/EEIN'T REMEMEER. ... ... [
REEFUSEDZ ™ ANEWER ... ... ... q
S Diid ke ever sbend schonl T N s 1
B e | =500
T ENCW/DEN'T REMERMEER ... ]
REFUSEDNMF ANEWER ... ... ... q
505 al  What is the highesi level of education ihat he PRIMARY |- | T—— i
achieved? MARE HEGHEST LEVEL. SECOMDARY L1 2
HIGHER L (S L]
DTHER{3PECIFYY .. A
N T RN s ]
) CONYERT TOTAL YEARS IV SCHOGL, NUMBER OF YEARS SCHOOLING ] 1] ]
[OP T KRNOWITON'T EEMEMBER ... ... 1
EEFUSEINMO ARSWER i o i
5ib IF CIURRENTLY WITH HUSHAMNNPARTNER: Is he
cerrently werking, basking Tor work of uiemploved, setired
or windying 7
IF FOT CURREXTLY WITH HUSBANDFARTNEE: DISABLEDVLONG TERM S5ICE _.. s
Towands the end of your relatoaship was he working, DT ENOW DN T REMEMBEER ... K
leaking for work of memplsed, setined of sludyig ! EEFUSEDNMNO ANEWER il t
i Whin diad hiz Lt job fnish? Was inin the past 4 wecks, [N THE FAST4 WEEKS ... |
Bermwesn 4 weeks and 12 sseqths sgo. or before thar! {FOR AWES - 12MOMTHS &GO ... ' ]
BMOST RECENT HUSBANDPARTNER! in the lisa 4 MHHRE THARM 12 MHIMNTHS AT .. ... L]
ek of in the lisr 12 months of your relationsbap !y NEVER HAD A M ..o A | =500
CON'T KRNOWTEN'T EEMEMBER ... ... K
EEFUSEDNMNO ANEWER il t
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SE What kind off work doestdid he normally do? PROFESSIONAL: al

SEMI-EEILLED: nx
SFECIFY EIND OfF WiHE IHSKILLEDMAKLUAL: ik}
POLICE: a4
FTHER: Th
CORN'T BHNOWTEN'T EEMEMBER ... Ok
EEFUSEDNMO ANEWER e i s o

g o often desaidid v hsBaned'panser drink alochol?

I, Every day or searly every day EVERY DAY OR NEARLY EVERY DAY ...1
2, Omee or rwice 5 week CMCE O TWICE & WEEE ... ..o 2
5 1= rimes mmonth =5 TIMES IN A& MOMTH s ]
4. (recasiomally . les= than cnce a monih LESS THAMN OMCE & MONTH ... . 4

5, Mover/les=s than once a yean'stopped more than 3 FEVER i £ | =512
VT g [OP T KRNOWITON'T EEMEMBER ... ... E
REEFUSENNG ANEWER ..o L) ]

RIL I ke past |2 momehe (I the Jast |2 mordbes of your les BAET DAY S s i
relstinnshiph. b ofien have you seen (did you see) vour WEEKLY oo i i 2
hushandipariner drunk ™ Wouold you soy most divs, weekly, | DNOCE A BMONTH . L]
onge a mondh, kess than once 3 month, or never LESS THAN ONCE & MONTH ... ... ]

MNEVER s k]
BON'T ENOW/EEIN'T REMEMEE
REEFUSED ™ ANEWER ... ... ... b

Al I ke past |2 monehs (I the Jast |2 mordbs of vour YES DD
relatinnshipl, have you eapericiosd sy of e lllowing
preddeme, related o your husheadparines”s drinking ul MOMEY FROBLEME 1 2

by FARILY PROBLEMS 1 2
ab  Money probless
by Family prohless = ITHEHR: | 2
%1 Amy other problems, specify.

512 D aridinl yover hisband parmeer ever e Jugs (o8,
ok pana ! EVERY DAY OR NEARLY EVERY DAY ...1
Wisild you zay: CHCEGRTWICE A WEEK ... ..o ... ' ]

I.  Bwvery day or rearly every day I =3 TIMES TN MICNTH . e L]
2 Oimee or fonce 3 week LESS THAN ONCE & MONTH ... . 4
3 1= Yoimes a monih L 5
A4, Decazionally, less fhan oree 5 month IM THE PAST, MOT MNOW h
5. Mewver
T ENCW /DON'T REMEMEER ... ]
REFUSED ™ ANEWER ... ..o k')

1% | Sawee you have known him, bas he ever been invalved ina | YES e e e 1

physical frghi wiih anoither man? L P | =505
COP T KRNOW DRONT EEMEMBER ... B | =55
REFUSEDN™ ANSWER ... ..o ... ')

Sl4 I ke pasi |2 momehe (I the Jast |2 mordbs of the WEVERMOT 1IN PAST 12 MONTHE ... ... i
relationshipl. has this happened once or twice, & Few times, | DMNCEORE TWICE.. ... b
iy LA § OF never? AFEW (351 TIMES .. k]

MAMNY (MORETHAN SITIMES ... .. A
T ENOW /DON'T REMEMEER ... ]
REFUSED™ G ANSWER ... ..o ... ')

15 | Has your cermnt'most rege bushond paniner had o B 1

relationship with sy other women while buing with you | RO i 1 | =517
MAY HAVE i i ]
COR T KRNOW DRONT EEMEMBER .. ... B | =517
BEEFUSEDNMG ANSWER oo u

516 Has your cermenbmogl recent bishosdipanner hel clakien | YES et an 1

with any siher woman while bearg with voa? M0
MAY HAVE i i %
COP T KRNOW DRONT EEMEMBER .. ... K
EEFUSEDNMNO ANEWER i ol 0
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I NRUL I ML
07 Howe often deaidid your hpsband'pareer drink kiava
iprogi? EVEREY Day O NEARLY EVERY DAY .1
l.  Ewery day of e aly every day CMCE R TWICE A WEEK 2
2. e of Twhce o weeck -3 TIMES 1IN A MONTH ... ...
3. 1-Fnimes o sssith LEES THAN ONCE A MONTH
4. Owcasionally, less than s o Sacarly NEVER s 5| =519
5. Meverless than once a year'stopped moee than a year COM'T KNOWIEON'T EEMEMBER ... ... L]
T EEFUSEDNMNO AMEWER il 0
S5k Irondes past 12 ool (08 the lasr 12 momalo off youp YES M
relationship), have you experienced sy of the Tollowing
probdeme, related o sour hushandipariner’s use of kava al MOMEY FROBLEME i 2
iprogi! by FARILY PEOBLEM= i 2
ab  Momey prohless
ki Family probless =y OTHER: i 2
%1 Ary niher problems, specify.
514 How oiten deszsidid veur heband'pareser gooibde (o
gamb{rrg) T EVERY Day O NEARLY EVERY DAY .1
I. Bwvery day or mearly every day OHCE O TWICE & WEEE ... .o 2
2 Oimee or fonce 3 week 1= TIMES IN & MOMNTH ..o L]
3 I-%times amonth LESS THAN ONCE & MONTH ... ... ]
A4, Decazionally, less fhan oree 5 month L | =ebh
A Meverles dan oied & year'Sopped neee has a yeu CON'T ENCW/DEIN'T REMEMBER ... ... ]
L] REEFUSEDZ ™ ANEWER ... ... ... b
530 I ke past |2 monehe (I the Jast |2 mordbe of vour YES DO
relatinnshipl, have you eapericiosd sy of e lllowing
preddeme, related wo your Bushaadipasines”s gamhbling? ul MOMEY FROBLEME 1 2
by FARILY PROBLEMS 1 ]
ab  Money probless
Iy Family poohlesss 5y CITHEH: 1 ]

%1 Ay other problems, speciy.
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EECTION®& ATTITUIFES
In Mauni ord clsewkene, people have different ideas aboul Tamilics and whit @ acceplable behaviour for sen and
winmen b the Boame. 1 am going to fead yoi o listof seemens, and 1 weald Dl veud o el me whsither von
generally aEve: o disigiees with he Satenenl, T o no righl of wiod mawes,
tll] || A good wite obeys her besbard oven if she dizagrees
ik
GOE | T s Esporiant Fog o Ssan b skow his wide whes s e
L
il
1S || [i's @ wile'= chligation to have sex with ber hushand
evem if she doesn't deel like
il
T || 1 yor opinion, doss a man have a geod rese o hil
his wire it YES ]} DE
ay  She does nod complete her houschold work o his
walisfaction 3 HOLUEEHHLD i 2 ]
bl She disoheys him b [HESDREYS i 2 ]
&) She rebeses to bave sesual relaons with him o1 MO SEX | 2 B
db She ks him whether be has other girliriends di GIELFREIEMDE | 2 ]
@) Hesdzpecis that dhe s anfaridiil &1 BUSPECTS | 2 ]
Il He finds ot theal she hic Been aad el Il UMNFAITHFLUL | 2 ]
GE | T o opinion, ce o @armed somes refiss o have
sz wisth Ber hushand i YES o (] DE
) She doesn'n want o 3 MOT WANT i 2 ]
B He = drunk hi  [HELINE I 2 ]
i Bhe issick i SHCK i 2 ]
dk  He mastreals her di MISTEEAT i 2 ]
W b Aug il I
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SECTIHNT RESPUKDENT AND HER HUSHAMDNPARTSNER
CHECk: EVEHR MARRIEINEYER LIVING WITH A NEVER MARRIEINSEYER LIVEI
Fel, dherd, Fox A SMANMMALE PARTNER WITH A& MANNEVER WALE
((hprioms K, L, Mi§ | PARTNER
4 ihption N1 [ | == | =510
|2 i |2

Whien ton people mary of live weether, they wually share both good and had moments. | wonld mow like o gk yoo some
uissieas whesil o caren and past relationaige and Baw vour BisBarlpanser weots (eeatad) v 1 woild g Hke 1o
asRdEe youl thal your aievwers wall e kepl coalidential, and thar yoi e Sol heve & ansWwer any gueaoas B vod do el Wit

b, Mlay | oontinme:T

0| ke gerseral. do {did) veo snd yowur (surrent o meet recentd YES Mk K
hushand/pariner discuss the follmwing iopics ogether:
o} Thisgs U have heppened 1o ki in the day gl HIS DAY I z £
by Thiss et happen 1o veid durisg the &y hi  YOUR DAY I 2 £
b Weldn wormies of [eliigs ¢l YOUR WiRRIES | 2 £
i Hhis wormes o feelongs di HIS WOERIES i X &
2t | b vour relaiionship with sour dourrem o mosi recenth BARELY i i |
hustand/parirer, how often would yvou say that vou SOMETIMES ... x
quarrelled? Woskd you =ay rarely. someiimes o often T DIFTERN i i i ssrinis ]
COR T BESNOWDON'T REMEMBER ... ... K
EEFUSEDNSD ANSWER . i i 0
T ] Dam o going B aik voll abodl soime A& HIOMNLY ASE IF
sibztions fhal are ue For many women. YES' [M MEN
Thinkarg wteant your hushand’pariner or Hiiz ehas kappened in
any other besband or parieer theil vom may the pi=t |12 months?
hiwe Beadd Bsclods hin, wedild yon &ay i is YES M YES PuCE
generally tnie el he:
af  Tries bo Leap Yoo Troom desing yoar a)  EEEING FEIEMDE I s I 2
Il
I} Tries b restncl coniel with yeur Bl CONTACT FAMILY ] x ] b
family of birih
e Irewts o knowing where you e al gl WANTE TO EXOW i X i 2
all times
s
b Cheis magry o you speak with another el GETS ANGEY I s I 2
i
U} b cdied suspiosss hal voi one i EUSPICICUS ] z ] 3
undaithial
g1 Ewxpect= you to sk his permassion 2l HEALTH CAEE i X i 2
betore secking healih care for sourse|t
Iy Wour bushasd pannes relses o gve .
et esagh mamey T hougebold ki REFUSES MONEY I ] 1 2
expenses, even when he bas momsey Tor
oiher thirgsT
CHECK: MARK WHEN YES FOR ANY ACT (AT MARK WHEN ALL ANSWERS Nk
s on LEAST ONE =1" CIRCLED I COLUMMN A | CTRCLED ONLY “F CIRCLED IN
Tt [ 1 CORLUNN A [1 i T
i
Tl W the behaviour you jusi iaked abopt CUBRRENT/SOST EECENT HUSEAMDY FARTHER |
[MENTHHN ACTS REPFORTED [N T35 b FREVHMS HUSBAMNINFARTNER ..o 1
bk By olir Caimenl of Bl PEceil BOTH e 3
hesleamed panaer, by any other Bushad or DONT KNOWDONTEEMEMBER ... ... ... .
puaitied 7 Cheal oo By Fave hid béfore oF both? | REFUSEDVNO ANSWER ..o i i 5
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T | The next questsons sre abopt thing = that A B [ ¥
happen o many women, and that your NYE= Flas this Imi ek past |2 momeh= | [hd this happen
CRETEN ramiesr, of Ay olher puamser may ennikinis happeaod i sl yoil &ay That Bexfe the past 12
liswis degie 2 yo. with B. the pas 13 this hes Bopperssd meaths?
Ir My sliip | monthsT e, a [ew lies of IF TES: would you
Hlas yoar cirment esbared'panmser, of any o el LEF YES ask © | maay lssesT &ay Thal this hias
niher parimer ever. ... wlem and 13, IT M8 teppsened oneo, a fow
ask I¥ amly| times or many times?
YES [ YES M0 Ui Few  Mlany Mo Cme Few  Sany
ab  Freuleed vou or made yoo foeel had i 2 | 2 i 2 X 0 i i 1
ahoul yoprsell?
ki Belitiled or bealiated you in from of i 2 i 1 i 2 X i i 2 i
oiher peopke™
cb Do dhings b seare or inbmadiio you 1 ¥ ] 1 i 2 ] i 1 i 1
of [P (g8, By the way he ookl
oy, by yelling and smashing
things}! | 2 | 2 ] 2 L] qa | 2 L]
i Verbally threatened 1o beri yom or
SOITIIHIE YOU care abopt !
CHECK: | MAEK WHEN YES FOR ANMY ACT (AT MARK WHEN ALL ANSWERE N CTRCLED
Guestion | LEAST ONE “1™ CIRCLED IN COLUSN 4) VONILY “F CIRCLED [N COLUMN &)
T 11 1 =705
b
T e Was the belunwisir vou jer lnlked abour | CURRENT/MOST RECENT HUSHANDY FPARETHER ... |
[MEMTION ACTS REPORTEDR IM T04) | PREVIOUS HUSBRANDPARTHER ... ... 2
by woar  guprent or omoE mesemt | BOTH e i
huskandipariner, by any other bushand or | DONT KROWDON T REMEMBER ... ... . ]
pariner that yon may bave kad bedore or | EEFUSEDMO SMEWER . i 4
hoth T
i Al Bi (] O
(If YEX Has this Efa Ele puagl 12 Dl st Beapopsnn Bzl
ennikinis happeaod i months woild yoa | the paa 11 menths?
Has he or any oiber pariner cver. . with K. ihe past 12 say thad this has [F YES: would vou say
I Mok elisip | months T happened oace. 2 that thaz bz happened
o s i YES pak C | few times ormany | onee, 3 few teses or
wlem and 11, TR | fiesesT many fimesT
ask Db smly}
YES MO YES MO Chiz Few  Many | Mo O Few  Many |
ab  Slapped vou or theown somethng o i I ] 1 i 1 i ] i 1 1
oot cotild b you?
Iy Pushed you e shoved veud or palled 1 X 1 1 1 1 3 i [} 1 1
yares haie?
¢} Bl vesd with his fist o with something | 1 z 1 b i 1 ‘o L - R |
i Thar comdd Bum yoa?
iy Bkked yon, dragged yon or beaien i X ] . | 3 3 ] i 1 1
yom up
g} Chobed or bumt you on punposs T 1 I i 1 1 1 3 ] i 1 1
I Theeateaed with of acually esed &
g, Knire or oiluer we apn sgoins 1 X 1 1 1 a 1 i I 1 L]
!
CHECK: | MARE WHEN YES FORE ANY ACT (AT MARK WHEMN ALL ANSWERSE MO CTRCLED
LRITECH 1S LEAST CONE “17 CIRCLED IN COLUMMN A TOENLY “27 CIRCLED IN COELURN A)
TE [ 1 1 =Tk
4
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-l

|-t

1 n

1

WS 2 Wos the bohavieor sou mst dalked abom | CUREENT/MOST BECENT HUSEAMDY PARTHER |
IMENTHMN ACTS REPORTED M 7055 by | FREVIOUS HUSBANDIPARTRER ... ... i d
VOAIT Cuime il of Bl reden hushandiparner, by | BOTH e .3
aity ethier hushand or parner thet yos may hove | DONT ENOWTON'T EEMEMBEER 4
fuad heloge of Body? REFUSER™MO ANSWEHR ..o v El
T A B i (13
(NYES Flas this [omy ez past |2 Do ehas beappeen bsefore
caniniis happened o miiths would ves | e past 12 moiihs?
with B. 1he gt 12 iy 3 this has IF YES. woukll voed suy
Ir NdF skiip | months™ heppened cace. o that thirs Bas happenesd
1o niesd L YES ssk T | few fimes or meany | once, 3 fow Deses or
Hem) and 13, 0T MOE | fimmesT many limaesT
ask IF amly|
YES DO
YES PO | Dee Few  Many | Mo O Few  Many |
ab D wour comeni hushand pariner or i X ] . i . 3 ] i 1 1
any olher hesbarad pranner over force
v b have sexual migreourse when
worn i noi wani o, for example by
threstening wou or halding you down?
IF HECESSARY : We delliie sl
inlerceiise il cial sk, anal or vaginal
petetralion.
by Dvid vou ever have sexpal intercours: i I ] 1 i 1 3 ] i 1 1
vom did noi wan 10 becips yow were
afraid of whal your pariner or any
oiher besbarad or parerer might do if
yorm pedused 7
b D your Bushad pasines or any olher 1 z 1 1 1 1 3 a ] 1 ]
hustand oo pamer ever Tomed you o
do anyihing else sewmal that wou did
o waird o that ¥ou found degrading
or humiliaiing ¥
CHECK: MARK WHEN YES FOR ANY ACT (AT RMARK WHEMN ALL ANSWERS N0 CTRCLED
s on LEAST ONE =1" CIRCLED IN COLUMMN A | pONLY ©3 CIRCLED [N COLUSMN &)
T | . i 1 =TT
T d Was e behavicur yeu jes eked abom | CUREENTRMOSET RECEMT HUSEANMDY PARTMNER |
{MENTION ACTS REFURTED BN Tl by yoiir | FREVIOUS HUSHANDIPARTNER ..o, 2
cureenl of sesl recenl hsbandipameer, by any | BOTH i
ol Bushand or pamner thet ved mey have had | DONTT ENOWDON'T EEMEMBEER . ... ... H
I [ o Bl REFUSEDRN™NO ANSWEH ... NPT _':l
T VERIFY WHETHER ANSWERED YES TO ANY YES, FHYEICAL VHMLENCE ... _.....oo... I | MARK IN
DUESTION QRN PHYSIC AL VIOLERNRCE, MO PHYEICAL WIOLENCE e N SRR
SEE QFUESTION TnE
Wi VERIFY WHETHER ANSWERED YE= T aNY VES BEXUAL VIOLEMCE .o e 1| MAKE IN
DUESTION QN SEXUAL YIHLENCE. MO SEXUAL WIOLERCE . POl BK
SEE QUESTIOMN P
Tk Mg o alfrasd of your current'mest recent hushand or | NEVER i e i
[pamesr! Woukl ved sey nevir, somemme s, many SOMETIMES
Hiinegs, moslall of the cimes? MANY TIRES ... e L]
MOSTALL OF THE TIMES ... 4
CONT KMNOWDON T REMEMEBER ... [
EEFUSEINMO ANSWER .. oo i a
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s v you ever slapped, pushead. hit or physically HEWER ¢.oovoeveees et eeeeee b ees s I
misirgated yoar hushand' pamner whea hie was ol TCE L s z
sliappang . pusharg . hitimeg or physically misiresiing EATIMES i i i L]
b 1 =ATIMES i e &
IF ¥ES: How often? Would yoo =ay once, severl [ONT KNOWD0ON T REMEMEER ... ... B
iimies o many imes EEFUSED RO ANMSWER . . o
CHECK ; tirpregl | EVER BEEN FREGNANT (aption F} NEVER
Rl shiel, il | PREGHANT
Kox B | ] e | == 5K
(ifprnwal | NUMEER OF FEEGMANCIES japtionT) | 0 |
fiTprvar] | CURBRENTLY FEEGNANTT lagion &1 YES...1
My .2
|
| Wou sabd tht ved have Begi prepmant TOTAL tmes. Was | YES 1
There evir o bime when vl wene pusled, slapped, hit, BE e 2 =E
Kickesd of Bealen by Cany ofi vour bishamlipanmens) DHH T ENGW/IMON'T REMEMEER ... I
w hiile vedd were pregiam? REFUSEDNMO ANEWER ... ... -
Ti0 ) IF BESPONDENT WAS PEEGRANT ONLY ONCE,
EMTER “01™ WUMBER OF PREGHNAMCIES IV
WHICH THIS HAPPENED .o [ | A |
IF BRESPONDENT WAS FREGHANT MORE THAMN
OMCE: Thal thiz heppen is one pregnancy, or s thas
o [preganey T I how many pregneteies did this happes
{i how many were you peshed, dhipped, ki, Beked or
heaten)?
710 | D this hagpen in the Last preguancy? S I
a o
IF RESFONDENT WAS PREGMANT ORLY ONCE, | DON'T ENOWI/TEEINT REMEMEBER
CIRCLE CODE 'I°, BEEFUSERME ANSWER .. ... ... ..o,
Tl | Were you ever porshed or kicked in the abdomen whille i
Wl W e e grant 7 e
CHHY'T EMOWI I T REMEMEBER
REFUSERMNG ANSWER ... ... ... ...
IF VIDLENCE REROETED [N ONE PEEGMANCY, REFER TO THAT PAETICULAR FPEEGH ANCY
IF WIHLEMCE BEFORTED 1IN MORE THAN ONE PREGNANCY . THE FOLLOWING FUESTIONS REFEE TO
THE LASTAMOST RECEMT PREGNANCY 1IN WHICH VHH.EKCE REPOGRTED
T1E || During the mest recent pregnancy mowhich yom were R |
ezt n, Wk O esBanedipanssr whe did dhis o o the B, 1
Tother af 1he chald? L' T KEMOW /0N T REMEREBEER ]
REEFUSERMHE ANSWER .. ... ..o ooivveee . o
TiE | Wees the man who did dhis vour current o most resoné W s i
i tvmebomal paariner? B e 2
CHHN'T EMOWIDEIN'T REMEMEBER ... ... ]
REFUSERMNE ANSWER ... .. ... .. . e
Ti4 | Had ek same porson alse done such things 1o you before B i
o waere pregrani T Bl 2| = 5H
L' T KROWIEON'T REMEMBER ....... .. B | e 58
EEFLUSEDNC AMSWER .. i o 9
TS || Compzared to belore you were pregnant, did ihe FOTLESS i i i ]
slappinghesiing (REFER TO EESPONDENT 5 STAYED ABOGUT THE SAME ... ..o 1
FREVIOUS ANSWERS) gei les=, siay aboet dhe same, or | GOT WORSE ..o 1
#el weese wWhile you were peeinan? By worss [ i, DHH T ENGW/ION'T REMEMEER ... . £
e Trequenl of Baeid sevens. REFUSEDNMNO ANSWER ... ... . 9
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EECTION & INJURIER
CHECK: WOMAN EXPFERIENCED FHYSICAL WOAMAN HAS NOT EXFERIENCED
Hef, gheel Box © | ANDTOR SEXUAL VIOLENCE PHYSICAL O SEXUAL VIGLENCE
=W o BOTH Cipdion U amd V)
(WS T CRpibem Lo W) 11
] I 1= | =18
| pehipr i i
| would rever [ike B0 bearn morme abopt the injurses ihat vou experienced from {any of}h your husband'pariner’= scis that we
have talked ahonr (MaY NEED TO REFEER To SPECIFIC ACTS EESPONDENRT MEMTIONED N SECTIOMN 73, By
imgury. | mean any form of phosscal hamm. incleding cui=, sprains. bums. broken bones or broken ecth, or other things bke
ihi=,
L] Have you ever been mjered as a resuli of these acis by WS i s ]
cany ol vour esband'parinensh, Please think of the seis | MO s i = Filda
thart we dalked nhoat before, DORCT EWOW DN T REMEMBER........ .. b
EEFISEDVRO AMSWER . ... ... ¥
B0Z & | Inowour life. bow many fimes were vou injured by Gany TR i s i
af} your hushandi=Vparineri=17 SEVERAL (253 TIMESE . i 1
Woald you say omece. several fime= or many fimes=" MANY (MOEE THAM S TIMES ... . 1
DEANT KWW DN T REMEMBER........ . 4
REFUSEDVMO ANSWER ... . 5
BOE b | Has this happened on the pasi | 2 menths? WS i s ]
BET i i e 1
DORCT EWOW DN T REMEMBER........ .. b
BEFUSEDVRO AMSWER . .0 .. ¥
BE 5 ki ORLY ASK FOE RESPONSES
What 1ype of impry BARKED 1M #iiy
did vom have? Has this happened in the past | 2
Fleaes: meniion any manihst
ingury due o {any YES i [
ul} your CUTS, PUNCTURES HITES ... ... A | 1 4]
hiishandpanners SCRATCH,  ABRASHIMN, BRUTISES ... B i 2 5]
wls, no paer how | SPRAINE, THELOCATIONE ..., i i 2 B
leng ago il L] 2. K | 1 ]
happarad. FENETEATING IMIURY , DEEF CUTS .
GASHES .. e E 1 1 #
BARE ALL BROEEN EARDELM, EYE IMIURIES ... F 1 1 #
FRACTURES, BROKEN BONES ... ... [ 1 1 E]
FROAE: HREOKEMTEETH..... ... ... H i 2 5]
Ay ol inury!
INTERMALINIURIES ... I | 1 4]
CTHER dspecilivi:
........................................................... X 1 i ]
B s | Inovear life, did you ever lose corssionsmess because of WER |
whal lany of your) vour hosbardparinensh did o you? BE b Y | ==fidp
DO T B HOW DON'T EEMEMBER ... ... & | =35
REFUSEDNND ANSWER ..o L) ]
$4 b | Eas this happened oo e pas) |2 meads? WS
PR e e s ' ]
DT ENOWTHON'T EEMEMBER
EEFUSER™O AMNSWER ... ... ... b
MO0 @ | o vour like, wese vod gver hur Badly enosgh by Jasy of | | TIMES NEEDED HEALTH CARE......[ || |
your hishand parmerial thal you feeded Beall care (£ven
i yesm did nol regeive 07 EEFUSEDR™O AMNSWER ... ... . L]
IF YES: How mainy times? IF MOT SURE: Moo or less?
MNOT NEEDED ..o M | =g
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05 &6 | Has this happoned on the past | 2 meaths?
b In weur life, did vou gver receive healih sire for this injury
iihese mgeries}? Woekd you say . sometimes or ahoys or
never? -
T ENOW/DHHY'T REMERMEER ;
REFUSEDNNO ANSWER ..o ]
BT In veur lite. have vou ever had to spond any maghts o | NUMBER OF NIGHTS [N HOSPITAL . || |
hospiial due do the injuryinpries? IF WONE ENTER iy
IF YES- Hoew many paghis? (MORE QR LESS) D" T B HOW TON'T REMEMBEE ... .. uk
EEFUSEDR™O AMNSWER ... ... . Pl
11 D woap 1wl 3 healih worker dhe real cavse of vour injurs? | YES i i i i
L P 2
DO T B NOW TON'T EEMEMBER ... ... ]
EEFUSERM™MO AMSWEHR ... ..o L]
W b Aug il 24
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1

SECTHES % IMPACT AMD COFINEG

THIE SECTHES 15 FOR WOMEN WH{ REFORT FHYSICAL OR SEXLUAL VIOLESNUE BY HUSEANIVFARTNER.

| wompld now ke 1o ask you some geestions aboat wher effect: yoor boshandparner’ s seis has had oo von | With acts [ mean...
(EEFER TO SFECIFIC ACTS THE EESPONDENT HAs MENTHINED [M SECTION T,

IF EEPORTED MOEE THAN ONE VHELENT HUSHANDNPARTNER, ADD: [would like you to answer these quesions in
relation bo e maosl redentlast hushand parngs who did thege disgs o vom,.

CHECK: WINLAN EXPERIENCELDF FHYSHOAL WERLAN HAS EXFERIENUED BEXLAL
Refl. shivi Hox © | YIODLENUE VIHHLESCE OENLY
1B o Crpiaem U and “YES™ te apdion ¥
(YES" T Ceptien L) [1
I [ ]= e il
P il [

S | Acre there sy particelar sstoations that weod e kel o MO PARTICULAR REASTM .l )
Cor g per) your hushandipamier’s beliavioueT WHEM MANDELME ..o B
REFEE TCr ACTS OF PHY SICAL VIGLENCE WMONEY PEOBLESS . [
MENTHHNED BEFURE. MFFICULTIES ATHIS WORK...... ... ... ]

WHEMN HE 12 UNEMPLOYED L...oo e [
FROBE: Any oiher situgtion? W RO AT HOME s F
PFRGELEMS WITH HIs OF HER FasiLy .. 0
BMARK ALL MENTICGONED EHELS PREGHNANT ..
HE IX JEALOLS OFF HER
EHE REFUSES SEX e
SHE IS HSGEEMENT ... i
HE WANTS T TEACH HER & LESSOMN,
EDUCATE OF DIZCIFLINE HER .. . L
HE WANT TO SHOW HE [ BOsS . . |
OTHER (specaly X
CHECK: CHILBEEN LIVING [ 1 RO CHILIREN ALIVE | | == | ==tid
(Rel. sheet, Box |, aption By !
{ehnhild) i ok

A} | Forany of these incdents, were your children presemt | KEVER i i
or i they overhear you being beaten®
IF YES: How ofien? Wosld you say onee of iwke,
several imes o mosi of the tme ?

sl

S | Drusing the vese s that you wens bat, G you @ver light T
Bk iy bcally of te deTered yoursell?

IF YE5. How ofien? Would vou say once, several :
s or miosl of the time? i
DORCT KROW/ TN T REMEMBER ... ... d

REFUSEDVRO SMEWER .. v s b

M a | What was the eflecr of yoil Gighting Back on il MNOTHAMNGENOEFFECT . i 1
wileree i dhe limet Would yom =iy, that il had no WILENCE BECAME WORSE ... ..cooians 1
effect, dhe beatinghackence became worso, the WIHLENCE BECAME LESS . .. o 1
witlerce became less, or that the violenoe siopped. at | YIELENCE STOPPED ..o, i
least For the momerd. DORCT KROW/ DN T REMEMBER ... ... d
REFUSEIVRO ANSWER ... e, 5

A | Wil
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i ‘Wioald you =3y that your hushand /partrser's MO EFFECT it
hehavioer inwsards yop kas affected vour physical or | & LITTLE
imienkal health™ Weald you 2ay, That it has B g ALDT e
effect, a linde eflect o a large elfzo DO T KMOWITHONT
REFER T SPECIFIC ATTE OF PHYSICAL REFUSEDMF ANSWER ... i
ANIVOIR SEXUAL YVIOLENCE SHE
GESCRIEED EaRLIER
HIT In what way, of any, ks vedr Bushandipennsr’s | NeA (NO WORK FOR MOMEY)
Beliay i (e violeao: ) damipled your work of ol || WORK MOT BISEUFTEDR...con e,
imcees - Fer raling activites? HUSHANDTPARTNER INTEREUPTED WORE O
BARE ALL THAT aFPLY LR ABLE TO CONCENTRATE i [
LR ABLE TOWORESICK LEAVE .. . E
LOST COMNFIDENCE 1M O%WS ABILITY ... ... F
OTHER (specify): X
HIE Wl hive vodd told aboiil his Thaviour? MO OME e s
FRIEM[S
BARE ALL MENTIONELD FAREMTS
BEROTHER OF SISTER .o i [x
FROBE: Argone olse? URCLE QR AUNT i i E
HUSHANIVPARTHER ™S FAMILY ... ... ... F
THILDREN
HIG Dhidl anyods: ever Iy oo help vou?
IF YES, Wi helped vou?
BARE ALL MENTIONED
FREOBE: Amvone else?
WG WOREN'S GROARNIEATIHON .. . Y|
LOCAL LEADER. ... i i N
OTHEE (specalyi: X
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LI LU 200 h,
ASK DMLY FOR
THIEE MAREED
YES in 910a.
Wiere you Lalisfied
vl yeodd ever @o Do way of e fellowing witl the help
for help? BEAD EACH GNE Erven !
YE= [ TES %]
af  Polwe al FILICE i X 1 2
Iy Hieepival or healiy cemrne ki HOSPITAL HEALTH CENTEE ] ' ] ] 2
51 [ -
d)  Legal advice cenire di LEGAL ADVICE CENTRE ] 2 i 2
gf  CourtFamaly copr g COLURT i x | a
iy Sheher it SHELTER i z 1 2
23 Communiiy beader i LOCAL LEADER i 2 1 .
hiy  Women's organaestion (Use namel | ) WOMENS ORCANZATION: i x 1 2
o PricrRelsgecus leades ni FRIEST, RELIGHHIS LEADER ] ] I 2
1) Aywhere ebe? Whene? i3 ELEEWHERE {specily] ! ] ] ] 2
o [ 1]
CHECK: ALAHRE WHEN YES FURE ANY IN Q09186 (AT LEAST MARK WHEN ALL ANSYEHRS MNOY
Upesiiem | ONE 1" CIRCLED IN COLUMN MAREEDR WITH *3 | CIRCLED (ONLY 2" CIRCLED *#%
Bl * e (| 1] =i}
Jirfeincki i ' 12|
g1l What were the reasons dial sk ved go | ENCOURAGED BY FRIENDSFEAMILY ... ... A
tor help? COULD ROT EMDURE MOBE... s &
ALY IMIUTREDY i i A
HE THEEATENED OR TEIED TO KILL HER ... ... | Foel ALL
BMARE ALL MENTIONED AN GO | HE THEEATEMED OR BIT CHILDREEM o JE | OFT TS
TiF9L3 SAW THAT CHILDHREN SUFFERING ... ... -F | GAFTIR
THROWK OUTOFTHEHOME . . G| %13
AFRAID SHEWDFULD KILL HIM ... ... ... —H
AFRAID HE WINILD EILLHER ... 1
OTHER. (specaiyc
S _ X
Gik ‘Whai wene ihe reasons thai vom dd poi | DOENT KROWSH0 ANSWER .o A
go o any of thess T FEAR OF THREATSCONSEQUEMCES/
BORE YHELENCE e e B
MARE ALL MENTIONED YHULENCE NOEMALMNOT SERNFUS ..o C
EMBARRASSENASHAMEDVAFRAID WOLTLD NOT
BE BELIEVED OF WOULD BE BLAMED ... K
BELIEVED ROT HELPEMOW OTHER WOMERN NOT
L I P E
AFEAID WOLULD EXND BELATHOMNSFHIF e, F
AFRATD SWOLILD LOSE CHILDEEN . i, i
BRING BAD MAME TOFAMILY e H
DID MOTENOCW HER GOPFTIONS 1
OTHER j=pecifyic
X
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B3 s wheere ity e thot vod weldd lebe (hove | MO ONE BENTIONED
I} 1o Peceive (el help frem? HIS RELATIVES e
Wh? HER RELATIVES —.oovov e,
FRIEMDSMEIGHBOURS oo o
BIARE ALL MENTIONED HEALTH CENTRE ..o .E
L F
PRIESTRELIGHIUS LEADER ... ... e Er
SOCTAL WOREER .. i 1
OTHER [specify) X
G4 | Did o ever leave, even ifonly MUMBER OF TIMES LEFT oo, Tl
overniphd, becimss of his behavicar? ] i 1 | =l
IF ¥ES. How ssany timesT (MORE QR | sy g cmOT LIVING TOGETHER ) oo 97 | =510
LESS) DR T KROWDOeNTREMEMBER ... '
REFUSEIVMO AMEWER oo i e
915 | Whal were the remeis why you 0 he | MO PARTICULAR INCIDEMT oo A
Last lime? EMCOURAGED BY FRIENDSFAMILY i _H
COULD MOT ENDUERE MOBE . NN
BMAEK ALL MENTIONED BADLY PNITRED it i
HE THEEATENED OF TRIED TO KILL HER ... ... .E
HE THEEATENED OF HIT CHILDREM . ... ... F
EAW THAT CHILDREM SUFFERING . s ey
THEODWN CUT OF THE HOME. o _H
AFRAID SHE WOHULD KILL HIM |
EMCOURAGED BY DRGANIZATION: 1
AFRAID HE WOULD KILLHEE i, K
OTHER ispecidyic X
Ulh | Whens S you ot Lk b ? HER BELATIVES oot emsne e il
HES EELATIVES i i i [}
BMARK ONE HEE FEIENDSNEHBOUES s [RE}
HOTELLADGENGS i i i 15}
BTEEET i i (1]
CHURCHTEMPLE. ... i 1
o1 £ 1 7
OTHER [specidyl sy
Do T KROwDOoNTREMEMBER ... W
REFUSEIVMO AMEWER i i i bl
817 | How long did you siey oy e MUMBER 0F DAYS (IF LESS THAN | BIONTH] ... 1.
Lasl lime? MUMBER OF MONTHS (IF 1 MONTH OR MORE] ... I 1.2
RECORD MUMBER OF DAYS
(IR MOMNTHS LEFT HUSEAKIDVPFARTRER / D NOT RETURM/
MOTWITH HUSBANDTPARTHER i 3 | =500
Bk Whan werne the resoens thet you relummed? | DIODNT WANT TO LEAVE CHILDREN . ... .. -
EAMCTITY OF BARRIATE ..o i B
BMARKE ALL MENTIOMNED AND GO | FOR SAKE OF FAMILY CHILDREN
T BECTHE G CFARMILY MOMOUR . i i i D | PO ALL
COULDN'T SUPFORT CHILDEERN Lo | OFT TR
LOVED HIM oo JE | G T
HE ASKED HER T G0 BATK e e F | Siethem 10
FAMILY SAID TO RETURM ... i
FORGANVE HIM oot nr s _H
THOUGHT HE WOULD CHAMGE i 1
THEEATENED HERMCHILEREM i i 1
COULD MOT STAY THERE (WHERE SHE WENT)........ K
WVIOLENCE NOBEMALMNOT SERNFIS . L
OTHER (specidyly . X
W I Aug A 24
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419 | What were the reascas that made you | DIDN'T WANT TO LEAVE CHILDREN ... ... A
sty SANCTITY OF MARBIAGE ..o ssmmssssssssmmssi s B
DIONT WANT TO BREING SHAME
BARE ALL MENTIONED O FAMILY .-
COULDN'T SUPPIRT CHILDEEN -
LOVEDHIM.....oo e -E
DI T WANT T0 BE SINGLE.. o .F
FAMILY SAID TOBTAY i e 4
g L | —— n
THOUGHT HE WOULD CHANGE ..o [
THREEATEREDHERTCHILDEEM ... 1
MOWHERE T (e
YHHLENCE NOREMALMNOT SERNHFUS -L
CTHER (specidyic X
w Ik Aug i d 25

Nauru Fa'"s"l}'p’;z"r't"é"zz‘; October 2014
An exploratory study on violence against women




ID NRU |
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SECTION In OTHER EXPERTEMCES

Ml READ TGO RESFUONDENT!
limi dhair Bves, many wamen have unwanted experiences and expericnce different Ferms of maltreagmaent and vislenee
from all kinds of praple, men or women, These may be relagives, other people that they know, and'or sivamgers. If
you dea’t misd, | would like 1o ssk yeu sbour seme of these situations. Eversihing thar you say will he kepi
cenfdeinrial. I will first ask ahout what has happened sinee you were 15 vears old (lrem 15 apwards usiil sew ), amd
phercafrer durisg the past 12 manihis,
FOR WOMEN WHO WERE EVER YMIARRIED OF FARTHNERED ADID; These questions are ahout peophe oifer
ihan your hushandiparinerizi,

[} A, Simce the age of 15 wnhl now_ ha= anyone ever done any of the | A BAF YES: Haes thas happened in
followmg o yon: WES MO | the past 1T months?

YES Ml Dk
ab  Slapped, hin, beaten, Kickod of doiie amThamg else 1o ht you? I z | I ¥
I Threwn sesssthing al pou? Pushed voo or palled yow haie? I X 1 2 E
el Choked or Bumd vod on paepoass? I X 1 I K
dl  Threatened wieh or acemlly used § zun, kwife or siher weapon [ X | b K
apains you?

CHECK AT LEAST ONE “YE=' (1" MARKED IN COLUNMN A | ] ONLY “MOF 2 MARKED

i} | | [ = i Nl

Pl 3 af Wha did this 1o e’ b ASK ONLY FO:R ¢ ASK OHLY FOR THOSE
FROBE: THISE MAREED ina) MAREED in aj.
Aomvona else’ Hiwe mrany dimes did this Hiow many dimes did this happen s
Home gbout g relati? happen sinee you were 157 | the past 13 meemths? Onee, 2 fow
B albsdil somosic al sclloal of work? Chice, & BWw Nmes, of By Timies, of Wiy lmes?
How abscur o Triend or nesghbour? times"
A slrangst of sivpone cke’ {ince & Few W Hi e A few oy
M MOT READ OUT THE LIST fimes fmies fimes Iimws
MARK ALL MENTHINED
FATHER/STEFFATHEE A 1 2 3 ] 1 ] 3
MOTHERSTEPMOTHER B I i 3 i | 2 i
BMOTHER IM LAY C ] 2 3 i | 2 i
GTHER MALE FAMILY MEMEBER [k i 3 k] [ | 3 3
OTHER FEMALE FAMILY MEMEER EE 1 2 3 0 1 2 3
SOMEONE AT WiOERE - MALE F 1 2 3 [0 1 2 3
EOMEDOMNE AT WiEEK - FEMALE L] ] 2 3 i | 2 k]
FRIENDFACQUAIMTANCE - MALE H I Fi 3 i | 2 k]
FRIENIFACQUAIMNTANCE - FEMALE I ] 2 3 i | 2 3
RECENT ACQPUAINTANCE - MALE ! i 3 k] [ | 3 k]
BRECENT ACQUAINTANCE - FEMALE L4 1 2 3 [ 1 2 3
COMPLETE STRAMGER - MALE L ] 2 3 i | 2 3
COMPLETE STRAMGER - FEMALE M ] i 3 i | 2 k]
TEACHER -MALE o) I Fi 3 i | 2 k]
TEACHER - FEMALE i 1 2 3 o 1 2 3
POCTORFIEALTH STAFF - MALE F 1 2 3 [ 1 2 3
DHHCTORHEALTH STAFF - FEMALE QJ 1 2 3 [ | ] 3
RELIGHIUS LEADER - MALE R ] 2 ki i | 2 3
POLICE S{HLIFIER - MALE 5 ] i 3 i | 2 k]
COTHER - MALE (specilyi w | 2 i [+] | 2 |
COTHER — FEMALE (speciliy) x ] i 3 i | 2 i

W b Aug il A
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M4 INDICATE BELOYW THE LETTERS FOOR THE FERPETHATLHRS THAT WERE MENTHFNEI.
IF MOEE THAN 3 FERPETEATORS HAVE REEN MENTIONMED, ARK WHICH 3 WERE THE MO=T
SERIOUS AND INDICATE THE LETTERS AS IN ABOVE LIST HEHE;
PERFETRATOR 1 | |
FPERPETERATOR 2 | |
FERPFETEATOR 3 | |
ARK M08 o b, and ¢, FIRST FOR FERPETRATOR 1, THEN FOR FERFETRATOR 2 AND FINALLY FOR
FEPETRATOR 5,
SWIHES SO MUERE PERFETREATORS, G0k TO M,
B0F | Did the following ever happen as a result of | A PERPETRATOR | | By FERFETRATOR E | i PERFETRATOR

what . |USE SAME WORDE TO REFER
T THE PERPETRATIER AL
REEPONDEMTE did 10 yoas?

a1 ¥ ou kad culs, scratiches, bruises or sches.

b1 Yo had injuries & ewve or car. sprains,
sl ilbsies o Baiim.

21 o ad deep womshds, brokea bones,
Beoken 1eeth, imernal mjuries oF any odier
similar injury,

IF AT LEAST ONE “YES i ai blorck

) Doel ghe Innjuary | in )i b agicn i e pas
12 mninhs™

OMLY ASK FORE THE PERTRATORS
IWEHC ATED I Wi,

YES N

IF MGRE TELAM 1
FERFETRATOR, GO
TaOH

YES M

[F MOREE THAN 2
PERPETRATORS
Crd T

YES it

W b Aug il
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MG | Mow ] would Bke o ask vou abodl ollier unmwanted expericaces you sy kave had. Again, |
ward wedl 1o think abow any persen. man or woman. YES ...
FOER, WORsEN WHO EVER HAD A FPARTHER AN IF MECESSARY: excepl your
teazhared male pariner. MO L | - NDH
Sinee the age of 15 waidl now, hie aayeie cver Tareed you s scvead intereoirss whea
widl did neo woomd B, for example by threarenisng vou, haddag you Sown, & pamiing vei iin &
sitnation where vou could noi say no, Kemember to e lude people vou have known as well
as strangers. Please @ this pomt exclude avempds (0 foce vou,
IF MECESSARY: We define semual imtercourse 1= oral sex. anal or vapmal penefration
MOTE THAT THIS QUESTHENS 15 ABHIT EAFES THAT ACTUALLY HAFPENED
FDEE | Hios tha Fappened in the pest 12 monthe® YES ...
MOE 2
T a1 Whe did this e yau?! i ASK CGENLY FOR THOSE ) ARK ONLY FiR THOSE
RO EE- Bl AR KED ooy AR KED m ak.
Anpeore el=et Howr many times Jid chaz happen | How many fimes d5d thi= happen
Hirw abomt a relatnve simce you were 157 Unee, a fow | imodhe past 13 monghs? Qnce. a
Hovw aboat scesss o G0 scboel of work? DS, O ISy s T G2 Difnes, of Many ties?
How abowt a lieesd or gl ghibour?!
AsIEEger or anpone clie? -
DG NOT READ OUT THE LIST Once  Afw My | NG Once Afew  Blmy
MAREE ALL MENTHFNED
FATHERSTEPFATHER A i 3 1 0 I " 3
MOTHERSTEFMOTHER B " ¥ ." 0 | ; 3
MOTHER TN LAW C 1 1_ .,- 0 I i 3
OTHER MALE FAMILY MEMBER [ 1 . 5 o I 2 3
OTHEER FEMALE FAMILY MEMEBER E 1 2 1 o . 2 1
SOMEONE AT WORE - MALE F i 3 % 0 | " 3
SCMEONE AT WORE - FEMALE [} i 3 ." 0 | ; .
FRIEM N ACQLUIAMNTAMNCE - MALE H " > .'. 0 | ; 3
FRIEMWACQUAMNTAMCE - FEMALE | 1 1_ .,- 0 I i 3
RECENT ACQUAINTANCE - MaALE I 1 . 5 o I 2 3
RECENT ACQUAINTANCE - FEMALE E 1 2 1 o I 2 3
COMFLETE STREANGER - MALE L i 3 % 0 | " 3
COMFLETE STREAMNGER - FERMALE Lt i 3 1 0 | ; 3
TEACHER -MaLE N 1 . 3 o I 3 3
TEACHER - FEMALE s 1 2 . 0 I 2 1
DOCTORHEALTH STAFF - MALE I i 3 % 0 | . 3
U TORHEALTH STAFF - FEMALE ] " > .'. 0 | ; 3
RELKiHMIS LEADER - MALE R . 3 ." 0 | ; 3
PFLKE' SCMLDIER - MALE 5 i 3 1 0 | 3 3
OTHER - MALE {specifvi W 1 2 . 0 I 2 1
OTHER - FEMALE {speifvi X i 3 % 0 | 3 3
W b Aug il iz
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ID NRU |

| B

| I

MOE Agean, want vou (o hink alsol any persos, mss of won s
FOER WOEMEN WHO EYER HAD A& PARTMNER ADE ¢xoep
wiili bsbarel sl panmic.
Apari From anyihing veu may bave mentioned. can vou bl me i, BIF YES: Has this happencd i
Eince e age of 13 umdill mew, any of the following has happened A, thar st | 2 ek
o veu? Rememslser o inclele people you bave Known as well as
HTanEEra YES s N YES Mk IFK
ab Has ayoie afhempiod fo Geree vod o perloom a sexusl
act you did pot want, sskempied o foree von meo soual 1 1 I 2 A
inbercomrse {which did not ke plasced
ki Touched you sexually. This includes for example touching 1 1 [ 2 k]
of bzl or privale pars
e Mode sexual reinarks of sendifg sendal 18010 MERages of 1 z [ 2 ]
Ticeliook meisagen agalinsl your will.
di Mlade yeu touch their privaie pai= againsi your will, 1 1 I 2 E]
e Showed sexual explicn paciures against vour will, 1 1 [ 2 ]
M Bl hprpmam inihe workplace, ot schood. vic 1 1 [ 2 ]
a1 onyEhergs b sexually that you dad ol wani:
1 z [ d L]
CHECE AT LEAST ONE “YES ¢"I" MARKED I COLUMNY A | ONLY "N (27 MARKED
HIE ] | |== = B Q0E
e | 23 Who did this o you? by ASK ONLY FORE THOSE ol ASK OMLY FoR THHOSE
PREE: SR EED o a) MARKED im ak
Aditpided el ¥ Blow missy eees Jid thes Bappen | How diy limes el dila hapgen
Hiw' abowt a reletive® skmec vou were 15! Duce, o few | imoihe past LI months? Ouce, &
Hivd gt ez &L ool of work? Db, O By LT 2 RiTnES, Of Aoy LnsT
How abowt a friend or neightour? Qnce A fwe Many | MO Ome  Afew Bany
& siranger ar arsone olse™ Cimes CifiEEs Cifiess Himes
DO WOT BEADGUT THE LIET
MARE ALL MENTHNED
FATHER'STEFFATHER A ] X L] 1] | X k]
MOTHERETEFMOTHER Ik 1 ] 1] ] [ ] 3
MOTHER I LAWY i 1 z L] it ] z k]
OTHER MALE FAMILY MEMBER [ 1 z % it I z k]
{OTHERE FEMALE FAMILY MEMEER E 1 z 3 i 1] z 3
EOMEGHE AT WORE - MALE F 1 iy L 1} I iy 3
SOMEONE AT WORE - FEMALE ] ] X L] 1] | X k]
FRIENDYACQUATNTANCE - MALE [ 1 z 3 ik I z k]
FRIEMNDEACQUAINTANCE - FEMALE | 1 z L] it ] z k]
RECENT ACQUAINTANCE - MaALE I 1 z % it I z k]
RECENT ACOQUAINTAMCE - FEMALE E ] X L] 1] | X k]
COMPLETE 5TRANGER - MALE L 1 x 1] il [ x K]
COSAFLETE STRANGER - FEMALE | 1 z % it I z k]
TEACHER -MALE N 1 z 3 ik I z k]
TEACHER - FEMALE I 1 z L] it ] z k]
DOCTORMHEALTH 5TAFF - MALE P ] X L] 1] | X k]
DO TERHEALTH 5TAFF - FEMALE [ ] 1 2 L] 1] | 2 k]
RELMIHEUS LEADER - MALE k 1 z 3 i+ I z k]
PFLKCE! SCLDIER - MALE 5 1 z % it I z k]
OTHER - MALE {specifvi w 1 z 3 i+ I z k]
OTHEER - FEMALE {spacity) X ] X L] 1] | X i

W Ik Aug I
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LR LR I | A T A | O S
1Y | When yvom were 8 child, before the age of 15 years, do yom remsembser if ang- ome inovour family
ever touched vou sexpally ., or masde vom do something sexual thai yos didnf ward 07 Thas YES....1
includes for example ouching of brea=ziz or private pans, meking sexual remarks or showing
sexnal exphicit pictures agamst your will. making you touch their private paris, kaving =ex or MO LT | e ldiG
trymng o have sex with you gic
IF &0 OONTINUE PROMPTIMNG:
Hovw abvoral sossaeoies A soloel? How abost a Toiesd of s igh®sur T Has syone cbes dogs this o
w7
IF YES COMTIMUE WITH 1K1k
[RIIE al ASK ONLY FOR THOSE MARKELR 1IN 1HIZa
ik b} Bow ald | o) How ) Hew mainy Hines dal
IE YES: were v | old was || this lappen?
Whes did thi= o whes § i
you? happeied | person?
wih chas
Wi do ot weed in persom for | PROBE:
ks the name of - .
the First rupghlhy
o S time'? {maore ar ‘Once E"" H“:"
[Bsre or Bess). fimes | times
COMNTINUE: sl
Hivw: sbecpt
”’:;i:" . FATHER/STEPFATHER A | 01 Wl [ 2 i
:’T + abowt MITHER STEPMOTHER B | Ll I 1 i
r.”“d“ 4 BMOTHER [N LAW C B N ! 1 3
;:I'; - OTHER MALE FAMILY MEMBEE D B R l 1 3
b T | 2 3
Hict anyese else COTHER FEMALE FAMILY MEMBEE E (| Tmi
dotie Chias B0 YoUT | o aeaiNE AT WORK - MALE F | 01 |l I 2 3
SOMEONE AT WORK - FEMALE G I 01 il I 1 i
FRIENTWVACHIAINTANCE - MALE H (| il I 1 i
FRIENTDYACHIAINTANCE - FEMALE 1 (| Il I 1 3
RECENT ACQUAINTANCE - MALE ) I mi iTml I 1 3
RECENT ACQUATNTANCE - FEMALE B I I W1 1 1 3
COMPLETE STRAMGER - MALE L | B 1 I m1 1 I 3
COMPLETE STEANGER - FEMALE M I 0 il I . i
TEACHER - MALE I (| (N i 1 i
TEACHEE - FEMALE i (| I I 1 3
DHHTTORHEALTH STAFF - MALE P | B 1 I mi1 1 1 i
DHHCTORHEALTH STAFF - FEMALE | W1 I W1 1 1 3
RELIGIOUR LEADER - MALE R | B 1 I m1 1 I 3
POLICE 2OLMER - MALE = | [ 1 2 i
OTHER - MALE ispecily) W I B A | 1 3
OTHER — FEMALE ipecily) X [ L T I 1 i
K = UH
(RIS Charirg any of ihe instances you mentioned WS i s ]
Becfoie ol aexial things that hsppeed beloe B e s 1
il wene 135 vears, el due person pet b penis | DONT KROW .
e something el inlo Vel vagine, your REFUSEDN ANFWER oo 3
Backside dmiis], oF moeth 7
e | ki
HE | et
¢ Jih Aug I A EE]
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L T i A A L L

(U When yom were 3 child, wis vour medbaer hit by
vour fatker or her hushand or boyiriendi?

FARENTS DID MOT LIVE TOGETHER
1Ko i A PP —
REFUSED/M0 ANSWER ..o

KT When yoa were a <hild, did syons 8 your YES Rk K
lamiily ever:
A Slapped or spranked sou (with hand il 3l SLAFPED i X d
ki Beat or kxcked yon or kit yom with =7 | b BEAT, KICEED | z d
ch Mt yom with a bel, stick. broom or | 7 HIT WITH QBIECT i X d
sometbang else?
di Tied you wah a rope! dF TIED WITH ROPE 1 ] 3
X1 Anvihisg lse? Specily: i} ANYTHING ELSE 1 2 !
FiCHECK: EVER MARRIEINEVER LIVIMEG WITH A NEVER MARRIEIWNEYER LIV EL
Ref. shevi Hox & | MAMIMATING FARTYER WITH A MIANSNEYER DATING
I ket KL A [ | {pdinn M} [ ] == =5 00
aiviamri i ‘l. LE L]
K= As ar as yom Know, Was your [moel fecenr)
Bisbamad Mparcer s manher ki o beaten by Ber
tshandipaminer?
HEba
(RIN[&} Ax Far as vom know, was your (miesi recent| WS i i |
twshanddpariner himsell hit or beaten regulardy | B0 e e z
b someong i his family, when be was g chald? | DORT KMOW e L]
REFIUSEDMHT ANSWER e, a
W b Aug il as
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LR LR I | A T A | O S
EECTION 11 FINANCIAL AUTOMNOMY
Moer [ would like o sk you some gqeestions aboui things thal you own and your eamings, We need this information o
under=iand ihe financel pesiiion of woeen nowadave,
L1 Please el me i vom ewn any of the Followsg, TES YES Mk
cither by voursell or with somennes el yn Owawith  Don't
by =ell oihers nwT
a)  Larad ap LAMND ] ] 3
Bl Your honse by HOUSE I 2 3
i A pompany or busines: ¢l CONPANY I 2 3
a4 di .
) Ernall animals (chickens, pais, goars, ek ol SMALL AMIMSALS ] 2 3
N Prodike of coojs Tross corles fekd of Tness i FRODICE i 2 i
gl Large household jtems (TY, bed, conker) g HOUSEHOLD ITEMS | 2 3
hl Jewellery, pobd or miher valuables i JEWELLERY I 2 3
1 oo car o MOTOR CAR ] ] 3
el . Kl ..
il Chher propeny . specaly i OTHER PEOPERTY:
i 2 L}
FOHR EACH, PROBAE: Do vod ow this on Yoo
o, o o voan own e with othersT
1oz [ap Do veu cars sooey by T A = tsllmar
ol
IF VES: What exactly S yai do o
CHm Ny TES ]
ASK ALL. SPECIFY:
b Joh b FOf: | z
g1 Sgllang things_ trading e BELLIMNG TEADIMG: | r
dl . PP
Wl Any edler iy, specily %) OTHER: | ]
FPCHECK: | CUREENTLY MARRIEDSCUERERNTLY | SOT CUERENTLY MARKIED O LIVING
Bk, gheed, | LIVING WITH A SMAN WITH & MANMCUEEENT (8 FAST WALE
Hox & (lipEion K | 1 FRATING FARTNER 0wt 1L, W, B
i ] == ==y, 12
il famri 14 ]
CHECK LRSS B dier 8) MARKEDR | | | X 4OEPFTHON @ MARKED | == == 1105
1102 ]
LI} | Are youo able o spemd the ssoney yoo eem bow you | SELROWH CEROICE e i
wall yourselr, o do yod have ta give all or pait of GIVE PART TO HUSBANDFARTNER ........ ... p!
ihe money 1o yoaur besbard pariner? GIVE ALL TO HUSBANDNPARTNER ... .. 1
B T R e |
REFUSEDVMN ANSWER ... ... ... .. 5
LIfH | Wanld you sey that the money that you Bring intothe | MOREE THAN HUSBANDSPARTNER L i
family is more than what your hushandipariner LESS THAN HUSHANDPARTNER . ... ... 1
contritates, less than whal he coneribuies, or abom ABOUTTHE SAME i i
ke g s hee combribiiles?) DO WO BN s 3
REFUSERVRO ANSWER ... e 5
LI0DE | Have you ever given uprefused a job for morey WS i i i
bergimse yomr hustand partrer did nol want you 1o WO siessnnissmssnn s s s s .
work? BON T KNOWDONTREMEMBER ... ... |
REFUSEDVN ANSWER ... ... .. .. 5
W b Aug il Ll
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1

(WL

Hiiz weaur hushand'partner ever tken wour carnings
oF Jvings rom yom againgl yoer will?

IF YE&S: Has he done this omee of twsie, several
Times of many limss?

NWEVEE woo0inacmin o sasmsas s ssssmsas ssass s s
ORCE OF TWICE...
SEVERALTIMES ...

LT

Dhees yriid Bishasd fpanner ver reldse B gave Yol
ey Tor Bolseliold expenses, even when ke has
sy Tor eiher things?

IF Y ES: Has he done this once or twice, soveral
times or many times?

(NECS

Iii case ol emerpency, do veal dunk that you aleae
conld raise encugh meney b house aed feed your
faamiily for 4 weeks" Thas could ba for example by

wllimg things that you own_or by bomreming momey | DORT KROW e e d
{rom people vom know, or from a hank or REFUSEDVEO AMSWER ... G
memey kender T

ar

W b Aug il
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SECTION 12 COMPLETION OF INTERVIEW

1200 | D wouold meew like to give wou s card, On this cand are two pictures. Mo other
infrmation = writien on the card, The Firs picione iz of 5 =d e, the second i3 of a | CAED GIVEN FOR
happy face. COMPLETION .. 1

P e i Yom Bave alesoady oodd mae, 1 weoidld) ke vou o pon a misrk e oy i CARD NOT GIYEN FOR
siell Cace 0 somcore has ever meucked vou sexually, o made you do soesssthing COMFPLETION .2
senial that yoo Sela™t want 1o, Beloss pou wese 15 years odd (whes you wene a child
wourger than 15 years old),

Pl = prot 3 mark below the kappy face i this has never happened o yoo,

Crrwce you have marked the card, plessse Told it over and pedt i in dhis envelope. This
will ensure that | do med know your anseer

GIVE REFPONDEMT CAED AND FEN, MAEKE SURE THAT THE
RESPFONDENT FOLDS THE CARD; PIITS IT 1IN THE ENVELOFE. AND
SEALS THE ENVELOFE BEFORE GIVING [T BACK TO WL OGN LEAVIMNG
THE INTERVIEW SECURELY ATTACH THE ENVELOPE TO THE
GUESTIONNAIRE (OR WERITE THE QUESTIONNAIRE CODRE ON THE
ENVELOPE:.

1207 | We have now finished the merview. Do vea have any commenls, of i duene anything else you woeald like oo add?

1203 | [ vou have any recommendations or saggestons that could help 10 siop domestic vielence against women in this
H] couniry

1203 | 1 beave ssked vou shoul many difficol things., Bow has alking abo these GEODBETTER ... ... |
things made you feel?
BADYWORSE ... ........ z
WERITE DOWN ANY SFECIFIT RESPORKSE GIVEN BY RESPONDENT
EAMES MO DIFFEREMNCE 3

1 2H | Feally. do wou agree thari we may conbsct yoo agaim if we meed o ok o oo YES i i
muore geesiions for clanficaiion? L 1
COUMTRIES TO EPECIFY TIME FERMOD DEFENDIMNG ON WHEN THEY

FLAN TO DO QUALITY CONTROHL VISITS

W Ik Aug I A8
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FINISH ONE - IF RESFONDENT HAS DISCLOSED PEOSLEMSVIOLENCE

I wculd Bike oo thank yeis very ssuch Ter helping us 1 appesciane the time thar you heve oken. | eealize than thess
quissleeas may hove heen diTRull or you to answer, Bl s caly by heaming lom woien e meslves thal we can
really mderstaned abedr heir healih sad espeneiss of vedinae,

From what vom have told w=, | can @l that veu have had some very &ificult fimes in vour lafe, Mo one has the
right in ireal someene ¢l= in thai way, Bowever, from whai yon have old me | can e also thai you are =trong,
aned have servived through some difficel circumsianees

Heiz is & kit of ofgosistionn Qol provide suppo, legal edvice sad coinzelling serveies s Women in Mo,
Pl o comtact thess of you wold e 1o mlk over yolr sitiatied with syons. Their servioes are fres, aned they
will keep anyiliang il vea say conlidental. Yo can po whenever you Tes] resdy o, el soon or laes on.

FINISH TWEO - IF RESPONDENT HAS NOT IWSCLOSED FRIBLEMSIVILENCE

I wonld like b thank vou very pach for helping vs. | appeeciate the time that you have tken, | realize that these
quigstseas moy hove beesn Jilleull fof Yoo o answer, Bl il s caly by heaming feom womes Semeelves thal We can
reilly dersiogal obeoul Women's ealils st espenienes o lale.

D s Won ever hear of miodier woman Wi geeds help, Bere is o lis) of ongonaeatieas tal provide seppan, legal
edvice nid comteclling servioes 10 women in Nowni. Please do contact them i pon o my ol your Tricads of
relmiives need belp, Their services are free. and they will keep anyihing that snyone savs to them confidential

1205 RECORD TIME OF EMD OF INTERYIEW: HIH: 310 I 1 Ll N ) (-4 E)

128 ASK THE BESPONDENT. How long did you dhink the inderview lasted? THIS SHOULD BE HER OWN ESTIMATE
Hour= | | Minmes[ || ]

ENTERVIEWER COMMENTS TO BE COMPLETED AFTER INTERVIEW

Faug OFFHCE USE &5LY 3 MOTCLEAR
I Bah 4 CARDEMEFTY
2 HAFFY 5 N CARTH
W Ik Aug I g
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Y N | O O A

REFEREMCE SHEET (THIS WILL BE USED IF ¥IOLENCE QUESTIONS APPLIED T ALL
WOMEN WHO EVERE HAD A HUSBANINEARTNER, CURRENT OR FAST)

Box A. MARITAL STATUS
Copy exactly from Q119 and 120, Follow amows and mark anly ONE of the following lor mantal stabs:

e . CURRENTLY MARRIED AND LIVING I ' Curmently marmied
ARE yam EUTAh TOGETHER oo 1 :—:’,:j andfor Hving with man {E]
rr:ﬂlll-:ff"- I::::?_:,h}'mwr CURRENTLY MARRIED KOT LIVING -
h I,nmm“’," ©wirh a8 TOGETHER ..., ¥
N P ! -Irll D | LIVINGWITH MAN, MOT MARRIED ... ...}
e R i || Cumently with regular
CURRENTLY HAVING A BEGLLAR PARTNER rimer {catin
Parimer | £
(EMNGAGED, IFATING |, ,.o-l"'"FFJ relationship) iL]
WOT LIVIVG TOGETHER i A 4
NOT CURRENTLY MARRIEDR OR LIVING
WITH & MAN | NOTINVRLYED IV A | | Prevaously
FELATIGNSINE WITH A WAN) £ married previowsly laved
-I.h. . - f
CURRENTLY HAVING FEMALE PARTNER & *_'m.':f;'hgﬂ"‘;’ D
| | Prevaously had
1200 | Heve yon ever been | YES, MARRIED ..o 1 refutionship (N2}
i marned or lived with o | LIVED WITH A MAN, NOT MARRIED. . ... 1
miale pariner?
B i nsssssms nnisssssmsn s sssmssn s s 5
120 | Have yoid ever Bezn ¢ - P —— nid [ | Never mamed ‘never
8 '“L’f"‘"‘l_l‘_‘"' : lived with man fee curend
relaticnship wth a man a . .
without living npether PSR X or past relmitonship) ™)
{such as being engaped
or daimg it
123, Mumber of iimes marmedlived wogelber with man: [ 1] i
Box B. REPRODUCTIVE HISTORY
Check amd complele ALL that applees lor reprodeciive higtory of respondent:
i1") Bespondent has been pregnant ol least once {(Question 308, 1 or monz} | 1Yes| | No
(R espondent haad al least one child bomm alive (Qruestien 301, 1 or more) [ 1Yes| | No
(W) Bespondent has chaldren who are alive (Question 303, 1 or more) [ 1Yes| | No
(5} Bespondent 5 currently pregnant (Cruestion 310, option 1) [ 1Yes| | No
{"I'y Mumber of pregmancies reporied (Question 308 I 1 1
Box C. ¥IOLENCE BY HUSBANINPARTNER
Check amid complele ALL that applies lor responden:
(L) Bespondent has been victim ol physical viokence (Question T07) [ ]Yex | | Mo
i¥ 1 Bespondent has been victim ol sexual violence (Cruestion TOR) [ ]Yesx | | Mo

W b Aug il

A
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Annex IV. Differences between Nauru and the WHO generic questionnaire

The following are the most relevant differences between Nauru's FHSS questionnaire version 11.3 (10 July 2013) and the WHO
generic questionnaire version 10.47

General

O Title, implementing agency, and logos

O Separated administration form, household selection form, and household questionnaire from the women's questionnaire
ADMINISTRATION FORM

O ID: NRU + District (2) + EA (1) + DWELLING (4) and HH (1)

O Language of questionnaire: values: English 01, Nauruan 06

O Language of interview: values: English 01, Nauruan 06, Mixed 90

Household Selection Form

O Adapted introductory script

O Q1 - wording adapted

O Q3 - wording adapted; added column to collect data on whereabouts and contact phone number of eligible women, added
rows to have space for 22 women and girls

O Removed instructions on how to select a woman (as this is being done in the office)
Household questionnaire

O Questions 1-5 adapted for Nauru (adapted from Census and/or HIES)

Individual consent form

(Note that households had also been given or shown a letter with info)

O Added that women had been selected with 500 others; that interviewers had received special training and sworn and oath of
confidentiality; expanded that results will help developing programs for women and families: added a question on language of
interview.

WOMEN'S QUESTIONNAIRE

Section 1:

O 101,102, 103, 108: Change "community” in “district"

108a: Religions adapted for Nauru

108b: Ethnic group changed into citizenship; answer options adapted for Nauru

111a: Added for education: Other (Specify)

O O O O

111d: Deleted answer option "Welfare" and added "Land rentals”

O

112: Changed answer options into: this district, another district, another country

o

113: Specified “living close enough” by adding “Living in Nauru”

O 126-128 (Polygamy): Removed

47 Jansen, H. (30 November 2013). Detailed Technical Report on Nauru FHSS. Provided by UNFPA PSRO.
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O 129: Removed option customary marriage

O 133-135 (Bride price): Removed

Section 2:

O 213c: Removed

O 216: Changed skip from S3to 219

O 219-220: Added new questions on bingo

Section 3:

O 1005b: Added for clarity: "INCLUDE CURRENT PARTNER IN TOTAL"

O 313: Added answer options: “drinking water after sex" and “taking bath after sex"
Section 4:

) 409: Wording of question and adaptation of answer options.

Section &:

O 502a: Changed answer options into: this district, another district, another country
O 505a: Added for education: Other (Specify)

O 508: Removed "military”

O 515: Changed skip S6 into 517

O 517-518: Newly added questions on drinking kava

O 519-520: Newly added question on gambling

Section 7:

O Removed from introduction: "if anyone interrupts us...." because interviews were not done in HH but in private space.
Section 9:

O 910: removed row (c) Social services

Section 10:

O NOT-NQ9: In first set of questions: changed: "Since age 15" into “since age 15 until now"
O NO6b: New question asking “Has it happened in the past 12 months?"

O CHECK NO8: New filter after NO8 to facilitate skip pattern

O 10083: Clarified "before the age of 15 years” by adding “when you were a child”
Section 11:

O 1101: Removed d) large animals and k) savings in bank

O 1102: Removed d) seasonal work

Section 12:

O 1201: Clarified "before the age of 15 years" by adding “when you were a child"
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Annex V. Method to develop index of socio-economic status

Nauru Family Health and Support Study
Prepared by Seema Vyas, PhD
August 2014

1. INTRODUCTION

The Nauru Family Health and Support Study (FHSS) collected information on a number of individual variables reflecting different
dimensions of household socioeconomic status (SES). This report describes the method used to develop a single measure index of
SES or "asset index" using this information. A key issue in deriving an asset index using different indicators is how to assign weights
to the individual variables. Principal components analysis (PCA) is a commonly used approach for statistically deriving weights for
asset indices. PCA is a multivariate statistical technique that reduces the number of variables in a data set into a smaller number
of components. Each component is a weighted combination of the original variables. The higher the degree of correlation among
the original variables in the data, the fewer components required to capture the common information. An important property of the
components derived is that they are uncorrelated, therefore each component captures a dimension in the data. The next section
details the steps taken to derive a PCA-based asset index.

2. METHOD

Guided by Vyas and Kumaranayake (2006) this study undertook three steps to derive a PCA-based asset index: first, a descriptive
analysis; second, the construction of the PCA-based asset index; and third, the classification of households into SES groups. The
analysis was conducted using STATA version 12.00 statistical software.

2.1 Descriptive analysis

The first step was to conduct descriptive analysis which involved establishing the overall sample size, the frequency of each variable
and patterns of missing data for individual variables. This descriptive analysis was essential exploratory work to ensure data quality,
and appropriate data coding and recoding for further analysis.

Overall sample size

From a total of 500 households visited, a household selection form and questionnaire was administered and completed in 386.
The household questionnaire gathered information on different asset ownership indicators, and the household selection form
identified whether or not a woman eligible for a subsequent woman's questionnaire was present. A woman's questionnaire
was administered and completed in 152 households. The SES index was constructed using data from all households where full
household questionnaire data were collected.

Frequency analysis

The purpose of the frequency analysis was to establish the extent to which the variables are distributed across the households
and to inform subsequent coding of the variables. An issue with PCA is that it works best when asset variables are correlated,
but also when the distribution of variables varies across households. It is the assets that are more unequally distributed between
households that are given more weight in PCA. For example, an asset which all households own or which no households own would
exhibit no variation between households and would carry a weight close to zero from a PCA. A second issue with PCA is that data in
categorical form are not suitable for inclusion in the analysis. This is because the categories are converted into a quantitative scale
which does not have any meaning. To avoid this, qualitative categorical variables are recoded into binary variables.

The Nauru FHSS gathered information on household infrastructure characteristics — main source of drinking water; type of
sanitation facility; the main material used in the roof and in floors; source of lighting; and main fuel used for cooking — ownership
of a range of vehicles, household durable assets, land ownership, and the number of rooms in the house for sleeping and the total
number of people in the household. An initial analysis revealed one household refused to answer the vast majority of questions
considered for this analysis.*® Therefore, the household was excluded and results are reported for 385 households. A description
and frequency distribution of the variables is shown in Table 1.

“The household refused to answer questions on vehicle, household durable asset, land ownership and the number of sleeping rooms in the household. In addition,
the household did not give a response to the question on the main material used in the roof.
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The findings reveal two main responses dominate most of the housing infrastructure characteristics. Households obtain drinking
water from either a desalination plant (37.1%) or from a rain water tank (57.1%) and the vast majority of households' main toilet
facility is either the household's own flush toilet (64.7%) or a shared flush toilet (29.9%). The main material used in the roof is either
corrugated iron (with guttering (49.1%) and without guttering (19.0%)) or asbestos (25.5%), and the main material used in the floor
is either concrete (80.5%) or timber/plywood (17.9%). The vast majority of households used either gas (67.5%) or electricity (30.4%)
as their main source of fuel for cooking. All except one household had electricity as their main source of lighting including one
household whose electricity supply came from their own generator.

Ownership of vehicles ranges from 9.9% (truck/van/minibus) to 67% (motorbike). Slightly less than 40% of households own either
a motor car or a bicycle. There is variability across households in the ownership of durable items ranging from 34.3% (microwave)
to the vast majority having a ceiling/standard fan (91.4%). Household ownership of a television or a DVD player was high—over
80%. Almost two-thirds of households own a refrigerator and almost three-quarters own a freezer. The vast majority of households
(94.5%) reported that at least one household member owns land. The average number of rooms in the household for sleeping is
2.83 and the mean total number of persons living in the household is slightly over 8.

Table 1: Description and frequency of asset variables

Variable long name / Variable label N=385 %/ mean
short name (std. dev)
Main source of drinking water Desalination plant 143 37.1
e Rain water tank 220 57.1
Well in yard 1 0.3
Piped supply outside neighborhood 4 1.0
Other 17 44
Sanitation facility Own flush toilet 249 64.7
Sy Shared flush toilet 115 29.9
Household pit latrine ® 1.3
Public sewage system 4 1.0
Other 12 3.1
Main materials used in roof Corrugated Iron with guttering 189 491
q02a Corrugated Iron without guttering 73 19.0
Concrete roofing 6 1.6
Asbestos/Fibro 98 25.5
Thatched/Fibro 2 0.5
Other 17 4.4
Main material used in floor Concrete 310 80.5
q02b Timber/ plywood 69 17.9
Gravel 3 0.8
Other 3 0.8
Source of lighting Electric/main electricity supply 384 99.7
jEs Electricity, own generator 1 0.3
Other 1 0.3
Main fuel for cooking Electricity 117 30.4
G Gas 260 67.5
Kerosene 1 0.3
Wood/ open fire ® 1.3
Other 2 0.5
Motor car Yes 145 37.7
q04a No 240 62.3
Motorbike Yes 258 67.0
A No 127 33.0
Truck/Van/ Minibus Yes 38 9.9
q04c No 347 90.1
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Bicycle Yes 146 379
et No 239 62.1
Refrigerator Yes 245 63.6
gole No 140 36.4
Deep freezer Yes 285 74.0
G No 100 26.0
Microwave oven Yes 132 34.3
q04g No 253 65.7
Television Yes 331 86.0
e No 54 14.0
DVD player Yes 314 81.6
Hog No 7 18.4
Air conditioning unit Yes 175 455
q04j No 210 54.5
Ceiling/standard fans Yes 352 91.4
s No 33 8.6
Desktop computer Yes 44 11.4
4008 No 341 88.6
Laptop Yes 246 63.9
Gk No 139 36.1
Internet connection Yes 196 50.9
q05¢c No 184 47.8
Don't know ® 1.3
Telephone/mobile Yes Bl5 97.4
e No 10 26
Sky TV / Free TV Yes 116 30.1
40oS No 269 69.9
Radio Yes 211 54.8
HE= No 172 447
Don't know 1 0.3
Refused no answer 1 0.3
Land ownership Yes 364 94.5
q06 No 19 49
Don't know/ remember 2 0.5
q07 (n=383) Rooms for sleeping
tothh/hh1 Total in household

Table 2: Description of SES variables used in PCA analysis

Variable description Type of variable Value labels

Main source of drinking water in household

Desalination plant Binary No=0 Yes=1
Rain water Binary No=0 Yes=1
Other (well/piped/other) Binary No=0 Yes=1
Toilet facility in household

Own flush toilet Binary No=0 Yes=1
Shared flush toilet Binary No=0 Yes=1
Other (pit latrine/public sewage/other) Binary No=0 Yes=1
Main materials used in the roof

Corrugated iron roof Binary No=0 Yes=1
Asbestos roof Binary No=0 Yes=1
Other (thatched/concrete/other) Binary No=0 Yes=1
Main materials used in floor
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Concrete Binary No=0 Yes=1

Timber Binary No=0 Yes=1
Other (gravel/other) Binary No=0 Yes=1
Main fuel used for cooking

Electricity Binary No=0 Yes=1
Gas Binary No=0 Yes=1
Other (kerosene/wood, open fire/other) Binary No=0 Yes=1

Vehicle ownership

Car Binary No=0 Yes=1
Motorbike Binary No=0 Yes=1
Truck/Van/ Minibus Binary No=0 Yes=1
Bicycle Binary No=0 Yes=1
Household asset ownership

Refrigerator Binary No=0 Yes=1
Deep freezer Binary No=0 Yes=1
Microwave oven Binary No=0 Yes=1
Television Binary No=0 Yes=1
DVD player Binary No=0 Yes=1
Air conditioning unit Binary No=0 Yes=1
Ceiling/standard fans Binary No=0 Yes=1
Computer (desktop and laptop) Binary No=0 Yes=1
Internet connection Binary No=0 Yes=1
Telephone/mobile Binary No=0 Yes=1
Sky TV / Free TV Binary No=0 Yes=1
Radio Binary No=0 Yes=1
Land ownership Binary No=0 Yes=1
Crowd (No. people in household/No. of Continuous

rooms for sleeping)

2.2 Analytical approach
Coding of variables

Table 2 describes the coding for each asset indicator. A challenge when considering the household infrastructure variables is the
appropriate classification of the other responses that, despite having low frequencies, does not appear to fit with the main two
response characteristics. Therefore, the household infrastructure variables were categorised into three binary indicators. The main
source of household drinking water was categorized into: 1) “desalination plant"; 2) “rain water tank”; and 3) “other" that combined
the responses well in yard, piped supply outside the neighborhood and other. Household toilet facility was categorized into 1)
“own flush toilet”; 2) "shared flush toilet"; and 3) "other"” that combined the responses household pit latrine, public sewage system
and other. The main materials used in roof was categorized into 1) “iron roof" that combined the responses corrugated iron with
guttering and corrugated iron without guttering 2) "asbestos/fibro" and 3) “other" that combined the responses concrete, thatched
and other. The main material used in the floor was categorized into 1) “concrete”; 2) “timber/plywood"; and 3) “other" that combined
the response gravel floor and other. The main source of fuel used for cooking was categorized into 1) "electricity”; 2) “gas"; and 3)
“other"” that combined the responses kerosene, wood/open fire and other.*°

Ownership of different types of vehicles, household durable assets and land ownership were considered separately as binary
indicators each coded 1—presence or ownership of the indicator (e.g. household owns vehicle, durable asset or land) and 0—absence
of the indicator (e.g. household does not own vehicle, durable asset, or no household member owns land). Desktop computer and
laptop computer were combined into a single indicator. Don't know responses were coded as 0. A household “crowding” index was
created as the ratio between the number of people in the household and the number of rooms in the house for sleeping.

49 Source of lighting was not considered because the variable exhibited no variation.
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3. PRINCIPAL COMPONENTS ANALYSIS

The first principal component is considered a measure of household SES and is therefore retained. The output from a PCA is a
table of factor scores or weights for each variable and interpretation of the weights depends, in part, on its face-validity. Generally,
a variable with a positive factor score is associated with higher household assets, and conversely a variable with a negative factor
score is associated with lower household assets.®

The PCA considered all the variables detailed in Table 2 (main source of drinking water; type of toilet facility; main material used in
the roof and used in the floor; main source of fuel used for cooking; ownership of the different types of vehicles; household durable
assets; land ownership and household crowding). However, an issue with the analysis is the potentially large number of indicators
and that some related to the household infrastructure characteristics had very low frequencies. An initial analysis considered all the
variables, however, all three indicators of main source of drinking water, main materials used in the roof and main materials used
in the floor displayed very low weights and, therefore, were excluded from the final model. The results of the final model are shown
in Table 3.

Households with their own flush toilet and whose main source of fuel used for cooking is gas would attain a higher asset score.
All other infrastructure variables: shared and other flush toilet and electricity and other fuel used for cooking were associated
with negative asset scores. Ownership of all types of vehicles would attain a higher asset score and the weights ranged between
0.163 (motorbike) to 0.287 (car). Ownership of all household durable assets was also associated with a higher asset score with
the weights ranging between 0.149 for a ceiling fan to 0.3483 (computer). Ownership of land displayed a very low weight. Higher
household crowding was associated with a lower asset score—though only marginally. Ownership of a computer and access to
internet, air conditioning in the household were the indicators that displayed the highest weights.

Table 3: Results from principal components analysis

Total sample (N=385)

SES indicator Mean Std. dev PC score
Own flush toilet 0.647 0.479 0.219
Shared flush toilet 0.299 0.458 -0.140
Other type of toilet 0.055 0.227 -0.178
Electricity used for cooking 0.304 0.461 -0.116
Gas used for cooking 0.675 0.469 0.162
Other fuel used for cooking 0.021 0.143 -0.159
Car 0.377 0.485 0.287
Motorbike 0.670 0.471 0.163
Truck/Van/ Minibus 0.099 0.299 0212
Bicycle 0.379 0.486 0.222
Refrigerator 0.636 0.482 0.224
Deep freezer 0.740 0.439 0.159
Microwave oven 0.343 0.475 0.213
Television 0.860 0.348 0.204
DVD player 0.876 0.388 0.211
Air conditioning unit 0.455 0.499 0.267
Ceiling/standard fans 0914 0.280 0.149
Computer 0.662 0.474 0.348
Internet connection 0.509 0.501 0.340
Telephone/mobile 0974 0.159 0.119
Sky TV / Free TV 0.301 0.459 0.197
Radio 0.549 0.498 0.198
Land ownership 0.945 0.227 0.029
Household crowding 3.268 1.804 -0.054

%01n STATA, when specifying PCA, the user is given the choice of deriving eigenvectors (weights) from either the correlation matrix or the co-variance matrix of the
data. If the raw data has been standardized, then PCA should use the co-variance matrix. As the data was not standardized, and they are therefore not expressed
in the same units, the analysis specified the correlation matrix to ensure that all data have equal weight. For example, crowding is a quantitative variable and has
greater variance than the other binary variables, and would therefore dominate the first principal component if the co-variance matrix was used.
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3.2 Classification of households into SES group
Classification of households into SES group

Using the factor scores from the first principal component as weights, a dependent variable can then be constructed for each
household that has a mean equal to zero and a standard deviation equal to one. This dependent variable can be regarded as the
household's asset score and the higher the household asset score, the higher the implied SES of that household. A histogram of the
household asset scores is shown in Figure 1. The figure reveals that, except for a few households with very low asset scores, the
distribution of the household asset score is fairly symmetrically distributed.

Figure 1: Distribution of household SES score
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To differentiate households into broad asset wealth categories studies have used cut-off points—most commonly an arbitrarily
defined disaggregation e.g. quintiles. Another method is to use a data driven approach—cluster analysis—to derive asset wealth
categories. Cluster analysis was used in the "WHO multi-country study on domestic violence and women's health” to derive the
"lowest”, "middle” and "highest" household asset groups.

For this study both methods to classify households into asset wealth groups were explored. First households were ranked according
to their asset score. Based on these scores, households were split into three equal sized groups or "terciles”. K-means cluster
analysis was used to group households into three clusters. The mean asset score for each group, derived using both methods, is
shown in Table 4. When considering the classification using the tercile approach, the difference in the mean asset score is higher
between the low and middle asset groups than for the middle and the highest asset groups (2.207 and 1.841 respectively). This
pattern is mirrored with the cluster method where the difference in mean asset score is virtually the same—2.337, between the
lowest and the middle asset groups, and 1.862, between the middle and the highest asset group. From the cluster method 28% of
households were classified in the highest asset group, 38% in the middle asset group and 34% were classified in the lowest asset
group. A cross tabulation of household classification from both methods revealed that over 99% (n=364) of households were
classified in the same asset wealth group.

Table 4: Mean socioeconomic scores by SES group (N=385)

Terciles (N=385) Cluster analysis (N=385)
Total sample Low Medium High Low Medium High
N 129 128 128 130 147 108
% 33.0 33.0 33.0 33.8 38.18 28.05
Mean SES score -2.080 0.127 1.968 -2.071 0.267 2.129
Std. Dev 1.019 0.553 0.689 1.020 0.608 0.630

Internal coherence compares the mean value for each asset variable by asset group to assess whether ownership differs by group.
Table 5 shows the mean ownership levels of the asset indicator variables by both the tercile and cluster derived asset groups. The
findings reveal that for all indicators both methods similarly differentiate household assets—a finding that is unsurprising given the
very high degree of consistency across both methods in classifying households into asset groups.
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Table 5: Mean ownership of SES variables by SES group (N=385)

Tercile Cluster

SES indicator Low Medium High Low Medium High
own flush toilet 41.9 67.2 85.2 423 70.1 84.3
Shared flush toilet 43.4 3.3 14.8 43.1 28.6 15.7
Other type of toilet 14.7 1.6 0.0 14.6 1.4 0.0
Electricity used for cooking 46.5 242 20.3 46.2 245 19.4
Gas used for cooking 47.3 75.8 79.7 477 75,8 80.6
Other fuel used for cooking 6.2 0.0 0.0 6.2 0.0 0.0
Car 11.6 30.5 711 11.5 34.0 74.1
Motorbike 52.7 67.2 81.3 53.1 67.4 83.3
Truck/Van/ Minibus 0.8 4.7 24.2 0.8 48 27.8
Bicycle 13.2 39.8 60.9 131 41.5 63.0
Refrigerator 419 64.8 84.4 42.3 67.4 84.3
Deep freezer 60.5 2.7 89.1 60.8 72.1 92.6
Microwave oven 14.0 32.0 57.0 139 34.0 9.3
Television 73.6 88.3 96.1 73.1 89.1 97.2
DVD player 66.7 82.0 96.1 66.2 83.7 97.2
Air conditioning unit 20.2 39.8 76.6 20.0 44.2 77.8
Ceiling/standard fans 82.2 96.1 96.1 82.3 96.6 95.4
Computer 27.1 4.2 97.7 269 76.2 100.0
Internet connection 13.2 52.3 87.5 139 53.7 91.7
Telephone/mobile 92.3 100.0 100.0 92.3 100.0 100.0
Sky TV / Free TV 13.2 29.7 477 131 30.6 50.0
Radio 34.1 5.8 75.0 34.6 56.5 76.9
Land ownership 93.8 95.3 94.5 93.9 94.6 95.4
Household crowding 3.47 3.25 3.08 3B 3.3 3.0

4. SUMMARY

This report describes how a PCA-based asset index was created using the Nauru FHSS data. From the PCA analysis households
were classified into asset groups using terciles and cluster analysis. An issue that presented itself when conducting this analysis is
that the response options for the household infrastructure variables were not always clear. For example, responses to the question
type of toilet facility appeared to refer to either the type of toilet facility (flush toilet, pit latrine) or the system in place (public sewage
system)—a flush toilet could be connected to a public sewage system! Nevertheless, the household asset index constructed
appears to have face-validity and the assessment of the internal coherence performed according to a-priori assumptions. Both the
tercile and cluster method for classifying households performed equally well in disaggregating household asset wealth. While the
cluster approach does not appear to have any greater discriminatory power over the tercile approach, to be consistent with other
Pacific Island studies, the cluster method should be used for all subsequent analyses.
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Annex VI. Qualitative Methods
Nauru FHSS
Qualitative Questions
Prepared by Carlued Leon

The following questions aim to collect complementary information on partner violence in order to contextualize the findings from
the quantitative survey. These questions will be asked to a group of women (approx. 20-25 women) who reported experiences of
partner violence in the quantitative questionnaire. Interviews should be organized outside of the women's household and in a safe,
private location. Interviews should be conducted one-on-one, i.e. just between two people: interviewee and interviewer.

It is preferred to interview women who reported partner violence in the 12 months preceding the survey so as to have current
information about the context of the violence and services available to abused women. However, given the small sample of survey
respondents who experienced partner violence, it is possible that the number of women who experienced current partner violence
is less than 25 women. It may also be more difficult for women who are currently experiencing partner violence to be part of these
follow-up interviews (e.g., partner does not allow her to go outside of the house alone/without him). In these cases, women who
reported lifetime partner violence can also be interviewed.

All survey respondents were asked at the end of the survey if they could be contacted later on. It is important to ensure that women
consented to be contacted after the survey for further questions.

It could be useful to have on hand the type of partner violence that each interviewee reported in the survey. This could be done
by writing down in a corner or behind the interview material a ‘P’ for physical partner violence, an 'S’ for sexual partner violence,
and 'P/S' for both types of partner violence (an example has been provided in the next page). This can facilitate tailoring interview
guestions to specific experiences of violence. Please do not have/show the actual survey during these interviews.

For reference, the following are the specific acts of partner violence that were asked in the survey:

VAW Type Acts
Physical a) Slapped you or thrown something at you that could hurt you?

b) Pushed you or shoved you or pulled your hair?

¢) Hit you with his fist or with something else that could hurt you?
d) Kicked you, dragged you or beaten you up?

e) Choked or burnt you on purpose?

f) Threatened with or actually used a gun, knife or other weapon against you?

Sexual a) Did your current husband/partner or any other husband/partner ever force you to have sexual
intercourse when you did not want to, for example by threatening you or holding you down?

b) Did you ever have sexual intercourse you did not want to because you were afraid of what your
partner or any other husband or partner might do if you refused?

¢) Did your husband/partner or any other husband or partner ever forced you to do anything else
sexual that you did not want or that you found degrading or humiliating?
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P S___ P/S_
QUESTIONS

Introduction and questions should be read/asked once the interviewee is in the central, safe location and full privacy has been
ensured. DO NOT READ INFORMATION IN BRACKETS [.]

Introduction. Hi, my name is . We have invited you to this interview because you participated in Family Health and Support
Survey last year. In that survey, you shared some difficult experiences you went through with your husband/partner—either a current
or a previous husband/partner. We would like to ask you further questions about these experiences.

Please know that all the information you share with us today will be kept completely confidential. You can choose not to answer
certain questions or to decline participation in this interview at any time.

Do you agree to be interviewed? YES__ NO__

In last year's survey, you shared with us that your current or previous husband/partner would do things like [MENTION SOME
EXAMPLES OF ACTS OF PARTNER VIOLENCE].

1. Why do you think your husband/partner behaves/behaved like this? Are there any particular situations that usually trigger
your husband/partner's behavior?

Could you describe how the(se) situation(s) usually unfolded before the incident happened?

2. Did you ever discuss these experiences/incidents with others?
[IF YES, PROBE:] Who did you tell? How did they respond?

[IF NO, PROBE] If you did not tell anyone, why didn't you?

3. Did you ever go to any formal service organization (e.g. health center, NGO, etc.) or authorities (e.g. police, court, religious
leader, etc.) for help?

[IF YES, PROBE:] What service organizations or authorities you went to? Why did you go to those services or authorities? Were
they helpful? Why were they (or weren't they) helpful?

[IF NO, PROBE] Why didn't you go anywhere for help or support? What did you do then?

4. Looking back at when you first started experiencing this situation with your husband/partner, is there anything that you would
have done differently to get out of/solve the situation?

[IF YES, PROBE:] What would you have done? Why would you have done it? What would it be different today if you have done that?

[IF NO, PROBE] Why would you not have done anything different?

5. What advice would you give to another woman who has just started to experience something similar with her husband/
partner? Why would you recommend this?
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Annex VII. Tables

NOTE: Some tables have been modified for the purpose of reporting in this document to preserve

confidentiality.

Table 3.1. Household and individual sample obtained and response rates, Nauru 2013

eligible woman)

Total

Number %
Total number of households in the sample 500
Dwelling vacant 71 14.2
Dwelling destroyed 1 0.2
Dwelling not found 0.4
Strange language (not eligible) 0.4
Total number of true (eligible) households visited 424
Household absent 4 09
No member at home 1 0.2
Refused at household level 33 7.8
Household interview completed (household response rate, based on true households) 386 91.0
No eligible woman in household 1 0.3
Total number of households with selected eligible woman 385
Selected woman not at home 7 1.8
Selected woman incapacitated 0 0.0
Selected woman refused to be interviewed 225 58.4
Selected woman does not want to continue interview (partially completed) B 1.3
Completed individual interview (individual response rate based on households with selected 148 38.4

Table 3.2. Characteristics of respondents in the sample (unweighted), Nauru 2013

Total (unweighted)

All respondents Ever-Partnered

Number % Number %
Total 148 100.0 131 100.0
Religion
Nauruan Congregational 50 338 45 34.4
Roman Catholic 54 36.5 44 336
Nauruan Independent 13 8.8 13 99
Other Christian 16 10.8 15 11.4
Other religion 13 8.8 12 9.2
No religion 2 1.4 2 1.5
Age group
15-19 9 6.1 3 2.3
20-24 15 10.1 10 7.6
25-29 19 12.8 18 137
30-34 19 12.8 19 14.5
35-39 28 18.9 27 20.6
40-44 24 16.2 21 16.0
45-49 13 8.8 12 9.2
50-54 12 8.1 12 9.2
55-59 6 4.0 6 4.6
60-64 3 2.0 3 2.3
Current partnership status
Never partnered 17 11.5 = =
Currently married 101 68.2 101 771
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Living with man (not married) | 10 6.8 10 7.6
Regular partner (dating) 3 2.0 8 2.3
Divorced/separated 10 6.8 10 76
Widowed 7 4.7 7 B3
Household assets index

Low 48 32.6 45 34.6
Medium 56 38.1 49 377
High 43 29.2 36 27.7

Table 3.3. Characteristics of respondents in the sample and female population age 15-64 years in the general population
(2011 Census), Nauru 2013

Unweighted 2011 Census
All respondents Female population 15-64
Number % Number %

Total 148 100.0 3,030 100.0
Religion
Nauruan Congregational 50 33.8
Roman Catholic 54 36.5
Nauruan Independent 13 8.8
Other Christian 16 10.8
Other religion 13 8.8
No religion 2 1.4
Age group
15-19 9 6.1 439 14.5
20-24 15 10.1 513 16.9
25-29 19 12.8 490 16.2
30-34 19 12.8 367 12.1
35-39 28 18.9 300 9.9
40-44 24 16.2 234 7.7
45-49 13 8.8 251 8.3
50-54 12 8.1 205 6.8
55-59 6 4.0 145 4.8
60-64 3 2.0 86 2.8
Current Partnership Status
Never partnered 17 11.5 1,000 33.0
Currently married 101 68.2 1,513 49.9
Living with man (not married) 10 6.8 262 8.6
Regular partner (dating) 3 2.0 - -
Divorced/separated 10 6.8 89 29
Widowed 7 4.7 166 9.8
Household assets index
Low 48 32.6
Medium 56 38.1
High 43 29.2
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Table 3.4. Types of partner violence (unweighted) among ever-partnered women, Nauru 2013

Total (unweighted)

Type of partner violence % 95% Cl

Lifetime physical violence 46.6 38.1 - 55.2
Current physical violence 20.6 14.5 = 28.5
Lifetime sexual violence 20.6 14.5 = 285
Current sexual violence 99 5.8 - 16.4
Lifetime phys/sexual violence 481 39.6 = 56.7
Current phys/sexual violence 22.1 15.8 - 30.2

Table 4.2. Prevalence of different acts of physical violence by partners among women who experienced physical and/or sexual
partner violence (N=63), Nauru 2013

Total (N=63)
Ever happened (%)
Slapped, threw something 84.1
Pushed or shoved 68.2
Hit with a fist or something else 58.7
Kicked, dragged, beaten 435
Choked or burnt on purpose 175
Threatened or used a gun, knife or weapon 27.0
At least one act of physical violence 96.8

Table 4.5. Proportion of women who reported physical violence in pregnancy among ever-pregnant women who experienced
physical and/or sexual partner violence (N=59), Nauru 2013

Experienced violence during pregnancy Number of ever-pregnant women who
experienced partner violence
(%)

N)

Total 254 59

Table 4.7. Specific acts of sexual violence by partners as reported by women who experienced physical and/or sexual partner
violence (N=63), Nauru 2013

Total

(N=63)

Ever happened
(%)

Physically forced to have sexual intercourse when she did not want to 23.8

Had sexual intercourse she did not want to because she was afraid of what her | 30.2
partner might do

Forced to perform degrading or humiliating sexual act 28.6

At least one act of sexual violence 429

Nauru Family Health and
October 2014
Support Study An exploratory study on violence against women




Table 4.11.a/4.11.b. Types of controlling behaviors by partners among ever-partnered respondents (N=131), Nauru 2013

LIFETIME

Percentage of women reporting that her partner:

Keeps her from Tries to restrict | Insists on Gets angry if Often Needs to At least
seeing her friends | contact with knowing where | she speaks suspicious ask his one type of
(%) family of birth | sheis at all with another that she is permission controlling
(%) times (%) man (%) unfaithful (%) | before behavior (%)
seeking
health care
(%)
Total 41.2 214 57.2 33.6 42.0 33.6 733
CURRENT
Percentage of women reporting that her partner:
Keeps her from Tries to restrict | Insists on Gets angry if Often Needs to At least
seeing her friends | contact with knowing where | she speaks suspicious ask his one type of
(%) family of birth | sheis atall with another that she is permission controlling
(%) times (%) man (%) unfaithful (%) | before behavior (%)
seeking
health care
(%)
22.1 13.0 32.1 18.3 19.8 21.4 41.2
Table 4.12. Economic abusive acts by partners as reported by ever-partnered women, Nauru 2013
Taken away what she Refused to give money | At least one or both Number of ever-
earned or saved (%) (%) acts (%) partnered women for
whom questions were
applicable (N)
Total 7.6 186.3 18.3 24

Table 5.3. Prevalence of sexual violence by non-partners since the age of 15, lifetime and in the past 12 months, among all
interviewed women, Nauru 2013

Lifetime prevalence of sexual non-partner violence (since age 15) 12-month prevalence of sexual non-partner violence (since age
15)
Forced intercourse | Attempted Any sexual | Forced Attempted Any sexual | Number of
(%) intercourse or violence (%) | intercourse (%) intercourse violence (%) | interviewed
other unwanted or other women
sexual acts (%) unwanted
sexual acts (%)
Total 24.3 41.2 47.3 2.0 10.8 12.2 148

Table 5.5. Prevalence of child sexual abuse by non-partners before the age of 15 among all respondents (N=148), Nauru 2013

Sexual abuse before age 15
Face to face | Card Interview Number of
interview and/or card women who
experienced
physical and/
or sexual
partner
violence
(N)
Number % Number % | Number %
Total 25 169 | 33 22.3 | 45 304 | 148
Age of sexual
abuse before
age 15
0-4 1 0.7
5-9 7 4.7
10-14 17 11.5
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Type of
perpetrator
(grouped)
Male family 18 12.2
member(s)
Female 0 0.0
family
member(s)
Male other(s) | 8 5.4

Female 0 0.0
others(s)

Table 5.10. Overlap of physical and sexual partner violence among women who experienced physical and/or sexual partner
violence (N=63), Nauru 2013

Partner violence

(%)

Physical violence only 57.1
Sexual violence only 3.2
Physical and sexual violence 39.7

Table 6.1. Gender attitudes. Proportion of interviewed women who said they agree with specific statements presented to them
among all respondents (N=148), Nauru 2013

Statements: Percentage of
women who agreed
with each statement

(%)

"A good wife obeys her husband even if she disagrees” 42.6
"A man should show he is the boss" 37.2
"Wife is obliged to have sex with husband” 31.8

Table 6.2. Attitudes around physical partner violence. Proportion of interviewed women who said they agree that a man has
good reason to hit his wife for reasons stated below, among all respondents (N=148), Nauru 2013

Statements: Percentage of
women who
agreed with each
statement
(%)

"Reason to hit: not completed housework” 14.2

"Reason to hit: wife disobeys him" 29.0

"Reason to hit: wife refuses sex” 6.8

"Reason to hit: wife asks about girlfriends” 6.8

"Reason to hit: husband suspects wife unfaithful” 12.2

"Reason to hit: husband finds out wife unfaithful” 439
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Table 6.3. Attitudes around sexual partner violence. Proportion of interviewed women who said they agree that a married
woman can refuse to have sex with her husbhand for reasons stated below, among all respondents (N=147+), Nauru 2013

Statements: Percentage of women
who agreed with each
statement
(%)

"A married woman can refuse sex if she doesn't want to" 68.7

"A married woman can refuse sex if her husband is drunk” 67.3

"A married woman can refuse sex if she is sick” 78.9

"A married woman can refuse sex if her hushband mistreats her” 7.4

*One woman did not answer all four questions and is not included in this table.

Table 6.4. Situations leading to violence as reported by women who ever experienced physical partner violence (N=61+%),

Nauru 2013
Reason Total
(%)
No particular reason 11.5
Partner drunk 27.9
Money problem 11.5
Problem with work 33
Unemployed 1.6
No food at home 8.2
Family problem 11.5
She is pregnant 0.0
Jealousy 34.4
Refuses sex 1.6
Disobedient 11.5
Educate or Discipline 6.6
Show he is boss 9.8
Other Problems 23.0

* 2 women did not provide answers

Table 7.2. Prevalence and type of injuries and health service use for women who were injured due to physical or sexual partner
violence, among women who experienced physical and/or sexual partner violence (N=63), Nauru 2013

a. Prevalence, frequency, use of services %
Injuries among women reporting partner violence (N=63)

Ever injured due to partner violence 50.8
Injured in the past 12 months 159
Ever lost consciousness 15.9
Lost consciousness in past 12 months 1.6
Ever hurt enough to need health care 17.5

Table 7.3. Self-reported impact of violence on women's health and wellbeing, among women who reported physical or sexual
partner violence (N=63), Nauru 2013

Self reported impact on health (N=63) Total
(%)
No effect 63.5
A little 254
Alot 11.1
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Table 7.4.b. Self-reported nature of impact of violence on women's work, among women who worked for money and who
reported physical and/or sexual partner violence (N=55), Nauru 2013

Self reported impact on work (N=55) Total
(%)

Unable to concentrate 9.1
Unable to work/ sick leave 109
Partner disrupted work 109
Lost confidence in own ability 7.3
Other 54
Work not disrupted 69.1

Table 9.1. Percentage of women who had told others, and persons to whom they told about the violence, among women
experiencing physical or sexual partner violence (N=63), Nauru 2013

People told* number %
No one 18 28.6
Friends 21 Bek
Parents 15 23.8
Brother or sister 15 238
Police ® 7.9
Other ® 7.9

* More than one answer could be given, therefore the total percentage is greater than 100%

Table 9.2. Percentage of women who received help, and from whom, among women experiencing physical or sexual partner
violence (N=63), Nauru 2013

Who helped * number %
No one 8Y 55.6
Friends 6 9.5
Parents 11 17.5
Brother or sister 10 15.9
Uncle or aunt 1 1.6
Husband/partner's family 4 6.4
Other 2 32

* More than one answer could be given, therefore the total percentage is greater than 100%

Table 9.4. Percentage of women who sought help from agencies/persons in authority, among women who experienced
physical or sexual partner violence (N=63), Nauru 2013

To whom went for support*
number %
Not ever gone anywhere for help 43 68.2
Police 16 25.4
Hospital or health center 7 11.1
Legal advice center 3 4.8
Anywhere else 8 4.8

* More than one answer could be given, therefore the total percentage is greater than 100%
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Table 9.5. Main reasons for seeking support from agencies, as mentioned by women who experienced physical or sexual
partner violence and who sought help (N=20), Nauru 2013

Reason for seeking support * number %

Encouraged by friends/family ® 25.0
Could not endure more 9 45.0
Badly injured ® 25.0
He threatened or tried to kill her 2 10.0
He threatened or hit children 2 10.0
Saw that children suffering 1 5.0
Thrown out of the home 0 0.0
Afraid she would kill him 0 0.0
Afraid he would kill her 2 10.0
Other 4 20.0

* More than one answer could be given, therefore the total percentage is greater than 100%

Table 9.6. Main reasons for not seeking support from agencies, as mentioned by women who experienced physical or sexual
partner violence and who did not seek help (N=43), Nauru 2013

Reason for not seeking support * number %
Don't know/no answer 6 14.0
Fear of threats/consequences/ more 4 9.3
violence

Violence normal/not serious 19 442
Didn't know her options 3 7.0
Other 11 25.6

* More than one answer could be given, therefore the total percentage is greater than 100%

Table 9.7. Percentage of women who ever left home because of violence, among women who experienced physical or sexual
partner violence (N=63), Nauru 2013

Country
Total
(%)

Ever left home because of violence 52.4
Number of times leaving home
Neverx 43.1
Once 52
2 - 5times 379
Six or more 13.8
Mean number of days away last timexx 6.45
Where she went last time? (N=33)
Her relatives 66.7
His relatives 6.1
Others##* 27.3

* Excludes responses from 5 women, 1 not living with her partner and 4 who did not provide information
++ Note that this is not a percentage but an average number of days
=+ Other included: another home (5 times mentioned), street (1).
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Table 9.8. Main reasons for leaving home last time she left, as mentioned by women who experienced physical or sexual
partner violence and who left home (N=33), Nauru 2013

Reasons for leaving home * %
No particular incident 0.0
Encouraged by friends/family 3.0
Could not endure more 424
Badly injured 9.1
He threatened or tried to kill her 3.0
He threatened or hit children 6.1
Saw that children suffering 3.0
Thrown out of the home 3.0
Afraid she would kill him 0.0
Encouraged by organization 3.0
Afraid he would kill her 6.1
Other 45.4

* More than one answer could be given, therefore the total percentage is greater than 100%

Table 9.9. Main reasons for returning, as mentioned by women who experienced physical or sexual partner violence, who left
home and returned (N=31), Nauru 2013

Reasons for returning * %
Didn't want to leave children 12.9
Sanctity of marriage 129
For sake of family/children 16.1
Couldn't support children 6.4
Loved him 16.1
He asked her to go back 51.6
Family said to return 6.4
Forgave him 19.4
Thought he would change 3.2
Threatened her/children 0.0
Could not stay there (where she went) 0.0
Violence normal/not serious 6.4
Other 226

* More than one answer could be given, therefore the total percentage is greater than 100%
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Table 9.10. Main reasons for not leaving home, as mentioned by women who experienced physical or sexual partner violence
and who never left home (N=25%), Nauru 2013

Reasons for not leaving home ** %
Didn't want to leave children 20.0
Sanctity of marriage 20.0
Didn't want to bring shame 4.0
Couldn't support children 0.0
Loved him 24.0
Didn't want to be single 0.0
Family said to stay 0.0
Forgave him 28.0
Thought he would change 4.0
Threatened her/children 0.0
Nowhere to go 8.0
Violence normal/not serious 8.0
Other 52.0

* Excludes responses from 5 women, 1 who was not living with partner and 4 who refused to provide information
* More than one answer could be given, therefore the total percentage is greater than 100%
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