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Abstract

Background: Violence against women is one of the most systematic and prevalent human rights abuses in the
world. It is a form of discrimination and deeply rooted in power imbalances and structural inequality between
women and men. Documenting the extent of the problem and associated factors is essential to develop public
health interventions to tackle violence against women. Therefore, the objective of this study was to determine
magnitude of domestic violence and identify its predictors among married women in the reproductive age in
north western Ethiopia.

Methods: Community-based cross-sectional study was conducted from February 15 to March 15, 2011 among 682
married women and 46 key informants. Systematic sampling technique was used to select respondents for the
quantitative method. Purposive sampling was used to select in-depth interview key informants for and focus group
discussants. Data were analyzed using SPSS window version 16.0. Binary logistic regression and multivariable logistic
regression analysis were carried out to determine the prevalence and identify independent predictors of domestic
violence against women. Statistical association was measured by adjusted odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals.
Statistical significance was declared at P < 0.05.

Result: The prevalence of domestic violence was 78.0%. About 73.3%, 58.4% and 49.1% of women reported
different forms of psychological, physical and sexual violence, respectively. Alcohol consumption by husband
(AOR = 1.9, 95%CI = 1.3, 2.8), being pregnant (AOR = 2.1, 95% CI = 1.4, 3.4), decision making power (AOR = 2.3,
95% CI = 1.5, 3.4) and annual income (AOR = 1.9, 95% CI = 1.1, 3.3) were predictors of domestic violence.

Conclusion: The prevalence of domestic violence was very high as compared to other studies. Women’s
husband alcohol consumption, decision making power annual household income and being pregnant are some
of the predictors of domestic violence against women.
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Background
Violence against women is one of the most systematic and
prevalent human rights abuses in the world which is
occurring in every continent and country that harms
families, communities and reinforce inequality and vio-
lence [1]. Violence against women affects their producti-
vity, autonomy, quality of life and physical and mental
well being [2].
Domestic violence is a common phenomenon in

Ethiopia both urban and rural families. About 81% of
women believed that a husband is justified in beating his
wife [3]. About 30-60% of families were affected by their
intimates [4]. Domestic violence is the most far-reaching
and prevalent. Women suffer physical, emotional, sexual
and economic violence by their intimate partners. It is
often protected by family secrecy, cultural norms, fear,
shame, community’s reluctance on domestic affair and
social stigma made the women remain silent [3,5,6].
The World Health Organization multi-country study

indicated that worldwide domestic violence against
women was ranged 15% in Japan to the highest level 71%
in Ethiopia [6]. As a result, lack of land rights for women
especially in rural areas, gender-gap in working areas, and
access to education and health, widespread belief makes
women inferior in Ethiopia. Ethiopia is a state party to
many international and regional human rights instru-
ments including the convention on the elimination of
discrimination against women. The Ethiopian government
recognizes the role played by civil society organizations in
the promotion and protection of women’s rights [7]. How-
ever, violence against women is very common in Ethiopia
even in the twenty first century.
Since this study conducted in the rural settings in which

84% of the Ethiopian population lives. This study investi-
gated how much women were victim at home by their
partner and what the contributing factors. This study
would close the information gap regarding the current
situation of domestic violence against women through
revealing the magnitude of the problem. Therefore, this
study was aimed to determine magnitude of domestic
violence and identify its predictors among married women
in the reproductive age in North Western Ethiopia. Deter-
mining the magnitude of domestic violence and indentify-
ing predictors’ helps for government officials and any
concerned bodies to design prevention and controlling to
strategies to alleviate. Information obtained here can be
used for different part of the country in similar setting.

Methods
Study setting
Community based cross-sectional study using both quan-
titative and qualitative methods of data collection was
conducted in Fagitalekoma woreda, Awi zone, Amhara
regional state of Ethiopia from February 15 to March 15,
2011. Fagitalekoma woreda (district) is one of the seven
woredas found in Awi zone, Amhara regional state of
Ethiopia and located 465 km from Addis Ababa and
105 km from Bahir Dar. The woreda had 25 rural and 2
urban kebeles (kebele or peasant association that is the
smallest administrative unit that consist of 1000–1500
households). The woreda had an estimated total popu-
lation of 174,876 of whom 86,619(49.53%) were males and
88,257(50.47%) were females. Majority (91.65%) popu-
lation were rural dwellers.

Study design and data collection
Community based cross-sectional study design was con-
ducted between February 15 to March 15, 2011. Six
hundred eighty two married women in the childbearing
age were involved on the house to house interviewees.
Forty six purposively selected participants were involved
in the qualitative study. Then sample size was allocated
proportionally to the size for five rural and two urban
stratified kebeles (peasant associations). Finally, systematic
sampling technique was used to select subjects. Four focus
group discussions were employed on women that had 8 to
10 participants. Twelve in-depth interviews were con-
ducted on key informants from the community repre-
sentatives. The quantitative data were collected using a
structured questionnaire adapted fromWHOmulti country
studies on domestic violence against women and other
studies done on intimate partner violence [3,6,8,9]. The
questionnaire was contextualized to local situation and to
research objectives. Local language (Amharic) version
questionnaire and guide were used for data collection.

Statistical analysis
To assure the quality of the finding, data collectors
training and pre-test were conducted prior to the study
had been conducted. The supervisors and principal
investigator had checked the questionnaire each day.
Incomplete and unclearly filled questionnaires were
given back to the interviewer and got completed. Pre-
coded data was entered and cleaned and analyzed using
SPSS for windows version 16. Descriptive statistics were
computed to determine prevalence of domestic violence
and its predictors. Binary logistic regression analysis was
also done to identify variables that are candidates for the
multivariable analysis. Multivariable logistic regression
analysis was carried out by taking significant variables in
the binary analysis to control the confounding effect of
other variables and to determine independent predictors
of domestic violence against women. The statistical as-
sociation was measured by AORs, 95% CIs and P < 0.05.
The qualitative data was transcribed by replaying the

tape recorded interview. The text was thoroughly read,
reread and thematic areas were identified. Ideas were
colour coded and categorized under different thematic



Table 1 Socio-demographic characteristics of married
women in the reproductive age in Fagitalekoma Woreda,
Awi zone, North Western Ethiopia, March, 2011 [n=682]

Variables Frequency Percent

Age of women 15-24 130 19.1%

25-34 307 45.0%

35-44 198 29.0%

44+ 47 6.9%

Ethnicity Amhara 446 65.4%

Agew 236 34.6%

Religion Orthodox 678 99.4%

Muslim 2 0.3%

Protestant 2 0.3%

Educational status of
women

Illiterate 407 59.7%

Read and write 102 15.0%

1-6 grades 80 11.7%

7-12 grade 49 7.2%

12+ 44 6.5%

Residence Rural 599 87.8%

Urban 83 12.2%

Occupational status of
women

House wife 552 80.9%

Farmer 48 7.0%

Merchant 14 2.1%

Government
employee

50 7.3%

Private or NGOs
employee

18 2.6%

Income contribution by
women (USD)

<89.30 44 35.5%

89.30-332.21 39 31.5%

>332.21 41 33.1%
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areas. Their inductive meanings were extracted and
described in narratives using well said verbatim of the
participants. The findings were presented triangulated
with the quantitative data.

Ethical review
The study was ethically approved by the ethical commit-
tee of college of public health and medical sciences at
Jimma University. Verbal consent was obtained from
each study participant. Confidentiality and the right of
respondents not to participate were respected.

Results
General characteristics of study subjects
Six hundred eighty two married women were involved in
the study yielding a response rate of 100%. The mean age
of women was 31.6 (±7.5) years. Almost two third (65.4%)
of women were Amhara ethnic. Majority (99.4%) of the
respondents were orthodox Christians. five hundred
ninety nine (87.8%) of them were rural dwellers. More
than half (59.7%) of women were illiterate, and 552(80.9%)
were housewives (Table 1). One fifth of the women’s
husbands (20.2%) were in the age group 40–44 with the
mean age of 40.8 (±10.8) years. More than one third
(37.5%) of women’s husbands were illiterate and three
fourth (76%) of them were farmers. More than two-third
(68.9%) of husbands used drug in which alcohol took the
highest share 465(98.9%). One hundred four (22.1%) hus-
bands used alcohol very often while more than three quar-
ters (77.9%) used it sometimes. More than one third
(35.3%) of the women were pregnant during the last
12 months.
Majority (97.4%) of the households were headed by

men. More than half (55.5%) of women had 1–4 alive
children from current husband. Three hundred eighteen
(46.6%) married women lived less than ten years with the
current husband. Majority (97.1%) of women were
formally married with current husband. The marital
duration ranged from 1–36 years with mean marital
duration of 12.7(±7.9) years. One-third (33.3%) of the
household had annual income less than 280.22 US Dollar.
Only 14(2.2%) women had independent decision making
on large household purchases. Nearly half (48.7%) of
women reported that they decided independently on small
daily purchases. Women had joint decision making to visit
their family and to use family planning were 72.7%, 69.2%
respectively (Table 2).

Domestic violence against married women
More than three quarter (78.0%) of married women
reported that they had experienced at least one type of
domestic violence by their current husband during the last
12 months. Two hundred fifty nine (37.9%) women
reported psychological or physical or sexual violence
attempted and or committed at the same time by their
husband (Figure 1).
Domestic psychological violence
Five hundred (73.3%) women reported different forms of
psychological violence against them by their husband.
Among these: women reported husband has jealous or
angry if she talked to other men, insist on knowing
where women were at all time, insult by using abusive
language, threaten by an object like stick, belt, gun
(other types of weapon), frightened by looking angrily at
her, done things to scare or intimidate them purposely
and restricted from visiting their parents or relatives and
to attend workshops by their husband were 59.5%,
56.9%, 51.0%, 23.5%, 33.1%, 27.1% and 28.0% respectively
(Table 3).



Table 2 Distribution of decision making participations of
married women on household issues in Fagitalekoma
woreda, Awi zone, North Western Ethiopia, March, 2011
[n=682]

Variables Frequency Percent

Decision making on large
purchases

Husband 383 56.2%

Wife 14 2.2%

Both 285 41.6%

Decision making on small
daily purchase

Husband 80 11.7%

Wife 332 48.7%

Both 270 39.6%

Decision making to visit family
or relatives

Husband 128 18.8%

Wife 58 8.5%

Both 496 72.7%

Decision making on FP utilization Husband 134 19.6%

Wife 76 11.1%

Both 472 69.2%
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Domestic physical violence
Three hundred ninety eight (58.4%) women reported
that they had experienced different forms of physical
violence during the last 12 months by their husband.
Among these women: 375(55.0%) reported being pushed,
shaved, thrown something at her, 320(46.9%) reported
being punched, hit with fist, twist her arm that could
hurt her, 202(29.6%) reported being slapped, kick,
dragged or beaten, 38(5.6%) reported being attacked
with knife, gun and 31(4.5%) reported being ever scalded
or burnt purposefully by their husband during the last
12 months (Table 4). Among those women who reported
physical violence, 181(45.5%) of them had different out-
comes. Such as 137(75.7%) had bruise or physical body
aches and 41(22.7%) injured or broken bone. About 47
(6.9%) women reported that their household properties
were deliberately damaged by their husband during the
last 12 months.
Figure 1 Distribution of domestic violence against married women in
Western Ethiopia, March, 2011.
One of the key informants from women and children
affair office stated woman’s history that came to seek
help from their office “…The husband beat his wife over
the whole body…it was really terrible that makes me
shocked. It was really shameful. He beat his wife by lock-
ing the door… Nobody could help her in their village.
The reason was that her relative invited them for the
welcome ceremony of her brother who was returning from
army service. But he didn’t want to go there. Then she
went to her relative and met her brother without her hus-
band permission. She came back to her home at the same
day even if she wanted to stay there to share their happi-
ness… At that time the husband entered home and closed
the door and started beating her. Oh! Really he is not hu-
man being….”
Domestic sexual violence
Three hundred thirty five (49.1%) women reported that
they had experienced different forms of sexual violence
by their husband during the last 12 months. Among
these women being physically forced to have sex when
they didn’t want to have sexual intercourse, being
intentionally denied sex and being forced to do some-
thing sexual that was degrading or humiliating her were
44.3%, 27.9% and14.7% respectively by their husband in
one year time (Figure 2). The women reported their
justifications to refuse having sex with their husbands; if
she knew that her husband has sexually transmitted
diseases 409(60.0%), if she knew that her husband has
sexual relation with other women (66.3%) and if she is
tired or has not in right mood 364(53.4%). The women
also reported their fears and expectations when they
refused to have sex with their husband. Four hundred
two (58.9%) women reported that he gets angry and
reprimand her, 180(26.4%) reported that he give up
financial support, 328(48.1%) reported that he can use
force to have sex with her even if she doesn’t want to
and 271(39.7%) reported that he goes to have sex with
other women.
the reproductive age in Fagitalekoma woreda, Awi zone, North



Table 3 Psychological violence among married women in
the reproductive age in Fagitalekoma woreda, Awi zone,
North Western Ethiopia, March, 2011

Types of psychological violence Frequency Percent

Jealous or angry if she talk to other men 406 59.5%

Insisted knowing where the women at
all time

388 56.9%

Insulted by their husband using abusive
language

348 51.0%

Threatened by an object like stick, belt,
gun or other weapon

160 23.5%

Create financial hardship or not trust her 139 20.4%

Frightened their husband by looking
angrily at her

226 33.1%

Expressed suspicion or accuses him that
he is unfaithful

140 20.5%

Ignored or shown in difference 127 18.6%

Deprived privilege in the family 89 13.0%

Denied by their husband on their basic
personal needs

94 13.8%

Intentionally makes not involved on
decision making

95 13.9%

Belittled or humiliated them in front
of others

87 12.8%

Done things to scare or intimidate them
purposely

185 27.1%

Restricted from going to their parent’s,
relative or workshops

191 28.0%

** Multiple response were possible.
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Predictors of domestic violence
Age, ethnicity, residence, educational status, occupa-
tional status, women’s income contribution, age of hus-
band, husband drug use, being pregnant, educational
status of husband, occupational status of husband, head
of household, number of children alive, marital duration,
type of marriage, household annual income, decision
maker of household were entered into binary logistic
Table 4 Physical violence among married women in the
reproductive age in Fagitalekoma woreda, Awi zone,
North Western Ethiopia, March, 2011

Types of physical violence Frequency Percent

pushed, shaved, shake or throw something
to her

375 55.0%

punched, hit with fist, twist their arm that
could hurt her

320 46.9%

slapped, kicked, dragged or beaten 202 29.6%

attacked her with knife, gun, or other
type of weapon

38 5.6%

ever scalded or burnt purposefully 31 4.5%

* Multiple responses were possible.
regression. Among these variables; educational status of
women, occupational status of women, age of husband,
husband drug use, being pregnant, household annual in-
come and decision maker of household were signifi-
cantly associated with domestic violence.
Variables like husband’s drug use, being pregnant, de-

cision making power on household issues, age of hus-
band and annual house hold income were positively
associated with domestic violence against married
women. Women whose husbands’ use alcohol were 1.9
times more likely to experience domestic violence than
who do not use alcohol (AOR = 1.9, 95%CI = 1.3, 2.8).
Women who were pregnant in the last 12 months were
2.1 times more likely to experience domestic violence
than who were not pregnant (AOR = 2.1, 95%CI = 1.4,
3.4). Women living in a household earning annual in-
come 280.22-508.76 US Dollar were 1.9 times more
likely to experience domestic violence than women liv-
ing in a household earning less than 280.22US Dollar
[AOR = 1.9, 95%CI = 1.1, 3.3). Women whose husbands
were decision makers of household issues were 2.3 times
more likely to experience domestic violence than who
made decisions jointly (AOR = 2.3, 95% CI = 1.5, 3.4)
(Table 5).
Among all respondents, 124(18.2%) women reported

the presence of traditional gender norm that support
wife beating. This was supported by qualitative data
from different key informants for in-depth interview. A
key informant from police said “....mostly…the women
themselves accept wife beating by the husband… the po-
lice arrived at a village during the conflict of the part-
ners, the policeman has tried to manage the conflict and
tried to bring the husband to kebele prison but the wife
said to the policeman…why? You have no mandate to
accuse him because he is my husband and he can kick
me …” Thirty six (5.3%) of women were accepting the
traditional gender norm that support wife beating. Hus-
band has the right to beat his wife if she goes out with-
out telling him, if she neglect the children, if she argues
with him, if she refuses to have sex with him and if she
burns the food were 67.6%, 50.3%, 49.4%, 38.9%), 38.0%
respectively (Figure 3).

Discussion
This study determined the prevalence of domestic vio-
lence against women. The findings from this study
showed that almost 8 out of every ten women were vic-
tim of domestic violence. Three fourth of women re-
ported psychological violence and over half of the
respondents were victim for different forms of physical
and sexual violence by their partner within 12 months
period. Husbands’ use alcohol, being pregnant, lack of
decision making autonomy on household issues were
more likely victim of domestic violence. This findings



Figure 2 Distribution of sexual violence among married women in the reproductive age in Fagitalekoma woreda, Awi zone, North
Western Ethiopia, March, 2011. [Multiple responses were possible].
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relatively consistent with WHO multi-country study on
domestic violence showed that seven in every ten
women (71%) had experienced domestic violence by
their husband in Ethiopia. However, this finding is much
higher than in Zambia almost half of women had do-
mestic violence by their husband in Colombia, Peru,
India and Dominican Republic, and also specific study
done in Ethiopia (Gondar zuria district) almost half of
women had domestic violence by their husband [6,10].
The possible reason might be the presence of traditional
gender norm that support wife beating in the study area.
Nevertheless, this is inlined with a meta-analysis from
demographic and health surveys of 17 countries in sub-
Table 5 Multivariable logistic regression analysis show indep
women in the reproductive age in Fagitalekoma woreda, Awi

Variables

Yes n

Husband drug use Yes 362(72

No 138(27

Pregnancy of women Yes 202(40

No 298(59

Decision maker of household issues Husband 343(68

Wife 10(2.0%

Jointly 147(29

Age of husband 20-24 7(1.3%

25-29 53(10.0

30-34 99(18.6

35-39 80(15.0

40-44 108(20

45-49 63(11.8

≥50 122(22

Household annual income (USD) <280.22 173(32

280.22-508.76- 195(36

>508.76 164(30

Educational status women Illiterate 329(61

Read and write 80(15.0

1-6 grades 58(10.9

7-12 grade 38(7.1%

12+ 27(5.1%
Saharan Africa indicated that domestic violence revealed
that 74% in Ethiopia, and a study done in Nigeria
showed one third of women victimized during their
pregnancy period [11,12]. The psychological violence is
quite higher than when compared with a study done in
different countries in the world such as Brazil, Hog
Kong, Maldives, Uganda, Ethiopia and South Africa
[8,13-17]. This might be due to traditional gender norm
that support men superiority in the study area and ma-
jority of the women had lived in rural area which is the
problem mostly common and deep rooted.
Concerning about the different forms of physical vio-

lence against them by their husband, this finding is inlined
endent predictors of domestic violence among married
zone, North Western Ethiopia, March, 2011

Domestic violence

(%) No n (%) COR (95% CI) AOR (95% CI)

.4%) 107(58.8%) 1.9(1.3,2.8) 1.9(1.3,2.8)

.6%) 75(41.2%) 1.0 1.0

.4%) 39(21.4%) 2.1(1.4,3.2) 2.1(1.4,3.4)

.6%) 143(78.6%) 1.0 1.0

.6%) 82(45.1%) 2.6(1.8,3.8) 2.3(1.5,3.4)

) 5(2.7%) 1.3(0.4,4.3) 0.9(0.3,3.3)

.4%) 95(52.2%) 1.0 1.0

) 9(6.0%) 1.0 1.0

%) 24(16.0%) 2.8(0.9,8.5) 3.4(1.0,11.2)

%) 26(17.3%) 4.9(1.7,14.4) 4.4(1.3,14.2)

%) 15(10.0%) 6.9(2.2,21.3) 6.7(1.9,23.4)

.3%) 30(20.0%) 4.6(1.6,13.5) 4.9(1.5,16.3)

%) 12(8.0%) 6.8(2.1,21.6) 7.2(1.9,26.5)

.9%) 34(22.7%) 4.6(1.6,13.3) 5.1(1.5,17.3)

.5%) 54(36.0%) 1.0 1.0

.7%) 32(21.3%) 1.9(1.2,3.1) 1.9(1.1,3.3)

.8%) 64(42.7%) 0.8(0.5,1.2) 0.7(0.4,1.2)

.8%) 78(52.0%) 1.0 1.0

%) 22(14.7%) 0.9(0.5,1.5) 0.8(0.5,1.5)

%) 22(14.7%) 0.6(0.4,1.1) 0.5(0.3,0.9)

) 11(7.3%) 0.8(0.4,1.7) 2.0(0.9,4.9)

) 17(11.3%) 0.4(0.2,0.7) 1.3(0.5,3.1)



Figure 3 Distribution of women’s reasons justified by husband for wife beat among married women (15–49 years) in Fagitalekoma
woreda, Awi zone, North Western Ethiopia, March, 2011. [n = 682, multiple responses were possible].
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with a study in rural Ethiopia (Meskan and Mareko)
revealed that half of women (49.5%) had experienced
physical violence by their partner [16]. Nevertheless, it is
quite higher than when it compared with a study con-
ducted in 8 South African countries indicated that partner
physical violence ranged lowest rates from 9% in
Mozambique and Malawi to the highest (32%) in Zambia
[18]. It has significant difference as compared to study
finding from South Africa, Japan (Yokohama) and in
Brazil revealed that 1–4 in every 10 women had expe-
rienced physical intimate partner violence at some point
in their past [13,17,19]. The difference might be presence
of culture and traditional gender norms that support wife
beating within the community. However, it is quite higher
as compared with a study done in Maldives, Uganda and
Tanzania showed that 11.4% to 24.8% of women had
reported physical violence by their partner [8,15,20]. It has
higher than findings from other studies done in different
parts of Ethiopia (Gondar zuria district, kofale in Arsi
zone and Agaro) indicated that a round one third of
women had experienced physical violence by their partner
[9,10,21]. The higher prevalence might be due to the study
time difference in which in the current study victims may
disclose more about the occurrence of the problem.
Regarding to sexual violence, the most frequent type

of sexual violence reported by women was physically
forced to have sex when they didn’t want to have sexual
intercourse. This is incomparable higher than findings
from a study conducted in Ethiopia (Gondar zuria dis-
trict and Agaro) found that approximately one in five of
women have been forced to sex by their partners [9,10].
Women were forced to do something sexual that de-
grade or humiliate them that was quite higher than a
finding from study done in Turkey and in Brazil found
that 3% and 9.8% women had experienced sexual vio-
lence respectively [13,22]. The observed difference might
be due to sexual autonomy imbalance. In the qualitative
study finding most of the focus group discussants agreed
that“…Husband has the right to beat his wife… if she
refuses to have sexual intercourse with her husband …
even unhealthy condition of women…”so women didn’t
want to refuse having sexual intercourse.
Those women whose husbands drink alcohol were more
likely to experience domestic violence than their counter-
parts. Similarly different studies found that the occurrence
of domestic violence doubled when the husband drink
alcohol [10,14,23-25]. As the age of husbands going older
the occurrence of domestic violence increases. This is
contradicted with a study done in Tanzania, which indi-
cated women who had older partners were less likely
victim of violence than women who had younger partners
[20]. Similarly a study done in Serbia and Vietnam showed
that domestic intimate partner violence was doubled when
the partner had only secondary education or below
secondary education [25,26]. On the other hand, in this
study women’s education is negatively associated with
domestic violence which contradicts with a study in South
African, Zimbabwean and Tanzania [4,20]. This might be
as women’s’ educational level increase their awareness and
struggle to their right against the traditional gender norm
in which in this study population the elders were more
accept the wife beating.
Women living in a household middle level annual

income were more likely to experience domestic violence
than the lowest annual income. This contradicts with the
finding in India; higher family income was negatively asso-
ciated with domestic violence [23]. Household’s low socio-
economic status in comparison to high was significantly
associated with intimate partner violence [25]. The reason
might be the income by itself creates disagreement that
leads for straggle for ownership and decision making.
Women whose husbands were decision makers of house-
hold issues were more likely to experience domestic
violence than women who made decisions jointly with
their husbands. This finding is similar with a study in
Gondar zuria district [10]. Among domestic violence
victims less than one third of women sought help
concerned bodies. It is higher than a study in Turkey in
which only 11.7% sought help after being exposed to
physical violence [22]. This relative difference might be
due to the availability of locally arranged conflict manage-
ment committee from local leaders, elders, religious
fathers and model families assigned by the community
and woreda administration office.
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Implication of the findings
Although Ethiopia is a state party to many international
and regional human rights instruments including the
convention on the elimination of discrimination against
women. Violence against women is a major obstacle to
the progress in achieving growth and development
targets, in which it recognize as a public health and
human rights concern in Ethiopia. Therefore, determi-
ning the magnitude and indentifying predictors’ helps
for government officials and any concerned bodies to
design prevention and controlling strategies to tackle
domestic violence. Preventing violence against women
will contribute to the achievement of MDG number 3
that specifically addresses promotion of gender equality
and women's empowerment. In addition, assuring
gender equality is recognized as key in achieving all
eight goals. Information obtained here can be used for
planning of intervention programs in different part of
the country.

Strength and limitation of the study
This study is community based study which is mainly in
rural setting that domestic violence is very common
related to the presence of traditional gender norm that
support wife beating. It has qualitative study that used to
explore community perception about domestic violence
mainly wife beating. However, it has limitations that it
was based on self-reporting, there might be recall and
social desirability bias due to its’ sensitive nature and
cultural barrier for disclosure. This study did not include
men to assess their attitude towards wife beating on
quantitative study and the violence against men by their
female partner.

Conclusion
This study showed that domestic violence against
women was quite high. Almost 8 out of every 10 women
had domestic violence by their partner. Approximately
three fourth of women were victim of psychological
violence as well as more than half of the women had
different forms of physical and sexual violence in the last
12 months by their husband. Husbands’ drink alcohol,
being pregnant; lack of women decision making auto-
nomy and annual income of household was more likely
victim of domestic violence. Only one out of three
victim women sought help mainly from their family who
are highly tied by traditional gender norm that support
wife beating. Therefore, we recommend that creating
awareness to avoid of traditional gender norm that sup-
port wife beating in the community by integrating with
health extension program to prevent domestic violence.
Competing interests
All authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Authors’ contributions
AS had made substantial contributions to conception and design, or
acquisition of data, or analysis and interpretation of data, and TB and MA
had revised the paper critically for important intellectual content. All authors
read and approved the final manuscript.
Acknowledgments
This study was carried out with the financial support obtained from Jimma
University. Our special gratitude goes to Fagitalekoma Woreda administrative
office for facilitating conditions for data collection. We would also like to
forward special thanks to the study participants without whom this study
would not have been realized.

Author details
1School of Nursing and Midwifery, Haramaya University, Po Box 235, Harar,
Ethiopia. 2Department of Population and Family Health, Jimma University,
Jimma, Ethiopia.

Received: 12 June 2013 Accepted: 25 November 2013
Published: 5 December 2013
References
1. United Nation (UN): Indicators to Measure Violence against Women; UNs

Division for the Advancement of Women, UNs Economic Commission for
Europe. Geneva, Switzerland: UNs Statistical Division; 2007.

2. Anne T, Kathleen F, Joanne E: Improving Women’s Health: Issues and
Interventions. Health, Nutrition and Population. The World Bank; 2000:1–41.
www-wds.worldbank.org/servlet/…/WDSP/IB/2000/…/multi_page
(accessed Jan, 2011).

3. Central Statistical Agency [Ethiopia] and ORC Macro: Ethiopian Demographic
Health Survey 2005. Maryland, USA: Addis Ababa, Ethiopia and Calverton; 2006.

4. Jandell A-D: Kaiser Permanent National Diversity Council and Permanent
National Diversity Office (Women’s Health). Provider’s Handbook on Culturally
Competent Care. 1st edition. USA: Kaiser Permanent:26–28.

5. Michau L, Naker D: Mobilizing Communities to Prevent Domestic Violence: a
resource for Organizations in East and Southern Africa in 2003.

6. Moreno CG, Jansen H, Ellsberg M, Heise L, Watts C: WHO multi-country
study on women’s health and domestic violence against women initial
results on prevalence, health outcomes and women’s responses. Lancet
2006, 368:1260–1269.

7. Report on Ethiopia- Universal Periodic Review–Sixth Round 2009. http://www.gtz.
de/de/dokumente/en-fgm-countriesethiopia.pdf. (Accessed 23 February 2009.

8. Koenig MA, Lutalo T, Zhao F, Nalugoda F, Mangen W, Kiwanuka N, Wagman
J, et al: Domestic violence in rural Uganda: evidence from a community-
based study. Bulletin of the WHO 2003, 81(1):53–60.

9. Deribew A: Magnitude and risk factors of intimate partner violence
against women in Agaro Town, Southwest Ethiopia. Ethiopia J. Health Sci.
2007, 17(2):1–13.

10. Yigzaw T, Yibrie A, Kebede Y: Domestic violence in Gondar Zuria district,
Northwest Ethiopia. EJHD 2004, 18(3):133–139.

11. Uthman OA, Lawoko S, Moradi T: Sex disparities in attitudes towards
intimate partner violence against women in Sub-Saharan Africa: a
socio-ecological analysis. BMC Public Health 2010, 10:223.

12. Abasiubong F, Abasiattai AM, Bassey EA, Ogunsemi OO: Demographic risk
factors in domestic violence among pregnant women in Uyo, a
community in the Niger Delta Region, Nigeria. Health Care Women Int
2010, 31(10):891–901.

13. Luis A, Marinheiro V, Mi VE, Souza L: Prevalence of violence against
women users of health care services. Rev Saude Publica 2006, 40(4):1–7.

14. Tsui KL, Chan AY, So FL, Kam CW: Risk factors for injury to married
women from domestic violence in Hong Kong. Hong Kong Med J 2006,
12(4):289–293.

15. Fulu E: Domestic violence and women’s health in Maldives. Regional
Health Forum 2007, 11(2):27–30.

16. Negussie D, Yemane B, Atalay A, Mary E, Maria E, Ulf H, et al: Intimate
partner violence and depression among women in rural Ethiopia: a
cross-sectional study. Clin Pract Epidemiol Ment Health 2009, 5(8):1–10.

17. Jewkes R, Levin J, Kekana LP: Risk factors for domestic violence: findings
from a South African cross-sectional study. Soc Sci Med 2002,
55:1603–1617.

http://www-wds.worldbank.org/servlet/&/WDSP/IB/2000/&/multi_page
http://www.gtz.de/de/dokumente/en-fgm-countriesethiopia.pdf
http://www.gtz.de/de/dokumente/en-fgm-countriesethiopia.pdf


Semahegn et al. Reproductive Health 2013, 10:63 Page 9 of 9
http://www.reproductive-health-journal.com/content/10/1/63
18. Andersson N, Ho-Foster A, Mitchell S, Scheepers E, Goldstein S: Risk factors
for domestic physical violence: national cross-sectional household
surveys in eight southern African countries. BMC Womens Health 2007,
7(11):1–13.

19. Yoshihama M, Horrocks J, Kamano S: Experiences of intimate partner
violence and related injuries among women in Yokohama, Japan. Am J
Public Health 2007, 97(2):232–234.

20. Maman S, Mbwambo JK, Hogan NM, Kiion GP, Campbell JC, Weiss E, et al:
HIV-positive women report more lifetime partner violence: findings from
a voluntary counselling and testing clinic in Dares Salaam, Tanzania. Am
J Public 2002, 92(8):1331–1337.

21. Dibaba Y: Prevalence of intimate partner physical violence against
women and associated factors in Kofale district, Arsi zone, central
Ethiopia. Ethiopia J Health Sci 2006, 16(2):119–129.

22. Tokuç B, Ekuklu G, Avcioglu S: Domestic violence against married women
in Edirne: Trakya University, Edirne, Turkey. J Interpers Violence 2009,
25(5):832–847.

23. Babu BV, Kar SK: Domestic violence in Eastern India: Factors associated
with victimization and perpetration. Public health 2010, 124:136–148.

24. Civi S, Kutlu R, Marakoolu K: The frequency of violence against women
and the factors affecting this in Konya, a metropole city of Turkey.
Gulhane Typ Dergisi 2008, 50:110–116.

25. Djikanovic B, Jansen H, Otasevic S: Factors associated with intimate
partner violence against women in Serbia. J Epidemiol Community Health
2010, 64:728–735.

26. Vung ND, Ostergren P, Krantz G: Intimate partner violence against women
in rural Vietnam-different socio-demographic factors are associated with
different forms of violence. BMC Public Health 2008, 8(55):1–11.

doi:10.1186/1742-4755-10-63
Cite this article as: Semahegn et al.: Domestic violence and its
predictors among married women in reproductive age in
Fagitalekoma Woreda, Awi zone, Amhara regional state, North
Western Ethiopia. Reproductive Health 2013 10:63.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Result
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Study setting
	Study design and data collection
	Statistical analysis
	Ethical review

	Results
	General characteristics of study subjects
	Domestic violence against married women
	Domestic psychological violence
	Domestic physical violence
	Domestic sexual violence
	Predictors of domestic violence

	Discussion
	Implication of the findings
	Strength and limitation of the study

	Conclusion
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgments
	Author details
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


