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Background

» According to the World Health Organization, 15% of the world’s
population lives with some form of disability

» Very little data from lower income countries on disability status and
vulnerability to violence

» Disability and IPV in Nepal

» Out of 475 women living with a disabililty, 57% reported lifetime violence
(family, neighbors, husbands)

» 39% of the violence was perpetrated by husbands uriet ai 2015).

Puri et al. BMC Public Health (2015) 15:261



Key Research Questions

» Are women with disabilities morel likely to report
experiencing IPV than women without disabilities?

» Are women with disabilities morel likely to report
experiencing violence from in-laws than women without
disabilities?

» What are levels of support and help seeking for women with
disabilities and women without disabilities?



Change Starts at Home Project

» Social and behavior change communication intervention on
norms and experience of IPV

» N=36 Village Development Committees, 3 districts
» N=1800 married female participants of reproductive age

» Analysis
» Logistic regression
» Age
» Education
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» Number of children
» Husband's education
» |Income stress

» Caste/ethnicity



Key Measures

» Disability

Do you have difficulty seeing, even if
wearing glasses; hearing; walking or
climbing steps; remembering or
concentrating; speaking?

» Response options: No difficulty, some
difficulty, a lot of difficulty, cannot
do it at all

» Coded as:

» “No disability” (answered no
difficulty to all

» “Some disability” (answered some
difficulty to any, no to severe
disability)

» “Severe disability” (answered a lot of
difficulty or cannot do it at all to

any)

» Past-Year Intimate Partner
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Violence

Physical and/or sexual
Emotional

Economic

In-law

Coded: dichotomous variables; a
woman was considered to have
experienced a type of violence if any
scale item was answered
affirmatively
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Presentation Notes
Physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence: each women was asked how often her husband had ever: slapped or thrown something at her; pushed or shoved her; hit her with his fist or something else; kicked, dragged, beaten, choked or burned her; threatened or actually used a gun, knife or other weapon against her; physically forced her to have sex; made her feel afraid enough that she had sex when she did not want to; and forced her to do something sexual she did not want to. 

Emotional IPV: the World Health Organization Multi-Country Study on Women’s Health and Domestic Violence. This 4-item scale asks whether the husband had insulted or made her feel bad, belittled or humiliated her in front of other people, done things to scare or intimidate her, and threatened to hurt her or someone she cares about in the past 12 months. 

Economic violence: the United Nations Multi-country Study on Men and Violence’s 3-item scale, which asks: if in the past year the woman’s husband had prevented her from getting a job, going to work, trading or earning money; taken her earning or valuables against her will; and kept money from his earnings for alcohol, tobacco or other things for himself when he knew she having trouble affording the household expenses.

In-Law Violence: has the husband’s family called you names, insulted you, humiliated you, or prevented you from leaving the home; family hit, kicked, punched or otherwise physically hurt you; encouraged your husband to hit, kick, punch, or otherwise physically hurt you? 
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Sample 1800
Disability
No Disability 1075 (60%)
Some Disability 635 (35%)
Severe Disability 89 (5%)
Intimate Partner Violence (past year)
Emotional 522 (29%)
Physical / Sexual 455 (25%)

Economic 315 (18%)




Disability and past-year emotional IPV
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Disability and past-year physical / sexual 1PV
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Disability and past-year economic IPV
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Disability and past-year In-law violence
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Family support for IPV by disability statu
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Presentation Notes
Question: If your husband hit you or physically hurt you in any other way, a member of your family would tell your husband to stop

We coded as “supportive” if answered strongly or somewhat agree; “unsupportive” if answered somewhat or strongly disagree

Same for in-laws next slide


In-law support for IPV by disability statu
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Help seeking for IPV by disability status
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Limitations

» 5 out of 6 items of the Washington Disability Group on Disability Statistics
were included in survey

» More research needed to understand vulnerability to specific forms of
IPV/violence based on degree of disability




Key Points

» High frequency of reported disability, despite inclusion/exclusion RCT
criteria

» Disability is associated with increased likelihood of IPV and in-law violence
a gradient was also observed

» Women with disabilities have fewer familial resources to intervene, leaving
them to seek recourse within formal sector; a gradient was also observed

» Future research may seek to examine disability status with other markers of
soclal disadvantage as they pertain to IPV vulnerability and help-seekin

» Future research may seek to examine potential variations in treatme
effects among women living with disabilities
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