Gender Inequality and Intimate Partner Violence

TABLE 3. Percentage of women reporting physical violence
in the last 12 months, and odds ratios (and 95% confidence
intervals) from logistic regression analyses examining asso-
ciations between the likelihood of intimate partner violence
and selected characteristics

Characteristic % Odds ratio
(N=1,264)

Total 21.2 na
CONTROL VARIABLES
Age
20-24 184 1.00
25-29 214 1.06 (0.69-1.65)
30-34 19.4 0.78(0.50-1.22)
35-39 23.0 0.71(0.42-1.19)
40-44 27.5 0.70(0.42-1.18)
Religion
Muslim 204 1.00
Catholic/Protestant/other 216 1.44(0.95-2.19)
Ethnic group
Chagga 21.0 1.00
Pare 210 1.03 (0.60-1.77)
Other 214 1.25(0.90-1.73)
EDUCATION
Women's education
<complete primary 24.2%%% 1.70(1.13-2.58)
>some secondary 11.6 1.00
MARRIAGE
Marital status
Currently married 20.3 1.00
Currently livingwithaman ~ 28.5 1.09 (0.64-1.85)
Not married or

living with a man 213 0.87(0.47-1.60)
Type of union
Monogamous 17.17%% 1.00
Partner has other

wives/girlfriends 32.1 2.04(1.45-2.87)
Who decided on marriage
Woman and partner 21.7 1.00
Partner/someone else 257 0.98 (0.65-1.46)
Partner contributions
Low 40.5%%* 3.26(1.99-5.35)
High 185 1.00
FERTILITY
Problems conceiving
No 20.3* 1.00
Yes 29.2 1.87(1.16-3.01)
Parity
0 12.5%%* 0.37(0.18-0.74)
1-4 20.1 1.00
>5 34.1 2.42 (1.60-3.66)

*p<.05. ***p<.001. Notes: p values are from Pearson’s chi-square test. na=
not applicable.
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