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Abstract

This paper examines the influence of community context on domestic violence
among the women in Chitwan Valley, Nepal — a predominantly patriarchal society that is
in the midst of dramatic social change. Though previous research on domestic violence
has emphasized the role of prevailing patriarchal ideology, the recent dramatic changes in
the South Asian societies are likely to have important influences on domestic violence in
the opposite direction. Using the measures and analytical approaches specifically
designed to study the impact of macro level social change on individual-level family
behaviors we test the influence of community context on domestic violence. The results
show that wives’ childhood community context, both wives’ and husbands’ adulthood
community context, and couples’ non-family experiences each tend to reduce the
likelihood of domestic violence. Non-family experiences that increase exposure to
Western ideas appear to be particularly powerful in reducing the likelihood of domestic
violence. Husbands’ positive attitudes towards mother-in-law obedience, on the other
hand, are associated with a higher likelihood of domestic violence. These associations are
robust against several key variations in model specification and point toward social
psychological mechanisms linking macro-level social change to the individual-level

incidence of domestic violence.



Introduction

This paper examines the influence of community context on domestic violence
among the women in a society in the midst of dramatic social change. Over the past
decades, particularly after the Fourth World Conference on Women in Beijing in 1995,
violence against women has received greater scientific and public policy attention. A
large number of studies have indicated a high level of domestic violence against women
worldwide, with the highest level and most sever forms of domestic violence in the South
Asian region. However, with few exceptions, despite the highest level and most sever
forms of violence against women in South Asian region, most empirical evidence on
domestic violence comes from western industrialized societies, and little is known about
the determinant of domestic violence in South Asia societies. We hypothesize that
changes and variation in community context and wives’ and husbands’ experiences are
likely to influence spousal relations leading to reduce levels of domestic violence.

Using measures and analytical approaches specifically designed to study the
influence of macro level social change on individual family behaviors we test the
influence of community context on domestic violence. The analysis contributes to
theoretical and empirical research on the influence of community context on domestic
violence in several important ways. First, using life course perspective which suggests
that the timing of exposure to the community context may affect individual’s behavior in
different ways through multiple mechanisms, we examine community context in two

points across the individual life course— childhood and adulthood.



Second, research investigating contextual influences on individual’s experiences
has explored many different contextual levels. Many studies have operationalized context
at high levels of aggregation, such as the regional level (Dyson & Moore 1983) or the
national level (Entwisle & Mason 1986). However, other studies have shown a significant
influence of the local community on individual behaviors, particularly in rural agrarian
settings in which daily activities are localized (Axinn & Yabiku 2001; Axinn & Fricke
1996; Entwisle et al. 1989). Because so much of daily social life in poor rural settings is
organized near the home (Axinn & Yabiku 2001), this study operationalizes context at a
local level, investigating the neighborhood within which individuals conduct most of
their day-to-day activities. Moreover, particularly significance here is the CVFS data
feature the measures of both individual social and physical context as well.

Third, we examine the influence of community context in a setting that is
undergoing rapid social change (Axinn & Barber 2001; Ghimire et al. 2006; Shivakoti et
al. 1997). Up until the early 1970s Chiwan was an isolated valley surrounded by rivers
and dense forest and heavily infested by deadly malaria. It was purely a subsistence
agricultural society with most social activities organized within families and patterns of
family formation as they had been for centuries. Beginning in the late 1970s Chitwan
valley has undergone a dramatic social change that spurred the spread of wage labor
employment, schools, markets, transportation, government services, and the mass media.
In 1995 we launched the Chitwan Valley Family Study (CVFS) to document the rapid
social changes occurring in Chitwan and investigate their influence on domestic violence.

Finally, CVFS data feature measures of multiple dimensions of individual

experiences from identical, but separate interviews with husbands and wives, provides



unique opportunity to investigate the influence of both the perpetrator’s as well as the

victim’s individual characteristics.

Theoretical Framework

Scholars have argued that the high level and most sever form of domestic
violence in South Asian region is linked to the prevailing patriarchal ideology, one of the
major components of the South Asian cultural configuration. This cultural configuration
evolved through Hindu religious doctrines emphasize strong hierarchal relations based on
gender (men supremacy over women), caste (high caste Hindus over low caste Hindus),
and seniority (senior over juniors). For example, according to Manusmriti (9.3), Hindu
religious scripts, a woman is protected by her father in childhood, by her husband in her
youth, and by her sons in her old age and is never fit for independence. Once a woman is
married, she becomes a property and responsibility of her husband. Her life is supposed
to be devoted to her husband’s service and taking care of his children. In ancient times,
when a Hindu man died, his wife either committed sati on his funeral pyre or retired into

a life of social damnation, religious contemplation and perennial solitude.

Although the Hindu ideology which is presumed to be originally associated with
the Indo-Aryan group (who came to Nepal from India in several waves since 13"
Century), it has became pervasive even among other non Indo-Arayan groups through the
adoption of values, beliefs, and customs of the high caste Hindus who are guided by

»l

Sanskrit scholarship — a process often referred as “sanskritization”. Soon after the Indo-

! Sanskritization plays a crucial role in changing the family formation, sexual, and fertility ideals and
behaviors of non-Hindu society. M.N. Srinivas, an Indian Sociologist, defines Sanskritization as process
of: 1) Adoption by lower castes of new values which are said to belong to members of the so called upper



Aryan group took over the political power, they persuaded others to follow their religion
and customs. As a result, both as an ideological and normative force, Hindu religious
doctrine has played important role in both in marriage and marital relationships,
including domestic violence against women (Koeing et al 2006, 2003; Stephenson et al.

2006)

However, during the period of British colonization of the Indian sub-continent,
Hindus began to interact with people who had vastly different beliefs about social
relationships — people who believed on independence and personal freedom, equality
between men and women, marital relationship based on love, and do not believe on caste
system (Macfarlane 1986; Smith 1973; Tilly and Scott 1978; Thornton & Li 1994;
Thornton 2001; 2005; Tsuya & Choe 1991; Whyte 1990). Nepal, however, was never a
colony, and Hindus in this country had little exposure to such alternative views of
marriage until after the 1950s. In fact, Nepal remained politically and economically
isolated from other countries until the mid-1950s, when Nepal’s king first opened the
country to interaction with non-Hindu nations and peoples (Bista 1972; Blaikie, Cameron
and Seddon, 1980). Since that time, and particularly beginning in the mid-1970s, Nepal
has experienced dramatic social and economic change. Exposure to outside world was

further accelerated by Nepalese interactions with Western population within Nepal and abroad, as
thousands of Western tourists traveled to Nepal and Nepalese traveled to Western countries for

work, study, training, seminars and businesses.

caste. 2) Expression of these new values and ideals in theological and scholarly literature written in
Sanskrit language. 3) Adoption of the ways of life of the higher castes. 5) A rise in status within the caste
hierarchy. This process of Hindu religio-cultural intrusion often refereed by different terms Hindunization,
Bhraminization or Sanskratization has profound impact on the non-Hindu community in Nepal.



In addition, since the very beginning of her planned development effort Nepal
started receiving large portion of her development budget in foreign aid from various
individual countries, multi-national and bilateral organizations, and international non-
governmental organizations. This flow of international aid was primarily targeted to the
improvement in living condition of the rural poor through improvement in education
systems, health services and rural infrastructure. The result has been a dramatic spread of
formal education, wage work, government services, transportation and communication
infrastructure, and the mass media. This spread of community level changes ha produced
a re-organization of individuals’ daily social lives within the lifetimes of Nepal’s current
population (Axinn and Yabiku 2001). The first signs of the impact of these social
changes on social life in the form of increasing participation education, employment,
exposure to mass media, international communication and travel and other sociopolitical
sphere of social life, are already apparent (Axinn and Yabiku 2001; Beutel and Axinn
2002; Ghimire and Axinn 2006).

Moreover, scholars have documented dramatic impact of these social changes on
the many different dimensions of family change, including childbearing, marriage timing
and marital arrangements (Aheren 2004; Axinn & Yabiku 2001; Axinn & Barber 2001,
Barber & Axinn 2004; Ghimire, Axinn, Yabiku & Thornton 2006; Ghimire & Axinn
2006; Niraula 1994; Morgan & Niraula 1995). Together these changes have created a
transition from large families with extended family living, high parental authority, low
youth autonomy, young ages at marriage and childbearing, or low women’s status and
independence to smaller families with nuclear family living, low parental control, high

youth autonomy, older age at marriage and childbearing, or high women’s status and



independence (Caldwell, Reddy, & Caldwell 1983, 1988; Dyson & Moore 1983; Goode
1970; Rindfuss & Morgan 1983; Sastry and Ross 1998; Thornton, Chang, & Lin 1994).
We hypothesize that the macro level social changes and the changes in family behavior
produced by the social changes are likely to have important influence on the spousal
relations leading to reduce level of domestic violence.

Although a large body of research documents important influences of individual
factors on domestic violence, the potential influences of community context have been
less thoroughly studied. This is an important area given that individuals’ marital relations
may be greatly shaped by interactions structured by the characteristics of the community
in which they live (Brewster et al., 1993). Brewster et al. (1993) suggest that community
context influences individuals’ behavior in two ways: the local opportunity structure may
facilitate and constrain individual behavior; or the community may promote mainstream
values and norms by delineating boundaries of desirable behaviors for young people.

To link community context with domestic violence, we draw on two theoretical
perspectives: 1) the mode of social organization framework (Thornton, Fricke, Yang &
Chang 1994; Thornton & Fricke 1987); and 2) Mead’s exposure hypothesis (Mead 1967
[1934]). We elaborate below.

Modes of social of organization framework

This framework focuses on the extent to which the activities of daily social life,
including authority patterns, information flow, living arrangements, production,
consumption, socialization, and reproduction, are organized by the family versus by other
non-family social institutions. Transitions along this continuum are likely to influence

marital relationship in at least three important ways.



First, in a substance agricultural society in which most of social life is organized
within the family, the spread of new non-family organizations and services creates new
opportunities to reorganize daily social life outside the family (Axinn & Yabiku 2001,
Ogburn & Tibbits 1934; Thornton & Lin 1994). One key prediction from the mode of
social organization framework is that increased exposure to non-family social activities
among young people leads to greater independence, resulting in the adoption of new
ideas and values based on individual independence, personal freedom, equality and
interpersonal relations based on mutual consent (Thornton & Fricke 1987; Thornton,
Fricke, Yang & Chang 1994). To the extent newly married people have participated in
these non-family activities, they will be more likely to hold positive attitudes towards
new ideas that are likely to fundamentally alter the dynamics of their marital relationship.

Second, recent work using the mode of social organization framework suggests
that the organization of social life during childhood shapes individuals’ long-term
personality characteristics (Axinn & Yabiku 2001) which then may dictate their later life
social interactions, including domestic violence. This research points toward potentially
important long term influences of early non-family experience on personality
development (Axinn, Ghimire, & Barber 2006; Yabiku, Axinn & Thornton 1999). Ina
Hindu context, young people who have substantial non-family experience in early
childhood themselves, as adults may be more likely to develop interaction skills and
values consistent with new ideas of individual independence, personal freedom, equality
and relationships based on mutual consent (Axinn & Yabiku 2001; Axinn & Barber
2001). If so, then childhood exposure non-family social context may lower violence

against women, independently of adult social context in South Asia.



Third, in societies where arranged marriage is common, evidence indicates that
greater youth independence, including more involvement of young people in spouse
choice, can change the nature of marital relationships, leading to more love and affection
and less disagreement and violence (Rindfuss and Morgan 1983; Thornton and Lin 1994;
Wu 1996). Recent evidence demonstrates that in such settings participation in non-
family activities speeds the transition away from arranged marriage toward youth
involvement in spouse choice (Ghimire et al. 2006; Thornton and Lin 1994). Therefore,
wives’ and husbands’ non-family experience is likely to encourage more orderly conduct
and lower the likelihood of violence.

Mead’s exposure hypothesis

Classical sociological theories and recent empirical work suggest that a simple
exposure to community services such as schools, health services, employment centers,
bus stops, or cooperatives is likely to influence the individuals’ attitudes and beliefs in
important ways (Barber 2004; Mead, 1967 [1934]; Zajonc, 1968). Mead suggests that
individuals can develop their “self” in part by interacting with nonhuman “others” such
as the institutions around them. For example, the presence of an employment center may
increase the chances an individual views herself as a potential employee. This may then
substantially change the views of that individual about both the employment center and
non-family work (Barber 2004). Therefore, we expect that exposure to local non-family
organizations and services is likely to reduce domestic violence by creating positive
attitudes toward the non-family activities leading increased participation and adoption of
new values that are based on independence, personal freedom, equality and interpersonal

relations based on mutual consent. This purely psychological mechanism may act
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independently of the social organization mechanisms described above, or it may act

jointly with those mechanisms.

Setting

Western Chitwan Valley, which lies in the south central part of Nepal, is the study area

for this research. Historically this population is characterized by early marriage, arranged
marriage, rapid transitions to the first birth, rare contraceptive use, and large completed
family sizes (Axinn & Yabiku 2001; Axinn & Barber 2001; Yabiku 2005). During the
later half of the 20" century, Nepal has undergone dramatic social and economic changes
resulting in the dramatic expansion of non-family service organizations, including schools,
health services, bus stops, cooperatives, and employment centers, within the study area.
This expansion of service organizations has tremendously increased access to these service
organizations. For example, in Figure 1 we present the history of change in the access to
service organizations of Chitwan Valley: historical time increases along the x-axis, and
travel time in minutes increase on the y-axis. The lines represent, across 43 years (1953-
1996), the average time (mean for all neighborhoods) time required to walk to the nearest
school, health service, bus stop, market, or employer. The declining slopes of these lines
indicate that the average time to walk to each of these services has declined dramatically
over the recent history of Chitwan Valley. Importantly, the differences among the lines

indicate which of these changes spread through the valley first, second, and third.

(Figure 1 About Here)
In addition, because these service organizations were not opened or available to
all the neighborhoods at the same time, and were of varying distances, access varied

tremendously. Figure 2 shows the percent of neighborhoods that have a specific service
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within a given travel time for the most recent year of data (1996). The minutes to the
specific service in 1996 are grouped along the x-axis and the percent of neighborhoods is
along the y-axis. Each bar represents the percent of neighborhoods that have that specific
service within that specific walking time. For example, almost 50% of neighborhoods
have a school within a 5-minute walk. Similarly more than 40% neighborhoods have
health services, and a little less than 30% have markets within a 5-minute walk. However,
less than 5% of neighborhoods have a cinema within a 5-minute walk and for more than
half of the neighborhoods the nearest cinema is over an hour away.

(Figure 2 About Here)

Despite the dramatic changes, most parts of the valley are still quite rural. Except
for the national highway that runs along the northern border of the study area, most of the
roads within the study area are still seasonal and unpaved. Employment centers are
basically service-oriented government agencies and a few agro-based industries. And
most importantly, despite the massive transformation, this valley remains predominantly
an agriculture-based society. Eighty-three percent of the households in the study reported
that they were growing crops in 1996. Thus, dramatic variation in neighborhood
characteristics — in terms of access to service organizations — and history of high level of
domestic violence based on patriarchal ideology makes Chitwan an ideal setting to study

the influence of community context on domestic violence against wives — wife beating.

Data and Methods
Data

This study uses multiple data sets collected by the Chitwan Valley Family Study

(CVES) since 1996: neighborhood histories and individual interviews with life history
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calendars. The data to test our hypotheses come from a study of 171 neighborhoods
scattered throughout Western Chitwan Valley. For the purposes of this study, a
neighborhood was defined as a geographic cluster of five to fifteen households. These
neighborhoods were chosen as an equal probability, systematic sample of neighborhoods
in Western Chitwan, and the characteristics of this sample closely resemble the

characteristics of the entire Chitwan Valley population (Barber et al. 1997).

Once a neighborhood was selected, a history of each neighborhood was collected
using a calendar method (for details please see Axinn, Barber & Ghimire 1997). A
household census along with a household relationship grid was administered in all the
households in the selected neighborhoods. All individuals aged 15 to 59 residing in the
sampled households were also interviewed using a standardized questionnaire and a life
history calendar (LHC). In the standardized interviews, individuals were asked a variety
of questions regarding their family background, personal characteristics, experiences,
childhood community context. The LHC portion of the survey collected information on
residence, marital status, children, contraceptive use, schooling, and work experience.
The LHC and the structured interview allow these reported events to be linked to

personal and contextual characteristics.

From the CVFS data, we use a sample of married women aged 15 to 59 in 1996.
Because the outcome (beaten by husband) is measured retrospectively and the timing and
frequency of violence is not available, in order to maintain temporal order we limited the

wives’ and the husbands’ experiences to premarital experiences.

Measuring Domestic violence
The outcome of our interest is domestic violence. Our measure of domestic
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violence is narrowly interpreted as physical violence. Because in our setting women
experience disproportionately high level of domestic violence compare to men, our
investigation focuses on physical violence against women — wife beating. Domestic
violence is measured by women’s responses to a question in the private individual
interview. Respondent in the individual interview were asked, “Has your (most recent)
(husband/wife) ever beaten you? If a respondent answered affirmatively to the question
then that was categorized as having experienced domestic violence and coded as “1” and

otherwise coded as “0”.

Measures of independent variables

The main interest of our study here is to evaluate the influence of community
context and couple’s (wives’ and husbands’) premarital experiences on domestic violence
against women.

Community characteristics

In Chitwan, changes in community characteristics occur largely through the
expansion of new non-family service organizations, transportation facilities, and changes
in neighborhood land use. Except some non-family services, such as school and health
service, several of these changes were first introduced near the urban center —
Narayanghat —, and gradually spread throughout the valley. Many of the measures we use
to examine the influence of community characteristics are measures of spatial location of
the community in relation to non-family services. These measures are useful
operationalizations of the community characteristics in terms of a respondent’s
opportunity structure and exposure. These measures are in line with Roderick Mckenzie’s

(1968) theorization of context. He notes that individual immediate context or distance is
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“a time-cost concept rather than a unit of space. It is measured by minutes and cents
rather than yards and miles.” Thus, an individual’s opportunity structure often depends on
how far she lives from the different kinds of services. Similarly, Giddens (1984) suggests
that the distance to these services and time it takes to reach them constrains the
opportunity structure.

As we discussed above in the theoretical framework section, because the timing
and sequencing of access and exposure to new service organizations are likely to
influence an individual’s life in fundamentally different ways, we measure the access and
exposure to new non-family services organizations separately for childhood and more
recent adulthood. For the convenience of discussion, we call them childhood non-family
service organizations and adult non-family service organizations.

Childhood non-family service organizations. Information about childhood
non-family services was collected through individual interview conducted in 1996. In that
individual interview, respondents were asked a series of questions about whether there
was a specific service organization within one-hour walk from their place of residence at
any time in their lives before they were 12 years old. For example, respondents were
asked “Was there a school within a one-hour walk from your home at any time before
you were 12 years old?" If the response to this question is positive, it is coded as "1," and
"0" otherwise. This question was repeated for health posts, and employment centers.
From the responses to these questions we construct dummy variables for whether each of
these specific non-family services existed within a one-hour walk from the place of the
respondent’s residence at any time before she or he was 12 years old. Because these

measures are correlated, and in order to avoid problems of multicollinearity, we sum
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these four variables to a scale with values ranging from zero to four. In this scale, a value
of zero means the respondent had none of the services within one hour walk, whereas a
value of four means the respondent had all four services within one-hour walk of their
residence at some point in childhood.

Contemporary non-family service organizations. The neighborhood history data
provides a measure of distance in walking time from the respondents’ current
neighborhoods to the nearest school, health service, bus stop, employment center, and
agriculture cooperative. The specific techniques involved in NHC data collection
methods are described in detail elsewhere, so we do not repeat those here (Axinn et al.
1997). These data provide dynamic measures of how far away each service was from the
neighborhood for each year from 1953 to 1996 (Axinn et al. 1997). These walking times
vary from 0 minutes (when the service is located within the neighborhood) to hundreds of
minutes (a couple of day’s walk from the neighborhood). We create dummy variables
indicating whether or not the nearest service was within 15 minutes of walking distance
from the respondent’s neighborhood in a specific year. We then sum up these responses
that give us the total number of years a certain service organization was within a 15-
minute walking distance. Finally, we sum up the responses from each of the services and
divide by the number of services. This coding system has been successfully used in

previous studies (Axinn & Yabiku 2001; Yabiku 2004, 2005).

Measures of controls
The controls include additional neighborhood characteristics, parental

experiences, and respondents’ characteristics and experiences.
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Neighborhood characteristic. We control for neighborhood characteristics —
distance to urban center that are likely to influence domestic violence. Measure of
distance to an urban center also come from neighborhood history data. However, unlike
the distance to non-family services, the unit of distance here is miles, not minutes. During
the neighborhood history data collection the exact latitude and longitude location of each
neighborhood was also calculated from 1:25,000 maps based on aerial photographs of the
valley. These locations were entered into a Geographic Information System (GIS), which
calculated the distance in miles between each neighborhood and Narayanghat, the

valley’s only urban center.

Yet to written

Parents’ characteristics

Respondent’s characteristics

Results

Analytical strategy

Influence of childhood community context

Table 2
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Influence of adulthood community context

Table 3

Wives’ and husbands’ experiences

Table 4

Discussion
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of measures used in the analyses (N=1844 ever married women)

Community Context
Childhood community characteristics
School within one hour of walk
Health service within one hour of walk
Employment center within one hour of walk
Average of all three services
Adulthood community characteristics
School within a 15-minute walk
Health service within a 15-minute walk
Employment center within a 1-minute walk
Average of all three services
Non-family experiences
Education
Schooling before marriage
Travel
Ever travel to Kathmandu (capital city) before marriage
Media exposure
Ever watched television before marriage
Attitude
Attitude towards Daughter-in -law obedience
Controls
Ethnicity
Upper caste Hindus
Lower caste Hindus
Hill tibeto-burmese
Newar
Terai tibeto-burmese
Birth cohort
Age in years
Birth Cohort
Born between 1972 — 81 ( age 15 — 24 Cohort0)
Born between 1962 — 71 ( age 25 — 34 Cohortl)
Born between 1952 — 61 ( age 35 — 44 Cohort2)
Born between 1942 — 51 ( age 45 — 54 Cohort3)
Parents, experiences
Mother's number of children
Mother’s schooling
Outcome

Ever beaten by husband

Coding

0=no, 1=yes
0=no, 1=yes
0=no, 1=yes

Mean of three services

years
years
years
Mean of three services

years

0=no, 1=yes

0=no, 1=yes

O=disagree, 1=agree

0=no, 1=yes

0=no, 1=yes

0=no, 1=yes

0=no, 1=yes

0=no, 1=yes

year

0=no, 1=yes

0=no, 1=yes

0=no, 1=yes

0=no, 1=yes

number

0=no, 1=yes

0=no, 1=yes

Mean

0.84
0.54
0.54
0.64

28.09
10.59
12.31
16.99

3.23

0.06

0.23

0.61

0.46

0.12

0.18

0.06

0.18

32.77

0.26

0.32

0.25

0.17

6.13
0.04

0.17

Min.

Wives’
S. Dev.
0.37 0
0.50 0
0.50 0
0.36 0
11.81 0
12.69 0
14.18 0
9.678 0
4,54 0
0.24 0
0.42 0
0.49 0
0.50 0
0.32 0
0.38 0
0.24 0
0.38 0
10. 18 15
0.44 0
0.46 0
0.43 0
0.37 0
271 1
0.20 0
0.37 0

Max.

A =

42
40
43
41

20

N e

Mean

0.82
0.51
0.52
0.62

6.41

0.12

0.34

0.49

0.46

0.12

0.17

0.06

0.19

38.46

0.34

0.26

0.19

5.77
0.03

Husbands’

S. Dev. Min.
0.38 0
0.50 0
0.50 0
0.37 0
5.37 0
0.33 0
0.47 0
0.50 0
0.50 0
0.32 0
0.37 0
0.24 0
0.39 0
11.87 17
0.30 0
0.47 0
0.43 0
0.39 0
2.57 1
0.16 0
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Table 2. Logistic Regression Estimates of Effect of Wives’ and Husbands' Childhood Community Context on Wife beating

Wives’ Husbands
Model 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Childhood community context
School within one-hour walk 0.75* 0.79
(1.71) (1.28)
Health service within one-hour walk 0.85 0.00
(1.19) (1.00)
Employment center within one-hour walk 0.80t1 0.85
(1.62) (1.13)
Average all three services 0.69* 0.81
(1.95) (0.99)
Controls
Birth cohortt
Born between 1962 — 71 (Cohort1) 1.02 1.03 1.02 1.01 1.14 1.16 1.13 1.13
(0.13) (0.15) (0.11) (0.04) (0.72) (0.79) (0.66) (0.64)
Born between 1952 — 61 (Cohort2) 1.38* 1.38* 1.38* 1.311 1.44* 1.51* 1.42* 1.41*
(1.78) (1.74) (1.65) (1.44) (1.93) (2.09) (1.79) (1.74)
Born between 1936 — 51(Cohort3 ) 1.65** 1.69** 1.66** 1.54* 1.61* 1.82** 1.65%* 1.61*
(2.49) (2.59) (2.54) (2.05) (2.16) (2.71) (2.36) (2.07)
Ethnicitytt
Lower Caste Hindus 2.37** 2.41** 2.36** 2.36** 2.99** 2.96** 2.97** 2.97**
(4.35) (4.45) (4.33) (4.31) (5.25) (5.20) (5.21) (5.21)
Hill Tibeto-Burmese 1.16 1.16 1.15 1.13 1.357 1.37% 1.36 1.361
(0.78) (0.78) (0.71) (0.64) (1.50) (1.56) (1.53) (1.52)
Newar 1.76* 1.75% 1.78* 1.75* 1.80* 1.79* 1.83* 1.81*
(2.22) (2.20) (2.27) (2.20) (2.19) (2.18) (2.25) (2.21)
Terai Tibeto-Burmese 1.73** 1.77** 1.73** 1.71** 1.92%* 1.92** 1.91** 1.91**
(2.86) (2.98) (2.83) (2.77) (3.24) (3.26) (3.21) (3.22)
Parents' characteristics
Mother's Number of Children 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99
(0.15) (0.25) (0.31) (0.26) (0.17) (0.16) (0.13) (0.15)
Mother's Education 0.86 0.86 0.89 0.89 1.01 0.99 1.03 1.02
(0.43) (0.35) (0.33) (0.32) (0.03) (0.02) (0.09) (0.06)
N 1839 1840 1839 1840 1717 1716 1714 1717
Deviance 1521.37 1520.56 1520.66 1518.47 1376.13 1378.28 1374.26 1375.97

Note: T P<.10, * P<.05, ** P<.01; all probabilities are one-tailed. Odds ratios are reported on the first line, with Z statistics in the parentheses on second line
All models were estimated using multivariate logistic regression. T Born 1972-81 (age 15-24 Cohort 0) as reference group. T High Caste Hindus as reference
group.



Table 3. Logistic Regression Estimates of Effect of Couples’ Adulthood Community Context on Wife Beating

Couples
Model 1 2 3 4
Adulthood community context
School within a 15-minute walk 0.99*
(1.77)
Health service within a 15-minut walk 0.991
(1.62)
Employment center within 15-minute walk 0.99
(1.07)
Average all three services 0.98*
(2.03)
Controls
Distance to Narayanghat 0.97* 0.96* 0.96* 0.95*
(1.66) (1.81) (1.80) (2.14)
Childhood community context 0.70* 0.71* 0.70* 0.71*
(1.74) (1.66) (1.80) (1.68)
Birth cohortt
Born between 1962 — 71 (Cohortl) 1.11 1.10 1.10 1.10
(0.56) (0.52) (0.52) (0.54)
Born between 1952 — 61 (Cohort2) 1.39* 1.39* 1.367 1.39*
(1.69) (1.67) (1.59) (1.69)
Born between 1936 — 51(Cohort3 ) 1.56* 1.55* 1.54* 1.56*
(2.01) (1.97) (1.95) (1.99)
Ethnicitytt
Lower Caste Hindus 2.96** 2.99** 2.94** 2.99**
(5.16) (5.21) (5.14) (5.21)
Hill Tibeto-Burmese 1.361 1.42 1.40* 1.43*
(1.51) (1.72) (1.65) (1.75)
Newar 1.80* 1.86* 1.82* 1.90**
(2.17) (2.28) (2.21) (2.35)
Terai Tibeto-Burmese 1.87** 1.92%* 1.93** 1.88**
(3.04) (3.18) (3.19) (3.09)
Parents' characteristics
Mother's Number of Children 1.02 1.01 1.01 1.01
(0.60) (0.56) (0.56) (0.57)
Mother's Education 1.07 1.08 1.08 1.09
(0.14) (0.17) (0.17) (0.19)
N 1716 1716 1716 1716
Deviance 1381.68 1383.09 1383.87 1384.11

Note: TP<.10, * P<.05, ** P<.01; all probabilities are one-tailed. Odds ratios are reported on the first line,
with Z statistics in the parentheses on second line All models were estimated using multivariate logistic
regression. T Born 1972-81 (age 15-24 Cohort 0) as reference group. 11 High Caste Hindus as reference

group.



Table 4. Logistic Regression Estimates of Effect of Wives’ and Husbands' Non-family Experiences on Wife beating

Wives’ Husbands
Model 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Non-familv experiences
Educational attainment 0.93** 0.92**
(3.51) (4.70)
Travel 0.52* 0.86
(1.83) (0.65)
Media exposure 0.64* 0.56**
(2.09) (3.08)
Attitude
Attitudes toward dauahter in-law obedience 0.88 1.51**
(0.89) (2.92)
Controls
Distance to Narayanghat 0.95* 0.95* 0.95** 0.95* 0.96* 0.96* 0.96* 0.95*
(2.19) (2.15) (2.32) (2.13) (1.81) (1.90) (1.89) (2.15)
Childhood community context 0.83 0.731 0.71* 0.70* 1.15 0.85 0.93 0.88
(0.90) (1.54) (1.65) (1.77) (0.64) (0.73) (0.33) (0.58)
Adulthood community context 0.99* 0.98* 0.98* 0.98* 0.991 0.98 0.9971 0.98*
(1.70) (2.02) (2.14) (2.03) (1.58) (1.78) (1.59) (2.01)
Birth cohortt
Born between 1962 — 71 (Cohort1) 0.93 1.05 0.90 1.10 1.04 1.11 0.92 1.15
(0.40) (0.27) (0.55) (0.51) (0.22) (0.54 (0.43) (0.74)
Born between 1952 — 61 (Cohort2) 1.05 1.301 1.10 1.39* 1.14 1.36 1.01 1.45*
(0.22) (1.38) (0.42) (1.69) (0.65) (1.52) (0.03) (1.85)
Born between 1936 — 51(Cohort3 ) 1.15 1.47* 1.19 1.57* 1.27 1.64* 1.18 1.60*
(0.60) (2.72) (0.71) (2.01) (0.96) (2.01) (0.64) (2.02)
Ethnicitytt
Lower Caste Hindus 2.51** 2.96** 2.85** 3.08** 2.32** 3.04** 2.86** 2.87**
(4.26) (5.15) (4.93) (5.28) (3.78) (5.14) (4.85) (5.00)
Hill Tibeto-Burmese 1.32 1.46* 1.41* 1.46* 1.381 1.56% 1.59* 1.40%
(1.34) (1.86) (1.66) (1.85) (1.55) (2.17) (2.24) (1.66)
Newar 1.91* 1.99** 1.80* 1.92%* 1.05** 1.91* 1.84* 2.00*
(2.35) (2.50) (2.12) (2.38) (2.50) (2.26) (2.09) (2.53)
Terai Tibeto-Burmese 1.54* 1.90** 1.65** 1.96** 1.37% 1.85** 1.74** 1.73**
(2.03) (3.12) (2.36) (3.19) (1.42) (2.89) (2.62) (3.62)
Parents' characteristics
Mother's Number of Children 1.01 1.01 1.02 1.02 1.01 1.01 1.01 1.02
(0.51) (0.56) (0.60) (0.63) (0.45) (0.34) (0.46) (0.84)
Mother's Education 1.28 1.16 1.12 1.08 1.29 1.10 1.22 1.12
(0.54) (0.33) (0.26) (0.17) (0.57) (0.22) (0.45) (0.25)
N 1716 1716 1691 1716 1626 1626 1618 1716
Deviance 1373.47 1381.85 1344.40 1381.65 1274.10 1296.62 1288.85 1379.61

Note: TP<.10, * P<.05, ** P<.01; all probabilities are one-tailed. Odds ratios are reported on the first line, with Z statistics in the parentheses on second line
All models were estimated using multivariate logistic regression. T Born 1972-81 (age 15-24 Cohort 0) as reference group. t1 High Caste Hindus as reference

group.
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