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Abstract

This article examine the influence of type of residence (X1), trust (X2), security conditions
(X3), religious activities (D1), market operations (X4), number of village midwives (X5),
household access to electricity (X6), the main crops of villagers (D2), and the number of poor
households (X7) against physical violence at the household level in Indonesia using the
logistic regression method. The source of research data comes from the 5th Wave of the
Indonesian Family Life Survey (IFLS). The results of the bivariate analysis indicate that only
X1, X6, D2, X7 could be included in multivariate analysis because it is significantly related
to Y. Although it is not significantly related to Y, X4 and X5 still including in multivariate
analysis because of p < 0.25. The other three independent variables, X2, X3, D1, cannot be
included in multivariate analysis because they do not significantly contribute to Y and p >
0.25. The final logistic regression model only contained independent variables and can
estimate Y by 6.74% significantly, X2 (4) = 28.79, p <0.01. The final model shows that only
D2 and X6 have a negative relationship and explaining Y by -47.3% and 64%, respectively.
Whereas X4 and X7, have a positive relationship and explain Y by 78.1% and 110.1%. This
finding strengthens the influence of economic factors on physical phenomena on women at
the household level. This article recommends to the all-party that concerns to physical
violence at the household level, especially government institution at all level, to improve
family food resilience, reduce poverty, and increase household electrification while providing
media literacy to citizens.
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are domestic violence at a personal

1. Introduction

domain (9,609

According to the National Commission on Violence Against
Woman or Komnas Perempuan (2018), the number of cases
of violence against women (VAW) reached 348,446 cases.
This number increased compared to the previous year, which
was only 259,150 cases. The most prominent types of VAW
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cases/71%); violence against women in the public domain
(3,528 cases/26%). Of the total domestic violence at the
public domain, 76% were in the form of sexual violence
namely sexual abuse (911 cases), sexual harassment (704
cases), rape (699 cases), and sexual intercourse (343 cases)
while VAW in state domain reached 217 cases (1.8 percent).
Furthermore, the most prominent forms of VAW in the
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personal domain were physical violence (3,982 cases or
41%), sexual violence (2,979 cases or 31%), psychological
violence (1,404 cases or 15%) and economic violence (1,244
cases or 13%). If referring to the context of social relations,
the violence at personal domain that often occurs is violence
against wives (5,167 cases or 54 percent), dating violence
(1,873 cases or 19 percent), violence against girls (2,227
cases or 23 percent), and the remainder are ex-husband
violence, ex-boyfriends, and violence against domestic
workers. The most worrying phenomenon is the incest
phenomenon (1,210 cases) where the offender is the
biological father is reaching 425 cases (Komnas Perempuan,
2018).

The data above indicates that household institutions
are no longer a haven for their residents as contained in the
phrase “my house is my paradise’ (baiti jannati), which is
popular among Muslims in Indonesia. According to previous
research, there are no Indonesian researchers who have tried
to explain the relationship between type of residence (X2),
degree of security village (X3), religious activity (D1),
market operation (X4), the number of village midwife (X5),
household access to electricity (X6), the main crops of
villagers (D2), and the number of poor household (X7) and
the VAW quantitatively. This research is essential as a
scientific contribution to achieve gender equity, which is one
of the targets of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).

Formally, the term VAW first appeared in the
resolution of the General Assembly of the United Nations
(UN) Number A/RES/48/104 concerning the Declaration on
the Elimination of Violence against Women in 1994. This
document defines VAW as each gender-based acts of
violence that can endanger, or potentially cause, suffering,
threats, coercion, and deprivation of physical, sexual,
psychological freedom for women arbitrarily, both in their
private lives and in the public sphere (United Nations, 1994).
Where did the source of the VAW come from? There are at
least three theories that try to explain this phenomenon:
social learning theory, gender theory and masculinity, and
feminism theory (Johnson, Ollus, & Nevala, 2008).
According to social learning theory, VAW actions are the
result of imitating the actions of others in a particular social
setting. Learning resources can be family members or
individuals in the broader social environment (for example,
community, organization, community). When someone is
exposed to a VAW in childhood (for example, just looking at
or becomes a victim), then he tends to use violence in every
development of his age.

There are at least three theories that try to explain
this phenomenon: social learning theory, gender theory and
masculinity, and feminism theory (Johnson et al., 2008).
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According to social learning theory, VAW actions are the
result of imitating the actions of others in a particular social
setting. Learning resources can be family members or
individuals in the wider social environment (for example,
community, organization, community). When someone is
exposed to a VAW in childhood (for example, just looking at
or becomes a victim), then he tends to use violence in every
development of his age.

Like social learning theory, gender theory and
masculinity argue that the VAW is a product of socialization
about the role of gender in specific cultures that occur during
childhood and supports the domination and control of men
over women. VAW is a vehicle for men to express the
hegemony of masculinity towards women who are trapped in
a gender-biased division of labor. This theory also sees it as a
competition for social status among men in expressing their
masculinity. Because of differences in access to resources
between men, not all men can show their masculinity. In this
situation, marginal men will construct violence differently
from men who have a higher social class. Marginal men who
are unable to express their masculinity in legitimate ways
tend to construct aggressive forms of violence.

Unlike the two theories in the above, feminism
theory describes VAW as a product of a patriarchal system
that creates and perpetuates gender inequality (unbalanced
power relations between men and women) in all aspects of
social life. This patriarchal system has two components:
structure and ideology. Social structure refers to
institutionalized social relations in various social institutions
such as family, law, religion, education, and health whereas
ideology refers to the beliefs and views of many people who
accept and support the patriarchal system as something
natural and good for the whole society.

The forms of VAW in society can be explained by
the framework of the World Health Organization (WHO)
which divides violence into three types: violence against
oneself, violence between people, and collective violence.
Violence against oneself consists of suicidal behavior and
self-harming behavior. Violence between people can occur at
two levels: family level and community level. At the family
level, violence can take the form of violence against children,
spouses, and parents. At the community level, violence can
be done by acquaintances or strangers, while collective
violence can occur in the realm of social, political, and
economic life. All forms of this violence can lead to physical
violence, sexual violence (except suicide and self-harm),
psychological violence, and other derivative violence (WHO,
2002).

According to WHO (2002), the causes of violence
are very varied and depend on the unit of analysis
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(individuals, social relations, communities). Table 1
simplifies WHO's arguments about the causes of violence
based on the classification of types of violence. Although
WHO does not explicitly mention the term VAW, Table 1
can also be applied to understand the phenomenon of VAW.
Because women are always present as victims in every type
and level of violence, according to Table 1, the VAW is
called domestic violence when violence against adolescents,
children, partners, parents, sexual and self-abuse occurs in
the household.
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ive zation,
access to
power and
resources,
group
fanaticism,
gun
ownership,
demograph
ic change.

Table 1 The cause of violence
Source: WHO (2002)

Previous research has identified several factors that
contribute to domestic violence practices, for example, social
capital (Benavides, Ledn, Etesse, Espezla, & Stuart, 2019;
Bruederle, Delany-Moretlwe, Mmari, & Brahmbhatt, 2019;
Daoud, Sergienko, O’Campo, & Shoham-Vardi, 2017,
Noaparast, 2011; Rojas & Stickley, 2014), environmental
security (Flood & Pease, 2009; Lockie, 2011; Pinchevsky &
Wright, 2012; Sampson, 1997), economic factors (Babu &
Kar, 2009, 2010; Benson, Fox, DeMaris, & Van Wyk, 2003;
Everingham, 2002; Farmer & Tiefenthaler, 2006; Miles-
Doan, 1998), religiosity (Eidhamar, 2018; Faizah, 2013;
Fatmariza, 2012; Nur, 2012; Wahyuni, 2008), electrification
(Fernandez-Baldor, Lillo, & Boni, 2015; Sievert, 2015).

In Indonesia, previous researchers' findings on domestic
violence are also varied and not much different from WHO
documentation. As Table 2 shows, the causes of VAW in
Indonesia can be classified into four factors. First, the
offender factors include low levels of education, gambling
and debt, drugs, polygamy, alcohol, jealousy, access to
firearms, depression, gang involvement, gunfights, and types
of work. Second, the victim factor consists of jealousy,
menstruation, questioning male authority/actions, social
discrimination, and the law. Third, the factor of social
relations between perpetrators and victims, which includes
the quality of social relations, time with family, type of
marriage, gender-based relations. Fourth, household context
factors consisting of patriarchal culture, household finances
and economy, number of household members, religious
values, local cultural values, family institution norms,
internalization of gender norms, and the living environment.

No | Author Cause

1. | Aisyah (2012) dan
Aisyah & Parker
(2014)

Women's efforts to question or
challenge men's power or
authority, polygamy, gender-
based division of labor,
financial issues, and alcohol.

2. | Arifianti etal., (2017) | The work of the offender,
quality of social relations with
the offender, the past
experience, household
economy, and time with
family.
perpetrator

3. | Asal & Brown (2010) | Quality of democracy and
economic inequality

4. | Asmarany (2007) Gender bias

5. | Blackburn (1999) Economic and political crises

6. | Fuluetal., (2013) Gender-based relations, past
traumatic experiences,
depression, alcohol, low level
of education, poverty, gang
involvement, gun battles.

7. | Gusliana (2010) Patriarchal culture, the crush
of the family's economy,
neighborhood, and type of
work.

8. Hayati, Emmelin, & Man’s perspective on

Eriksson (2014) masculinity
9. | Hayati, Hogberg, The demographic and personal
Hakimi, Ellsberg, & characteristics of the husband,
Emmelin (2011) and women's economic
dependence
10. | Misa (2013) Economic factors, jealousy
and alcohol
11. | Nilan et al., (2014) Economic pressure and
conservative religious views.
12. | Nur Hayati et al., Internalization of gender
(2013) norms

13. | Rofiah (2017) & Patriarchal culture and
Parker (2016) ideology of family

14. | Venning (2010) Gender stereotypes, cultural

norms and family institutions,
legal and social
discrimination, poverty, and
economic factors.
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Table 2 Cause violence against woman in Indonesia

However, to the best of the researchers' knowledge, there is
no research on VAW in Indonesia that makes statistical
models about the contribution of type of residence, trust,
level of security, religious activities, market operations,
number of village midwives, household access to electricity,
the main plant of population, and the number of poor
households to VAW.

2. Methods

This study uses a quantitative approach and using data from
the 5th wave of the Indonesian Family Life Survey (IFLS)
collected by RAND Corporation in collaboration with
Survey Meter at the end of 2014 and early 2015 in 13
provinces in Indonesia. IFLS is a cross-sectional and
longitudinal data survey that has been carried out several
times (1993, 1997, 2000, 2007, 2015) and aims to obtain data
on the characteristics of households in Indonesia, particularly
on the economy, health, education, and social protection
aspect (Strauss, Witoelar, & Sikoki, 2016). Specifically, for
this study, the data came from the community facility
questionnaire at the village level.

The population of IFLS 5 is the entire population of
Indonesia. Its sample is selected using the stratified random
sampling technique, which refers to the SUSENAS sampling
framework in 1993. The total number of IFLS 5 sample is
16,204 households, 50,418 people, and 640 community
leaders at the village level (Strauss et al., 2016). Research
respondents who are interviewed using the community
facilities questionnaire were residents or villagers who had a
social role as senior teachers/headmaster, health
practitioners, youth activists, religious leaders, party activists
at the village level, or local entrepreneurs. The number of
community leaders who were successfully interviewed by
IFLS 5 with the Informant Book reached 640 people and
spread in 13 provinces. Data is analyzed using binary logistic
regression with STATA 15 software. The variables of this
study consisted of one dependent variable and nine
independent variables. Table 3 shows the operationalization
of the research variables.
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Dependent variable

Physical Measuring through the question: “In the last 12

violence in | months, has there been a case of physical

household | violence at the household level in this

level (Y) rural/urban village?” Data changed into a
dummy variable (1 = yes and 0 = no).

Independent variable

Type  of | Status of district/city where the respondent

residence lives in (1 = urban and 0 = rural).

(X9

Trust (X,) | Measuring through the Likert scales with
consists of seven statement. Each statement has
four answer: very agree, agree, disagree,
strongly disagree. Total score of respondents
recoded into a dummy variable (1 = high trust
and 0 = low trust).

Level of | The perception of village community leaders

village about security conditions at the village level.

security This variable is measured by the question,

(Xa3) "according to your assessment, what is the
condition of the security in this village?" which
has four choices of answers: very secure,
secure, insecure, and very insecure.
Respondents' answers are simplified into two
categories (secure and insecure) and converted
to dummy variables (1 = secure and 0 =
insecure).

Religious The perception of village community leaders

activity about the participation of villagers in religious

(Dy) activity. This variable is measured by the
question: what is the proportion of rural/urban
residents who are participating in religious
activities regularly?” which have three
answers: < 25% (low), 25% - 75% (moderate),
and >75% (high).

Market Perception of village community leaders about

operation the implementation of market operations

(X4) (cooking oil, kerosene, sugar, and rice) in their
villages. This variable is measured by the
question “in the past 12 months, is there a
market operation program in this village that
sells nine basic food (sembako) at affordable
prices or below market prices?”” which has two
answer options: yes (1) and no (0).

Number of | The number of midwives assigned by the

villages government or opening practices in the village.

midwives This variable recoded into two categories: < 3

(Xs) people (0) and > 4 people (1)

Household | The proportion of households that have access

access to | and use electricity. This variable recoded into

electricity | two categories: < 95 percent (0) and > 95

(Xe) percent (1).

The main | The three main crops (1 = paddy, 2 = corn; and

crops of | 3 = no crops) in the village in the last 12

villagers months.
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(D2)

Number of | The number of low-incomes families in the
poor village. This variable recoded into two
household | categories: <500 household (0) and >500
(X7) household (1).

Table 3 Operationalization of research variable

Data processing and analysis in this study consist of several
stages. The first stage is data transformation where the
researchers' merging, recode, cleaning and calculating the
final score of the Likert scale, and so on. Second, partial
regression analysis to select variables using the Forward
method. This study consisted of one dependent variable and
nine independent variables. Only variables that have a strong
relationship (p < 0.25) with the dependent variable will be
included in the logistic regression. The independent variables
which have p > 0.25 will be excluded from the model. This
value is obtained by performing the Wald test. Third,
multivariate analysis using binary logistic regression. Fourth,
the interpretation and discussion of the logistic regression
model produced in this study. Fifth, testing the goodness-of-
fit the final model using the Hosmer-Lemeshow test.

3. Result

3.1 Characteristic of respondent

The respondents of this study are community leaders who
live in villages and come from a variety of social roles. The
total number of respondents successfully interviewed with
the Book of Public Informant questionnaire totaled 640
people  with the following composition:  senior
teachers/headmaster (18.28%), health practitioners (13.13%),
youth activists (18.28%), religious leaders (19.06%), party
activists (15%), and local entrepreneurs (16.25%). These
respondents dispersed in several provinces: (a) 5 provinces in
Sumatra Island (21.22%); (b) 6 provinces in Java Islands
(59.82%); (c) 2 provinces in Bali and Nusa Tenggara Islands
(9.64%); (d) 2 provinces in Sulawesi Island (5.14%); and (e)
1 province on Kalimantan Island (4.18%). The proportion of
respondents from Java islands remained higher as the
implications of sampling that were proportional to the
population. The research respondents who lived in urban
areas reached 210 people (52.63%), and those who lived in a
rural area were 189 people (47.37%). In terms of gender,
male respondents numbered 485 people (77.97%), and
female respondents numbered 137 people (22.03%). Most
respondents have educated in diploma - post-graduated
(57.40%). The second position is occupied by respondents
who have high school/vocational/equivalent education
(28.94%). The third position is occupied by respondents who
have an education < junior high school (11.58%). The rest
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are those who are educated in Islamic boarding schools and
others (for example, disability school).

3.2 Bivariate analysis

The prevalence of physical violence at the household level in
Indonesia reaches 16.79 percent per year (Y). The results of
the bivariate analysis show that only X1 (the type of
residence), X6 (household access to electricity), the main
crops of villagers (D2), the number of poor households (X7)
can be included in the multivariate analysis because it is
significantly related to Y. Although X4 (market operation)
and X5 (the number of village midwives) have no
relationship with Y, these two variables will also be included
in multivariate analysis because of p < 0.25. Other
independent variables, namely X2 (trust), X3 (village
security conditions), D1 (religious activities), which do not
significantly contribute to Y (domestic violence against
women in the household) and a value of p > 0.25 cannot be
included in the model logistic regression. A summary of the
bivariate analysis is shown in Table 4.

No Independentvariable X? p /)

1, T'hemain crops of 1172 0.00<0.25 0.17
villagers (D,)
Household access to

2. electricity (Xy) 821 0.00<0.25 (0.14)
Number of poor

3. household (X,) 6.43 0.01<0.25 (0.13)

4. Type of residence (X;) 549 0.01<0.25 0.12

5. Numberofvillages o) 0g<025 0.09
midwives (Xs)

6. Market operation (X,)  2.78 0.09<0.25 0.08

7. Levelofvillage 079 037>025 0.04
security (Xs)

8. Religious activity (D;) 0.32  0.85>0.25 0.03

9. Trust (X3) 0.01 090>0.25 0.01

Table 4 Summary of bivariate analysis

3.3 Multivariate analysis

This study produces the final model of logistic regression
which only consists of four independent variables: the main
crops of villagers (D2), household access to electricity (X6),
number of poor household (X7), and market operation (X4).
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The final model of logistic regression can be formulated as -0.339
follows: Y = -9.1232 + the main crops of villagers (D2) * -
1.0272 + household access to electricity (X6) * 0.0769 + the | The number of poor household (X-)
number of poor household (X7) * 0.0006. This final model
can explain Y as much as 0.0674 (6.74%) significantly, X2 The number of poor 0.824%**
(4) = 28.79, p <0.01. Outside of 6.74 percent is the influence households >500 household
of various independent variables that have not been included (-0.285)
in this research. The final model shows that only the numbers
of poor household (D7) have a positive relationship with the | Market operation (X,)
Y (domestic violence occurrence). Three other variables,
household access to electricity (X6), the number of poor Yes -0.620**
household (X7), market operation (X4), have a negative
relationship with Y (domestic violence occurrence). All of (-0.309)
them affect Y (domestic violence occurrence) with different
of significance level, p < 0.01 for D2, X6, and X7 and p <0.1
for X4. However, only the main crops of villagers (D2) were | The main crops of villagers -0.641%**
able to explain the variable Y (domestic violence occurrence) (D2)
of 6.74%. Two other independent variables are only able to (-0.226)
explain the variable Y (domestic violence occurrence) of 8.0 _
percent (household access to electricity/X6) and 0.1 percent | Household access to electricity -1.023***
(low-income families/X7) (see Table 5). (Xe) (0339)
If the analysis is focused on the categories within —
independent variable, then only category within X6 (have The number of poor household 0.743
access to electricity) and X7 (the number of poor household) (%7) 028
has significant at p < 0.01. While X4 (market operation) has (-0.28)
significant at p < 0.05 and D2, especially paddy, has - s
significant at p < 0.1. D2 (paddy) and X7 (the number of Market operation (X,) 0.289
poor household) has a positive relationship, while X4 (-0.153)
(market operation) and X6 (household access to electricity)
has a negative relationship with Y (physical violence in
household level) (see Table 5).
Independent variable Physical violence in Constant 0.0216 -
household level (Y) 1.620***
Without With (-0.552) (-0.467)
category category
Observations 399 399
The main crops of villager (D)
Standard errors in parentheses
Paddy 0.783* **% n<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
Table 5 The final model of logistic regression
(-0.444)
Corn 0511 | 4. Discussion
(-0.547) | The 5th wave of Indonesia Family Life Survey (IFLS) data
__ used in this study showed that of the 399 respondents
Household access to electricity (Xs) interviewed with the Informant Book questionnaire, 332
__ respondents (82.21%) stated they had not seen the
Have access electricity <95% 1 02'5*** phenomenon of physical violence in the household during
' the last 12 months. There were only 67 respondents (16.79%)

who claimed to see the phenomenon of physical violence in
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the household in the last 12 months. Initially, the researchers
presumed that the incidence of physical violence against
women as much as 16.79 percent above was due to the
influence of all independent variables identified by this study
(X1, X2, X3, D1, X4, X5, X6, D2, and X7)

This opinion arises because of the results of
previous research confirms the influence of these
independent variables on the phenomenon of physical
violence in the household, for example trust or social capital
(Benavides et al., 2019; Bruederle et al., 2019; Daoud et al.,
2017; Noaparast, 2011; Rojas & Stickley, 2014), village
security (Flood & Pease, 2009; Lockie, 2011; Pinchevsky &
Wright, 2012; Sampson, 1997), access to electricity
(Ferndndez-Baldor et al., 2015; Sievert, 2015), type of
residence (Gusliana, 2010), religiosity (Eidhamar, 2018;
Faizah, 2013; Fatmariza, 2012; Nur, 2012; Wahyuni, 2008),
economic factors (Babu & Kar, 2009, 2010; Benson et al.,
2003; Everingham, 2002; Farmer & Tiefenthaler, 2006;
Miles-Doan, 1998). While the number of village midwife
variable represents the presence of government institutions as
health service providers, including responding to the problem
of domestic violence at the grassroots which is part of the
health problem.

The researchers' guess missed. Of the nine
independent variables identified by researchers as predictors
of the occurrence of physical violence in household level
(Y), only four independent variables significantly affect Y,
namely: the main crop produced by the population,
household access to electricity, the number of poor
households, market operations. This finding confirms
previous research which states that household access to
electricity and economic factors (number of poor households,
main crops of villagers, market operations) as predictors of
the occurrence of physical violence in households. This study
weakens the results of previous research which states that
trust or social capital, the security of the village of residence,
religiosity, and the existence of village midwives as health
service providers is a cause of incidents of physical violence
in the household.

Among the independent variables that significantly
influence the incidence of physical violence in the household
(Y), two independent variables have a negative relationship:
D2 (the main crops of villagers) and X6 (household access to
electricity). While others variable, X7 (number of poor
households), and X4 (market operation), has a positive
relationship. The results of this relationship are: first, the
probability of physical violence occurring in the household
(Y) will decrease by 47.3% if the villagers were planting the
rise as a primary crop. The amount of contribution of the
main crops of villagers in the final model of logistic
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regression, especially paddy or rice, confirms the economic
factors of the family as the cause of physical violence in the
household. Paddy commodity is a symbol of food which is
part of basic human needs. Food needs are a source of energy
that makes humans able to do many activities. Because of the
importance of food for humans, it is not surprising that God
Almighty himself ordered that: “then let a man pay attention
to his food” (Surah "Abasa [80]: 24). Conversely, losing
access to food will trigger starvation, which will result in
death.

Second, the odds of physical violence in the
household (Y) will decrease by 64% in the village with
electrification more than <95%. This finding contradicts with
the results of Sievert's (2015) in Africa, which states that
electrification can play an essential role in eliminating
physical violence in the household, especially against women
from intimate partners. Electricity allows women in the
household to access various information from television that
influences their thoughts and actions. On the contrary, this
research confirms that the lower level of electrification, the
lower the prevalence of physical violence in the household.
At first glance, this finding is illogical. However, if analyzed
in-depth, this finding is very logical. Because of those who
do not have a television (standard equipment in every
household that can access electricity) not only avoid various
information that contains violence content but have plenty of
time to build quality social interactions at the household
level.

According to the latest Nielsen study, Indonesians
people spend 4 hours 53 minutes for watching television
(Fajar, 2019). Programs watched include news broadcasts,
infotainment, soap operas, and variety shows. In addition to
news broadcasts, the quality of broadcast programs titled
infotainment, soap operas, and variety shows will
significantly depend on the program manager at each
television station. That is, not all these programs are bad.
KPI's (Indonesian Broadcasting Commission, Komisi
Penyiaran Indonesia or KPI) research results show that
viewers  show  positive  responses to  religious,
tourism/cultural programs, and vice versa for soap opera and
infotainment programs (Pratomo, 2015). Because the
television remote is in the hands of audiences at home, the
process of consuming television broadcasts will significantly
depend on media literacy and information literacy at the
household level. In a situation of low media literacy in
Indonesia and broadcast programs filled with soap operas
and infotainment, not accessing television will be better than
accessing television because it will avoid the undesirable
effects of television broadcasting.
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Third, the odds of physical violence in households
(Y) reaches 110.3% in villages which have poor households
more than > 500 families. In other words, poverty is a trigger
for physical violence in the household (). Poverty, in all its
shapes and sizes, will weaken the human ability to live
properly as human beings. In Indonesia, most women are
“household queens” who struggle with unpaid domestic
activities. They should provide the daily nutritional needs of
their family members from their husband's income. When the
husband's income is low, the wife's ability to provide for
household members is also limited. Typically, this condition
will lead to disputes between husband and wife, which
results in physical violence against women.

Fourth, the odds of physical violence in the
household () reaches 78.3% in the village, which is held as
the location of the nine-basic food market operation. Market
operations are the government instruments to strengthen
family food security which is weakened due to various
market shocks (for example, inflation) or due to natural
cycles (for example, drought, disasters, etc.) which damage
family food security. These findings focus not on market
operations, but the location of market operations themselves.
The village selected by the government as the location of
market operations have the odds of 78.3% of physical
violence in the household.

According to Regulation of the Ministry of Trade
No. 04/M-DAG/PER/1/2012  concerning Usage of
Government Rice Reserves for Price Stability, market
operations are government actions in order to deal with
surges in rice prices that occur in certain areas during
specific periods using reserves government rice. The location
chosen by government institutions is the location affected by
the surge in rice prices. If a location is very vulnerable to
changes in the price of rice, then it indicates that households
in that location are not yet secure economically. The
household is not poor but will be poor due to the turmoil in
the price of rice. In other words, these households are
vulnerable to market price fluctuations, crop failure,
termination of employment, illness, and so on (Pritchett,
Suryahadi, & Sumarto, 2000).

Based on the above findings and fit with the steps of
the United Nations that place zero hunger as the second
objective of SDGs, this article recommends to government
institution at all level to strengthen resilience Indonesian
family food through cross-sectoral development programs.
Government, for example, could open a new land,
intensification, and financing the agriculture sector. While in
the downstream, the government could continue controlling
food prices, restructuring the market, and food trades
reforms. Government institutions at all levels are encouraged

Global Conferences Series: Social Sciences, Education and Humanities (GCSSSEH), Volume 2, 2019

to continue developing policies and programs that are anti-
poverty and pro-poor. It is not only fit with the 1st objective
of SDGs (no poverty) but also match with the mandate of the
constitution of the Republic of Indonesia as stipulated in the
Preamble of the 1945 Constitution: "... protect all
Indonesians and all of Indonesia's blood spills and to advance
public welfare, educate the nation ... ". Poverty is a
phenomenon that is difficult to overcome in Indonesia
because it continues to evolve dynamically. Until 2018, for
example, the number of poor people in Indonesia still
perched at 25.67 million people or 9 percent of Indonesia's
total population of 267 million people. Because the number
of poor people is positively related to the phenomenon of
physical violence in the household, the change in the number
of poor people will directly impact the incidence of physical
violence in the household even though only 1 percent.
Government institutions are also advised to increase
electrification while providing media literacy education to
citizens to be smart in producing, distributing, and
consuming a variety of information originating from mass
communication channels and information and
communication technology equipment.

This research has several weaknesses. First, the
respondents of this study were community leaders and not
community members involved in incidents directly of
physical violence in the household, whether as perpetrators,
victims, or mediators. In the future, those who are directly
involved in incidents of physical violence in the household
need to become research respondents. Second, as the
dependent variable, physical violence in the household is not
yet focused. The victim is not apparent. Victims of physical
violence in the household can hit children, mothers, wives,
husbands, parents, and other members of nucleus families. In
the future, research respondents need to be focused again.
Finally, because the final model of logistic regression
produced by this study is only can explain the incidence of
physical violence in the household by 6.74 percent, the
independent variables need to be adding. Some independent
variables that are not significant in this study can be put back
again into the next logistic regression model.
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