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ABSTRACT 
The study examined the major dimensions of domestic abuse predisposing factors as well as 
attitudinal dispositions of farmers towards domestic abuse in Etinan agricultural zone, Akwa 
Ibom State. It also examined the perceived incidence of identified factors in triggering domestic 
abuse in the zone. Again, it examined the farmers’ attitudinal disposition towards domestic 
abuse as well as its implication for domestic abuse prevalence in the study area. A Survey 
research design was adopted for the study with the population of the study consisting of all the 
farmers in Etinan Agricultural zone of Akwa Ibom State. Multi-stage sampling procedure was 
used to select a total of 4 blocks, 12 cells and 200 respondents for the study. The study explored 
the experiences of the farmers and relied on information from in-depth interview with key 
informants to generate the prevalent drivers of domestic abuse in the study area. Frequencies, 
incidence index as well as factor analysis approach were used to analyze collected data. 
Findings revealed socio-psychological factors, socio-cultural and economic factors as well as 
relationship factors as the major dimensions of domestic abuse predisposing factors. Pooled 
incidence analysis revealed the farm households as agreeing to poverty (0.88), infertility (0.84), 
unemployment (0.81), drunkenness (0.80), and superiority complex (0.80) among others as the 
prominent domestic abuse predisposing sub-factors. Agricultural extension interventions can 
incorporate domestic abuse predisposing factors into extension service delivery to increasingly 
give the farmers more insights. Moreso, culturally sensitive extension and educational programs 
which seek to, among others, help dispel myths, misconceptions and beliefs that nurture and 
condone domestic abuse is recommended.  
Keywords: Dimensions, Domestic abuse, Farm households, Predisposing factors, Attitudinal 
dispositions.  
 
 INTRODUCTION 
Rural areas are essential part of rural economy (Ashimolowo & Otufale, 2012). Farming families 
in Akwa Ibom State play significant roles in national economic development. They constitute 
more than half of the state’s human resources and contribute significantly to economic growth. 
They are relevant in meeting challenges of economic development especially agricultural 
production, (Ellsberg, 2009). There is need for the farmers to coexist peacefully in what could be 
termed abuse-free society. Domestic abuse has been described as ill treatments inflicted by 
spouses, partners, children, siblings, parents, and other relatives (Boka, 2005). The term can 
encompass child abuse, elderly abuse, emotional abuse, neglect, physical abuse, mental abuse, 
threats, stalking, sexual harassment, and more (Boka, 2005). Such behaviour crosses 
socioeconomic and racial lines, and can occur within the context of many types of relationships. 
Persons who are dating, living together, having a child with another, married, civilly committed, 
broken up, separated, or divorced may be victims of domestic abuse.  
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Attitude as a psychological concept is a relative term. It could be viewed as the way one reacts 
towards an object or situation. Boka (2005) asserts that attitude is a desire or tendency to 
approach or avoid something. He stated further that attitude of an individual can be either 
positive or negative. Attitudes that domestic abuse is acceptable and culturally normative are 
among the most significant factors associated with the likelihood of perpetrating domestic abuse 
and social responses to perpetration (Tran, Nguyen & Fisher 2016). Victims who believe that 
domestic abuse is acceptable and normative are more likely to blame themselves for the 
violence, and to experience long-term mental health problems. They are less likely to report the 
problem to civil authorities or other family members (Tran, et al., 2016). The attitudes people 
have toward domestic abuse shape responses to the abuse. People who regard domestic abuse as 
a cultural norm tend to respond with less empathy and support to victims, (Pavlou & Knowles, 
2001). Attitudes to and beliefs about domestic abuse are therefore related not only to domestic 
abuse prevalence but also to community responses to abuse. Attitudes about domestic abuse 
occurrence among rural farmers are multifactorially determined. Social norms and beliefs about 
traditional gender roles shape attitudes and can be transmitted from one generation to another 
(Tran, et al., 2016). The patriarchal hegemony that is widely established in many rural areas 
across the sub-Sahara Africa generally supports attitudes that women's behaviors are the triggers 
for their partners’ violent behaviours and that men are justified to discipline their wives for 
transgressions (Flood & Pease, 2009).  
 
Although societal awareness and condemnation of domestic abuse has increased in recent years, 
domestic abuse remains a hidden and persistent problem because of the power and control held 
by the abuser and the fear, intimidation and humiliation suffered by the victims of this crime 
(Bergen 2009; O’Leary 2009; Dekeseredy 2010; Saunders 2012).Various historical and 
situational factors have been found to increase risk of perpetrating or becoming victims of 
domestic abuse, or of experiencing more damaging consequences. Studies in Brazil, Cambodia, 
Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, El Salvador, Indonesia, Nicaragua, Spain, the United 
States and Venezuela all found that rates of abuse were higher among women whose husbands 
had either themselves been beaten as children or had witnessed their mothers being beaten, 
(Melton, 2010; Mezey, et al. 2010; Mezey& Bewley, 2017). 
Another predisposing factor for domestic abuse that appears especially consistent across 
different settings is alcohol use by men (Moore, 2010; Miller, 2013). In the meta-analysis by 
Black (2009), every study that examined alcohol use or excessive drinking as a risk factor for 
domestic abuse found a significant relationship, with correlation coefficients ranging from r = 
0.21 to r = 0.57. Population based surveys from Brazil, Cambodia, Canada, Chile, Colombia, 
Costa Rica, El Salvador, India, Indonesia, Nicaragua, South Africa, Spain and Venezuela also 
found a relationship between a woman’s risk of suffering abuse and her partner’s drinking habits 
(Melton, 2010; Mezey, et al., 2010; Mezey & Bewley, 2017).  
 
A number of studies have also attempted to identify whether certain personality factors or 
disorders are consistently related to domestic abuse. Studies from Canada and the United States 
show that men who assault their wives are more likely to be emotionally dependent, insecure and 
low in self-esteem, and are more likely to find it difficult to control their impulses (Morgan & 
O'Neill, 2011). They are also more likely than their non-violent peers to exhibit greater anger and 
hostility, to be depressed and to score high on certain scales of personality disorder, including 
antisocial, aggressive and borderline personality disorders (Morgan & O'Neill, 2011).At an 



Agricultural Economics and Extension Research Studies (AGEERS)Vol7,No.2,2019 

46 
 

interpersonal level, the most consistent predisposing factor to emerge for domestic abuse is 
marital conflict or discord in the relationship. Marital conflict was moderately to strongly related 
to partner’s assault by men in every study reviewed by Black (2009). Such conflict has also been 
found to be predictive of partner abuse in a population-based study of women and men in South 
Africa (Murphy and Baxter, 2017) and a representative sample of married men in Bangkok, 
Thailand (Novaco, 2016). In the study in Thailand, verbal marital conflict remained significantly 
related to physical assault of the wife, even after controlling for socioeconomic status, the 
husband’s stress level and other aspects related to the marriage, such as companionship and 
stability (Novaco, 2016). 
A high socioeconomic status has generally been found to offer some protection against the risk 
of physical abuse on an intimate partner; exceptions do exist though. Studies from a wide range 
of settings show that, while physical abuse against partners cuts across all socioeconomic groups, 
women living in poverty are disproportionately affected (Robertson, 2009; Schuler, 2016). 
Yigzaw, Berhane, Deyessa and Kaba (2010) did a qualitative study on perceptions and attitude 
towards violence against women by their spouses in Northwest Ethiopia. In their study, almost 
all study participants felt conflicts are part of marriage. They said disagreements are expected 
since marriage is a union of two people with differing thoughts and backgrounds. Moreover, the 
interaction existing between two people particularly, a husband and wife are filled with emotions 
and there are times when emotions could override between any two persons resulting in conflict. 
The following quotations illustrate this sentiment. “When you live under one ceiling, conflicts 
are expected even between brothers and sisters let alone a husband and wife.” (Survivor of 
violence) This implies that conflicts are expected in marriage. It is not possible to say there 
won’t be arguments and conflicts in a family. It will always be there.” (58 year old married 
woman).  
 
The study participants also said that all forms of spousal violence were generally inappropriate. 
They preferred for a husband and wife to live in peace, do everything in agreement and resolve 
differences patiently and carefully. However, this stand was not maintained upon probation and 
further discussion on tangible experiences. The attitude of study participants towards physical 
violence was mixed. For many respondents, wife beating was acceptable because conflicts were 
expected in marriage and a man could beat his wife when he is angry especially if he is young. 
They said condemning beating was denying reality. As long as it was mild and did not inflict 
injury it was said to be acceptable. Even the police would decide to prosecute the offence mainly 
based on the severity and would go for reconciliation for otherwise mild attacks (Yigzaw,et al., 
2010). For this group of people, although it is not right to beat someone, it is part of life and, 
hence, acceptable. Moreover, some considered beating as a sign of love. They said those men 
who love their wives would beat them, and women who recognize beating to be a symbol of love 
would even try to trigger it. In fact, men as well as women in the focus groups indicated that they 
knew some women who said their husbands beat them because they loved them. Experiencing or 
witnessing abuse increases tolerance of domestic abuse, and children who witness abuse 
perpetrated by their fathers towards their mothers are more likely than those without this 
experience to believe that abuse is appropriate and justifiable (Tran et al., 2016). In South-
Central Asia, the proportions of people in the general community who accept wife-beating are up 
to 57% among women and 56% among men. In sub-Saharan Africa, these proportions were up to 
74% among women and 62% among men (Tran et al., 2016).  
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The 2008 Nigeria Democratic and Health survey, NDHS did a study to examine the acceptability 
of wife beating in Nigeria. They put forward five scenarios and asked both men and women. 
With women, there were trends found in viewing wife beating as more acceptable. It was viewed 
as more acceptable in rural areas, among married versus unmarried women, uneducated women, 
and poor women. The reason most viewed as justified for beating was going out without telling 
the husband. The relationships were about the same for men.  In the study of Yigzawet al., 
(2010), the attitude of respondents towards forced sex was also varied. While the majority of 
men participants had favorable attitude towards it, majority of the participants in women’s 
groups disapproved marital rape. Many respondents felt once a man and a woman have entered 
into marital contract, which they said is a legitimate and voluntary institution, it would be 
difficult to talk about coerced sex. They said involved parties have the obligation to provide sex 
to their partners. They reinforced their point by saying sex is the major reason a man and a 
woman would get married and added that it is difficult for men not to have sex while sleeping in 
one bed (Yigzaw et al, 2010).  
On the other hand, many others believed anything done against the interest of a woman is abuse 
and, therefore, having forced sex with a woman is unacceptable. They indicated that anything 
that has a component of force is wrong. It was said that women refuse sex for some reasons and a 
man coercing his wife is one who does not care about her feelings. Coerced sex was perceived as 
another dimension of male dominance. They substantiated their argument making reference to 
the undesirable consequences of forced sex like unwanted pregnancy, HIV infection and 
psychological trauma. They also emphasized that forced sex is reaping pleasure from the pain of 
a woman. The majority of women saw coerced sex as inappropriate (Yigzaw et al, 2010).  
 
Researchers have indicated that public attitude tend to be victim-blaming in nature, including 
beliefs that the victim’s behaviour or character provoked the assault, and that he/she asked for it 
or enjoyed it (Maurer &Robinson, 2008).Domestic abuse emergence among farming families in 
Akwa Ibom State may be propelled by several factors that are multidimensional and which the 
largely small-scale farmers are unable to consciously process, understand and take precautions. 
Understanding the drivers or factors that predispose farming household members to domestic 
abuse in Akwa Ibom State will add up to promote their complete wellbeing and provide the 
needed manpower to guarantee steady supply of food to both urban and rural households. The 
objectives of this paper are to; examine the perceived incidence of identified factors in triggering 
domestic abuse in the zone; examine the farmers’ attitudinal disposition towards domestic abuse; 
and to determine its implication for domestic abuse prevalence in the study area. 
Hypotheses 
Based on the objectives, the following null hypotheses were formulated to empirically address 
the issues raised: 

 Ho1: There is no significant relationship between attitudinal dispositions of respondents 
towards domestic abuse and incidence of domestic abuse in the study area. 

 Ho2: Gender, age, level of education and marital status are not significantly associated 
with attitudinal dispositions of respondents towards domestic abuse.  

 
METHODOLOGY 
The study was conducted in Etinan Agricultural Zone of Akwa Ibom State, Nigeria. The zone is 
mainly inhabited by people from Etinan, NsitAtai, Nsit Ibom and Nsit Ubium Local Government 
Areas who are characteristically dynamic, imaginative, industrious and intelligent. Known for its 
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agricultural and art craft products, the zone forms one of the most productive locations in the 
West African State of Nigeria. A greater percentage of the people are Christians although some 
forms of African traditional religion are practiced by a few. Their culture is reflected and 
displayed through dances, arts, and crafts. The main occupation of the people centers on farming 
and petty trading. Crops cultivated include yams, cassava, cocoyam and maize. Small scale 
manufacturing is also carried out by the people. A number of the people also engage in wine 
tapping, crafts-making, wood-carving, sculpturing and baking. 
 
 The study adopted the survey research design and covered all the agricultural blocks in Etinan 
agricultural zone of Akwa Ibom State. The population of the study consist of all the farmers in 
Etinan Agricultural zone of Akwa Ibom State, from where adequate sample was selected. Multi-
stage sampling procedure was used to select a total of 4 blocks, 12 cells and 200 households for 
the study. The sample size was determined by the number of farm households that were willing 
to participate in the study on the day of visit to the household. However, the selection was 
delimited to one respondent from each household through random sampling. The researchers, 
therefore, had access to 200 farm households who willingly participated in the study. 
The study explored the experiences of the farmers and relied on information from in-depth 
interview with key informants to generate the prevalent drivers of domestic abuse in the study 
area. The list of domestic abuse predisposing factors was used to develop a questionnaire that 
sought a wider perspective of the farming households in the region. The data were analyzed 
using statistical tools such as frequencies and percentages, incidence index as well as factor 
analysis approach. 
 

Factor Analysis  
Diverse experiences and opinions were communicated by the farm households  concerning 
domestic abuse predisposing factors during the field interview and data collection phases of this 
study but what were the prominent underlying dimensions that significantly constituted the 
domestic abuse predisposing factors in the zone and what percentage of variance would it create 
should each of the underlying dimensions be used as effective programming indicator for 
campaigns against domestic abuse in Akwa Ibom State. These scientific inquiries were 
ascertained using seventeen (17) items that were initially generated during the instrument 
construction phase to reflect this objective and were subjected to factor analysis using principal 
component approach (Parasuraman et al.,1988; Kinnear & Gay, 1997), to reduce the number of 
items to major and sizeable significant number of factors or dimensions using Eigen value 
criterion of ≥1.  
 
Factor analytic procedure primarily analyzed the inter relationship among variables (scale items) 
in terms of their underlying dimensions (factors). Communalities Extraction Index value 
expressed the amount of variance accounted for, by the number of factors or items in the variable 
matrix, taken together for instance how much variance in a particular variable is accounted for by 
others in the factor solution. The index of communality extraction tells the degree to which a 
particular variable or item has something in common with other variables included in the 
analysis and vice-versa (Hair Anderson & Black, 1998). 
 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
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Principal Components results for Major Dimensions of Factors Contributing to Domestic 
Abuse 
Results of Principal Components analysis for Major Dimensions of Factors Contributing to 
Domestic Abuse. is presented in Table 1. 
Table 1: Principal Components Analysis for Major Dimensions of Factors Contributing to 
Domestic Abuse.  
s/n  Pre-disposing Factors (A) Communality 

index (B)    
Components (C) 

   Fac 1 Fac 2 Fac 3 
1 Poverty (lack of money) .595 .760   
2 Pride and Ego .652 .705   
3 Superiority complex (over 

estimation of one's self-
worth) 

.652 .704   

4 Low Self- esteem 
(inferiority complex) 

.575 .673   

5 Pride of ownership .583 .656   
6 Gender inequality .508 .648   
7 Positive HIV/AIDs status .630 .585   
8 Tradition and norms .655 .580   
9 Religion disparity .692  .729  
10 Infertility .578  .712  
11 Lower Socioeconomic 

Class 
.604  .688  

12 Age disparity .599  .682  
13 Partner's educational status. .663  .676  
14 Differences in ethnic 

group/tribe 
.634  .609  

15 Unemployment .445  .521  
16 Drunkenness .658   .779 
17 Rejection of a partner's 

sexual advances 
.652   .727 

 Eigen Value  4.401 4.104 1.870 
 Percentage(%) of Variation   25.891 24.139 10.998 
 Cumulative Percentage (%)  25.891 50.030 61.028 
Source: Field survey, 2018. Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis. 
Rotation Method: Varimax with Kaiser Normalization. 
a  Rotation converged in 7 iterations 
 
As shown in Table 1, column B, the Communalities Extraction Index (CEI) portrayed the extent 
of interrelationship between each of the 17 identified domestic abuse predisposing factors. 
Communality extraction indexes of the 17 items were sufficiently good and explained substantial 
variation among each other. Despite the high relationship among the domestic abuse 
predisposing variables, variable 15 (0.445) accounted for the lowest variation in the factor 
matrix. A minimum Eigen criterion equal to or greater than one (≥1) was then applied to 
determine the basic underlying dimension of the correlation matrix of domestic abuse 
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predisposing factors. The seventeen domestic abuse predisposing factors earlier identified 
significantly realigned themselves into three mutually exclusive and independent salient 
underlying dimensions of domestic abuse predisposing factors (Table 1). The resultant outcomes 
thus suggested the following major underlying dimensions: Factor 1: Socio-psychological 
factors; with eight items which loaded positively in excess of 0.6 with socio-psychological 
issues such as pride, poverty, ego, low self- esteem, etc.  Factor 2: Socio-cultural and Economic 
factors; contained seven items with positive loadings in excess of 0.6 with items such as religion 
disparity, infertility, lower socioeconomic class, age disparity, partner’s educational status, 
differences in ethnic group/tribe, unemployment etc. and Factor 3: Alcohol use and relationship 
factors containing two items which loaded positively in excess of 0.7 with items such as 
drunkenness and rejection of a partner's sexual advances. 
The percentage of variance order as shown in Table 1 depicts the relative decreasing order of the 
magnitude of the identified significant underlying factors. Each magnitude suggests the amount 
of change the underlying dimensions can induce if the factor is built into an awareness campaign 
against domestic abuse in the study area. This should there be holistic intervention programme to 
solve factor 1, the percentage variance suggests a likely 25.891% reduction in domestic abuse in 
the study area. Factor 2 would likely lead to 24.139% reduction in domestic abuse among the 
people while factor 3 would statistically guarantee 10.998% likelihood in the reduction of 
domestic abuse in the study area. Collectively, the factor loadings significantly identified 
domestic abuse strategic preventive precursors that, if taken into consideration, can statistically 
enhance the wellbeing of the people in the study area by 61.028%. This implies that 38.97% risk 
factors of domestic abuse in the study area are yet to be identified. Thus, this study considered 
the identified dimensions as overtly observed domestic abuse predisposing factors and the 
unidentified factors as inert domestic abuse predisposing factors among the farm households in 
the study area. 
Perceived severity of identified dimensions of domestic abuse in the study area. 
 

Table 2: Domestic Abuse Pre-disposing factors Perceived Incidence in the Last One Year title 
and table should not differ 
S/N Pre-disposing Factors SA A D SD Pooled 

incidence index 
A Socio-psychological factors 

    
 

1 Poverty (lack of money) 65.0 22.5 5.8 6.7 0.88a 
2 Pride and Ego 55.0 24.2 7.5 13.3 0.79f 
3 Superiority complex (over estimation 

of one's self-worth) 
55.0 25.8 4.2 15.0 0.80d 

4 Low Self- esteem (inferiority 
complex) 

56.7 17.5 10.0 15.8 0.74i 

5 Pride of ownership 55.0 24.2 7.5 13.3 0.79f 
6 Gender inequality 41.7 26.7 17.5 14.2 0.68m 
7 Positive HIV/AIDs status 45.0 19.2 19.2 16.7 0.64p 
8 Tradition and norms 47.5 25.8 10.8 15.8 0.73l 
B Socio-cultural and Economic factors      
9 Religious disparity 40.0 27.5 11.7 20.8 0.67o 
10 Infertility 53.3 30.8 7.5 8.3 0.84b 
11 Lower Socioeconomic Class 38.3 35.8 13.3 12.5 0.74i 
12 Age disparity 39.2 21.7 21.7 17.5 0.61q 
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13 Partner's educational status. 57.5 20.0 11.7 10.8 0.77h 
14  Differences in ethnic group/tribe 40.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 0.60r 
15 Unemployment 57.5 24.2 11.7 6.7 0.81c 
C Alcohol use and relationship factors      
16 Drunkenness 50.8 30.0 7.5 11.7 0.80d 
17 Rejection of a partner's sexual 

advances 
40.8 34.0 15.0 10.0 0.74i 

Source: Field survey, 2018; N/B: Values in the table represents the percentages.  
Key: SA= Strongly Agree; A= Agree; D= Disagree; SD = Strongly Disagree 
 

Based on the outcome of the in-depth interview with key informants, seventeen possible 
domestic abuse predisposing factors in the study area were identified in Table 2.  Factor analysis 
of the predisposing factors led to the identification of three major mutually exclusive dimensions 
of the predisposing factors: socio-psychological factors, socio-cultural and economic factors and 
alcohol use and relationship factors, as discussed earlier and shown in Table 1 above. Wider 
perspective of the farming households was then sought on the degree of their agreement with the 
identified domestic abuse predisposing sub-factors through a well-designed questionnaire. Table 
2 below gives insight into the perception of the farmers. The figures shown on the last column of 
table 2 are ratio index indicating the degree of agreement with the sub-factors in triggering 
domestic abuse. The incidence increases or gets severe, if the index value approaches 1 and 
decreases or not severe if the value approaches 0. The results across almost all the sub-factors 
portrayed that all the sub-factors had above 0.60 incidences, having influence on the occurrence 
of domestic abuse (see the column: pooled incidence index). The least perceived sub-factors 
revealed 60 percent (0.60 incidences) of the respondents attesting to its occurrence.  
 
The lettered superscript shows the relative position of each sub-factor among others. Sub-factors 
in the Socio-psychological and socio-cultural & economic were prominently rated. The Socio-
psychological factor had about eight sub-factors of which poverty is the most severe with a 
spatial incidence of 0.88. Followed by superiority complex (0.80), pride and ego (0.79) etc. 
Others shown on Table 1 were infertility (0.84), unemployment (0.81), drunkenness (0.80), 
rejection of a partner's sexual advances and lower socioeconomic class (0.74). From the findings, 
poverty has the potential of increasing the risk of domestic abuse – whether it is because of low 
income in itself or because of other factors that accompany poverty, such as overcrowding or 
hopelessness. However, Mooney, (2013) observed that living in poverty is likely to generate 
stress, frustration and a sense of inadequacy for some men, for having failed to live up to their 
culturally expected role of providers. It may also work by providing ready material for 
disagreements or by making it more difficult to leave violent or otherwise unsatisfactory 
relationships. Similarly, Walby&Myhill (2011) reported significant association between low 
income, unemployment, low educational attainment, and risk of abuse to a partner. They 
reported that 60% perpetrators referred for domestic violence programmes in a UK study were 
unemployed. There is also some evidence that men of lower socio-economic status tend to 
perpetrate more severe violence than their higher status counterparts (Gilchrist et al., 2003).  
 
Corroborating our findings on drunkenness as a predisposing factor, the survey of violence 
against women in Canada, for example, reported that women who lived with heavy drinkers were 
five times more likely to be assaulted by their partners than those who lived with non-drinkers 
(Melton, 2010). Similarly, in South Africa, men speak of using alcohol in a premeditated way to 
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gain the courage to give their partners the beatings they feel are socially expected of them 
(Morgan, & O'Neill, 2011). Many researchers believe that alcohol operates as a situational 
factor, increasing the likelihood of violence by reducing inhibitions, clouding judgment and 
impairing an individual’s ability to interpret cues (Mezey, et al., 2010; Mezey, & Bewley, 2017). 
Excessive drinking may also increase domestic abuse by providing ready fodder for arguments in 
a relationship. 

 
Attitudinal Dispositions of farm households towards Domestic Abuse. 
 

 Distribution of farm households according to attitudinal disposition towards domestic abuse is 
shown in Table 3. 
Table 3: Distribution of the farm households based on Attitudinal Dispositions towards Domestic 
Abuse in the study area 
S/n Items  SA A D SD Mean  Implicatio

n  
1. There is nothing wrong with beating 

a  woman by her husband 
22 
(18.3) 

10 
(8.3) 

24 
(20.0) 

64 
(53.3) 

1.92 Negative  

2 Husbands  can have sex with their 
wives without their wives consent 

6 
(5.0) 

6 
(5.0) 

43 
(35.8) 

65 
(54.2) 

1.61 Negative  

3 All human beings deserve to be 
treated with respect, whether male 
or female  

90 
(75.0) 

19 
(15.8) 

6 
(5.2) 

5 
(4.0) 

3.62 Positive  

4 Forcing a woman/girl to marry a 
man is okay if that  is their culture 

12 
(10.0) 

3 
(3.5) 

42 
(35.0) 

63 
(52.5) 

1.70 Negative  

5 Men calling women bad name is an 
abuse of her fundamental right 

27 
(22.5) 

17 
(14.2) 

3 
(30.8) 

39 
(32.5) 

2.27 negative    

6 A wife is the property of  her 
Husband  

59 
(49.2) 

31 
(25.8) 

19 
(15.8) 

11 
(9.2) 

3.15 Positive  

7 It is Okay for the man to control his 
wife  

36 
(30.0) 

43 
(35.8) 

24 
(20.0) 

17 
(14.2) 

2.82 Positive  

8 It is okay for the woman to control 
her husband  

10 
(8.3) 

9 
(7.5) 

46 
(38.3) 

55 
(45.8) 

1.78 Negative  

9 It is okay for the man to have other 
women outside because it is our 
culture and a man’s world.  

9 
(7.5) 

8 
(6.7) 

44 
(36.7) 

59 
(49.2) 

1.73 Negative  

10 The woman can have other men 
outside if her husband is doing the 
same thing. 

5 
(4.2) 

6 
(5.0) 

24 
(20.0) 

85 
(70.8) 

1.43 Negative  

11 A woman should use her mouth to 
lash at her partner when necessary. 

11 
(9.2) 

8 
(6.5) 

27 
(22.5) 

74 
(61.7) 

1.63 Negative  

12 The woman’s money and property 
belongs to her husband 

56 
(46.7) 

24 
(20.0) 

19 
(15.8) 

20 
(16.7) 

3.15 Positive  

13 Men and women are not equal 36 
(30.0) 

23 
(19.2) 

32 
(26.7) 

29 
(24.2) 

2.55 Positive  

14 Men and women are equal  12 
(10.0) 

16 
(13.3) 

39 
(32.5) 

53 
(44.2) 

1.89 Negative  

15 If my partner beats me I will end the 24 14 41 41 2.17 Negative 
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relationship   (20.0) (11.7) (34.2) (34.2) 
16 If my partner beats me, I know it is 

my fault and I deserve it. 
26 
(21.7) 

29 
(24.20 

29 
(24.2) 

36 
(30.0) 

2.37 Negative 

17 An abusive partner will change if I 
behave well. 

38 
(31.7) 

27 
(22.5) 

23 
(19.2) 

32 
(26.7) 

2.59 Positive  

18 I will never report an abuse because 
I get to blame for it  

34 
(28.3) 

22 
(18.3) 

23 
(19.2) 

41 
(34.2) 

2.40 Negative 

19 Slapping/beating your partner keeps 
him/her in line. 

38 
(31.7) 

16 
(13.3) 

21 
(17.5) 

45 
(37.5) 

2.39 Negative 

20 It is an abomination for a wife to 
beat her husband. 

63 
(52.5) 

15 
(12.5) 

16 
(13.3) 

26 
(21.7) 
 

2.95 Positive  

21 It is an abomination for a man to 
beat his wife  

51 
(42.5) 

18 
(15.0) 

22 
(18.3) 

29 
(24.2) 

2.75 Positive  

22 Abusive partners should be sent to 
jail. 

29 
(24.2) 

20 
(16.7) 

28 
(23.3) 

43 
(35.8) 

2.29 Negative 

23   The penal code should be amended 42 
(35.0) 

17 
(14.2) 

29 
(24.2) 

32 
(26.7) 

2.57 Positive  

Source: field survey, 2018.  
Key: SA= Strongly Agree; A=  Agree; D=  Disagree; SD=Strongly disagree 
 
Table 3 gives insight into the attitudinal disposition of farmers towards domestic abuse in the 
study area. The mean scores of the responses on attitudinal dispositionswere also calculated (see 
Table 3). Any statement that has a mean score of 2.5 and above was regarded as positive attitude 
towards that particular statement and vice versa if mean score is below 2.5 since the maximum 
response score for each item was 4 and minimum was 1. The table reveals that majority (73.3%) 
of the respondents were negatively disposed to husbands beating their women while 26.6% saw 
nothing wrong with that. This attracted a low mean score of 1.92 implying that majority of the 
farmers were not in support of such act. Responses on items 20 and 21 that were raised to further 
filter and confirm their attitude towards that particular form of abuse shows majority (65% & 
57.5%) of the respondents maintaining a positive stand that it is an abomination for a wife to beat 
her husband and vice versa respectively.  The few others saw nothing wrong with husband 
beating his wife or wife beating her husband. This result is consistent with earlier findings of 
Heise, et al., (1999), BBC (2003) and Yigzawet al. (2010). 
 
To majority (90%) of the farmers, it was not okay for husbands to have sex with their wives 
without their wives consent, only 10% were supportive of such act. This attracted a low mean 
score of 1.61 indicating that majority of the respondents expressed negative attitudes towards the 
act. Majority (90.8%) agreed that all human beings deserve to be treated with respect, whether 
male or female, only 9.2% disagreed. This was a display of positive attitude with a high mean 
score of 3.62. These findings corroborate those of Olubunmi, et al. (2012), Bieneck & Krahe 
(2011); Suarez & Gardalla (2010); Currier & Carlson (2009). Other statements also attracted 
positive attitudinal expressions as shown on Table 3. The statements; A wife is the property of 
her husband (3.15); the woman’s money and property belongs to her husband (3.15); It is okay 
for the man to control his wife (2.82) among others, fell into this category.   
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However, more statements attracted negative attitudes from the respondents (see Table 3). 
Statements like ‘forcing a woman/girl to marry a man based on culture (1.70); It is okay for the 
woman to control her husband (1.78); it is okay for the man to have other women outside 
because it is our culture and a man’s world (1.73); A woman should use her mouth to scold her 
partner when necessary (1.63); the woman can have other men outside if her husband is doing 
the same thing (1.43)’ fell into this category.These findings are in line with those of Yigzaw, et 
al (2010) who also discovered varied attitude of study participants towards psychological and 
emotional forms of abuse. Many participants in their study condemned verbal abuse and 
controlling tendencies in marriage. They noted that saying degrading and demoralizing things 
hurt the recipient’s psyche. They observed that insults often extended to families and exchange 
of words could culminate in physical violence and damage the love partners had for one another. 
They advised differences to be resolved by dialogue. A quotation by a victim of domestic abuse 
might help for more illustrations: “Heal ways nagged me. It is not a life if a person always nags 
you, especially if he nags you at the time of meal.” Participants of that study also argued against 
emotional abuse caused by allowing male extramarital affairs and discouraging women from 
opposing that. They said telling a woman to bear unfaithfulness was also depressing and 
degrading (Yigzaw, et al 2010). On a close examination of the response distribution of the farm 
households, one could conclude that the respondents had unfavourable attitudinal disposition 
towards domestic abuse and its practitioners. 
 
Results of Hypotheses Testing 
Ho1: There is no significant relationship between attitudinal dispositions of respondents towards 
domestic abuse and incidence of domestic abuse in the study area. 
 

Table 4: PPMC Analysis between attitudinal dispositions of farm households towards domestic 
abuse and prevalence of domestic abuse in the study area 
Variables  N Mean SD r-value r-critical P.value Remark 
Disposition 120 53.76 9.95 0.026 0.195 0.05 Not Significant 
Prevalence    120 52.60 18.65     
 Source: Computed from Field Survey 2018 
 

Table 4 shows the correlation analysis that was adopted to determine if there is any significant 
relationship between attitudinal disposition of the farm households towards domestic abuse and 
prevalence of domestic abuse in the study area. The table reveals that the relationship between 
attitudinal dispositions of respondents towards domestic abuse and prevalence of domestic abuse, 
although positive judging from the a priori sign, was statistically insignificant r= 0.026, N=120, 
P> 0.05, R2 =0.052, showing that only 5.2% of the variation in the prevalence of domestic abuse 
can be attributed to attitudinal dispositions of farm households. This means that domestic abuses 
prevailed in the study area regardless of the observed unfavourable attitudinal dispositions of the 
farm households. This finding might be attributed to the cultural and normative expectation of 
disagreements in intimate relationships which has overshadowed the likelihood to denounce 
resultant abuse. While there are variations in views, people weigh the justness of the cause and 
severity of an abuse against the context of local societal norms to judge an action as abuse and 
unacceptable. Therefore, there could be situations where people could say they prefer for an 
action not to happen but fall short of perceiving it as an act of abuse. These communal norms and 
culture conditions inherent negative attitudinal dispositions towards an act of abuse to appear as 
positive.  The null hypothesis is therefore upheld and concluded that there is no significant 
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relationship between attitudinal dispositions of respondents towards domestic abuse and the 
prevalence of domestic abuse in the study area. 
 
Ho2: Gender, age, level of education and marital status are not significantly associated with 
attitudinal dispositions of respondents towards domestic abuse.  
 

Table 5: Chi-square analysis of the relationship between selected socio-economic characteristics 
of the farm households and level of computer anxiety 

Variables X2 Calculated X2Critical Cramer’s V df P Remark 
Gender  0.030 3.84 0.016 1 0.862 Not Significant  
Age  0.373 7.81 0.056 3 0.946 Not Significant 
Level of education 6.099 7.81 0.225 3 0.107 Not Significant 
Marital Status 2.841 7.81 0.154 3 0.417 Not Significant 

Source: Computed from field survey, 2018. Not Significant at 0.05 level of Significant. 
 

Chi-square was used to test the association between gender, age, level of education, marital 
status and attitudinal dispositions of respondents towards domestic abuse. Results from Table 3 
shows that, there is no significant relationship between these demographic variables; gender (x2 
= 0.030; p>0.05), age(x2 = 0.373; p > 0.05), level of education (6.099, P>0.05), marital status 
(2.841, P>0.05) and attitudinal dispositions of respondents towards domestic abuse. These are 
indications that although there was some level of association between these demographic 
variables as indicated by the Cramer’s V values (Cramer’s V estimates the strength of 
association), such associations were not statistically significant. It therefore goes to show that 
gender, age, level of education and marital status do notsignificant influence the attitudinal 
dispositions of respondents towards domestic abuse in the study area. 
 
CONCLUSION 
The study concluded that, although the farm households attitudinal dispositions were not 
supporting the prevalence of the various forms of domestic abuse, their attitudinal disposition 
was not strong enough to reduce the prevalence of domestic abuse in the study area. 
 
 RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. There is the need to strengthen the negative and unfavorable attitude of the respondents 
towards domestic abuse through continuous and more strategic culturally sensitive 
extension education and public awareness programmes in the study area as this will seek 
to encourage a balanced relationship among family members in the farming households.  

2. They should help the farmers to understand the negative consequences of domestic abuse. 
The culturally sensitive extension and educational programmes should also help dispel 
myths, misconceptions and beliefs that nurture and condone domestic abuse. 

3. Again, agricultural extension interventions can incorporate domestic abuse predisposing 
factors into extension service delivery to increasingly inform the farmers. 

4. Television and radio programmes, workshops and seminars can also be used to achieve 
this.   
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