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Foreword 
 
Violence against women (VAW) is a global problem that does not recognize any cultural, geographic, 

religious, social or economic borders. Physical, emotional, sexual and economic violence against 

women is common everywhere. Physical violence means physically aggressive acts, including 

strokes, slaps, kicks, beating, burns and use of weapon. Emotional violence includes regular 

humiliation and insulted dignity, tight isolation or belittling treatment. Coercion to sex or sexual 

violence means sexual harassment, sexual touches against partner's will, forced sex and forced 

pregnancy. 

 
Commonly known that violence against women in a variety of forms and manifestations is a 

violation of human rights and fundamental freedoms.  

 

Violence against women impacts women across the world, regardless of age, class, race, and 

ethnicity. According to recent estimates, 30 percent of women aged 15 years or older globally have 

experienced physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence during their lifetime.  

 

It is the leading cause of homicide death in women globally and has many other major health 

consequences. The economic and social costs associated with violence against women are 

significant, and global evidence shows that violence consistently undermines development efforts at 

various levels, driving the depreciation of physical, human, and social capital. 

 

Along with many other UN member-states, Kazakhstan joined almost all key international 

obligations in the field of gender equality, including Sustainable Development Goals until 2030 

where one of the key objectives of Goal 5 is to eliminate violence against women. 

Violence prevention and control in Kazakhstan's society is one of the crucial priorities in the national 

policy and refers to commitments undertaken by Kazakhstan and currently implemented on the 

national level.  

At present, under auspices of the National Committee on Women and Family and Demographic 

Policy under the President of Kazakhstan, the Prosecutor General Office is actively involved into 

Kazakhstan Free of Violence Project that has joined forces of all governmental stakeholders, non-

governmental and international organizations. 

This effort resulted in the development of a package of measures to prevent violence; strengthened 

inter-agency collaboration and monitoring of efficient implementation of measures; and ultimately 

proposals to develop new legislation on domestic violence prevention. 
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Executive summary 

 
This report of the Sample Survey on Domestic Violence presents data from the first ever nationally 

representative research on violence against women in Kazakhstan. The survey is based on the 

adapted version of the WHO Multi-country Study on Women’s Health and Domestic Violence against 

Women. This study focused on collecting and analyzing data on women’s experiences of intimate 

partner violence and non-partner violence (see Box 1.1 and Box 1.2 for definitions of violence used 

in the Study). The study pursued the following objectives: 

The Study was designed to collect important data on the prevalence of violence against women, on 

the impact of violence for women’s health and wellbeing, and on women’s help seeking behaviors. 

The key objectives were to: 

 Obtain reliable estimates of prevalence of various forms of violence against women; 

 Identify associations between intimate partner violence and women’s health; 

 Review and compare behaviors (strategies) used by women who experience violence in the 

family (who they talk to, where they seek support, what response they received); 

 Provide internationally comparable data on violence against women. 

This sample survey provided answers to the following questions: 

1. What is the prevalence and frequency of intimate partner violence against women aged 

18+? Who are the perpetrators? 

2. What is the prevalence of non-partner violence against women aged 18+? Who are the 

perpetrators? (see Box 1.1 and Box 1.2 for definitions of violence used in the Study) 

3. What consequences does violence in family have on various aspects of women’s lives? How 

does violence affect women? 

4. What family or individual factors are related to the occurrence of various forms of partner 

violence against women? 

5. What coping strategies do women use to respond to violence? Are there any particular 

people or organizations they would prefer to seek support from? 

Methodology of the Study 
The Study combines quantitative and qualitative approaches to understand the magnitude, causes 

and consequences of violence in a family. Overall, 14,342 women participated in the quantitative 

survey. The survey questionnaire used an adapted version of the UNECE survey module on violence 

against women, which is based on the WHO Multi-Country Study on Women’s Health and Domestic 

Violence against Women methodology. Respondents were selected through three-stage cluster 

sampling to provide a wide geographic representation of households in the sample; stratification 

was performed for 14 oblasts and two urban strata: Astana and Almaty. Stratification considered 
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urban/rural sites as well to enhance accuracy of national estimates and statistical quality of 

comparison by urban/rural areas. 

The quantitative study was designed as an interview of randomly selected women of the relevant 

age (18 to 75 years). These women were asked about their experiences of violence and abuse as well 

as a number of other questions on women’s health and life experiences, and about their current or 

former partner. The questionnaire for the quantitative survey was developed based on international 

best practice for research on violence against women. The quantitative component was 

implemented by a team of trained enumerators and was subject to strict safety and ethical 

guidelines to ensure the safety of participants and researchers. 

The qualitative component included 12 focus groups and 27 in-depth interviews with various 

categories of population: politicians, service providers, journalists, victims and perpetrators of 

domestic violence, as well as ordinary people. It was implemented in four regions of Kazakhstan: 

Akmola, Mangistau, South Kazakhstan Oblasts, and Astana. The qualitative study was focused on 

data collection on three topics related to family violence:  

1) how men and women understand the concept of domestic violence against women (perception 

and attitude, experience, cultural traditions and coping strategies);  

2) recognition of domestic violence problem by the general public;  

3) knowledge of existing policies, practical implementation and assessment of adequacy and 

efficiency. 

Violence against women by intimate partners 

Physical and sexual violence against women 
The Kazakhstan study shows that violence against women is prevalent. The data indicates that 17 

percent of ever-partnered women aged 18-75 reported having experienced physical or sexual 

violence, or both, by an intimate partner in their lifetime (Figure 1).  

Figure 1. Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence, among ever-partnered women 
aged 18-75, by type of violence and by time period 
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In general, there was some variation in levels of intimate partner violence across regions. The 

highest rates of violence were found in North Kazakhstan, East Kazakhstan and South Kazakhstan, 

and the lowest in Kyzlyorda and Zhambyl. 

It seems important to discuss reported variations in prevalence of intimate partner violence across 

regions. 

Explanation should start with the analysis of cultural and social factors affecting public behavior of 

an individuum. It is largely related to historical traditions of any particular society that shapes social 

status and accepted behaviors of men and women.  

Gender relations continue to rely on traditionally negative stereotypes of inequality and controlling 

behavior towards women.  

Along with general stereotypes of hiding partner violence by women caused by life conditions and 

individual peculiarities, character and temper of people, there are certain variations across regions 

as well.  

 

Figure 2. Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence, among ever-partnered women 
aged 18-75, by region and by time period 
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Women in Kazakhstan are more likely to experience severe forms of physical partner violence such 

as punching, kicking or having objects thrown at them, rather than moderate violence. Women were 

also more likely to report experiencing frequent violence; 57 percent of women who experienced 

intimate partner violence reported frequently experiencing violence in the past 12 months. 

Figure 3. Frequency of intimate partner violence as reported by women in the Study, among women 
who experienced any physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 
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access to resources, and the relative standing of men versus women. In Kazakhstan intimate partner 

violence is also driven by a multitude of factors at all levels of society. According to the data, in 

addition to the underlying driver of gender inequality, some other contributing factors may include, 

but are not limited to: 

 men’s control over women in intimate relationships: one in three women reported that they 

had experienced at least one act of controlling behavior by a partner in their lifetime; 

 the current law does not specifically criminalise domestic violence which promotes impunity 

and sends a message that domestic violence is tolerated; 

 children witnessing intimate partner violence which may cause trauma and or contribute to 

a learned pattern of behavior that violence is normal; 

 the lack of formal services available, which makes it difficult for women to seek help.  

Emotional and economic abuse by intimate partners and controlling behaviors 
Emotional and economic violence were also explored and found to be relatively prevalent. At the 

national level, 21 percent of ever-partnered women aged 18-75, reported that they had experienced 

emotional partner abuse, and 7 percent reported experiencing economic abuse. Emotional abuse is 

an important element of partner violence and is often cited by women as the most hurtful, leaving 

long-term psychological scars.  

Figure 4. Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence, among ever-partnered women 
aged 18-75, by type of violence and by time period 
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Violence against women by someone other than an intimate partner 
In addition to partner violence, the study also collected data on physical and sexual abuse against 

women by perpetrators, male and female, other than an intimate partner. The data shows that 

women are at greatest risk of violence by intimate partners rather than other men or women.  

Among women aged 18-75, 3 percent reported experiencing physical violence by someone other 

than an intimate partner, and 2 percent reported experiencing sexual non-partner violence. The 

most commonly mentioned perpetrators of physical violence were the respondents’ male family 

members and male friends, and also male strangers. The most commonly mentioned perpetrators of 

sexual violence were male friends, male strangers and male colleagues. 

Violence by intimate partners and women’s health 
Although a cross-sectional survey cannot establish whether violence causes particular health 

problems (with the exception of injuries), the study results strongly support other research that has 

found clear associations between partner violence and symptoms of poor physical and mental 

health. 

Injury resulting from physical violence 
Of women in Kazakhstan who had ever experienced physical and/or sexual violence by a partner, 

two in three (66 percent) reported being injured at least once as a result of their partner’s violence. 

Women most commonly reported sustaining scratches, cuts and bruises. Approximately half of the 

women who reported experiencing partner violence felt that the violence had negatively impacted 

their general health. In fact, women who reported ever experiencing intimate partner violence were 

more than twice as likely to report that their general health is bad or very bad compared with 

women who had not experienced intimate partner violence. 

Figure 5. Percentage of women reporting physical injuries from intimate partner violence, among 
women who reported any physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 
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Women’s support seeking after experiences of intimate partner violence 
Women who reported having ever experienced any physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

in their lifetime were asked follow up questions about their support seeking in response to their 

current or former partner’s behavior. Women were asked firstly whether they had ever told anyone 

about their partner’s violent behavior. Overall, around half (51 percent) of women said that they had 

never told anyone about their partner’s violence. This shows that, for many women that had 

experienced intimate partner violence, the Study interviewer was the first person that they had ever 

talked to about their experiences of violence.  

Among women who had told someone about their experience of intimate partner violence, they 

most frequently had told their own parents (23 percent) or their partner’s parents (21 percent), 

followed by their friends (14 percent) or other relatives (10 percent). Very few women said that they 

had talked to people in positions of authority, with only 8 percent of women who experienced 

intimate partner violence having told the police about their partner’s behavior, and only 3 percent 

having told a doctor or other medical worker. 

Women who reported having ever told someone about their partner’s behavior were asked follow 

up questions about whether they had ever turned to someone for help on account of their current 

or former husband or partner. Among women who had ever told someone about their current or 

former partner’s behavior, women most commonly sought support from friends and family father 

than from formal agencies or authorities. Only 18 percent of women who had told someone about 

their experience(s) of intimate partner violence had sought assistance for their partner’s behavior 

from the police. 

Recommendations 
The Domestic Violence Survey is the first specialized, population-level survey that measures the 

prevalence and patterns of violence against women and its associated health consequences among 

women in Kazakhstan. Previous studies have indicated a certain spread of violence against women in 

Kazakhstan, and this Study confirms and expands upon that earlier research through a specific focus 

on both intimate partner violence and non-partner violence. The results of this Study will provide an 

important evidence base upon which the Government of the Republic of Kazakhstan, local non-

governmental organizations, and other agencies working on violence against women in the country, 

will be able to develop and implement more appropriate and effective policies and programs to both 

prevent and respond to violence. 

The following recommendations proposed by international experts are based on the key findings of 

the report, and outline what needs to change in order to address violence against women based on 

those findings. Examples of programs and approaches are then presented for each 

recommendation. The suggested programs and approaches are just some of the many interventions 

required, and are based on existing international evidence of promising or proven practice for 

preventing and responding to violence against women (Fulu and Kerr-Wilson, 2015; Ellsberg et al., 

2015). 

1. Promote gender equality and empower women to challenge social norms related to the 

acceptability of violence against women and the subordination of women in intimate 

relationships and the family/household. 
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2. Promote non-violent ways of communication between men and women that are oriented 

towards equality and respect. 

3. Address child abuse and promote nurturing, violence-free family environments. 

4. Strengthen the role of the health sector in preventing and responding to violence against 

women. 

5. Strengthen the justice sector’s capacity to enforce existing violence against women 

legislation and respond to reported incidents of violence. 

6. Promote and coordinate holistic violence prevention and response models through 

government leadership and multi-sectoral collaboration. 

7. Conduct further qualitative and quantitative research, and monitoring and evaluation of 

existing violence against women interventions. 
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION 

Introduction 
Violence against women, in its many forms and manifestations, is a violation of human rights and 

fundamental freedoms. Violence against women impacts women across the world, regardless of 

age, class, race, and ethnicity. According to recent estimates, 30 percent of women aged 15 years or 

older globally have experienced physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence during their 

lifetime (Devries et al., 2013). It is the leading cause of homicide death in women globally (Stöckl et 

al., 2013) and has many other major health consequences (WHO, 2014a). The economic and social 

costs associated with violence against women are significant, and global evidence shows that 

violence consistently undermines development efforts at various levels, driving the depreciation of 

physical, human, and social capital (Garcia-Moreno et al., 2005). 

Violence against women stems from gender inequality and discrimination. It is a manifestation of 

historically unequal power relations between men and women, which have led to domination over 

and discrimination against women by men and to the prevention of the full advancement of women. 

It is also used to maintain women’s subordinate position compared with men (UNGA, 1993). 

As violence against women becomes increasingly recognized as both a public health problem and a 

human rights violation, countries throughout the world are taking action through political and social 

reforms. The recently adopted Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) include a specific target on 

the elimination of all for forms of violence against women and girls. In addition, in 2011 the 

Statistical Commission of the United Nations adopted a core set of statistical indicators on violence 

against women (UNDESA, 2014). These indicators can only be measured using data collected 

through surveys.  

Background of the Study 
Collecting information on the prevalence of various forms of violence against women is part of the 

global efforts for policy-making and the development of legislation on preventing violence, for 

improving services for women exposed to violence and liquidation of this phenomenon. In recent 

years, monitoring violence against women has been incorporated into the statistical practices of 

various national governments.  

From 2007, the Statistical Committee of the Ministry of National Economy of Kazakhstan (the 

Statistical Committee) has been making appropriate efforts to implement VAW-related statistical 

indicators in the framework of the joint project with UNECE and the World Bank on enhancing 

gender sensitivity of the national statistical system. 

As the first step, the Statistical Committee incorporated an additional module on domestic violence 

into the Multi-Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) of the fourth round in 2010-11, discussed in detail 

below. The following lessons were learnt from implementing this module into the survey: 

1. More time is needed to perform a qualitative survey for the in-depth study and 

identification of probable experience of violence; 
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2. Due to the sensitivity and specificity of this topic, the field workers should receive 

separate training on violence against women; 

3. When disseminating results of the survey in public (with parliament members, policy-

makers, NGOs, mass media, et.) it is difficult to focus on violence against women 

because the MICS study reviewed many other relevant topics on the health of women 

and children in the country. 

After finalizing the MICS study, the Statistical Committee decided to allocate the necessary 

government resources for a separate survey on violence against women, and the study was 

therefore implemented in 2015. 

This sample survey of violence against women in Kazakhstan is the first comprehensive study of 

domestic violence against women with an adequate sample that provides necessary information 

across all regions of the country, as well as by site (urban and rural). 

Key terminology and definitions 
Box 1.1 Key terminology used in the Household Survey on Violence against Women in Kazakhstan 

  

Ever-partnered women 

The definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ is central to the Study because it defines the population that could 

potentially be at risk of intimate partner violence, and hence becomes the denominator for intimate partner violence 

prevalence figures.  

For the purposes of this Study, a broad definition of partnership was used, since any woman who had been in a 

relationship with a male intimate partner, whether or not they had been married, could have been exposed to 

violence. Women were considered to be ‘ever-partnered’ if they said they had ever been married to a man, ever lived 

with a man, or ever been in a dating relationship with a man. In general, the definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ 

includes women who were or had ever been married or in a common-law relationship. It also covers dating 

relationships.  

Prevalence  

The prevalence of violence against women refers to the proportion of ‘at-risk’ women in a population who have 

experienced violence. For some kinds of violence, such as sexual violence, all women may be considered ‘at risk’. For 

others, such as intimate partner violence, only women who have or have had an intimate partner could be considered 

at risk.  

Lifetime prevalence 

The prevalence rate shows us the proportion of women in the current population who ever experienced one or more 

acts of violence at any time in their life (and thus by definition they include women that are also measured in 12-

month prevalence). This prevalence rate does not tell us how long the violence lasted, or how frequently it occurred, 

it just tells us if the violence ever happened, even if it was only once. 

Past 12 months/Current prevalence 

The 12-month prevalence rate shows the proportion of women who experienced one or more acts of violence in the 

12 months prior to the interview and thus close to the point of time of measurement. It includes violence that has just 

started, as well as violence that may have started prior to 12 months. It could have stopped within the past 12 months 

or still be ongoing at the time of measurement, as long as it took place within this 12-month period. As with lifetime 

prevalence, it does not tell us how long the violence lasted or how frequently it occurred. This prevalence rate is also 

labelled as ‘current prevalence’ in the charts and tables in this report. 
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How violence was measured in this Study 
Box 1.2 Operational definitions of violence and abuse used in the Study* 

Intimate partner violence 

Physical violence 

Has any male partner ever committed any of the following acts against you: 

a) Slapped you or thrown objects at you that could hurt you? 

b) Pushed you or pulled your hair? 

c) Punched you, or used any objects that could hurt you? 

d) Kicked you, dragged or beaten you? 

e) Choked you or intentionally inflicted burns? 

f) Threatened you with, or actually used a gun or a knife against you? 

Sexual violence 

Has any male partner ever committed any of the following acts against you: 

a) Forced you to have sexual intercourse against your will? (rape) 

b) Had sexual relations involuntarily, out of fear that your partner can commit any action (for 

example, strike or throw you, leave you for another woman, etc.)? (coerced) 

c) Forced you to commit any sexual acts that were humiliating and degrading for you? 

Emotional violence 

Has any male partner ever committed any of the following acts against you: 

a) Insulted you or made you feel bad about yourself? 

b) Belittled or humiliated you in front of other people? 

c) Did things to scare or intimidate you (for example, by the way he looked at you, by yelling 

Intimate partner violence 

Behavior within an intimate relationship that causes physical, sexual, or psychological harm, including acts of physical 

aggression, sexual coercion, psychological abuse, and controlling behaviors (Garcia-Moreno et al., 2005). The 

definition covers violence by both current and former spouses and partners. This Study measured physical, sexual, 

emotional, and economic intimate partner violence. While it is not defined as violence, the Study also measured 

women’s experiences of controlling behaviour (see Chapter 4 for acts that were included as ‘controlling behavior’). 

Physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

While the Study measured physical, sexual, emotional, and economic violence, the data presented focuses on 

women’s experiences of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, which refers to women who have 

experienced at least one act of physical or sexual violence, or both, by a male intimate partner.  

Non-partner sexual violence 

A key objective of the Study was to gather information on the prevalence of women’s experiences of sexual violence 

by a man who was not their intimate partner and of men’s perpetration of sexual violence against both women and 

men who were not their intimate partner. For the purposes of this Study, sexual violence included acts of non-partner 

rape and gang rape. Women were also asked about the identity of the perpetrator, where known. 
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or smashing the dishes)? 

d) Verbally threatened to hurt you or your family? 

Economic violence 

Has any male partner ever committed any of the following acts against you: 

a) Refused to give you enough money for household expenses, even if he has money for 

other expenses? 

b) Hidden the family income from you, and you do not have access to it? 

c) Refused to give you money for food and other essentials? 

d) Refused to give you money for the children’s necessary expenses? 

e) Refused to give you money for personal expenses (for example, clothing, shoes, 

toiletries)? 

Non-partner violence 

Physical violence 

Since you were 15, did anyone beat or kick you, or inflict physical violence? Did anyone throw 

harmful objects at you? Push you or pull your hair? Choke or burn you on purpose? Threaten you 

with, or actually wield, a gun or a knife? 

Sexual violence 

Rape 

Since you were 15, did anyone force you to have sexual intercourse against your will, for example, 

by threats, forcibly holding you, or putting you in a situation where you could not say no? 

Attempted rape and other forms of sexual violence 

Since you were 15, did anyone try to force you to have sexual intercourse without your consent, 

but which did not actually happen? Did someone touch you sexually or perform other sexual acts 

against your will? 

Emotional abuse 

Since you were 15, did anyone ever commit any of the following acts against you: 

a) Offended you or made you feel bad about yourself? 

b) Belittled or humiliated you in front of others? 

c) Scared or intimidated you (by a look, by shouting or smashing the dishes)? 

d) Used threatening words that would hurt you or your family? 

Economic abuse 

Since you were 15, did your loved ones make you financially dependent, which in turn depressed 

and humiliated you? 

* These definitions were included in the questionnaires based on the UNECE domestic violence 

module and the WHO Multi-Country Study methodology. 
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Box 1.3 Severity scale used for level of physical intimate partner violence experienced by women in 

the Study 

‘Moderate’ violence: respondent answers “yes” to one or more of the following questions 

regarding her intimate partner (and does not answer “yes” to the c-e below): 

a)      (Has he) slapped you or thrown something at you that could hurt you? 

b)      (Has he) pushed or shoved you? 

‘Severe’ violence: respondent answers “yes” to one or more of the following questions 

regarding her intimate partner: 

c)       (Has he) hit you with his fist or with something else that could hurt you? 

d)      (Has he) kicked you, dragged you or beaten you up? 

e)      (Has he) choked or burnt you on purpose? 

f)       (Has he) threatened to use or actually used a gun, knife or other weapon against you? 

 

Literature review: National context and existing knowledge on 

violence against women in Kazakhstan 

The socio-cultural context 
The Republic of Kazakhstan is located at the center of the Eurasian continent and is the ninth largest 

country in the world. It is landlocked, however has access to the Caspian Sea along its Western 

border. With a population of approximately 17,4 million people as of 01 January 2015, the Republic 

of Kazakhstan comprises more than 130 ethnic groups and 40 different religious denominations (The 

Agency on Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan, 2011). The results from the most recent census 

(2009) demonstrate a relatively equal ratio of men to women, with a slightly higher percentage of 

women. The ratio of men in the age group 0-19 years is higher, however women aged 20+ were 

more dominant (The Agency on Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan, 2011).  

Since independence, Kazakhstan has progressed dramatically over the past two decades, and is now 

considered an upper-middle income country. It has one of the fastest growing economies in the 

world, with a per capita income of 8,260 USD, an unemployment rate of 5.4 percent, and a GDP per 

capita of 12,000 USD – a 16-fold increase since 1991 (UNDP, 2015). Life expectancy in Kazakhstan is 

61.9 for men and 72.4 for women. Primary school enrolment is 100 percent, and since secondary 

education is both free and mandatory, the overall general education of the population has increased 

considerably since 1991, with little difference between women and men. In fact, more women than 

men have higher education degrees (The Agency on Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan, 2011). 

Kazakhstan has a Human Development Index of 0.754, and continues to prioritize education, health 

and well-being of its citizens (UNDP, 2015; Strategy for the Development of the Republic of 

Kazakhstan).  

Women are an important part of Kazakhstani economic life. Their labour force participation has 

dropped in recent years, from 88% participation in 2001 to 73.3% in 2015, compared with 80.5% for 

men (91.1% in 2001). The gender gap in labour force participation rate is due to gender segregation 

in types of training and education, which constrains women’s equal participation in the labour 

market. Although there has been a slight decline in the employment rate gender gap, there is a 
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pronounced gender wage gap: unadjusted for gender differences in human capital, the gender wage 

gap in Kazakhstan is 32%.  

Women are also underrepresented in the political sphere; although there was an increase in political 

representation in the lower house of the parliament from 10.4% in 2001 to 26.7% in 2015, 

Kazakhstan is ranked at 57 out of 190 countries in its level of women’s participation in national 

parliaments.  

This under-representation of women in politics is due to the lack of financial resources needed to 

engage in pre-election campaigning, negative stereotypes against women in leadership positions, 

and domestic chores. Women hold a considerable presence in the civil service but are 

underrepresented at higher levels. They do however predominate in some sectors, such as judicial 

systems; for example, they were above half (55%) of judges on the rayon level in 2015, while on the 

oblast level they are almost the same number as men (185 men and 182 women). Women also make 

34.5 percent of the membership of the Supreme Court. 

Culture, traditions and beliefs have contributed significantly to the construction of gender identities 

and social norms in Kazakhstan, particularly since independence. Gender roles and ideologies are 

also more pronounced in certain regions of Kazakhstan. For example, in southern Kazakhstan, 

educated women often do not actively seek employment outside the home, due to prioritization of 

their domestic responsibilities. Restrictive attitudes also persist that inhibit women’s increased 

participation in business, such as concern that women will become too independent, which will 

impact their household obligations.  

Violence against women is primarily a cause and consequence of gender inequalities. Although 

principles of gender quality are well-established in the law, the enforcement remains inappropriate. 

What is known about violence against women in Kazakhstan from other studies 
The main source of official data on violence against women in Kazakhstan is administrative data 

from the Legal Statistics and Special Record Committee of the General Prosecutor Office. Criminal 

domestic offences data reflect only the tip of the iceberg because the major portion of such data is 

appeals of victims of violence about grievous bodily harm caused by physical partner violence, i.e. 

minor portion of all episodes of domestic violence.  

Such information is published by the Statistical Committee in the statistical digest Women and Men 

in Kazakhstan. The Committee also obtains and publishes data on punishments (restraining 

injunctions and special requirements) of perpetrators of violence from the same source.  

All over the world, violence against women is recognized as a hardly detectable crime, i.e. it is a 

latent phenomenon. A more accurate estimate of magnitude and prevalence of violence requires 

various studies: surveys, some statistical sample studies or additional modules have to be 

incorporated into existing statistical studies. 

In Kazakhstan, we identify the following sources: UNICEF study of violence against children in 

boarding schools, as well as module survey of violence against women performed by the Committee 

jointly with UNICEF and UNFPA in the framework of the fourth round of Multi-Indicator Cluster 

Study (MICS).  
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MICS 3 and 4 included survey of attitude to (perception of) domestic violence against women by 

general public. According to the responses, over 10% women aged 15-49 years in 2006 and 12.2% in 

2011-2012 believed that husband/partner might lay hands on wife/female partner in a number of 

instances mentioned in the question (leaves home for long without informing her husband, neglects 

childcare, argues with the husband, refuses sex, food is burned). Notably, men justify their use of 

physical force more often than women (16.7% men versus 12.2% women in 2010-2011). 

According to MICS 4, in Kazakhstan among women aged 15-49 years who have ever experienced 

violence, 12.8% women experienced physical violence since the age of 15 at least once; 3.2% women 

experienced sexual violence. Among women who have experienced violence the majority was 

exposed to physical violence by current (60.2%) or former (39.6%) husband/partner.  

In general, among ever-married women aged 15-49, 15.5% women experienced physical violence, 

3.8% - sexual violence and 13.8% women were exposed to emotional violence. 

The 2015 MICS study found slightly higher rates of agreement among women regarding attitudes 

towards violence, and similar reasons for justification (14 percent) (UNICEF, 2016). 

Legislative frameworks for domestic violence in Kazakhstan 

Violence against women constitutes a violation of several fundamental human rights, including the 

right to health and to physical integrity. It also constitutes a form of gender discrimination, as 

recognized by CEDAW General Recommendation 19. Kazakhstan is a signatory to CEDAW, among 

other international human rights treaties. International human rights law requires States to use due 

diligence in the prevention, protection from and prosecution of human rights violations. The failure 

to do so constitutes additional human rights violations, including the right to access to justice and to 

an effective remedy and is also a violation of the prohibition of discrimination based on gender. 

The Republic of Kazakhstan has committed to address violence against women by introducing a 

number of legislative and policy documents. In 2009, the Domestic Violence Prevention Law was 

enacted, which provides comprehensive measures for the prevention of physical, psychological, 

sexual, or economic violence against women and guarantees special social services for victims of 

violence.  

However, access to justice for victims of violence against women in all its form remains limited. 

Women’s rights activists have claimed that few of the crisis centers established under the Law 

actually accept women who have suffered domestic violence (OSCE, 2012). Many women seek to 

conceal the fact that they have experienced intimate partner violence, and are often unaware of 

who they can seek help from, or chose not to do so for fear of being blamed or of moral 

condemnation (The Republic of Kazakhstan, 2005; Khairullina, 2012; CEDAW, 2005). In rural areas, 

women and girls are offered little support in cases of intimate partner, and non-partner sexual 

violence. Victims are often left unprotected and the perpetrator is rarely punished. In cases of sexual 

violence, it is difficult to obtain irrefutable evidence, and circumstantial evidence is not accepted 

(Khairullina, 2012). In her report on the state of violence against women in Kazakhstan, the Special 

Rapporteur on Violence against Women found that as a result of the ineffective response to cases of 

violence, women often responded with violence themselves: almost 68% of female inmates in 

Kazakh prisons were imprisoned on charges stemming from domestic violence (Advocates for 

Human Rights).  
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The National Committee on Women and Family and Demographic Policy under the President’s Office 

developed the Gender Equality Strategy in the Republic of Kazakhstan, 2006-2016. The Strategy 

supports equal rights and opportunities for men and women and achievement of equality in six 

arenas, including politics and public administration, economy, education, reproductive health, 

gender-based violence, and family (Box 1.3). The Strategy also contains a section on a ‘gender-

sensitive public consciousness’ which is aimed at changing harmful social norms and increasing 

public awareness of gender inequality. From 2016, the new Family and Gender Policy Concept until 

2030 is approved and in effect in Kazakhstan. 

Box 1.4 Policies on gender equality and the prevention of violence against women in Kazakhstan 

Constitution of the 

Republic of Kazakhstan 

Article 14. Everyone shall be equal before the law and court. No one shall be 

subject to any discrimination for reasons of origin, social, property status, 

occupation, sex, race, nationality, language, attitude towards religion, 

convictions, place of residence or any other circumstances. 

Article 17. A person’s dignity shall be inviolable. No one must be subject to 

torture, violence or other treatment and punishment that is cruel or humiliating 

to human dignity. 

Article 33. Citizens of the Republic shall have the equal right to serve in a public 

office. The requirements for candidates for public offices shall be conditioned 

only by the character of the office duties and shall be established by law. 

Law of the Republic of 

Kazakhstan on 

Prevention of Domestic 

Violence 

Article 1. Main concepts used in this Law: 

Family and domestic relations mean relationship between persons related by 

marriage; persons cohabitating in an individual residential house, apartment or 

other residential facility, also ex-spouses 

Article 4. Types of Domestic Violence: 

1. Domestic abuse may express itself in the form of physical, emotional, 

sexual and/or economic violence. 

2. Physical abuse shall be intentional infliction of harm to health by 

physical force or infliction of physical pain. 

3. Emotional abuse shall be intentional mental effect on a person, 

humiliation of honour and dignity by threat, insult, blackmail or coercion 

(duress) to misdemeanours or to acts that pose danger to life or health, 

as well as by causing mental, physical or personal developmental 

disorders. 

4. Sexual abuse shall be an intentional unlawful act that infringes upon 

sexual immunity or sexual freedom of a person, as well as acts of sexual 

character towards minors. 

5. Economic abuse shall be intentional deprivation of a person of housing, 

food, clothing, property, and means a person is entitled to by the law 

Strategy for Gender 

Equality in the Republic 

The main directions for the Gender Strategy include: 
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of Kazakhstan, 2006-

2016 

 The achievement of balanced participation of men and women in the 

power structures; 

 Equal opportunities for women’s economic independence, 

entrepreneurship and career development; 

 Creation of conditions for equal exercise of rights and responsibilities in 

a family; 

 Freedom from gender-based violence. 

Prevention of gender-based violence in society 

Goal: Creation of conditions for a dignified life which is free of violence. 

Rejection of violence as a form of relationship between people. Elimination of 

violence in all of its various forms in all social spheres, including families.  

Strategic objectives: 

 Further improvement of national legislation on prevention of violence 

and crimes connected with prostitution and human trafficking  

 Activation of efforts and achievement of a considerable degree in the 

rate of violence against men and women 

 Development of social services which render real assistance to victims 

of domestic violence, including temporary shelter and material support. 

Therapy and rehabilitation for the victims of violence. 

 Arrange awareness campaigns to educate population about the danger 

of all forms of violence.  

Family and Gender 

Policy Concept Paper 

until 2030 

Elimination of gender-based violence  

 Coordination and development of inter-agency collaboration in 

prevention of gender-based violence against women and girls and 

protection, including in conflict situations. 

 Zero tolerance to any forms of violence against women, children, 

especially gender-based violence (physical violence against boys; 

emotional violence against girls). 

 Continued efforts to cut short and counteract crimes against women 

and minors. 

 Continued support to victims of gender-based discrimination and 

violence; improvement of the system for collection and analysis of 

violence against women statistics.  

 

Institutional framework for preventing violence against women 

Adoption of the Domestic Violence Prevention Law and particularly introduction of the new 

protective measure (restraining orders) enabled preventive measures performed by interior 

agencies at the early stage of conflict in a family. The key purpose of restraining orders is to provide 

immediate security to the victim when a there is a real threat of physical or emotional violence. 
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Since the law was enacted, there has been good uptake of this protective measure with increasing 

numbers of restraining orders taken up by victims of domestic violence. 

In 1998, special subdivisions for the protection of women from violence were established in interior 

agencies (Inspector for Women and Children positions are implemented in 133 out of 247 local 

police divisions). It should be noted that Kazakhstan is the only ex-USSR country where such 

divisions were established. The key objectives of this position are to secure protection of rights, 

freedoms and legitimate interests of women from unlawful encroachments, and to coordinate law 

enforcement in the prevention and counteraction to violence against women. Analytical studies of 

types, forms and methods of violence against women, as well as causes and conditions conducive to 

violence are planned. 

In 2015, over 40,000 women sought support from women security divisions; over 3,500 of them 

were referred to crisis centers to obtain legal and psychological support. Every year in Kazakhstan, 

over 35,000 people are brought to justice for offences in a family; administrative arrests were 

applied to 8,000 people. 

Across all regions of the country, 28 crisis centers (17 of them have shelters) are available, which has 

grown from 24 centers across ten regions in 2006. Under the government-funded social contracts, 

the crisis centers provide health, social, legal, psychological services and temporary shelter to 

victims of violence for no charge.  

To address prevention of domestic violence the General Prosecutor Office launched Kazakhstan Free 

of Violence in a Family project. The project is designed to develop strategy and efficient mechanisms 

to prevent domestic offences and support victims of domestic violence in the Republic of 

Kazakhstan. The primary purpose of the project is to ensure security of a victim and change attitudes 

of the public; create efficient mechanisms for multisector collaboration; build professional 

workforce and create a strong system of research and analysis. To address these objectives a 

multiagency working group was established consisting of representatives of government bodies 

involved in prevention of domestic violence; the action plan was approved and is now disseminated 

throughout all stakeholders and local governments (Akimats).  

In addition, the Ministry of Health and Social Development of Kazakhstan developed and approved 

the national standard for special social services to victims of violence. Such services will be available 

from January 2017, with financing included in the national budget. 

Every year from 25 November till 20 December, Kazakhstan participates in the global awareness 

campaign, 16 Days of Activism Against Gender Violence. The objective of the campaign is to improve 

knowledge of laws on violence against women in the country, provide legal advice, and raise 

awareness of the general public of helplines and crisis centers available in the regions. Police 

officers, representatives of local governments and government authorities, Committees on Women 

and Family and Demographic Policy under Oblast Akimats (Governor Offices), non-governmental 

organizations and volunteers are involved into the campaign. 

The information collected in the current Study is an important step toward creating a strong system 

for research and analysis on violence against women in Kazakhstan. The findings of this Study will 
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support the government to meet monitoring and reporting requirements for the SDGs, and to 

develop better services to respond to cases of violence against women across all regions of the 

country. The Study will also contribute important information that can be used in the 16 Days of 

Activism Against Gender Violence, which will work toward promoting a better understanding of 

violence against women.  
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CHAPTER 2: METHODOLOGY AND QUALITATIVE COMPONENT 

Quantitative survey 

Study population 
The study population of this sample survey is drawn from the list of households of the Republic of 

Kazakhstan from the Housing Register Database regularly updated by the Statistical Committee of 

the Ministry of National Economy. 

The study was designed as an interview of randomly selected women of the relevant age (18 to 75 

years). These women were asked about their experiences of violence and abuse as well as a number 

of other questions on women’s health and life experiences, and about their current or former 

partners.  The collected information will be used, among other things, to understand the magnitude 

of violence against women, to try to improve quality of services to women, and to identify violence 

prevention methods in future. 

Age and initials of all women in selected households were recorded using household selection forms 

in order to identify all eligible women.  

Women eligible for the interview included any women aged 18-75, who lived in the household or 

visited household and had spent nights there at least four weeks, or worked as household servants 

and usually stayed overnight for at least five nights per week.  

For safety reasons, only one woman in each household could be interviewed. In households with 

more than one woman eligible for the interview only one was randomly selected (next birth date) 

for the survey. 

When the selected woman was not available the interviewers agreed on the next visit to catch the 

respondent at home. Interviewers were required to have at least two additional visits before 

treating a woman as unavailable for the interview; in practice, especially in urban areas, the 

additional visits were needed to interview the selected woman. 

In all studies, it is important to minimize non-response rates. In this survey, the unanswered 

questions may be especially of interest because absence of the respondent or refusal to participate 

may be related to her experience of violence. Therefore, response rate was under close monitoring 

on cluster and each interviewer level by means of established procedure of quality control of 

primary information collection. 

Sample design 
Respondents were selected through three-stage cluster sampling to provide a wide geographic 

representation of households in the sample; stratification was performed for 14 oblasts and two 

urban strata: Astana and Almaty. Stratification considered urban/rural sites as well to enhance 

accuracy of national estimates and statistical quality of comparison by urban/rural areas.  

Settlements were selected as primary sample units (PSU). Households from the Housing Register 

Database were secondary sample units. At the third sampling stage, one respondent eligible for the 
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survey was randomly selected in each address where a household(s) resided subject to the 

agreement to participate in the survey. In addition to this, another quantitative criterion was 

considered: to obtain approximately 940 respondents in each region; urban/rural distribution was 

proportional to population size; the total sample size included 15,040 people. Such sample size was 

recommended by international expert Dr Henriette Jansen. 

First stage of sampling: Settlements 
A sample of 199 settlements for this survey was prepared from the national register of settlements 

maintained by the Statistical Committee of Kazakhstan. Such structure included urban/rural 

indicator per each settlement (there are no settlements partially urban or partially rural) and 

number of households recorded in the regularly updated Housing Register that was also used as a 

basis for sampling households in the second stage.  

During the first stage, stratification was performed for 14 oblasts and by site (urban/rural), and two 

urban strata for Astana and Almaty. The total number of strata was 30. Due to a wide variation in 

the size of settlements it was necessary to select them with probability proportional to size (PPS).  

In summary, settlements were primary sample units. 199 settlements were selected with probability 

proportional to size of population.  

Second stage of sampling: Households in the Housing Register  
As it was mentioned, the household framework for a separate second stage sampling was obtained 

from the Housing Register, a reliable and regularly updated register of household addresses. All 

records are maintained in computer files of the Statistical Committee and include the following 

components required for the sample: (i) unique household code and (ii) specific information 

enabling fieldworkers to find selected households: unique household code, address containing street 

name, building and apartment numbers (if it was a multiple occupancy building), as well as location 

identifiers such as oblast, rayon and settlement where the household is located. 

The register is regularly updated in large cities and accessible territories, while in distant areas it is 

updated not so frequently (e.g., every 1-3 months). The register is updated with reference to 

information on changes in housing stock from various sources, including demolition and new 

development record systems, as well as real estate transactions resulting in change in residence in 

certain addresses. The register is updated together with the household databases, such as the 

republican register of settlements. 

On the second stage, households were randomly selected in each of 199 settlements selected in the 

first stage with even distribution of households by regions, i.e. 940 households in each region, and 

proportionally by urban and rural areas. 

Some selected households might not participate in the study due to various objective reasons, such 

as an address of uninhabited or non-residential building was selected, building was destroyed, no 

residents were available for a long time, people were not able to answer questions either in Kazakh 

or Russian, no eligible women were available in the selected household. In total, 2636 such 

households were selected. An additional sample of households was used to replace invalid ones that 

was randomly selected from the Housing Register similarly to the initial sample.  
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Third stage of sampling: Random selection of one respondent per household 
The third stage of sampling occurs if there is at least one woman eligible for the survey in the 

selected household. After listing all women in a household one woman is randomly (next birth date 

method) selected for the survey. In such a way, certain members of the household are selected as 

tertiary sample units. 

 

Weighing of survey sample 
To ensure compatibility of key features of the sample design to the study population the weighing 
procedure was used. For weighting, the number of study population was considered in 30 strata, 
including 16 urban (urban population in 14 oblasts and two cities with the republican status – Astana 
and Almaty) and 14 rural strata (rural population of 14 oblasts), as well as distribution of women into 
nine age groups: 18-24, 25-29, 30-34, 35-39, 40-44, 45-49, 50-54, 55-59, and 60-75.  After weighing, 
the distribution of respondents by regions, site and age was fully correspondent to distribution of 
women aged 18-75 by such characteristics in Kazakhstan. Data on women population was provided 
by the Statistical Committee of the Ministry of National Economy of the Republic of Kazakhstan.  

Questionnaire development and translation 
To obtain internationally comparable data on violence against women the Statistical Committee 

used the Survey Module to Measure Violence against Women as a tool developed by Dr Henriette 

Jansen in the framework of UNECE project The United Nations Development Account designed to 

eliminate violence against women. The module considers indicators of violence against women 

developed by «Friends of the Chair»11(2009). The module is based on the questionnaire on violence 

against women prepared for the WHO Multi-Country Survey of Women’s Health and Domestic 

Violence. The questions were changed to fit indicators prepared by «Friends of the Chair» and to 

meet the specific operational context of Kazakhstan. 

Module developers recommended countries to minimize changes in order to ensure comparability 

of data. The Statistical Committee followed these recommendations and the structure and content 

of the questionnaire remained unchanged as much as possible. New questions were added to 

describes socio-demographic profile of respondents, non-partner economic violence. The 

questionnaire was translated into the national (Kazakh) language. 

The structure and content of the questionnaire were discussed with members of the Working Group 

and adapted to the national context after pilot testing in two regions (Astana and Jambyl oblast). 

The final questionnaire used in the Study is provided in Annex 3. 

The questionnaire was designed to collect the following information: 

 socio-demographic data; 

                                                           
1
See Report of the Friends of the Chair of the UN Statistical Commission on the review of indicators on violence against 

women (http://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/doc09/Report-English.pdf).перевод in Russian: См. Доклад Друзей 

Председателя Статистической комиссии Организации Объединенных Наций об обзоре показателей, касающихся 

насилия в отношении женщин (https://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/40th-session/documents/doc09/2009-13-GenderStats-

R.pdf) 

http://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/doc09/Report-English.pdf).перевод
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/40th-session/documents/doc09/2009-13-GenderStats-R.pdf
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/40th-session/documents/doc09/2009-13-GenderStats-R.pdf
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 prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional and economic violence by a current or former 

intimate partner (intimate partner violence), and of physical, sexual, emotional and 

economic violence by someone other than an intimate partner (non-partner violence); 

 impact of violence against women, with a focus on physical and sexual violence; 

 information that may be used to study health and broader consequences; 

 how women cope with violence and their strategies to stop or minimize harm. 

Interviewer selection and training 
Interviewers play a central role in various studies because they are the primary point of data 

collection. The success of the study directly relies on performance of every interviewer. Therefore, 

selection of appropriate supervisors and interviewers is a necessary component for collecting quality 

information.  

To achieve comparability among countries the interviewer selection criteria were standardized as far 

as it was possible. Important qualities of interviewers include skills to communicate with any 

categories of population; lack of bias; maturity; capability to raise common understanding; and 

experience with sensitive questions. The Committee developed and made available Domestic 

Violence Sample Survey Organization and Delivery Guidelines (2015) to local statistical offices before 

the fieldwork. The guidelines specified selection of interviewers: 

Interviewers (employees) should be selected for the survey according to the following criteria: at 

least vocational secondary education (college, technical or vocational school), at least 3-5-year 

experience and experience of surveys is desirable. 

All interviewers were to be females because survey performed by women increased probability of 

disclosure of confidential information especially about experience of sexual abuse and violence by 

male partners. 

The approach to selection of interviewers should be careful because the topic of the survey is very 

complex and sensitive, and in addition to experience and competence the interviewer should have 

some personal properties (communication and listening skills, be positive and inspire confidence). 

Personal properties of interviewers significantly influence readiness of women to participate in 

surveys about violence against women and disclose private information. 

Supervisors and the majority of interviewers had good experience in previous sample surveys 

conducted by statistical agencies. Some had previously worked in statistical agencies themselves and 

had an understanding of the methodology, and had practical interviewing skills. The Committee 

engaged 16 supervisors (one per region) and 174 female interviewers (between 7-16 per region).  

According to WHO recommendations, special attention should be paid to standardized training of 

supervisors and interviewers, as well as recommendations on ethical norms and security: 

confidentiality, mechanisms to support respondents and field workers, informed consent and 

interview of one woman in a household, methods to minimize psychological tension (see below). 
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Following WHO guidelines, the Statistical Committee organized and delivered a two-stage training 

for supervisors and interviewers.  

The purpose of training was to teach supervisors and interviewers on fieldwork in accordance with 

UN standards and methodology to be followed in surveys on violence against women. These 

standards and methodology are described in the manual published by the UN Statistical Division on 

sample surveys about domestic violence. An important part in such training was security strategies 

and ethical principles according to WHO recommendations, including support measures that may be 

made available to field workers in the process of collection of primary data. 

Training included theory that fieldworkers needed to know for such specific survey on gender issues 

and violence against women; in-depth study of tools and practical classes such as group work, role 

games and real interviews; learning basic interviewing skills and techniques. During the training, the 

attention of participants should be turned to determination of violence as a problem in the 

Kazakhstani society, review of the existing legislation and measures to protect women, careful 

review and testing of the questionnaire content, as well real interviews. A significant period of time 

was dedicated to training skills to select one woman eligible for the survey. 

Fieldworkers were trained in two phases: during the first phase in the framework of KAZSTAT project 

the supervisors and staff of the central office of the Statistical Committee were trained by Dr 

Henriette Jansen. During the second phase, owing to the support from UN Women, all regional 

teams of interviewers were covered in cluster training. Supervisors acted as trainers for field teams, 

while staff from the Statistical Committee observed quality of the training. Training was delivered 

before fieldwork from August to September 2015.  

Organisation of the survey and fieldwork procedures 
Fieldwork was carried out over two months (14 September to 14 December, 2015). On average, one 

enumerator conducted three interviews per day. Interviews were conducted face-to-face, with the 

paper questionnaire completed by the interviewer following careful training. Interviewers were 

strictly forbidden to mention the topic of the study (domestic violence) to household members or 

respondent and show the content of the questionnaire. For the security of interviewer, as well as 

respondent, interviewers were provided with back-up copies of another study (employment and 

living standards) on the chance a topic has to be changed or another household member might 

request to see the questionnaire. 

One of the important conditions was to ensure strict confidentiality during the interview; therefore, 

when an interviewer visited a household she was expected to make sure that nobody else was 

present during the interview. If a respondent was uncomfortable to answer questions because no 

other family members were present, or someone entered the house and the interview was 

interrupted a more convenient time was agreed. In exceptional instances, if a respondent having 

answered half of questionnaire refused to further answer such respondent would be replaced with 

another respondent from another household.  

If a household in the sample is located in a disadvantaged area, for the security reasons an 

interviewer might be accompanied by a representative of local police. The Committee had sent 

corresponding letter to the Ministry of Interior of Kazakhstan. 
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During the Study all regions were provided with information with contact details of crisis centers and 

NGOs that provide support to victims of domestic violence. After the survey, an interviewer could 

offer a respondent such contact details and put down the necessary information on a separate piece 

of paper. 

Data was entered in Access format with standardized data entry functions with necessary 

arithmetical-logical control to identify probable errors. Initially, it was expected to use a standard 

software CSPro adapted to the questionnaire with the assistance of international expert Carla 

Floreski. However, at a later stage on the country level due to the existing practice it was decided to 

develop a separate program to enter and process data based on standard description of syntax 

developed by Dr Henriette Jansen for UNECE module-based questionnaire on violence against 

women.  

Mechanisms for quality control 
For the purpose of quality control of data collection, the supervisors regularly performed control 

visits of the interviewed households and summary report was sent to the Committee. The 

Committee also went to some regions during the fieldwork for control purposes. 

In addition, during the fieldwork the supervisors regularly (once a week) held debriefing sessions 

with interviewers to discuss any problems. When necessary, interviewers could have access to 

advice from psychologists in crisis centers on the oblast level. The Committee had sent 

corresponding letters to the Ministry of Interior and Union of Crisis Centers in Kazakhstan. 

Data analysis and interpretation 
Data analysis was conducted by external expert consultants using the data analysis and statistical 

software Stata 14IC. All national-level data analysis took into account the complex survey design to 

provide weighted results. Figures, graphs, and the narrative section of the Study presented in this 

report highlight statistically significant results unless otherwise noted. Owing to skip patterns in the 

questionnaire, not all respondents answered all parts of the survey. For this reason, denominators 

may differ across different variables. Percentages presented in this report are derived from the 

number of women who responded to relevant questions. 

Ethical and safety considerations 
Support mechanisms for fieldworkers are a prerequisite for high-quality data collection considering 

for specific nature of this study and sensitivity of the topics. In this study, the Statistical Committee 

had requested and confirmed support from interior agencies and from the Union of Crisis Centers of 

Kazakhstan in all regions of the country. The interior agencies provided security to fieldworkers and 

when necessary to respondents as well. Psychological, legal and any other aid was available from 

crisis centers – members of the Union of Crisis Centers of Kazakhstan. 

The importance of compliance with ethical principles and security was emphasized by developers of 

this questionnaire and WHO experts as well in its multi-country study of health and violence against 

women. Certain provisions require special attention: 

 Importance to interview one woman only in a household so that other household members 

do not know interview questions; 
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 Importance to keep to strict confidentiality and secrecy (to interview face to face with a 

respondent only); 

 Importance to use various, ‘safe’ wording during interview, because the word “violence” 

should not be mentioned. Examples of wording can include: study of women’s problems, 

study of women’s life experiences. Such language can prevent disclosure of information 

about the study and enable respondents, if necessary, explain the purpose of interview to 

other household members.  

Strengths and limitations of the Study 
While the research methodology and findings are robust and consistent with international findings, 

as with all research, there are some limitations that should be mentioned. First, the cross-sectional 

design does not permit proof of causality between violence by an intimate partner and health 

problem or other outcomes. Second, as with any study based on self-reporting, there may be recall 

bias on some issues. However, the standardization of the Study tools, the careful pre-testing of the 

questionnaire and intensive interviewer training helped to minimize bias, maximize disclosure, and 

reduce the potential for interviewer variability. Nevertheless, remaining disclosure related bias 

would likely lead to an underestimation of the level of violence. Therefore, the prevalence figures 

should be considered to be minimum estimates of the true prevalence of violence in Kazakhstan 

(Garcia-Moreno et al., 2005). Third, it is possible that the decision to select only one woman per 

household could introduce bias by underrepresenting women from households with more than one 

woman or women from particular age groups.  

Finally, in order to estimate national prevalence of violence against women in Kazakhstan, the 

sample was large. To meet this demand, the questionnaire instrument was shortened from the 

original WHO questionnaire. Therefore, there is less data available on the health impacts or risk 

factors associated with violence, compared to some other countries that have replicated the WHO 

Multi-Country Study on Women’s Health and Domestic Violence against Women.  

Qualitative component 

Methodology 
The qualitative study was held from 16 November till 4 December 2015 in four regions of 

Kazakhstan: Akmola, Mangistau, South Kazakhstan Oblasts and Astana. It included 12 focus groups 

and 27 in-depth interviews with various study groups. The study was implemented by the staff of 

the Statistical Committee together with members of the Working Group dealing with organization 

and delivery of sample study on domestic violence that was established by Order of the Committee 

No.118 of 7 August 2015. The Working Group consisted of representatives of the Ministry of Health 

and Social Development, Ministry of Interior, Union of Crisis Centers in Kazakhstan, UNFPA, WHO 

and UN-Women, as well as Statistical Committee. Various population groups took part in the 

qualitative study such as representatives of government agencies; service providers (NGOs and Crisis 

Centers) for victims of violence; victims and perpetrators. Participants of in-depth interviews were 

victims and perpetrators of domestic violence, representatives of mass media and general public. 

Focus group composition 
Astana 
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 Representatives of central government agencies (Ministry of Interior, Ministry of Health and 

Social Development, Ministry of Education and Science, Statistical Committee); 

 Representatives of NGOs, crisis centers; 

 Population. 

Akmola Oblast 

 Representatives of local government agencies and NGO (Akmol village). 

Mangistau Oblast 

 Representatives of local government agencies and NGOs (Munailinsky Rayon); 

 Representatives of local government agencies and NGOs (Aktau city). 

South-Kazakhstan Oblast 

 Representatives of local government agencies (Shymkent city); 

 Representatives of local government agencies and NGOs (Shymkent city); 

 Representatives of local government agencies (Aksu town); 

 General public (Aksu town). 

The purpose of focus groups and in-depth interviews was to review knowledge and stereotypes 

about violence against women and the influence of such knowledge on efficiency of domestic 

violence prevention, and to identify capacity building needs and priorities to improve the situation in 

this field. The qualitative study was focused on data collection on three topics related to family 

violence: 1) how men and women understand the concept of domestic violence against women 

(perception and attitude, experience, cultural traditions and coping strategies); 2) recognition of 

domestic violence problem by the general public; 3) knowledge of existing policies, practical 

implementation and assessment of adequacy and efficiency. Topics covered in focus groups and in-

depth interviews were similar. In in-depth interviews, there were minor differences in questions for 

victims and perpetrators of domestic violence. 

Outcomes of the qualitative research 

Gender roles 
Participants of focus groups and individual interviews demonstrated traditional stereotypes of men’s 

and women’s roles. They believe that men are strong, trustworthy, they are breadwinners, while 

women are tender, fragile, beautiful and kind. Focus groups and in-depth interviews with ordinary 

people who are not involved in domestic violence services, indicated that gender-related topics, 

including roles and relations between genders, were not readily discussed. Some questions raised 

confusion in participants. Despite the dominance of traditional gender stereotypes, it was 

mentioned that recently the roles of men and women have been going through transformation. At 
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present the majority of women along with traditional family role of guardian of the hearth have to 

work because men are unable to secure acceptable income level. As a result, women bear the 

double burden to succeed at work and home. 

What does violence against women mean? 
Usually, participants of focus groups and in-depth interviews provided a reduced definition of 

violence against women. They believed that this type of violence could include humiliation, insult, 

bullying, beating, acts committed against a partner’s will, deliberate scaring, bans, threats, 

manipulation, excessive control. Respondents perceived domestic violence more as a violent crime 

(such as rape). Even physical violence when husband beats wife was not perceived as violence by 

some participants. One participant said that ‘it was family squabbling rather than violence’. In 

general, almost all participants considered use of physical strength, sexual violence (rape) as 

violence. Some participants noted emotional violence (swearing, bullying, moral coercion). Only few 

mentioned economic violence when women were fully dependent on men as the only source of 

income. Failure to exercise family responsibilities, such as neglect of childcare, by men was 

considered as violence too. 

Beliefs about different causes of violence against women 
Participants identified several factors that they believed could underpin men’s use of violence 

against women. These included alcohol abuse (almost all victims and male perpetrators mentioned 

committing violence in a state of intoxication), economic problems and men’s unemployment, 

resulting in psychological stress and taking it out on women. Participants also believed that violence 

was an integral element of present culture. Violence is widely demonstrated in movies and even 

animated cartoons. Participants also discussed the role of childcare and financial stress in relation to 

experiences of violence. Children in present families do not receive appropriate care because 

parents have to focus on meeting financial needs for survival, and do not allocate sufficient time to 

child-rearing process. Another common opinion is that in some instances women provoke violence 

or do not have knowledge and skills to resolve and minimize conflicts ending with violence. Only one 

woman, a victim of domestic violence, in an in-depth interview named dependent position as the 

cause of violence especially if a woman has to move to the husband’s family. In such instances, it is 

not only the husband but his parents as well who are the source of violence. Though physical 

violence is an extreme form, women are also under emotional and moral coercion from their 

extended families due to large household responsibilities. 

Evaluation of the magnitude and consequences of violence against women 
According to the participants, violence against women is not perceived as a prioritized social 

problem in the country. In contrast with other problems such as devaluation of national currency 

and growing inflation, it is less viewed as relevant and as having a lower impact on people’s lives. In 

the scale from one to five where one is the most serious problem, participants scored violence as 

four or five. 

However, participants of focus groups and in-depth interviews still recognized that such a 

phenomenon did exist. Participants also suggested that some women were at a higher risk of being a 

victim of domestic violence. Participants believed that they were women: 

 with low levels of education (secondary or elementary); 
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 who have never been employed or are unemployed; 

 who have children and are financial dependent on husbands; 

 with low self-esteem; and 

 who lack awareness of the law and their legal rights. 

The reports by some female participants of their experiences of domestic violence show that the 

magnitude and consequences of violence against women are not fully realized. Some women in in-

depth interviews reported that they had been continuously exposed to violence over time, and that 

they had hidden violent incidents from others even where it was threatening their lives. Women also 

said that in some instances, physical injuries were so severe that they resulted in disability. 

Evaluation of measures to control violence against women 
Awareness of measures to prevent and control domestic violence was directly related to whether 

participants of focus groups and in-depth interviews were in contact with violence in private life or 

in their professional capacity. Representatives of the general public were not aware of an existing 

specific law on the prevention of domestic violence though they assumed the existence of laws to 

protect people. Representatives of government agencies are aware of the government measures 

with regard to domestic violence, including the Law on Prevention of Domestic Violence. They 

consider this law timely and necessary. However, they mentioned barriers to enforcement. Firstly, 

general public, especially rural population, is not aware of the law and measures on protection from 

domestic violence, and as a result they do not seek support or protect their rights in the event or 

threat of domestic violence. Secondly, punishment of perpetrators rarely keeps them from repeated 

violence, because after sustaining punishment the perpetrators return to customary behavior and 

do not change it. Victims lodging complaints to interior agencies in many cases have to withdraw 

their claims. Participants said this was because the measures taken would not help them to avoid 

violence in a family as the perpetrator was not isolated and probability of repeated violence until 

court hearings was high. 

In addition, stereotypes are a significant barrier in preventing women from leaving the perpetrator 

(husband, partner, relative) and from seeking support from outside. Women said that they fear 

leaving due to a lack of financial support, being lonely, having children grow up without a father, etc. 

The majority of participants think that work with perpetrators is not adequate. At present, they are 

rarely punished when incidents of violence are brought to the attention of police. Law enforcement 

authorities also said that currently they could address only committed acts of violence. Inspectors in 

charge of the protection of women deliver outreach with perpetrators and victims by means of 

conversations, sharing information and through demonstration of video clips, etc. But as is evident 

from practice, such measures are neither always sufficient, nor effective in preventing further 

violence without broader support measures in place. 

In each region where the qualitative study was held, crisis centers are available to provide services 

to victims of violence, including helplines and rehabilitation programs. NGOs provide free legal and 
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psychological counselling to victims of violence. Many primary care facilities (polyclinics) have 

psychologists where women can get advice and if necessary be referred to other experts. 

Proposals to improve control of violence against women 
Participants of the study proposed some areas for improvement of domestic violence control. In the 

first instance, they should address prevention of domestic violence. Child education and learning 

that should start from kindergartens play an important role. It is necessary to plant understanding 

that one may not manifest violence against anyone. Representatives of the Ministry of Education 

and Science noted that such activities were in progress: “We deal with child education from early 

years and with prevention too. This includes raising awareness of children and parents. There are 

various prevention-focused activities with response algorithm in various situations. We work with 

parents and explain how to deal with children.” However, parents do not have sufficient time for 

children, there is a lot of information to be managed (social media, web-sites with pornographic and 

other prohibited content available to children despite blocking),and school psychologists do not 

have sufficient skills. These challenges are all seen as key barriers to adequate prevention among 

children and their parents. 

Representatives of the Ministry of Health and Social Development noted that the Ministry is 

developing standards for comprehensive social services to support victims of domestic violence. 

Next year they plan to allocate resources to such services. In this field the Ministry is engaged in 

dialogues with other government agencies and international organizations (International Migration 

Organization, UN agencies, Ministry of Interior, etc.). 

Participants of focus groups proposed to establish a network of Family Support Centers to address 

not only consequences of abuse but also initial manifestations of violence expressed as moral 

coercion or harassment, and to provide education and psychological counselling to all family 

members. Staff of such centers might visit families, detect families with high risk and deliver 

prevention or correction services. 

The following measures were proposed to raise efficiency of legislation and services to victims of 

violence: 

Open public crisis centers where victims can receive comprehensive support, including temporary 

accommodation (Astana was shown as an example where a crisis center was opened under 

municipality), because many women who survive domestic violence remain without means and 

housing, and often with dependent children. 

Promote family values (positive image of Kazakhstani family, positive relationship models, problem 

solving methods, etc.) regularly through mass media, internet platforms, and social media. When 

children see positive visual material, they may produce a friendly family image in real life. A study 

was mentioned as an example that showed that people translate visual material into action, using 

the example of a rise in suicide rates after news stories discussing suicide. Representatives of the 

Ministry of Interior brought another an example from their own practice. In Astana, after covering a 

story where a former husband, out of jealousy, set his wife on fire, there was an increased number 

of threats from men that they could commit similar acts. 
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To raise frequency of women seeking support from government agencies it has to start with raising 

awareness of general public on legislation and system to control domestic violence, including various 

organizations. Trust to government services can be enhanced through amendments to the existing 

legislation in terms of provision of temporary residence to women until court hearings or ensuring 

the isolation of perpetrators during this period. 

All participants agree that it is necessary to address and provide services not only to victims but 

perpetrators as well. Lawful punishment for perpetrators does not resolve the problem; a 

comprehensive approach is needed to include special correction activities. Such measures can be 

undertaken in special crisis centers for men that are becoming available in the country for the first 

time, or in family support centers (the proposal was mentioned above). 

Summarizing the above, participants identified the following activities to raise efficiency of control 

of domestic violence against women in Kazakhstan: 

 Create special family support centers with a wide range of services separate for victims and 

perpetrators, courses for young families, services of psychologists, work with children. 

 Promote positive images of Kazakhstani family life through mass media, Internet, and social 

media; show video clips about family life, problems and ways to problem solving that will 

demonstrate respect to older generation, basics of child-rearing considering for cultural 

traditions. 

 Plant family culture and family values to children and adults through various competitions 

such as Best Family; Beauty Contest among Mothers; Dads, Go It!; Our Family Traditions and 

engage parents into this process because at present they can hardly find free time for 

children. 

 Limit access for children and adolescents and broadcasting channels and programs 

promoting violence and aggression. 

 Make appropriate amendments to the existing legislation to ensure security of victims of 

domestic violence, expand staff of divisions dealing with protection of women from violence 

(in rural areas there are no separate positions for these responsibilities and now they are 

added to responsibilities of other staff dealing with different tasks). 
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CHAPTER 3: RESPONSE RATES AND RESPONDENTS’ CHARACTERISTICS 

Response rates 
Despite some initial concerns about possible low rates of response due to the sensitive nature of the 

questions, an extremely high response rate was achieved. The total number of respondents 

completed the interview was 14340 or 92.1% of 15 565 women living in the selected households and 

eligible to participate in the survey.    

Table 3.1 Survey response rates 

Region (oblast) 

Number of 

households 

randomly selected 

from the sample 

frame 

Number of 

households with 

eligible 

respondents 

Number of 

completed 

interviews 

 n1 n2 % of n1 n3 % of n2  

Akmola  1 111 953  85.8    913 95.8 

Aktobe  1 055 976  92.5    926 94.9 

Almaty  1 140 990  86.8    873 88.2 

Atyrau  1 035 959  92.7    928 96.8 

West Kazakhstan  1 053 966  91.7    939 97.2 

Zhambyl 1 032 956  92.6    916 95.8 

Karaganda  1 206 972  80.6    895 92.1 

Kostanai  1 195 1 043  87.3    914 87.6 

Kyzylorda  1 070 951  88.9    879 92.4 

Mangistau  1 107 981  88.6    905 92.3 

South Kazakhstan  1 179 950  80.6    896 94.3 

Pavlodar 1 101 973  88.4    923 94.9 

North Kazakhstan  1 204 953  79.2    921 96.6 

East Kazakhstan  1 075 959  89.2    902 94.1 

Astana city  1 064 988  92.9    723 73.2 

Almaty city  1 049 995  94.9    887 89.1 

Republic of Kazakhstan 17 676 15 565  88.1    14 340 92.1 

 

Characteristics of survey respondents 

Demographic information 
All demographic data presented in this section is based on analysis of the data from all women prior 

to weighting the sample. Weighted percentages are also included in a separate column to align with 

distribution of the study group by regions, site (rural/urban) and age group.  

For more information on the weighting process that was used, please see Chapter 2. Detailed 

information on regional demographic data is provided by region in Annex 2. 

Table 3.2 shows the breakdown of region, site, age group, and employment status for all 

respondents who completed the interview. According to the sampling strategy used, there is a 
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relatively equal representation of women across all regions, however the weighting column shows 

how this has been adjusted to reflect the national distribution of women across the regions of 

Kazakhstan, along with around two thirds urban respondents (63 percent) and one third rural 

respondents (37 percent). 

In terms of age, most women in the Study were between 18 and 39 years. This reflects the 

demographic profile of Kazakhstan presented in the 2009 census (The Agency on Statistics of 

Kazakhstan, 2011). 

Women were also asked about their employment status. Overall, three fifths of women in the Study 

were categorized as currently employed (60 percent). See Supplementary Table 1 in Annex 1 for a 

breakdown of women’s different reported occupations and household livelihoods. Household and 

per capita income are discussed below.  

Table 3.2 Demographic characteristics of women in the Domestic Violence Survey (N=14340) 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women* Weighted 

Demographic category n % % 

Region 

Akmola 913 6.4 4.4 

Aktobe 926 6.5 4.8 

Almaty 873 6.1 10.6 

Atyrau 928 6.5 3.1 

West Kazakhstan 939 6.6 3.7 

Zhambyl 916 6.4 5.7 

Karaganda 895 6.2 8.5 

Kostanai 914 6.4 5.5 

Kyzylorda 879 6.1 3.9 

Mangistau 905 6.3 3.2 

South Kazakhstan 896 6.3 13.7 

Pavlodar 923 6.4 4.7 

North Kazakhstan 921 6.4 3.5 

East Kazakhstan 902 6.3 8.5 

Astana city 723 5.0 5.2 

Almaty city 887 6.2 11.1 

Site 

Urban 9046 63.1 60.5 

Rural 5294 36.9 39.5 

Age group 

18-24 years 1652 11.5 15.6 

25-29 years 1645 11.5 13.4 

30-34 years 1651 11.5 11.4 

35-39 years 1681 11.7 10.1 

40-44years 1517 10.6 9.5 

45-49 years 1372 9.6 8.8 

50-54 years 1406 9.8 9.2 

55-59 years 1257 8.8 7.9 
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60-75 years 2159 15.1 14.1 

Employment status2 

Not employed 5792 40.4 41.1 

Employed 8548 59.6 58.9 

 

Partnership status 
Table 3.3 presents information on the partnership status and marriage characteristics of the 

respondents. The majority of women who participated in the Study were classified as ever-

partnered (88 percent) (see Chapter 1 for definitions), with more than two thirds of women being 

currently partnered (70 percent). Of women who were not currently partnered at the time of the 

interview, most reported that they had been previously married (17 percent of all women).  

Table 3.3 Information on respondents’ partnership status and marriage (N=14340) 

Partnership status All women Weighted 

Category n % % 

Currently partnered 

Married 9150 63.8 62.6 

Living with man, not married 575 4.0 3.9 

Partner, not living together 283 2.0 2.3 

Total number currently partnered women 10008 69.8 68.8 

Formerly partnered 

Previously married 2360 16.5 15.3 

Previously living with man, not married 145 1.0 1.0 

Previous partner, not living together 120 0.8 0.9 

Total number ever-partnered women 12633 88.1 85.9 

 

Household size 
Respondents were asked to state the number of people living in their household. Table 3.4 shows 

that among all women, nearly two thirds of women lived in households with between two and four 

people (63 percent). Very few reported households of over 10 people, and 9 percent reported that 

they lived by themselves. 

Figure 3.1 Household size among all women (N=14340)* 

                                                           
2
This is calculated according to women’s reported employment status. ‘Not employed’ is categorised as 

women who answered: do not work for health reasons; full-time students; housewife; pensioner; not working, 
but looking for work and willing to start working; and, not working, and not looking for work. ‘Employed’ is 
categorised as women who answered: employment in an organisation, enterprise; employment in selected 
individuals; employment in the peasant or farm; employer; self-employment (income); coop member; main 
work on private farms and more; and, help (unpaid) to family members in their business/farm. 
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* Unweighted percentages 

Education 
All women in the Study were asked what was the highest level of education they had achieved. Table 

3.5 shows that around one third of women had received technical or professional education (32%), 

while nearly two fifths had attained a higher education (39%).3 All women reported that they had at 

least received elementary level of education, and so the category of ‘no education’ is not included 

here. 

These results are consistent with the findings of both the 2009 census (The Agency on Statistics of 

Kazakhstan, 2011) and the 2010/2011 Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (UNICEF, 2012). In general, 

Kazakhstan has made significant strides in improving educational status among its population since 

1999. The country has achieved universal primary education with balanced enrolment of girls and 

boys. There is little difference in access to education in rural and urban areas, and in general, girls 

comprise the majority of students in secondary institutions (Asian Development Bank, 2006). 

Table 3.4Education levels among all women (N=14340) 

Education level All women Weighted 

Category n % % 

Elementary education 40 0.3 0.2 

Basic secondary education 826 5.8 5.5 

General secondary education 3208 22.4 22.0 

Technical or professional education 4609 32.1 30.4 

Higher education 5613 39.1 41.5 

Postgraduate education 44 0.3 0.4 

                                                           
3
‘Higher education’ includes women who reported they had completed higher education and women who 

reported that they had reached but not completed higher education (the proportion of such women in total 
number is not significant, therefore, they are included into the group of respondents with higher education). 
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Income 
Respondents were asked about the total monthly household income. Table 3.6 shows the 

breakdown of average monthly household and per capita income. Most women reported monthly 

household income of between KZT 60 000 and 140 000, with less than 10 percent reporting incomes 

of under KZT 40 000 or more than KZT 200 000 respectively. 

Table 3.5Average monthly household and per capita income among all women (N=14340) 

Income All women Weighted 

Average monthly income n % % 

Household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 1214 8.5 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 2369 16.5 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 3995 27.9 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 3060 21.3 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 2277 15.9 15.8 

More than 200 000 1425 9.9 9.5 

Per capita income4 quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 2327 16.2 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 2827 19.7 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 3243 22.6 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 2649 18.5 17.7 

More than 50 000 3294 23.0 23.3 

 

Respondents’ satisfaction with interview 
Overall, most respondents found participating in the survey to be a positive experience and 

expressed sincere gratitude that they were able to share their experiences with someone else, with 

the confidence that whatever they said would be confidential. On many occasions, the interviewer 

was the only person with whom they had ever shared the disclosed information.  

Figure 3.2 shows that, when asked at the end of the interview whether they felt good, the same or 

worse after the interview, the majority of women reported that they felt the same or better (92 

percent). Among those women who reported experiencing any physical and/or sexual violence 

(including partner and/or non-partner violence), approximately 76 percent of women either felt 

better or the same after the interview.  

This confirms that although domestic violence may be considered by some to be a private family 

matter, women want to, and benefit from, sharing their experiences when asked in a confidential 

setting and in a respectful and kind manner. This is consistent with what WHO has found in most 

other countries.  

 

                                                           
4
Average monthly per capita income is calculated as the reported monthly household income divided by the 

number of people in the household. 
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Figure 3.2How respondents felt after completing the interview  

 

 
 
At the completion of the interview, respondents were asked if they would like to provide any further 

comments on their experiences or on the Study. The qualitative information gathered from these 

responses supports the observation that women highly valued their opportunity to talk with the 

interviewer about their experiences. The following examples give an insight into how respondents 

felt after the interview: 

During the survey, many women were surprised at “why, of 100 household, did you come to me?”. 
In response, the interviewers explained what random selection meant.  
 
Here are some observations of interviewers: “this woman experienced partner violence, she was 

open and said that she regretted all those years she had wasted on her partners”; “she was calm but 

when she answered questions her eyes welled up with tears, it felt painful”; “she said, ‘I swallow it 

because of my son, I do not want him growing without a father’, the respondent was crying. I could 

feel emotional abuse in her words. The family has the only son, she cannot give birth, her husband 

divorced in previous marriage and he grew without a father. She does not want her son copy his 

father's fate”; “there is nothing good in my family life; my first and second husbands abused me”; “I 

suffered a lot from my ex-husband. I thought that when we have a child something would change. 

But insults and beating continued”; “my farther abused my mother, that’s why I am scared to date 

men, to say nothing of any relationship”; “she recalled her mother and started crying…”.  

Interviewers often noted that many women felt shy because of specific nature of questions 
(especially about sexual violence), and some of them because of young age.  
 
In general, more than half women noted that “no one had right to abuse women”; “it is a good 
survey and it should take place more frequently”; “now, when I narrated my bad life experience I 
feel light”; “very useful survey”; “this is vital for any woman”; “I work at a hospital and I saw with my 
own eyes the consequences of domestic scandals and violence”; “it is difficult to say because life is 
cruel; I think that such surveys should take place”; “it is good we have such surveys, perhaps it can 
help to decrease violence against women somehow”; “it is good that the theme is raised. When I 
was married I was afraid to tell anyone about this”, etc.  
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Moreover, many respondents proposed the following measures: 
 
“we need a law to protect women; there is nothing needless in the questionnaire, everything is 
covered”; “recently the government has been paying more attention to family and family violence, I 
welcome this. In each rayon there should be centers to receive a mother with a kid and have them 
stay until the problems with husband or housing are sorted out”; “if anything could happen we did 
not know where to seek help except from neighbors or relatives”; “many women are shy to seek 
help, it would be good to have centers to provide such help”; “it is important that rural and urban 
women felt equally protected. In villages, where can they seek help except neighbors or family, 
sometimes they have no one to help them. They do not know anything about special organizations, 
either a phone number or address”; “at least helplines should be made available to rural women”; 
“do not leave husbands unpunished because after divorce they do not leave women in peace”; 
“more psychologists are needed and police should respond quicker when called”; “regular disputes 
and lectures in educational facilities to discuss “our family’”; “the government should improve social 
situation of people, then there will be no violence; crime and violence stem on scarcity”; “it is good 
to have NGOs to help women resolve their life situations, so that women are protected»; “I think we 
need such surveys not only for women but children as well”; “ such surveys are needed for men too; 
nowadays anything can happen”.  
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CHAPTER 4: PREVALENCE AND PATTERNS OF VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 

BY MALE INTIMATE PARTNERS 

Box 4.1 Summary of main findings 

 

This chapter presents the data on the prevalence of different forms of intimate partner violence, 

including acts of physical, sexual, emotional and economic violence, by a current or former intimate 

partner, whether married or not. In the Study, a range of behavior-specific questions related to each 

type of violence were asked (see Chapter 1 for definitions). For each type of act mentioned, female 

respondents were asked whether they had experienced that act in their lifetime, or within the past 

12 months and about the frequency in which it had occurred.  

The national prevalence rate for intimate partner violence is calculated using physical and/or sexual 

violence by a current or previous partner (see Chapter 1). Intimate partner violence can include 

physical, sexual, emotional, and economic forms of violence, however physical and sexual violence 

are the most established and clearly defined forms within international research on violence against 

women. There is less international agreement on standard measures of emotional and economic 

violence, and the threshold at which acts that can be considered emotionally abusive or financially 

controlling cross the line into intimate partner violence (Garcia-Moreno et al., 2013).  

MAIN FINDINGS 

 Nearly 17 percent of ever-partnered women aged 18-75 reported having experienced 

physical and/or sexual violence by an intimate partner at least once in their lifetime. 

 Around one in five (21 percent) ever-partnered women aged 18-75 reported having 

experienced emotional abuse by an intimate partner in their lifetime. 

 Half of ever-partnered women who experienced physical intimate partner violence 

reported experiencing severe acts of physical violence, rather than only moderate acts. 

 The Study found that women are much more likely to experience frequent acts of 

physical and sexual violence rather than a one-off incident. 

 One in three (33 percent) ever-partnered women aged 18-75 reported having 

experienced at least one act of controlling behavior by an intimate partner in their 

lifetime. The most common form of controlling behavior was anger if she speaks to 

another man. 

 Ever-partnered women in older age groups were found to have a higher prevalence of 

lifetime intimate partner violence; while women aged 18-24 and 30-39 were most at 

risk of experiencing current violence by an intimate partner  

 Almost one quarter (24 percent) of women who had experienced any physical, sexual, 

or emotional violence had experienced all three forms of intimate partner violence in 

their lifetime. 

 Women who had reported that their mother had been abused, were significantly more 

likely to report having experienced physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

themselves in their lifetime. 
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The results on the extent of physical or sexual violence by current or former partners are presented 

according to the type and severity of the violence, when the violence took place, and the extent of 

overlap of physical and sexual violence. Women were also asked a series of questions on whether 

their partners tried to control their daily activities, and whether they quarreled with their partner or 

had ever been afraid of a partner. All women in the Study were asked a further question about their 

knowledge of any abuse against their mother by their father. 

After weights have been applied to the sample, 12,321 women who completed the survey were 

defined as “ever-partnered”, that is have ever been married or in an intimate relationship with a 

male partner. 

Prevalence of physical and sexual intimate partner violence against 

women 
Table 4.1 shows the prevalence rates of different forms of physical and/or sexual intimate partner 

violence, defined as a proportion of ever-partnered women aged 18-75 having experienced at least 

one act of a specific type of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her life 

to total ever-partnered women.5 

Seventeen percent of ever-partnered women, aged 18-75, reported that they had experienced some 

form of physical violence by a male intimate partner in their lifetime, and 5 percent reported 

experiencing such violence in the past 12 months. Four percent of ever-partnered women reported 

that they had experienced some form of sexual violence by a male intimate partner in their lifetime, 

and one percent in the past 12 months. The rates of violence did not vary significantly among 

women aged 18-49 years of age.6 

Table 4.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and sexual intimate partner violence, among 

ever-partnered women aged 18-75, and among ever-partnered women aged 18-49, by type of 

violence and by time period 

                                                           
5
Percentages for prevalence of intimate partner violence are calculated as a proportion of women aged 18-75 

who have ever been in an intimate relationship with a male partner, whether married or just dating. 
6
 The age group 18-49 is generally used among ever-partnered women in IPV studies, as this is the recognised 

reproductive age period. Data on IPV prevalence among the 18-49 age group was provided as an addition to 
the total sample, to provide a comparable rate of prevalence with other studies that use this age group. 

Physical and 

sexual intimate 

partner violence 

Physical violence Sexual violence 
Physical and/or sexual 

violence 

Time period n % 95% CI n % 95% CI n % 95% CI 

Women aged 18-75 years (N=12321) 

Lifetime 1993 16.2 14.6 – 17.9 449 3.6 3.1 – 4.4 2035 16.5 14.9 – 18.3 

Past 12 months 554 4.5 3.7 – 5.5 124 1.0 0.7 – 1.4 582 4.7 3.9 – 5.8 

Women aged 18-49 years (N=8016) 

Lifetime 1280 16.0 14.4 – 17.7 311 3.9 3.2 – 4.7 1312 16.4 14.7 – 18.1 

Past 12 months 425 5.3 4.4 – 6.4 94 1.2 0.8 – 1.7 451 5.6 4.6 – 6.8 
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Figure 4.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and sexual intimate partner violence, among 

ever-partnered women aged 18-75, by type of violence and by time period 

 

Regional prevalence of physical and sexual intimate partner violence 
This section presents the breakdown of physical and sexual intimate partner violence by region 

(Figure 4.2).7 The overall percentage of ever-partnered women aged 18-75 who reported having 

experienced physical and/or sexual violence were found to vary across regions. Lifetime intimate 

partner violence varied from between 8 percent in Kyzylorda and 9 percent in both Zhambyl and 

Almaty city, to 21 percent in South Kazakhstan, 22 percent in East Kazakhstan, and 31 percent in 

North Kazakhstan. In contrast, current prevalence rates of intimate partner violence varied from 2 

percent in Zhambyl, Kyzylorda, and Pavlodar, to 8 percent in both Akmola and Almaty. For more 

detail on regional prevalence rates of intimate partner violence, see Supplementary Tables 2, 3 and 

4 in Annex 1, and for a regional breakdown of intimate partner violence by various indicators see 

Annex 2. 

                                                           
7
 Please note this regional data has not been weighted. 
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Figure 4.2 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence among 

ever-partnered women aged 18-75, by region and by time period 

 

Prevalence of physical and sexual intimate partner violence by act 
Table 4.2 shows the breakdown of physical intimate partner violence by act of violence, as 

experienced by ever-partnered women in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the interview. 

Overall, the most common act of physical violence experienced by women in the Study was having 

been slapped or had objects thrown at them by a male partner (14 percent), followed by having 

been pushed or had their hair pulled (9 percent). The same pattern is observable in women’s 

reported experiences of physical violence over the past 12 months.  

Table 4.2 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical intimate partner violence among ever-

partnered women aged 18-75, by act of violence and by time period (N=12321) 

Prevalence of physical IPV by act Lifetime 
Current 

(past 12 months) 

Act of violence n % n % 

Slapped or thrown objects at her 1774 14.4 460 3.7 

Pushed or pulled her hair 1160 9.4 285 2.3 

Punched or used objects to hurt her 893 7.2 196 1.6 

Kicked, dragged or beaten 515 4.2 125 1.0 

Choked or burnt 170 1.4 33 0.3 

Threatened to use or used weapon 174 1.4 32 0.3 

 

Table 4.3 shows the breakdown of sexual intimate partner violence by act of violence, as 

experienced by ever-partnered women in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the interview. 

Overall, 3 percent of ever-partnered women reported that a male partner had ever forced them to 

have sex against their will, with 1 percent experiencing this in the past 12 months. This is categorized 

as intimate partner rape (see Chapter 1 for definitions). 
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Table 4.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of sexual intimate partner violence among ever-partnered 

women aged 18-75, by act of violence and by time period (N=12321) 

Prevalence of sexual IPV by act Lifetime 
Current 

(past 12 months) 

Act of violence n % n % 

Forced to have sex against her will (rape) 388 3.2 105 0.9 

Had sex involuntarily (coerced or afraid) 251 2.0 68 0.6 

Forced to commit other sexual acts 111 0.9 31 0.3 

 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence by urban and rural areas 
Figure 4.3 compares the prevalence rates of physical and/or sexual violence by an intimate partner 

among ever-partnered women, by urban and rural areas within Kazakhstan (see also Supplementary 

Table 5 in Annex 1). In general, rates of violence were very similar in urban and rural settings across 

Kazakhstan. While 16 percent of ever-partnered women in urban areas reported ever experiencing 

physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, 17 percent of ever-partnered women in rural areas 

reported this violence. These results indicate that intimate partner violence is a significant problem 

that affects women across all regions and areas of Kazakhstan. 

Figure 4.3 Percentage of ever-partnered women aged 18-75 who have ever experienced physical 

and/or sexual intimate partner violence, by urban/rural areas 

 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence by age group 
Figure 4.4 presents prevalence of intimate partner violence among ever-partnered women by age 

group (see also Supplementary Table 6 in Annex 1). Overall, the Study found a general pattern of a 

higher prevalence of lifetime intimate partner violence among ever-partnered women in older age 

groups.  
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Patterns of current violence (12 months prior to the interview) by age group showed that ever-

partnered women aged 18 to 24 years and 30 to 39 years were at the highest risk of intimate 

partner violence, followed by ever-partnered women aged 25 to 29 years.  

Figure 4.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence among 

ever-partnered women, by age group 

 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence by education 
Figure 4.5 shows the breakdown of lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women by level of education (see also Supplementary Table 7 in Annex 1). In 

general, the Study found that ever-partnered women with only elementary or basic secondary 

education reported higher rates of lifetime intimate partner violence, when compared with higher 

levels of education (24 percent compared with 12 percent among ever-partnered women with 

higher or postgraduate education). However, when comparing current prevalence rates, there is 

very little variance among ever-partnered women with different levels of education.  

Figure 4.5 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence among 

ever-partnered women, by education level 
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Prevalence of intimate partner violence by employment status and income 
Figure 4.6 shows the breakdown of lifetime and current prevalence rates of intimate partner 

violence by women’s reported employment status (see also Supplementary Table 8 in Annex 1). 

Overall, there was very little difference in reports of either lifetime or current physical and/or sexual 

violence when comparing ever-partnered women who are employed or not employed. However, as 

Figures 4.7 and 4.8 show, there is more variance when comparing women in different household and 

per capita income brackets. 

Figure 4.6 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence among 

ever-partnered women, by employment status 

 

Figures 4.7 and 4.8 show the breakdown of lifetime and current intimate partner violence by 
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capita monthly incomes reported higher rates of lifetime physical and/or sexual intimate partner 

violence, compared with ever-partnered women in higher income brackets. However, there is not a 

considerable variance in rates of current (in the past 12 months) intimate partner violence between 

different household and per capita income groupings. 

Figure 4.7 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence among 

ever-partnered women, by average monthly household income 

 

Figure 4.8 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence among 

ever-partnered women, by average monthly per capita income 

 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence by household size 
Figure 4.9 shows the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence by different 

household sizes (see also Supplementary Table 10 in Annex 1). In general, ever-partnered women 

22.9 

20.4 

17.5 

13.9 
12.7 13.2 

7.2 
5.5 5.5 

3.3 3.3 
4.5 

0.0

5.0

10.0

15.0

20.0

25.0

Up to 40 000 40 000 to 60
000

60 001 to 100
000

100 001 to 140
000

140 001 to 200
000

More than 200
000

Lifetime Current (past 12 months)

20.2 

15.6 
16.8 

15.5 
14.8 

6.8 

4.8 5.4 
4.3 

2.6 

0.0

5.0

10.0

15.0

20.0

25.0

Up to 15 999 16 000 to 24 999 25 000 to 39 999 40 000 to 49 999 More than 50 000

Lifetime Current (past 12 months)



 59 

who said that they lived on their own reported higher rates of lifetime intimate partner violence. 

Further analysis showed that this was primarily women aged between 60 and 75 years, suggesting 

that, firstly, the older a woman is, the more probable it is that she experienced violence in her life. 

Secondly, this may be older women who have left abusive relationships during their lifetime and 

now live alone. Current rates of intimate partner violence did not vary much between different 

household sizes.  

Figure 4.9 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence among 

ever-partnered women, by household size 

 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 

those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 

between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 

for definitions). Figure 4.10 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among those 

women who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner violence (see also 

Supplementary Table 11 in Annex 1). From this, we see that women reported relatively equal 

proportions of moderate and severe physical intimate partner violence, with slightly higher rates of 

moderate violence in the past 12 months (57 percent compared with 43 percent). 

Figure 4.10 Proportion of moderate versus severe acts of physical violence, among women who 

reported having ever experienced physical intimate partner violence 
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Women who reported that they had ever experienced an act of physical and/or sexual intimate 

partner violence were asked if this had happened once, several times, or often in their lifetime and 

in the past 12 months. Figure 4.11 presents the frequency of which women reported they had 

experienced physical violence, sexual violence, or both, in their lifetime (see also Supplementary 

Table 12 in Annex 1).8 Overall, women were much more likely to experience frequent acts of 

intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off incident. More than half of women (57 percent) who 

reported any physical and/or sexual violence had experienced this violence often (more than four 

times), while more than a quarter experienced it several times (two or three times), and 15 percent 

had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 4.11 Frequency of women’s lifetime experiences of intimate partner violence, among women 

who had ever experienced physical violence, sexual violence, or both, in their lifetime 

                                                           
8
To calculate the frequency of each type of intimate partner violence, a score was created for each respondent 

summarizing whether she had experienced a particular act of violence one time, a few times, many times, or 
not at all. For each domain of violence – physical, sexual, and physical and/or sexual, a summary score was 
created, which corresponded to the number of acts and the frequency of those acts experienced. Three 
categories were created: (1) having on act one time; (2) having one act a few or many times, having two or 
three acts one time, or having one act one time and 2 acts a few times; (3) having a score of four or above, 
which is more than one act more than one time, four acts one time, or any other combination of acts that 
resulted in a score of four or more. The scores were calculated for each type of violence and separate scores 
were calculated for lifetime and current prevalence, which were then combined to create summary scores 
(score of 1=once, score of 2 or 3=several, score of 4 or more=often) for lifetime frequency of physical, sexual, 
and physical/sexual intimate partner violence. 
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Emotional and economic intimate partner violence against women 
In addition to asking about physical and sexual violence by an intimate partner, ever-partnered 

women were also asked about acts of economic abuse, emotional violence and controlling behavior. 

Refer to Chapter 1 for the types of acts that are classified as emotional and economic intimate 

partner violence. 

Emotional and economic intimate partner violence against women 
Table 4.4 and Figure 4.12 show the percentage of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one of the emotionally or financially abusive behaviors measured in the survey. 

Among ever-partnered women aged 18-75, 21 percent had experienced emotional violence in their 

lifetime, with 7 percent experiencing such abuse in the 12 months before the interview. The 

prevalence of emotional violence varied only slightly among ever-partnered women aged 18-49; 

approximately 20 percent had ever experienced emotional violence, and 8 percent had experienced 

emotional violence in the past 12 months.   

Among ever-partnered women aged 18-75, 6 percent had experienced economic violence in their 

lifetime, and 5 percent reported experiencing this abuse in the past 12 months. Among ever-

partnered women aged 18-49, 7 percent had ever experienced economic violence in their lifetime, 

and 6 percent had experienced this in the 12 months prior to the interview. 

Table 4.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of emotional and economic intimate partner violence, 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75, and among ever-partnered women aged 18-49, by type 

of violence and by time period 

Emotional and economic 

intimate partner violence Emotional violence Economic violence 

Time period n % 95% CI n % 95% CI 

Women aged 18-75 years (N=12321) 

Lifetime 2540 20.6 18.5-22.9 771 6.3 5.3-7.3 

Past 12 months 880 7.1 6.1-8.4 664 5.4 4.5-6.4 

Women aged 18-49 years (N=8016) 

Lifetime 1572 19.6 17.5-21.9 556 6.9 5.8-8.3 

Past 12 months 633 7.9 6.7-9.2 488 6.1 5.0-7.4 
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Figure 4.12 Lifetime and current prevalence of emotional and economic intimate partner violence, 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75, by type of violence and by time period 

 

Regional experiences of emotional and economic intimate partner violence against 

women 
This section presents the breakdown of women’s experiences of emotional and economic intimate 

partner violence by region.9 Figure 4.13 shows that among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 who 

reported ever experiencing emotional intimate partner violence, the rates vary across regions (see 

also Supplementary Table 13 in Annex 1). Reports of lifetime emotional intimate partner vary from 8 

percent in Zhambyl and 10 percent in Almaty city, to 31 percent in Kostanai and 45 percent in North 

Kazakhstan. In contrast, current rates of emotional intimate partner violence varied from 2 percent 

in Zhambyl, and 4 percent in Kyzylorda, Mangistau, Pavlodar and Almaty city, to 11 percent in 

Akmola and North Kazakhstan, and 12 percent in Almaty. 

Figure 4.13 Lifetime and current prevalence of emotional intimate partner violence among ever-

partnered women aged 18-75, by region and by time period 

                                                           
9
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Overall, experiences of economic intimate partner violence were found also to vary regionally. 

Figure 4.15 shows that lifetime rates of economic violence vary from between 1 percent in Zhambyl, 

and 3 percent in West Kazakhstan, Mangistau, and Pavlodar, to 9 percent in Akmola and 10 percent 

in North Kazakhstan(see also Supplementary Table 14 in Annex 1). Current rates of economic 

intimate partner violence followed a similar pattern, varying from between 1 percent in Zhambyl 

and Mangistau, to 7 percent in Almaty and East Kazakhstan, 8 percent in Akmola, and 9 percent in 

North Kazakhstan. 

Figure 4.14 Lifetime and current prevalence of economic intimate partner violence among ever-

partnered women aged 18-75, by region and by time period 
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percent), followed by being belittled or humiliated in front of others, and being scared or 

intimidated (both 9 percent). Among those women who reported experiencing economic violence by 

an intimate partner, the most common form of abuse was withholding household expenses (4 

percent) and hiding the family income (3 percent). Similar patterns are observable in the prevalence 

of different acts of emotional and economic violence over the past 12 months. 

Table 4.5 Lifetime and current prevalence of emotional and economic intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75, by act of violence and by time period (N=12321) 

Prevalence of emotional and economic IPV by act Lifetime 
Current 

(past 12 months) 

Act of violence n % n % 

Emotional violence 

Insulted or made to feel bad 2318 18.8 774 6.3 

Belittled or humiliated in front of others 1162 9.4 313 2.5 

Scared or intimidated 1140 9.3 330 2.7 

Verbally threatened to hurt her or family 657 5.3 154 1.3 

Economic violence 

Refused to give money for household expenses 535 4.3 464 3.8 

Hides family income and does not give access 351 2.9 278 2.3 

Does not give money for food and other essentials 144 1.2 102 0.8 

Does not give money for children’s expenses 139 1.1 104 0.8 

Does not give money for personal expenses 254 2.1 199 1.6 

 

Controlling behavior 
The Study also collected information on different controlling behaviors that women may have 

experienced by a male intimate partner. Among the behaviors measured were whether the partner: 

 prevents a woman from seeing her friends? 

 restricts contact with her family? 

 insists on knowing her whereabouts? 

 ignores her and treats her differently? 

 gets angry if she speaks with other men? 

 suspects her of being unfaithful? 

 expects her to ask permission to go to hospital? 

 imposes his religious beliefs on her? 

The Study found that among ever-partnered women, one in three (33 percent) reported having ever 

experienced at least one of the controlling behaviors measured by the survey, while 13 percent 

reported experiencing three or more of the controlling behaviors in their lifetime. Nearly one in five 

ever-partnered women (18 percent) had experienced at least one controlling behavior in the past 12 

months. Table 4.6 shows that the most common forms of controlling behavior were anger if she 

speaks to another man (24 percent), insisting on knowing her whereabouts at all times (22 percent), 

and preventing her from seeing her friends (13 percent).  
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Table 4.6 Percentage of ever-partnered women aged 18-75 who reported experiencing controlling 

behaviors by a male intimate partner violence, by type of controlling behavior and by time period 

(N=12321) 

Controlling behaviors Lifetime 
Current 

(past 12 months) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % 

Prevents from seeing friends 1595 12.9 671 5.4 

Restricts contact with family 592 4.8 200 1.6 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 2758 22.4 1623 13.2 

Ignores and treats indifferently 729 5.9 260 2.1 

Angry if speak to other men 2917 23.7 1268 10.3 

Suspects of being unfaithful 1075 8.7 349 2.8 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 466 3.8 226 1.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 94 0.8 32 0.3 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 4045 32.8 2205 17.9 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 1640 13.2 616 5.0 

 

Further analysis was conducted to explore the relationship between women’s reports of intimate 

partner violence and controlling behaviors by intimate partners. Table 4.7 shows the results of this 

analysis. Women who reported having ever experienced physical and/or sexual intimate partner 

violence in their lifetime, were significantly more likely (adjusted odds ratio of 11.83) to have 

reported also experiencing at least one form of controlling behavior in their lifetime (p≤0.05). These 

results show that for women in all regions of Kazakhstan, experiences of partner violence are 

associated with ongoing patterns of abuse and control within intimate relationships. These findings 

are discussed further below. 

Table 4.7 Association between reports of at least one controlling behavior and women’s experiences 

of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in their lifetime 

Controlling behaviors by 

experience of violence 

Never experienced 

physical/sexual 

violence 

(N=10286) 

Experienced 

physical/sexual 

violence 

(N=2035) 

P-value AOR* n % n % 

At least one controlling behavior 2472 24.0 1574 77.3 0.000 11.83 

* Adjusted for respondent’s age. 

Overlap of physical, sexual, and emotional intimate partner violence 
Figure 4.16 shows the overlap of physical, sexual, and emotional violence among women who had 

ever experienced at least one of these forms of intimate partner violence (see also Supplementary 

Table 15 in Annex 1). Overall, almost one quarter (24 percent) of women who had experienced any 

physical, sexual, or emotional violence had experienced all three forms of intimate partner violence 

in their lifetime. While some women experienced emotional violence on its own (7 percent), more 

women experienced a combination of physical and emotional violence (10 percent). As only a very 
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small percentage of women reported experiencing sexual violence, there is little difference between 

rates of sexual violence on its own, sexual and emotional violence, and physical and sexual violence. 

Figure4.15 Overlap of sexual, physical and emotional intimate partner violence among ever-

partnered women 

 

Association of intimate partner violence and other relationship 

issues 
Women were also asked a number of questions about their relationship with their current or former 

male partner. Women were asked whether they ever quarreled with their partner, and whether they 

ever felt afraid of their partner. Table 4.8 shows the findings from these questions among all ever-

partnered women. Further analysis was to examine the relationship with women’s experiences of 

physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence. It was found that women who reported both 

frequent quarrelling and being afraid of a partner were significantly more likely to report having ever 

experienced physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in their lifetime (p≤0.05).Taken with 

the findings on the association between controlling behaviors and intimate partner violence, these 

results show that women in Kazakhstan experience partner violence as part of broader patterns of 

abuse and control within intimate relationships. 

Table 4.8 Percentage of ever-partnered women reporting frequent quarrelling and being afraid of a 

partner 

Other relationship issues All women 

Never 

experienced 

physical/sexual 

violence 

Experienced 

physical/sexual 

violence 

P-value AOR* 
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n % n % n % 

Frequent quarrelling** 6816 55.3 5263 51.2 1553 76.3 <0.001 3.01 

Afraid of partner*** 3484 28.3 1983 18.4 1591 78.2 <0.001 15.79 

* Adjusted for respondent’s age. 

** Defined as women who reported quarrelling with their current or most recent partner often or 

sometimes. 

*** Defined as women who reported being afraid of their current or former partner sometimes, 

often, or constantly. 

Awareness of physical and psychological abuse of mother 
All women in the Study were asked whether, to their knowledge, their mother had ever been 

physically or emotionally abused by their father. Table 4.9 shows that among all women in the 

Study, there was considerable variance in the rates of abuse against their mother that women were 

aware of. Further analysis was conducted to examine the relationship between women’s 

experiences of intimate partner violence, and their reports of physical and/or psychological abuse 

against their mother. It was found that women who reported that their mother had experience any 

physical or psychological harm were significantly more likely (adjusted odds ratio of 3.43) to have 

also reported experiencing any physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in their lifetime 

(p≤0.05). This finding highlights that experiences of violence during adulthood may be associated 

with generational exposure to childhood violence.  

Table 4.9 Percentage of women reporting physical or psychological abuse of their mother 

Abuse of mother All women 

Never 

experienced 

physical/sexual 

violence 

Experienced 

physical/sexual 

violence 

 
Type of abuse n % n % n % 

Physical pain 785 5.5 421 4.1 276 13.6  

Psychological suffering 1433 10.0 851 8.3 456 22.4 P-value AOR* 

Any physical/psychological harm 1826 12.7 1060 10.3 571 28.0 <0.001 3.43 

* Adjusted for respondent’s age. 

Discussion 
This Study provides national prevalence rates of intimate partner violence from Kazakhstan’s first 

dedicated study on violence against women and its health consequences. This is a vital step in fully 

understanding the problem in order to be able to effectively respond to and prevent it. The Study 

found that intimate partner violence is a common experience in many women’s lives. Sixteen 

percent of ever-partnered women aged 18-75 reported having experienced physical intimate 

partner violence and 4 percent reported having experienced sexual intimate partner violence. 

Overall, 17 percent of ever-partnered women, aged 18-75, reported having experienced at least one 

act of physical or sexual violence, or both, by an intimate partner. Five percent of ever-partnered 

women reported having experienced physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in the past 12 

months. 
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In order to be able to compare prevalence rates with the Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) 

Study and other studies, this report also presented results among ever-partnered women aged 18-

49. The Study found that 16 percent of ever-partnered women aged 18-49 reported having 

experienced physical intimate partner violence and 4 percent reported having experienced sexual 

intimate partner violence. Overall, 16 percent of ever-partnered women, aged 18-49, reporting 

having experienced at least one act of physical or sexual violence, or both, by an intimate partner. 

Six percent of ever-partnered women reported having experienced physical and/or sexual violence 

by an intimate partner in the past 12 months. The prevalence rates obtained by the MICS are very 

similar to those found in this Study. The 2010/2011 MICS Study found that 15 percent of ever-

partnered women had experienced physical violence by an intimate partner in their lifetime, and 4 

percent had ever experienced sexual intimate partner violence in their lifetime (UNICEF, 2012).  

The prevalence of intimate partner violence in Kazakhstan is comparable and within the range we 

see in other countries in the Central Asia region.10 According to previous studies in the region, the 

average lifetime prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence for women in Europe 

is 25 percent (WHO, 2013).11 However individual studies show that the prevalence of intimate 

partner violence across the region varies considerably. A national study in Azerbaijan found a 

prevalence rate of 15 percent (UNFPA, 2014), while a 2008-2010 nationwide survey in Armenia 

found a prevalence rate 9 percent (UNFPA, 2014). A module developed by the United Nations 

Economic Commission for Europe (UNECE) was tested in Moldova and Georgia. A study found that 

40 percent of ever-partnered women in Moldova had experienced physical intimate partner violence 

in their lifetime, and 19 percent of ever-partnered women had ever experienced sexual violence by a 

partner (National Bureau of Statistics of the Republic of Moldova, 2011). In Georgia, 7 percent of 

ever-partnered women had experienced physical violence by an intimate partner, and 4 percent had 

experienced sexual intimate partner violence in their lifetime (UNFPA, 2010). Finally, DHS studies in 

Kyrgyzstan (2010), Tajikistan (2013) and the Ukraine (2008) found lifetime prevalence rates for 

physical intimate partner violence to be 25 percent, 19 percent, and 13 percent, respectively. These 

prevalence rates therefore demonstrate that the findings for Kazakhstan in this Study are not 

outside the range of violence as found in other studies for the Central Asia region. 

The Study found that women’s experiences of intimate partner violence are rarely a one-off 

incident. Women in Kazakhstan are more likely to experience severe forms of physical intimate 

partner violence. They are also likely to experience multiple forms of violence, for example a 

combination of physical, sexual and emotional violence. This is in line with the findings from other 

comparable studies that suggest women’s experiences of violence are often frequent and severe, 

demonstrating a pattern of violence, within relationships marked by violence, rather than isolated 

incidences (Garcia-Moreno et al., 2005; Fulu and Heise, 2015).  
                                                           
10

 Caution should be taken in directly comparing results from different studies, because even though a similar 
methodology may have been used there are some differences such as how partnership status was defined that 
will affect prevalence rates. 
11

 This regional estimate is based on available data from WHO, DHS, or other studies identified through a 
systematic review. The regional estimate for Europe prevalence rate includes data from Albania, Azerbaijan, 
Georgia, Lithuania, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Russian Federation, Serbia, Turkey, and Ukraine (WHO, 
2013). This is one of the lowest regional lifetime prevalence rates according to the WHO (2013). Rates of 
intimate partner violence form other regions range from 23 percent of High Income countries and 25 percent 
in the Western Pacific, to 37 percent in the Eastern Mediterranean. This report groups together high-income 
countries as a region, based on World Bank classification according to GNI per capita. 
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The Study found an increased risk of current intimate partner violence among younger women in 

their twenties and thirties. This has also been documented in other WHO studies as well as in 

Canada and the United States (Harwell and Spence, 2000; Romans et al., 2007; Vest et al., 2002). It 

therefore seems that violence may start early in a marriage, which may break-up over time. It is also 

possible that older women in abusive relationships develop strategies that decrease the frequency 

of violence, or that they are less likely to report violence. This indicates a need for programming and 

policy-making targeted at promoting respectful relationships based on gender equality from a young 

age, for both women and men.   

While there was little different in prevalence of intimate partner violence among women in urban 

and rural settings, there were some minor differences among groups of women by level of education 

and household income. In general, women with an elementary or basic secondary education were 

more likely to experience intimate partner violence than women with a higher level of education. 

Similarly, women with a lower monthly household income and per capita income, experienced 

slightly higher levels of intimate partner violence than women in the highest wealth quintiles. 

Overall however, there was little variation between women in the rest of the wealth quintiles for 

both household and per capita income.   

These findings reflect the complicated relationship between intimate partner violence and education 

and income. Emerging literature suggests that while increasing women’s empowerment may serve 

as a protective factor for some women, in other settings it may increase their likelihood of 

experiencing violence. A systematic review of published literature of women’s empowerment and 

risk of intimate partner violence in low- and middle-income countries found that overall, women’s 

secondary education has generally been protective, but not primary education. Yet, some other 

evidence indicates that women with higher levels of education are in fact at increased risk of 

intimate partner violence. For example, in Turkey, India, Egypt and South Africa, higher levels of 

education were found to be a protective factor. Whereas in Peru, Haiti, and Albania, higher 

education was associated with higher levels of intimate partner violence (Vyas and Watts, 2009).  

Similarly, mixed findings about the relationship between intimate partner violence and women’s 

employment, as well as women’s access to resources were made. Sociological and economic 

theories predict that improving women’s economic empowerment would enable her to negotiate a 

more favorable position for herself, however the evidence has not necessarily reflected this theory. 

For instance, Kishor and Johnson (2004a) found that when comparing being paid cash with not 

working and ever experience of violence, physical violence was considerably lower in Egypt, but 

higher in India, Peru and Iran (Kishor and Johnson, 2004a; Flake, 2005), and physical and/or sexual 

violence was much higher in Columbia, Dominican Republic and Nicaragua (Kishor and Johnson, 

2004a).  

The literature suggests that women may experience a temporary increase in violence when 

traditional gender roles and norms are being challenged, for example through women’s access to 

education and income. Such backlash by some men may be a means of trying to reassert power and 

control over women (Vyas and Watts, 2009). However, in the longer-term women’s higher 

education and access to productive resources is protective against violence and must be promoted 

(Heise, 2016). This is supported by the findings of the qualitative component of the Study, during 

which participants discussed that traditional gender roles in Kazakhstan have been undergoing 
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transformation. Participants suggested that families experience stress where women are under a 

double burden to succeed at work and at home, while men may be unable to secure desirable 

income. One participant, a survivor of domestic violence, identified women’s dependent position in 

relation to their male partner as a barrier to women’s safety. In these circumstances, the husband’s 

parents and extended family may also be a source of abuse or control. These forms of domestic 

abuse are discussed in Chapter 5. 

Emotional abuse and controlling behavior by intimate partners was found to be one of the most 

common acts of violence. 21 percent of ever-partnered women aged 18-75 reported having 

experienced emotional violence by a partner, and one in three women (33 percent) reported having 

experienced at least one form of controlling behavior. These findings are relatively consistent with 

the findings from the 2010/11 MICS Study. This suggests, as other studies have shown, that intimate 

partner violence often reflects a pattern of coercive control (Stark, 2007).  

It is important to highlight that those most common forms of controlling behavior found in the Study 

reflect broader social patterns of gender inequality that promote male dominance and power over 

women. Controlling behaviors are one key aspect of a model of masculinity that relates to 

dominance and control over women, toughness and strength, and heterosexual performance. Men’s 

attitudes and practices are often shaped by prescribed narratives within society of ‘what it means to 

be a man’, or masculinities. The patterns of behavior associated with this model of masculinity 

therefore reinforce gender inequalities and facilitate violence against women (Fulu et al., 2013). 

Addressing gender inequalities and power imbalances within relationships and social inequalities 

within society, are crucial for tackling forms of intimate partner violence.  

A strong positive correlation was found between women’s experiences of intimate partner violence 

and their reports of physical and/or psychological abuse against their mother. A central theory of 

domestic violence causation relates to the intergenerational cycle of violence. There are serious and 

long-term consequences for children who have experienced or witnessed violence during childhood. 

Current literature suggests that a child’s home environment is incredibly important for violence 

prevention. For example, children who have either experienced violence themselves or witnessed 

violence when growing up are more likely to end up in a violent relationship, either as a perpetrator 

or the victim (Ellsberg et al., 1999; Jewkes and Abrahams, 2002; Martin et al., 1999; Wekerle and 

Wolfe, 1999; Whitfield et al., 2003). The association between physical punishment in childhood and 

adult domestic violence implies that that beating of children normalizes violence as a form of 

conflict resolution and punishment. Children in violent homes are thus more likely to learn to use 

violence instead of more constructive and peaceful methods to resolve conflict, and they are also 

more likely to experience a range of other behavioral and emotional problems later in life (Lee, 

2007). Gender inequality in the household has been shown to be a key risk factor for violence 

against women (Fulu et al., 2013). Inequitable gender attitudes of men, formed during childhood 

and reinforced throughout their lifetime, lead to hierarchical gender roles and relations within family 

dynamics (Fulu et al., 2013). This emphasizes the need for greater prevention of child abuse, in order 

to promote positive and non-violence family and school environments. 

Findings from regional studies indicate that witnessing parental physical abuse as a child is high. A 

comparative report using DHS data in the region found that 26 percent of women reported having 

witnessed physical parental abuse as a child in Romania and Azerbaijan, 30 percent in Russia, and 19 
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percent in Ukraine. Among those ever-partnered women who reported having experienced intimate 

partner violence, 18 percent of women in Romania, reported having witnessed parental abuse as a 

child (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 2003).   
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CHAPTER 5: PREVALENCE AND PATTERNS OF VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 

BY PEOPLE OTHER THAN INTIMATE PARTNERS 

Box 5.1 Summary of main findings 

 

While the main focus of this Study was on women’s experiences of violence by a male intimate 

partner, the Study questionnaire also included questions about women’s experiences of physical, 

sexual, economic and emotional violence from other perpetrators (either male or female). See 

Chapter 1 for the types of acts that were defined as non-partner violence. These questions were 

asked to all women, regardless of whether they had been partnered or not. This chapter presents 

the results on the extent of physical and sexual violence against women by perpetrators other than 

an intimate partner, from age 15 onwards.12 All regional findings on non-partner violence are 

presented separately in the regional annexes. 

Prevalence of non-partner violence  

Prevalence of non-partner physical and sexual violence 
Female participants were asked whether, since the age of 15, anyone other than their intimate 

partner had ever used a form of physical or sexual violence against them (see Chapter 1 for 

definitions). If the answer was ‘yes’, follow on questions were used to identify the perpetrators of 

the non-partner violence experienced. 

Table 5.1 and Figure 5.1 show the prevalence of different types of non-partner violence as reported 

by women in the Study. Physical non-partner violence was reported by 3 percent of women, and 2 

percent of women reported having ever experienced any act of non-partner sexual violence. See 

also Supplementary Tables 16 and 17 in Annex 1 for a regional breakdown of different types of non-

partner violence. 

                                                           
12

This Study did not include the subject of sexual abuse before the age of 15 (childhood sexual abuse) or forced 
first sex.  

MAIN FINDINGS 

 Overall, the Study found that women in Kazakhstan are most at risk of experiencing 

violence by a male intimate partner. This was found across all types of violence 

(physical, sexual, emotional, and economic). 

 Among all women in the Study, 3 percent reported experiencing physical violence by 

someone other than an intimate partner (non-partner violence) in their lifetime, and 2 

percent reported having ever experienced an act of non-partner sexual violence. 

Emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 13 percent of women, and economic 

non-partner abuse was reported by 5 percent of women. 

 The Study found that women are most at risk of experiencing non-partner sexual 

violence by a known man such as a friend, acquaintance, or work colleague.  
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Table 5.1 Lifetime prevalence of physical and sexual non-partner violence since age 15 among 

women aged 18-75, by type of violence 

Physical and sexual non-partner violence All women (N=14340) 

Type of violence n % 

Physical violence 413 2.9 

Sexual non-partner violence 

Non-partner rape 105 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 170 1.2 

Any sexual violence 221 1.5 

 

Figure 5.1 Lifetime prevalence of physical and sexual non-partner violence since age 15 among 

women aged 18-75, by type of violence 

 

Perpetrators of physical and sexual non-partner violence 
Women who reported having ever experienced physical non-partner violence, non-partner rape, or 

other sexual non-partner violence, were also asked follow-up questions on the perpetrators of this 

violence.  

Table 5.2 shows that the most commonly reported perpetrators of physical non-partner violence 

were a male stranger (22 percent), a male friend or acquaintance (15 percent), the respondent’s 

father or stepfather, or a female friend or acquaintance (both 12 percent). 

Among women who reported having ever experienced non-partner rape, more than half (52 

percent) said that the perpetrator had been a male friend or acquaintance, and one-quarter (25 

percent) said that the perpetrator had been a male stranger. Thirteen percent of women who 

reported rape by someone other than a partner, reported that this was perpetrated by a male work 

colleague. A similar pattern is observable in reported perpetrators of attempted rape or other sexual 

violence, with 55 percent saying this had been a male friend or acquaintance, 23 percent reporting it 

was a male stranger, and 10 percent reporting it was a male work colleague. These findings on the 
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perpetrators of non-partner sexual violence show that women are most at risk of experiencing rape 

or other forms of sexual violence by a man who is known to them.  

Table 5.2 Perpetrators of physical and sexual non-partner violence since age 15 

Perpetrators of non-partner 

violence 

Physical violence 

(N=413) 

Non-partner rape 

(N=105) 

Attempted or 

other sexual 

violence (N=170) 

Perpetrator n % n % n % 

Father/stepfather 50 12.1 5 4.7 7 4.0 

Mother/stepmother 30 7.2 1 1.0 1 0.6 

Father-in-law 6 1.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Mother-in-law 39 9.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Other male family member 42 10.1 2 1.9 4 2.4 

Other female family member 32 7.8 2 1.9 1 0.6 

Male work colleagues 8 2.0 14 13.0 17 10.1 

Female work colleagues 18 4.3 0 0.0 1 0.6 

Male friend or acquaintance 61 14.8 55 52.3 94 55.2 

Female friend or acquaintance 51 12.3 1 1.0 1 0.6 

Male stranger 89 21.6 26 24.6 39 23.0 

Female stranger 15 3.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Teacher (male/female) 13 3.2 0 0.0 2 1.2 

Male doctor 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.2 

Other man or woman 10 2.4 3 2.6 4 2.4 

 

Prevalence of economic and emotional abuse by non-partners 
Table 5.3 shows the findings from the Study on women’s experiences of economic and emotional 

abuse by someone other than an intimate partner, since age 15. See also Supplementary Tables 16 

and 17 in Annex 1 for a regional breakdown of different types of non-partner violence. Economic 

non-partner abuse was reported by 5 percent of women in the Study, and 1 percent said they had 

experienced this type of abuse in the 12 months before the interview. Emotional non-partner abuse 

was the most common type of non-partner violence reported by women in the Study, with 13 

percent of women reporting emotional abuse by someone other than an intimate partner in their 

lifetime. The most commonly experienced act of emotional violence was that women had been 

offended or made to feel bad (11 percent).  

Table 5.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of economic and emotional non-partner abuse since age 

15 among women aged 18-75, by type of abuse 

Economic and emotional non-partner abuse All women 

Type of abuse n % 

Economic abuse 

Lifetime 762 5.3 

Past 12 months 184 1.3 

Emotional abuse 
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Offended or made to feel bad about herself 1564 10.9 

Belittled or humiliated in front of others 873 6.1 

Scared or intimidated 288 2.0 

Threatened her or her family 237 1.7 

Any emotional abuse: Lifetime 1762 12.5 

Any emotional abuse: Past 12 months 695 4.9 

 

Perpetrators of economic and emotional non-partner abuse 
Table 5.4 shows the breakdown of different perpetrators of non-partner abuse, as reported by 

women who reported experiencing any economic or emotional abuse.13 The most commonly 

reported perpetrators of economic abuse were the respondent’s mother or stepmother (34 

percent), or their father or stepfather (25 percent). The most common perpetrators of emotional 

abuse were the respondent’s mother-in-law (14 percent), followed by other female members of the 

family (13 percent).  

Table 5.4 Perpetrators of economic and emotional non-partner abuse since age 15 

Perpetrators of non-partner abuse 
Economic abuse 

(N=762) 

Emotional abuse 

(N=1762) 

Perpetrator n % n % 

Father/stepfather 187 24.5 74 4.1 

Mother/stepmother 256 33.7 54 3.0 

Father-in-law 37 4.9 57 3.2 

Mother-in-law 123 16.2 253 14.1 

Other members of her family (economic only) 158 20.7 - - 

Other members of her partner’s family (economic only) 109 14.3 - - 

Other male family members (emotional only) - - 123 6.9 

Other female family members (emotional only) - - 226 12.6 

 

Discussion 
The Study found that women were most at risk of experiencing violence from their intimate 

partners, as is the case in most settings globally (Garcia-Moreno et al., 3013). However, the Study 

confirms that violence by non-partners also occurs. The prevalence rate for non-partner physical 

violence was found to be 3 percent, and 2 percent for sexual non-partner violence. 13 percent of 

women reported having experienced emotional non-partner violence, and 5 percent of women 

reported economic non-partner violence. In Kazakhstan, male strangers were identified as the most 

common perpetrators of non-partner physical violence, whereas non-partner sexual violence was 

most commonly perpetrated by male friends or acquaintances. Alternatively, the most common 

                                                           
13

Women were only asked about non-partner economic abuse that had been perpetrated by another member 
of their family. While women were asked about non-partner emotional abuse by people including family 
members and others, only the findings on perpetrators within the family have been presented here. This is 
because non-partner emotional abuse is not a clearly defined category of violence, and there is a lack of 
existing research on these types of violence outside of the family setting. The focus here has therefore been on 
domestic and family economic and emotional abuse. 
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perpetrators of non-partner economic violence were found to be mothers or step-mothers, and 

mothers-in-law were identified as the most common perpetrators of non-partner emotional 

violence.  

The World Health Organization has established that the average global prevalence for women’s 

experiences of non-partner sexual violence is 7 percent, while the regional average for Europe is 5 

percent (Garcia-Moreno et al., 2013).14 Using an adaptation of the WHO MCS survey, women’s 

lifetime experiences of non-partner sexual violence was found to be 3 percent in Turkey (Directorate 

General on the Status of Women, 2009), 4 percent in Serbia and Montenegro (Garcia-Moreno et al., 

2005),and 0.2 percent in Georgia (Chitashvili et al, 2010).The prevalence rate of sexual violence 

found for women in Kazakhstan is similar to the rates found in other countries in the region. 

The findings from this Study further demonstrate that women are most at risk of sexual violence by 

men known to them. The available research on non-partner sexual violence clearly indicates that 

contrary to the popularized image of rape as a violent attack by a male stranger, in fact, most acts of 

sexual violence are perpetrated by individuals know to the victim, such as male partners, friends, 

acquaintances, and work colleagues, and men in positions of authority (Watts and Zimmerman, 

2002; Garcia-Moreno et al., 2005; Chan, 2009; and Dartnall and Jewkes, 2013). 

                                                           
14

It should be noted that these rates use a broader definition of non-partner sexual violence than only rape, 
which includes any form of forced or coerced sexual act by a non-partner. 



 77 

CHAPTER 6: IMPACT OF INTIMATE PARTNER VIOLENCE ON WOMEN’S 

HEALTH AND COPING STRATEGIES  

Box 6.1 Summary of main findings 

 

International evidence shows that physical and sexual violence is a public health problem that 

affects more than one-third of all women globally. The impact of violence on the physical and 

mental health of women and girls can range from broken bones to pregnancy-related complications, 

mental health issues, risk of disability, and even death. The WHO study on global and regional 

prevalence estimates found that globally, 38 percent of all women who were murdered were 

murdered by their intimate partners, and 42 percent of women who have experienced physical or 

sexual violence at the hands of a partner had experienced injuries as a result (Garcia-Moreno et al., 

2013). 

The Kazakhstan Study explored the impact of physical and/or sexual partner violence in terms of 

injuries, as well as some other general physical, mental and reproductive health outcomes. This 

chapter discusses the injuries resulting from intimate partner violence as well as the overall impact 

of intimate partner violence on women’s health and wellbeing. 

Injuries as a result of intimate partner violence 
Women who had experienced physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence were asked whether 

their partners’ acts had resulted in injuries or had otherwise impacted their physical, reproductive, 

and mental health and wellbeing. Women were also asked whether they had ever had a miscarriage 

following their partner’s violent behavior, and whether they believed their partner’s violent behavior 

had had a direct negative impact on their physical health and morale. Table 6.1 and Figure 6.1 show 

the national results of these questions, and Tables 6.2, 6.3 and 6.4 show the regional breakdown of 

women’s reported injuries and other negative health impacts of intimate partner violence. 

Overall, two in three women (66 percent) who had ever experienced intimate partner violence 

reported having ever been physically injured as a result of this violence, and 17 percent reported 

having been physically injured in the past 12 months. Women most commonly reported having been 

cut, scratched, or bruised by a current or former male partner.  

MAIN FINDINGS 

 Intimate partner violence has serious consequences for women’s health and wellbeing. 

 Two in three women who had experienced physical and/or sexual intimate partner 

violence in their lifetime reported having ever been physically injured by their partner’s 

violence. 

 Intimate partner violence also has consequences for women’s reproductive health, with 

7 percent of women who experienced IPV reporting having had a miscarriage following 

their partner’s behavior. 
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Among women who reported any physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, 7 percent 

reported having ever had a miscarriage following their partner’s violent behavior. Almost half (47 

percent) of all women who had experienced intimate partner violence reported that they felt their 

partner’s violence had had a negative impact on their physical health and morale. The breakdown of 

these findings by region are presented in the annex. 

Table 6.1 Percentage of women reporting physical injuries and other health impacts of partner 

violence, among ever-partnered women who reported experiencing any physical and/or sexual 

intimate partner violence, by time period (N=2035) 

Injuries from physical and/or sexual intimate partner 

violence 
Lifetime Past 12 months 

Injuries n % n % 

Cuts, scratches, bruises 1338 65.7 352 17.3 

Ear or eye injuries, sprains, dislocations, burns 303 14.9 68 3.3 

Deep wounds, broken bones or teeth, internal injuries 228 11.2 59 2.9 

Ever any injury 1344 66.1 353 17.4 

Miscarriage 137 6.7 26 1.3 

Negative impact on physical health and morale 963 47.3 - - 

 

Figure 6.1 Percentage of women reporting physical injuries, among ever-partnered women who 

reported experiencing any physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, by time period  

 

Intimate partner violence and women’s health 

Intimate partner violence and women’s general health 
All women in the Study were asked whether they would rate their own general health as good, 

satisfactory, bad, or very bad. As this was a cross-sectional survey, it is not possible to establish 

causation between women’s reports of violence and poor health. Table 6.2 shows the breakdown of 
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women’s self-reported health among ever-partnered women by experience of violence, adjusted by 

age. The Study found that women who had experienced any physical and/or sexual intimate partner 

violence in their lifetime were significantly more likely to report that their general health was bad or 

very bad, as compared with women who had not experienced intimate partner violence.  

Table 6.3 Women’s self-reported general health by age group and by experience of violence 

General health by 

experience of intimate 

partner violence 

All women 

(N=14340) 

Never 
experienced 

physical/sexual 
violence 

(N=10286) 

Experienced 
physical/sexual 

violence 
(N=2035) 

P-value AOR* 

General health n % n % n % 

General health bad/very bad 816 5.7 556 5.4 556 5.4 0.000 2.19 

* Adjusted for respondent’s age. 

Women’s support seeking after experiences of intimate partner 

violence 

Who women have told about their experience(s) of intimate partner violence 
Women who reported having ever experienced any physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

in their lifetime were asked follow up questions about their support seeking in response to their 

current or former partner’s behavior. Women were asked firstly whether they had ever told anyone 

about their partner’s violent behavior.  

Table 6.4 shows the range of possible answers from women who had ever experienced physical 

and/or sexual intimate partner violence regarding the people they had told, and the response rates. 

Overall, around half (51 percent) of women said that they had never told anyone about their 

partner’s violence. This shows that, for many women that had experienced intimate partner 

violence, the Study interviewer was the first person that they had ever talked to about their 

experiences of violence. 

Among women who had told someone about their experience of intimate partner violence, they 

most frequently had told their own parents (23 percent) or their partner’s parents (21 percent), 

followed by their friends (14 percent) or other relatives (10 percent). Very few women said that they 

had talked to people in positions of authority, with only 8 percent of women who experienced 

intimate partner violence having told the police about their partner’s behavior, and only 3 percent 

having told a doctor or other medical worker. Furthermore, religious and local leaders, and non-

governmental and women’s organizations were very rarely mentioned by respondents as places 

where they had spoken to someone about their partner’s use of violence. 

Table 6.4 Who women have told about their partner’s use of violence, among ever-partnered women 

who had ever experienced physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in their lifetime (N=2035) 

Women’s support seeking behaviors 
Ever experienced 

physical/sexual violence 

Who women told n % 
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No one 1037 51.0 

Her parents 465 22.8 

His parents 435 21.4 

Other relatives 194 9.6 

Friends 275 13.5 

Outsiders (neighbours, acquaintances) 77 3.8 

Police 159 7.8 

Doctor or medical worker 58 2.9 

Religious leader 1 <0.1 

Mentor or consultant 3 0.1 

NGO or women's organisation 1 <0.1 

Local leader 2 0.1 

Other 1 <0.1 

Told at least one person 998 49.0 

 

Who women have approached for support, and satisfaction with assistance received 
Women who reported having ever told someone about their partner’s behavior were asked follow 

up questions about whether they had ever turned to someone for help on account of their current 

or former husband or partner. They were also asked about their level of satisfaction with any 

assistance that they received from these people or organizations. 

Table 6.5 shows the range of possible answers from women who had ever told someone about their 

partner’s behavior, and reported satisfaction with support among women who had ever sought 

assistance.15 Women most commonly sought support from friends and family rather than from 

formal agencies or authorities. Only 18 percent of women who had told someone about their 

experience(s) of intimate partner violence had sought assistance for their partner’s behavior from 

the police. Of those women, only three-quarters said that they had been satisfied with the support 

they received. Importantly, very few women said that they had sought assistance from a women’s 

organization or other NGO, indicating potential gap in response and support service provision for 

women who are experiencing violence.  

Table 6.5 Who women approached for support for their partner’s behavior, among ever-partnered 

women who had ever told someone about their experience of intimate partner violence (N=998)  

Women’s support seeking behaviors 
Ever approached for 

support 

Satisfied with support 

received 

Who women approached for support n % n % 

No one 123 12.3 - - 

Her parents 406 40.7 288 83.7 

His parents 392 39.3 212 59.4 

Other relatives 145 14.5 104 83.2 

Friends 169 16.9 133 85.8 

Outsiders (neighbours, acquaintances) 62 6.2 46 78.6 

                                                           
15The response rate for women’s reported satisfaction with support they received includes women 
who answered ‘yes’ or ‘partly’ to the question, “were you satisfied with the assistance given?”.  
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Police 182 18.3 129 77.2 

Doctor or medical worker 53 5.3 49 96.6 

Religious leader 3 0.3 1 0.5 

Mentor or consultant 2 0.2 1 0.5 

NGO or women's organisation 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Local leader 1 0.1 1 1.0 

Other 3 0.3 3 3.0 

 

Discussion 
The Study indicated that women’s experiences of intimate partner violence were associated with a 

range of health problems. Overall, two in three women (66 percent) in Kazakhstan who had ever 

experienced intimate partner violence reported having ever sustained a physical injury as a result of 

this violence. The majority of women reported moderate injuries, such as cuts, scratches and 

bruises. These findings are consistent with those of the MICS Study, more than half of ever-

partnered women who reported having experienced partner violence, reported having ever received 

a physical injury as a result of this violence (UNICEF, 2011).  

Women who reported having experienced intimate partner violence were significantly more likely to 

report higher rates of poor general health. In fact, women who reported ever having experienced 

intimate partner violence were twice as likely to report bad or very bad general health compared 

with women who hadn’t experience intimate partner violence. 

Seven percent of women in the study who had experienced physical and/or sexual partner violence 

reported that they had experienced a miscarriage due to the violence. Studies in the United States 

indicate that women beaten during pregnancy run twice the risk of miscarriage and four times the 

risk of having a low birth weight compared to women who are not beaten (Watts et al., 1998). In a 

number of other countries, physical abuse has also been found to be associated with higher rates of 

abortion, miscarriages, stillbirths and delayed entry into prenatal care (Evins and Cheschir, 1996; 

Garcia-Moreno et al., 2015; Heise and Kotsadam, 2015; Kishor and Johnson, 2004b; Pallitto et al., 

2013; Velzeboer et al., 2003). 

The findings of this Study demonstrate conclusively that violence is not only a significant health 

problem because it causes direct injuries, but also because it indirectly impacts on a number of 

health outcomes. Because of the cross-sectional design of the Study it was unable to establish 

whether exposure to violence occurred before or after the onset of symptoms. Theoretically, 

women who reported ill health could have been more vulnerable to violence. Current literature 

indicates however that reported health problems are mainly outcomes of abuse rather than 

precursors (Ellsberg et al., 2008; Campbell, 2002; Krug, 2002). Although not explicitly explored in this 

Study, other research shows that recurrent abuse can place women at risk of psychological problems 

such as fear, anxiety, fatigue, sleeping and eating disturbances, depression and post-traumatic stress 

disorder (Watts et al., 1998). Links have been found in other countries between physical abuse and 

higher rates of psychiatric treatment, attempted suicide, and alcohol dependence (Plitcha, 1992). 

Overall the study confirms that violence against women is a serious public health issue, as has been 

recognized globally (Garcia-Moreno et al., 2005). Other national studies in the region have similarly 
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found that intimate partner violence has significant consequences for women’s health. In Moldova, 

two-thirds of ever-partnered women who had experienced physical and/or sexual violence by a 

partner had sustained injuries as a result of the violence; they were also more likely to have shown 

emotional distress (Statistica Moldovei, 2011). Similarly, the WHO MCS survey found that in Serbia 

and Montenegro, 30 percent of women who had experienced physical and/or emotional violence 

were injured on at least one occasion, and were significantly more likely to show emotional distress 

and poor general health (Garcia-Moreno et al., 2005). In a recent study in Turkey, one fourth of 

women who had experienced physical and/or sexual violence reported being injured at least once as 

a result of the violence, and as in the other studies, were more likely to report poor general health 

and have mental health problems, such as suicidal ideation (Directorate General on the Status of 

Women, 2009). Together these findings indicate that violence against women is a source of 

vulnerability for women globally, and inhibits women’s full participation in their social lives. 

The role of the health care system is central therefore to a multi-sectoral response to violence 

against women, and must ensure the enabling conditions for providers to address violence against 

women, including well-developed coordination and referral networks and pathways, integrated 

service delivery, protocols and capacity building. As discussed in the recommendations section of 

this report, it is suggested that health sector responses be based upon the WHO clinical and policy 

guidelines on responding to IPV and sexual violence against women. These guidelines offer health 

care providers evidence-based guidance on appropriate care, including emotional support and 

clinical interventions, for women experiencing intimate partner violence and non-partner sexual 

violence (Garcia-Moreno et al., 2013). 

The Study found that many women did not tell anyone about their experiences of physical and 

sexual intimate partner violence, nor did they frequently seek support from formal agencies or 

authorities. In fact, for around half of the women who reported experiencing any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence, the Study was the first time that they had disclosed their 

experiences with anyone. 

The Study found that the first point of contact for women was most often their immediate social 

networks (immediate and extended family, as well as friends and neighbors) rather than more 

formal services. It is important therefore to reduce the various existing myths and social stigma 

surrounding violence and promote supportive and caring responses by those closest to women 

experiencing violence. Support from family and friends can have very positive impacts. Studies 

suggest that women who have support from their immediate social networks are likely to suffer 

fewer negative effects on their mental health and are able to cope more successfully with violence 

(Garcia-Moreno et al., 2005). Hence, these informal networks that women access must be 

strengthened and norms and beliefs that that discourage women from leaving abusive relationships 

must be challenged. It is also crucial to understand that separating from a violent partner is a 

process rather than a one-time event, and that these resources and coping responses are often just 

steps along the way to successfully leaving a violent relationship (Garcia-Moreno et al., 2005). 

Participants in the qualitative component of the Study also emphasized that stereotypes are a 

significant barrier to women’s help seeking and to their leaving abusive partners. Women said that 

they fear leaving due to a lack of financial support or dependence on their partner, being lonely or 

without a supportive social network, and concerns about raising children without a father. 



 83 

These findings are similar to those of other studies in the region. The MICS Study found that among 

women who had experienced any physical and sexual violence in their lifetime, one third of women 

had never sought help from anyone to end the violence. Women who did seek help most commonly 

spoke to their own family, with very few approaching a lawyer, medical profession or social service 

organization, and less than one in five approaching the police for help (UNICEF, 2012). A 

comparative report of DHS data in Central Asian countries found that women across the region were 

more likely to disclose their experiences of abuse to family members, or friends, rather than seek 

legal or medical assistance. Between 1 percent and 22 percent of women had reported cases of 

intimate partner violence to the police or to a medical care provider, and less than 10 percent had 

sought legal assistance for recent incidents of violence. In DHS study, women were also asked 

questions about why they had chosen to report or not report incidents of intimate partner violence 

to legal, justice, or medical services. The most commonly given reason was that women were 

worried their disclosure of violence would bring a bad reputation to her family. Women also said 

that they felt the violence was ‘normal’, that it would be embarrassing or shameful for them to 

report the violence, or that they believed it would not make a difference because no charges would 

be brought against the perpetrator (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 2003). 

These findings highlight the serious barriers that women suffering intimate partner violence face in 

seeking and accessing support in Kazakhstan, as well as in other countries. More in-depth and 

qualitative research is needed to explore women’s attitudes towards the legal and justice services in 

their communities. 

In addition to quantitative study, the Committee has undertaken qualitative study with the purpose 

to explore knowledge and stereotypes concerning violence against women and the impact on 

efficiency of domestic violence response measures, and to identify capacity building needs and 

priorities for the improvement of the situation. 

Qualitative study included 12 focus groups and 27 in-depth interviews that included various 

audiences such as representatives of government agencies; service providers (NGOs and crisis 

centers) for victims of violence; victims and perpetrators. 

In addition to focus groups and in-depth interviews, the Committee was supported by its long-

standing partner – UN Women – to conduct a competition among interviewers for the best life story 

of respondents. In each region, winners were selected to receive commemorative awards from UN 

Women. 

In the course of the competition, many various life stories were told, from very sad to happy ones. 

For example, one of the winners told this story: 

“I was born in a two-parent family. I had a father, mother, grandmother and grandfather, uncles and 
aunts, but by fate’s will I happened to get to an orphanage. For some reason, my parents gave me up. 
Life in the orphanage was difficult but I will not describe it. I grew up underloved though I wanted so 
much to be loved and I got married at 18. I was happy! My beloved man was next to me, though 
rented but we had our dwelling. I gave birth to two children. They are smart and beautiful. At school 
the perform very well, attend theater and dance clubs. Look how many letters of award they have!  
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First years of family life went well. I loved my husband, took care of children and did not notice 
anything bad; however, over time I was noticing that something was happening to my husband. He 
became ill-tempered, shouted at me for no reason, and one day I spotted him with a woman he was 
tenderly hugging and was lit with pleasure. I understood that he was cheating on me. At home I 
decided to talk to him and learn who that woman was and how they were related but I was severely 
beaten by him. I did not appeal to police or told anyone. Then I regretted because he was regularly 
beating me. I had a face swollen from his blows and my tears. But once I did not stand beating and 
called police. He was detained for several days and then released. When he came home he attacked 
me with a knife and almost killed me. Here is my scar on the belly. I survived. He was sentenced but 
not for a long term. While my husband was in prison my uncle was coming to our home. Once he came 
drunken, my girls were at school and I was alone at home. I did not want to let him in but he forced his 
way and attacked me. He was stark mad and I did not know what happened to him but he raped me. 
How awful!? I was sobbing, what a shame! After all he was my relative. He threatened me to keep 
silent otherwise it would be even worse. He did it to me several times. I was silent because I am still 
scared and you are the first one I tell this … 

When my husband was released I filed for divorce. He did not agree; he seemed to like bullying me. 
Though I could not make to continue living with him. Then he agreed to divorce under condition that I 
would not request alimony and continue paying back the loan as it was me to had borrowed 
apartment mortgage. I agreed with this to be as distant from him as possible.  

We divorced but this was not the end to my troubles. He kicked me away with daughters from our 
home while he lived with his mistress in our apartment. I rent an apartment now and continue paying 
back the debt. Only God knows how difficult and achy it is.  

I want to add that I found my parents. But I have better never searched. I had not been wanted before, 
nor they wanted me now. They do not have any relative feelings to me. They do not want my girls 
either. They are rich but never offered any help, never bought a sweet to my children. They are very 
cruel people. It is painful and I feel hurt as we live in the same city and I can see their home from my 
windows. Up till now I have no clue what I did wrong to them. I frequently ask this question to myself 
and cannot find an answer.  

Is it possible that nobody wants me in this world …  I catch myself thinking that I do not want to live 
any more, I feel absolutely done. If it had not been for my children, I would have been up to heaven. I 
must live for the sake of my girls! 

I want to add that recently I met a man and we develop cordial relationship. He says that he loves me. 
Though I am afraid that my sad story will repeat. But there is some hope sparkling in my heart for 
better life. Perhaps my bluebird will come to me in the near future?”…. 

 

However, there were positive stories when changes in a woman’s life were to the better such as this 

one: 

“Beating and being violent to her, each time he tried to intimidate her saying that even if she decided 

to separate from him, wherever she ran away or hided herself he would find her anywhere and kill her, 

sell children to slavery or their body organs. Like this, suffering, this woman has lived many tormenting 

years.  

But one day her life turned over when praying and appealing to God to have this all finished soon she 

met her schoolmate who was desperately in love with her at school. When he asked her how she was 

doing, how was she, children and husband she certainly did not tell him anything. He saw that she kept 

something back and then he found her home address and decided to drop in the evening to see how 

she lived considering that he knew her husband well. He bought toys and fruits to children and called 
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on her. He was struck with what he saw. He saw what became quite common in their family… - 

sobbing children, their mother beaten to death and their father drunken and ferocious. He called 

police and ambulance. Then he told her, “Remember, I will never let anyone hurt you”.    

They live in harmony for five years. Children study and enjoy life after long time with psychologist. She 

says that she never expected her prays to be heard and she would live a peaceful life where she is 

loved, adored and ultimately respected”. 

Given these findings, greater effort is needed from government to increase the capacity of official 

health, legal, and justice services to support and respond to women who are experiencing violence. 

More work needs to be done on enforcement and compliance of legal and justice services to ensure 

adequate sentencing of intimate partner violence cases within the court system in Kazakhstan. 

However, this capacity development must be accompanied by behavior and attitude change at 

multiple levels: within institutions like the police, within communities, and at the individual level. 

This will ensure women in Kazakhstan feel comfortable and confident to report incidents of violence, 

and remove barriers like social stigma that prevent women from accessing the support and justice 

they need. 
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CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
THE HOUSEHOLD SURVEY ON VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN IN KAZAKHSTAN  

It is the first specialised, population-level survey that measures the prevalence and patterns of 
violence against women and its associated health consequences for women in Kazakhstan. Its 
findings indicate that 17 percent of ever-partnered women aged 18-75 reported having experienced 
physical or sexual violence, or both, by an intimate partner in their lifetime. To understand clearly 
dynamics on prevalence of domestic violence, this data could be analysed from perspective of 
dynamics on public attitude towards domestic violence. This was repeatedly assessed within UNICEF 
Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) conducted in Kazakhstan from 2006. According to the 2015 
MICS, 14.2 percent of women believed that a husband/partner might hit or beat his wife/partner in 
at last one of five situations. Women justified a husband’s violence more frequently when a woman 
neglected the children (10.8 percent) or went out without telling her husband (4.1 percent), or 
argued with him (5.4 percent). 1.5 percent of women justified wife-beating if she refused to have sex 
with her husband and 0.7 percent if she burnt the food. These data demonstrate a regress in regard 
of the public attitude to domestic violence, since 2011 MICS demonstrated that 12.2 percent of 
women in Kazakhstan believed that a husband/partner had a right to hit or beat them for at least 
one in a variety of reasons. Women who approved their partner’s violence in most cases agreed and 
justified violence in instances when they neglected children (9.7 percent), or if they demonstrated 
their autonomy, e.g. going out without telling their husbands (3.1 percent) or argued with them (3.7 
percent). Only 1.2 percent of women believed that a partner had a right to hit or beat them if they 
refused to have sex with their partners or if they burnt food (0.8 percent). The percentage of men 
(16.7 percent) who agreed to beat their wives referring at least to one in a variety of reasons was 
higher than women (12.2 percent). 

Studies have indicated the widespread nature of violence against women in Kazakhstan, and this 
Study confirms and expands upon that earlier research through a specific focus on both intimate 
partner violence and non-partner violence. The results of this Study will provide an important 
evidence base upon which the Government of the Republic of Kazakhstan, local non-governmental 
organisations, and other agencies working on violence against women in the country, will be able to 
develop and implement more appropriate and effective policies and programs to both prevent and 
respond to violence. 

The Study was methodologically rigorous and followed international standards for ethical research 
on violence against women. The benefits of conducting careful and ethical research on violence is 
evidenced by the high response rates of the surveys, and the high satisfaction rate reported by 
respondents upon completing the interview. 

The findings of this comprehensive Study illustrate important patterns of violence against women in 
Kazakhstan. The Study results show that women in Kazakhstan are at greatest risk of violence from 
their intimate partners, and that this violence is often frequent and severe, with overlapping forms 
of physical, sexual, and emotional violence, as well as other controlling and abusive behaviours. 
Effective prevention and response to violence against women requires inclusive strategies, long-
term commitment, and coordination among key stakeholders.  

The Study shows that women in Kazakhstan also experience physical and sexual violence by non-
partners, which is most often perpetrated by people known to them, such as by male friends, 
acquaintances, or work colleagues. Women also experience emotional and economic forms of abuse 
from people other than an intimate partner. Further research is required to better understand these 
patterns of emotional and economic abuse that happen within the family home.  

The Republic of Kazakhstan has already made important strides in addressing violence against 
women and girls, including through the Law on Prevention of Domestic Violence, and the Strategy 
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for Gender Inequality in the Republic of Kazakhstan. The following recommendations reflect the 
specific key findings of this study, but build on the Government’s achievements so far. The 
recommendations below are intended to complement and support the existing strategic objectives 
and action strategy outlined in the Family and Gender Policy Concept Paper until 2030. Overall, 
violence prevention and response plans should be multi-sectoral, interlinked, and coordinated in a 
strategic manner. They should also be incorporated into the larger social development, gender 
quality and human rights frameworks and plans. 

These recommendations are informed by international mechanism and normative frameworks, such 
as the Convention on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW), the International 
Conference on the Rights of the Child, the new Sustainable Development Goals and a 2015 
Framework Program to underpin action to prevent violence against women developed by 6 UN 
Agencies (ILO, UNDP, UNESCO, UNFPA, UN Women, UNOHCR) as a joint contemporary knowledge 
and practice in violence prevention with a focus on addressing its root causes, risks and protective 
factors. They are also informed by the latest evidence globally including the Plan of Action recently 
published in the Lancet (Garcia-Moreno et al., 2015).  
 
With regard to availability of health care to victims of violence, there are no social or economic 
barriers to access to such aid for victims of violence in Kazakhstan and such services operate well 
while healthcare workers are motivated to render competent aid. However, the above social norms 
and cultural traditions influencing stereotypes of gender behavior of women sometimes create 
barriers underpinned by culture and related to psychological difficulties to uncover intimate 
experiences and problems related to intimate partner violence. 

The following recommendations first present the key findings from the analysis and what needs to 
change, based on those findings. Examples of programs and approaches are then presented for each 
recommendation. The suggested programs and approaches are just some of the many interventions 
required, and are based on existing evidence of which interventions are promising or effective for 
the prevention of, and response to, violence against women (Fulu and Kerr-Wilson, 2015; Ellsberg et 
al., 2015). They are also based on actions UN Package of Essential Services for Women and Girls 
Subject to Violence (UN, 2015) within the system of multi-sectoral response to gender-based 
violence. The UN Package developed by UN Women, UNFPA, WHO, UNDP and UNODC identifies the 
essential services which need to be provided by coordinated health, social services, police and 
justice sectors, as well as guidelines for the coordination of essential services and governance of of 
coordination processes and mechanisms.  
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Table 7 Key recommendations from the household survey on violence against women in Kazakhstan  

 

Recommendation Key findings Examples of programs and approaches 

Recommendation 1: 

Promote gender equality 
and women’s 
empowerment and 
challenge social norms 
related to the 
acceptability of violence 
against women and the 
subordination of women 
in intimate relationships 
and the family/ 
household. 

Violence against women is driven by gender inequality. 

Direct access to economic resources is an important 
contributor to women’s empowerment and the 
breakdown of social norms that facilitate inequality. The 
Study found that women with a lower monthly per capita 
income, and monthly household income, were more 
likely to experience intimate partner violence. 

Ensure national laws, policies, and institutions in all sectors 
promote equality for women and men and eliminate all forms of 
discrimination against women. To introduce a mandatory gender 
and human rights analysis of all relevant draft laws, policies and 
normative documents to introduce non-discriminatory obligations 
and SDG related commitments on life without discrimination and 
violence for all, equal access to services and resources, equal 
participation in political, economic and social spheres. 

Prioritize the actions/efforts to implement SDG Target 5.2. 
Eliminate all forms of violence against all women and girls in the 
public and private spheres, including trafficking and sexual and 
other types of exploitation by 2030 through improved legal and 
policy enforcement 

Help women realize their involvement in the elimination of 
violence through raising their personal and corporate self-esteem 
in the political and legal culture. 

Develop culturally appropriate outreach and public education and 
media campaigns to challenge widespread social attitudes and 
claims that ‘culture’ and ‘family’ traditions endorse violence 
against women. 

Enhance capacity of education institutions to respond to violence 
against women through effective primary prevention 
interventions. 

Develop skills and income generation programmes that enhance 
women’s economic empowerment to women’s access to and 
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control over financial resources, including increasing financial 
decision-making power and economic independence. Evidence 
suggests that economic empowerment programmes when 
combined with gender transformative training can be effective in 
reducing rates of violence.  

Programs with both men and women, focused on individual-level 
and couple/family-level behaviour change, that aim to build the 
knowledge and skills for respectful, non-violent relationships. 

These programs should promote skills in non-violent methods of 
conflict resolution, anger management, communication, joint 
decision-making, and sharing of housework and childcare. 

Working with people from a young age is important. Building skills, 
rather than just sharing knowledge, has been shown to be most 
effective. 

It is important that these are not one-off activities but, rather, 
involve regular follow-ups with participants to encourage 
sustainable, long-term change.  

Combined economic and social empowerment programs. This 
could include the addition of participatory gender training on to 
existing economic empowerment programs.  

Recommendation 2: 

Promote non-violent 
ways of being a man that 
are oriented towards 
equality and respect 

Men, and especially male partners, are the primary 
perpetrators of violence against women. The Study 
found strong correlations between women’s experiences 
of violence and men’s controlling behaviour. Overall, one 
third of ever-partnered women reported that they had 
experienced at least one form of controlling behaviour; 
and three quarters of women who reported having 
experienced intimate partner violence reported 

Implement sustained school-based and out-of-school 
interventions with boys and girls to promote respectful 
relationships, and social norms that value, respect and empower 
all women and girls. For example, consider further developing the 
program ‘Teaching Children and Youth Non-Violent Behavior’. 

Advocate for the inclusion of human rights and gender-
transformative programming/curricula in schools to increase 
awareness of the criminality of violence against women and 
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experiencing at least one form of controlling behaviour. 

While not all men use violence, the prevalence of male 
violence against women reflects narratives of masculinity 
that rationalize and celebrate male strength, the use of 
violence and men’s control over women. 

women’s rights to protection under the law, to challenge unequal 
gender norms, attitudes and behaviours. 

To train education staff on tools to prevent and respond to 
violence and to establish safe spaces with confidential reporting 
and referral to law enforcement and medical services. Teachers’ 
unions, communities, families and youth have to act as primary 
stakeholders of the education sector that need to be engaged 
(Global guidance on addressing school related gender-based violence, 

UNESCO and UN Women, 2016).  
 

Programs that include support for men’s mental health, including 
skills building for non-violent conflict resolution.  

Work with male role models in a long-term and comprehensive 
ways to promote positive ways ‘to be a man’.  

Promotion of equitable relations in the home, including 
responsible fatherhood, child care, men’s care giving and unpaid 
care work in general. 

Promotion of strategies to end VAW through men involvement. 

Formulation of new methodologies on working with men and 
women in post-conflict resolution. 

Gender transformative approaches on the prevention of harmful 
practices. 

Communication and social marketing campaigns which promote 
non-violent ways of being a man and to reduce social acceptability 
of men’s use of violence.  

Participatory, community-driven projects that engage multiple 
stakeholders and support a process of critical thinking about 
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violence and models of manhood and its consequences.  

Improve formal and informal education to strengthen social norms 
and behaviour against inequality, discrimination, disrespect and 
violence. 

Recommendation 3: 

Address child abuse and 
promote nurturing, 
violence-free family 
environments 

Women who had reported any physical or psychological 
harm against their mother were significantly more likely 
to have also reported experiencing any physical and/or 
sexual intimate partner violence in their lifetime. 

The most common perpetrators of non-partner physical 
violence were reported to be fathers/stepfathers. The 
most common perpetrators of non-partner emotional 
and economic violence were found to be 
mothers/stepmothers and fathers/stepfathers. 

 

Integrate violence against women prevention and response 
strategies into antenatal and prenatal health services. This could 
include training health care professionals on identifying signs and 
symptoms and making referrals as a starting point.  

Positive parenting programs including home visitation and 
outreach by community health workers.  

Communication and social marketing campaigns aimed at reducing 
the social acceptability of child abuse. 

Whole of school approaches on non-violent discipline, including 
components working with teachers, parents, school administrators 
and students.  

Support psycho-social supports for children who experience or 
witness violence.  

Recommendation 4:  

Strengthen the role of 
the health sector in 
preventing and 
responding to violence 
against women 

Establishment of multi-
sectoral, coordinated 
responses to gender-
based violence (GBV), in 

More than one quarter of women who had experienced 
intimate partner violence were injured as a result on at 
least one occasion. Among those women, half were 
injured severely enough to need health care, however 
only 1 in 3 women of those women told the health care 
worker the real cause of the injury.  

Women who had experienced intimate partner violence 
were significantly more likely to report mental health 
problems. 

Women who had reported any physical or sexual 

Expand and strengthen effective, women-centred health services, 
including crisis centres, toll-free crisis lines, and shelters and safe 
houses for women. A range of services should be supported 
including legal, financial, medical, and psychological counselling, 
and skills-building and income generating opportunities, so 
women are not forced to return to dangerous situations because 
of their economic dependence on men. 

Establish residential alcohol and drug treatment programs that 
take violent perpetrators outside their households. 

Increase awareness among health-care providers, policy makers, 
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particular, of key sectors: 
health care, psychosocial 
welfare, police and 
justice) for a 
comprehensive response 
to GBV is essential to 
preventing violence 

 

violence are significantly likely to have negative 
implications for reproductive health. 

managers and public about the health burden of violence against 
women. 

Integrate training on violence against women into health curricula 
to challenge stigmatising attitudes and ensure health providers 
know when and how to ask about violence and respond 
effectively. Health care workers also need training to prepare and 
give evidence in court as new laws are enforced. Similar skills are 
needed for working with victims of other forms of sexual abuse 
and harassment. 

Ensure that violence against women is addressed throughout 
multiple relevant health initiatives – i.e. reproductive, adolescent, 
maternal, child health, mental health, HIV prevention, and 
programs for the prevention of substance abuse.  

Reproductive health services need to be an integral part of the 
coordinated multi-sectoral response to gender-based violence, 
and tailored services to adolescent girls should be established. 

Established mechanisms to promote coordination and 
collaboration and referral among services. Particular care should 
be given to ensure services are inclusive and accessible for groups 
experiencing multiple forms of vulnerability and discrimination, 
including women and children with disabilities. 

Recommendation 5: 

Strengthen the justice 
sector’s capacity to 
enforce existing violence 
against women 
legislation and respond 
to reported incidents of 

 Police and law enforcement training program to strengthen their 
understanding of the issues.  

Support broad-based capacity building to ensure that judiciary and 
law enforcement agencies can apply new legislation. 

Simplify the procedure for bringing legal action against people 
who are accused of intimate partner violence, and physical and/or 
sexual non-partner violence. 
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violence 

Recommendation 6: 

Promote and coordinate 
holistic violence 
prevention and response 
models 

Violence against women in Kazakhstan is widespread, 
cuts across all groups of society, and has major health 
and social consequences. It is also driven by a number of 
interconnected factors that operate across the 
individual, family, community, and society levels. 
Therefore, a comprehensive and coordinated approach is 
needed to respond to and prevent violence against 
women. 

Promote a coordinated gendered response mechanism at the 
national and sub-national levels between ministries, institutions, 
service providers, private sector and other key stakeholders for a 
prevention and response strategy, and for the development of 
knowledge and skills. 

Ensure adequate resources are available to support the 
implementation of national action plans in all relevant sectors, and 
for the engagement of community based support networks and 
women’s movement and women’s organisations. 

Reinforce the structural subdivisions of the Ministry of Internal 
Affairs which are engaged in the prevention and suppression of 
violence. 

Support mechanisms to promote collaboration and coordination 
between all sectors to nurture coherence and efficient use of 
resources, so as to improve services for survivors of violence. For 
example, establish a multi-sectoral Coordinated Response 
Mechanism at the sub-national level in cooperation with provincial 
and district institutions.  

Recommendation 7: 

Conduct further 
qualitative and 
quantitative research, 
and monitoring and 
evaluation of existing 
violence against women 
interventions 

Research and evidence have been vital in highlighting the 
prevalence and severity of violence against women, both 
in Kazakhstan and globally. 

The field of violence prevention is relatively new, 
especially in Kazakhstan, and there is a strong need to 
monitor and evaluate programs and policies to 
determine what is working, what is not, and to 
continually improve efforts. 

Continue to monitor the prevalence of VAW through similar 
population based surveys. 

Use a comprehensive system of data collection and monitoring to 
regularly collect data from relevant stakeholders to monitor and 
evaluate programs aimed at prevention. 

Document the cost and cost-effectiveness of violence 
programming to inform resource planning and priority settings. 
Carefully monitor women’s use of services to promote greater 
access and improve response services. 
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Conduct qualitative research in areas that need to be understood 
better, including women’s support seeking from their own families 
and their attitudes towards customary and state-based legal and 
justice services. 

Documentation and sharing of lessons learned from existing 
programs to prevent and respond to violence against women in 
Kazakhstan.   
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ANNEX 

Annex 1: Supplementary tables 

Supplementary table 1. Breakdown of women’s employment status and household 

livelihoods, among all women (N=14340) 
Employment and livelihoods All women 

Category n % 

Employment status16 

Not employed 5792 40.4 

Employed 8548 59.6 

Occupation 

Employment in the organization, enterprise 6485 45.2 

Employment in selected individuals 979 6.8 

Employment in the peasant or farm 55 0.4 

Employer 96 0.7 

Self-employment (income) 840 5.9 

Contributing (unpaid) family workers 21 0.2 

Members of the cooperative 10 0.1 

The main work on private farms and more 62 0.4 

Does not work for health reasons 184 1.3 

Full-time students 499 3.5 

Housewife 2352 16.4 

Pensioner 2410 16.8 

Not working, but looking for work and ready to start work 253 1.8 

Does not work, but does not looking for work 94 0.7 

Livelihoods 

Employment 10634 74.2 

Self-employment 2157 15.0 

Pensioner 3592 25.1 

Government benefits 1165 8.1 

Other forms of social assistance 281 2.0 

Grant 463 3.2 

Alimony 170 1.2 

Subsistence 1306 9.1 

Income from sale of products produced in personal subsidiary plots 247 1.7 

Income from equity interest in the property of other companies 47 0.3 

Rental 145 1.0 

Deposits 49 0.3 

Dividends 20 0.1 

Help relatives and acquaintances 562 3.9 

Other 192 1.3 

 
 

                                                           
16

See Chapter 3 for more detail on women’s employment status and income. 
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Supplementary table 2. Regional lifetime and current prevalence of physical intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75, by region and by time 

period 
Prevalence of physical 

intimate partner violence by 

region 

Lifetime Past 12 months 

Region (oblast) n % 95% CI n % 95% CI 

Akmola (N=802) 148 18.5 15.9 – 21.3 57 7.1 5.5 – 9.1 

Aktobe (N=829) 110 13.3 11.1 – 15.8 41 5.0 3.7 – 6.7 

Almaty (N=775) 152 19.6 17.0 – 22.6 59 7.6 5.9 – 9.7 

Atyrau (N=781) 148 19.0 16.3 – 21.9 27 3.5 2.4 – 5.0 

West Kazakhstan (N=867) 114 13.2 11.1 – 15.6 31 3.6 2.5 – 5.0 

Zhambyl (N=809) 70 8.7 6.9 – 10.8 15 1.9 1.1 – 3.1 

Karaganda (N=793) 135 17.0 14.6 – 19.8 46 5.8 4.4 – 7.7 

Kostanai (N=881) 175 19.9 17.4 – 22.6 26 3.0 2.0 – 4.3 

Kyzylorda (N=772) 51 7.1 5.4 – 9.2 12 1.7 0.9 – 2.9 

Mangistau (N=780) 144 18.5 15.9 – 21.3 28 3.6 2.5 – 5.2 

South Kazakhstan (N=813) 167 20.5 17.9 – 23.5 39 4.8 3.5 – 6.5 

Pavlodar (N=869) 98 11.3 9.3 – 13.6 18 2.1 1.3 – 3.3 

North Kazakhstan (N=892) 272 30.5 27.6 – 33.6 30 2.4 2.4 – 4.8 

East Kazakhstan (N=806) 178 22.1 19.3 – 25.1 38 4.7 3.4 – 6.4 

Astana city (N=512) 56 10.9 8.5 – 14.0 16 3.1 1.9 – 5.0 

Almaty city (N=702) 65 9.3 7.3 – 11.6 21 3.0 2.0 – 4.5 

 

Supplementary table 3. Regional lifetime and current prevalence of sexual intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75, by region and by time 

period 
Prevalence of sexual intimate 

partner violence by region 
Lifetime Past 12 months 

Region (oblast) n % 95% CI n % 95% CI 

Akmola (N=802) 50 6.2 4.8 – 8.1 32 4.0 2.8 – 5.6 

Aktobe (N=829) 35 4.2 3.0 – 5.8 12 1.5 0.8 – 2.5 

Almaty (N=775) 28 3.6 2.5 – 5.2 6 0.8 0.3 – 1.7 

Atyrau (N=781) 40 5.1 3.8 – 6.9 16 2.1 1.3 – 3.3 

West Kazakhstan (N=867) 13 1.5 0.9 – 2.6 3 0.4 0.1 – 1.2 

Zhambyl (N=809) 10 1.2 0.7 – 2.3 1 0.1 0.02 – 0.9 

Karaganda (N=793) 31 3.9 2.8 – 5.6 12 1.5 0.9 – 2.6 

Kostanai (N=881) 35 4.0 2.9 – 5.5 2 0.2 0.06 – 0.9 

Kyzylorda (N=772) 23 3.2 2.1 – 4.8 8 1.1 0.6 – 2.2 

Mangistau (N=780) 30 3.9 2.7 – 5.5 7 0.9 0.4 – 1.9 

South Kazakhstan (N=813) 46 5.7 4.3 – 7.5 12 1.5 0.8 – 2.6 

Pavlodar (N=869) 20 2.3 1.5 – 3.5 1 0.1 0.02 – 0.8 

North Kazakhstan (N=892) 41 4.6 3.4 – 6.2 6 0.7 0.3 – 1.5 

East Kazakhstan (N=806) 26 3.2 2.2 – 4.7 1 0.1 0.02 – 0.9 

Astana city (N=512) 21 4.1 2.7 – 6.2 4 0.8 0.3 – 2.1 
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Almaty city (N=702) 7 1.0 0.5 – 2.1 0 0.0 - 

 

Supplementary table 4. Regional lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75, by region 

and by time period 
Prevalence of physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner 

violence by region 

Lifetime Past 12 months 

Region (oblast) n % 95% CI n % 95% CI 

Akmola (N=802) 153 19.1 16.5 – 22.0 65 8.1 6.4 – 10.2 

Aktobe (N=829) 112 13.5 11.3 – 16.0 44 5.3 3.8 – 7.1 

Almaty (N=775) 156 20.1 17.4 – 23.1 62 8.0 6.3 – 10.1 

Atyrau (N=781) 152 19.5 16.8 – 22.4 31 4.0 2.8 – 5.6 

West Kazakhstan (N=867) 114 13.2 11.1 – 15.6 31 3.6 2.5 – 5.0 

Zhambyl (N=809) 70 8.7 6.9 – 10.8 15 1.9 1.1 – 3.1 

Karaganda (N=793) 135 17.0 14.6 – 19.8 46 5.8 4.4 – 7.8 

Kostanai (N=881) 176 20.0 17.5 – 22.8 26 3.0 2.0 – 4.3 

Kyzylorda (N=772) 55 7.6 5.9 – 9.8 14 1.9 1.2 – 3.3 

Mangystau (N=780) 149 19.1 16.5 – 22.0 32 4.1 2.9 – 5.7 

South Kazakhstan (N=813) 171 21.0 18.4 – 24.0 40 4.9 3.6 – 6.7 

Pavlodar (N=869) 102 11.7 9.8 – 14.1 19 2.2 1.4 – 3.4 

North Kazakhstan (N=892) 278 31.2 28.2 – 34.3 31 3.5 2.5 – 4.9 

East Kazakhstan (N=806) 180 22.3 19.6 – 25.3 39 4.8 3.6 – 6.6 

Astana city (N=512) 59 11.5 9.0 – 14.6 19 3.7 2.4 – 5.8 

Almaty city (N=702) 65 9.3 7.3 – 11.6 21 3.0 2.0 – 4.5 

 

Supplementary table 5. Breakdown of national prevalence of intimate partner 

violence by urban and rural sites, among ever-partnered women 
Intimate partner violence by site Lifetime Current (past 12 months) 

Site n % n % 

Urban (N=7361) 1209 16.4 302 4.1 

Rural (4960) 826 16.7 281 5.7 

 

Supplementary table 6. Breakdown of national prevalence of intimate partner 

violence by age group, among ever-partnered women 
Intimate partner violence by age group Lifetime Current (past 12 months) 

Age group n % n % 

18-24 years (N=1036) 114 11.0 64 6.2 

25-29 years (N=1593) 222 13.9 88 5.5 

30-39 years (N=2886) 511 17.7 188 6.5 

40-49 years (N=2501) 466 18.6 110 4.4 

50-59 years (N=2350) 435 18.5 96 4.1 

60-75 years (N=1955) 288 14.5 36 1.8 
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Supplementary table 7. Breakdown of national prevalence of intimate partner 

violence by education, among ever-partnered women 
Intimate partner violence by education Lifetime Current (past 12 months) 

Education level n % n % 

Elementary/basic secondary (N=747) 180 24.1 32 4.4 

General secondary (N=2898) 482 16.6 151 5.2 

Technical/professional (N=3942) 784 19.9 232 5.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=4734) 589 12.4 166 3.5 

 

Supplementary table 8. Breakdown of national prevalence of intimate partner 

violence by employment status, among ever-partnered women 
Intimate partner violence by employment status Lifetime Current (past 12 months) 

Employment status n % n % 

Not employed (N=5075) 804 15.8 240 4.7 

Employed (N=7245) 1231 17.0 343 4.7 

 

Supplementary table 9. Breakdown of national prevalence of intimate partner 

violence by average monthly household and per capita income, among ever-

partnered women 
Intimate partner violence by income Lifetime Current (past 12 months) 

Income group n % n % 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=1054) 241 22.9 76 7.2 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=2077) 423 20.4 114 5.5 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=3507) 612 17.5 193 5.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=2618) 365 13.9 85 3.3 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=1926) 244 12.7 63 3.3 

More than 200 000 (N=1138) 150 13.2 51 4.5 

Average monthly per capital income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=2223) 449 20.2 152 6.8 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=2504) 392 15.6 121 4.8 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=2690) 453 16.8 146 5.4 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=2192) 340 15.5 94 4.3 

More than 50 000 (N=2711) 401 14.8 70 2.6 

 

Supplementary table 10. Breakdown of national prevalence of intimate partner 

violence by household size, among ever-partnered women 
Intimate partner violence by household size Lifetime Current (past 12 months) 

Household size n % n % 

1 person (N=876) 211 24.1 24 2.7 

2-3 people (N=5427) 872 16.1 240 4.4 

4-5 people (N=4159) 653 15.7 225 5.4 

6+ people (N=1858) 299 16.1 93 5.0 
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Supplementary table 11. Proportion of women reporting only moderate physical 

violence versus any severe physical violence, among ever-partnered women who 

experienced any physical intimate partner violence in their lifetime and in the past 12 

months 

Severity of physical intimate partner violence 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

Severity n % n % 

Not employed (N=5075) 992 49.8 315 56.9 

Employed (N=7245) 1001 50.2 239 43.1 

 

Supplementary table 12. Frequency of physical violence, sexual violence, and both, 

among ever-partnered women who experienced any intimate partner violence 

Frequency of intimate partner violence 
Score 1 

(Once) 

Score 2-3 

(Several) 

Score >=4 

(Often) 

Frequency n % n % n % 

Physical IPV 324 16.3 593 29.8 1076 54.0 

Sexual IPV 96 21.5 178 39.7 174 38.8 

Physical and/or sexual IPV 313 15.4 566 27.8 1157 56.8 

 

Supplementary table 13. Regional lifetime and current prevalence of emotional 

intimate partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75, by region and by 

time period 
Prevalence of emotional 

intimate partner violence by 

region 

Lifetime Past 12 months 

Region (oblast) n % 95% CI % n 95% CI 

Akmola (N=802) 189 23.6 20.8 – 26.7 84 10.5 8.5 – 12.8 

Aktobe (N=829) 167 20.1 17.5 – 23.0 56 6.8 5.2 – 8.7 

Almaty (N=775) 198 25.6 22.6 – 28.7 94 12.1 10.0 – 14.6 

Atyrau (N=781) 170 21.8 19.0 – 24.8 42 5.4 4.0 – 7.2 

West Kazakhstan (N=867) 113 13.0 10.9 – 15.4 39 4.5 3.3 – 6.1 

Zhambyl (N=809) 63 7.8 6.1 – 9.9 19 2.4 1.5 – 3.7 

Karaganda (N=793) 178 22.5 19.7 – 25.5 72 9.1 7.3 – 11.3 

Kostanai (N=881) 274 31.1 28.1 – 34.2 60 6.8 5.3 – 8.7 

Kyzylorda (N=772) 101 14.0 11.6 – 16.7 29 4.0 2.8 – 5.7 

Mangistau (N=780) 82 10.5 8.5 – 12.9 28 3.6 2.5 – 5.2 

South Kazakhstan (N=813) 210 25.8 22.9 – 29.0 70 8.6 6.9 – 10.7 

Pavlodar (N=869) 130 25.0 12.7 – 17.5 30 3.5 2.4 – 4.9 

North Kazakhstan (N=892) 403 45.2 41.9 – 48.5 94 10.5 8.7 – 12.7 

East Kazakhstan (N=806) 216 26.8 23.8 – 30.0 47 5.8 4.4 – 7.7 

Astana city (N=512) 78 15.2 12.4 – 18.6 30 5.9 4.1 – 8.3 

Almaty city (N=702) 71 10.1 8.1 – 12.6 25 3.6 2.4 – 5.2 
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Supplementary table 14. Regional lifetime and current prevalence of economic 

intimate partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75, by region and by 

time period 
Prevalence of economic 

intimate partner violence by 

region 

Lifetime Past 12 months 

Region (oblast) n % 95% CI % n 95% CI 

Akmola (N=802) 69 8.6 6.8 – 10.8 61 7.6 6.0 – 9.7 

Aktobe (N=829) 39 4.7 3.5 – 6.4 31 3.7 2.6 – 5.3 

Almaty (N=775) 65 8.4 6.6 – 10.6 55 7.1 5.5 – 9.1 

Atyrau (N=781) 41 5.3 3.9 – 7.1 32 4.1 2.9 – 5.7 

West Kazakhstan (N=867) 29 3.3 2.3 – 4.8 27 3.1 2.1 – 4.5 

Zhambyl (N=809) 6 0.7 0.3 – 1.6 5 0.6 0.3 – 1.5 

Karaganda (N=793) 55 6.9 5.4 – 8.9 51 6.4 4.9 – 8.4 

Kostanai (N=881) 42 4.8 3.5 – 6.4 41 4.7 3.4 – 6.3 

Kyzylorda (N=772) 32 4.4 3.1 – 6.2 21 2.9 1.9 – 4.4 

Mangistau (N=780) 20 2.6 1.7 – 3.9 10 1.3 0.07 – 2.4 

South Kazakhstan (N=813) 83 10.2 8.3 – 12.5 69 8.5 6.8 – 10.6 

Pavlodar (N=869) 28 3.2 2.2 – 4.6 26 3.0 2.0 – 4.4 

North Kazakhstan (N=892) 67 7.5 6.0 – 9.4 57 6.4 5.0 – 8.2 

East Kazakhstan (N=806) 59 7.3 5.7 – 9.3 57 7.1 5.5 – 9.1 

Astana city (N=512) 32 6.3 4.4 – 8.7 29 5.7 4.0 – 8.0 

Almaty city (N=702) 33 4.7 3.4 – 6.5 28 4.0 2.8 – 5.7 

 

Supplementary table 15. Overlap of physical, sexual, and emotional violence, among 

ever-partnered women 

Overlap of women's experiences of IPV Lifetime 
Current 

(past 12 months) 

Type of IPV n % n % 

Emotional only 899 7.3 430 3.5 

Physical only 349 2.8 111 0.9 

Sexual only 19 0.2 18 0.1 

Emotional and physical only 1237 10.0 348 2.8 

Sexual and emotional only 23 0.2 10 0.1 

Physical and sexual only 26 0.2 4 <0.1 

Emotional, physical and sexual 380 3.1 92 0.8 

Any emotional/physical/sexual violence 2934 23.8 1012 8.2 

 

Supplementary table 16. Lifetime prevalence of physical, economic, and emotional 

non-partner violence among women aged 18-75, by region 
Prevalence of non-partner violence 

by region 
Physical 
violence 

Economic 
abuse 

Emotional 
abuse 

Region (oblast) n % n % n % 

Akmola (N=913) 55 6.0 56 6.1 125 13.7 

Aktobe (N=926) 7 0.8 45 4.9 92 9.9 
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Almaty (N=873) 29 3.3 85 9.7 170 19.5 

Atyrau (N=928) 45 4.9 70 7.5 164 17.7 

West Kazakhstan (N=939) 17 1.8 6 0.6 81 8.6 

Zhambyl (N=916) 4 0.4 11 1.2 18 2.0 

Karaganda (N=895) 21 2.4 7 0.8 62 6.9 

Kostanai (N=914) 36 3.9 38 4.2 189 20.7 

Kyzylorda (N=879) 21 2.4 160 18.2 221 25.1 

Mangistau (N=905) 10 1.1 23 2.5 73 8.1 

South Kazakhstan (N=896) 52 5.8 71 7.9 119 13.3 

Pavlodar (N=923) 17 1.8 33 3.6 58 6.3 

North Kazakhstan (N=921) 45 4.9 93 10.1 324 35.2 

East Kazakhstan (N=902) 15 1.7 46 5.1 138 15.3 

Astana city (N=723) 9 1.2 47 6.5 52 7.2 

Almaty city (N=887) 15 1.7 10 1.1 35 4.0 

 

Supplementary table 17. Lifetime prevalence of sexual non-partner violence among 

women aged 18-75, by region 

Prevalence of non-partner violence 
by region 

Non-partner 
rape 

Attempted 
rape or other 
sexual violence 

Any non-
partner sexual 
violence 

Region (oblast) n % n % n % 

Akmola (N=913) 17 1.9 22 2.4 25 2.7 

Aktobe (N=926) 6 0.7 11 1.2 13 1.4 

Almaty (N=873) 10 1.2 12 1.4 17 2.0 

Atyrau (N=928) 11 1.2 17 1.8 26 2.8 

West Kazakhstan (N=939) 6 0.6 7 0.8 10 1.1 

Zhambyl (N=916) 2 0.2 2 0.2 2 0.2 

Karaganda (N=895) 6 0.7 3 0.3 7 0.8 

Kostanai (N=914) 12 1.3 13 1.4 9 2.1 

Kyzylorda (N=879) 5 0.5 32 3.6 34 3.9 

Mangistau (N=905) 2 0.2 4 0.4 6 0.7 

South Kazakhstan (N=896) 10 1.1 19 2.1 24 2.7 

Pavlodar (N=923) 7 0.8 14 1.5 17 1.8 

North Kazakhstan (N=921) 6 0.7 14 1.5 17 1.9 

East Kazakhstan (N=902) 1 0.1 3 0.3 4 0.4 

Astana city (N=723) 1 0.1 3 0.4 3 0.4 

Almaty city (N=887) 3 0.3 7 0.8 9 1.0 
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Annex 2: Regional findings 
This Annex presents key findings from the Study individually across all 16 regions. For each region, 
the Annex presents demographic and socioeconomic information, prevalence and patterns of 
intimate partner violence and controlling behaviors, and the prevalence of non-partner violence. 
Regional data presented here has not been weighted, however each table includes national 
percentages for comparison, which have been weighted according to the methodology described in 
Chapter 2. 

Annex 2.1 Akmola 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.1.1 and 2.1.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from Akmola region. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age 
groups, with the largest group aged 60-75 years (19 percent). Overall, 88 percent of women in 
Akmola were classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 
more than half of women (60 percent) were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see 
Chapter 3). 

Table 2.1.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in Akmola 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 79 8.7 15.6 

25-29 years 95 10.4 13.4 

30-34 years 105 11.5 11.4 

35-39 years 95 10.4 10.1 

40-44 years 90 9.9 9.5 

45-49 years 109 11.9 8.8 

50-54 years 87 9.5 9.2 

55-59 years 82 9.0 7.9 

60-75 years 171 18.7 14.1 

Site 

Urban 465 50.9 60.5 

Rural 448 49.1 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 111 12.2 14.1 

Ever partnered 802 87.8 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 93 10.2 5.7 

General secondary 217 23.8 22.0 

Technical/professional education 321 35.2 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 282 30.9 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 92 10.1 8.5 

2-3 people 474 51.9 43.1 

4-5 people 281 30.8 33.4 

6+ people 66 7.2 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 913 14340 
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* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 
weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.1.2 Employment and income status of respondents in Akmola 

Employment and income status of respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 367 40.2 41.1 

Employed 546 59.8 58.9 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 151 16.5 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 236 25.9 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 279 30.6 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 135 14.8 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 83 9.1 15.8 

More than 200 000 29 3.2 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 196 21.5 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 190 20.8 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 240 26.3 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 144 15.8 17.7 

More than 50 000 143 15.7 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 913 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 
weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.1.3 and Figure 2.1.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in Akmola region. See Chapter 1 for definitions 
of the different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the operational 
definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are similar to those observed nationally, with the highest prevalence rates 
reported for emotional violence. However, a higher proportion of ever-partnered women in Akmola 
reported experiencing sexual intimate partner violence in the past 12 months (4 percent compared 
with 1 percent nationally). Overall, 19 percent of ever-partnered women reported experiencing at 
least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 8 percent had 
experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.1.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 
partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Akmola, by type of violence and by 
time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 148 18.5 15.9 - 21.3 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 57 7.1 5.5 - 9.1 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 50 6.2 4.8 - 8.1 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 32 4.0 2.8 - 5.6 1.0 



 110 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 153 19.1 16.5 - 22.0 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 65 8.1 6.4 - 10.2 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 189 23.6 20.8 - 26.6 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 84 10.5 8.5 - 12.8 7.1 

Economic violence 

Lifetime 69 8.6 6.8 - 10.8 6.3 

Current (past 12 months) 61 7.6 6.0 - 9.7 5.4 

Total number ever-partnered women 802 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 
weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 
experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 
or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.1.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 
partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Akmola, by type of violence and by 
time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.1.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in Akmola by 
age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average monthly 
household and per capita income groupings. 

In Akmola, younger women (18-29 years) were found to be more at risk of experiencing intimate 
partner violence, with higher reported rates of physical and/or sexual violence in the 12 months 
before the interview. Ever-partnered women in urban areas reported higher rates of lifetime 
intimate partner violence (34 percent compared with 15 percent in rural sites). Women with higher 
or postgraduate education reported higher rates of both lifetime and current intimate partner 
violence compared with ever-partnered women in lower education categories. Women who were 
categorised as employed also reported higher rates of lifetime and current intimate partner violence 
compared with ever-partnered women who were not employed at the time of the Study. However, 
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women in lower household and per capita income groupings had experienced higher rates of 
intimate partner violence, compared with ever-partnered women who reported higher average 
monthly income. 

Table 2.1.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 
among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Akmola, by indicator and by time period 

Intimate partner violence by key 

indicator 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=39) 7 18.0 7 18.0 11.0 

25-29 years (N=84) 19 22.6 13 15.5 13.9 

30-39 years (N=182) 41 22.5 16 8.8 17.7 

40-49 years (N=178) 39 21.9 11 6.2 18.6 

50-59 years (N=153) 31 20.3 14 9.2 18.5 

60-75 years (N=166) 16 9.6 4 2.4 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=410) 93 33.7 40 9.8 16.4 

Rural (N=392) 60 15.3 25 6.4 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=82) 18 22.0 5 6.1 24.1 

General secondary (N=202) 30 14.9 9 4.5 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=296) 56 18.9 24 8.1 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=222) 49 22.1 27 12.2 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=68) 14 20.6 3 4.4 24.1 

2-3 people (N=416) 86 20.7 42 10.1 16.1 

4-5 people (N=258) 47 18.2 18 7.0 15.7 

6+ people (N=60) 6 10.0 2 3.3 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=324) 45 13.9 18 5.6 15.8 

Employed (N=478) 108 22.6 47 9.8 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=123) 29 23.6 12 9.8 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=209) 43 20.6 22 10.5 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=256) 45 17.6 17 6.6 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=118) 16 13.6 6 5.1 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=72) 17 23.6 7 9.7 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=24) 3 12.5 1 4.2 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=171) 38 22.2 18 10.5 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=174) 24 13.8 9 5.2 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=218) 47 21.6 23 10.6 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=130) 24 18.5 7 5.4 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=109) 20 18.4 8 7.3 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 
weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 
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Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.1.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in Akmola who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner violence. 
Women reported relatively equal proportions of moderate and severe physical intimate partner 
violence, with slightly higher rates of lifetime severe violence (55 percent compared with 45 
percent). 

Figure 2.1.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate partner 
violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate partner 
violence in Akmola, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.1.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical and/or 
sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on how the 
frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in Akmola were much more 
likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off incident. More 
than half of women (63 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual violence had experienced 
this violence often (more than four times), while 24 percent experienced it several times (two or 
three times), and 15 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.1.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 
times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 
sexual intimate partner violence in Akmola 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.1.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in Akmola reported having 
experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the interview. 
Overall, 37 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling behavior in their 
lifetime, while 26 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. At least three 
controlling behaviors were reported by 18 percent of women in their lifetime, and 10 percent in the 
past 12 months. 

Table 2.1.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in the 
past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Akmola, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 115 14.3 67 8.4 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 58 7.2 33 4.1 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 233 29.1 173 21.6 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 88 11.0 43 5.4 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 193 24.1 108 13.5 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 123 15.3 71 8.9 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 40 5.0 18 2.2 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 25 3.1 13 1.6 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 296 36.9 205 25.6 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 145 18.1 78 9.7 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 802 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 
weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.1.6 and Figure 2.1.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In Akmola, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 14 percent of women, while economic 
non-partner abuse was reported by 6 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence was 
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reported by 6 percent of women, and overall 3 percent of women reported ever experiencing any 
non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.1.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 
among women aged 18-75 in Akmola 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic abuse 56 6.1 5.3 

Emotional abuse 125 13.7 12.5 

Physical violence 55 6.0 2.9 

Non-partner rape 17 1.9 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 22 2.4 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 25 2.7 1.5 

Total number women 913 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 
weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.1.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 
among women aged 18-75 in Akmola 
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Annex 2.2 Aktobe 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.2.1 and 2.2.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from Aktobe. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age groups, 
with the largest group aged 35-39 years (14 percent). Overall, 90 percent of women in Aktobe were 
classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 64 percent of 
women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.2.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in Aktobe 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 97 10.5 15.6 

25-29 years 106 11.5 13.4 

30-34 years 104 11.2 11.4 

35-39 years 130 14.0 10.1 

40-44 years 107 11.6 9.5 

45-49 years 85 9.2 8.8 

50-54 years 91 9.8 9.2 

55-59 years 91 9.8 7.9 

60-75 years 115 12.4 14.1 

Site 

Urban 635 68.6 60.5 

Rural 291 31.4 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 97 10.5 14.1 

Ever partnered 829 89.5 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 24 2.6 5.7 

General secondary 199 21.5 22.0 

Technical/professional education 387 41.8 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 316 34.1 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 72 7.8 8.5 

2-3 people 350 37.8 43.1 

4-5 people 370 40.0 33.4 

6+ people 134 14.5 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 926 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.2.2 Employment and income status of respondents in Aktobe 

Employment and income status of respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 332 35.9 41.1 

Employed 594 64.2 58.9 
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Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 48 5.2 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 152 16.4 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 318 34.3 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 242 26.1 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 137 14.8 15.8 

More than 200 000 29 3.1 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 133 14.4 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 248 26.8 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 224 24.2 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 169 18.3 17.7 

More than 50 000 152 16.4 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 926 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.2.3 and Figure 2.2.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in Aktobe. See Chapter 1 for definitions of the 
different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the operational 
definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are similar to those observed nationally, with the highest prevalence rates 
reported for emotional violence. Overall, 14 percent of ever-partnered women reported 
experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 
5 percent had experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.2.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Aktobe, by type of violence and by 

time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 110 13.3 11.1 - 15.8 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 41 5.0 3.7 - 6.7 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 35 4.2 3.0 - 5.8 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 12 1.5 0.8 - 2.5 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 112 13.5 11.3 - 16.0 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 44 5.3 4.0 - 7.1 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 167 20.1 17.5 - 23.0 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 56 6.8 5.2 - 8.7 7.1 

Economic violence 

Lifetime 39 4.7 3.5 - 6.4 6.3 

Current (past 12 months) 31 3.7 2.6 - 5.3 5.4 



 117 

Total number ever-partnered women 829 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.2.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Aktobe, by type of violence and by 

time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.2.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in Aktobe by 
age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average monthly 
household and per capita income groupings. 

In Aktobe, women aged 25-29 and 30-39 years were found to be more at risk of experiencing current 
intimate partner violence (8 and 9 percent respectively), while women aged 40-59 reported the 
highest rates of lifetime intimate partner violence (both 16 percent). Ever-partnered women in rural 
areas reported higher rates of intimate partner violence (17 percent compared with 12 percent in 
urban sites for lifetime prevalence). Women with elementary or secondary education reported 
higher rates of both lifetime intimate partner violence compared with ever-partnered women with 
technical or higher education (21 and 17 percent compared with 14 and 9 percent). Women who 
were categorised as not employed also reported higher rates of current intimate partner violence 
compared with ever-partnered women who were employed at the time of the Study (8 and 4 
percent respectively). However, women in lower household and per capita income groupings had 
generally experienced higher rates of intimate partner violence, compared with ever-partnered 
women who reported higher average monthly income. 

Table 2.2.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Aktobe, by indicator and by time period 
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Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=47) 4 8.5 3 6.4 11.0 

25-29 years (N=89) 9 10.1 7 7.9 13.9 

30-39 years (N=223) 32 14.4 19 8.5 17.7 

40-49 years (N=186) 29 15.6 6 3.2 18.6 

50-59 years (N=173) 27 15.6 6 3.5 18.5 

60-75 years (N=111) 11 9.9 3 2.7 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=572) 68 11.9 25 4.4 16.4 

Rural (N=257) 44 17.1 19 7.4 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=24) 5 20.8 1 4.2 24.1 

General secondary (N=190) 33 17.4 16 8.4 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=351) 50 14.3 22 6.3 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=264) 24 9.1 5 1.9 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=56) 12 21.4 0 0.0 24.1 

2-3 people (N=315) 34 10.8 10 3.2 16.1 

4-5 people (N=338) 47 13.9 25 7.4 15.7 

6+ people (N=120) 19 15.8 9 7.5 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=313) 47 15.0 24 7.7 15.8 

Employed (N=516) 65 12.6 20 3.9 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=42) 10 23.8 4 9.5 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=140) 30 21.4 13 9.3 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=286) 38 13.3 14 4.9 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=219) 22 10.1 10 4.6 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=120) 11 9.2 3 2.5 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=22) 1 4.6 0 0.0 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=121) 32 26.5 19 15.7 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=227) 30 13.2 15 6.6 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=208) 19 9.1 7 3.4 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=146) 14 9.6 1 0.7 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=127) 17 13.4 2 1.6 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.2.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in Aktobe who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner violence. 
Women reported higher rates of severe physical intimate partner violence, with 65 percent 
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experiencing severe acts in their lifetime and 56 percent reporting severe acts in the 12 months 
before the interview. 

Figure 2.2.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate partner 

violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate partner 

violence in Aktobe, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.2.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical and/or 
sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on how the 
frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in Aktobe were much more 
likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off incident. Three 
quarters of women (75 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual violence had experienced 
this violence often (more than four times), while 16 percent experienced it several times (two or 
three times), and 9 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.2.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in Aktobe 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.2.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in Aktobe reported having 
experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the interview. 
Overall, 41 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling behavior in their 
lifetime, while 24 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. At least three 
controlling behaviors were reported by 12 percent of women in their lifetime, and 4 percent in the 
past 12 months. 

Table 2.2.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in the 

past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Aktobe, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 134 16.2 61 7.4 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 43 5.2 7 0.8 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 160 19.3 97 11.7 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 52 6.3 19 2.3 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 293 35.3 163 19.7 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 82 9.9 24 2.9 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 39 4.7 19 2.3 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 3 0.4 0 0.0 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 336 40.5 196 23.6 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 102 12.3 35 4.2 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 829 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.2.6 and Figure 2.2.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In Aktobe, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 10 percent of women, while economic 
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non-partner abuse was reported by 5 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence was 
reported by 1 percent of women, and overall 1 percent of women reported ever experiencing any 
non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.2.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Aktobe 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 45 4.9 5.3 

Emotional violence 92 9.9 12.5 

Physical violence 7 0.8 2.9 

Non-partner rape 6 0.7 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 11 1.2 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 13 1.4 1.5 

Total number women  14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.2.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Aktobe 
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Annex 2.3 Almaty 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.3.1 and 2.3.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from Almaty. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age groups, 
with the largest group aged 60-75 years (15 percent). Overall, 89 percent of women in Almaty were 
classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 56 percent of 
women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.3.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in Almaty 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 84 9.6 15.6 

25-29 years 69 7.9 13.4 

30-34 years 102 11.7 11.4 

35-39 years 102 11.7 10.1 

40-44 years 97 11.1 9.5 

45-49 years 89 10.2 8.8 

50-54 years 96 11.0 9.2 

55-59 years 102 11.7 7.9 

60-75 years 132 15.1 14.1 

Site 

Urban 260 29.8 60.5 

Rural 613 70.2 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 98 11.2 14.1 

Ever partnered 775 88.8 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 75 8.6 5.7 

General secondary 21 29.9 22.0 

Technical/professional education 238 27.3 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 299 34.3 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 63 7.2 8.5 

2-3 people 367 42.0 43.1 

4-5 people 324 37.1 33.4 

6+ people 119 13.6 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 873 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.3.2 Employment and income status of respondents in Almaty 

Employment and income status of respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 385 44.1 41.1 

Employed 488 55.9 58.9 
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Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 79 9.1 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 182 20.9 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 291 33.3 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 167 19.1 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 110 12.6 15.8 

More than 200 000 44 5.0 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 208 23.8 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 190 21.8 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 177 20.3 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 138 15.8 17.7 

More than 50 000 160 18.3 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 873 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.3.3 and Figure 2.3.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in Almaty. See Chapter 1 for definitions of the 
different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the operational 
definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are similar to those observed nationally, with the highest prevalence rates 
reported for emotional violence. Overall, 20 percent of ever-partnered women reported 
experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 
8 percent had experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.3.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Almaty, by type of violence and by 

time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 152 19.6 17.0 - 22.6 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 59 7.6 5.9 - 9.7 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 28 3.6 2.5 - 5.2 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 6 0.8 0.3 - 1.7 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 156 20.1 17.4 - 23.1 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 62 8.0 6.3 - 10.1 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 198 25.6 22.6 - 28.7 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 94 12.1 10.0 - 14.6 7.1 

Economic violence 

Lifetime 65 8.4 6.6 - 10.6 6.3 

Current (past 12 months) 55 7.1 5.5 - 9.1 5.4 
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Total number ever-partnered women 755 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.3.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Almaty, by type of violence and by 

time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.3.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in Almaty by 
age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average monthly 
household and per capita income groupings. 

In Almaty, women aged 30-39 years reported the highest rates of current intimate partner violence 
(12 percent), while women aged 30-59 reported the highest rates of lifetime intimate partner 
violence (between 22 and 23 percent). Ever-partnered women in rural areas reported higher rates of 
intimate partner violence in the 12 months before the interview (9 percent compared with 5 percent 
in rural sites). Women with only elementary or basic education reported higher rates of lifetime 
intimate partner violence (37 percent) compared with ever-partnered women in higher education 
categories, however women with technical or professional education reported higher rates of 
current intimate partner violence (10 percent). Reports of intimate partner violence were relatively 
equal between ever-partnered women who were categorised as employed and not employed. 
However, women in lower household and per capita income groupings had generally experienced 
higher rates of intimate partner violence, compared with ever-partnered women who reported 
higher average monthly income. 

Table 2.3.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Almaty, by indicator and by time period 
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Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=40) 7 17.5 3 7.5 11.0 

25-29 years (N=56) 8 14.3 4 7.1 13.9 

30-39 years (N=183) 40 21.9 22 12.0 17.7 

40-49 years (N=181) 40 22.1 13 7.2 18.6 

50-59 years (N=188) 44 23.4 14 7.5 18.5 

60-75 years (N=127) 17 13.4 6 4.7 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=241) 46 19.1 12 5.0 16.4 

Rural (N=534) 110 20.6 50 9.4 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=70) 26 37.1 4 5.7 24.1 

General secondary (N=246) 44 17.9 20 8.1 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=221) 46 20.8 22 10.0 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=238) 40 16.8 16 6.7 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=39) 11 28.2 2 5.1 24.1 

2-3 people (N=326) 58 17.8 26 8.0 16.1 

4-5 people (N=302) 66 21.9 28 9.3 15.7 

6+ people (N=108) 21 19.4 6 5.6 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=347) 73 21.0 34 9.8 15.8 

Employed (N=428) 83 19.4 28 6.5 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=71) 13 18.3 7 9.9 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=166) 38 22.9 14 8.4 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=206) 58 22.3 22 8.5 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=138) 25 18.1 5 3.6 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=98) 17 17.4 9 9.2 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=42) 5 11.9 5 11.9 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=198) 39 19.7 12 6.1 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=173) 41 23.7 14 8.1 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=155) 37 23.9 21 13.6 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=121) 17 14.1 7 5.8 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=128) 22 17.2 8 6.3 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.3.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in Almaty who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner violence. 
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Women reported higher rates of moderate physical violence both in their lifetime and in the 12 
months before the interview (59 percent and 54 percent respectively. 

Figure 2.3.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate partner 

violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate partner 

violence in Almaty, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.3.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical and/or 
sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on how the 
frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in Almaty were much more 
likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off incident. Nearly 
half of women (47 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual violence had experienced this 
violence often (more than four times), while 37 percent experienced it several times (two or three 
times), and 17 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.3.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in Almaty 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.3.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in Almaty reported having 
experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the interview. 
Overall, 36 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling behavior in their 
lifetime, while 20 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. At least three 
controlling behaviors were reported by 16 percent of women in their lifetime, and 5 percent in the 
past 12 months. 

Table 2.3.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in the 

past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Almaty, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 111 14.3 43 5.6 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 44 5.7 16 2.1 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 224 28.9 126 16.3 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 56 7.2 21 2.7 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 175 22.6 72 9.3 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 77 9.9 22 2.8 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 52 6.7 23 3.0 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 9 1.2 2 0.3 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 282 36.4 151 19.5 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 120 15.5 39 5.0 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 775 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.3.6 and Figure 2.3.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In Almaty, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 20 percent of women, while economic 
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non-partner abuse was reported by 1 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence was 
reported by 3 percent of women, and overall 2 percent of women reported ever experiencing any 
non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.3.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Almaty 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 85 0.7 5.3 

Emotional violence 170 19.5 12.5 

Physical violence 29 3.3 2.9 

Non-partner rape 10 1.2 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 12 1.4 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 17 2.0 1.5 

Total number women 873 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.3.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Almaty 
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Annex 2.4 Atyrau 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.4.1 and 2.4.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from Atyrau. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age groups, 
with the largest group aged 18-24 years (17 percent). Overall, 84 percent of women in Atyrau were 
classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 58 percent of 
women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.4.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in Atyrau 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 156 16.8 15.6 

25-29 years 128 13.8 13.4 

30-34 years 102 11.0 11.4 

35-39 years 112 12.1 10.1 

40-44 years 108 11.6 9.5 

45-49 years 89 9.6 8.8 

50-54 years 79 8.5 9.2 

55-59 years 59 6.4 7.9 

60-75 years 95 10.2 14.1 

Site 

Urban 580 62.5 60.5 

Rural 348 37.5 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 147 15.8 14.1 

Ever partnered 781 84.2 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 45 4.9 5.7 

General secondary 240 25.9 22.0 

Technical/professional education 254 27.4 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 389 41.9 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 26 2.8 8.5 

2-3 people 262 8.2 43.1 

4-5 people 391 42.1 33.4 

6+ people 249 26.8 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 928 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.4.2 Employment and income status of respondents in Atyrau 

Employment and income status of 

respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 393 42.4 41.1 
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Employed 535 57.7 58.9 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 15 1.6 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 60 6.5 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 157 6.9 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 254 27.4 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 245 26.4 15.8 

More than 200 000 197 21.2 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 60 6.5 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 220 23.7 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 280 30.2 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 190 20.5 17.7 

More than 50 000 178 19.2 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 928 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.4.3 and Figure 2.4.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in Atyrau. See Chapter 1 for definitions of the 
different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the operational 
definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are similar to those observed nationally, with the highest prevalence rates 
reported for emotional violence. Overall, 20 percent of ever-partnered women reported 
experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 
4 percent had experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.4.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Atyrau, by type of violence and by time 

period 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 148 19.0 16.3 - 21.9 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 27 3.5 2.4 - 5.0 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 40 5.1 3.8 - 6.9 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 16 2.1 1.3 - 3.3 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 152 19.5 16.8 - 22.4 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 31 4.0 2.8 - 5.6 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 170 21.8 19.0 - 24.8 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 42 5.4 4.0 - 7.2 7.1 

Economic violence 

Lifetime 41 5.3 3.9 - 7.1 6.3 
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Current (past 12 months) 32 4.1 2.9 - 5.7 5.4 

Total number ever-partnered women 781 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.4.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Atyrau, by type of violence and by time 

period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.4.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in Atyrau by 
age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average monthly 
household and per capita income groupings. 

In Atyrau, younger women (25-29 years) were found to be more at risk of experiencing current 
intimate partner violence, with 10 percent reporting physical and/or sexual violence in the 12 
months before the interview. However, lifetime prevalence varies across different age groups. Ever-
partnered women in rural areas reported higher rates of both lifetime and current intimate partner 
violence (26and 7 percent respectively). Women with elementary or secondary education reported 
higher rates of lifetime intimate partner violence compared with ever-partnered women with 
technical or higher education, however women with technical education reported the highest rates 
of current violence (8 percent). Reports of intimate partner violence were relatively equal between 
ever-partnered women who were categorised as employed and not employed. In general, women in 
lower household and per capita income groupings had experienced higher rates of intimate partner 
violence, compared with ever-partnered women who reported higher average monthly income. 

Table 2.4.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Atyrau, by indicator and by time period 
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indicator (past 12 months) (lifetime) 

Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=53) 5 9.4 2 3.8 11.0 

25-29 years (N=103) 26 25.2 10 9.7 13.9 

30-39 years (N=208) 42 20.2 11 5.3 17.7 

40-49 years (N=190) 30 15.8 4 2.1 18.6 

50-59 years (N=135) 28 20.7 4 3.0 18.5 

60-75 years (N=92) 21 22.8 0 0.0 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=467) 71 15.2 8 1.7 16.4 

Rural (N=314) 81 25.8 23 7.3 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=38) 10 26.3 0 0.0 24.1 

General secondary (N=218) 56 25.7 7 3.2 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=228) 45 19.7 17 7.5 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=297) 41 13.8 7 2.4 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=19) 9 47.4 0 0.0 24.1 

2-3 people (N=224) 40 17.9 6 2.7 16.1 

4-5 people (N=316) 67 21.2 13 4.1 15.7 

6+ people (N=222) 36 16.2 12 5.4 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=331) 64 19.3 13 3.9 15.8 

Employed (N=450) 88 19.6 18 4.0 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=13) 5 38.5 0 0.0 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=48) 16 33.3 2 4.2 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=129) 32 24.8 9 7.0 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=221) 49 22.1 12 5.4 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=199) 4 12.1 3 1.5 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=171) 26 15.2 5 2.9 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=48) 13 27.1 3 6.3 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=196) 42 21.4 12 6.1 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=235) 42 17.9 10 4.3 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=155) 33 21.3 5 3.2 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=147) 22 15.0 1 0.7 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.4.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in Atyrau who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner violence. 
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Women reported relatively equal proportions of moderate and severe physical intimate partner 
violence, with slightly higher rates of lifetime moderate violence (56 percent compared with 44 
percent). 

Figure 2.4.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate partner 

violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate partner 

violence in Atyrau, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.4.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical and/or 
sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on how the 
frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in Atyrau were much more 
likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off incident. More 
than one third of women (38 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual violence had 
experienced this violence often (more than four times), while 41 percent experienced it several 
times (two or three times), and 21 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.4.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in Atyrau 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.4.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in Atyrau reported having 
experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the interview. 
Overall, 44 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling behavior in their 
lifetime, while 19 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. At least three 
controlling behaviors were reported by 10 percent of women in their lifetime, and 4 percent in the 
past 12 months. 

Table 2.4.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in the 

past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Atyrau, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 96 12.3 41 5.3 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 25 3.2 9 1.2 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 175 22.4 85 10.9 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 25 3.2 5 0.6 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 294 37.6 94 12.0 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 45 5.8 17 2.2 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 1 0.1 1 0.1 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 6 0.8 3 0.4 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 346 44.3 145 18.6 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 79 10.1 28 3.6 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 781 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.4.6 and Figure 2.4.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In Atyrau, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 18 percent of women, while economic 
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non-partner abuse was reported by 8 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence was 
reported by 5 percent of women, and overall 3 percent of women reported ever experiencing any 
non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.4.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Atyrau 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 70 7.5 5.3 

Emotional violence 164 17.7 12.5 

Physical violence 45 4.9 2.9 

Non-partner rape 11 1.2 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 17 1.8 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 26 2.8 1.5 

Total number women 928 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.4.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Atyrau 
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Annex 2.5 West Kazakhstan 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.5.1 and 2.5.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from West Kazakhstan. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age 
groups, with the largest groups aged25-29 and 60-75 years (both 14 percent). Overall, 92 percent of 
women in West Kazakhstan were classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of 
employment and income, 58 percent of women were classified as employed at the time of the Study 
(see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.5.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in West Kazakhstan 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 103 11.0 15.6 

25-29 years 132 14.1 13.4 

30-34 years 109 11.6 11.4 

35-39 years 85 9.1 10.1 

40-44 years 91 9.7 9.5 

45-49 years 88 9.4 8.8 

50-54 years 104 11.1 9.2 

55-59 years 97 10.3 7.9 

60-75 years 130 13.8 14.1 

Site 

Urban 558 59.4 60.5 

Rural 381 40.6 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 72 7.7 14.1 

Ever partnered 867 92.3 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 55 5.9 5.7 

General secondary 205 21.8 22.0 

Technical/professional education 285 30.4 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 394 42.0 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 63 6.7 8.5 

2-3 people 385 41.0 43.1 

4-5 people 376 40.0 33.4 

6+ people 115 12.3 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 939 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.5.2 Employment and income status of respondents in West Kazakhstan 

Employment and income status of respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 397 42.3 41.1 
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Employed 542 57.7 58.9 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 69 7.4 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 93 9.9 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 254 27.1 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 228 24.3 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 221 23.5 15.8 

More than 200 000 74 7.9 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 121 12.9 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 174 18.5 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 216 23.0 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 221 23.5 17.7 

More than 50 000 207 22.0 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 939 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.5.3 and Figure 2.5.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in West Kazakhstan. See Chapter 1 for 
definitions of the different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the 
operational definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are relatively similar to those observed nationally, however in general reports of 
lifetime and current intimate partner violence are lower, with the highest prevalence rates reported 
for physical and emotional violence. Overall, 13 percent of ever-partnered women reported 
experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 
4 percent had experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.5.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in West Kazakhstan, by type of violence 

and by time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 114 13.2 11.1 - 15.6 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 31 3.6 2.5 - 5.0 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 13 1.5 0.9 - 2.6 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 3 0.4 0.1 - 1.1 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 114 13.2 11.1 - 15.6 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 31 3.6 2.5 - 5.0 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 113 13.0 10.9 - 15.4 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 39 4.5 3.3 - 6.1 7.1 

Economic violence 



 138 

Lifetime 29 3.3 2.3 - 4.8 6.3 

Current (past 12 months) 27 3.1 2.1 - 4.5 5.4 

Total number ever-partnered women 867 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.5.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in West Kazakhstan, by type of violence 

and by time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.5.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in West 
Kazakhstan by age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average 
monthly household and per capita income groupings. 

In West Kazakhstan, women aged 30-39 years reported the highest rates of current intimate partner 
violence, while lifetime intimate partner violence was relatively even across ever-partnered women 
aged 25-59 years (between 14-15 percent). Ever-partnered women in urban areas reported higher 
rates of current intimate partner violence (5 percent compared with 1 percent in rural sites), 
however lifetime experiences of violence were relatively even across urban and rural areas. Women 
with technical or professional education reported higher rates of both lifetime and current intimate 
partner violence compared with women in other education categories. Reports of intimate partner 
violence were relatively equal between ever-partnered women who were categorised as employed 
and not employed. In general, women in lower household and per capita income groupings had 
experienced higher rates of intimate partner violence, compared with ever-partnered women who 
reported higher average monthly income. 

Table 2.5.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in West Kazakhstan, by indicator and by time period 
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Intimate partner violence by key 

indicator Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=62) 4 6.5 1 1.6 11.0 

25-29 years (N=122) 18 14.8 3 2.5 13.9 

30-39 years (N=188) 27 14.4 9 4.8 17.7 

40-49 years (N=175) 24 13.7 6 3.4 18.6 

50-59 years (N=195) 29 14.9 11 5.6 18.5 

60-75 years (N=125) 12 9.6 1 0.8 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=510) 71 13.9 26 5.1 16.4 

Rural (N=357) 43 12.0 5 1.4 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=50) 7 14.0 0 0.0 24.1 

General secondary (N=200) 24 12.0 9 4.5 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=270) 42 15.6 14 5.2 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=347) 41 11.8 8 2.3 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=42) 2 4.8 1 2.4 24.1 

2-3 people (N=362) 60 16.6 23 6.4 16.1 

4-5 people (N=356) 42 11.8 6 1.7 15.7 

6+ people (N=107) 10 9.4 1 0.9 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=372) 45 12.1 14 3.8 15.8 

Employed (N=495) 69 13.9 17 3.4 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=59) 14 23.7 4 6.8 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=87) 10 11.5 3 3.5 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=240) 32 13.3 13 5.4 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=210) 30 14.3 7 3.3 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=200) 18 9.0 2 1.0 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=71) 10 14.1 2 2.8 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=114) 20 17.5 3 2.6 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=168) 22 13.1 7 4.2 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=201) 23 11.4 5 2.5 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=205) 31 15.1 12 5.9 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=179) 18 10.1 4 2.2 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.5.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
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partnered women in West Kazakhstan who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner 
violence. Women reported higher rates of severe physical violence both over their lifetime and in 
the 12 months before the interview (58 percent and 74 percent respectively). 

Figure 2.5.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate partner 

violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate partner 

violence in West Kazakhstan, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.5.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical and/or 
sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on how the 
frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in West Kazakhstan were 
much more likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off 
incident. More than half of women (60 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual violence 
had experienced this violence often (more than four times), while 31 percent experienced it several 
times (two or three times), and 10 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.5.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in West Kazakhstan 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.5.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in West Kazakhstan 
reported having experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before 
the interview. Overall, 17 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling 
behavior in their lifetime, while 9 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. 
At least three controlling behaviors were reported by 8 percent of women in their lifetime, and 4 
percent in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.5.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in the 

past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in West Kazakhstan, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 72 8.3 34 3.9 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 31 3.6 18 2.1 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 83 9.6 52 6.0 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 52 6.0 30 3.5 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 101 11.7 46 5.3 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 49 5.7 28 3.2 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 25 2.9 17 2.0 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 3 0.4 3 0.4 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 147 17.0 77 8.9 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 68 7.8 36 4.2 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 867 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.5.6 and Figure 2.5.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In West Kazakhstan, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 9 percent of women, while 

9.7 

30.7 

59.6 

Physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

Once

Several times

Often



 142 

economic non-partner abuse was reported by 1 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence 
was reported by 2 percent of women, and overall 1 percent of women reported ever experiencing 
any non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.5.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in West Kazakhstan 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 6 0.6 5.3 

Emotional violence 81 8.6 12.5 

Physical violence 17 1.8 2.9 

Non-partner rape 6 0.6 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 7 0.8 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 10 1.1 1.5 

Total number women 939 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.5.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in West Kazakhstan 
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Annex 2.6 Zhambyl 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.6.1 and 2.6.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from Zhambyl. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age groups, 
with the largest group aged 60-75 years (14 percent). Overall, 88 percent of women in Zhambyl were 
classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 59 percent of 
women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.6.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in Zhambyl 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 85 9.3 15.6 

25-29 years 94 10.3 13.4 

30-34 years 115 12.6 11.4 

35-39 years 113 12.3 10.1 

40-44 years 109 11.9 9.5 

45-49 years 81 8.8 8.8 

50-54 years 105 11.5 9.2 

55-59 years 83 9.1 7.9 

60-75 years 131 14.3 14.1 

Site 

Urban 471 51.4 60.5 

Rural 445 48.6 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 107 11.7 14.1 

Ever partnered 809 88.3 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 88 9.6 5.7 

General secondary 306 33.4 22.0 

Technical/professional education 157 17.1 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 365 39.9 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 59 6.4 8.5 

2-3 people 353 38.5 43.1 

4-5 people 331 36.1 33.4 

6+ people 173 18.9 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 916 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.6.2 Employment and income status of respondents in Zhambyl 

Employment and income status of 

respondents 
All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 374 40.8 41.1 
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Employed 542 59.2 58.9 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 199 21.7 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 239 26.1 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 239 26.1 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 144 15.7 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 89 9.7 15.8 

More than 200 000 6 0.7 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 354 38.7 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 211 23.0 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 192 21.0 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 91 9.9 17.7 

More than 50 000 68 7.4 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 916 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.6.3 and Figure 2.6.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in Zhambyl. See Chapter 1 for definitions of 
the different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the operational 
definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are relatively similar to those observed nationally, however in general reports of 
lifetime and current intimate partner violence are lower, with the highest prevalence rates reported 
for physical violence. Overall, 9 percent of ever-partnered women reported experiencing at least 
one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 2 percent had 
experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.6.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Zhambyl, by type of violence and by 

time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner 

violence 
Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 70 8.7 6.9 - 10.8 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 15 1.9 1.1 - 3.1 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 10 1.2 0.7 - 2.3 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 1 0.1 0.02 - 0.9 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 70 8.7 6.9 - 10.8 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 15 1.9 1.1 - 3.1 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 63 7.8 6.1 - 9.9 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 19 2.4 1.5 - 3.7 7.1 
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Economic violence 

Lifetime 6 0.7 0.3 - 1.6 6.3 

Current (past 12 months) 5 0.6 0.3 - 1.5 5.4 

Total number ever-partnered women 809 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.6.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Zhambyl, by type of violence and by 

time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.6.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in Zhambyl 
by age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average monthly 
household and per capita income groupings. 

In Zhambyl, women aged 30-39 and 40-49 years reported the highest rates of lifetime intimate 
partner violence (14 percent and 12 percent respectively), and of current intimate partner violence 
(4 percent and 3 percent respectively). Ever-partnered women in urban areas reported higher rates 
of lifetime intimate partner violence (13 percent compared with 5 percent in rural sites). There was 
not a considerable variance in reports of lifetime or current intimate partner violence when 
comparing ever-partnered women with different levels of education. Women who were categorised 
as employed also reported higher rates of lifetime intimate partner violence compared with ever-
partnered women who were not employed at the time of the Study. In general, women in lower 
household and per capita income groupings had experienced higher rates of intimate partner 
violence, compared with ever-partnered women who reported higher average monthly income. 
However there are some outliers in the highest income groupings. 

Table 2.6.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Zhambyl, by indicator and by time period 
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Intimate partner violence by key 

indicator 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=36) 2 5.6 0 0.0 11.0 

25-29 years (N=76) 4 5.3 0 0.0 13.9 

30-39 years (N=209) 29 13.9 8 3.8 17.7 

40-49 years (N=183) 21 11.5 5 2.7 18.6 

50-59 years (N=179) 12 6.7 2 1.1 18.5 

60-75 years (N=126) 2 1.6 0 0.0 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=413) 52 12.6 9 2.2 16.4 

Rural (N=396) 18 4.6 6 1.5 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=85) 8 9.4 0 0.0 24.1 

General secondary (N=287) 27 9.4 8 2.8 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=145) 12 8.3 1 0.7 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=292) 23 7.9 6 2.1 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=38) 5 13.2 0 0.0 24.1 

2-3 people (N=315) 27 8.6 7 2.2 16.1 

4-5 people (N=294) 30 10.2 5 1.7 15.7 

6+ people (N=162) 8 4.9 3 1.9 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=346) 17 4.9 5 1.5 15.8 

Employed (N=463) 53 11.5 10 2.2 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=178) 17 9.6 6 3.4 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=214) 24 11.2 4 1.9 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=211) 19 9.0 3 0.4 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=124) 5 4.0 1 0.8 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=79) 4 5.1 0 0.0 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=3) 1 33.3 1 33.3 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=324) 34 10.5 11 3.4 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=196) 11 5.6 2 1.0 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=168) 14 8.3 0 0.0 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=74) 5 6.8 0 0.0 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=47) 6 12.8 2 4.3 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.6.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
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partnered women in Zhambyl who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner violence. 
Women generally reported higher rates of moderate lifetime and current physical violence (54 
percent and 60 percent respectively). 

Figure 2.6.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate partner 

violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate partner 

violence in Zhamybl, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.6.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical and/or 
sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on how the 
frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in Zhambyl were much more 
likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off incident. Nearly 
half of women (46 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual violence had experienced this 
violence often (more than four times), while 30 percent experienced it several times (two or three 
times), and 24 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.6.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in Zhambyl 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.6.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in Zhambyl reported having 
experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the interview. 
Overall, 16 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling behavior in their 
lifetime, while 7 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. At least three 
controlling behaviors were reported by 7 percent of women in their lifetime, and 2 percent in the 
past 12 months. 

Table 2.6.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in the 

past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Zhambyl, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 57 7.1 19 2.4 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 40 4.9 5 0.6 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 81 10.0 35 4.3 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 26 3.2 4 0.5 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 90 11.1 33 4.1 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 28 3.5 6 0.7 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 27 3.3 16 2.0 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 6 0.7 0 0.0 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 133 16.4 59 7.3 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 54 6.7 13 1.6 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 809 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.6.6 and Figure 2.6.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In Zhambyl, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 2 percent of women, while economic 
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non-partner abuse was reported by 1 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence was 
reported by 0.4 percent of women, and overall 0.2 percent of women reported ever experiencing 
any non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.6.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Zhambyl 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 11 1.2 5.3 

Emotional violence 18 2.0 12.5 

Physical violence 4 0.4 2.9 

Non-partner rape 2 0.2 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 2 0.2 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 2 0.2 1.5 

Total number women 916 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.6.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Zhambyl 
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Annex 2.7 Karaganda 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.7.1 and 2.7.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from Karaganda. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age 
groups, with the largest group aged 60-75 years (18 percent). Overall, 87 percent of women in 
Karaganda were classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 
62 percent of women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.7.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in Karaganda 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 77 8.6 15.6 

25-29 years 100 11.2 13.4 

30-34 years 84 9.4 11.4 

35-39 years 101 11.3 10.1 

40-44 years 95 10.6 9.5 

45-49 years 83 9.3 8.8 

50-54 years 105 11.7 9.2 

55-59 years 91 10.2 7.9 

60-75 years 159 17.8 14.1 

Site 

Urban 742 82.9 60.5 

Rural 153 17.1 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 102 11.4 14.1 

Ever partnered 793 88.6 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 51 5.7 5.7 

General secondary 163 18.2 22.0 

Technical/professional education 396 44.3 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 285 31.8 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 137 15.3 8.5 

2-3 people 458 51.2 43.1 

4-5 people 59 28.9 33.4 

6+ people 41 4.6 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 895 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.7.2 Employment and income status of respondents in Karaganda 

Employment and income status of respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 339 37.9 41.1 

Employed 556 62.1 58.9 
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Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 106 11.8 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 170 19.0 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 280 31.3 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 157 17.5 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 129 14.4 15.8 

More than 200 000 53 5.9 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 116 13.0 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 127 14.2 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 214 23.9 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 193 21.6 17.7 

More than 50 000 245 27.4 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 895 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.7.3 and Figure 2.7.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in Karaganda. See Chapter 1 for definitions of 
the different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the operational 
definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are similar to those observed nationally, with the highest prevalence rates 
reported for emotional violence. Overall, 17 percent of ever-partnered women reported 
experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 
6 percent had experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.7.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Karaganda, by type of violence and by 

time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner 

violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 135 17.0 14.6 - 19.8 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 46 5.8 4.4 - 7.7 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 31 3.9 2.8 - 5.6 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 12 1.5 0.9 - 2.6 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 135 17.0 14.6 - 19.8 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 46 5.8 4.4 - 7.7 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 178 22.5 19.7 - 25.5 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 72 9.1 7.3 - 11.3 7.1 

Economic violence 

Lifetime 55 6.9 5.4 - 8.9 6.3 
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Current (past 12 months) 51 6.4 4.9 - 8.4 5.4 

Total number ever-partnered women 793 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.7.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Karaganda, by type of violence and by 

time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.7.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in 
Karaganda by age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average 
monthly household and per capita income groupings. 

In Karaganda, women aged 50-59 and 30-39 years reported higher rates of lifetime intimate partner 
violence (20 percent and 19 percent respectively), while women aged 18-24 reported the highest 
rates of intimate partner violence in the 12 months before the interview (12 percent). Ever-
partnered women in rural areas reported higher rates of current intimate partner violence (9 
percent compared with 5 percent in rural sites). Women with elementary or basic secondary 
education reported higher rates of both lifetime and current intimate partner violence compared 
with ever-partnered women in higher education categories. Reports of intimate partner violence 
were relatively equal between ever-partnered women who were categorised as employed and not 
employed. In general, women in lower household and per capita income groupings had experienced 
higher rates of intimate partner violence, compared with ever-partnered women who reported 
higher average monthly income. 

Table 2.7.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Karaganda, by indicator and by time period 
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indicator (past 12 months) (lifetime) 

Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=33) 5 15.2 4 12.1 11.0 

25-29 years (N=81) 12 14.8 7 8.6 13.9 

30-39 years (N=174) 33 19.0 13 7.5 17.7 

40-49 years (N=170) 26 15.3 11 6.5 18.6 

50-59 years (N=183) 36 19.7 5 2.7 18.5 

60-75 years (N=152) 23 15.1 6 4.0 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=651) 109 16.7 33 5.1 16.4 

Rural (N=142) 26 18.3 13 9.2 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=48) 14 29.2 5 10.4 24.1 

General secondary (N=151) 26 17.2 11 7.3 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=361) 68 18.8 21 5.8 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=233) 27 11.5 9 3.9 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=94) 23 24.5 6 6.4 24.1 

2-3 people (N=430) 76 17.7 19 4.4 16.1 

4-5 people (N=233) 34 14.6 20 8.6 15.7 

6+ people (N=36) 2 5.6 1 2.8 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=302) 46 15.2 14 4.6 15.8 

Employed (N=491) 89 18.1 32 6.5 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=86) 23 26.7 12 14.0 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=152) 31 20.4 11 7.2 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=252) 44 17.5 12 4.8 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=145) 24 16.6 7 4.8 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=112) 11 9.8 3 2.7 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=46) 2 4.4 1 2.2 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=100) 22 22.0 15 15.0 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=121) 19 15.7 5 4.1 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=197) 29 14.7 12 6.1 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=176) 33 18.8 10 5.7 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=199) 32 16.1 4 2.0 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.7.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in Karaganda who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner 
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violence. Women reported higher rates of severe physical violence in their lifetime (70 percent 
compared with 30 percent), and relatively equal proportions of moderate and severe physical 
violence in the past 12 months (52 percent and 48 percent respectively). 

Figure 2.7.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate partner 

violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate partner 

violence in Karaganda, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.7.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical and/or 
sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on how the 
frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in Karaganda were much 
more likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off incident. 
Nearly three quarters of women (74 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual violence had 
experienced this violence often (more than four times), while 16 percent experienced it several 
times (two or three times), and 10 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.7.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in Karaganda 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.7.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in Karaganda reported 
having experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the 
interview. Overall, 31 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling behavior 
in their lifetime, while 20 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. At least 
three controlling behaviors were reported by 13 percent of women in their lifetime, and 5 percent in 
the past 12 months. 

Table 2.7.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in the 

past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Karaganda, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 81 10.2 33 4.2 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 48 6.1 22 2.8 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 187 23.6 117 14.8 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 58 7.3 23 2.9 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 167 21.1 96 12.1 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 72 9.1 26 3.3 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 15 1.9 4 0.5 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 5 0.6 1 0.1 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 249 31.4 158 19.9 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 106 13.4 41 5.2 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 793 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.7.6 and Figure 2.7.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In Karaganda, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 7 percent of women, while 
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economic non-partner abuse was reported by 1 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence 
was reported by 2 percent of women, and overall 1 percent of women reported ever experiencing 
any non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.7.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Karaganda 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 7 0.8 5.3 

Emotional violence 62 6.9 12.5 

Physical violence 21 2.4 2.9 

Non-partner rape 6 0.7 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 3 0.3 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 7 0.8 1.5 

Total number women 895 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.7.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Karaganda 
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Annex 2.8 Kostanai 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.8.1 and 2.8.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from Kostanai. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age groups, 
with the largest group aged 60-75 years (23 percent). Overall, 96 percent of women in Kostanai were 
classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 55 percent of 
women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.8.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in Kostanai 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 64 7.0 15.6 

25-29 years 84 9.2 13.4 

30-34 years 108 11.8 11.4 

35-39 years 114 12.5 10.1 

40-44 years 81 8.9 9.5 

45-49 years 69 7.6 8.8 

50-54 years 110 12.0 9.2 

55-59 years 76 8.3 7.9 

60-75 years 208 22.8 14.1 

Site 

Urban 537 58.8 60.5 

Rural 377 41.2 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 33 3.6 14.1 

Ever partnered 881 96.4 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 74 8.1 5.7 

General secondary 159 17.4 22.0 

Technical/professional education 397 43.4 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 284 31.1 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 122 13.4 8.5 

2-3 people 507 55.5 43.1 

4-5 people 231 25.3 33.4 

6+ people 54 5.9 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 914 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.8.2 Employment and income status of respondents in Kostanai 

Employment and income status of respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 409 44.8 41.1 

Employed 505 55.2 58.9 
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Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 89 9.7 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 211 23.1 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 345 37.8 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 159 17.4 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 93 10.2 15.8 

More than 200 000 17 1.9 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 119 13.0 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 168 18.4 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 234 25.6 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 210 23.0 17.7 

More than 50 000 183 20.0 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 914 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.8.3 and Figure 2.8.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in Kostanai. See Chapter 1 for definitions of 
the different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the operational 
definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are similar to those observed nationally, with the highest prevalence rates 
reported for emotional violence. Overall, 20 percent of ever-partnered women reported 
experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 
3 percent had experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.8.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Kostanai, by type of violence and by 

time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner 

violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 175 19.9 17.4 - 22.6 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 26 3.0 2.0 - 4.3 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 35 4.0 2.9 - 5.5 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 2 0.2 0.06 - 0.9 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 176 20.0 17.5 - 22.8 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 26 3.0 2.0 - 4.3 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 274 31.1 28.1 - 34.2 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 60 6.8 5.3 - 8.7 7.1 

Economic violence 

Lifetime 42 4.8 3.5 - 6.4 6.3 
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Current (past 12 months) 41 4.7 3.4 - 6.3 5.4 

Total number ever-partnered women 881 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.8.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Kostanai, by type of violence and by 

time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.8.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in Kostanai 
by age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average monthly 
household and per capita income groupings. 

In Kostani, women aged 30-39 and 60-75 years reported the highest rates of lifetime intimate 
partner violence (24 percent and 22 percent respectively), while current intimate partner violence 
was higher among younger women aged 18-39 (between 4-5 percent). Reports of intimate partner 
violence were relatively equal between ever-partnered women in urban and rural areas of the 
region. Women with elementary or basic secondary education reported the highest rates of lifetime 
intimate partner violence, however there was no much variance between education categories for 
rates of current violence. Reports of intimate partner violence were relatively equal between ever-
partnered women who were categorised as employed and not employed. In general, women in 
lower household and per capita income groupings had experienced higher rates of intimate partner 
violence, compared with ever-partnered women who reported higher average monthly income. 
However, women categorised as earning more than KZT 50 000 per capita/month reported the 
highest rates of lifetime intimate partner violence.  

Table 2.8.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Kostanai, by indicator and by time period 
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indicator (past 12 months) (lifetime) 

Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=46) 5 10.9 2 4.4 11.0 

25-29 years (N=81) 10 12.4 4 4.9 13.9 

30-39 years (N=222) 53 23.9 12 5.4 17.7 

40-49 years (N=146) 29 19.9 3 2.1 18.6 

50-59 years (N=181) 35 19.3 5 2.8 18.5 

60-75 years (N=205) 44 21.5 0 0.0 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=517) 103 19.9 18 3.5 16.4 

Rural (N=364) 73 20.1 8 2.2 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=71) 27 38.0 1 1.4 24.1 

General secondary (N=153) 27 17.7 5 3.3 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=386) 83 21.5 13 3.0 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=271) 39 14.4 7 2.6 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=116) 29 25.0 0 0.0 24.1 

2-3 people (N=491) 99 20.2 12 2.4 16.1 

4-5 people (N=224) 39 17.4 12 5.4 15.7 

6+ people (N=50) 9 18.0 2 4.0 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=392) 68 17.4 9 2.3 15.8 

Employed (N=489) 108 22.1 17 3.5 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=85) 21 24.7 6 7.1 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=202) 49 24.3 5 2.5 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=336) 61 18.2 8 2.4 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=152) 25 16.5 5 3.3 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=89) 17 19.1 2 2.3 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=17) 3 17.7 0 0.0 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=113) 25 22.1 10 8.9 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=163) 34 20.9 8 4.9 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=227) 42 18.5 4 1.8 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=204) 35 17.2 4 2.0 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=174) 40 23.0 0 0.0 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.8.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in Kostanai who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner violence. 
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Women reported higher rates of severe physical intimate partner violence both in their lifetime and 
in the past 12 months (59 percent and 54 percent respectively). 

Figure 2.8.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate partner 

violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate partner 

violence in Kostanai, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.8.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical and/or 
sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on how the 
frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in Kostanai were much more 
likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off incident. More 
than two thirds of women (68 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual violence had 
experienced this violence often (more than four times), while 20 percent experienced it several 
times (two or three times), and 12 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.8.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in Kostanai 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.8.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in Kostanai reported having 
experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the interview. 
Overall, 42 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling behavior in their 
lifetime, while 22 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. At least three 
controlling behaviors were reported by 18 percent of women in their lifetime, and 4 percent in the 
past 12 months. 

Table 2.8.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in the 

past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Kostanai, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 134 15.2 30 3.4 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 58 6.6 9 1.0 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 281 31.9 154 17.5 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 95 10.8 18 2.0 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 269 30.5 90 10.2 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 136 15.4 30 3.4 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 34 3.9 13 1.5 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 4 0.5 3 0.3 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 370 42.0 190 21.6 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 159 18.1 36 4.1 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 881 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.8.6 and Figure 2.8.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In Kostanai, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 21 percent of women, while 
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economic non-partner abuse was reported by 4 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence 
was reported by 4 percent of women, and overall 2 percent of women reported ever experiencing 
any non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.8.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Kostanai 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 38 4.2 5.3 

Emotional violence 189 20.7 12.5 

Physical violence 36 3.9 2.9 

Non-partner rape 12 1.3 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 13 1.4 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 19 2.1 1.5 

Total number women 914 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.8.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Kostanai 
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Annex 2.9 Kyzylorda 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.9.1 and 2.9.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from Kyzylorda. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age 
groups, with the largest group aged 18-24 years (15 percent). Overall, 82 percent of women in 
Kyzylorda were classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 59 
percent of women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.9.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in Kyzylorda 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 127 14.5 15.6 

25-29 years 95 10.8 13.4 

30-34 years 116 13.2 11.4 

35-39 years 120 13.7 10.1 

40-44 years 98 11.2 9.5 

45-49 years 84 9.6 8.8 

50-54 years 87 9.9 9.2 

55-59 years 56 6.4 7.9 

60-75 years 96 10.9 14.1 

Site 

Urban 439 49.9 60.5 

Rural 440 50.1 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 157 17.9 14.1 

Ever partnered 722 82.1 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 26 3.0 5.7 

General secondary 282 32.1 22.0 

Technical/professional education 207 23.6 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 364 41.4 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 28 3.2 8.5 

2-3 people 202 23.0 43.1 

4-5 people 355 40.4 33.4 

6+ people 294 33.5 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 879 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.9.2 Employment and income status of respondents in Kyzylorda 

Employment and income status of respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 358 40.7 41.1 

Employed 521 59.3 58.9 
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Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 35 4.0 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 109 12.4 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 335 38.1 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 229 26.1 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 123 14.0 15.8 

More than 200 000 48 5.5 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 204 23.2 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 331 37.7 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 184 20.9 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 96 10.9 17.7 

More than 50 000 64 7.3 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 879 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.9.3 and Figure 2.9.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in Kyzylorda. See Chapter 1 for definitions of 
the different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the operational 
definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are relatively similar to those observed nationally, however in general reports of 
lifetime and current intimate partner violence are lower, with the highest prevalence rates reported 
for emotional violence. Overall, 8 percent of ever-partnered women reported experiencing at least 
one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 2 percent had 
experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.9.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Kyzylorda, by type of violence and by 

time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 51 7.1 5.4 - 9.2 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 12 1.7 0.9 - 2.9 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 23 3.2 2.1 - 4.8 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 8 1.1 0.6 - 2.2 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 55 7.6 5.9 - 9.8 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 14 1.9 1.2 - 3.3 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 

101 14.0 

11.6 - 

16.7 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 29 4.0 2.8 - 5.7 7.1 

Economic violence 
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Lifetime 32 4.4 3.1 - 6.2 6.3 

Current (past 12 months) 21 2.9 1.9 - 4.4 5.4 

Total number ever-partnered women 722 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.9.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Kyzylorda, by type of violence and by 

time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.9.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in Kyzylorda 
by age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average monthly 
household and per capita income groupings. 

In Kyzylorda, women aged 40-49 years reported the highest rates of lifetime intimate partner 
violence (12 percent), while current rates of intimate partner violence were highest among women 
aged 18-24 and 40-49 (3 percent and 4 percent respectively). Women in rural areas reported higher 
rates of lifetime intimate partner violence (9 percent compared with 6 percent), while reports of 
current intimate partner violence were higher among women in urban areas (3 percent compared 
with 1 percent). There was not a considerable variance in reports of lifetime or current intimate 
partner violence when comparing ever-partnered women with different levels of education. Reports 
of intimate partner violence were relatively equal between ever-partnered women who were 
categorised as employed and not employed. In general, women in higher household and per capita 
income groupings had experienced higher rates of intimate partner violence, compared with ever-
partnered women who reported lower average monthly income. However, women who reported an 
average monthly income of less than KZT 40 000 had experienced the highest rates of lifetime 
intimate partner violence (23 percent). 
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Table 2.9.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Kyzylorda, by indicator and by time period 

Intimate partner violence by key 

indicator 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=30) 1 3.3 1 3.3 11.0 

25-29 years (N=72) 5 6.9 1 1.4 13.9 

30-39 years (N=214) 15 7.0 4 1.9 17.7 

40-49 years (N=173) 20 11.6 6 3.5 18.6 

50-59 years (N=139) 11 7.9 2 1.4 18.5 

60-75 years (N=94) 3 3.2 0 0.0 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=361) 22 6.1 11 3.1 16.4 

Rural (N=361) 33 9.1 3 0.8 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=23) 1 4.4 0 0.0 24.1 

General secondary (N=246) 20 8.1 7 2.9 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=178) 15 8.4 6 3.4 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=275) 19 6.9 1 0.4 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=15) 2 13.3 2 13.3 24.1 

2-3 people (N=178) 20 11.2 3 1.7 16.1 

4-5 people (N=291) 16 5.5 5 1.7 15.7 

6+ people (N=238) 17 7.1 4 1.7 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=310) 23 7.4 7 2.3 15.8 

Employed (N=412) 32 7.8 7 1.7 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=31) 7 22.6 1 3.2 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=92) 3 3.3 0 0.0 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=268) 15 5.6 6 2.2 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=186) 14 7.5 5 2.7 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=106) 12 11.3 2 1.9 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=39) 4 10.3 0 0.0 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=169) 13 7.7 3 1.8 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=267) 13 4.9 5 1.9 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=153) 13 8.5 2 1.3 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=86) 11 12.8 2 2.3 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=47) 5 10.6 2 4.3 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 
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Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.9.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in Kyzylorda who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner violence. 
Women reported relatively equal proportions of moderate and severe physical intimate partner 
violence over their lifetime, however there were much higher reports of severe physical violence in 
the 12 months before the interview (75 percent compared with 25 percent). 

Figure 2.9.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate partner 

violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate partner 

violence in Kyzylorda, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.9.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical and/or 
sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on how the 
frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in Kyzylorda were much 
more likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off incident. 
Two thirds of women (66 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual violence had 
experienced this violence often (more than four times), while 15 percent experienced it several 
times (two or three times), and 20 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.9.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in Kyzylorda 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.9.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in Kyzylorda reported 
having experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the 
interview. Overall, 22 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling behavior 
in their lifetime, while 9 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. At least 
three controlling behaviors were reported by 6 percent of women in their lifetime, and 3 percent in 
the past 12 months. 

Table 2.9.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in the 

past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Kyzylorda, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 35 4.9 13 1.8 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 16 2.2 2 0.3 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 124 17.2 53 7.3 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 14 1.9 5 0.7 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 108 15.0 36 5.0 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 15 2.1 7 1.0 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 27 3.7 12 1.7 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 2 0.3 1 0.1 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 158 21.9 65 9.0 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 42 5.8 19 2.6 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 722 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.9.6 and Figure 2.9.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In Kyzylorda, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 25 percent of women, while 
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economic non-partner abuse was reported by 18 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence 
was reported by 2 percent of women, and overall 4 percent of women reported ever experiencing 
any non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.9.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Kyzylorda 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 160 18.2 5.3 

Emotional violence 221 25.1 12.5 

Physical violence 21 2.4 2.9 

Non-partner rape 4 0.5 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 32 3.6 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 34 3.9 1.5 

Total number women 879 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.9.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Kyzylorda 
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Annex 2.10 Mangistau 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.10.1 and 2.10.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from Mangistau. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age 
groups, with the largest group aged 18-24 years (18 percent). Overall, 86 percent of women in 
Mangistau were classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 
62 percent of women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.10.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in Mangistau 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 164 18.1 15.6 

25-29 years 133 14.7 13.4 

30-34 years 118 13.0 11.4 

35-39 years 132 14.6 10.1 

40-44 years 108 11.9 9.5 

45-49 years 90 9.9 8.8 

50-54 years 58 6.4 9.2 

55-59 years 54 6.0 7.9 

60-75 years 48 5.3 14.1 

Site 

Urban 533 58.9 60.5 

Rural 372 41.1 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 125 13.8 14.1 

Ever partnered 780 86.2 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 47 5.2 5.7 

General secondary 249 27.5 22.0 

Technical/professional education 251 27.7 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 358 39.6 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 37 4.1 8.5 

2-3 people 199 22.0 43.1 

4-5 people 330 36.5 33.4 

6+ people 339 37.5 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 905 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.10.2 Employment and income status of respondents in Mangistau 

Employment and income status of respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 344 38.0 41.1 

Employed 561 62.0 58.9 
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Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 7 0.8 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 27 3.0 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 87 9.6 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 171 18.9 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 236 26.1 15.8 

More than 200 000 377 41.7 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 61 6.7 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 160 17.7 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 198 21.9 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 167 18.5 17.7 

More than 50 000 319 35.3 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 905 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.10.3 and Figure 2.10.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in Mangistau. See Chapter 1 for definitions of 
the different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the operational 
definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are similar to those observed nationally, however the highest prevalence rates 
were reported for physical violence. Overall, 19 percent of ever-partnered women reported 
experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 
4 percent had experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.10.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Mangistau, by type of violence and by 

time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 144 18.5 15.9 - 21.3 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 28 3.6 2.5 - 5.2 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 30 3.9 2.7 - 5.5 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 7 0.9 0.4 - 1.9 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 149 19.1 16.5 - 22.0 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 32 4.1 2.9 - 5.7 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 82 10.5 8.5 - 12.9 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 28 3.6 2.5 - 5.2 7.1 

Economic violence 

Lifetime 20 2.6 1.7 - 3.9 6.3 

Current (past 12 months) 10 1.3 0.7 - 2.4 5.4 
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Total number ever-partnered women 780 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.10.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Mangistau, by type of violence and by 

time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.10.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in 
Mangistau by age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average 
monthly household and per capita income groupings. 

In Mangistau, younger women (18-24 years) were found to be more at risk of experiencing current 
intimate partner violence, with 8 percent of ever-partnered women in that age group reporting 
physical and/or sexual violence in the 12 months before the interview. However lifetime intimate 
partner violence was highest among women aged 60-75 years and 30-39 years (23 and 22 percent 
respectively). Reports of intimate partner violence were relatively equal between ever-partnered 
women in urban and rural areas of the region. Women with elementary or basic secondary 
education reported higher rates of both lifetime and current intimate partner violence compared 
with ever-partnered women in higher education categories, however women with technical or 
professional education reported similar rates of lifetime intimate partner violence. Reports of 
intimate partner violence were relatively equal between ever-partnered women who were 
categorised as employed and not employed. In general, women in lower household and per capita 
income groupings had experienced higher rates of intimate partner violence, compared with ever-
partnered women who reported higher average monthly income. 

Table 2.10.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Mangistau, by indicator and by time period 
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indicator (past 12 months) (lifetime) 

Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=74) 11 14.9 6 8.1 11.0 

25-29 years (N=121) 19 15.7 8 6.6 13.9 

30-39 years (N=238) 53 22.3 13 5.5 17.7 

40-49 years (N=193) 36 18.7 5 2.6 18.6 

50-59 years (N=110) 20 18.2 0 0.0 18.5 

60-75 years (N=44) 10 22.7 0 0.0 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=444) 82 18.5 15 3.4 16.4 

Rural (N=336) 67 19.9 17 5.1 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=43) 10 23.3 3 7.0 24.1 

General secondary (N=234) 39 16.7 4 1.7 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=223) 47 21.1 11 4.9 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=280) 53 18.9 14 5.0 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=23) 5 21.7 0 0.0 24.1 

2-3 people (N=168) 30 17.9 5 3.0 16.1 

4-5 people (N=289) 47 16.3 10 3.5 15.7 

6+ people (N=300) 67 22.3 17 5.7 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=285) 54 19.0 8 2.8 15.8 

Employed (N=495) 95 19.2 24 4.9 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=7) 2 28.6 2 28.6 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=22) 6 27.3 2 9.1 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=74) 13 17.6 5 6.8 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=150) 27 18.0 5 3.3 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=207) 41 19.8 6 2.9 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=320) 60 18.8 12 3.8 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=55) 11 20.0 7 12.7 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=148) 30 20.3 7 4.7 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=170) 32 18.8 7 4.1 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=138) 28 20.3 4 2.9 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=269) 48 17.8 7 2.6 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.10.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in Mangistau who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner 
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violence. Women reported higher rates of moderate physical intimate partner violence both in their 
lifetime and in the past 12 months (72 percent and 86 percent respectively). 

Figure 2.10.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate 

partner violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate 

partner violence in Mangistau, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.10.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical 
and/or sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on 
how the frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in Mangistau were 
much more likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off 
incident. More than one third of women (38 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual 
violence had experienced this violence often (more than four times), while 36 percent experienced it 
several times (two or three times), and 26 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.10.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in Mangistau 

72.2 
85.7 

27.8 
14.3 

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

Lifetime Current (past 12 months)

Moderate Severe



 176 

 

 

Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.10.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in Mangistau reported 
having experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the 
interview. Overall, 21 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling behavior 
in their lifetime, while 8 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. At least 
three controlling behaviors were reported by 6 percent of women in their lifetime, and 2 percent in 
the past 12 months. 

Table 2.10.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in 

the past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Mangistau, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 76 9.7 30 3.9 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 22 2.8 10 1.3 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 69 8.9 33 4.2 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 16 2.1 5 0.6 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 124 15.9 33 4.2 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 16 2.1 8 1.0 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 4 0.5 2 0.3 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 1 0.1 0 0.0 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 160 20.5 63 8.1 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 43 5.5 15 1.9 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 780 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.10.6 and Figure 2.10.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In Mangistau, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 8 percent of women, while 
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economic non-partner abuse was reported by 3 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence 
was reported by 1 percent of women, and overall 1 percent of women reported ever experiencing 
any non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.10.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Mangistau 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 23 2.5 5.3 

Emotional violence 73 8.1 12.5 

Physical violence 10 1.1 2.9 

Non-partner rape 2 0.2 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 4 0.4 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 6 0.7 1.5 

Total number women 905 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.10.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Mangistau 
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Annex 2.11 South Kazakhstan 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.11.1 and 2.11.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from South Kazakhstan. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age 
groups, with the largest group aged 18-24 years (14 percent). Overall, 91 percent of women in South 
Kazakhstan were classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 
50 percent of women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.11.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in South Kazakhstan 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 126 14.1 15.6 

25-29 years 112 12.5 13.4 

30-34 years 115 12.8 11.4 

35-39 years 111 12.4 10.1 

40-44 years 100 11.2 9.5 

45-49 years 84 9.4 8.8 

50-54 years 91 10.2 9.2 

55-59 years 60 6.7 7.9 

60-75 years 97 10.8 14.1 

Site 

Urban 499 55.7 60.5 

Rural 397 44.3 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 83 9.3 14.1 

Ever partnered 813 90.7 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 28 3.1 5.7 

General secondary 294 32.8 22.0 

Technical/professional education 235 26.2 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 339 37.8 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 38 4.2 8.5 

2-3 people 237 26.5 43.1 

4-5 people 313 34.9 33.4 

6+ people 308 34.4 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 896 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.11.2 Employment and income status of respondents in South Kazakhstan 

Employment and income status of 

respondents 
All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 448 50.0 41.1 
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Employed 448 50.0 58.9 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 92 10.3 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 162 18.1 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 241 26.9 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 192 21.4 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 141 15.7 15.8 

More than 200 000 68 7.6 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 275 30.7 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 251 28.0 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 175 19.5 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 97 10.8 17.7 

More than 50 000 98 10.9 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 896 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.11.3 and Figure 2.11.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in South Kazakhstan. See Chapter 1 for 
definitions of the different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the 
operational definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are similar to those observed nationally, with the highest prevalence rates 
reported for emotional violence. Overall, 21 percent of ever-partnered women reported 
experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 
5 percent had experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.11.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in South Kazakhstan, by type of violence 

and by time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 167 20.5 17.9 - 23.5 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 39 4.8 3.5 - 6.5 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 46 5.7 4.3 - 7.5 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 12 1.5 0.08 - 2.6 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 171 21.0 18.4 - 24.0 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 40 4.9 3.6 - 6.6 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 210 25.8 22.9 - 29.0 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 70 8.6 6.9 - 10.7 7.1 

Economic violence 

Lifetime 83 10.2 8.3 - 12.5 6.3 



 180 

Current (past 12 months) 69 8.5 6.8 - 10.6 5.4 

Total number ever-partnered women 813 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.11.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in South Kazakhstan, by type of violence 

and by time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.11.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in South 
Kazakhstan by age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average 
monthly household and per capita income groupings. 

In South Kazakhstan, younger women aged 18-39 years were found to be more at risk of 
experiencing current intimate partner violence (between 6-7 percent reporting in the past 12 
months), while women aged 30-39 and 50-59 had experienced the highest rates of lifetime intimate 
partner violence (23 percent and 24 percent respectively). Ever-partnered women in urban areas 
reported higher rates of lifetime intimate partner violence (26 percent compared with 15 percent in 
rural sites). Women with technical or professional education reported higher rates of lifetime 
intimate partner violence compared with ever-partnered women in other education categories. 
Women who were categorised as employed reported higher rates of lifetime intimate partner 
violence compared with ever-partnered women who were not employed at the time of the Study 
(24 percent compared with 18 percent). However, there was considerable variance in rates of 
lifetime and current intimate partner violence when comparing ever-partnered women in different 
household and per capita income groupings. 

Table 2.11.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in South Kazakhstan, by indicator and by time period 

Intimate partner violence by key Lifetime Current National* 
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indicator (past 12 months) (lifetime) 

Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=63) 7 11.1 4 6.4 11.0 

25-29 years (N=104) 22 21.2 7 6.7 13.9 

30-39 years (N=222) 52 23.4 16 7.2 17.7 

40-49 years (N=179) 39 21.8 5 2.8 18.6 

50-59 years (N=150) 36 24.0 7 4.7 18.5 

60-75 years (N=95) 15 15.8 1 1.1 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=438) 114 26.0 19 4.3 16.4 

Rural (N=375) 57 15.2 21 5.6 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=28) 4 14.3 0 0.0 24.1 

General secondary (N=267) 53 19.9 17 6.4 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=220) 55 25.0 13 5.9 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=298) 59 19.8 10 3.4 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=29) 6 20.7 1 3.5 24.1 

2-3 people (N=220) 47 21.4 11 5.0 16.1 

4-5 people (N=287) 61 21.3 14 4.9 15.7 

6+ people (N=277) 57 20.6 14 5.1 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=393) 71 18.1 18 4.6 15.8 

Employed (N=420) 100 23.8 22 5.2 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=84) 24 28.6 4 4.8 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=142) 28 19.7 6 4.2 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=226) 50 22.1 20 8.9 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=175) 35 20.0 3 1.7 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=126) 18 14.3 4 3.2 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=60) 16 26.7 3 5.0 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=248) 61 24.6 14 5.7 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=235) 41 17.5 9 3.8 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=160) 31 19.4 8 5.0 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=88) 22 25.0 6 6.8 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=82) 16 19.5 3 3.7 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.11.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in South Kazakhstan who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner 
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violence. Women reported relatively equal proportions of moderate and severe physical intimate 
partner violence, with slightly higher rates of lifetime severe violence (56 percent compared with 44 
percent). 

Figure 2.11.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate 

partner violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate 

partner violence in South Kazakhstan, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.11.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical 
and/or sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on 
how the frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in South 
Kazakhstan were much more likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather 
than a one-off incident. More than half of women (56 percent) who reported any physical and/or 
sexual violence had experienced this violence often (more than four times), while 30 percent 
experienced it several times (two or three times), and 14 percent had experienced it only once in 
their lifetime. 

Figure 2.11.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in South Kazakhstan 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.11.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in South Kazakhstan 
reported having experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before 
the interview. Overall, 48 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling 
behavior in their lifetime, while 29 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. 
At least three controlling behaviors were reported by 18 percent of women in their lifetime, and 7 
percent in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.11.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in 

the past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in South Kazakhstan, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 146 18.0 67 8.2 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 46 5.7 17 2.1 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 253 31.1 176 21.7 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 42 5.2 17 2.1 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 293 36.0 132 16.2 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 72 8.9 25 3.1 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 69 8.5 38 4.7 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 7 0.9 1 0.1 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 390 48.0 233 28.7 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 144 17.7 57 7.0 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 813 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.11.6 and Figure 2.11.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In South Kazakhstan, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 13 percent of women, while 
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economic non-partner abuse was reported by 8 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence 
was reported by 6 percent of women, and overall 3 percent of women reported ever experiencing 
any non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.11.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in South Kazakhstan 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 71 7.9 5.3 

Emotional violence 119 13.3 12.5 

Physical violence 52 5.8 2.9 

Non-partner rape 10 1.1 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 19 2.1 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 24 2.7 1.5 

Total number women 896 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.11.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in South Kazakhstan 
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Annex 2.12 Pavlodar 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.12.1 and 2.12.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from Pavlodar. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age groups, 
with the largest group aged 60-75 years (19 percent). Overall, 94 percent of women in Pavlodar 
were classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 60 percent 
of women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.12.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in Pavlodar 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 58 6.3 15.6 

25-29 years 82 8.9 13.4 

30-34 years 86 9.3 11.4 

35-39 years 107 11.6 10.1 

40-44 years 92 10.0 9.5 

45-49 years 99 10.7 8.8 

50-54 years 110 11.9 9.2 

55-59 years 115 12.5 7.9 

60-75 years 174 18.9 14.1 

Site 

Urban 681 73.8 60.5 

Rural 242 26.2 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 54 5.9 14.1 

Ever partnered 869 94.1 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 46 5.0 5.7 

General secondary 199 21.5 22.0 

Technical/professional education 419 45.4 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 259 28.1 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 102 11.1 8.5 

2-3 people 514 55.7 43.1 

4-5 people 248 26.9 33.4 

6+ people 59 6.4 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 923 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.12.2 Employment and income status of respondents in Pavlodar 

Employment and income status of respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 372 40.3 41.1 

Employed 551 59.7 58.9 
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Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 78 8.5 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 216 23.4 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 309 33.5 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 224 24.3 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 82 8.9 15.8 

More than 200 000 14 1.5 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 142 15.4 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 164 17.8 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 209 22.6 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 192 20.8 17.7 

More than 50 000 216 23.4 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 923 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.12.3 and Figure 2.12.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in Pavlodar. See Chapter 1 for definitions of 
the different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the operational 
definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are relatively similar to those observed nationally, however in general reports of 
lifetime and current intimate partner violence are lower, with the highest prevalence rates reported 
for emotional violence. Overall, 12 percent of ever-partnered women reported experiencing at least 
one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 2 percent had 
experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.12.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Pavlodar, by type of violence and by 

time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 98 11.3 9.3 - 13.6 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 18 2.1 1.3 - 3.3 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 20 2.3 1.5 - 3.5 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 1 0.1 0.02 - 0.8 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 102 11.7 9.8 - 14.1 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 19 2.2 1.4 - 3.4 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 130 15.0 12.7 - 17.5 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 30 3.5 2.4 - 4.9 7.1 

Economic violence 

Lifetime 28 3.2 2.2 - 4.6 6.3 
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Current (past 12 months) 26 3.0 2.0 - 4.4 5.4 

Total number ever-partnered women 869 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.12.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Pavlodar, by type of violence and by 

time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.12.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in Pavlodar 
by age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average monthly 
household and per capita income groupings. 

In Pavlodar, younger women aged 18-29 were found to be more at risk of experiencing current 
intimate partner violence, 5 percent of ever-partnered women in those age groups reporting any 
physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in the 12 months before the interview. Women in 
these age groups also reported the highest rates of lifetime intimate partner violence. Reports of 
intimate partner violence were relatively equal between ever-partnered women in urban and rural 
areas of the region. Women with higher or postgraduate education reported the lowest rates of 
lifetime intimate partner violence compared with ever-partnered women in other education 
categories. There was not a considerable variance in reports of lifetime or current intimate partner 
violence when comparing ever-partnered women with different levels of education. In general, 
women in lower household and per capita income groupings had experienced higher rates of 
intimate partner violence, compared with ever-partnered women who reported higher average 
monthly income. 

Table 2.12.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Pavlodar, by indicator and by time period 

Intimate partner violence by key Lifetime Current National* 
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indicator (past 12 months) (lifetime) 

Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=37) 5 13.5 2 5.4 11.0 

25-29 years (N=66) 10 15.2 3 4.6 13.9 

30-39 years (N=188) 20 10.6 6 3.2 17.7 

40-49 years (N=186) 23 12.4 3 1.6 18.6 

50-59 years (N=221) 26 11.8 4 1.8 18.5 

60-75 years (N=171) 18 10.5 1 0.6 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=639) 72 11.3 13 2.0 16.4 

Rural (N=230) 30 13.0 6 2.6 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=43) 5 11.6 1 2.3 24.1 

General secondary (N=193) 28 14.5 3 1.6 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=403) 53 13.2 13 3.2 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=230) 16 7.0 2 0.9 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=81) 13 16.1 1 1.2 24.1 

2-3 people (N=493) 52 10.6 11 2.2 16.1 

4-5 people (N=238) 25 10.5 4 1.7 15.7 

6+ people (N=57) 12 21.1 3 5.3 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=356) 43 12.1 8 2.3 15.8 

Employed (N=513) 59 11.5 11 2.1 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=71) 16 22.5 4 5.6 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=207) 30 14.5 5 2.4 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=287) 28 9.8 6 2.1 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=215) 17 7.9 3 1.4 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=77) 10 13.0 1 1.3 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=12) 1 8.3 0 0.0 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=136) 25 18.4 7 5.2 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=160) 20 12.5 4 2.5 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=200) 22 11.0 3 1.5 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=179) 11 6.2 3 1.7 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=194) 24 12.4 2 1.0 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.12.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in Pavlodar who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner violence. 



 189 

Women reported higher rates of severe physical intimate partner violence over their lifetime (56 
percent compared with 44 percent), however rates of moderate physical violence were higher in the 
past 12 months (67 percent compared with 33 percent severe acts). 

Figure 2.12.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate 

partner violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate 

partner violence in Pavlodar, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.12.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical 
and/or sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on 
how the frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in Pavlodar were 
much more likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off 
incident. More than half of women (57 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual violence 
had experienced this violence often (more than four times), while 31 percent experienced it several 
times (two or three times), and 12 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.12.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in Pavlodar 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.12.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in Pavlodar reported 
having experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the 
interview. Overall, 29 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling behavior 
in their lifetime, while 17 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. At least 
three controlling behaviors were reported by 10 percent of women in their lifetime, and 3 percent in 
the past 12 months. 

Table 2.12.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in 

the past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Pavlodar, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 75 8.6 28 3.2 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 38 4.4 7 0.8 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 174 20.0 108 12.4 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 79 9.1 40 4.6 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 136 15.0 47 5.4 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 63 7.3 14 1.6 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 14 1.6 5 0.6 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 249 28.7 148 17.0 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 84 9.7 24 2.8 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 869 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.12.6 and Figure 2.12.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In Pavlodar, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 6 percent of women, while economic 
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non-partner abuse was reported by 4 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence was 
reported by 2 percent of women, and overall 2 percent of women reported ever experiencing any 
non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.12.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Pavlodar 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 33 3.6 5.3 

Emotional violence 58 6.3 12.5 

Physical violence 17 1.8 2.9 

Non-partner rape 7 0.8 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 14 1.5 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 17 1.8 1.5 

Total number women 923 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.12.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Pavlodar 
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Annex 2.13 North Kazakhstan 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.13.1 and 2.13.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from North Kazakhstan. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different 
age groups, with the largest group aged 60-75 years (23 percent). Overall, 97 percent of women in 
North Kazakhstan were classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and 
income, 61 percent of women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.13.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in North Kazakhstan 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 56 6.1 15.6 

25-29 years 83 9.0 13.4 

30-34 years 78 8.5 11.4 

35-39 years 96 10.4 10.1 

40-44 years 89 9.7 9.5 

45-49 years 81 8.8 8.8 

50-54 years 113 12.3 9.2 

55-59 years 117 12.7 7.9 

60-75 years 208 22.6 14.1 

Site 

Urban 454 49.3 60.5 

Rural 467 50.7 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 29 3.2 14.1 

Ever partnered 892 96.8 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 80 8.7 5.7 

General secondary 189 20.5 22.0 

Technical/professional education 416 45.2 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 236 25.6 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 110 11.9 8.5 

2-3 people 562 61.0 43.1 

4-5 people 217 23.6 33.4 

6+ people 32 3.5 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 921 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.13.2 Employment and income status of respondents in North Kazakhstan 

Employment and income status of respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 356 38.7 41.1 

Employed 565 61.3 58.9 
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Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 111 12.1 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 220 23.9 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 294 31.9 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 193 21.0 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 81 8.8 15.8 

More than 200 000 22 2.4 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 144 15.6 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 143 15.5 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 221 24.0 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 200 21.7 17.7 

More than 50 000 213 23.1 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 921 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.13.3 and Figure 2.13.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in North Kazakhstan. See Chapter 1 for 
definitions of the different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the 
operational definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are relatively similar to those observed nationally, however in general reports of 
lifetime and current intimate partner violence are higher, with the highest prevalence rates reported 
for emotional violence. Overall, 31 percent of ever-partnered women reported experiencing at least 
one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 4 percent had 
experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.13.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in North Kazakhstan, by type of violence 

and by time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 272 30.5 27.6 - 33.6 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 30 3.4 2.4 - 4.8 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 41 4.6 3.4 - 6.2 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 6 0.7 0.3 - 1.5 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 278 31.2 28.2 - 34.3 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 31 3.5 2.5 - 4.9 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 403 45.2 41.9 - 48.5 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 94 10.5 8.7 - 12.7 7.1 

Economic violence 

Lifetime 67 7.5 6.0 - 9.4 6.3 
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Current (past 12 months) 57 6.4 5.0 - 8.2 5.4 

Total number ever-partnered women 892 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.13.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in North Kazakhstan, by type of violence 

and by time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.13.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in North 
Kazakhstan by age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average 
monthly household and per capita income groupings. 

In North Kazakhstan, women aged 50-59 reported the highest rates of lifetime intimate partner 
violence, with 38 percent of ever-partnered women in that age group reporting ever experiencing 
any physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence. Current rates of intimate partner violence 
were highest among women aged 40-49 years (6 percent). Ever-partnered women in urban areas 
reported higher rates of lifetime intimate partner violence (36 percent compared with 27 percent in 
rural sites). Women with higher or postgraduate education reported the lowest rates of both 
lifetime and current intimate partner violence compared with ever-partnered women in other 
education categories. Reports of intimate partner violence were relatively equal between ever-
partnered women who were categorised as employed and not employed. In general, women in 
lower household and per capita income groupings had experienced higher rates of intimate partner 
violence, compared with ever-partnered women who reported higher average monthly income. 

Table 2.13.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in North Kazakhstan, by indicator and by time period 
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indicator (past 12 months) (lifetime) 

Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=39) 6 15.4 0 0.0 11.0 

25-29 years (N=81) 17 21.0 3 3.7 13.9 

30-39 years (N=174) 59 33.9 7 4.0 17.7 

40-49 years (N=163) 42 25.8 9 5.5 18.6 

50-59 years (N=228) 87 38.2 8 3.5 18.5 

60-75 years (N=207) 67 32.4 4 1.9 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=437) 155 35.5 12 2.8 16.4 

Rural (N=455) 123 27.0 19 4.2 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=76) 26 34.2 3 4.0 24.1 

General secondary (N=182) 59 32.4 10 5.5 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=407) 140 34.4 15 3.7 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=227) 53 23.4 3 1.3 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=106) 39 36.8 2 1.9 24.1 

2-3 people (N=546) 180 33.0 21 3.9 16.1 

4-5 people (N=209) 53 25.4 6 2.9 15.7 

6+ people (N=31) 6 19.4 2 6.5 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=340) 113 33.2 9 2.7 15.8 

Employed (N=552) 165 29.9 22 4.0 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=106) 41 38.7 6 5.7 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=213) 82 38.5 8 3.8 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=286) 93 32.5 9 3.2 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=188) 40 21.3 6 3.2 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=77) 17 22.1 1 1.3 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=22) 5 22.7 1 4.6 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=140) 52 37.1 7 5.0 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=137) 39 28.5 7 5.1 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=213) 68 31.9 8 3.8 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=194) 56 28.9 6 3.1 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=208) 63 30.3 3 1.4 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.13.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in North Kazakhstan who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner 
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violence. Women reported relatively equal proportions of moderate and severe physical intimate 
partner violence, with slightly higher rates of lifetime moderate violence (57 percent compared with 
43 percent), but higher rates of current severe violence (53 percent compared with 47 percent). 

Figure 2.13.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate 

partner violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate 

partner violence in North Kazakhstan, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.13.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical 
and/or sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on 
how the frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in North 
Kazakhstan were much more likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather 
than a one-off incident. More than half of women (53 percent) who reported any physical and/or 
sexual violence had experienced this violence often (more than four times), while 25 percent 
experienced it several times (two or three times), and 23 percent had experienced it only once in 
their lifetime. 

Figure 2.13.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in North Kazakhstan 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.13.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in North Kazakhstan 
reported having experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before 
the interview. Overall, 34 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling 
behavior in their lifetime, while 14 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. 
At least three controlling behaviors were reported by 13 percent of women in their lifetime, and 4 
percent in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.13.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in 

the past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in North Kazakhstan, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 117 13.1 42 4.7 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 39 4.4 9 1.0 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 150 16.8 73 8.2 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 70 7.9 20 2.2 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 215 24.1 69 7.7 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 122 13.7 27 3.0 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 18 2.0 6 0.7 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 7 0.8 1 0.1 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 303 34.0 122 13.7 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 117 13.1 35 3.9 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 892 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.13.6 and Figure 2.13.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In North Kazakhstan, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 35 percent of women, while 
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economic non-partner abuse was reported by 10 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence 
was reported by 5 percent of women, and overall 2 percent of women reported ever experiencing 
any non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.13.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in North Kazakhstan 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 93 10.1 5.3 

Emotional violence 324 35.2 12.5 

Physical violence 45 4.9 2.9 

Non-partner rape 6 0.7 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 14 1.5 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 17 1.9 1.5 

Total number women 921 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.13.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in North Kazakhstan 

 

 

  

10.1 

35.2 

4.9 
1.9 

0.0

5.0

10.0

15.0

20.0

25.0

30.0

35.0

40.0

Economic abuse Emotional abuse Physical violence Sexual violence

Lifetime



 199 

Annex 2.14 East Kazakhstan 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.14.1 and 2.14.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from East Kazakhstan. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age 
groups, with the largest group aged 60-75 years (24 percent). Overall, 89 percent of women in East 
Kazakhstan were classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 
56 percent of women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.14.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in East Kazakhstan 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 80 8.9 15.6 

25-29 years 95 10.5 13.4 

30-34 years 83 9.2 11.4 

35-39 years 96 10.6 10.1 

40-44 years 86 9.5 9.5 

45-49 years 90 10.0 8.8 

50-54 years 63 7.0 9.2 

55-59 years 92 10.2 7.9 

60-75 years 217 24.1 14.1 

Site 

Urban 582 64.5 60.5 

Rural 320 35.5 39.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 96 10.6 14.1 

Ever partnered 806 89.4 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 95 10.5 5.7 

General secondary 175 19.4 22.0 

Technical/professional education 295 32.7 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 337 37.4 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 129 14.3 8.5 

2-3 people 498 55.2 43.1 

4-5 people 221 24.5 33.4 

6+ people 54 6.0 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 902 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.14.2 Employment and income status of respondents in East Kazakhstan 

Employment and income status of respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 393 43.6 41.1 

Employed 509 56.4 58.9 
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Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 83 9.2 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 178 19.7 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 309 34.3 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 197 21.8 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 104 11.5 15.8 

More than 200 000 31 3.4 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 120 13.3 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 124 13.8 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 189 21.0 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 225 24.9 17.7 

More than 50 000 244 27.1 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 902 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.14.3 and Figure 2.14.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in East Kazakhstan. See Chapter 1 for 
definitions of the different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the 
operational definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are relatively similar to those observed nationally, however in general reports of 
lifetime and current intimate partner violence are higher, with the highest prevalence rates reported 
for emotional violence. Overall, 22 percent of ever-partnered women reported experiencing at least 
one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 5 percent had 
experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.14.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in East Kazakhstan, by type of violence 

and by time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 178 22.1 19.3 - 25.1 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 38 4.7 3.4 - 6.4 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 26 3.2 2.2 - 4.7 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 1 0.1 0.02 - 0.9 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 180 22.3 19.6 - 25.3 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 39 4.8 3.6 - 6.6 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 216 26.8 23.8 - 30.0 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 47 5.8 4.4 - 7.7 7.1 

Economic violence 

Lifetime 59 7.3 5.7 - 9.3 6.3 
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Current (past 12 months) 57 7.1 5.5 - 9.1 5.4 

Total number ever-partnered women 806 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.14.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in East Kazakhstan, by type of violence 

and by time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.14.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in East 
Kazakhstan by age group, site, education level, household size, employment status, and average 
monthly household and per capita income groupings. 

In East Kazakhstan, women aged 40-49 years reported the highest rates of lifetime intimate partner 
violence, with 30 percent of ever-partnered women in that age group reported any act of physical 
and/or sexual intimate partner violence in their lifetime. Current rates of intimate partner violence 
were highest among younger women aged 18-24 years (12 percent) and women aged 40-49 years (8 
percent). Ever-partnered women in urban areas reported higher rates of lifetime intimate partner 
violence (25 percent compared with 19 percent in rural sites). Women with higher or postgraduate 
education reported the lowest rates of both lifetime and current intimate partner violence 
compared with ever-partnered women in other education categories. Reports of intimate partner 
violence were relatively equal between ever-partnered women who were categorised as employed 
and not employed. In general, women in lower household and per capita income groupings had 
experienced higher rates of intimate partner violence, compared with ever-partnered women who 
reported higher average monthly income. However, women with an average per capita monthly 
income of KZT 25 000 to 39 999, and more than KZT 50 000, reported the highest lifetime rates of 
intimate partner violence (30 percent and 26 percent respectively).  
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Table 2.14.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in East Kazakhstan, by indicator and by time period 

Intimate partner violence by key 

indicator 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=33) 5 15.2 4 12.1 11.0 

25-29 years (N=83) 9 10.8 2 2.4 13.9 

30-39 years (N=167) 32 19.2 11 6.6 17.7 

40-49 years (N=162) 49 30.3 13 8.0 18.6 

50-59 years (N=150) 30 20.0 6 4.0 18.5 

60-75 years (N=211) 55 26.1 3 1.4 14.5 

Site 

Urban (N=508) 125 24.6 28 5.5 16.4 

Rural (N=298) 55 18.5 11 3.7 16.7 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=86) 23 26.7 6 7.0 24.1 

General secondary (N=160) 42 26.3 7 4.4 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=281) 75 26.7 17 6.1 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=279) 40 14.3 9 3.2 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=104) 36 34.6 1 1.0 24.1 

2-3 people (N=456) 100 21.9 26 5.7 16.1 

4-5 people (N=202) 40 19.8 10 5.0 15.7 

6+ people (N=44) 4 9.1 2 4.6 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=362) 86 23.8 16 4.4 15.8 

Employed (N=444) 94 21.2 23 5.2 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=74) 21 28.4 4 5.4 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=148) 46 31.1 10 6.8 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=284) 62 21.8 16 5.6 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=184) 31 16.9 6 3.3 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=93) 16 17.2 2 2.2 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=23) 4 17.4 1 4.4 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=108) 24 22.2 7 6.5 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=110) 23 20.9 7 6.4 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=171) 51 29.8 11 6.4 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=208) 28 13.5 8 3.9 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=209) 54 25.8 6 2.9 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 
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Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.14.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in East Kazakhstan who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner 
violence. Women reported higher rates of severe physical violence in their lifetime (54 percent 
compared with 46 percent), however in the past 12 months reports of moderate physical intimate 
partner violence were much higher (76 percent compared with 24 percent). 

Figure 2.14.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate 

partner violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate 

partner violence in East Kazakhstan, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.14.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical 
and/or sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on 
how the frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in East Kazakhstan 
were much more likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-
off incident. Nearly two thirds of women (62 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual 
violence had experienced this violence often (more than four times), while 22 percent experienced it 
several times (two or three times), and 16 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.14.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in East Kazakhstan 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.14.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in East Kazakhstan 
reported having experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before 
the interview. Overall, 29 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling 
behavior in their lifetime, while 10 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. 
At least three controlling behaviors were reported by 16 percent of women in their lifetime, and 5 
percent in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.14.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in 

the past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in East Kazakhstan, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 105 13.0 33 4.1 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 45 5.6 14 1.7 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 173 21.5 71 8.8 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 60 7.4 10 1.2 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 174 21.6 43 5.3 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 110 13.7 21 2.6 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 12 1.5 4 0.5 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 2 0.3 0 0.0 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 230 28.5 84 10.4 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 132 16.4 37 4.6 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 806 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.14.6 and Figure 2.14.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In East Kazakhstan, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 15 percent of women, while 
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economic non-partner abuse was reported by 5 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence 
was reported by 2 percent of women, and overall 0.4 percent of women reported ever experiencing 
any non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.14.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in East Kazakhstan 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 46 5.1 5.3 

Emotional violence 138 15.3 12.5 

Physical violence 15 1.7 2.9 

Non-partner rape 1 0.1 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 3 0.3 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 4 0.4 1.5 

Total number women 902 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.14.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in East Kazakhstan 
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Annex 2.15 Astana city 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.15.1 and 2.15.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from Astana city. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age 
groups, with the largest group aged 18-24 years (21 percent). Overall, 71 percent of women in 
Astana city were classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 
70 percent of women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.15.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in Astana city 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 149 20.6 15.6 

25-29 years 97 13.4 13.4 

30-34 years 109 15.1 11.4 

35-39 years 60 8.3 10.1 

40-44 years 71 9.8 9.5 

45-49 years 85 11.8 8.8 

50-54 years 52 7.2 9.2 

55-59 years 41 5.7 7.9 

60-75 years 59 8.2 14.1 

Site 

Urban 723 100.0 60.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 211 29.2 14.1 

Ever partnered 512 70.8 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 21 2.9 5.7 

General secondary 12 1.7 22.0 

Technical/professional education 229 31.7 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 461 63.8 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 58 8.0 8.5 

2-3 people 374 51.7 43.1 

4-5 people 246 34.0 33.4 

6+ people 45 6.2 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 723 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.15.2 Employment and income status of respondents in Astana city 

Employment and income status of respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 214 29.6 41.1 

Employed 509 70.4 58.9 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 
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Up to 40 000 39 5.4 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 48 6.6 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 109 15.1 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 154 21.3 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 204 28.2 15.8 

More than 200 000 169 23.4 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 60 8.3 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 67 9.3 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 139 19.2 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 131 18.1 17.7 

More than 50 000 326 45.1 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 723 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.15.3 and Figure 2.15.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in Astana city. See Chapter 1 for definitions of 
the different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the operational 
definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are similar to those observed nationally, with the highest prevalence rates 
reported for emotional violence. Overall, 12 percent of ever-partnered women reported 
experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 
4 percent had experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.15.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Astana city, by type of violence and by 

time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 56 10.9 8.5 - 14.0 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 16 3.1 1.9 - 5.0 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 21 4.1 2.7 - 6.2 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 4 0.8 0.3 - 2.1 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 59 11.5 9.0 - 14.6 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 19 3.7 2.4 - 5.8 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 78 15.2 12.4 - 18.6 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 30 5.9 4.1 - 8.3 7.1 

Economic violence 

Lifetime 32 6.3 4.4 - 8.7 6.3 

Current (past 12 months) 29 5.7 4.0 - 8.0 5.4 

Total number ever-partnered women 512 12321 
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* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.15.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Astana city, by type of violence and by 

time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.15.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in Astana 
city by age group, education level, household size, employment status, and average monthly 
household and per capita income groupings. Breakdown of intimate partner violence by urban and 
rural sites has not been included here as all areas in this region are classified as urban.  

In Astana city, women aged 40-49 years reported the highest rates of lifetime intimate partner 
violence, with 17 percent of ever-partnered women in that age group reporting having ever 
experienced any physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence. Women with elementary or basic 
secondary education reported higher rates of lifetime intimate partner violence compared with 
ever-partnered women in other education categories. Women who were categorised as not 
employed also reported higher rates of lifetime intimate partner violence compared with ever-
partnered women who were employed at the time of the Study. In general, women in lower 
household and per capita income groupings had experienced higher rates of intimate partner 
violence, compared with ever-partnered women who reported higher average monthly income. 

Table 2.15.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Astana city, by indicator and by time period 
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18-24 years (N=25) 1 4.0 0 0.0 11.0 

25-29 years (N=63) 4 6.4 0 0.0 13.9 

30-39 years (N=149) 13 8.7 8 5.4 17.7 

40-49 years (N=134) 23 17.2 6 4.5 18.6 

50-59 years (N=83) 11 13.3 4 4.8 18.5 

60-75 years (N=58) 7 12.1 1 1.7 14.5 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=19) 7 36.8 1 5.3 24.1 

General secondary (N=11) 1 9.1 0 0.0 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=166) 26 15.7 8 4.8 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=316) 25 7.9 10 3.2 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=23) 7 30.4 1 4.4 24.1 

2-3 people (N=284) 23 8.1 8 2.8 16.1 

4-5 people (N=173) 22 12.7 9 5.2 15.7 

6+ people (N=32) 7 21.9 1 3.1 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=127) 18 14.2 2 1.6 15.8 

Employed (N=385) 41 10.7 17 4.4 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=11) 2 18.2 0 0.0 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=30) 4 13.3 1 3.3 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=59) 10 17.0 3 5.1 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=104) 13 12.5 4 3.9 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=168) 16 9.5 6 3.6 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=140) 14 10.0 5 3.6 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=24) 3 12.5 0 0.0 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=41) 10 24.4 5 12.2 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=100) 11 11.0 3 3.0 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=102) 17 16.7 5 4.9 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=245) 18 7.4 6 2.5 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.15.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in Astana city who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner 
violence. Women reported higher rates of moderate physical violence both over their lifetime and in 
the past 12 months (61 percent and 81 percent respectively). 

Figure 2.15.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate 

partner violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate 

partner violence in Astana city, by time period  
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Figure 2.15.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical 
and/or sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on 
how the frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in Astana city were 
much more likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off 
incident. Nearly half of women (49 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual violence had 
experienced this violence often (more than four times), while 32 percent experienced it several 
times (two or three times), and 19 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.15.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in Astana city 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.15.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in Astana city reported 
having experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the 
interview. Overall, 19 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling behavior 
in their lifetime, while 9 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. At least 
three controlling behaviors were reported by 7 percent of women in their lifetime, and 1 percent in 
the past 12 months. 

Table 2.15.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in 

the past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Astana city, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 26 5.1 4 0.8 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 9 1.8 1 0.2 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 76 14.8 31 6.1 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 26 5.1 17 3.3 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 53 10.4 21 4.1 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 21 4.1 5 1.0 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 6 1.2 2 0.4 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 4 0.8 0 0.0 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 95 18.6 44 8.6 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 35 6.8 6 1.2 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 512 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.15.6 and Figure 2.15.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In Astana city, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 7 percent of women, while 
economic non-partner abuse was reported by 7 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence 
was reported by 1 percent of women, and overall 0.4 percent of women reported ever experiencing 
any non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.15.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Astana city 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 47 6.5 5.3 

Emotional violence 52 7.2 12.5 

Physical violence 9 1.2 2.9 

Non-partner rape 1 0.1 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 3 0.4 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 3 0.4 1.5 

Total number women 723 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 
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Figure 2.15.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Astana city 
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Annex 2.16 Almaty city 

Demographic and socioeconomic information 
Table 2.16.1 and 2.16.2 show the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of women in the 
Study from Almaty city. There was a relatively even distribution of women across different age 
groups, with the largest group aged 18-24 years (17 percent). Overall, 79 percent of women in 
Almaty city were classified as ever-partnered (see Chapter 1). In terms of employment and income, 
65 percent of women were classified as employed at the time of the Study (see Chapter 3). 

Table 2.16.1 Demographic characteristics of respondents in Almaty city 

Demographic characteristics of respondents All women National* 

Demographic category n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years 147 16.6 15.6 

25-29 years 140 15.8 13.4 

30-34 years 117 13.2 11.4 

35-39 years 107 12.1 10.1 

40-44 years 95 10.7 9.5 

45-49 years 66 7.4 8.8 

50-54 years 55 6.2 9.2 

55-59 years 41 4.6 7.9 

60-75 years 119 13.4 14.1 

Site 

Urban 887 100.0 60.5 

Relationship status 

Never partnered 185 20.9 14.1 

Ever partnered 702 79.1 85.9 

Education 

Elementary/basic secondary 18 2.0 5.7 

General secondary 58 6.5 22.0 

Technical/professional education 122 13.8 30.4 

Higher/postgraduate education 689 77.7 41.9 

Size of household 

1 person 109 12.3 8.5 

2-3 people 455 51.3 43.1 

4-5 people 293 33.0 33.4 

6+ people 30 3.4 15.0 

Total number women interviewed 887 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Table 2.16.2 Employment and income status of respondents in Almaty city 

Employment and income status of respondents All women National* 

Socioeconomic category n % % 

Employment status 

Not employed 311 35.1 41.1 

Employed 576 64.9 58.9 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 
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Up to 40 000 13 1.5 8.7 

40 000 to 60 000 66 7.4 16.7 

60 001 to 100 000 148 16.7 27.9 

100 001 to 140 000 214 24.1 21.5 

140 001 to 200 000 199 22.4 15.8 

More than 200 000 247 27.9 9.5 

Average per capita monthly income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 14 1.6 17.8 

16 000 to 24 999 59 6.7 19.7 

25 000 to 39 999 151 17.0 21.5 

40 000 to 49 999 185 20.9 17.7 

More than 50 000 478 53.9 23.3 

Total number women interviewed 887 14340 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime and current prevalence of intimate partner violence 
Table 2.16.3 and Figure 2.16.1 present the lifetime and current prevalence of different types of 
intimate partner violence as reported by respondents in Almaty city. See Chapter 1 for definitions of 
the different acts that are classified as a type of intimate partner violence, and for the operational 
definition of ‘ever-partnered women’ used in the Study. 

Prevalence patterns are relatively similar to those observed nationally, however in general reports of 
lifetime and current intimate partner violence are higher, with the highest prevalence rates reported 
for emotional violence. Overall, 9 percent of ever-partnered women reported experiencing at least 
one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in her lifetime, and 3 percent had 
experienced this in the past 12 months. 

Table 2.16.3 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Almaty city, by type of violence and by 

time period 

Prevalence of intimate partner violence Ever-partnered women National* 

Type of violence n % 95% CI % 

Physical violence 

Lifetime 65 9.3 7.3 - 11.6 16.2 

Current (past 12 months) 21 3.0 2.0 - 4.5 4.5 

Sexual violence 

Lifetime 7 1.0 0.5 - 2.1 3.6 

Current (past 12 months) 0 0.0 - 1.0 

Physical and/or sexual violence** 

Lifetime 65 9.3 7.3 - 11.6 16.5 

Current (past 12 months) 21 3.0 2.0 - 4.5 4.7 

Emotional violence 

Lifetime 71 10.1 8.1 - 12.6 20.6 

Current (past 12 months) 25 3.6 2.4 - 5.2 7.1 

Economic violence 

Lifetime 33 4.7 3.4 - 6.5 6.3 

Current (past 12 months) 28 4.0 2.8 - 5.7 5.4 
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Total number ever-partnered women 702 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

** This prevalence figure is a measurement of the proportion of ever-partnered women who reported 

experiencing at least one act of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence, at least once in her lifetime 

or in the past 12 months. 

Figure 2.16.1 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic intimate 

partner violence among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Almaty city, by type of violence and by 

time period 

 

 

Breakdown of intimate partner violence by key demographic and socioeconomic indicators 
Table 2.16.4 presents the breakdown of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in Almaty 
city by age group, education level, household size, employment status, and average monthly 
household and per capita income groupings. Breakdown of intimate partner violence by urban and 
rural sites has not been included here as all areas in this region are classified as urban. 

In Almaty city, women aged 40-49 and 50-59 reported the highest rates of lifetime intimate partner 
violence, with 15 percent and 13 percent (respectively) of ever-partnered women in those age 
groups reporting any physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence in their lifetime. Women with 
technical or professional education reported higher rates of both lifetime and current intimate 
partner violence compared with ever-partnered women in other education categories. Women who 
were categorised as employed also reported higher rates of lifetime intimate partner violence 
compared with ever-partnered women who were not employed at the time of the Study. In general, 
women in lower household and per capita income groupings had experienced higher rates of 
intimate partner violence, compared with ever-partnered women who reported higher average 
monthly income. 

Table 2.16.4 Lifetime and current prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner violence 

among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Almaty city, by indicator and by time period 
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Demographic/socioeconomic category n % n % % 

Age group 

18-24 years (N=47) 0 0.0 0 0.0 11.0 

25-29 years (N=98) 6 6.1 3 3.1 13.9 

30-39 years (N=201) 18 9.0 7 3.5 17.7 

40-49 years (N=150) 23 15.3 6 4.0 18.6 

50-59 years (N=91) 12 13.2 4 4.4 18.5 

60-75 years (N=115) 6 5.2 1 0.9 14.5 

Education 

Elementary/basic (N=17) 1 5.9 0 0.0 24.1 

General secondary (N=54) 0 0.0 0 0.0 16.6 

Technical/professional (N=106) 22 20.8 6 5.7 19.9 

Higher/postgraduate (N=525) 42 8.0 15 2.9 12.4 

Household size 

1 person (N=80) 12 15.0 1 1.3 24.1 

2-3 people (N=359) 25 7.0 4 1.1 16.1 

4-5 people (N=236) 23 9.8 13 5.5 15.7 

6+ people (N=27) 5 18.5 3 11.1 16.1 

Employment status 

Not employed (N=231) 13 5.6 6 2.6 15.8 

Employed (N=471) 52 11.0 15 3.2 17.0 

Average monthly household income (KZT) 

Up to 40 000 (N=8) 2 25.0 0 0.0 22.9 

40 000 to 60 000 (N=47) 3 6.4 0 0.0 20.4 

60 001 to 100 000 (N=117) 13 11.1 4 3.4 17.5 

100 001 to 140 000 (N=166) 15 9.0 3 1.8 13.9 

140 001 to 200 000 (N=161) 16 9.9 4 2.5 12.7 

More than 200 000 (N=203) 16 7.9 10 4.9 13.2 

Average per capita income quintiles (KZT) 

Up to 15 999 (N=9) 3 33.3 0 0.0 20.2 

16 000 to 24 999 (N=45) 4 8.9 3 6.7 15.6 

25 000 to 39 999 (N=114) 7 6.1 4 3.5 16.8 

40 000 to 49 999 (N=147) 16 10.9 6 4.1 15.5 

More than 50 000 (N=387) 35 9.0 8 2.1 14.8 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Severity and frequency of intimate partner violence 
For the purpose of analysis, the questions on physical intimate partner violence were divided into 
those considered ‘moderate’ violence and those considered ‘severe’ violence, where the distinction 
between moderate and severe violence was based on the likelihood of physical injury (see Chapter 1 
for definitions). Figure 2.16.2 shows the breakdown of moderate and severe violence among ever-
partnered women in Almaty city who had experienced any form of physical intimate partner 
violence. Women reported higher rates of moderate physical intimate partner violence both over 
their lifetime and in the past 12 months (72 percent and 76 percent respectively). 
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Figure 2.16.2 Proportion of women reporting only moderate versus any severe act of intimate 

partner violence, among ever-partnered women who experienced any act of physical intimate 

partner violence in Almaty city, by time period  

 

 

Figure 2.16.3 presents the frequency of which women reported they had experienced physical 
and/or sexual intimate partner violence over their lifetime (see Chapter 4 for more information on 
how the frequency of intimate partner violence was calculated). Overall, women in Almaty city were 
much more likely to experience frequent acts of intimate partner violence, rather than a one-off 
incident. Nearly half of women (45 percent) who reported any physical and/or sexual violence had 
experienced this violence often (more than four times), while 45 percent experienced it several 
times (two or three times), and 11 percent had experienced it only once in their lifetime. 

Figure 2.16.3 Proportion of women reporting experiencing intimate partner violence once, several 

times, or often, in their lifetime, among ever-partnered women who experienced any physical and/or 

sexual intimate partner violence in Almaty city 
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Controlling behaviors 
Table 2.16.5 shows the different acts of controlling behavior that women in Almaty city reported 
having experienced by an intimate partner in their lifetime and in the 12 months before the 
interview. Overall, 29 percent of ever-partnered women reported at least one controlling behavior 
in their lifetime, while 14 percent experienced at least one behavior in the past 12 months. At least 
three controlling behaviors were reported by 14 percent of women in their lifetime, and 6 percent in 
the past 12 months. 

Table 2.16.5 Percentage of women reporting different controlling behaviors in their lifetime and in 

the past 12 months, among ever-partnered women aged 18-75 in Almaty city, by time period 

Controlling behaviors by an intimate 

partner 
Lifetime 

Current 

(past 12 months) 

National* 

(lifetime) 

Act of controlling behavior n % n % % 

Prevents from seeing friends 112 16.0 42 6.0 12.9 

Restricts contact with family 31 4.4 7 1.0 4.8 

Insists on knowing whereabouts 142 20.2 72 10.3 22.4 

Ignores and treats indifferently 17 2.4 2 0.3 5.9 

Angry if speak to other men 163 23.2 73 10.4 23.7 

Suspects of being unfaithful 45 6.4 10 1.4 8.7 

Expects to ask permission for hospital 15 2.1 4 0.6 3.8 

Imposes religious beliefs 9 1.3 5 0.7 0.8 

At least 1 of the above behaviors 203 28.9 95 13.5 32.8 

At least 3 of the above behaviors 98 14.0 39 5.6 13.2 

Total number ever-partnered women 702 12321 

* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Lifetime prevalence of non-partner violence since age 15 
Table 2.16.6 and Figure 2.16.4 present the lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and 
sexual violence as experienced by women from someone other than an intimate partner since age 
15. In Almaty city, emotional non-partner abuse was reported by 4 percent of women, while 
economic non-partner abuse was reported by 1 percent of women. Non-partner physical violence 
was reported by 2 percent of women, and overall 1 percent of women reported ever experiencing 
any non-partner sexual violence in their lifetime. 

Table 2.16.6 Lifetime prevalence of economic, emotional, physical, and sexual non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Almaty city 

Prevalence of non-partner violence All women National* 

Type of violence n % % 

Economic violence 10 1.1 5.3 

Emotional violence 35 4.0 12.5 

Physical violence 15 1.7 2.9 

Non-partner rape 3 0.3 0.7 

Attempted rape or other sexual violence 7 0.8 1.2 

Any sexual non-partner violence 9 1.0 1.5 

Total number women 887 14340 
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* National percentages presented here have been weighted. See Chapter 2 for more information on the 

weights that were applied for national-level data analysis. 

Figure 2.16.4 Lifetime prevalence of physical, sexual, emotional, and economic non-partner violence 

among women aged 18-75 in Almaty city 
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Annex 3: Household questionnaire used in the Sample Survey on 

violence against women in Kazakhstan 
 

 

Confidentiality is guaranteed by the 

national statistical agency 

  

Annex 1 to Order of the Chairman of the 

Statistical Committee of the Ministry of 

National Economy of the Republic of 

Kazakhstan dated __ _______ 2015 

No.____ 

 

 

Statistical form for nation-wide statistical 

survey 

 

 

 

Provided to Regional Statistical Office 

 

Statistical forms can be found at 

www.stat.gov.kz 

 

 

 

 

Time taken to fill out the statistical form, in hours 

(circle one) 

Less than 

1 hour 
1-2 2-4 4-8 8-40 

More than 

40 hours  

 

Code of the statistical forms6942105 

 

 

BN 

 

 

One-time 

Domestic Violence 

Questionnaire 

 

 

Deadline for submission -16 Nov.  

Reporting period  year 

 

  

Interview of women aged 18 years and older living in households 

 

 

1. Name of settlement (town, district or village 

district/region/neighbourhood____________________________ 

 _________________________________________________________________ 

 

2. Code of the settlement according to CATF 
17

**…… 

........................ 

3. Code indicating type of settlement 

(1 - town, 2 - village) …………………………………………… 

 

4 .The sequential number of the respondent................................................................................... 

 

5. Code of the Interviewer.................................................................................................................. 

 

6. Date of interview   ………. .................day monthmonth          year 

 

 

                                                           
17 Classifier of Administrative-Territorial Facilities (CATF), Tax Code of RK,11-2009 
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Household Selection Form  

Hello, my name is ________. I am approaching you on behalf of the Statistical Committee of the Ministry of 

National Economy of the Republic of Kazakhstan. We are conducting a sample survey on women’s security 

and life experiences. 

All information will be kept strictly confidential, and your data will be used only for statistical analysis. 

I would like to ask you some questions about your household: 

1 1. Please specify the number of people living in your household? 

Do other persons reside in your household who are not family members, such 

as housekeeper, nanny, lodgers or friends? 

INCLUDE ALL FEMALES IN THE LIST 

 

Total number of persons 

in household 

2 Who is the head of the household: male or female? 

Male ............................ 1 

Female ........................ 2 

Both genders.. ……3 

3 

Please list all girls and 

women who generally 

live in your household. 

Give names of all girls 

and women. 

 

What is the 

relationship between 

the respondent 

(specify name) with 

the head of the 

household

 (use codes 

listed below) 

 

Does the person 

(insert name) 

usually
  

 reside in 

your household?  

Age? 

Is the person eligible 

for further questioning? 

(only if the person is 

aged 18 or older and is 

ordinarily residing in 

the household) 

 

1   Yes – 1 No– 2 

 

 Yes – 1 No– 2 

 
2   Yes – 1 No – 2 

 

 Yes – 1 No– 2 

 3   Yes – 1 No – 2 

 

 Yes – 1 No – 2 

 4   Yes – 1 No– 2 

 

 Yes – 1 No– 2 

 5   Yes – 1 No– 2 

 

 Yes – 1 No– 2 

 6   Yes – 1 No– 2 

 

 Yes – 1 No – 2 

 
                                                           
 if both genders are specified as the head of the household, indicate relation to the head as to a man. 
  certain persons *such as housemaid, nanny who stay in the home for more than 5 days a week and guests 
staying at home for more than 1 month) may be included as usually residing in the household. 
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7   Yes – 1 No – 2 

 

 Yes – 1 No– 2 

 8   Yes – 1 No– 2 

 

 Yes – 1 No– 2 

 9   Yes – 1 No– 2 

 

 Yes – 1 No– 2 

 10   Yes – 1 No– 2 

 

 Yes – 1 No– 2 

 
Code 

Relationship to the head 

of the household 
Code 

Relationship to the 

head of the household 
Code 

Relationship to the head of 

the household 

1 Head of the household 

(person interviewed 

first) 

6 Mother (stepmother) 11 Adoptee (foster child, step- 

daughter) 

2 Wife (partner) 7 In-laws (mother-in-

law) 

12 Maid, nurse and similar 

persons 

3 Daughter 8 Sister 13 Renter 

4 Daughter-in-law 9 Sister-in-law 14 Female friend 

5 Granddaughter 10 Other degree of 

kinship 

15 Not a relative (no 

relationship) 

To continue the survey, we need to talk to only one woman from your household. 

In order to randomly select one woman, please tell me which of the women enumerated will soon 

have a birthday? _________________ 

 

 
Thank you very much! Can I speak to ______________? 

 

Yes – Moving on to the next question. 

The respondent is absent – completing the survey and setting the date of the next meeting.  

 
What to say to the selected respondent: 

 

I would like to ask you about some important aspects of a woman's life. Perhaps some of the topics 

will be difficult to discuss, but many girls and women have found it helpful to have the opportunity 

to talk about them. You do not have to answer any questions that you do not want to. We want to 

assure you that all your answers will be kept strictly confidential, and will not be shared with 

anyone. No information will be disclosed. 

 

Do you have any questions? Do you agree to take part in the survey? 

 

Yes ............ 1 

No ............ 2 

 

IT’S VERY IMPORTANT TO ENSURE PRIVACY, CHECK THE PRESENCE OF OTHER 

PERSONS 

 

4 

Is the time and place of the interview suitable, or 

would you like to choose another time and place? 

CONTINUE INTERVIEW ONLY IF YOU CAN 

ENSURE EFFECTIVE PRIVACY 

Suitable………………..…... 1 

Not suitable.……………….. 2 

(selecting another time (place)) 

Suitable (in case of repeated 

visit)………...……………. 3 

5 How old are you?  

 

6.What is your level of education? 
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Primary education 
1 

Tertiary education 
5 

Basic education 
2 

Uncompleted tertiary education 
6 

General secondary education 3 Postgraduate education 7 

Technical and vocational education 
4 

No educational level attained 
8 

 
7. Specify your employment status 

Employed by an organization, enterprise 
1 

Direct work on a farmstead and 

supplementary one 8 

Employed by an individual 
2 

Do not work for health reasons 
9 

Employed by a peasant or farm 
3 

Full-time student 
10 

Employer 4 Housewife 11 

Self-employment (income) 5 Pensioner 12 

Help (unpaid) family workers 
6 

Not working, but looking for work 

and willing to start working 13 

Cooperative member 7 
Not working, and not looking for 

work 
14 

 

8.Specify sources of livelihoods of your household 

(You can give multiple answers) 

 
Employment 

1 

Income from the sale of products 

produced in personal farmstead 9 

Self-employment (individual activity with or 

without patent, income from own enterprise 

(business)) 2 

Income from equity interest in other 

companies 
10 

Pension 
3 

Income from real estate (renting) 
11 

Government benefits 4 Interest on deposits, deposits 12 

Other forms of social assistance 
5 

Dividends on securities (stocks, bonds) 
13 

Student maintenance allowance 6 Help from relatives, acquaintances 14 

Alimony 7 Other 

15 Consumption of products derived from 

personal farms, cottages (garden) 8 

 

9. Please indicate total income your household earns on average per month 

Up to 20 000 1 200 001 – 260 000 7 

20 001 – 40 000 2 260 001 – 320 000  8 
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40 001 – 60 000 3 320 001 – 400 000 9 

60 001 – 100 000 4 400 001 – 500 000 10 

100 001 – 140 000 5 500 001 – 600 000 11 

140 001 – 200 000 6 Over 600 000 12 

 
10. To what extent are you satisfied with the state of your health? 

Good 1 Satisfied 2 Bad 3 Very bad 4 

 

11. Marital status. Currently, are you married, living together, or in a relationship with a man 

though not living together? 

 

Currently married, go to question 14 1 

Living with a man, not married, go to question 14 2 

Currently have a regular partner, not living together, go to question 14 3 

Not currently married or living with a man, and is not involved in a relationship with a man, go to 

question 12 
4 

 
12. Have you ever been married? Did you live together or were you involved in a relationship 

with a man without living together? 

Was previously married, go to question 13 1 

Lived with a man, not married, go to question 13 2 

Currently have a regular partner, not living together, go to question 13 3 

Was never married and never involved in a relationship with a man, go to question 70 4 

 

13. Did your last partnership with a man end by divorce, separation, or did your husband 

(partner) die? 

Divorced 1 Widow (death of partner) 3 

Separated (broken up) 2 No answer 4 

 

14. How many times have you been married and/or lived with a man and/or had a relationship 

with a man? 

(Include current partner–count the same partner only once) 

а) Married  

b) Living with a man, not married  

c) Regular partner without living together  

 

CURRENT (MOST RECENT) HUSBAND (PARTNER) 

 

Now let's talk a little bit about your (current or most recent) husband (partner). 

 

15. How old is he? 
 

16. What is his educational level? 

Primary education 1 Tertiary education 5 
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Basic education 
2 

Uncompleted tertiary education 
6 

General secondary education 3 Postgraduate education 7 

Technical or vocational education 
4 

Did not complete any education 
8 

 
17.  At present, what is the employment (economic activity) status of your (current or most recent) 

husband (partner)? 

Employed by an organization, enterprise 
1 

Direct work on a farmstead and 

supplementary one 8 

Employed by an individual 
2 

Do not work for health reasons 
9 

Employed by a peasant or farm 
3 

Full-time student 
10 

Employer 4 Housewife 11 

Self-employment (income) 5 Pensioner 12 

Help (unpaid) family workers 
6 

Not working, but looking for work 

and willing to start working 13 

Cooperative member 7 
Not working, and not looking for 

work 
14 

If answers «9», «13», и «14» are selected, go to question 18, in other cases go to question 19. 

 

18. How long has he been unemployed?        years  months 

 

19. How long have you been with him? How long does your relationship last? 
 

      years  months 

 

20. What is the state of your husband (partner)’s health? 

Good 1 Satisfactory 2 Bad 3 Very bad 4 

 

21. Does he have unhealthy habits (smoking, alcohol, drugs, gambling)? 

Types of unhealthy habits Yes No 

1. Smoking 1 2 

2. Alcohol 1 2 

3. Drug abuse 1 2 

4. Gambling 1 2 

5. Others 1 2 

If at least one answer being "Yes", go to question 22 in the appropriate line (s), then go to question 

23. If "No" appears in every line, go to question 23. 

 
22. Are your physical health and morale affected by your husband's (partner's) unhealthy 

habits such as: 

Types of bad habits 
Not 

affected 

Insignifcant 

impact 

Significant 

impact 

Hard 

to say 

1. Smoking 1 2 3 4 

2. Alcohol consumption 1 2 3 4 

3. Drug abuse 1 2 3 4 

4. Gambling 1 2 3 4 

5. Other 1 2 3 4 
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23. In general, do you discuss the following themes with your husband (partner): 

Themes for discussion Yes No 

1. How was his day 1 2 

2. How was your day 1 2 

3. Your worries and feelings 1 2 

4. His fears and feelings 1 2 

 

24. We all know that almost all couples sometimes quarrel or have tiff. Can you tell us how often 

quarrels occur between you? 

Often 1 Sometimes 3 

Rarely 2 Never 4 

 

When two persons marry or live together, they usually share good and bad experiences. I would like to ask 

you about how your (current or most recent) husband (partner) interacts with you. 

I emphasize again that your answers will be kept confidential, and no one will know what you said as we 

do not specify your personal data. 

If anyone interrupts us I will change the topic of conversation. 

I am now going to ask you questions about several situations that are familiar to many women. 

 
25. With regard to your (current or most recent) husband (partner), would you say that in 

general the following statements are correct: 

Acts of excessive control 

 

Yes No 
Did it occur in the past 12 months? 

Yes No 

А B 

a) He tries to prevent you from seeing 

your friends 
Yes – 1b 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

Нет – 2 

b) He tries to restrict contact with your 

family 
Yes– 1b 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

c) He insists that you always inform him 

about your whereabouts 
Yes – 1b 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

d) He ignores you and treats you 

indifferently 
Yes – 1b 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

e) He is very angry if you speak with 

another man 
Yes – 1b 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

f) He often suspects you of being 

unfaithful 
Yes – 1b 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

g) He expects you to ask his permission to 

visit the hospital 
Yes – 1b 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

h) He imposes his religious beliefs on you 

against your will 
Yes – 1b 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

Next question is asked only if the respondent is cohabiting with her husband (partner) ("1" or "2"is 

selected in response to question 11) 

 

26. Next, if you can respond positively to the following statements with regard to your (current 

or most recent) husband (partner): 
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Acts of economic violence 

 

Yes No 
Did this take place in the last 

12 months? 

А B 

a) He refuses to give you enough 

money for household expenses, even 

if he has money for other expenses 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

b) He hides family income from you, 

and you do not have access to it 
Yes – 1B 

No– 2  

Yes – 1 

No– 2 

c) He does not give you money for 

food and other essentials 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

d) He does not give you money for 

necessary children’s expenses 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes–1 

No – 2 

e) He does not give you the money for 

personal expenses (clothing, shoes, 

toiletries) 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No– 2 

The following questions refer to situations that occur with many women, and perhaps your (current or 

most recent) husband (partner) committed these actions against you. 

 
27. Has your husband (partner) ever committed the following acts against you? 

Acts of psychological 

(emotional) abuse 

 

Yes No 

Did it occur in 

the last 12 

months? 

Did it occur once, 

several times or 

often in the last 

12 months 

Did it occur in the 

previous 12 months? 

If yes: Would you 

say that this occurred 

just once, several 

times, or often? 

А B C D 

a) Insulted you or 

made you feel bad 

about yourself 

Yes – 1B 

No– 2  

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

b) Belittled or 

humiliated you in front 

of other people 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

c) Did things to scare 

or intimidate you (e.g. 

by the way he looked 

at you, by yelling or 

smashing the dishes) 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes– 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

d) Verbally threatened 

to hurt you or your 

family? 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No– 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

 
28. Has your (current or most recent husband (partner) committed any of the following acts 

against you? 



 228 

Acts of physical 

violence 

Yes No 

Did he commit 

the act in the 

last 12 months? 

Did he commit 

the act in the last 

12 months? 

Once, several 

times or often? 

Was it before the 

previous12 months? 

If yes: Can you say 

that it occurred once, 

several times or 

often? 

А B C D 

a) Has he slapped 

you or thrown 

objects that could 

hurt you 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

b) Pushed you or 

pulled your hair 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times – 2 

Often– 3 

c) Punched you, or 

used any objects that 

could hurt you 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

d) Kicked you, 

dragged or beaten 

you 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

e) Choked you or 

intentionally 

inflicted burns 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

f) Threatened you 

with, or actually 

used a gun or a knife 

against you 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

29. CHECK question 28 

If, at least once «2»or «3» was selected in column C go to question 30 

In other instances, go to question 31 

 

30a. Please tell me how often have you been a victim of the abovementioned acts in the last 12 

months? 

 

Every day 1 Less than once a month 4 

Once or twice a week 2 I don't know 5 

Once a month 3 No answer 6 

 

30b. Can you indicate how many times have you been a victim of these actions in the last 12 

months? 

 

Number of times  

No answer 2 
Many times, but I can't say exactly how 

many 
1 

 

31. The following questions are about another aspect of your cohabitation. We want to ask 

about some situations that occur often to many women, and perhaps your (current or most 

recent) husband (partner) committed these acts against you: 
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Acts of sexual 

violence 

Yes No 

Did such actions 

occur in the last 

12 months? 

Did such act 

occur in the past 

12 months once, 

several times of 

often? 

Did such act occur 

prior to the last 12 

months? 

If yes: Indicate if this 

action occurred once, 

several times or 

often? 

А B C D 

a) Did your (current or 

most recent) husband 

(partner) force you to 

have sexual 

intercourse against 

your will? 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

b) Have you ever had 

any sexual relations 

against your will, out 

of fear that your 

(current or most 

recent) husband 

(partner) can commit 

any action (strike or 

throw you, leave you 

for another woman, 

etc.)  

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times – 2 

Often– 3 

c) Did your (current or 

most recent) husband 

(partner) force you to 

commit any sexual 

acts that were 

humiliating and 

degrading for you? 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

32. CHECK 31 «C» 

If at least «2» or «3» is selected once in column C, go to question 33 

In other instances, go to question 34 

 

33a.Please tell me how often were the abovementioned actions committed in the past 12 

months? 

Every day 1 Less than once a month 4 

Once or twice a week 2 I don't know 5 

Once a month 3 No answer 6 

 

33b. How many times have you been a victim of these acts in the last 12 months? 

Number of times  

No answer 2 Many times, I can't say exactly how 

many 
1 

34. 

CHECK FOR POSITIVE ANSWERS TO ANY 

QUESTION ABOUT PHYSICAL VIOLENCE, see 

question 28 

At least one«1»in column A 

 

Yes      ………………….……..........1 

 

No ……………………….................2 
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35. 
CHECK FOR POSITIVE ANSWERS TO ANY QUESTION 

ABOUT SEXUAL VIOLENCE, see question 31 

At least one «1» in columnA 

 

Yes ……………………..…….........1 

 

No ………………………...……......2 

36. 

If «yes» to questions 34 and/or 35 go to question 37 

If «no» to both questions 34 и 35 go to question 39 

 
37. Did you suffer the following injuries caused by your husband's (partner)'s actions?  

 

Types of injuries (effects) 
Yes No 

Have such acts been committed 

in the past 12 months? 

А B 

a) Did you have cuts, scratches, bruises or injuries? Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

b) Did you have any eye or ear injuries, sprains, 

dislocations or burns? 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

c) Have you ever had deep wounds, broken bones, 

broken teeth, internal injuries or other similar 

injuries? 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

d) A spontaneous abortion? Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

 

38. Would you say that your husband's (partner's) behaviour affected your physical health and 

morale? (This refers to specific acts of physical and sexual violence, which the respondent previously 

referred to.) 

Not affected 1 I don't know 4 

Insignificant impact 2 
No answer 5 

Significant impact 3 

 

39. Have you ever been afraid of your (current or most recent) husband (partner)? 

Never 1 Constantly 4 

Sometimes 2 I don't know 5 

Often 3 No answer 6 

40.CHECK, the total number of partners the respondent specified in question 14. 

If two or more partners, go to question 41 

If only one partner was cited, go to question 66 

 

FORMER (EX) HUSBAND (PARTNER) 

 

READ THE FOLLOWING TO THE RESPONDENT: 

I wanted to ask you about how your former (previous) husband (partner) (any partner that you had before 

your current partner, about whom we just talked about) treated you. 

 

IF IT APPEARS THAT NO MORE CONTACT TOOK PLACE WITH THE PREVIOUS PARTNER IN 

THE PAST 12 MONTHS, YOU DO NOT HAVE TO ASK ALL QUESTIONS ABOUT THE PAST 

YEAR, BUT YOU STILL HAVE TO FOLLOW THE TEMPLATE, SKIP, AND MARK "NO" IN ALL 

MATTERS OF THE PAST 12 MONTHS AND, WHEN INDICATED, ASK ABOUT THE PERIOD 

PRECEDING THE LAST 12 MONTHS. 
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41. With regard to your ex-husband (partner), in general are the following statements about 

him true...? (Remind the respondent that these issues relate to (any) previous husband (partner) 

Acts of excessive control 
Yes No 

Did such actions against you occur 

in the last 12 months? 

Yes No 

А B 

a) Did he try to prevent you from seeing 

your friends? 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

b) Did he try to restrict contact with your 

family? 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

c) Did he insist that you always had to 

inform him of your whereabouts? 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

d) Does he ignore you or treat you 

indifferently? 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

d) Is he very angry if you speak with 

another man? 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

e) Does he often suspect you of being 

unfaithful? 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

g) Are you expected to ask his permission 

to visit the hospital? 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

h) Has he imposed his religious beliefs 

against your will? 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

42. CHECK 41 «А» 

If at least one answer is"Yes" (1) in column A, go to question 43 

  If only "No" (2) answer in column A, go to question 44 

 

43. Please talk about your relations with your former (previous) partner who committed the 

abovementioned acts against you? 

Married before, go to question 44 1 

Living together with a man without being married, go to question 44 2 

Permanent partner but not living together, go to question 47 3 

No answer, go to question 47 4 

 
44. Is the following statement true with regard to your ex-husband (partner): 

Acts of economic violence 
Yes No 

Have such acts been committed 

in the past 12 months? 

А B 

a) He refused to give you enough 

money for household expenses, even 

if he had money for other expenses? 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

45. CHECK 44 «А» 

If the answer is «Yes» (1) in column A, go to question 46 

If the answer is «No» (2) in column A, go to question 47 
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46. Please talk about your relations with your former (previous) partner who committed the 

abovementioned acts against you? 

Previously married 1 

Lived together with a man without being married 2 

No answer 3 

 

47. Have (any) former (previous) husband (partner) ever committed the following acts against 

you? 

 

 

 

Acts of psychological 

(emotional) abuse 

 
Yes No 

Was such act 

committed in 

the last 12 

months? 

Was such act 

committed in 

the last 12 

months once, 

several times or 

often? 

Did it occur in the 

period preceding, 

last 12 months? 

If yes: Would you 

say this occurred 

once, several times 

or often 

А B C D 

a) He offended you or 

made you feel bad 

about yourself 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

b) He belittled or 

humiliated you in front 

of others 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

c) He scared or 

intimidated you (by his 

look, shouting or 

smashing the dishes)? 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times – 

2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

d) He used threatening 

words that hurt you or 

your family 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

48. CHECK 47«А» 
If at least one answer is "Yes" (1) in column A go to question 49 

If there is only the answer «No» (2) go to question50 

 

49. Please describe your relations with your former(previous) partner who committed the 

abovementioned acts against you? 

Previously married 1 

Lived together with partner without being married 2 

Permanent partner but we don't live together 3 

No answer 4 

 

50. Have your (any) former (previous) husband (partner) at any time committed the following 

acts against you? 
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Acts of physical 

violence 

Yes No 

Have such acts 

been committed 

in the past 12 

months? 

Have such acts 

been committed 

in the past 12 

months once, 

several times or 

often? 

Did it occur in the 

period preceding the 

last 12 months?  

If yes: Would you 

say this occurred 

once, several times 

or often? 

А B C D 

a) Did he slap you or 

throw objects at you 

that could hurt you? 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once –1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

b) Pushed you or 

pulled your hair? 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once –1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

c) Beat or punch you 

with his fist, or with 

any objects that could 

hurt you? 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once –1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

d) Kicked, dragged or 

beat you? 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once –1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

e) Choked you, or 

intentionally inflicted 

burns? 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes– 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once –1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

e) Threatened you 

with, or actually used, 

a gun or threatene you 

with a knife? 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once –1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

51. CHECK 50 «C» 

If at least one answer is "Yes" to "2" or "3" in column C, go to question 52a 

In other instances, go to question 53 

 

52a. Please tell me how often the abovementioned events happened to you during the last 12 

months? 

Every day 1 Less than once a month 4 

Once or twice a month 2 Don't know 5 

Once a month 3 No answer 6 

 
52b. Please specify how many times have you been a victim of such acts committed in the last 12 

months. 

Number of times  

No answer 2 
Many times, but I cannot say exactly how 

many 
1 

53. CHECK 50 «А» 

If at least one answer is "Yes" (1) in column A go to question 54 

If the only answer is "No" (2), go to question 55 
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54. Please describe your relations with your former (previous) partner who committed the 

abovementioned acts against you? 
Previously married 1 

Living together with a partner without being married 2 

Permanent partner but not living together 3 

No answer 4 

 
55. The following questions relate to another aspect of your cohabitation. We want to ask about 

some situations that often occur with many women. Perhaps your former (previous) husband 

(partner) committed these acts against you: 

Acts of sexual 

violence 

Yes No 

Have such acts 

been committed 

in the past 12 

months? 

Have such acts 

been committed 

in the past 12 

months once, 

several times or 

often? 

Did this happen in 

the period preceding, 

the last 12 months?  

If yes: Would you 

say this occurred 

once, several times 

or often? 

А B C D 

a) Did (any) former 

(previous) husband 

(partner) force you to 

have sexual 

intercourse against 

your will? 

Yes– 1B 

No – 2  

Yes– 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once– 1 

Several times– 2 

Often– 3 

b) Have you ever had 

sexual relations against 

your will out of fear 

that your (any) former 

(previous) husband 

(partner) could commit 

any act (hit you, hurl 

anything at you, or 

leave you for another 

woman, etc.)? 

Yes– 1B 

No – 2  

Yes– 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once – 1 

Several times – 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once – 1 

Several times – 2 

Often – 3 

c) Did your (any) 

former (previous) 

husband (partner) ever 

force you to perform 

any sexual acts that 

were humiliating and 

degrading for you? 

Yes– 1B 

No – 2  

Yes– 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once – 1 

Several times – 2 

Often– 3 

No– 0 

Once – 1 

Several times – 2 

Often – 3 

56. CHECK 55 «C»: 

If at least of one «2» or «3» is selected in column C, go to question 57а 

In other instances go to question 58 

 
57a. Please state how often did you fall victim to the abovementioned actions in the past 12 

months? 

Every day 1 Less than once a month 4 

Once or twice a week 2 Don't know 5 
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Once a month 3 No answer 6 

 
57b. Please specify how many times did you fall victim to these actions in the past 12 months? 

Number of times  

No answer 2 
Many times, but I can't say precisely 

how many. 
1 

58. CHECK 55 «А»  

If at least one answer is «Yes» (1) in column A go to question 59 

If «No» (2) is selected go to question 60 

 

59.Please describe your relations with your former (previous) partner who committed the 

abovementioned acts against you? 

Previously married 1 

Lived together with partner without being married 2 

Permanent partner but we don't live together 3 

No answer 4 

 

60. 

CHECK IF THERE ARE POSITIVE ANSWERS TO ANY 

QUESTION ABOUT PHYSICAL VIOLENCE, see question 

50А 

At least one «1» in column A 

 

Yes ………………………............1 

 

No………………………….........2 

61. 
CHECK IF THERE ARE POSITIVE ANSWERS TO ANY 

QUESTION ABOUT SEXUAL VIOLENCE, See question 

55А 

At least one «1» in columnA 

 

Yes ……………………….….......1 

 

No………………………...............2 

62. If the answer is «YES» in question 60 and/or 61, go to question 63 

If the answer is «NO» to both 60 and 61, go to question 65 

 
63. Have the actions of your (any )former (previous) husband (partner) had any consequences? 

Types of injuries (effects) 
Yes No 

Did these acts occur in the last 

12 months? 

А B 

a) Did you have cuts, scratches, bruises or injuries? Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

b) Did you have any eye ear injuries or sprains, 

dislocations or burns? 
Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

c) Have you ever had deep wounds, broken bones, 

broken teeth, internal injuries or other similar 

injury? 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No– 2 

d) Had a spontaneous abortion? Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No– 2 

 

64. Have behaviour of your (any) former (previous) husband (partner) affected your physical 

health and moral state? 

No 1 Don't know 4 

Insignificant influence 2 
No answer 5 

Significant influence 3 
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65. Have you ever been afraid in front of your (any) former (previous) husband or partner? 

Never 1 Constantly 4 

Sometimes 2 Don't know 5 

Often 3 No answer 6 

66. If you have a partner who committed violence: 

If «YES» is selected to questions 36 and/or 62, go to question 67 

If «NO» was cited to both questions 36 and 62, go to question 69 

 

67. Have you told anyone about the behavior of your (current, latest or previous) husband 

(partner)? 

No, go to question 69 1 Doctor (medical worker), go to question 68 8 

Her parents, go to question 68 2 Religious leader, go to question 68 9 

His parents, go to question 68 3 Mentor (consultant), go to question 68 10 

Other relatives, go to question 68 4 NGOs (female organization), go to question 68 11 

Friends (acquaintances, go to question68 5 Local leader, go to question 68 12 

Outsiders (neighbors, acquaintances), go 

to question 68 
6 

Other (specify):____________ go to question 68 13 

Police, go to question 68 7 

 

68. Did you seek help because of your (current, recent or previous) husband’s (partner) 

behavior? 

Persons from whom the respondent can seek assistance 
Were you satisfied with the assistance 

given? 

А B 

No 1 go to question 69 Х 

Her parents 2column B Yes– 1        No– 2       Partly– 3 

His parents 3column B Yes– 1        No– 2    Partly– 3 

Other relatives 4column B Yes– 1        No– 2       Partly– 3 

Friends (acquaintances) 5column B Yes– 1        No – 2       Partly– 3 

Outsiders (Neighbours, 

acquaintances) 
6column B Yes– 1        No– 2       Partly– 3 

Police 7column B Yes– 1      No– 2       Partly– 3 

Doctor (medical worker) 8column B Yes– 1      No– 2        Partly– 3 

Religious leader 9column B Yes– 1       No– 2       Partly– 3 

Mentor (consultant)  10column B Yes– 1       No– 2       Partly– 3 

NGO (women's organization) 11column B Yes– 1       No– 2       Partly– 3 

Local leader 12column B Yes– 1       No– 2       Partly– 3 

Others (Specify):_________  13column B Yes– 1       No– 2       Partly– 3 

 
69. In general, -- taking into account all possible episodes in a woman's life we discussed with 

you,-- if you suddenly found yourself in such a situation who would you turn to for help? 

Noone 1 Police 7 

Her parents  2 Doctor (medical worker) 8 

His parents  3 Religious leader 9 

Other relatives  4 Psychologist 10 

Friends (acquaintances) 5 NGO (women's organization) 11 

Outsiders (Neighbours, acquaintances) 6 Others (specify):____________  12 

 

PERSONS WHO ARE NOT PARTNERS 
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70. Many women had a bad experience and endured various forms of abuse from different people, both men 

and women, including family members, friends and strangers. 

If you do not mind, I would like to ask you about such situations. All information collected from you will be 

kept strictly confidential. 

For women who at some point had an intimate partner, add the following: Questions listed below apply to 

persons who are not your husband (partner). 

 

71. In your lifetime, from age 15, have you ever faced the following situations: 

Acts of economic violence Yes No 
Did it occur in the last 12 

months? 

a) Did your loved ones make you 

financially dependent, which in turn 

depressed and humiliated you? 

А B 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

If you answered «Yes» to question 71, go to question 72. 

If you answered «No», go to question 73 

 
72. Who committed such acts against you? 

Persons who might 

commit violence 

How many times did they commit such 

acts, starting from when you turned 15? 

How many times did they commit 

such acts in the past 12 months? 

Only ask respondents mentioned in column A 

А B C 

Father 

(stepfather) 
1 

Once – 1 Several times – 2 Often – 3 Once – 1 Several times – 2 Often – 3 

Mother 

(stepmother) 
2 

Once – 1 Several times – 2 Often – 3 Once – 1 Several times – 2 Often – 3 

Father-in-law 3 Once – 1 Several times – 2 Often – 3 Once – 1 Several times – 2 Often – 3 

Mother-in-law 4 Once – 1 Several times – 2 Often – 3 Once – 1 Several times – 2 Often – 3 

Other members of 

her family 
5 

Once – 1 Several times – 2 Often – 3 Once – 1 Several times – 2 Often – 3 

Other members of 

husband’s family  
6 

Once – 1 Several times – 2 Often – 3 Once – 1 Several times – 2 Often – 3 

 

The following questions refer to situations that many women experience. Perhaps, someone 

committed such acts against you in your lifetime. 

 

73.Has anyone ever committed any of the following acts against you: 

Acts of psychological 

(emotional) abuse 

 

 

Yes No 

Did this happen in 

the past 12 

months? 

In the past 12 

months did this 

occur once, 

several times or 

often?  

 

Did it occur prior to 

past year? 

If yes: can you say 

that it occurred once, 

several times or 

often?  

А B C D 

a) He offended you or 

made you feel bad 

about yourself 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once – 1 

Several times – 2 

Often – 3 

No – 0 

Once – 1 

Several times – 2 

Often – 3 
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b) He belittled or 

humiliated you in front 

of others 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once – 1 

Several times – 2 

Often – 3 

No – 0 

Once – 1 

Several times – 2 

Often – 3 

c) He scared or 

intimidated you (by a 

look, by shouting or 

smashing the dishes)? 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once – 1 

Several times – 2 

Often – 3 

No – 0 

Once – 1 

Several times – 2 

Often – 3 

g) He used threatening 

words that would hurt 

you or your family? 

Yes – 1B 

No – 2  

 

Yes – 1C, D 

No – 2D 

Once– 1 

Several times – 2 

Often – 3 

No – 0 

Once – 1 

Several times – 2 

Often – 3 

 

If you answered “Yes" to question 73 «A» at least once, go to question 74. 

If you answered "No”, go to question 75 

 

74. Who committed such acts against you? 

CHECK: Anyone else? Relatives? Someone at school or a work? A friend or neighbor? A stranger or 

someone else?  

Persons who might 

perpetrate violence 

How many times were such acts 

committed against you since you 

were 15 years? 

How many times were such acts 

committed against you in the last 12 

months? 

Ask questions with regard to only those persons that appear in column A 

А B C 

Father 

(stepfather) 1 

Once – 1 Several times – 2 

Often – 3 

Once – 1 Several times – 2 

Often – 3 

Mother 

(stepmother) 2 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Father-in-law 3 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Mother in law 4 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Other male 

family members 5 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Other female 

family members  6 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Colleagues at 

work - males 7 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Women 8 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Friend (familiar) 

- man 9 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 10 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Recent (random) 

acquaintance - a 

man 11 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 12 1                2              3 1                2              3 

A stranger - a 

man 13 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 14 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Teacher - a man 15 1                2              3 1                2              3 

woman 16 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Doctor (medical 

worker) - man 17 1                2              3 1                2              3 
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Woman 18 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Religious figure 

- man 19 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Police (military 

man) - man 20 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Others (specify): 

men___ 21 1                2              3 1                2              3 

women ___ 22 1                2              3 1                2              3 

 

First of all, I would like to ask you about events that occurred since you are 15, then about those that 

occurred in the last 12 months. For women who at one point had an intimate partner, add questions listed 

below addressed to persons who are not your husband (partner).
 

 

 

75.From the time you were 15, did anyone beat or kick you, or inflict physical violence? Did 

anyone throw harmful objects at you? Pushed you or pulled your hair? Choked or burned you 

on purpose? Threatened you with a gun or a knife, or actually did? 

Yes, go to questions 76-78 1 No, go to question 79 2 

 

76. Who committed such acts against you? 

CHECK: Who else? Relatives? Somebody at school or at work? A friend or neighbor? A stranger or 

other persons? 

Persons who might commit 

violent acts 

How many times did they commit 

such acts, starting from when you 

turned 15? 

How many times did they commit 

such acts in the past 12 months? 

Ask question with regard only to those persons mentioned in column A 

А B C 

Father (stepfather) 

1 

Once – 1 Several times– 2 

Often – 3 

Once – 1 Several times – 2  

Often – 3 

Mother (stepmother) 2 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Father-in-law 3 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Mother in law 4 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Other male family 

members 5 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Other family 

members of the 

female sex 6 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Colleagues at work - 

males 7 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Women 8 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Friend (familiar) - 

man 9 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 10 1                2              3 1                2              3 

A recent (random) 

familiar - a man 11 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 12 1                2              3 1                2              3 

A stranger - a man 13 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 14 1                2              3 1                2              3 

The teacher - a man 15 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 16 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Doctor (medical 

worker) - man 17 1                2              3 1                2              3 
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Woman 18 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Religious figure–

man 19 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Policeman (military 

man) –man 20 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Others (specify) 

Men _______ 21 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Women 22 1                2              3 1                2              3 

 

77. Use letters "a", "b" and "c" to specify perpetrators of violence against you. If you 

have more than three perpetrators, note the most serious and rank them according to 

the severity of the violence inflicted (most severe -1; moderate -2 and so forth. 

а) Perpetrator____________________________________ 1 

b) Perpetrator____________________________________ 2 

c) Perperator   ____________________________________ 3 

 
78. Did the actions of the perpetrator lead to any of the following consequences...?Ask question 

78 primarily for the first person (a), followed by (b), etc. In the absence of such persons, go to 

question 79. 

 

 

 

Types of injuries (effects) 

a) Perpetrator - 1 

(When more 

than one 

perpetrator, go to 

next column) 

b) Perpetrators- 

2 

(If more than 2 

people, go to 

next column) 

c) Perpetrators 

- 3 

a) Did you have cuts, scratches, bruises or 

injuries? 
Yes – 1 

No – 2 

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

b) Did you have any eye injury or ear, sprains, 

dislocations or burns? 
Yes – 1 

No – 2 

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

c) Have you ever had deep wounds, broken 

bones, broken teeth, internal injuries or other 

similar injuries? 

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

 Yes – 1 

No – 2 

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

If at least one answer is "Yes" to a), b) or c), go 

to question d) ... 
Yes – 1 

No – 2 

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

Yes – 1 

No – 2 

 

I wanted to ask you about other negative experiences that some women also face. You can specify any 

person: a man or a woman For ever-partnered women, add if necessary: except your husband (partner) male. 

 

 
79. Since you were 15, did someone force (including friends and strangers) you to have sexual 

intercourse against your will, for example, by threats, forcibly holding you, or putting you in a 

situation where you couldn't say NO? 

Yes, go to question 80 1 No, go to question 81 2 

 
80. Who took such actions against you? 

CHECK: Who else? Relatives? Someone at school or at work? A friend or neighbor? A stranger, or 

another person? 

Persons who might commit 

sexual violence 

How many times did they commit 

such acts, starting from when you 

turned 15? 

How many times did they 

commit such acts in the past 12 

months? 
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Ask question with regard only to those persons mentioned in column A 

А B C 

Father (stepfather) 

1 

Once – 1 Several times – 2  

Often – 3 

Once – Several times – 2  

Often – 3 

Mother (stepmother) 2 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Father-in-laws 3 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Mother in law 4 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Other male family 

members 5 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Other family members of 

the female sex 6 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Colleagues at work - 

males 7 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Women 8 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Friend/acquaintance of 

husband - man 9 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 10 1                2              3 1                2              3 

A recent acquaintance of 

your husband - man 11 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 12 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Unknown person– 

man 13 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 14 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Teacher–man 15 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 16 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Doctor (health worker) 

–man 17 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 18 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Religious figure–man 19 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Police (soldier) –man 20 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Other (specify): 

Men_________ 21 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Women 22 1                2              3 1                2              3 

 

Now, I want to ask you questions that may be relevant to persons of any gender. 

 

For ever-partnered women, if necessary, add: except your husband and/or male partner. 

 

 

 

81.Did someone try to force you, from 15 years, to have sexual intercourse without your consent 

(but which did not actually happen). Did someone touch you sexually or perform other sexual 

acts against your will. 

 

Yes, go to question 82 1 No, go to question 83 2 

 

82.Who committed such acts against you? 

CHECK: Who else? Relatives? Someone at school or at work? A friend or neighbor? A stranger, or 

another person? 
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Persons who might commit 

acts of violence 

 

 

How many times have such acts been 

committed against you since you 

turned 15? 

How many times have such acts 

been committed against you in 

the past 12 months? 

Ask question with regard only to those persons mentioned in column A 

А B C 

Father (stepfather) 
1 

Once – 1 Several times – 2  

Often – 3 

Once – 1 Several times – 2  

Often – 3 

Mother (stepmother) 2 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Father-in-laws 3 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Mother in law 4 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Other male family 

members 5 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Other family members 

of the female sex 6 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Colleagues at work - 

men 7 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Women 8 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Friend (familiar) - man 

9 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 10 1                2              3 1                2              3 

A recent (random) 

encounter - a man 11 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 12 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Stranger- man 13 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 14 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Teacher - a man 15 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Woman 16 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Doctor (medical worker 

- man 17 1                2              3 1                2              3 

woman 18 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Religious person- man 19 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Police (military-man) – 

men 20 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Other (please specify): 

______ Men 21 1                2              3 1                2              3 

Women 22 1                2              3 1                2              3 

 

83. As far as you know, has your father caused your mother physical pain or emotional 

suffering? 

No 1 Emotional suffering 3 

Physical pain 2 I don't know 4 

 

END OF INTERVIEW 

 
84.  The interview is over. Is there any additional information about any events in your life that 

you would like to report, that were not covered by questionnaire? Do you have any comments 

or additions? 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 



 243 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 
85.We asked you about many serious problems. What did you feel when you answered these 

questions? Enter any specific answers given by the respondent 

________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________ 

Good …………....... 1 

Bad 

Without changes 

..……...3 

 

86. OPTION 1 FOR ENDING OF INTERVIEW - When respondents reported incidents of 

violence and challenges. 

I would like to thank you very much for your help. I understand that it is very difficult to 

answer these questions, but in order to understand experiences of women regarding 

maltreatment, women have to talk themselves. Based on what we heard, it is clear that you 

have lived through difficult times in your life. No one has the right to treat you that way. 

However, from what you have said, I can conclude that you are a very strong person and 

found the strength to overcome all these difficulties. 

If you wish, we can share a list of organizations that provide support, legal assistance and 

counseling to women who experiece domestic violence. You can contact them if you wish to 

discuss your current situation. They provide free services and ensure confidentiality of any 

information provided by you. You can contact them when you choose, sooner or later. 

 

OPTION 2 FOR ENDING OF INTERVIEW - If women do not report incidents of violence 

committed against them. 

I would like to thank you for your help. I understand that it must have been very difficult for 

you to answer our questions. But in order to fully understand domestic violence problems 

some women face, we need to get information about such experiences first-hand from women 

themselves. 

If you have ever heard about women in need of assistance, we can offer you a list of 

organizations that provide assistance, legal counseling and advice to women who experience 

sexual violence, and you can share this list with them later. You can contact them if you 

personally, your friends or relatives need help. These services are free, and they will ensure 

the confidentiality of any information provided by you 

 

 

87. Interviewer's comments: 
___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________ 
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CHANGES MADE TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE FOLLOWING 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF INTERNATIONAL EXPERT – DR HENRIETTE 

JANSEN  

 

Page 1. 

Interviewer indicates start and finish time of interview. 

 

Page 2.  

Note: Respondents are selected among women aged between 18 and 75 years inclusively. 

For eligible women aged 18-75 to the left from the table specify dates of birth and circle the 

line number with an entry of the woman with the date of firth closest to the interview 
(including day of the interview), i.e. the line number of the woman selected for the interview.  

If there are no eligible women in the household, select replace household. 

Any non-response or absence of the respondent should be indicated with a code from the list 

on a separate page – check whether the household should be replaced.  Attach this page to the 

partially filled uncompleted questionnaire.  

 

Page 3. 

Delete sentence: “In order to randomly select one woman”.  Ask dates of birth and clarify 

that ХХХ (a person with the closest date of birth) is the person to be interviewed.  

General comment: 

Do not leave any questions without any note. If a respondent refuses to answer a 

question or answers “do not know”, write down such answer!  

 

Page 5. 

Question 15:  

If husband died, specify date of birth instead of age (at least year of birth) 

If divorced – specify his current (approximate) age. 

 

Questions 17-18-19-20, etc.: Questions about partners to widows and divorced women 

refer to the period when they lived together.  

 

Questions 21 and 22: 

Instead of “unhealthy habits” use “habits”. 

 

Question 26 c), d), e) 

Instead of “does not give” use “refuses to give” 

 

Exclude questions: 29, 30а, 30b, 32, 33а, 33b, 51, 52а, 52b, 56, 57а, 57b 

 

More options can be provided to questions: 43, 46, 49, 54, 59, 67, 68, 69, 72, 74, 76, 80, 82, 

83 

 

Question 67: 

No “go to” option, all options lead to next question (68), including first option “No”, i.e. 

delete “go to” option to question 69 if the answer is “No”. 

 

Questions 72, 74, 76, 80, 82: 

Column C (How many times have such acts been committed in the past 12 months). 

With regard to persons the question is related to, if the answer is that such act was not 
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committed in the past 12 months, add “0” and circle it. 
 


