Frequently Asked Questions
[bookmark: _GoBack] What is the definition of violence employed in the NVMs database?
The methodology used to construct the NVMS database defines violence as actions, both between individuals as well as groups that cause or may cause physical impact on humans or property. The criteria to determine violence include:
· Actions that cause or may cause physical impacts on humans or property: Actions that cause physical impacts such as injury, bruising, death, rape/sexual harassment, damage to buildings, broken windows, burned houses etc. fall under the NVMS definition of violence. This definition applies when the quantitative information about the impact of violence from a given incident is clearly known but also in cases where a number, for example, deaths etc., is not clearly known.
· Actions that restrict physical freedom of individuals or groups: Certain actions may not directly cause physical impact, but limit the freedom of movement by force. For example, abductions, where a person is kidnapped and released only after payment of ransom. It may be that the abduction victim does not suffer any injury, but such an incident would still be counted as violence.
· The violent actions must be intentional and committed consciously: According to NVMS methodology, an action constitutes violence only when it is committed intentionally and consciously. The physical impact caused by an accident (unintentionally) or by the actions of a person who is mentally disturbed (not consciously) would not fall under the NVMS definition of violence.
What is the definition of incident?
Two or more separate events can be counted as one ‘violent incident’ as long as the event fulfills all three requirements described below:
•	Temporal requirement: Two events must take place on the same date. If the two events are related, but took place on different dates, then they shall be considered as two different incidents. Example: two villages clashing over border issues on two different dates will be counted as two incidents. However, if the two fought twice on the same day, they will be counted as one incident.
•	Contextual requirement: The issue contested by two sides must be the same. If the same group of people stage demonstrations twice in front of the same parliament building but on different issues, for example, in the morning about the Anti-Pornography Draft Bill, then in the afternoon about oil palm concessions, then they will be considered as two different incidents. However, if two different groups demonstrate regarding the same issue, but express different or opposing stances, that would be considered the same incident.
•	Involvement requirement: At least one of the actors in two events must be the same actor, where ‘actor’ refers to certain individuals, not to their group or organization affiliation. Newspaper reports may say that the actor in the two events is a group or an organization. However, to be able to say that the two events are one incident it has to be known whether the individuals involved in both events are the same. For example: if different people from a certain village clash with a number of people over the same issue on two occasions in one day with different victims in the two events, then that would be considered as one incident. If a certain organization holds a long march to demonstrate in front of the Parliament in the morning, and then they vandalize a government building in a different location in the afternoon, that event would be considered as one incident if it involves the same issue.
How is location defined?
The location of the incident is the location where the incident was reported to occur, including the province, district (kabupaten) or city, using BPS (Central Statistics Agency) location code. To standardize the collected data, the province and kabupaten location is recorded in line with the administrative boundaries as per 2008. The kecamatan (sub-district) and village locations of the violent incident are also recorded if specified. However, the kecamatan and village locations are not adjusted for ongoing splitting or changes in administrative boundaries
How do you determine codes for locations (province/kabupaten/kecamatan)?  
For provinces/kabupaten/kecamatan, the database uses the BPS codes (National Statistics Agency) as of Year 2011. All incidents are geographically coded using BPS 2011, regardless of the year when they occurred. Note that BPS codes can vary over time: the code used by BPS for a particular Kecamatan back in 2000 may not have been the same that the code they used in 2011 (and which we use in our dataset). 
It appears from the incident reports that most of the violence is at the village level but village names are only recorded for about 40% of observation.  To what extent do you think names can be recovered by scanning the provided incident description or by other means? 
When Kecamatan/Village codes are missing, it is typically because this information is not reported in any of the media sources covering that incident. Unfortunately, this happens more often than one would expect. If it’s not reported, then the information will be missing from the incident description as well.
If we use the codes for the village level or kecamatan level violent incident, how worried should we be that the incidents with a missing code/name are non-random?  In what instances are these codes typically missing?
The kecamatan/village information is missing when the information is missing from the media reports. It is more likely to happen when the incident occurs in a remote area; or when the incident is relatively minor and doesn’t justify for the reporter to go out of his way to provide comprehensive and accurate geographic information, or when the media only reported the name of the street where the incident occurred (it's quite difficult to identify the sub-district because the street name can be used by two districts or villages). You can find the name of the street where the incident occurred in incident description, but not all the data reported the name of the street because NVMS just reported what is in the media.
When a second kecamatan is recorded, is it correct in assuming that this represents cross-kecamatan violence?  There seem to be very few of these; is that indicative of the fact that there are few cross-sub-district (or cross village) incidents in Indonesia?
An incident which involves two districts can indicate that the incident involves cross-kecamatan violence or clashes at the border of two villages or two districts. This type of incident usually involves conflict among citizens or around conflict boundaries. It is recorded when reported in a media source, but often, media doesn’t report information about a second district that is involved.
Is the number of newspapers the same in every province over time, or are there changes in the number of newspapers for certain periods?  
Over time, if anything, the number of papers for any given province will have reduced, not increased. Every few years an assessment is made on the performance of the sample of newspapers,, and newspapers that bring very little added value (meaning that the incidents they cover are already covered by other papers) is removed. This also means the reduction in the number of papers will have a very marginal effect on the number of incidents reported (since the papers we drop are precisely those that add no or very few incidents). 
How should the dataset be cited? 
National Violence Monitoring System (NVMS) dataset, Government of Indonesia / World Bank. 
Has the World Bank published a paper that provides an overview on the dataset? 
Please see: Barron, Patrick, Sana Jaffrey, and Ashutosh Varshney. “How Large Conflicts Subside: Evidence from Indonesia.” Indonesia Social Development Papers. World Bank, 2014.




