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Lampiran  1. Koesioner Penelitian 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

Lampiran  2. Output SPSS 

1. Analisis Univariat 

Penggunaan MKJP 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Tidak Menggunakan MKJP 1106 50.8 50.8 50.8 

Menggunakan MKJP 1071 49.2 49.2 100.0 

Total 2177 100.0 100.0  

 

Kategori Usia 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid >30 tahun 753 34.6 34.6 34.6 

<30 tahun 1424 65.4 65.4 100.0 

Total 2177 100.0 100.0  

 

Tempat Tinggal 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Pedesaan 962 44.2 44.2 44.2 

Perkotaan 1215 55.8 55.8 100.0 

Total 2177 100.0 100.0  

 

Tingkat Pendidikan 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Rendah 1765 81.1 81.1 81.1 

Tinggi 412 18.9 18.9 100.0 

Total 2177 100.0 100.0  

 

Indeks Kekayaan 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid Rendah 1381 63.4 63.4 63.4 

Tinggi 796 36.6 36.6 100.0 

Total 2177 100.0 100.0  



 

 

 

Status Pekerjaan 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Tidak Bekerja 913 41.9 41.9 41.9 

Bekerja 1264 58.1 58.1 100.0 

Total 2177 100.0 100.0  

 

Status Perkawinan 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Menikah 1439 66.1 66.1 66.1 

Tidak menikah 738 33.9 33.9 100.0 

Total 2177 100.0 100.0  

 

Paritas 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Beresiko 669 30.7 30.7 30.7 

Tidak Berisiko 1508 69.3 69.3 100.0 

Total 2177 100.0 100.0  

 

2. Analisis Bivariat 

Crosstab 

 

Penggunaan MKJP 

Total 

Tidak 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Kategori Usia >30 tahun Count 212 541 753 

% of Total 9.7% 24.9% 34.6% 

<30 tahun Count 894 530 1424 

% of Total 41.1% 24.3% 65.4% 

Total Count 1106 1071 2177 

% of Total 50.8% 49.2% 100.0% 

 

 



 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymp. Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 236.290
a
 1 .000   

Continuity Correction
b
 234.906 1 .000   

Likelihood Ratio 242.233 1 .000   

Fisher's Exact Test    .000 .000 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
236.181 1 .000   

N of Valid Cases 2177     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 370,45. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 

 

Risk Estimate 

 Value 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 

Odds Ratio for Kategori Usia 

(>30 tahun / <30 tahun) 
.232 .192 .281 

For cohort Penggunaan MKJP = 

Tidak Menggunakan MKJP 
.448 .397 .506 

For cohort Penggunaan MKJP = 

Menggunakan MKJP 
1.930 1.780 2.093 

N of Valid Cases 2177   

 

 

Crosstab 

 

Penggunaan MKJP 

Total 

Tidak 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Tempat Tinggal Pedesaan Count 470 492 962 

% of Total 21.6% 22.6% 44.2% 

Perkotaan Count 636 579 1215 

% of Total 29.2% 26.6% 55.8% 

Total Count 1106 1071 2177 

% of Total 50.8% 49.2% 100.0% 

 

 

 



 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymp. Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 2.615
a
 1 .106   

Continuity Correction
b
 2.477 1 .115   

Likelihood Ratio 2.615 1 .106   

Fisher's Exact Test    .110 .058 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
2.614 1 .106   

N of Valid Cases 2177     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 473,27. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 

 

Risk Estimate 

 Value 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 

Odds Ratio for Tempat 

Tinggal (Pedesaan / 

Perkotaan) 

.870 .734 1.030 

For cohort Penggunaan 

MKJP = Tidak 

Menggunakan MKJP 

.933 .858 1.015 

For cohort Penggunaan 

MKJP = Menggunakan 

MKJP 

1.073 .985 1.169 

N of Valid Cases 2177   

 

Crosstab 

 

Penggunaan MKJP 

Total 

Tidak 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Tingkat Pendidikan Rendah Count 830 935 1765 

% of Total 38.1% 42.9% 81.1% 

Tinggi Count 276 136 412 

% of Total 12.7% 6.2% 18.9% 

Total Count 1106 1071 2177 

% of Total 50.8% 49.2% 100.0% 



 

 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymp. Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 53.270
a
 1 .000   

Continuity Correction
b
 52.475 1 .000   

Likelihood Ratio 54.221 1 .000   

Fisher's Exact Test    .000 .000 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
53.246 1 .000   

N of Valid Cases 2177     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 202,69. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 

 

Risk Estimate 

 Value 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 

Odds Ratio for Tingkat 

Pendidikan (Rendah / 

Tinggi) 

.437 .349 .548 

For cohort Penggunaan 

MKJP = Tidak 

Menggunakan MKJP 

.702 .645 .763 

For cohort Penggunaan 

MKJP = Menggunakan 

MKJP 

1.605 1.389 1.854 

N of Valid Cases 2177   

 

Crosstab 

 

Penggunaan MKJP 

Total 

Tidak 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Indeks Kekayaan Rendah Count 670 711 1381 

% of Total 30.8% 32.7% 63.4% 

Tinggi Count 436 360 796 

% of Total 20.0% 16.5% 36.6% 

Total Count 1106 1071 2177 



 

 

% of Total 50.8% 49.2% 100.0% 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymp. Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 7.913
a
 1 .005   

Continuity Correction
b
 7.664 1 .006   

Likelihood Ratio 7.922 1 .005   

Fisher's Exact Test    .005 .003 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
7.909 1 .005   

N of Valid Cases 2177     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 391,60. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 

 

Risk Estimate 

 Value 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 

Odds Ratio for Indeks 

Kekayaan (Rendah / Tinggi) 
.778 .653 .927 

For cohort Penggunaan 

MKJP = Tidak 

Menggunakan MKJP 

.886 .815 .963 

For cohort Penggunaan 

MKJP = Menggunakan 

MKJP 

1.138 1.038 1.248 

N of Valid Cases 2177   

 

Crosstab 

 

Penggunaan MKJP 

Total 

Tidak 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Status Pekerjaan Tidak Bekerja Count 506 407 913 

% of Total 23.2% 18.7% 41.9% 

Bekerja Count 600 664 1264 

% of Total 27.6% 30.5% 58.1% 

Total Count 1106 1071 2177 



 

 

% of Total 50.8% 49.2% 100.0% 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymp. Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 13.416
a
 1 .000   

Continuity Correction
b
 13.100 1 .000   

Likelihood Ratio 13.435 1 .000   

Fisher's Exact Test    .000 .000 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
13.410 1 .000   

N of Valid Cases 2177     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 449,16. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 

Lampiran  3 KoesionePenetilianr 

Risk Estimate 

 Value 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 

Odds Ratio for Status 

Pekerjaan (Tidak Bekerja / 

Bekerja) 

1.376 1.160 1.632 

For cohort Penggunaan 

MKJP = Tidak 

Menggunakan MKJP 

1.168 1.075 1.268 

For cohort Penggunaan 

MKJP = Menggunakan 

MKJP 

.849 .776 .928 

N of Valid Cases 2177   

 

 

Crosstab 

 

Penggunaan MKJP 

Total 

Tidak 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Status Perkawinan Menikah Count 372 1067 1439 

% of Total 17.1% 49.0% 66.1% 

Tidak menikah Count 734 4 738 



 

 

% of Total 33.7% 0.2% 33.9% 

Total Count 1106 1071 2177 

% of Total 50.8% 49.2% 100.0% 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymp. Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 1057.464
a
 1 .000   

Continuity Correction
b
 1054.521 1 .000   

Likelihood Ratio 1322.916 1 .000   

Fisher's Exact Test    .000 .000 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
1056.979 1 .000   

N of Valid Cases 2177     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 363,07. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 

 

Risk Estimate 

 Value 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 

Odds Ratio for Status 

Perkawinan (Menikah / 

Tidak menikah) 

.002 .001 .005 

For cohort Penggunaan 

MKJP = Tidak 

Menggunakan MKJP 

.260 .238 .284 

For cohort Penggunaan 

MKJP = Menggunakan 

MKJP 

136.804 51.457 363.708 

N of Valid Cases 2177   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Crosstab 

 

Penggunaan MKJP 

Total 

Tidak 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Menggunakan 

MKJP 

Paritas Beresiko Count 94 575 669 

% of Total 4.3% 26.4% 30.7% 

Tidak Berisiko Count 1012 496 1508 

% of Total 46.5% 22.8% 69.3% 

Total Count 1106 1071 2177 

% of Total 50.8% 49.2% 100.0% 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymp. Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. 

(1-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 521.966
a
 1 .000   

Continuity Correction
b
 519.845 1 .000   

Likelihood Ratio 563.974 1 .000   

Fisher's Exact Test    .000 .000 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
521.726 1 .000   

N of Valid Cases 2177     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 329,12. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 

 

Risk Estimate 

 Value 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Upper 

Odds Ratio for Paritas 

(Beresiko / Tidak Berisiko) 
.080 .063 .102 

For cohort Penggunaan 

MKJP = Tidak 

Menggunakan MKJP 

.209 .173 .253 

For cohort Penggunaan 

MKJP = Menggunakan 

MKJP 

2.613 2.416 2.826 

N of Valid Cases 2177   



 

 

 


