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LEMBAR KUESIONER PENELITIAN
HUBUNGAN PERILAKU MASYARAKAT TERHADAP KEJADIAN
DEMAM BERDARAH DENGUE (DBD) DI PUSKESMAS RAMI KOTA

PEMATANGSIANTAR

A. IDENTITAS RESPONDEN

Nama

Usia : tahun

Alamat

Jenis Kelamin : Laki Laki

Perempuan

Pekerjaan : (Lingkari salah Satu)

a. Wiraswasta
b. PNS

c. Karyawan
d. Mahasiswa

e. Lainnya
Pendidikan Terakhir : (Lingkari Salah Satu)

Tidak sekolah/tidak tamat SD
SD/sederajat

SLTP/sederajat

SMA/SMK

o o T

e. Akademik/Perguruan Tinggi



B. PERILAKU MASYARAKAT

1. Pengetahuan

NO. Pertanyaan Benar | Tidak
1. Penyakit Demam Berdarah Dengue (DBD)
ditularkan oleh nyamuk Aedes aegypti dan Aedes

albopictus

2. Pemberantasan Sarang Nyamuk (PSN) sama artinya
dengan usaha pemutusan rantai penularan DBD

3. Untuk menghindari DBD dapat dilakukan dengan
cara 3M (menutup, menguras, mengubur)

4, Memasang kawat kasa/ kelambu dapat membantu
menanggulangi penyakit DBD

S. Fogging (diasapi) lebih efektif menanggulangi
penyakit DBD

C. SIKAP

Untuk pertanyaan berikut, berilah tanda centang (v') pada kotak yang menurut

anda benar.
No. Pertanyaan Setuju | Tidak
Setuju
1. Pemakaian lotion anti nyamuk dapat terhindar dari

gigitan nyamuk Aedes aegypti.
2. Kegiatan Pemberantasan Sarang Nyamuk (PSN)
sebaiknya dilakukan 1 minggu sekali

3. Kegiatan 3M Plus perlu dilakukan untuk mencegah
meluasnya penyakit DBD

4, Pemeriksaan Jentik Berkala (PJB) sebaiknya
dilakukan setiap 3 bulan sekali

5. Saat fogging berlangsung sebaiknya menyimpan
makanan di tempat yang tertutup, menyimpan
pakaian ke dalam almari, dan kita harus berada di
luar ruangan




D. PERSEPSI

Untuk pertanyaan berikut, berilah tanda centang (v) pada kotak yang menurut

anda benar.
No. Pertanyaan Setuju | Tidak
Setuju
1. Saya percaya bahwa penyakit DBD hanya dapat

ditularkan oleh nyamuk Aedes aegypyi

2. Saya yakin bahwa nyamuk Aedes aegypti senang
berkembangbiak di bak mandi, ban bekas, dan vas
bunga

3. Saya yakin bahwa meskipun bak mandi bersih dan
jernih masih bisa dihuni oleh jentik-jentik nyamuk

4, Menurut saya, menguras bak mandi dilakukan bila
airnya sudah kotor/keruh saja

5. Saya lebih senang menggunakan obat maupun

lotion anti nyamuk untuk mencegah penyakit
DBD.

E. KETERSEDIAAN SARANA-PRASARANA

Untuk pertanyaan berikut, berilah tanda centang (v') pada kotak yang menurut

anda benar.
No. Pertanyaan YA | TIDAK
1. Apakah didaerah anda ada Pemeriksaan Jentik

Berkala (PJB)?

2. Apakah = ada  pembagian « bubuk ' abate - untuk
mencegah DBD?

3. Apakah ada kartu rumah bebas jentik di depan
rumah anda?

4, Apakah ada media promosi kesehatan leaflet
tentang penyakit DBD yang dibagikan kepada
warga ?

5. Apakah ada kegiatan pengasapan (fogging) di

daerah tersebut?
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LAMPIRAN 4. UJI VALIDITAS DAN RELIABILITAS

1. Pengetahuan

Correlations

pl p2 p3 p4 p5 total
Pearson Correlation 1 523" .294 .088 .088 .626"
pl Sig. (2-tailed) .003 115 645 645 .000
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation 523" 1 .389" 447 149 .788"
p2 Sig. (2-tailed) .003 034 013 432 .000
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation .294 .389" 1 .000 .000 .568™
p3 Sig. (2-tailed) 115 .034 1.000 1.000 .001
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation .088 44T .000 1 .280 .590"
p4 Sig. (2-tailed) 645 013 1.000 134 .001
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation .088 .149 .000 .280 1 .508™
p5 Sig. (2-tailed) .645 432 1.000 134 .004
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation .626™ .788" .568" .590™ .508™ 1
total  Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000 .001 .001 .004
N 30 30 30 30 30 30

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

*, Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).

Case Processing Summary

N %
Valid 30 100.0
Cases  Excluded? 0 .0
Total 30 100.0

a. Listwise deletion based on all variables in the

procedure.

Reliability Statistics

Cronbach's N of Items

Alpha

.568 5




Item-Total Statistics

Scale Mean if | Scale Variance | Corrected Item- Cronbach's
Item Deleted if Item Deleted Total Alpha if Item
Correlation Deleted
pl 3.37 .861 373 .488
p2 3.33 .782 .639 .357
p3 3.43 .875 .236 571
p4 3.40 .869 .293 .533
p5 3.40 .938 .188 .592
2. Sikap
Correlations
sl S2 s3 s4 s5 Total
Pearson Correlation 1 .015 .068 315 176 476"
sl Sig. (2-tailed) 935 720 .090 352 .008
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation .015 1 247 .539™ .351 .656™
s2 Sig. (2-tailed) 935 .188 .002 .057 .000
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation .068 247 1 315 176 .603"
s3 Sig. (2-tailed) 720 .188 .090 352 .000
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation .315 .539" .315 1 224 .768™
s4 Sig. (2-tailed) .090 .002 .090 235 .000
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation 176 .351 176 224 1 .603"
s5 Sig. (2-tailed) 352 .057 352 235 .000
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation 476" .656™ .603" .768™ .603" 1
Total  Sig. (2-tailed) .008 .000 .000 .000 .000
N 30 30 30 30 30 30

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

Case Processing Summary

N

%

Valid
Excluded?

Cases

30

100.0




Total 30 100.0 |

a. Listwise deletion based on all variables in the

procedure.

Reliability Statistics

Cronbach's N of Items
Alpha

.606 5

Item-Total Statistics

Scale Mean if | Scale Variance | Corrected Item- Cronbach's
Item Deleted if Item Deleted Total Alpha if ltem
Correlation Deleted
sl 3.27 1.168 213 .633
s2 3.17 1.109 442 517
s3 3.27 1.099 .296 .589
s4 3.23 .944 .558 438
s5 3.20 1.131 .342 .561

3. Persepsi

Correlations

perl per2 per3 perd per5 total
Pearson Correlation 1 .356 149 .050 196 .605™
perl Sig. (2-tailed) .053 432 792 .299 .000
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation .356 1 .239 141 .288 .683"
per2 Sig. (2-tailed) .053 .203 457 122 .000
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation 149 .239 1 -.270 .088 447"
per3 Sig. (2-tailed) 432 .203 .150 .645 .013
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation .050 141 -.270 1 .207 452"
perd Sig. (2-tailed) 792 457 .150 272 .012
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation 196 .288 .088 .207 1 567
per5 Sig. (2-tailed) .299 122 .645 .272 .001
N 30 30 30 30 30 30




Pearson Correlation .605™ .683" 447 452" 567" 1
total Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000 .013 .012 .001
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
Case Processing Summary
N %
Valid 30 100.0
Cases  Excluded? 0 .0
Total 30 100.0
a. Listwise deletion based on all variables in the
procedure.
Reliability Statistics
Cronbach's N of Items
Alpha
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Item-Total Statistics
Scale Mean if | Scale Variance | Corrected ltem- Cronbach's
Item Deleted if Item Deleted Total Alpha if Item
Correlation Deleted
perl 3.37 .654 .293 .253
per2 3.33 .644 452 176
per3 3.43 737 .018 466
per4 3.53 671 .025 498
per5 3.40 .593 .337 .202
4. Ketersediaan Sarana Prasarana
Correlations
k1l k2 k3 k4 k5 total
Pearson Correlation 1 429" 277 .380" .040 .650"
k1l Sig. (2-tailed) .018 .138 .038 .833 .000
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
o Pearson Correlation 429" 1 .280 479" .026 712"
Sig. (2-tailed) .018 134 .007 .891 .000




N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation 277 .280 1 .032 -.082 .480™
k3 Sig. (2-tailed) .138 134 .866 667 .007
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation .380" 479" .032 1 274 711
k4 Sig. (2-tailed) .038 .007 .866 143 .000
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation .040 .026 -.082 274 1 419"
k5 Sig. (2-tailed) .833 .891 667 .143 .021
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
Pearson Correlation .650™ 712" 480" 711" 419" 1
total  Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000 .007 .000 021
N 30 30 30 30 30 30
*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
Case Processing Summary
N %
Valid 30 100.0
Cases  Excluded? 0 .0
Total 30 100.0
a. Listwise deletion based on all variables in the
procedure.
Reliability Statistics
Cronbach's N of ltems
Alpha
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Item-Total Statistics
Scale Mean if | Scale Variance | Corrected Item- Cronbach's
Item Deleted if Item Deleted Total Alpha if Item
Correlation Deleted
k1 2.77 1.151 438 .394
k2 2.63 1.275 489 .399
k3 2.90 1.334 .168 .570
k4 2.73 1.168 .455 .388
k5 2.97 1.413 .088 .621




LAMPIRAN 5. DATA ANALISIS UNIVARIAT

JenisKelamin

Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
Laki-Laki 38 49.4 494 494
Valid Perempuan 39 50.6 50.6 100.0
Total 77 100.0 100.0
Usia
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
<25 39 50.6 50.6 50.6
26-30 17 221 22.1 72.7
6 7.8 7.8 80.5
Valid
36-40 5 6.5 6.5 87.0
>41 10 13.0 13.0 100.0
Total 77 100.0 100.0
Pekerjaan
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
Lainnya 29 37.7 37.7 37.7
Wiraswasta 17 22.1 22.1 59.7
PNS 9 11.7 11.7 71.4
Valid
Karyawan Swasta 14 18.2 18.2 89.6
Mahasiswa 8 10.4 10.4 100.0
Total 77 100.0 100.0
Pendidikan
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
Tidak sekolah 4 5.2 5.2 5.2
SD 4 5.2 5.2 10.4
SMP 7 9.1 9.1 195
Valid
SMA 36 46.8 46.8 66.2
Perguruan tinggi 26 33.8 33.8 100.0
Total 77 100.0 100.0




1. Pengetahuan

LAMPIRAN 6. DATA ANALISIS BIVARIAT

Classification Table?

Observed Predicted
PENGETAHUAN1 Percentage
Tidak Baik Baik Correct
Tidak Baik 0 13 .0
PENGETAHUAN1
Step 1 Baik 0 64 100.0
Overall Percentage 83.1
a. The cut value is ,500
Variables in the Equation
B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step1 Constant 1.594 .304 27.452 1 .000 4.923
2. Sikap
Classification Table?P
Observed Predicted
SIKAP2 Percentage
Tidak setuju Setuju Correct
Tidak setuju 0 20 .0
SIKAP2
Step 0 Setuju 0 57 100.0
Overall Percentage 74.0
a. Constant is included in the model.
b. The cut value is ,500
Variables in the Equation
B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step 0 Constant 1.047 .260 16.239 1 .000 2.850
3. Persepsi
Classification Table?
Observed Predicted
Persepsil Percentage
Tidak Baik Baik Correct
Tidak Baik 0 35 .0

Step 1 _ Persepsil




Baik 0 42 100.0

Overall Percentage 54.5

a. The cut value is ,500

Variables in the Equation

B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)

Step1 Constant .182 229 .635 1 426 1.200

4. Ketersesiaan Sarana Prasarana

Classification TableaP

Observed Predicted
KETERSEDIAAN1 Percentage
Tidak ada Ada prasarana Correct
prasarana
Tidak ada prasarana 0 36 .0
KETERSEDIAAN1
Step 0 Ada prasarana 0 41 100.0
Overall Percentage 53.2

a. Constant is included in the model.

b. The cut value is ,500

Variables in the Equation

B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)

Step1 Constant .130 .228 .324 1 .569 1.139




