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understand the healing process. This thesis is dedicated to thoss
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m-ﬂms’“ﬂm&mhm
) 2 tory. The edart of marital viclance wvas msamred as
viclence, freguent acts of viclence and wife abuse from responses to

differences in age, education, coopational status and religious
prefurence). ihese relationships vere than conpared to twelve
hypothesss dirived five Galles's Social Stxruchwal Thecxy of

to pcticular stxucthixnl and sitetional stisuli® (1972, p. 188).
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A. IDNTRODUCTION

Wife battering, child sbuse and other assmiltive beheviour
are eamples of the viclencs in our society and homes. Marital
viclence appescs to be a ssricus and videspread reality for sy
would result in legal charges and psmalties, yet vhen committed by a
family member, may be accepted or marely labelled as a domsstic
bruises and laxt feslings, it can be malicicus tormant and brutal
sbuse has besn hidden bshind the walls of family privecy, wwesn by
friends or the coommity and undesestinated by most goverrmant, health
or social science zofessiomls. Rblic ad official assenses is
family viclence.

In Corada, vonmn's shelters and social ssvice agencies
provide a range of sxvices and progeems for cnples in viclent




1967). It is lilmly thet rural wosen are entrapped in viclent homes

battering, and sscond, by geographic and
cultural barriers of rural or smll towm life. The nesds of this
mdmmmﬂm.mmmm
mmmummm-ﬂmm;gn respact-
ively, but the writer fond no studies of violence in normstropolita
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reseasch as a modal, cospaxuble orsomic




conclusions. The most important considerations for ressarch on
mmx*mwh_mﬂ

canpared to lypothesss drived from Galles's concluwsions rather then




mﬂm3mm=mhﬁhg
ﬁﬂ:ﬂqh“ﬁﬁ“‘:“bﬂh
aveportad dus to the “shame imvolved if one is the victia, or

report existing abuse” (Stahly, 1978, p. 397). Conosen for
tiality in reporting illegal behewicur may be of conomn to
sdjects (Galles, 1979) thecefore respondents may be less lidmly to
repoxt the mose ssvere incidents of ciwking, tirestening to or using a

Mﬁmhﬁm The unicsepoeting of




coples vill limit the acomacy of the results, and wealun the
evidence on the extent and patterms of marital violence.

The Conflict Tactics Scale (CTS), a nine-item list of
Mmdmm.hc-nlyumw
marital viclence. The CT8 wvas used in the AAS to elicit reports of
Plysical acts of viclencs. The CTS was dasigned to addiress the
m—amuummm—um
mmmu—mummm(m, 1900), bt it
still hes its limitations. To overcoms the respondent's reluctancs to
aduit to violencs, the guestions on marital viclence (for emmct
wording ses Agpendix A) e introduced as conflict responses in nozwial
mm.umm—ammmmm
m.mmmuuuu»mumm
mammmuum— (Stzmus and Gelles,
1906¢) .

T™he relisbility snd walidity of the CTS have been shown
mumcmmuc-n-. 1906). The walidity of
maun—wnmbmm. axh a8
mm(mz)umu-u-m-h-m. 194,
eowning and Dutton, 1906). The CIB is linited in thet ineffectual,
m—m-mmmm.m
sttacks, therefore the wisrstanding of marital viclence is 1imited to
amummmmummu
Ssverity of the viclence (Galles and Stxeus, 1979, Gam, 1908). Since
Nﬂ”h“d’ﬁﬂ,mhﬁumﬁ
*ﬁ’d“d““dnﬁu
ﬂﬁM‘.h”cMhm



viclence, or the effects of the abuse, are cmitted from this project.
he CIB is a relisble index of types and frequancy, Iat not of the
sbstantive ssverity nor effects of the marital viclence.

The structixe of the axvey is a somve of limitations. The
AS gestiomire coveresd over 18 topics, so the axvey's length asd
renge of topics may have reduced the smount of thought given by the
respondant to the gustions on marital viclencs. The wids range of
topics might have a positive effect by reducing the agtasis on the
mrital viclence gustions theseby reducing the respondant'’s
reluctancs to repext it. The ssction on marital viclence follows a
guestion to rate the "sswerity of hasm ... of child abuss and of vife
sbuse® (AAS Codsbook, 1967, p.2¢). This seguance of guastions may
have catributed to undsrreporting of am's om viclence, after
egpressing cpinions daouncing sbuss, given the respondents® need for
social acomptance. The A8 gustiomire's length and cxdering may
hawve reduced the reliability of responses on marital viclence vheress
the gmneral nature of the sxvey may have isproved the reporting rats.

D. BASIC ASEAETIONS

Sovernl asmmptions are wialying this ressssch. Bvery act
of mrital vicience reconded in the AMS data was considered
signitiont in the shemoe of ebjective nsammes of ssverity or effect
of the viclest act. This is an hportat asmaption vhich considere
overy reperted act as egml altheugh & slap vith botlly injwy my
have consed mere hasn than & heeat with a Inife o gmn. Sowerity and



effacts of a viclent act are not msamxed or discussed within this
MﬁmdMﬁhh“ﬂm
actions and viclent marital rels

respondents are accwataly rend
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the methods of data analysis and the Justification and limitations for
these msthods.

The resilts of ths study are aamined in the foxth
chapbter. A dascription of the extant and patterys of marital violence
and a dmogreghic protile of the smple coaples is provided. The
discussion of results drass a comparison to thoss hypothesised from
Galles's Thecey. Tables of the dstailed results are in Appandix C.

The fimal chapter discusses the conclusions ad isplicstions
for the results. Suggestions for future ressaxch and sgplicetions of
the findings are pressnted.
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A. OFENTIONAL DEFINITIONS

Literatare on merital viclencs provided vericus conospts
related to marital viclencs and to the focus population. This
section esmines the detinitions of mrital viclance and the texms of
reference for couple salection.

The conospt of marital viclencs has besn cperatiomalised in
gmenal discussions and ressssch studiss in ssvernl ways, depanding
an vhich chazacteristics the athors vished to exghesise or an the
limitations of a salected ressarch msthodology.

Marital Viclence

The vords, sbuse, assmult, battering and viclence hewe bean
used interchengeshly in the litersture It scms asthors have
agresssd the mesd for move clarity in disomsions of merital
violence. Kinoaid suggests thet the woed ‘shuse’ ismplies that the
action is a mis-uss of atherity over a sbordinats such as eldsss,
vamn or children (1905). Therefore the word ‘shbuse’ has sexist or
patzonising undeztones (Kinoaidd, 1908) wvhich is not aggeopriats to
dascribe the vicience betwesn agpoasdly egmml adults. ‘Assmit’ may
be the prefxred tasm hecamse, & Kinoaid poists oxt, ‘assmit’ is
e victin-criested and legally dafinad (1908). Battering dmotes
the ypstitioss and Gamging efSssts of the visiense it isplies enly
the piywical acts of vicience. The tamn *vicience' empasses the
physical attashs diresthed ot pexeoms e cjests, Sor amnple, hitting
amcmmﬂ These consiations ase
gttt iesms in e litesetwe It this ponject hos Sonmsad a0



the piywical attachs, a mxe neryov view of mrital violence selected
d» to the msthotological limitations. Althouwgh for readubility this
mw-”hw,u'mt'nhh
prafrred term, the tmms ‘viclence®' and ‘sbuse’ are used in this
thesis for consistency with most of the literstuwe.

In the studies discussed later in this chapter, ressarchers
datined marital viclence naxxomly, to suit the limitations of a
guntitative ressmxh project, or kxoadly, to encaspess the vericus
mammnm

Bpirical stuties that focussed cn the phywical aspacts,
mmuuam.om—umum
viclence as

& act amried out with the intention of, or

m-mmm«.m

haxting snother person (1900, p.20).

&mmmmmmu
mrital viclence. Non-giywical aspects, such as emotional, versal
ummmmmmm. 1977).
u—-uncmumuwma
viclence (Waller, 1979), especially if cabined with thwests of
Pyeical vieience. MM“-MQ“
hmwcmudﬂr“b
wcﬂn.hwm--u
m--——nmmmmm.
h“ﬂbh“%&&*
ﬂ‘.d“““ﬂ’.lm. Daprivation
ot righta, t-—-u-u-—:m-.m.uuc



ﬁlﬂmﬁi—,hmmﬂnmﬂi
Miﬁﬁ,ﬂyhﬁﬁmqh T
contantious issue. Galles (1972), Strms et al. (1900) and B

ing of mrital viclence. Maciecd (1907) and WMnller (1983)
iﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁi“dﬁm




mmam—Lﬁwzmm;; i
axclusively tovard a fesale partner. nmmm
ﬂhﬂ.ﬁmhlm&dﬂiﬂm
mdﬁ-mm_h;msmm--m.
‘conjugal violence' have besn used intesct sbly vith ‘marital
m'm@ﬁmhmmmm n
discussions of one~way violence, ‘vife abuse’, ‘husbend abuse', and
viclence. For ‘viclence', the words ‘sbuse’, ‘asssult’, ‘battering’,
or 'beating’ may be used.




and Steirmsts (1961) sspled ﬂyhpl.lyﬂﬁlg vhareas
a marriage licenss doss not precluds the 'licanse to hit'. In fact,

B. THIORETICAL BACRINIRD

jon of this hmen bshavioaw, as wll as

e vithin the famdly







1l stimli, such as anger, frustration or conflict (Stahly,

) pathological disorders, isplying thet they are social

e” (1900, p.34) and to dsvelcp strutegies

axthors lmve thacrised that marital vicience is a meflection of the

17



policies, legal systen and world of woxk (Carlson, 1984) . Goode's
Rasomce Thecry of Viclence aplains physical foroe as one of the
or interpersonal prooess veriables® (Stahly, 1978, P-593) threatan
the interests or nesds of the family, especially those of the
dminant asthority tigwe (Rounsaville, 1978). Unmploymsnt amd
mmmmmwu-—-mg
mﬂmwmmummn

private family affairs” (1968, p.21). One report mmmarised that
Mqumummmﬁ
mm.umm.m-mm
m.mmwcmm
“sarve to Jeep the wommn in the viclent situstion® (New Mempshire
Myviscey Camittes, 1979, p.S). These thecries have fooussed on
d—ucmmmummmﬂr
marital viclence.

Mxjor thecretical and espirical contridutions heve besn
uads by Straws, Galles and Shedsmets. Galles pruposed that
mmﬂ’h‘“ﬁm.-ﬂl.
“mummmﬁ In a Genagul
qu-un.mnmmmmm



(Camdly cxganisstion, its position in ths social structire and its
valuss), individml factors (perwomality, pmycho-pathological traits
and coapational roles), socistal valuss (cpportumity structare,
socistal viclence and social sstting) and precipitating factors
(pxoblens and stress). They esmined the intsraction of thase
varisbles upon family viclencs and considered the conssquences for
the family and for socisty (1974). They eplained marital viclence
as a "contiming elemant in and a systematic product of the social
interaction of the family™ (1978, p.%95) and considared the
interrelationship of socistal structwre and family cegmnisstion in
positive or nagative fesdback cycles arxing a family’s attaapts at
goal-sesking, stress mmagmant and problen resolution (Stahly,
1978).

Socio~cultixal Level

In the £i. °1 categery, socio-cultural characteristics have
basn used to amalyse marital viclence. Thess macro-level thwories
asmme that the roots of viclence are in society's values, baliefs
and norms (Gaguin, 1978; Stzaus, et al., 1900; Thorman, 1980;
Flanssr, 1962; Kincaid, 1903; Sorkin, 1965). Dobash and Dobash
dascribed the influence of social procasses and institutions wvhich
have dovelcped & caltixe of viclence in wvhich vives ace the
agpeogriste victia of viclence (1978). This level of sslysis linds
marital viclence thesty to macxo-level thesries of sscial change.
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C. BNFINICAL BACKIOND

As in other scientific ressszch, a key msthodol
1979). nmﬂ-dﬁmmmﬂun

resssechers such as Gallas to raly on sslective maports or files.
kﬂhmﬂﬂtbmﬂﬂmmm

ﬁmhmmhﬂﬂ‘-ﬂﬂh
ly selected medgbouring femilies of the ‘viclent

_ nodedyed the bias in his smpling technige
ﬁummhm_ﬁﬂm




vare intmviewed by Rowsaville (1978). Walker used a
m-hgnm_(nm. Mxriad famale
“ﬁlﬁﬂq mdhm—hﬁ!ﬁﬂs

ﬂﬁ“ﬂgﬁﬁhmm
*ﬁ““ﬁ“g which inclufed mexvied



1906) vas a mxjor bxeak from ane~shot data gathering and has provided




consistency, relisbility, concxrent validity, and construct
validity” (Straus and Gelles, 1906, p.476). Although Berling et al
ague that tte CI3's construct validity and generalissbility could be
wnwﬂyﬂnmmi_; ad the
(1967). To fxrther reduce reluctance to aduit viclence, Sxith used
axvey (1987).

in most marital viclence ressarch has bemn the intividual. Although
(Galles, 1979).



shuse vas 2¢.9% and 10.08 for ssvere viclence (Smith, 1997).




incoms). They also reported that “the high level of sbuse (is
Datton, 1987, p.32).
amsicind.




D. FEVIIN OF GELIES'S JEEENCH

milestone in marital viclence ressssch and thecry. Me agplied a
Galles proposed a study of the physical viclence betwesn hsbands and




_ A ,,’mm),mhmﬂm itis an
mmp ﬂ#&ﬂiﬂm@mm

Mﬁhﬂ“cmm ‘m—ﬁuqn!ﬁn-
affilistio mmmmgﬂ-—,mﬁ




1likely to be viclent than thoss vith the ssme affiliation. Social
isclation from neighbors and conmmity was noted to bs a common
characteristic of viclent coples. Pamily sise had little affect on
spousal viclence (although families with more children eperience
move child abuss). Gelles categorised his findings as situstiomal
factors, social and family structural stressas, family structure
variables amd (vithin family) structiral stresses.

From these findings, Gelles dstermined that marital
violence is more common among families whose socio-structural
position and intre-family structure may have besn wesk or
isbalanced. Duiividmils in these families having fewer resources or
skills yet suffering greater stress, would rescrt to viclence to cope
vith the stress. Using this evidence and other thecries of violence,
Galles cutlined five propositions in his Social structural Theory of
Viclence:

1. Viclence is a responss to particular structuzal and

sitational stimuli.

2. Stress is differentially distrir .sd in social

stxuctuares.

3. Bposmre to and eperience vith violencs as a child

tsaches the child that viclence is a response to stzuctwmal

ad situaticnal stimali.

4. Individmls in different social positions are

differetially apossd both to lemning situations of

viclence as a child and to structixal ad sitmtional
stimali for vhich vialence is a response as an afult.

S. Daiividmils will use viclence tomnds fimily nmbers



wntly as a remult of lesrning eperience and

(1972, p.188-189)

~DEE 7 O EICRRAIED TR GHIES STV
situational ‘ 7!!“ T . T
1. Marital viclence is d

2. Mrital
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B. ALL ALNERTA STUDY AD PROJICT SNSLE

The AMS wvas plarmed and conducted by the Fopulation
Ressazch Laboratory of the University of Alberta in 1967. Thet
yorr's ayual sxvey included teleghone intesviews of an all Alberta
smple, as wall as the usml inperson interviews in the City of
Baonton. The sxrvey contained guestions on aress of specific
interest to vericus resssrchers st the University and cutside
agencies. ‘lbmuu:Wmanymby
mnmamcmmmymm
that portion of the 1987 ANS.

mw-mmmmmm
and the geographic axresas. The smple for the AMS was t0 represent
the total population of Alberta. This wvas fxther subdivided into
thees avens: the City of Muonton, City of Calgery and Other
Albssta. mu--ou-m'um:nm
s, the normstropolitan couples for this project vere demm from
this ssgunt of respondants.

mmnmm—uumm
intexviews provided a pechebility smple of adult residets of
Albaxta. 0 sslect the respondent, the housshold was first selected.
A copster-gmerated randm smple (10 parcwnt smple of possidble
mmm-mmmm

lesving a smple ot 0. Than %0 sslect the actal respondent and
®tain a dalence of males and Sumles, istesvienys wre instrusted



to ask for an adilt male (over 18 years of age) willing to respond,
or if not, a willing adult female wvas inteviesd. This procedwe
wvas used because "adult males are ganerally more difficult to
contact® (Kinsel, 1967, p.6) reducing the repressntativensss of the
semple. The Other Alberta sssple contained an egml mmber of mle
and female respondents (49.3% and 50.78, respectively). The
campleted intexviews totalled 347 vhich repressnts .038 of Alberta‘'s
normstropolitan population. (Using Alberta‘'s normstropolitan total
population as 1,155,739, from 1906 Cansus data.) (Kinsel, 1987, P.8).
This ressasch project reguired a sssple of normstropol itan
coples. Pirst the control progoem sslectad the normstropolitan
resporndants, ie. eliminating the Calgacy and Rmonton residents.
From thess 347 respondents, the control progesm selectsd only those
who were paxt of a cople in that year. 7Thoss wvhio wvere pressntly
mxried or living common-lavy, ad those wvhio wvere single, divorosd,
ssparated or vidowed bt had besn living with their psztner in the
past year were selected as the caples. Rinsty-two respondets wers
eliminated from the smple as they reported that they hed not lived
vith a spouse or partner in the past year. This resulted in 298
respondants that could be idmtitied as normstropolitan couples.

Mormetropolitan Albexta

e stjects in this ressmxh are f£ixm the citiss, toww
ad el axeas of novmstyxcpoliten Albaxta. Only Calgeey and
Bncnton are aaxliuded fron the smple as thay are the enly twe Coes
istzepeliten Joeas (OB), ie. hawing populations shove 100,000
(Statistics Coada, 1907). Twes cther divisions of commity sise



Agglomration (QA) is a msdime-sized city with adjacent rural frings
(population betwesn 10,000 and 99,999). Outside Of\'s and CA's are
fringes (population bstwesn 1,000 and 9,999). Ruwal Aress include
defined as residents of a Cewus Aggloms Urban Areas or Rxal
Axeas.

mmmmm&m:m
amu-m-.mmg.mgm.
SMassten esidents.




or she had:

throwmn somsthing,

pushed grabbed or shoved,

slagped,

kicked, bit or hit vith a fist,

hit or tried to hit with somsthing,

beat,

chalked,

tweatansd vith a knife or gm, or

used a knife or fired a gn
items, they were then ashed to veport the mmber of incidents done by
n‘cctu-wnﬂiﬁ-(—fj;j’] t A for e
wording of guestioms). mmdmm_h

collection in Juacxy, 1967. The § viesnys made up to 10
callbachs to complets an intsrview. Thay wxhed 9 am to 9 pa, ssven
smple of 430 (Kinsel, 1987).




ﬁmhﬂnmﬂﬂmm 1997), the

mdﬁ.ﬁn_ﬂﬁﬁndm“







m—mwumwmmw

1. sy viclence,

3. fregaet viclance, amd

3. vifs abuse.
'.'vhl-u'-ueomanxwtd“cmdq
of the CT8 typss of viclence in that past yesr. ‘Freguant violence'
wvas detined in the sume mwwr as did Galles, as more then six
incidmts psr yesr. "wife sbuse’ was ths repoet of only the
w'-mmmm-mume-w
oar vifs. The first thres of these meamwes of marital viclence are
mmm—mmumm“hwum
Mummamcmmmm.
1972).

&mm“hﬂﬁ&aqdb
mumwmunm ™he
mmmu—umm resmbled Galles's
mam¢mm.mum
WM(Q.M.MM
mumm.mmm
(Mh“h.M“m&—Md
m.uummmmmmc
Nl“dm'mm. Thase twalve items,
e intpendent werishies, ave smsurised in Tl 3.

e sltmtion)l Sactes of aloshel cmmmption were
@scribed by Galles in genaral texms withowt duteiled date
petsmiation. 1 mpwted Vet alethel ws & faster in e viskense
o2 4% ot the emples, i et thase ws & high esseslation betwasn



alcohol and mexital viclencs (1972). Sincs no precise verishles and
statistics were provided in his repoxt, the responsss on alochol
conmmption reguired regrouping only as vas nscsssicy to allow
general comperison. The freguency of conmaption was categorised as
never, cooasiomal (less than one day per momnth), infreguest (ons to
Ures dys par month), freguet (ane to two days per vesk) and vexy
frequent (thwes to four days per wesk). The ammt of alcchol
conmmed per drinking ssssion vas categorised as very light (ome
drink), light (two drirks), modecate (thres drinks) and hasvy (foxr
or more drirks) .

Age, educetion, coopation, income, religion and social
isclation axe all factors which Galles used to msamwe social and
fandly structixal stresses (sees ippendix B for categorisstion dstalls
on ehoation, coopational status, and xaligion). The ages of
respondet and epouse vere vegroped by gunder into four age
categories, idmtical to Galles's apge growpings, vith the eaxmsption
of the respondast with a 17 yesr oM vife. Dscaticmal attairment
was also ssparated by gander of vespondest and gpouse, and then
graped into tive lewls of ‘education completed® categorised
idmtical to Galles aoapt the tecimical school geadaates were placed
in the "lon Undversity® catepxy and wniversity postgradetes were
Pt in the ‘University’ categxy. These elucaticsal ievels, st
directly specitied in Gelles, vaze gueped in this stufy by the
sinilarity in yosss segeized %o canplete these Aowels.

Coopatisnal states was sipaated by gunder and hen
segueped inte five cabegiries et sinilarily supveamting Galles’s
*d*lﬂ.*“ﬂm



as Madiun status; middle msagment, techmicians and

ad fanily-escial structwmal factors.




appeaxed to be Galles's method. Tixee catagories axves for each
varisble: Rubed higher, Wife higher and Sams. Gelles's family
structure verishles indicate an individml's achisved and ascribed
status vithin the family.

The fimal group of factors, structiural stresses vithin the
family, vere msammed by the muber of children in the family and the
differences in religiocus preferences of ths partners. Although
Gelles had gzouped the family sise into only thres categeries, forr
categories (none, ane, two, and tiwes or more children) were wsed in
this study to allov for the trend tovard amaller families yet allow
identitication of laxrger families. TO dstexmine the religious
differences bsthen the caple, the religious preferences vere
ocmpared ungrouped, and categorised as sams or different religious
preferences.

B. MEDKDS OF AALYSTS

Amlysis of the data on the normstrcpolitan cples was
undsrtalen to dstemine the eatent and patteens of marital vioclence.
or a desogrephic oveevier of the nosmstropolitan coples, a
statistical samry of sslected characteristics wes doveloped. The
et of marital vicience s calculated as the psromnt of
respendents amny the numstropoliten ceuples vho sepested oy,
toepet noiduwts er vife chuse. The pattexns of maritel vislence
vare idmtitied by aumining the statistical relatisuhip betvesn the
Gupentut end infipendent verishies, io. betwsen the meammes of
mrital viciencs and the facters of aleshel consaption, goowp



value significant at .05 or less) betwesn the depsndent and
wmmmm=mam
existed betwesn marital violence and the selected characteristics.
Thess results were then campared to the hypotnesised results listed
in Teble 2 which were derived from Gelles's study. Significent
relationships (.05 or less) would mgport Galles's proposition.

of sygport for his first proposition.

relatively small smple. wﬂnthﬁuﬁ




CHAPTER 4

Datsrmining the socio~economic characteri
mmﬂﬁ&hmammmﬂnmﬁﬂ

. The descriptions of the patteems of marital violencs
mmupemm-ﬂﬂ-_geﬂ
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MlﬂbﬂlﬂW(ﬁﬁhi).ﬁiﬂQM'l
of a mxjority of the hypothesised results, then spport for his pro-
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mxried or cohebitation status. The sssple represants 0.11% of the
population of ¢499,000) (Consus Carada Profiles, 1906). To give an

their repressntativensss of tropolitan Albsrtans. A move
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divorosd, ssparated or wvidowed as shown in Teble 4. In the viclet
P, hﬁﬂﬁ;“ﬂﬂnﬂ-m of conples. Both of
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(ese Table 4). The study sssple appears to be mxe 1

itan couples (628) in the study smple vers
mﬂlem(_ﬁhl). ﬁﬁ_ﬂﬂq
ql-—iﬁm*_:.nﬂl.ﬂ. respactivaly,
hﬁ-ﬁﬂdhm“ ﬁﬂﬂn
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2 pries, the stuly smpie represuts slightly less of the
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cples. ﬁﬂﬁ!ﬂﬂl—ﬂ’hmmhﬂ

coples. mmﬂsﬁ—ﬁmmmﬂ
it to be vife shuse and 42% of those reporting viclence, reported
mmmhﬁtﬁmgnﬂ;‘)
marital viclence, hmﬁﬁ :’::;gl—ﬂh
in the '18 - 30°' yesar catagery, 308 of the Inubands and 28.4%8 of the
(28.0). “mxgﬂvﬂ—_—ﬂhﬂ
wﬁmﬂgﬂd*_ﬁﬁ.ﬁ-
38,900, and 2% of those essning 16,000 ~ 25,900, rital status was
Y




modsrats levels of marital viclence were identified through
coagetional status, educational level, religion, and growp
mmbership. The extent of marital viclence has besn identified in
this brief sy of the sslected characteristics. Chermcteristics
of alochol conmaption, age, family sise, housshold income and marital
status were strony indicators of the extent of marital viclence.

ummmmmmm
mmuummumm
&y viclence, freguant viclence and vife sbuse.

C. SOCIO-SCONINIC FATINRES OF MIITAL VIOLEKS

Alcchol Conmaption and Warital Violence
uwmmmnm“
and mexital viclence axe samarised in Pigaes 1 - 2. T™he highast
ratas of sy viclemce, mmumumum
"y Poegaant® dristhurs (3¢ dagw/vesk or move) &l sy “Mnderate’
conmming dristuss (3 drisiuy/ssssion). Gunaxally all three msammes



FIGURE 1
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ategories, ﬁh.ﬁ-mhm-hﬁii
ﬂm mﬁ—u_hﬁ-. a significent

coples (ses Mgpentix Tebie C for full results). As indiceted in

m:ns&mmﬂ:dqm fregeant viclence

tnd vife stuse vere reported by the yowgest spouses (18 - 30 years).

;dmmmhﬁmm-ﬁ
l—lql--n—gﬁﬁgﬁdmvm_. Thirty
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reports of marital vioclence (Figure 6 and 7), although any violence
(19.38) and among wives vith University degress or higher educstion
among vives vith elemsntary education or less. Wife sbuse (Figme 8)
wvas highest among university gradusted husbends snd vives. In fact,

FIGURE ¢
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70 o

PERCENTAGE OF COUPLES
s
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FIGURER 7
FREQUENT VIOLENCE BY EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
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the lowest levels of any vioclencs, freguent viclence and vife abuse.
m“m—cmﬂmMNW-’qw
vives and those kesping houss. The one wnesployed hnsbend abused his

vife infreguantly. Of thoss in the ‘Professional Namagerial
coapations, in both casss, the victin was the vife. Iarital viclence

coaxred across all levels of coopational status.

FIGURE 9 MARITAL VIOLENCE BY OCCUPATIONAL STATUS
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FIOURE 10
FREQUENT VIOLEWCE BY OCCUPATIONAL STATUS
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FIGURE 11
WIFE ABUSE & ANY VIOLENCE BY OCCUPATIONAL STATUS
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amonyg high status wives (probability = .0440). The other msammes,
mmmmumma—m
ummm.nm_mm tatistically
viclence genarally dsclined with rise in status.

remlt gives little smgport for Gelles's conclusion thet marital
Frofessiona) Nragerial vives.

Nousehold Income s Marital Viclence

nﬂunhm.w-s.mm.nmmﬁ-uﬁ
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$26,000 ~ 35,900 inoome level. e hovssholds in the lomet theee
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FIOURE 16
WIFE ABUSE & ANY VIOLENCE BY GROUP MEMEERSEIP

Any Vioclence

Wife Abuse

The pattexns of marital viclence across grovp nmbesship
differed by the gmier of the respondent. ale respondents o
belonged o two conmmity growps reported the highest level of ay
in the group of wamen vho belonged t0 e o B gooaps. Wifs duse
(Pigeze 16) vas highest among wemen w0 belanged to tvo growps. Wife
shuse conatituted all of the phywical viclence in two categories: man
" o helonged t0 no groups and vomen who balonged to thees o Exe
grops.

Ovarall mo signiticent relaticuhips vere discoversd it some
visiense, Sugantt viclenss and wife shuse vase cvenly disteiintnd
acyeas all categeries of gvap ambenuhip. N fumle supandmts,
e ries in g subeship cxvaponind vith & siight daskiee in ey
ot Soegent vishense, empusislly Sar thase vith Ymee ¢ B0
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(48.80) had agml lowels of ’

Galles. ﬂﬁ-—pﬁ-mﬁﬁgm—m
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FIGURE 18
MARITAL VIOLENCE BY OCCUPATIONAL DIFFERENCES
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FIGURE 19
MARITAL VIOLENCE BY DIFFERENCE IN AGE
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Age Differential and Marital Violence
By comparing the ages of the smple spousss, the relationship
of age differential to marital viclence was evalusted. Approximately
thres quarters of the couples reported that the husbend wvas older.
As indicated in Pigure 19, the ‘Male Older' cauples reported
wvas sinilar for 'Male Oldsr' and ‘Wife Older' caples, and declined
for egml age partners. The ‘ay viclence' and wifs abuse declined as
vife's age egmlled or muxpassed 1 hsbend's. A waman in a violent
‘Male Qlder' caple was tixes times as lilmly to bs abused than wvare
wvomn in a ‘wife Oldex’ covple. Thess tzrends were not significent.
n



violence. Most of the study couples (66.38%) had one or no children.
of children was significently related to the psrcent of coples
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sectors of normstropolitan Albsrta as dstailed in Agpendix C. Gender
spondant wvas highly related to this knovliedge, as greater
proportion of females reported knowing an abweed women. By age growp,
75.7% of young (18 - 30 years) famales and 22.2% of yong males
dents vith lov coapational status, 61.68 of females and only
H-ﬁﬂ“““ﬂmm_. Overall, 60.9% of
8! piticent relatioships vare found for only a fav of the




) ,—',ﬂﬁmmmiﬂiﬁﬁnm
ﬁhmﬁthmllm:ﬂhﬂxhnﬂﬂﬁ
Albsxta.

) oderately heavy drinducs m.ﬁﬂain.
mnm ane~child families (26.4%), low-nidile incoms
M(ﬂﬂhdﬁ“mﬂiﬂﬂm.m-
35,999), and comonlaw couples (278) . mmm
hhlhﬁmﬂ—imm“:
omplas, MhEMm.mm
fanily sise, housshold income and marital status categor




1.

4.

7.

Isbards .
in the family.

The data smalysis revealed ssven signifiomt relationsh




irwersely related to marital violence rather than incressing

age as Gelles repcxted. Marital viclence vas related to the
coapational status of vives, is. it increased at each end of the
status level, but in a nonlinear relationship. The mmber of children
\.MhbMymm-dmm, rather than the

than predicted. Gelles's proposition from which the predicted
chazracteristics of the smple couples.



CHFIER V

retes of my viclence: young spouses (18 - 30 yests) (308), Very
”»




fanilies (23.18), those with religious differences (21.68), vaxy
fregunt drirkess (17.63), young husbends (18 -30 years) (18%), and
niddle income houssholds ($26,000 ~ 35,999) (20.6%). Wife abuse was
characteristics.

B. COESNINON 70 GELINS'S FROSOSITION



1. Directly related to alcochol
conmmption.
2. Increases to middle age,

3. Desclines with level of educetion.
status.

6. Righsst if mo
not differentiate




that marital violence is more liksly to coour in families of lower
This aifferential distribution of marital violence is described in the
mm&ghm‘n&y-mhaﬁg
particular structural and situstional stimli® (Gelles, 1972, p. 188).
mmmm--mummm
derived from Gelles's proposition (sse Teble 6), only limited support
signiticant relationships vhich sugported four of Gelles's
m:ummhMyMﬁam
muamammumﬁma
religious preferences, and irversely related to housshold incoms. Mo




socio-econcmic characteristics in viclent coaples. Due to small

rtmites. Ris conclum

Galles's pxxposition and the twalve lypothesss derived froem his




caples used physical violence in marital conflict. This is similar
these rates to be "extremsly high® (1906, p. 474). Bassd on a

the viclence is directed at wvoman and at a rats of 8.8%8 of the total
The remults of this stidy suggest 1 o

Mmmmmmm

relationship to the violence, ﬁ-hﬁbmm

&rirking say be a ramlt of mrital onflict and uweed as an
M



alternative coping mechanism to relesss frustration. The alcchol
conmmption may not bs directly related to the viclence Int to another
factor such as age, housshold income or cooupational status. Alcohol
conmmption and marital viclencs are directly related although the
mture of the relationship is unclesr.

Marital viclence was found to be irwersely related to the age
of the spouse. Yomy cauples may be more prons to use physical
viclencs to resclve conflict. The higher rats of viclence may be &»
to yomny caples moxe stressfiil lives as they establish their
mxriages, jcbs and families. The higher rate of viclence may only be
taporasy as yany viclent couples either divorce or lessn altesmetive
oonflict resclution technigms. Although age is strongly associated
vith marital viclence, fixther ressarch is nesded to clarify the
mature of this relationship.

Marital viclence vas showmn to be related to women's
coopationml status, althaugh this wvas not a linser relationship as
marital viclence was highest for women both in low amd in
higtyprofessionml coopational status categories. This may be
eplained if vomen in lov status coopations have more stress, less
jcb satisfaction and less income, and the women in highy/professional
coopations eperience stress from the additional jcd responsibilities
as wall as vife-woxiur role conflicts. It is difficult to draw direct
canclusions shout the relaticrship betvesn woman's coopational states
and marital viclence.

e rats of mrital viclence decvessed with higher housshold
income levels. If this is a ommal relationship, it would seggest
that loar incoes coples my heve nore marital conflict @es to mare

_



is a move dondnent factor tham fandly sise in predicting marital
o



mﬁmﬁm“,mm:uyﬁr fessionally
mmm—mm Tolicy, sssvice and




rather it is a common practice, especially for couples in particular
catagories. The extent of viclence among couples with high

-




place is not sufficient for understanding violencs. Seval other
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26. a. In genaxml, how oftan do you conmme alodholic beverages -
thet is, besr, vine, or liguor — never, less than 1 day a
month, 1to3days amonth, 1 t0 2 days a veak, 3 to 4 dmys &
wask, 5 to ¢ days a vask, or daily?

b. On a day vhen you do drink alocholic beverages, on averags,

4. a. Wt is yar azTent mrital status?

b. mﬁnlﬂﬂ.mpmmHﬁ) (in a

smgmm,, e For irstance .

a. I would liks you to tall ms how masy times in the last 12
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74. Vet kind of work (doss/did) your spouse normally do? That is,
what is (his/her) job title? (same codes) ¢

7. mnmwma%mmmw
none, elemantary, junior high, high school, non university o
university —completed or incompleted.

The highest level of education completed by spouse.
(ssms catagories)

79. How many groups and cxganizatons do you balong to, including
professional, union, reczreatiomal and chamch groups etc?

80. What is your religious preference?
(answer categories: no preference, 24 religions or other)

hat is your spouse's religicus preference? (ssme categories)

8. (From this list), would you tall ms vhich muber comss closest to
the total income of all the mmsbers of this housshold for this
past year before taxms and deductions?

(snmar catergories: under $6000, 24 groups at $2000 incremsnts,
$73000 plus, and NO anmwer)









94.4% 86.1% 7.8 .6 70.6%
5.6 13.9 12.2 18.4 29.4
4.2 5.9 6.1 12.2 17.6
1.4 8.3 6.1 6.1 11.8
Hoe Mm 5.6 3.5 8.5 12.2 17.6

Fow Abused Women 49.) 5.6 4“.4 56.3 2.9
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Noswviolent .48 7.8 BN KN
My Vickence 2.6 12.2 2.1 1.0
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Progemt o 6.8 13.8 4.4
Mwase 0 8.1 17.2 9.6
Mwsed Women 42.1 ®.6 .1 0.9




IRITAL VIOLINCE MDD AGE OF CFLES
IR GOR =20 al=40 41=30 s
HBaNTS =30 W17 19 =11
Nawiclent 408 (- ] m 348
My Viclence 60 36 6 S
Infreguant 43 12 22 N
Freguent 17 24 2 18
wIVES W04 =2 W17 W
Nawioclent 478 45% kL L 74
My Violance 33 54 & Q
Infreguet 38 18 a4 a9
Fregaet 13 3 3% u
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MOJECT JASS
MTEAL VIXXECE MDD MEB OF COUrLEs
SENR X A2=20 =40 41-80 s
] =80 70 | =) =]
Noswiclent 70.08 %. 7% 1.8 97.98
Any Viclence 30.0 4.3 8.2 a.5
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u='= 18.0 12.9 6.1 1.3
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* From once in mriage to six times a yesr.
** Prom monthly to daily.

Saxce: Galles, Tha Viglert JMome, 1972, p. 138, adapted.
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* From onoe in a mcriage to six times a year.

Source: Gelles, The Viclent Home, 1972, p. 138, adapted.




* From once in a sxxriage to six times

** From monthly to daily.

a year.

Soarce: Gelles, Iha Viclent Home, 1972, p. 140, adapted.
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